
The ruthless global drive of capital to 
maximise profi ts while destroying jobs, 
seizing public assets, crushing unions and 
destroying the environment has produced 
a worldwide wave of public anger and a 
global fi ghtback. This fi ghtback has seen 
loose coalitions of people, workers, stu-
dents, intellectuals, small business people, 
farmers, struggling in many ways, in par-
ticular by taking to the streets, to oppose 
capitalism’s anti-people policies. The latest 
actions in the US brought tens of thousands 
together to demonstrate against the Trump 
administration.

At its 9th Congress, the Communist Party 
of Australia stated, “The worldwide strug-
gle between the people and the transnational 
corporations is intensifying. The situation in 
Australia and internationally is marked by this 
struggle, at the centre of which is the struggle 
between the capitalist class and the working 
class.”

Every aspect of life on the planet is fall-
ing prey to imperialism. Workers, small farm-
ers, agricultural workers and an immense range 
of social strata, interest groups and NGOs 
are being forced to confront the big transna-
tional corporations as those forces intensify 
their exploitation of the world’s people and 
resources.

This growing movement against corporate 
globalisation has found expression in Australia 
with increasing numbers of people rejecting the 
policies being implemented by both Liberal and 
right-wing Labor governments.

The people’s movement against corporate 
globalisation is indeed the broadest contem-
porary movement objectively confronting the 
power of capital.

In Australia, the Communist Party believes 
the best way to strengthen this people’s move-
ment is to draw together all the left and pro-
gressive parties, trade unions, community 
organisations and individuals or elements of 
these organisations into a popular anti-imperi-
alist, anti-monopoly democratic front.

We see this front as transcending any one 
party. A front of this nature presupposes agree-
ments, either formal or informal, on issues held 
in common and not only at grass-roots level. It 
needs to involve and fi nd agreement at the lead-
ership level of organisations as well.

It is a coalition of this nature which can 
mobilise thousands and tens of thousands of 
workers and people from other social groups 
who are opposed to the corporate agenda of pri-
vatisation, the attacks on the living and working 

conditions of all working people, whether in the 
cities or the country.

Some in this democratic front will cam-
paign on the environment, others will defend 
public education and the public health system, 
others will defend jobs and the industrial rights 
of the trade union movement (see page 4). 
Country people will fi ght for adequate services 
and against the fl eecing of small farmers by the 
processing companies, the banks and the huge 
supermarket chains.

A place in the anti-imperialist, anti-monop-
oly democratic front has to be found for all 
these streams of opposition to what is being 
done to the working people, the poor, the unem-
ployed, the homeless, the farmers, pensioners, 
Indigenous people, migrants and others.

It is vitally important to build such a move-
ment. Only such a broad coalition of left and 
progressive forces can change the direction of 
politics in Australia. In building a democratic 
front, care must be taken not to exclude any 
potential supportive party, organisation or indi-
vidual, even though different opinions and poli-
cies will inevitably exist on various questions. 
This movement, which is in embryonic form in 
Australia, is not the property of any one party 

or group and to claim otherwise, or any attempt 
by any political party to “capture” it for its own 
purposes, cannot be accepted.

The CPA believe there are some principles 
which should be accepted by all organisations 
prepared to work together and to eventually 
establish a representative coalition or alliance.

These principles include mutual respect 
and honesty and consultation at every step of 
the unity-building process. Agreements must be 
reached by consensus, with voting resorted to 
only as a last resort and limited to procedural 
matters.

Where agreement is not reached, this issue 
should be put aside with each organisation 
free to express its views using its own facili-
ties. Once agreements are reached all organi-
sations must help to popularise and put them 
into practice.

Discussion and agreement at leadership 
level must be backed up and deepened by 
co-operation at all levels of the organisations 
involved.

Ideological differences should not stand 
in the way of co-operation on issues held in 
common. It is logical to expect that there will 
be a contest of ideas between co-operating 

organisations but such a contest should be 
stated in a manner that does not undermine the 
unity achieved but contributes to clarity and to 
strengthening the developing unity.

Of course, each organisation is free to pub-
lish its views and carry out activities in support 
of its own policies that are not the subject of 
agreements. In this way the autonomy of each 
organisation is protected.

Through the process of joint struggle, trust 
will be built between organisations and indi-
viduals and this will be the binding force that 
strengthens the coalition and makes it a viable 
and lasting organisation. Unity and agreement 
should grow as a process but they cannot be 
ordained by certain organisations through their 
domination over others.

A united left and progressive movement 
must have as its fi rst major goal the breaking 
of the two-party system and the formation of 
a government of a new type. We see the win-
ning of government by an anti-imperialist, 
anti-monopoly democratic front as a fi rst step 
in the protracted and historical struggle to wrest 
power from the capitalist ruling class. 

Trumpism, the class 
struggle and Australia
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Elections – 
democracy in action?

The USA has long been the fl ag bearer for the superiority of 
their form of bourgeois democracy over all other forms of elections, 
including other forms of bourgeois democracy such as Britain’s 
Westminster system or the multi-party system seen in Germany, 
France, Italy or elsewhere in Europe.

In Europe, MPs range themselves in blocs around the chamber 
depending on their party’s place in the political spectrum. In Britain, 
and Australia, the ”two-party” system is entrenched in the very 
layout of the parliament, with the government on one side of the 
House, the “loyal opposition” on the other side, and if there are 
any MPs from small parties (or independents) lucky enough to be 
in the House, they are allowed to sit on the “cross benches” at the 
rear of the House.

Donald Trump just won the Presidency of the USA on behalf 
of the Republican Party with 290 electoral college votes to Hillary 
Clinton’s 232 electoral college votes for the Democratic Party. A 
landslide you might say. But if you did, you’d be wrong.

If the candidate who received the most votes could be considered 
the winner, then Hillary Clinton should now be President. At last 
count, she had an almost 400,000-vote lead in the reported popular 
vote totals (60,467,245 to Trump’s 60,071,650 for a difference of 
395,595, or 47.7 percent to 47.4 percent, respectively, according to 
CBS News, CNN and NBC News). But in the USA, the rule of “one 
person, one vote” doesn’t really apply.

Each state has a certain number of electoral college votes, based 
on population. The candidate who gains the most votes in that state 
gets all that state’s electoral college votes, regardless of whether 
they won 51% of the popular vote or 99%. Those who voted for 
the losing candidate are simply disenfranchised.

A proportional representation system, under which each party 
gets seats proportional to the number of votes it receives, is not 
really applicable to the winner-takes-all presidential system. And 
that, of course, is not accidental.

In 2000 – the most recent case of the electoral college winner 
being unable to garner the popular vote – Republican George W 
Bush lost the popular vote to Democrat Al Gore by over half a mil-
lion votes. However, thanks to the electoral college system, and to 
blatant rorting in Florida courtesy of his cousin Jeb Bush, George 
“Dubya” won by 271 to Gore’s 266. The rorting was so blatant 
and so obvious that it instantly and justifi ably became known as 
“the stolen election”.

However, this year’s election not only saw the boorish Donald 
Trump established in the White House, but it also saw the 
Republicans win control of both houses of the US Congress. They 
did this on a program of anti-immigrant rhetoric and fake concern 
for the plight of poor white workers. Fake, because, when has the 
intransigently right-wing Republican Party ever been concerned 
for the plight of workers, of any colour?

Trump has become President despite being endorsed by David 
Duke of the Ku Klux Klan, which would once have been – and 
should have been this time too – the kiss of death in a democracy. 
However, such is the fear and despair caused by the economic 
destruction and dislocation that is rampant across the capitalist 
world that extreme Right parties are now in power not only in the 
US but also in the Baltic States, much of Eastern Europe, Ukraine 
and – if the opinion polls are correct – soon will be voted into 
power in France.

Hitler was voted into power in Germany in 1933 by promising 
to get German workers back to work. And he did: they either found 
themselves working in the armaments industry, or conscripted into 
a labour battalion to build new highways for military transports to 
use or simply conscripted into the army. American workers in the 
“rust belt” states are in for a bitter disappointment.

The real worry, however, is – when Trump fails to deliver, will 
US workers and others who voted for him out of hope and despera-
tion turn back toward the Left, or will they simply go further to 
the Right?

PRESS FUND
Was Donald Trump’s victory due to his phoney promise of jobs for 
unemployed workers? No. Was it because voters were worried by 
Clinton’s threat to impose a “no-fly” zone over Syria, which could 
have led to warfare with Russian aircraft currently fighting ISIS? 
No again. Maybe it was just the fascination of the horrible that led 
voters to opt for Trump. But no!  Under the weird so-called US 
“democracy” Trump was actually chosen by the Electoral College, 
not by the people, the majority of whom voted for Clinton! We’ll 
be covering this extraordinary saga closely, but we need you to 
give us your vote by sending in a Press Fund contribution if you 
possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:
Craig Greer $50, AK Estate $10.90, Mark Mannion $5, 
F Rouady $50, “Rough Red” $5, E Seymour $25, MH $50, 
J & M Kiek $20, B Briton $5, “Round Figure” $14.10
This week’s total: $235 Progressive total: $7,910 “

QUOTE OF THE WEEK

Do not mourn, Organise!
Joe Hill: The activist and songwriter was a union organiser who was murdered for 
his role in fi ghting for workers rights. This was his last telegram to his comrades 
and fellow workers before his execution by the state.

”

Trump’s election 
provides opportunity
IPAN Statement

Make the Pledge

Support Support The GuardianThe Guardian by  by 
donating to Press Funddonating to Press Fund

US President-elect, Donald 
Trump, has served notice of a US 
withdrawal from a “protective” 
military role for allies in South 
East Asia and the Pacifi c. He has 
urged these allies to take respon-
sibility for their own defences. 
He has claimed that he intends 
to pull American military forces 
back from its outposts in over 90 
countries.

Nick Deane, speaking for the 
Independent and Peaceful Austral-
ia Network (IPAN) said, “Trump’s 
election has removed a major plank 
underlying the defence strategies of 
successive Australian governments, 
which have consistently relied on 
the US as our fundamental protec-
tor. They have led Australia into US-
initiated wars which have caused 
the unnecessary deaths and suffer-
ing of millions of civilians, often in 

countries which have posed no threat 
to us.”

He continued: “These defence 
strategies; the structure of the ADF; 
spending on military infrastructure; 
acceptance of US military bases on 
Australian soil, and the integration 
of Australia’s ADF with the US mili-
tary forces, have all been driven by 
a belief that our alliance with the 
US and the presumed merits of the 
ANZUS Treaty were the best option 
for Australia’s security.”

IPAN believes that Mr Trump’s 
foreign/defence policies “pull the rug 
from under the feet” of this belief. 
Further, IPAN believes that Australia 
is more than capable of standing on 
its own feet and defending itself.

“A new, independent approach to 
defence has now become imperative 
– one that shakes off the idea of the 
need for any foreign protector, once 

and for all”, stated Mr Deane. Such 
an approach would put Australia in 
a position to pursue foreign policies 
in the best interests of its people. It 
would also provide a chance to estab-
lish peaceful and mutually benefi cial 
relationships with our neighbours.

“Representing diverse communi-
ty sentiment for an independent and 
peaceful Australian foreign policy, 
IPAN welcomes the opportunity that 
this election result provides for Aus-
tralia to be a stronger, independent 
voice for peace in the world”, stated 
Mr Deane.

IPAN urges the Australian gov-
ernment to now draw together the best 
military, defence and foreign policy 
experts to develop a comprehensive 
and independent Australian defence 
policy which includes military, civil 
and industry involvement. 

The National Tertiary Education 
Union has welcomed the support 
of domestic violence campaigner 
and 2015 Australian of the Year, 
Rosie Batty, for its Make the 
Pledge campaign to secure domes-
tic violence leave for all Victorian 
university staff.

Ms Batty has provided an 
endorsement of the NTEU’s cam-
paign, an initiative of the Victo-
rian Casuals Council, which seeks 
to provide access to paid domestic 
violence leave for all staff, includ-
ing casuals.

“Family violence is a workplace 
issue. It is everyone’s business,” 
said Ms Batty in support of the cam-
paign. “Employers have a responsi-
bility, just as we all do, to make the 
changes we need to address what is 
still a tragic epidemic of violence 
that affects one in three women 
during their lifetime.

“The anxiety and pressure of 
workplace uncertainty in combi-
nation with the trauma of family 

violence is a burden that no woman 
or her family should have to endure. 
Casual staff who experience family 
violence should be entitled to paid 
leave and all the arrangements 
which apply to non-casual staff.”

NTEU national president Jean-
nie Rea welcomed Ms Batty’s 
endorsement and added more uni-
versities should now take steps to 
ensure their domestic violence leave 
provisions do not discriminate.

“We are grateful to Rosie Batty 
for adding her respected and author-
itative voice to this important issue, 
and are hopeful more universities 
will now be prompted to Make the 
Pledge,” said Rea.

“Casual staff are already in pre-
carious positions because of the 
insecure nature of their work. We 
also know that job insecurity can 
increase stress for workers expe-
riencing domestic and family vio-
lence, while adversely affecting 
their endeavours to fi nd safety for 
themselves and their families.

“There is no sound reason to 
exclude casual staff from paid 
domestic violence leave and other 
rights. The NTEU sees this as an 
area where universities must make 
a strong progressive commitment to 
those needing this vital support.”

Make the Pledge was launched 
during the NTEU’s Bluestocking 
Week in August, with the union 
raising concerns that more than 40 
percent of university staff in Vic-
toria were being denied access to 
domestic violence leave because of 
their employment status.
Consequently Deakin Universi-
ty and La Trobe University have 
now indicated domestic violence 
leave will be extended to all staff. 
They join Swinburne University, 
which had previously committed 
to making sure its policies do not 
discriminate, as well as Australian 
Catholic University and Federation 
University, which have confi rmed 
domestic violence leave policies 
also cover casual staff. 

2015 Australian of the Year, Rosie Batty.
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Cracks appear to be forming in 
the Prime Minister’s Indigenous 
Advisory Council (lAC), with 
chair Warren Mundine having 
a public swipe at the Turnbull 
government for not bothering 
to speak with its own advisors 
before making an announcement 
about an inquiry into Indigenous 
incarceration. 

“I don’t know who the dick-
head is who actually thought up this 
incredibly brilliant idea. It’s just a 
total waste of taxation money,” he 
told Sky News. 

“I just fi nd this a joke, and I’m 
getting sick and tired of the crap that 
is coming out of this government in 
regard to Indigenous Affairs.”

Prime Minister Malcolm Turn-
bull said Mr Mundine was wrong 
in his assessment and Indigenous 
Affairs Minister Nigel Scullion told 
ABC Alice Springs that the govern-
ment’s handpicked top Indigenous 
advisor was “having a bad hair day”.

“What he said is complete and 
utter garbage,” Senator Scullion 
said. “Now, Warren and me are good 
mates and we like having robust con-
versations, and I can see we’re going 
to have one.”

The Koori Mail also understands 
that the most recent scheduled meet-
ing of the IAC was cancelled.

From the outset the IAC, which 
originally had 12 members but has 
been reduced by two due to resigna-
tions, has been plagued with criti-
cism, with many Indigenous leaders 
saying it was problematic to hand-
pick advisors and that the criteria for 
selection was unknown.

While the original appointments, 
made in November 2013, were for 
three-year terms, there has been no 
offi cial announcement about what 
happens next from the Department of 
Prime Minister and Cabinet (PM&C, 
which administers the IAC) website, 
with the last communiqué dated Feb-
ruary this year.

Earlier in the week, before his 
spray on Sky, Mr Mundine told 
the Koori Mail there had been ups 
and downs, but he felt the IAC was 
making inroads.

“It’s been almost like a marriage, 
and love-hate relationships can be 
frustrating,” he said. “At the same 
time it’s about getting things to work, 
making a big difference.

“One of the things I’m happy 
with is the Indigenous Procurement 
Policy (where at least three percent 
of government contracts are aimed 
at Indigenous businesses), which 
has improved Indigenous businesses 
from $6 million to $220 million, so 
that’s massive.

“I’ve had conversations with 
government about dealing with 
northern Australia development, 
making sure there’s a positive out-
come and making sure Indigenous 
people are at the table, which they 
weren’t at fi rst in the White Paper 
process, which was bizarre, when 
you think 80% of the land is owned 
by Aboriginal people. 

“At the moment, we’re focus-
ing on economic issues, so looking 
at this conversation around work 
for the future. We’ve been looking 
at the mining industry in particular, 
which is becoming more automatic 
and robotic, so what does this mean, 
what are the jobs of the future and 
how does that affect education.

“We’ve been dealing with issues 
around community violence. Is just 
locking people up the answer, is it 
about community leadership, going 
through those types of debates and 
arguments?”

Mr Mundine said the IAC had 
also been discussing approaches 
around child abuse, education, par-
ticularly for early childhood, gov-
ernance and climate change for 
Indigenous communities.
Koori Mail 

From the archives  The Guardian, September 1986

The Refugee Action Coalition has 
welcomed Labor’s stand against 
Turnbull’s attempt to impose 
a lifetime ban on asylum seek-
ers and refugees sent to Nauru 
or Manus Island ever entering 
Australia.

Turnbull’s lifetime ban proposal 
was always a political stunt from a 
government that is sinking further 
in the opinion polls. 

Labor’s stance makes it 
almost certain that Turnbull’s bill 
will be defeated. It is a welcome 
first sign that the days of biparti-
san support for offshore detention 
are ending.

Turnbull’s latest political stunt 

may fail but there is still no solution 
for the 1,500 people imprisoned on 
Nauru and Manus.

Labor’s opposition to the life-
time ban has now exposed the 
gaping hole at the end of offshore 
detention – that after three years 
and four months, there are no “third 
countries” willing to resettle refu-
gees from Manus or Nauru.

[Immigration Minister] Peter 
Dutton has repeatedly claimed that 
the government is in negotiations 
with “third countries” – but no 
country is ever specifi ed.

Dutton’s big lie was starkly 
revealed when both the President 
of Nauru and the Foreign Minister 

of Papua New Guinea appealed for 
international help to resettle refu-
gees at the recent UN summit on 
refugees.

He said in September that the 
government’s fi rst priority was 
resettling “women and children” 
from Nauru – but discussions are 
always indeterminate and no coun-
try is ever specifi ed.

Labor leader Bill Shorten called 
Turnbull’s lifetime ban “ludicrous”. 
It is just as ludicrous to insist on 
third country resettlement when 
there is none.

Rather than continue to call for 
third country resettlement, Labor 
must join the call for all asylum 

seekers and refugees to be brought 
to Australia.

Former Labor Prime Minis-
ter, Kevin Rudd, who declared in 
2013 that no asylum seeker sent to 
Nauru and Manus Island would ever 
be resettled in Australia says that 
Labor only envisaged asylum seek-
ers being held on Manus Island for 
a year. It is now over three years.

“How much longer can Labor 
call for the Turnbull government to 
fi nd a third country, when a third 
country does not exist,” asked Ian 
Rintoul from the Refugee Action 
Coalition.

“There are over 320 people 
from Manus and Nauru already in 

the Australian community. It’s time 
to end the uncertainty that hangs 
over their lives and allow them to 
resettle in Australia.

“It’s time to end the offshore 
detention that has separated part-
ners, brothers and sisters, parents 
and children and allow all asylum 
seekers and refugees to have a 
future free of persecution.

“The pretence that there are 
third countries is allowing the gov-
ernment to prolong the detention 
and uncertainty of all those being 
held in Nauru and Manus Island. It 
is time to bring all asylum seekers 
to Australia and resettle them in the 
Australian community.” 

Statement

Now – Bring Them Here

Queries over PM’s IAC

Indigenous Advisory Council chair Warren Mundine.
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are invited to attend the launch of 
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Tom and Audrey McDonald
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STORIES of STRUGGLE 
AND HOPE

“Love for each other and 
a passionate commitment 
to human rights have 
driven two wonderful 
people to not only dare 
to dream but to win!”
GED KEARNEY
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Ged Kearney*

We meet at a crucial time for 
the energy sector in this nation. 
The closure of Hazelwood is the 
sign that we are in a time of great 
upheaval and momentous chang-
es. It is a time that reminds us that 
how we adapt to these changes is 
critical.

In 1986, I was a young nurse. 
When I joined the ranks of my pro-
fession, nurses were at breaking 
point. My colleagues were sick of 
being devalued and disrespected, 
of putting up with low pay and sub-
standard conditions. The powers that 
be conspired to cut our pay and our 
career pathways.

Traditionally, nurses weren’t 
the striking type. We were in it to 
care: and society, including many of 
us, really believed that to strike, to 
stand up, meant leaving our patients 
behind.

But we saw what the status quo 
was doing to our patients. We were 
stretched, understaffed and low pay, 
gendered pay, was grinding us down.

We had believed the story that it 
was us or the patients. That told us 
that our interests were opposed. The 
nurses were told that we were greedy 
and selfi sh for not sacrifi cing our-
selves to care for patients. We expe-
rienced an endless barrage of sexist 
media and political attacks. We were 
told that it was our fault if patients 
weren’t getting the care they needed: 
that it was up to us to bear the brunt 
of the government’s decisions to not 
fund our healthcare system properly.

Increasingly, we began to reject 
that story. And I joined about 5,000 
other Victorian nurses in calling an 
indefinite strike. Our strike came 
after a decade of similar actions by 
nurses around the country – lots of 
voices in the darkness urging us to 
reject the story of division we had 
been told. Our strike lasted 50 days, 
which was a very long strike for the 
time. It was hard. Not everyone sup-
ported it at fi rst. Many still believed 
the idea we were sold that standing 
up for ourselves and the dignity of 
our patients could only come at the 
cost to those patients.

But we fought hard. We told our-
selves the new truth. We rejected a 
morality that divided our community. 
And we won.

The result was a radical trans-
formation in the way that nurses 
are viewed and respected by the 
public. We went from being seen 
as passive women, just doing what 
women do for a bit of family pocket 
money on the side – to dedicated, 

knowledgeable professionals. Poli-
ticians, the media, the public: they 
all realised that our interests and the 
interests of our patients weren’t anti-
thetical, they were interdependent. 
Our future is shared.

The nurses’ strike of 1986 may 
seem strange to bring up as we 
gather here in the wake of the recent 
announcement of Hazelwood’s clo-
sure**, to discuss a Just Transition 
for Australia’s electricity sector.

But there are some striking 
similarities.

Once again, we are being told 
a story that tries to pit us against 
each other. That tries to divide our 
community. The environmental-
ists against the unionists, unionists 
against environmentalists. And let’s 
be honest, many in the past have 
fallen into the trap of believing that 
story of division.

But, as with the nurses’ strike, we 
have reached a point where we must 
now take actions that ensure it is a 
different story that is told, listened 
to and repeated over and over again 
until the very idea that there was ever 
a different way seems unbelievable.

We are told saving the planet is 
too hard. Supporting workers to build 
a brighter future is too hard. That we 
must choose one.

This is a dangerous myth.

New story
The new story that we need to 

write begins with the clear recog-
nition that we are all in this togeth-
er. The choice is not between the 
jobs of electricity sector workers or 
the environment. It is not between 
whether our energy bills are afford-
able, or whether our great reefs 
perish. It is not between whether the 
people working at Hazelwood, at 
Loy Yang, in the Hunter Valley, in 
Central Queensland, in Port Augus-
ta or in remote Western Australia are 
supported properly, or whether we 
fund new clean energy jobs. It is not 
between the interests of Australians 
or those in other countries – like our 
Pacifi c neighbours, already watch-
ing their homes and livelihoods be 
swallowed by a rising sea. It is not 
between those of us who live today 
and those yet to come.

The truth is that we need each 
other.

A Just Transition is about choos-
ing both.

As we think about how Australia 
should respond to climate change, we 
can chart with accuracy and detail, 
what the impact will be for the most 
vulnerable sectors, like electricity. 
And, as the uncertainty and distress 

brought on by the announcement of 
Hazelwood’s closure last week dem-
onstrates, it is the people working in 
those industries who bear the brunt 
of that impact.

Let me remind you that closing 
Hazelwood was not down to a carbon 
tax. It was a commercial decision to 
close that plant. That commercial 
decision taken in the new reality of 
a world where real action on climate 
change is here to stay. This govern-
ment has signed the Paris Agreement. 
Living up to those obligations must 
include a Just Transition for workers 
and their communities. When there is 
no plan in place – when we just leave 
it to the market to make decisions, it 
is the people, not the companies and 
certainly not the market, who pay the 
price.

We saw the effects of a market-
based approach in Port Augusta this 
year. The market said that the South 
Australian Northern Power Sta-
tion should be shut, and so it was. 
It closed without any real consul-
tation with the workers and their 
community.

Despite large disruptions in the 
past we have not been good at indus-
try transition in this country.

Just ask the thousands of dis-
placed workers who used to be part 
of the Australian car manufactur-
ing industry: only a third of ex-Mit-
subishi workers were able to move 
to comparable full time employment 
when the South Australian plant 
closed in 2008.

In both of these cases, there was 
no plan in place to support people 

to obtain new, relevant jobs or help 
support the new industries to devel-
op in the community. Helping people 
update their CVs, or giving them a 
token payment and a job seeker refer-
ence is not a Just Transition.

A fractious, destructive and 
costly market approach does not have 
to be the way that Australia moves to 
a clean energy economy. It isn’t too 
late for Hazelwood: and the Victorian 
government is applying the principles 
of a Just Transition plan by setting up 
a Latrobe Valley Authority led by the 
Premier. They are putting $266 mil-
lion into job creation, a Worker Tran-
sition Centre in partnership with the 
Gippsland Trades and Labour coun-
cil, education, training, counselling 
and fi nancial support all of which is 
a promising sign that at least in the 
Labor government workers can have 
hope of a Just Transition.

The unapologetic mission of the 
Australian union movement is a Just 
Transition for all affected workers, 
their families and communities into 
low and zero emission industry with 
real, decent jobs and a quality of life 
for their kids better than their own. It 
is a story in three acts:

First the federal government 
needs to develop a national plan. 
The need to deliver a just transition 
for coal-fi red electricity workers and 
communities is a sector wide, cross-
state jurisdiction challenge that can 
only be met with a national response.

Second, the government should 
create an independent statutory 
authority, independent of the election 
cycle, to guide the transition of the 
sector. This authority would manage 
an industry-wide multi-employer job 
pooling and redeployment scheme, 
and support workers obtain new 
decent and secure jobs, including 
with job assistance support, reskill-
ing, redundancy payments, early 
retirement options and travel and 
relocation assistance.

Third, the authority would devel-
op specifi c plans to diversify region-
al economy’s industry base, support 
existing industries and help create 
new, secure jobs.

None of this is rocket science; 
we’re not claiming to have re-invent-
ed the wheel or even the power loom. 
There are clear examples that provide 
a road map for us to follow.

The German story tells us that a 
planned transition can ease the nega-
tive burdens on workers – but it won’t 
just happen if left to the market.

In Germany, the government 
chose to work with unions and work-
ers rather than against them when 
the decision to downscale their coal 
mining industry was made.

Importantly, German workers 
were effectively redeployed across 
the industry in a systematic approach 
to avoid the sudden negative impact 
of single mine closures on the sur-
rounding community.

When the process ends in a few 
years’ time, it will have successful-
ly transitioned more than 100,000 
workers who could otherwise have 
simply been left with nothing but 
a token redundancy payment and a 
nicely formatted resume.

Workers’ voices
I’m glad we are being joined by 

workers from Hazelwood and other 
power stations today, and we’ll hear 
from one worker, Mark Richards, 
shortly. The people working in power 
stations deserve a say about what 
kinds of opportunities they want, 
about who they are and where they 
live, about what they spend their time 
doing in this short and precious life 
– just like we all do. We must ensure 
that their voices and their stories are 
heard most of all.

Ladies and gentlemen, it’s time 
to start telling a new story. A story 
about working together.

We will stand in solidarity with 
workers in the electricity sector and 
we will fi ght for their jobs, their iden-
tities, and their communities. They 
should not have to bear the brunt of 
this.

During the nurses’ strike, we 
had a slogan: “sisters are doing it for 
themselves … and for us.”

This plan for a Just Transition 
represents the diverse voices of our 
members – 1.8 million of them, from 
all across Australia. And of course it 
especially represents the voices of 
electricity workers. And together we 
will change the story. We will build a 
new economy with decent jobs and a 
clean, protected planet – and we will 
only build it together.
* Ged Kearney is President of the 
Australian Council of Trade Unions
** Hundreds of workers will lose 
their jobs after the announcement 
that Hazelwood power station in 
Victoria, Australia’s dirtiest coal-
fi red power plant, will offi cially close 
by the end of March next year. 
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Lionel Bopage*

We acknowledge the traditional 
owners and custodians of the land 
on which we make this refl ec-
tion, the Wurundjeri people of 
the Kulin Nation. We pay our 
respects to their Elders, both past 
and present.

We, individuals who grew up in 
the south of Sri Lanka, are grateful to 
the Uniting Church for providing us 
with this opportunity to refl ect upon 
the confl icts that have taken place in 
that island. Given time constraints we 
will not deal with the wider socio-
economic factors, but these need to 
be kept in mind during this refl ection.

I grew up in a Sinhala Bud-
dhist lower middle class family in 
the south, in an environment where 
the political language used in the 
public discourse was emotional, and 
at times abusive. I vividly remem-
ber hearing on the government radio 
KMP Rajaratna, who eloquently said 
that one could not rest until shoes are 
made from the skin of the last Tamil. 
In a similar vein, I had read in print 
that the wife of a Tamil leader in the 
north spoke of skinning Sinhalese 
for the same purpose. In time in lan-
guage and in deeds the violence and 
hatred between communities got 
even worse.

We have been continuously argu-
ing about who arrived fi rst on the 
island. Instead we need to accept 
that the Sinhalese, Tamils, Muslims, 
Burghers and others who live there, 
have an inalienable birthright to the 
island, regardless of who arrived fi rst.

Sri Lanka’s ruling elite has been 
hedonistic and self-serving. They 
did not create a single organisation 
that fought or even pretended to fi ght 
for independence. Some of them, in 
fact, were opposed to extending the 
franchise to the majority. The only 
group that opposed colonialism and 
agitated for independence came from 
the left, and initially, from the Jaffna 
Youth Congress.

Due to expanded social welfare 
reforms since independence, Sri 
Lanka had very low infant mortal-
ity rates, high life expectancy and a 
high degree of adult literacy. We had 
a seemingly harmonious society, a 
relatively well developed infrastruc-
ture and a minimum of hunger. Why 
did all these unravel in less than ten 
years since gaining independence in 
1948?

Since independence, people 
have witnessed the ripple effects of a 
stagnant economy, a highly stratifi ed 
social system and the gradual erosion 
of human rights, rule of law, and the 
rise of bribery and corruption. This 

unpalatable stew brought forth new 
forces of the left in the south and 
the north of the island. These young 
militants demanded their fair share 
of the political and economic sun-
shine. Younger generations of Sin-
halese and Tamils, who came from 
very similar socio-economic back-
grounds, revolted against the erosion 
of their rights.

The many conflicts we have 
had in Sri Lanka not only destroyed 
people and property, but also blunt-
ed peoples’ morality and sensitivities. 
Many who took part in these confl icts 
were educated youth, the cream of 
our society, and good hearted people. 
To make any fi nite conclusions on 
their struggles is beyond quantifi -
cation. In an environment where 
inequality in society was growing, 
where injustice, selfi shness and dis-
trust were lighting the burning fl ames 
of discontent, we continuously failed 
to help unravel pathways to better 
equity and social justice.

Starting from the general strike 
in 1953, there have been confl icts 
in 1956, 1958, 1971, 1977, 1983, 
and 1987 to 1990 in the south. and 
from 1983 to 2009 in the north east 
and also in the south. Sri Lanka had 
become a valley of death. No proper 
investigation into any of these have 
ever been made, including the last 
phase of the civil war.

When confl icts and the resulting 
bloodshed, death and destruction 

condition our living environment, 
the value of humanity diminishes. 
In many instances the liberators 
themselves have become assassins 
due to this process of desensitisa-
tion. By arousing complex emo-
tions, propagandists of patriotism 
and nationalism play a major role in 
perpetuating confl icts. Such emo-
tions are exploited by those who 
wish to acquire and maintain polit-
ical and social power.

Most of the educated youth 
rebelled against injustice. Seeing 
the suffering of the other had deeply 
affected their sensitivities. Wanting 
a societal change, they interacted 
with people to achieve that change 
through an ideological struggle. Yet, 
they were aware that many such 
struggles had been suppressed with 
guns and chains. The more repres-
sive the state apparatus became the 
more the youth rebelled. This was the 
environment in which young people 
joined the JVP in the south and the 
LTTE in the north.

Refl ecting on the JVP uprising 
in 1971, for example, the fundamen-
tal social changes the Sinhala youth 
expected from the government they 
helped to elect in 1970, were not 
forthcoming. In fact, the govern-
ment publicly stated that they could 
not implement their election pledg-
es. So, the youth set about organising 
to implement that program of radi-
cal social change, in the expectation 

of becoming the harbinger of social 
progress.

Why did this fl are up into an 
uprising? There had been many lim-
itations, shortcomings, drawbacks 
and mistakes we committed during 
that uprising. We also need to refl ect 
upon the roots, and the major fl aws 
in the country’s democratic institu-
tions, and the actions of the govern-
ment and the state armed forces that 
led to that confl ict.

The ruling elite of Sri Lanka in 
the 1940s and 1950s was (and still 
is) a closed and incestuous group. 
Almost all the leaders came from the 
same schools and suburbs, and like 
all good brown sahibs were, regard-
less of political differences, tolerant 
and convivial with each other. Cru-
cially, most shared an unthinkingly 
condescending attitude towards the 
commoners.

Under colonialism, the language 
of administration was English. Those 
who spoke English belonging to any 
of the communities and willingly 
adhered to the mores of the colo-
nial masters were given economic 
privileges and powerful positions 
and they became the trusted admin-
istrators. Ordinary people, whether 
they were Sinhala Buddhists, Tamil 
Hindus, or Sinhala or Tamil-speaking 
Muslims, did not have a place in their 
administration.

The ‘50s were like a dress 
rehearsal to the tragedy that replayed 
in Sri Lanka in the latter half of the 
20th century and the early part the 
21st. Sri Lankan nationalism in the 
1950s was a phenomenon of the 
elite and did not blossom among the 
masses. The new element introduced 
in 1956 was populist nationalism.

SWRD Bandaranaike’s nation-
alism was based on identity and 
religion, was connected not only to 
class inequities but also to Sinhala 
Buddhism and anti-Tamil feelings. 
The thought of minority gaining 
basic rights in linguistic and politi-
cal matters was enough to drive some 
sections of the majority into a mur-
derous frenzy, with the police look-
ing on in the 1958 riots.

If there are any lessons to be 
drawn, it is that we need to recognise 
our common suffering, the stresses 
and challenges that we face in light 

of unequal and unjust global eco-
nomic issues and our own internal 
issues. In doing so, we need to rec-
ognise and address the injustices and 
grievances faced by all, be they Sin-
halese, Tamils, Muslims, Burghers or 
others. Elected governments bear a 
heavy responsibility in this regard, as 
they have been elected to govern on 
behalf of all the people, regardless of 
their ethnicity or political affi liations.

The extent of self-destruction, 
our land of birth had infl icted on itself 
should be more than suffi cient for us 
to realise that peace and reconcilia-
tion are not options, but necessities. 
That is why we need to build an envi-
ronment that can break down barri-
ers towards reconciliation. Creating 
conditions that allow for genuinely 
exercising democratic rights within 
an inclusive and tolerant framework 
is an essential and necessary condi-
tion for working towards peace and 
reconciliation.

As the UN Secretary General 
said while in Sri Lanka, rather than 
sending youngsters to fi ght wars, 
provide them with quality education, 
unite them despite their diverse back-
grounds, empower them, and ensure 
them decent work. This could cool 
communal tensions and assist com-
munities being engaged in peace 
building and reconciliation. 

Youth is Sri Lanka’s biggest asset 
and its future depends on genuinely 
investing in their hopes and aspira-
tions to create a political and eco-
nomic system that is conducive to 
social justice, social harmony and 
social inclusiveness. That will be one 
of the guarantees that would ensure 
achieving reconciliation, peace and 
unity within the Sri Lankan society.

Let us hope that in the land of 
our heritage, the sounds of guns and 
bombs will never be heard again.
* Lionel Bopage was the General 
Secretary of the JVP during the 
1980s. These are comments made 
at an ecumenical service held in 
Melbourne in September 2016.
JVP: the Janatha Vimukthi Peramuna 
(“People’s Liberation Front”) – 
Communist and Marxist–Leninist 
party in Sri Lanka.
The Beacon 
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Threats, pay-offs and skin defects. 
Daniel Macmillen Voskoboynik 
investigates the activities of a massive 
British-Australian ferronickel complex.
Amid the arid farmlands of Colombia’s 
Córdoba province, the grassed earth gives 
way to bare incisions. Upturned mounds 
of ochre puncture the landscape. Fuming 
chimneys spill white smoke. This is Cerro 
Matoso, one of the largest ferronickel mines 
and processing facilities in the world.

Owned and part-owned for over 30 years 
by BHP Billiton, an Anglo-Australian corpora-
tion and the largest mining fi rm in the world, 
it was recently transferred to South32, a spin-
off company.

Matoso has proven a lucrative source of 
wealth, delivering billions of dollars in sales. 
But former workers and local communities say 
that wealth has come at their expense; they are 
demanding justice for the destructive impact 
on their health, livelihoods, environment and 
safety.

Small-scale mining fi rst started at Cerro 
Matoso in the 1960s, expanding in 1979 when 
the Colombian government granted a conces-
sion to Conicol, Ifi -Econiquel and Billing-
ton Overseas (the precursor of BHP Billiton, 
from the Royal Dutch Shell group). Funded by 
the World Bank, the mine boomed, becoming 
the region’s fl agship industry. Montelíbano, a 
nearby town devoted to agriculture and live-
stock breeding, saw its population triple.

In 1997, BHP Billiton gained full own-
ership of the mine, doubling its production 
between 2001 and 2010. Today, Cerro Matoso’s 
high-quality ferronickel is shipped from Carta-
gena across the world, where it fi nds its way 
into countless industrial products, such as sur-
gical instruments or mobile phones.

Extracting the material is an intricate proc-
ess. Raw ferronickel is found in opencast 
spaces. It is mined using bulldozers and then 
transported to processing facilities. There, it is 
crushed and dried, and readied for the smelter. 
In high-temperature ovens, the nickel is melted, 
separated into segments, and cooled.

With four enormous furnaces in use, Cerro 
Matoso is the most energy-intensive industrial 
project in Colombia. But these ovens emit large 
amounts of toxic particles, which the wind car-
ries to water sources and fi elds.

Cancer, defects 
and miscarriages

The impacts of contaminated air and water-
ways on local communities is evident through 
genetic deformations, illnesses and an epidemic 
of miscarriages.

Children have been born without reproduc-
tive organs or anuses. Cows and chickens have 
birthed offspring with two heads and excess 
limbs. DANE, the Colombian government 
bureau of statistics, reported an alarming rise 
in rates of cancer and respiratory illness in the 
region. Dermatological defects, such as blem-
ishes, rashes or burst skin are common. Water 
studies have detected extremely high levels of 
iron in the principal local river.

Dayro Romero is the governor of the indig-
enous community of Pueblo Flecha, a village 
located a few hundred metres away from Cerro 
Matoso. “At fi rst we didn’t see any changes,” 
he says. “But 20 years on we began to see the 
impacts. [Today] there are high rates of bron-
chitis, pneumonia … Our children have skin 
defects, eye problems, constant headaches. Our 

girls are embarrassed to wear short clothes that 
show the blemishes on their skin. We are known 
for our fertility, but in our community we now 
have so many miscarriages. In 2011, 14 out of 
36 pregnancies in our village were aborted … 
We feel environmentally massacred.”

Irrael Aguilar, chieftain of the Zenú com-
munities in the region, concurs: “We are slowly 
being killed by this mine. This is the end of us. 
We are on our way to extermination.”

Dozens of former mine workers have also 
experienced high rates of cancer, deafness and 
illness, with some initiating legal proceedings 
against the company.

Nickel isn’t the only source of pollution. 
Nearby coalmines and coal-fi red power plants, 
relied on by Cerro Matoso to meet its enormous 
energy needs, cast coal dust into the air.

In 2013, Indigenous and Afro-descendant 
communities from areas surrounding Cerro 
Matoso blockaded the mine’s entrance in pro-
test over the health and environmental impacts, 
halting operations. At fi rst they were ignored. 
Then, riot police were sent in.

The pressure continued, eventually lead-
ing to an agreement between communities, 
the company and the government. One of the 
central compromises was that Cerro Matoso 
would fi nance an independent environmental 
and health study. Despite delays, the study has 
begun and is expected to reveal its results later 
in the year.

The company is adamant that there are 
no negative impacts from its operations. Luis 
Marulanda del Valle, Cerro Matoso’s Vice-
President for External Affairs, maintains that 
“the health of these communities is affected by 
factors independent of our operations.”

A BHP Billiton spokesperson pointed to 
“detailed environmental and health studies car-
ried out by Cerro Matoso up to 2014”, which 
indicated a minimal or absent impact on air 
quality, water quality and public health.

But in 2014, one of the public bodies 
responsible for monitoring Cerro Matoso’s 
impacts admitted lacking the necessary equip-
ment to determine whether the company’s own 
environmental reporting matched reality.

Callous contrasts
In its communications, Cerro Matoso pays 

ample reference to its contribution to economic 
and social development. It claims to have sig-
nifi cantly improved the quality of life in the 
region through royalties and social programs.

But local voices are more sceptical. Moreno 
argues that “they [the company] haven’t come 
through on their promise on water access, or 
the fi xing of streets. They’ve built houses, but 
not using our traditional methods. In any case, 
what do we do with a house when we’re blight-
ing our blood?”

Aguilar agrees: “We do not see the com-
panies bringing real development. Rather, they 
have been preparing death for people here. They 
are destroying the forests, the water sources. 
We are merely looking for a dignifi ed life for 
our coming generations, something which goes 
against the company’s vision.”

Montelíbano is a city of callous contrasts. 
Mine managers and workers benefi t from a 
company country club, a private school and 
a private water supply. A gated Cerro Matoso 
neighbourhood sits inside the city centre. A 
closed condominium reserved for managers 
lies outside the city limits.

Yet thousands of families in Montelíbano 
live in conditions of extreme poverty. Many 
lack access to water, sewerage or adequate 

housing. Rates of illiteracy are high. Eighty 
percent of the inhabitants of the neighbouring 
municipality of San José de Uré have unmet 
basic needs.

In 2012, a delegate from the General 
Comptroller noted that municipalities affect-
ed by Cerro Matoso were worse off than those 
without mining projects. In rural districts and 
communities adjacent to the mine, pollution has 
wrecked traditional livelihoods and methods 
of subsistence. “Before,” Moreno says, “you 
could throw a net into the river and retrieve 20 
fi sh. Now, it takes you a day to catch three.”

Cerro Matoso is not just a mine: it is an 
enormous development enterprise, linking coal-
mines with power plants and processing facili-
ties. For its advocates, it has proven to be a 
dynamic engine of growth. For critics, it is a 
textbook example of maldevelopment, a net-
work of extractive ventures which has harmed 
lives and impeded more salutary forms of 
development in the region.

The mine, which has polluted the land and 
lives of Zenú communities, was initially pow-
ered by a hydroelectric mega-dam which forci-
bly displaced Indigenous Emberá communities. 
Today, an enlarged Cerro Matoso is looking 
to meet its growing energy needs through the 
expansion of Geselca, a coal-fi red power plant 
supplied by new local coalmines. All these 
polluting processes are in turn being ‘environ-
mentally offset’ by the industrial plantation 
of swathes of palm and non-native teca trees, 
which consume more water than native species. 
Aguilar calls this “double damage”. He says: 
“They damage the environment, and then try to 
fi x that damage with further damage.”

Paramilitary links
There are also concerns around how Cerro 

Matoso has woven itself into Colombia’s vivid 
landscape of violence. Historically, the prov-
ince of Córdoba has been one of the areas most 
embroiled in the country’s armed confl ict, with 
a patent presence of paramilitary and guerrilla 
forces.

Local residents have expressed fears about 
the relationship between the company and 
armed actors. One local shopkeeper, asking to 
remain nameless, refl ects: “In this city, every 
business has to pay vacunas [extortion pay-
ments] to the paramilitaries, from wealthy 
retailers to the guys who sell passion-fruit 
juice on the street. They [Cerro Matoso] have 
been here for decades, and haven’t had a single 
reprisal, a single threat, a single kidnapping. 
How have they done that? Are we supposed to 
believe that they’ve never paid or engaged with 
the paramilitaries? We simply cannot explain 
to ourselves how such a company can move so 
freely in this territory.”

Others point to precedents. A Japanese 
company supplying carbon filters left the 
region, allegedly due to constant extortion. 

Non-governmental organisations have been 
unable to operate freely in surrounding villages.

There is not just suspicion around the 
mine’s engagement with paramilitaries to 
ensure unobstructed operations; allegations 
persist of the mine’s complicity in violence 
against social leaders.

Colombia is one of the most dangerous 
countries in the world for defenders of human 
and environmental rights. An explosive mix of 
armed groups, extensive land confl icts, lucra-
tive extractive projects, and state paralysis 
create conditions for the killing of dozens of 
activists every year.

In Córdoba, the Indigenous Zenú commu-
nity of El Alto San Jorge is home to a popu-
lation of nearly 16,900 people, spread across 
dozens of villages. Over the past eight years, 
the community has seen 49 of its leaders killed. 
Another 14 leaders currently have protection 
measures and 19 more are undergoing risk 
assessments. Only two have obtained full pro-
tection measures.

Irrael Aguilar, the community’s chieftain, 
is under severe threat for his involvement in 
various rights struggles. He travels with an 
entourage of bodyguards and rarely spends con-
secutive nights in the same location. Aguilar 
says that “the company certainly has its hands 
in some of the threats.”

South32 and BHP Billiton deny the claims, 
with spokespersons from both companies 
affi rming compliance with high standards of 
human rights due diligence.

But those under threat are often stuck in a 
bind. If they present concrete evidence of the 
threats against them to the authorities, the risk 
of reprisal increases. One community leader, 
who asked to remain anonymous, alleged that 
he had evidence from paramilitary leaders 
who had been approached by Cerro Matoso to 
“eliminate him”. But divulging that evidence 
would put him at further risk.

Until the security situation in the region 
changes, and thorough investigations can take 
place, there will be little clarity around the true 
nature of extortion and threats. Questions also 
arise around the company’s fi scal relationship 
to the Colombian state.

Cerro Matoso has been accused of avoiding 
tax, underpaying royalties, and under-invoic-
ing. In 2010, the company was forced to pay 
over US$12 million in unpaid royalties, after 
an audit from the General Comptroller. Further 
analysis of Cerro Matoso’s fi nances suggests 
manipulation or creative accounting to reduce 
its taxable income. Mario Valencia, spokes-
person for the Network for Tributary Justice 
in Colombia, noted: “[an] analysis of Cerro 
Matoso’s fi gures leaves us concerned, because 
there is strong evidence that they are presenting 
accounts which show a situation that is more 
critical than in reality.”

Cerro Matoso has also faced signifi cant 

“We are 
slowly being 
killed by 
this mine”

An aerial view of the Cerro Matoso mine – the impacts of contaminated air and waterways on local communit

an epidemic of miscarriages.
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scrutiny for its lease over the mine, and the con-
tracts it has negotiated with the government. 
Another Comptroller report in 2012 showed 
that the mine’s environmental licence was 
granted based on incomplete, inadequate and 
outdated data.

What next?
The future of Cerro Matoso is clouded in 

uncertainty. Despite plans to expand opera-
tions, a collapse in nickel prices has provoked 
a crisis. Many workers have been laid off, and 
there are doubts whether the mine’s concession 
will be extended beyond 2029.

But if Cerro Matoso closes operations, will 
there be justice for communities torn apart by 
its impacts?

In 2011, BHP Billiton registered the larg-
est-ever profi t by a British fi rm. It has been 
a generous sponsor of sports teams, cultural 
events, and Olympic medals, and has poured 
millions into lobbying. But its wealth has come 
at a cost – from fl attened villages in Brazil to 
polluted lives in Colombia.

“The word Zenú means wonderful land, 
a place of found waters,” Aguilar laments. 
“The legacy of our ancestors is a world-vision 
of equilibrium, of harmony with the natural 
world. The Western man doesn’t understand 
this, let alone the businessman. They under-
stand extraction, not conservation.”

Over the past eight years, the community 
has seen 49 of its leaders killed 

The tension Aguilar references extends 
beyond Cerro Matoso; it lies at the heart of hun-
dreds of disputes across the country. Two-fi fths 
of Colombia’s land has been concessioned to or 
requested by mining or fossil-fuel companies.

The government has declared the coun-
try open for business, assuring all that it must 
develop its way to an enduring peace. The 
thrust of that development is the so-called 
“mining-energy locomotive”. But will an 
authentic peace be obtainable with a develop-
ment policy that enfl ames social confl icts and 
degrades territories?

Social movements have been mobilising 
to demand instead a peace imbued with social 
and environmental justice. Danilo Urrea, 
from the environmental justice organisation 
CENSAT Agua Viva, criticises the government 
for proposing a “corporate peace”, “based on 
a development model which turns its back to 
environmental equilibrium, and closes its eyes 
to popular participation.

“Nature has been the setting of war, it holds 
the spoils of war and, therefore, it has been the 
victim of war,” he says. “Nature is also the only 
fertile ground for peace. Unless we reconfi gure 
our relationships and economic models, unless 
we reconcile ourselves with nature and each 
other, then a lasting peace is unattainable.”
New Internationalist 

ties is evident through genetic deformations, illnesses and 
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War in Honduras pits the powerful few 
against the many. Their lives are precari-
ous and seemingly disposable. On October 
18 in Bajo Aguán assassins shot and killed 
José Ángel Flores, president of the Unifi ed 
Peasant Movement of Aguán (MUCA), and 
Silmer Dionisio George, another MUCA 
leader.

MUCA defends the right of 3,500 families 
to land they farm cooperatively in Bajo Aguán 
in north-eastern Honduras. Prior to President 
Manuel Zelaya’s forced departure in 2009, 
efforts by his government to implement earlier 
land reform measures had emboldened them to 
occupy disputed land.

Corporations, notably the Dinant group, 
grow prodigious amounts of African palm in 
Bajo Aguán. Controlling 55,000 acres in 2011, 
Dinant produces palm oil for its own multi-
national food processing empire and sells oil in 
Europe and the United States for use in indus-
trial products and biofuels. Before he died in 
2015, billionaire owner Miguel Facussé noto-
riously relied on paramilitary violence to eject 
small farmers occupying land claimed by 
Dinant.

The two recent murders and the assassina-
tion on March 3, 2016 in La Esperanza of Berta 
Cáceres epitomise the deadly consequences of 
resisting wealthy conglomerates, especially 
when the Honduran and US governments are 
on their side.

Award-winning environmentalist Cáceres 
founded and led the Civic Council of People’s 
and Indigenous Organisations (COPINH). At 
her death she was campaigning to end construc-
tion of a dam across the Gualcarque River. For 
Cáceres, the river was sacred to her own Lenca 
people, and obstructing its fl ow posed dire 
environmental consequences.

Agitation under her leadership had already 
caused a Chinese corporation associated with 
the Honduran dam–builder to abandon a project 
aimed at building four dams. And the World 
Bank withdrew its funding.

Appreciation of how these murders relate to 
popular struggle requires awareness of a pain-
ful history and now social disaster; income dis-
parity among Hondurans is the widest in Latin 
America and ranks sixth in the world; poverty 
affl icts 64.5 percent of households there.

And, proliferation of mining and hydroe-
lectric ventures accompanies corporate land-
grabbing as practiced in Bajo Aguán, all under 
the auspices of international corporations. The 
effect throughout Honduras has been rural lives 
becoming unsustainable and displacement of 
people from small land holdings. The Honduran 
government since 2009 has approved some 300 
hydroelectric projects and at least 870 mining 
projects. National and transnational companies 
now enjoy concessions applying to 35 percent 
of Honduran land.

Many in resistance die. Thugs, presumably 
paramilitaries, have killed 150 farmer activ-
ists in Bajo Aguán since 2009. Over the past 
decade “114 ecological militants” have been 
killed throughout Honduras. Or, according to 
another report, 101 environmental activists 
were killed between 2010 and 2014; 40 percent 
of them were Indigenous. Tomás Membreño, 
Berta Caceras’ successor as head of COPINH, 
barely escaped a recent assassination attempt; 
fi ve other anti-dam protesters have been killed 
since her death.

Reacting to Cáceres’ murder, World Bank 
President Jim Yong Kim rationalised, “You 
cannot do the work we’re trying to do and not 
have some of these incidents happen.” A MUCA 
press release specifi ed that, “units under the 
command of US Special Forces beginning in 
2010 undertook a series of training operations 

with Honduran special forces units at the [US–
fi nanced] Río Claro military base” in Aguán. 
And, paramilitaries in the area “use arms that 
only the state possesses.”

Political repression has mounted following 
the 2009 military coup that removed President 
Manuel “Mel” Zelaya. US academician Dana 
Frank claims that Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton promoted regional acceptance of the 
coup and thereby “opened the door to this … 
almost complete destruction of the rule of law 
in Honduras.”

Zelaya currently leads the social demo-
cratic Libre Party that might have scored a 
victory in the 2013 presidential elections. 
However, fraud and other irregularities steered 
votes toward Nationalist Party candidate Juan 
Orlando Hernández. For US ambassador 
Lisa Kubisk, the voting was a “transparent 
process.”

These realities, taken together, set the stage 
for the assassinations of José Ángel Flores, 
Silmer Dionisio George, and Berta Cáceres. 
As Cáceres explained in an interview before 
she died: “Indigenous peoples are confronting 
a hegemonic project pushed by big national and 
international capital … The promoters of that 
strategy have imposed a profoundly neo-lib-
eral model based on invasion and militarisa-
tion of territories, plunder, and privatisation of 
resources.”

Meanwhile, indigenous groups were peace-
fully demonstrating on October 20 in Teguci-
galpa. They were calling for an “impartial 
investigation” of Berta Cáceres’ murder, can-
cellation of the Agua Zarca dam, and demil-
itarisation of their areas. True to form, the 
US–supported Honduran state used militarised 
police to brutally disperse the protesters. Some 
required hospital care.
People’s world 

Dying for democracy 
in Honduras

The assassination of Berta Cáceres epitomise 
the deadly consequences of resisting wealthy 
conglomerates, especially when the Honduran 
and US governments are on their side.
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James Tweedie

US-backed insurgents have fi red 
chemical weapons into Syria’s 
largest city Aleppo, Russia’s 
Defence Ministry said last week. 
Spokesman Major General Igor 
Konashenkov said Russian mili-
tary experts had “found evidence 
of chemical weapon use by terror-
ists against the civilian population 
and Syrian servicemen.”

The investigators, who arrived 
last week, found a “high probability” 
of toxic chlorine gas and white phos-
phorous in unexploded shells and soil 
samples from south-western districts 
of the city, including the 1070 public 
housing estate.

The 1070 estate was finally 
wrested from the Army of Conquest, 
an alliance of Al-Qaida affi liate the 
Levant Conquest Front and the US-
backed Ahrar as-Sham and Army of 
Islam.

That victory was a major set-
back for the insurgents’ three-week 
offensive to capture all of Aleppo and 
rescue some 2,000 of their cohorts 
trapped in the city’s east. “Militants, 
who have been striving in the past 
days to break though the Syrian 
army’s exterior defence ring of 
Aleppo at any cost, have used toxic 
substances multiple times,” General 
Konashenkov said.

The Syrian army and its Leba-
nese Hezbollah allies recaptured 
parts of the al-Assad and Minyan 

districts lost during the offensive. 
But the arrival of massive militant 
reinforcements halted their advance.

Meanwhile, warplanes from 
Russian aircraft carrier the Admi-
ral Kuznetsov began reconnaissance 
fl ights over Syria in preparation for a 
new campaign of air strikes.

On Thursday, United Nations 
special adviser on Syria Jan Egeland 
warned that food supplies in east 
Aleppo would run out next week. 
General Konashenkov said he had 
received a request from the UN to 
call further “humanitarian pauses” 
there, although each previous one 
has been rejected by the surrounded 
insurgents, who refuse to let civilians 
leave.

“Every time it seems to be just 
another effort to fi nd an excuse for 
disrupting the UN humanitarian aid 
delivery to the residents of Aleppo,” 
he said, pointing out that his country 
had delivered more than 100 tons of 
aid to the city in recent months.

The Syrian Foreign Ministry said 
the militants’ response showed the 
“terrorist nature” of groups backed 
by US allies Turkey, Qatar and Saudi 
Arabia.

Kremlin spokesman Dmitry 
Peskov blamed Washington’s fail-
ure to “disentangle the so-called 
moderate opposition … from terror-
ist groups” for the failure of efforts 
towards a peace deal for Syria.
Morning Star 

Chemical weapons in Aleppo

Before and after photos of Aleppo.

Brazil

General strike 
begins
James Tweedie

Eight Brazilian trade union fed-
erations led a general strike last 
Sunday in protest at unelected 
President Michel Temer’s aus-
terity “reforms.” Protests were 
held in at least 19 of Brazil’s 26 
states against congressional Bill 
PEC 241, which will freeze public 
spending for the next 20 years.

Main union federation the Uni-
fi ed Workers Central (CUT) – allied 
to the Workers Party (PT) – and 
the smaller CGTB and CTB were 
among the organisations leading the 
national walkout.

CUT general secretary Sergio 
Nobre attacked government plans 
to cut wages, privatise public-sec-
tor companies and utilities, hand 
over the huge “pre-salt” marine oil 
reserves to transnationals and slash 
investment in essential public serv-
ices such as health and education.

“With these neo-liberal ini-
tiatives, the working class must 
shoulder the costs of a regressive 
and authoritarian fi scal adjustment 
policy which, as we have come to 
show, constitutes the real objective 
of the coup against the constitution-
al president Dilma Rousseff,” said 
Mr Nobre.

Brazil’s congress passed legis-
lation abolishing the minimum 30 
percent government stake in oil-
drilling operations. Elected Presi-
dent Ms Rousseff of the PT was 

impeached by the Senate on August 
30 over minor budget-juggling 
allegations.

Her quisling vice-president Mr 
Temer – already heading a scandal-
ridden interim government – was 
sworn in hours later.

Several senior members of his 
PMDB party are either implicated 
in corruption at state oil company 
Petrobras or have been exposed as 
working to whitewash others’ part 
in it.

Prosecutors have tried to tar 
Ms Rousseff’s PT predecessor Luis 
Inacio Lula da Silva with the same 
brush in a bid to stop him standing 
for the presidency again in 2018.

But his supporters have 
launched their campaign for “a 
just Brazil for all and for Lula.” 
“Defending Lula’s rights is to 
defend the rights of all Brazilians,” 
organisers said in a statement.

That came as allegations broke 
that Mr Temer had taken a £235,000 
bribe.

In September, a national news-
paper reported Otavio Azevedo’s 
testimony, given as part of a plea 
bargain deal, that he had made the 
payment to Ms Rousseff.

Buther lawyers fi led documents 
with the electoral court suggesting 
that Mr Azevedo had in fact depos-
ited the money in the PMDB gen-
eral election fund.
Morning Star 

Something to say? Write to the Editor!
email: tpearson@cpa.org.au

Chelsea Manning
Jeremy Scahill

A few days ago, we learned that 
Private Chelsea Manning attempt-
ed to take her own life last month 
for the second time since being 
sentenced to 35 years at the US 
military prison in Leavenworth, 
Kansas. The whistleblower, who 
provided the collateral murder 
video, the Iraq and Afghan war 
logs, and the hundreds of thou-
sands of classified US State 
Department cables to WikiLeaks, 
was convicted of espionage. As I 
waited to vote last week, I found 
myself thinking of her languish-
ing in misery in isolation and 
incarceration.

This election – particularly in 
its closing stages – has been domi-
nated by controversies over emails, 
classifi ed documents, and WikiLe-
aks. We’ve heard endlessly about 
Hillary Clinton’s private basement 
server, her 33,000 deleted emails, 
the phishing and leaking of John 
Podesta’s emails, including parts of 
Clinton’s much discussed private 
speeches to Goldman Sachs. Trump, 
for his part, suddenly discovered 
a great love for Julian Assange, 
though he does have trouble cor-
rectly spelling WikiLeaks in his 
tweets of praise.

Taken together with Trump’s 
bizarre and consistent lauding of 
Vladimir Putin and leaks from the 
US intelligence community, the 
country has been treated to an odd 
fl ashback of Cold War propaganda, 
including a fair dose of red-baiting 
from the Democrats. In the matter 
of Anthony Weiner’s computer, his 
wife Huma Abedin’s communica-
tions and the potential implications 
for Clinton, the FBI, whose over-
reach had not previously been of 
much concern to Democrats, sud-
denly became a deviant manipula-
tor of the electoral process, while 
Trump and his supporters alternate-
ly praised the agency’s professional-
ism and denounced it as part of the 
rigged system.

The US public is now getting a 
taste of the way hacking, phishing, 
and an overwhelming dependence 
on fallible machines and networks 
can impact politics. But let’s be 
clear: None of the disclosures in this 
campaign – not one thing in any of 
the hacked emails or those declas-
sifi ed and released from Clinton’s 
private server – has brought to light 
anything of greater importance than 
the documents Chelsea Manning 
provided to WikiLeaks.

She revealed war crimes, 
including murder and torture, dirty 

and duplicitous dealings of the US 
and its allies, exposed liars, docu-
mented a secret history of Ameri-
ca’s longest running war, and forced 
a much needed debate about the US 
role in the world. And for that, she 
is being tortured.

The double standards of our 
society dictate that a perjurer like 
the director of national intelligence, 
James Clapper, faces no conse-
quences for his crimes. General 
David Petraeus gets a slap on the 
wrist, no jail time, and prestigious 
positions at universities for shar-
ing classifi ed information with his 
mistress. Only General James Cart-
wright may face the inside of a 
prison cell for discussing classifi ed 
information with journalists – and 
he is a sacrifi cial lamb for the cause 
of exonerating Clinton and Petraeus 
from any true accountability by the 
Obama Justice Department.

But Chelsea Manning, whose 
motivation was noble, whose 
actions made our country better, 
faces the full wrath of the system. 
And it may end up killing her. 
When we talk about the high-tech 
scandals that marked this election, 
at the top of the list should be the 
torture of Chelsea Manning.
Information Clearing House 

Sydney
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The election of reactionary billion-
aire Donald Trump as president 
of the US is a clarion call to the 
progressive people of the world. 
It is time to organise and counter-
attack. The hand wringing and 
analysis has begun but it is clear 
that the outcome is the result of 
class issues, not identity politics. 
People in the US (and elsewhere, 
including Australia) feel disen-
franchised by the political estab-
lishment – those who manage the 
two-party system on behalf of 
the ruling class – and are hurting 
badly as a result of capitalist crisis 
and globalisation. Unfortunately, 
in the absence of a united left with 
a consistent program, people are 
looking in the wrong places for 
answers.

It would be wrong to downplay 
the signifi cance of Trump’s election. 
His populist campaign has delivered 
a stunning result. Notably, it bucked 
the editorial consensus of much of 
the corporate media. However, it 
would be wrong to over-emphasise 
the magnitude of the shift it repre-
sents. Hillary Clinton and Donald 
Trump were both candidates push-
ing variations of the capitalist agenda 
and US imperialism. Their argument 
was about how to make both of those 
institutions stronger.

The results do not support the 
“landslide victory” conclusion, 
either. Hillary Clinton attracted 
slightly higher total of votes from US 
citizens than Donald Trump. In 2012, 
failed Republican candidate Mitt 
Romney received more votes than 
Trump did last week. The Electoral 
College system, to which all candi-
dates are subject, played its part. So 
did the meddling of the Democrat-
ic National Committee, which made 
sure that reforming Democrat candi-
date, Bernie Sanders, never stood a 
chance. There is widespread specu-
lation that Trump would have been 
defeated by the long-time activist 
Senator from Vermont.

While Trump’s victory may be 
less crushing than presented in the 
media that, up until last Tuesday, 
were happy to dismiss him, it does 
give encouragement to the most reac-
tionary elements in society. Reports 

of racist attacks are coming in but 
people are responding. Recent days 
have witnessed massive protests 
against the election of Trump and 
the sorts of anti-people attitudes 
expressed during his election cam-
paign. This could be the beginnings 
of what must become a people’s 
movement – a movement of workers 
and other exploited people against 
the sustained attacks on their basic 
rights and needs.

Much has been said about 
Trump’s erratic, idiosyncratic and 
contradictory approach to domes-
tic and foreign policy. We should 
remember that in politics many 
a rooster has wound up a feather 
duster. The president of the US and 
his counterparts around the world 
head up a committee for the man-
agement of the affairs of the capi-
talist ruling class. Anybody seeking 
to buck that status will quickly fi nd 
themselves an ex-president. 

Time will tell if Trump will 
oversee the nuking of ISIS, the con-
struction of a massive wall along 
the border with Mexico and a trade 
war with China. It is noteworthy that 
Trump has already indicated he will 
essentially retain the “Obamacare” 
health insurance arrangements he 
previously derided as disastrous.

The Trump ascendency has 
many lessons for Australians. The 
nervousness caused by his foreign 
policy pronouncements underscores 
just how subservient we are to US 
diktat. Many Australians who pre-
viously felt, incorrectly, that the 
deployment and activity of the US 
military was under stable and benev-
olent leadership will now question 
those assumptions. The reckless-
ness, extreme danger and cost of US 
aggression in our region and beyond 
has been placed in question. The calls 
for an independent path in relations 
with nations in our region will get 
stronger.

Trump’s election says a lot about 
the sense of disenfranchisement and 
disengagement felt by people in the 
US, Australia and comparable coun-
tries. Trump sold himself as an oppo-
nent of the establishment and that 
appealed. Voter turnout was low and 
disenchantment was high. Former 

Australian PM Tony Abbott com-
mented that disillusionment with the 
political system was already high in 
Australia. 

As he pointed out during his 
Radio National interview, ten per-
cent of registered voters didn’t 
bother to vote in the most recent 
federal election. Five percent voted 
informal. Twenty fi ve percent voted 
for other than the two major parties 
of capital.

Abbott says there is the danger 
of a right populist figure or party 
establishing themselves in Austral-
ia politics. This ignores the fact that 

many of the right populist attitudes 
expressed by Trump – sexist, homo-
phobic, Islamophobic, anti-immigrant 
and anti-working class – already have 
an elevated place in the Coalition par-
ties. Pauline Hanson’s One Nation and 
other right-populist groups do not yet 
have a large voter base.

Toxic messages like those of 
Trump and One Nation do encour-
age dangerous extremists to act on 
their bigoted ideas. That’s a danger to 
the community. These forces stand to 
get stronger because, as stated above, 
the left and progressive forces of this 
country are disunited and are not 

presenting a coherent, alternative 
program to the people of Australia. 
The election of Trump may not be 
as epoch-making as some pundits 
are claiming but we should extract 
the positive from this development. 
People are looking for political direc-
tion and engagement as a result. 
We must be ready to welcome and 
involve them. 

The Communist Party of Austral-
ia calls for the formation of a broad-
er alliance of working class, left and 
progressive forces working towards a 
new type of government in the inter-
est of the people. 
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Highway 
to disaster
I write to express my deep concerns 
regarding the proposed 260 kilome-
tres superhighway in Cross River 
State, Nigeria. This highway along 
with its 20 kilometres 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 
of 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 what-
ever you can to help publicise the 
plight of the threatened Cross River 
Gorillas. And also highlight the sig-
nifi cance of saving this important 
rainforest for a myriad of reasons, 
including the survival of the Indig-
enous peoples and animals that live 
there and for the health of the global 
environment. 

Steven Katsineris, 
Vic

For whom 
the bell tolls?
The small island states of the 
South Pacifi c are already begin-
ning to feel the consequences of 
climate change. It is not only a 
question of some of the low-lying 
island states such as Tuvalu, Kiri-
bati, Cook Islands and Nauru 
being drowned in rising sea levels. 
Reports indicate that rising salt 

levels are already affecting their 
ability to grow crops.

Where are the populations of 
these islands to go? Where will the 
millions of people of Bangladesh 
migrate as rising sea levels affect 
much of the territory of Bangladesh?

The government of Tuvalu has 
in the past approached Australia and 
New Zealand only to be brushed 
aside by Australian government rep-
resentatives. Tuvalu has a population 
of about 11,000. Tuvaluan delegates 
have raised the question of resettle-
ment with Australia earlier this year. 
As a representative said after one 
such excursion: “The statement was 
hardly out of [our] mouths before 
the Australian delegation shut it up. 
Australia is absolutely against open-
ing up any dialogue or discussion on 
this.”

Australia’s is an irresponsi-
ble and callous attitude towards the 
victims of global warming – peo-
ples who have not contributed to the 
problems. The response of successive 

Australian governments suggests that 
the peoples of these South Pacifi c 
Island nations can drown as far as 
they are concerned.

It is clear that climate changes 
are already taking place and are to 
be seen in the great storms, torrential 
rain in some regions and the intensifi -
cation of drought conditions in other 
regions. No country can expect to 
be free of the consequences of these 
changes.

Some scientists forecast that 
greater changes could occur quickly 
and it is unknown what these changes 
might bring and whether life forms 
will be able to cope. Those govern-
ments which refuse to act in the face 
of the obvious dangers have to be 
thrown out and replaced by govern-
ments that adopt responsible policies.

The environmental bell is toll-
ing and it is tolling for humanity and 
other life on this planet.

T Southern
Brisbane

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

There was a time, not very long ago, when 
governments that wanted to silence a critic 
who had sought refuge in another country, 
had to send a small team of assassins to 
that country and shoot or poison the trou-
blesome person, or run them down with a 
stolen car in a “hit and run accident”. The 
apartheid regime in South Africa made a 
speciality of planting bombs in the cars of 
activists who had fl ed abroad, but they were 
by no means the only extreme right-wing 
government to do so.

However, this method of silencing critics 
– or teaching enemies to “show respect” – was 
fraught with peril: the agents who were to do 
the deed had to be introduced into the coun-
try without arousing suspicion and then got 
out again after the “target” had been killed. 
At any time they risked exposure and arrest 
which, at the very least, would be embarrass-
ing for their government. At worst, the agents 
would spend years in jail and their govern-
ment would have to organise a costly prisoner 
exchange for them.

But no more – at least for enemies of the 
US! Now, when the White House considers 
it expedient to eliminate someone in anoth-
er country who has incurred its displeasure, 
instead of sending an agent they send a drone. 
The US drone campaign carries out missile 
strikes outside of war zones. The main US out-
fi ts that organise drone attacks are the CIA, 

the NSA and the Pentagon’s Special Opera-
tions Command. The NSA (National Security 
Agency) has a number of bases in Britain.

A document recently obtained by British 
journal The Intercept states that targets (those 
are people, remember) at internet cafes in 
Yemen are “tasked by several target offi ces at 
NSA and [its British opposite number] GCHQ”.

Deadly drone attacks have become com-
monplace in countries where the US is interfer-
ing but does not wish to openly wage war – yet. 
So frequent were the drone attacks on targets in 
Pakistan, supposedly a US ally, that there have 
been huge demonstrations against them, and 
against the US for perpetrating them.

Drone attacks are a means of conducting 
assassinations at a distance, by remote control. 
By default they lack precision and are depend-
ent on the accuracy of intelligence gathering 
to determine their targets. Frequently, they kill 
people who were bystanders or otherwise not 
the intended targets. Such people are simply 
written off as “collateral damage”, just like the 
civilian victims of US bombing during the Viet-
nam War.

Across the Middle East, from Somalia to 
Yemen and beyond, “The US drone program, 
conducted in the shadows, has killed hundreds 
of civilians without any accountability,” – Jen-
nifer Gibson, staff attorney for British civil 
rights organisation Reprieve.

British civil rights activists are 

understandably outraged that the US govern-
ment thinks it has the right to rampage around 
the world in breach of other countries’ nation-
al sovereignty, killing whomever it decides is 
its “enemy”, and lots of innocent bystanders 
as well. They are doubly outraged to discov-
er that British military personnel at UK bases 
leased to the US military play a role in draw-
ing up the “kill list” for these ongoing drone 
assassinations.

“The UK government now needs to come 
clean on what role the bases we lease to the US 
are playing in drawing up secretive US assas-
sination lists – and what exactly the UK’s own 
involvement in these lists is,” said Jennifer 
Gibson.

“Simply to say that drones are not fl own 
from the UK is missing the point, if it is per-
sonnel on British soil that are at the top of the 
so-called ‘kill chain’ and British agencies who 
are feeding targets into those lists,” she added.

Reprieve points out that publicly-availa-
ble documents show that the US Air Force has 
employed a “MQ-9 REAPER [drone] ISR Mis-
sion Intelligence Coordinator” at RAF Moles-
worth, a British base in Cambridgeshire leased 
to the US and that a private military contrac-
tor at the same base has advertised for an “All 
Source Analyst – Targeting” to work there.

Another advertisement for a job at Moles-
worth was for someone to provide “FMV [full 
motion video] intelligence analysis in support 

of USAFRICOM [US military command for 
Africa] … and Special Operations Command 
Africa,” presumably for covert drone strikes in 
countries such as Somalia, where the US is not 
[publicly] at war.

“British forces are currently involved in 
seven different theatres and only one of these 
has had any democratic scrutiny,” Stop the War 
Coalition deputy chair Chris Nineham told Brit-
ish Communist daily Morning Star, so it’s not 
just American imperialism that is running ram-
pant around the world.

The leadership of both Britain and the 
USA make a point of presenting themselves 
as the embodiment of morality and humanity 
– unlike “Godless Communism”. And yet the 
US has had to publicly admit to regularly being 
involved in the conduct of torture to obtain 
information, and to maintaining a global pro-
gram of kidnapping people and covertly send-
ing them to countries with extremely brutal 
prison systems (such as Egypt) for the same 
purpose. That program became doubly impor-
tant after the USA’s own torture program ran 
foul of Congress.

But how moral is it to routinely – once a 
week, in fact – decide to murder “enemies of 
the state”? And to brazenly kill hundreds of 
other people in the process?

Talk about the moral bankruptcy of 
capitalism! 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

The MQ-9 REAPER.

State-sanctioned murder
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Dark clouds have gathered over the 
nation. The seemingly unthinkable 
has occurred. Donald Trump is the 
next president. The Republican 
Party controls all three branches 
of government and a reactionary 
Supreme Court seems a certainty 
for the coming years. There are 
lists of all the recent gains now 
put at risk and the dangers that lie 
ahead. You’ve seen them. They’re 
certainly reason enough for some 
weeping and gnashing of teeth.

But then of course it’s time to 
start strategising how we come back 
from this defeat. The road ahead 
will be one of resistance, and the 
anti-Trump demonstrations in cities 
across the US show there’s a base for 
it. But beyond spontaneous protest, 
how do labour and the progressive 
movement chart a way forward?

The organised labour movement, 
which saw many of its members back 
Trump, has yet to present a full assess-
ment. But among some in left circles, 
there are already calls circulating for 
a radical break from the Democratic 
Party, the formation of yet another 
new third party, or even withdrawal 
from electoral politics all together.

Casting blame
Some are arguing that if the DNC 

[Democratic National Committee] 
hadn’t sabotaged Bernie, Trump 
would have been beaten. The rogues’ 
gallery of villains includes Hillary 
Clinton of course, as well as Donna 
Brazile, Debbie Wasserman-Schultz, 
John Podesta, and others. As this 
explanation goes, the Democrats are 
beyond hope and liberalism is dying.

In this view, it would seem the 
Democratic Party is some tidy and 
compartmentalised thing discon-
nected from all the variety of move-
ments, organisations, coalitions, and 
millions of voters that took part in 
the 2016 campaign. It’s not. And if 
the Bernie movement couldn’t rack 
up enough numbers (this time) to 
overcome Clinton in the primaries, 
then it’s by no means guaranteed they 
could have done so against Trump in 
the general election.

There’s no doubt that the leading 
faction of the Democratic Party car-
ries a lot of the burden for Tuesday’s 
loss. The leadership of both parties 
has failed for years to respond to the 
very real crises of neo-liberal capital-
ism that led too many (white) work-
ing class folks to take a chance on 
Trump.

As Robert Borosage from Cam-
paign for America’s Future wrote, 
“This is about the policies that have 
been supported by both parties – 
global trade and tax deals of, by, and 
for the corporations, fi nancialisation 
and Wall Street bailouts, big money 
politics and crony capitalism, dec-
ades of promises not kept.”

Trump was a candidate that repre-
sented change for millions of people 
who so very much need change in 
their lives. Responding to the slogan 
“Make America Great Again” with 
the tepid and vacuous “America’s 
already great,” as the Clinton cam-
paign did, falls fl at among people 
who have seen their jobs disappear 
and economic opportunity vanish for 
their children.

Yes, racism, misogyny, Islamo-
phobia, and anti-immigrant sentiment 
are all a part of the explanation for 
what happened in this election. A big 
part. But they aren’t the only part. 
Economics is another one and the fact 
that counties in states like Wisconsin, 
Iowa, and others which twice voted 
for Obama swung this time to Trump 
is proof that there’s a lot more at work 
here than simple bigotry.

Surrendering the people of such 
places to Trumpism and the façade of 
working class populism being ped-
dled by his Republican party is not a 
formula for winning the future – and 
I’m not just talking about elections. 
If we are going to advance America 
down the road toward more equality, 
justice, and sustainability – toward 
socialism – then we are going to 
need a very broad group of people 
on board. And that includes some 
Trump voters.

This might mean focusing less 
on the intrigues of the Democratic 
Party, but it doesn’t mean walling 
ourselves off into new micro-forma-
tions or manufactured forms of polit-
ical independence which amount to 
isolationism and sectarianism. Of 
course the left and labour movement 
will necessarily have to intervene in 
the fi ght for control of the Demo-
cratic Party, as Sanders showed us, 
but that battle has to be a component 
of a much bigger project, one which 
this publication has devoted itself to 
for decades.

The People’s Front
In the 1930s, in the midst of the 

greatest economic crisis ever and 
with the threat of world war loom-
ing, Communists, labour activists, 

liberals, Democrats, and other pro-
gressives gave life to a political strat-
egy which not only blocked the road 
to fascism in America, but also organ-
ised unions in the major industries 
and won Social Security and unem-
ployment insurance along the way.

That strategy was called “the 
People’s Front,” or, as its various 
international historical manifes-
tations have collectively become 
known, the popular front. At the core 
of the popular front strategy is the 
idea of broad-based coalition politics, 
and it is formulated around a couple 
of key strategic questions. First, it 
asks what goal, if won, can change 
the relationship of forces and open up 
the possibility for advance. Second, it 
sets out who are the main opponents 
and possible allies in the struggle to 
achieve that goal. This means deter-
mining who has the self-interest to 
fi ght for the goal and assessing their 
organisation, consciousness, and 
capacity to join in the fi ght.

For the popular front of the 
1930s, the goal was the containment 
of fascism and the defeat of the anti-
New Deal section of capital and the 
Republican Party. As delegates to a 
convention of the Communist Party 
heard in June 1936, “There are two 

chief and opposite directions of pos-
sible development in political life 
… All parties and groups must be 
judged by their relation to these two 
fundamental political tendencies.”

To win a people’s recovery pro-
gram in the Great Depression, this 
meant lining up all the forces of 
progress on one side to take on the 
forces of reaction on the other.

A December document followed 
up: “Our country, in common with 
the rest of the capitalist world, is 
threatened with reaction, fascism, 
and war … Everything that organis-
es and activises the working class and 
its allies is progress toward social-
ism; likewise, everything that weak-
ens and discourages the forces of 
reaction goes in the same direction.”

There were two main camps and 
those who cared about stopping the 
worst assaults of the reactionary right 
and opening a way forward had to 
pick sides.

Advance or regress
In the period that has now 

opened, with the whole apparatus of 
the federal state under the control of 
Trump and the GOP, the task before 
us appears in similarly stark terms.

To build resistance to the Trump 
agenda and lay the groundwork for a 
rebound, there is a need to consoli-
date the widest possible unity – not 
discounting any possible ally. We 
already have the basic outlines of 
this in place.

This all-people’s front includes 
(or should include) organised labour, 
movements like Black Lives Matter 
and Native American organisations, 
Latinos and immigrant groups, wom-
en’s and LGBTQ groups, Asian and 
Jewish organisations, young people, 
Muslims and refugees, and so many 
more. Within its ranks are leftists, 
liberals, centrists, middle strata, and 
sections of business. It includes as 
well Democrats truly excited by the 
historic possibilities the Hillary Clin-
ton candidacy offered.

The immediate task is to battle 
despair and prevent any slumps of 

activity among these movements and 
groups. It’s a loose coalition, not a 
unitary organisation, so it’s a tough 
job ahead.

As mentioned earlier, the popu-
lar front of today also has to include 
– eventually – signifi cant sections 
of those people who just voted for 
Donald Trump. Demographic for-
tune-telling aside, there is no path to 
sustainable long-term progress that 
does not peel away Trump support-
ers (especially white working people) 
from the Republicans and the camp 
of reaction.

That means the left and the 
labour movement have to push a 
populist program of their own onto 
the agenda. We have to be able to 
talk convincingly about a new trade 
regime, about how to create jobs, 
and invest in the future. The Sanders 
campaign provided us with an excel-
lent starting point. Let’s build upon 
it. We came so far in this election and 
forced the Democratic National Con-
vention to adopt its most progressive 
platform ever. A majority of Ameri-
cans voted for that option. That real-
ity can’t be allowed to get lost in all 
the post-election autopsies.

Like any strategy, the popular 
front has had shortcomings and mis-
applications over the years. On its 
own, it doesn’t provide a ready-made 
answer for every tactical choice that 
faces the movements for progress. 
Of course there have been and will 
be setbacks. History never moves in 
such a straight line as the shorthand 
options of “forward” and “backward” 
might suggest.

But when the alternatives are a 
do-your-own thing leftism that spent 
more time plotting opposition to 
Clinton than to Trump before Elec-
tion Day, or isolating and fruitless 
third party efforts with little connec-
tion to labour and the main social 
movements, the idea of a popular 
front still stands up pretty well after 
80 years. It remains the only viable 
path for social progress in our diverse 
country.
People’s World 
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The Popular Front – 
now more than ever

The road ahead will be one of resistance, and the anti-Trump demonstrations in cities across the US last night show 

there’s a base for it.
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Victor Grossman

Albacete, Spain: In one hurrying day, 80 
years ago, in Albacete, a centre of Spain’s 
La Mancha region, a few offi cers somehow 
created quarters for 500 men arriving the 
following day, then 500 more, and more. 
Soon three or four thousand, somehow 
organised in units despite a mad variety 
of languages, were issued a motley array 
of uniforms and dated weapons, taught to 
fi re and reload them and little else, and 
sent after a few weeks into a murderously 
bloody, last-ditch battle to save Madrid, 
the capital, from well-armed, trained, 
murderously marauding attackers. They 
succeeded. But very many, Poles, Germans, 
French, Italians and others died next to 
their new Spanish comrades.

Four full centuries ago, in April 1616, a 
man died in Madrid quite peacefully, who had 
made the name of Albacete’s region immortal. 
The fi ctional creation of Miguel de Cervantes, 
who titled himself Don Quixote de la Mancha, 
was a rather mad fantast, whose misadventures 
with his page and servant Sancho Panza still 
fascinate readers of what is reverently honoured 
as “Spain’s Bible.”

About 150 of us marked the anniversary of 
October 1936 with a tour commemorating the 
founding of the International Brigades, made 
up of men and women volunteers who came 
to join in a mortal struggle against fascism. 
As some of those welcoming us in Albacete 
remarked: not only dates and geography echoed 
the fabled La Mancha story of the 1500’s in the 
torn Spain of the 1930’s.

The scrawny self-titled “Don” with his lean 
nag Rosinante, a helmet made of a shaving 
basin and a skimpy lance, with squat Sancho 
on a donkey, was sadly unfi t for the coming 
encounters.

So called non-intervention
The weapons inadequacy of the 40,000 

volunteers from over 50 countries was almost 
as pitiful but truly tragic – and sinister. Even 
those weapons and supplies the legitimate, 
elected Spanish government could obtain from 
its only two allies, Mexico and the USSR, 
were largely shut out by Italian cruisers in 
the south and British blockade vessels in the 
north. A tight French vice shut rail and road 
entries, forcing many volunteers to steal over 
narrow, dangerous mountain trails to reach the 
besieged land. Fascist German and Italian men, 
planes and weapons, American trucks and fuel 
could, untroubled, get to Francisco Franco’s 
well-stocked forces. The supreme hypocrisy 
involved, managed by Tory Prime Minister 
Neville Chamberlain, acceded to by the weak 
French Popular Front Socialist Leon Blum, per-
mitted by Franklin Roosevelt, was exalted with 
the title “non-intervention.”

Perhaps a bond across the centuries was the 
rather mad but determined idealism of Quix-
ote, setting forth into the world to “redress 
all manner of wrongs” to “the affl icted, the 
enchained and the oppressed”. Cervantes bal-
anced this with down-to-earth Sancho, illiter-
ate, not altruistic, but close to common working 

people like himself. His dream was to become 
governor of an island; when he achieved this 
(only a village in reality) his reign, despite 
some blunders, was yet a valiant attempt to 
achieve justice with common sense. All too 
soon it “ended, perished, dissolved and van-
ished into smoke and a shadow.” The mighty 
duke and duchess took over again. Alas, the 
many parallels!

Menacing windmills, “evil giants” for the 
Don, triumphed again in 1939. In our group 
only one had fought in the International Bri-
gades, one of their many Spanish members, 
and now one of perhaps three survivors. Josep 
Almudever, 97, is amazingly vital and as wrath-
ful as ever about the forces of Hitler and Mus-
solini who, he is convinced, steered Franco, 
making it no genuine “civil war” but a defence 
against foreign adversaries, not excluding 
those “western democracies” which betrayed 
it. When not expanding on this, part of his life 
story, the old man joined lustily in singing the 
songs of the Spanish War and patiently agreed 
to pose for photos, including one with the tiny, 
95 years younger son of Almudena Cros, who 
arranged the tour.

Love and marriage 
in the midst of war 

Who else was in the group? Fine, often fas-
cinating people, most were children or relatives 
of the Brigaders. The father of one, a German 
Communist miner, volunteered early, fought to 
save Madrid and became a captain in the Thäl-
mann Battalion. His wife took a Red Cross 
nursing course to follow him and tried to meet 
briefl y between the battles. In Albacete, always 
headquarters city for the Brigades, he was born 
– three months after his father had died in the 
battle of Belchite.

One woman, Anastasia Tsackos, told of 
another brief interlude of love and marriage in 
the midst of war, of her Spanish mother and a 
Greek volunteer. Neither she nor her mother 
could ever learn his fate – on a battlefi eld, in 
a Franco prison, or as a guerrilla fi ghting in 
his homeland against the conquerors who, after 
Spain was subjugated, could then move on to 
bomb, occupy, enslave and wreck all Europe as 
far as Stalingrad.

Another white-haired, dignified and 
friendly group member was Claire Rol-Tan-
guy, president of the “Association des Amis 
des Combattants en Espagne Républicaine” 
(ACER). Her mother, Cécile, 97, the widow 
of Henri Guy-Tanguy, who fought in the Bri-
gades, then in the French Résistance, then led 
the Paris uprising and received the surrender of 
the German commander. She, too, was a resist-
ance fi ghter and, like him, an active Communist 
in post-war France. In Paris, our fi rst stop, the 
little old lady with the heroic past unveiled a 
monument to the foreign volunteers at Auster-
litz Station, where most of them departed 
on their way to the battlefi elds. This late but 
moving monument was fi nally achieved with 
the help of Anne Hidalgo, Socialist mayor of 
Paris, herself born in Spain where her grandfa-
ther was sentenced to death by the Franco courts 
(and then pardoned to life imprisonment).

Among those I met was Miriam Peet, 
daughter of the East Berlin-based English 
journalist John Peet, who was wounded twice 
in the Ebro battle. She also discovered that a 
great-uncle on her Bulgarian mother’s side 
fought at Guadalajara, a site we visited, one 
of the Republic’s few big victories, possible 
thanks to good coordination between Spanish 
and foreign battalions (French, German, and 
especially Italian, most important against the 
Mussolini troops) and units with Communist, 
Anarchist and other backgrounds – and here 
closely united. But Miriam Peet’s relative had 
died in the battle.

One young group member was especial-
ly respected. Zuza Ziolkowska/Hercberg from 
Warsaw, whose grandfather fought in Spain, 
had defi ed efforts by the clerical right-wingers 
dominating her country to wipe out recollec-
tions of the large Polish participation in Spain. 
She and several others, mostly students, car-
ried a large fl ag of the Polish Dombrowski Bat-
talion in Spain and one of the largely Jewish 
Botwin-Palafox Battalion to the Tomb of the 
Unknown Solider on one of the main squares 
in Warsaw. They read a poem, stood briefl y 
in silence and laid a wreath near the monu-
ment to fallen Polish heroes, where mention 
of those who died in Spain had been erased. 
Now the group, already larger, is fi ghting to 
keep street names honouring the Dombrowski 
Battalion from being altered. It was moving to 
see Yiddish-Hebrew letters on the same fl ag 
she showed eye-catchingly at all the sites we 
visited.

There were many, many people with inter-
esting backgrounds, like the daughter of Steve 
Nelson, a top offi cer in the Abraham Lincoln 
battalion, wounded at Belchite. Or Len and 
Nancy Tsou of California, who have dug up 
the facts about a dozen or so Chinese, Japanese, 
Indian and Indonesian volunteers in Spain. 
Pleasant notes were offered in informal song 
sessions by a jolly Welsh woman and the beau-
tiful singing with guitar of a Swedish man who 
worked for years with the American songwriter 
Malvina Reynolds. He often sang his favourite, 
the “Last Will” song by the Swedish-American 
songwriter and martyr Joe Hill.

The welcomes in each place we visited 
were always heart-warming – and often dis-
played growing interest in Spain’s previously 

hushed-up past and the courageous role of men 
and women who came and risked their lives 
to support the Spanish people against fascism 
– and miserable poverty, illiteracy and under-
nourishment, despite those out to crush their 
attempts. We helped unveil the Paris monu-
ment, a new plaque in Albacete, information 
signs in Benicássim, where the wounded were 
treated, and in Vicálvaro (Madrid) with the 
start on a new “Garden of the International 
Brigades”.

Of course, with 16 nationalities, our many 
languages were a problem. Listening to two 
or three translations of one more warmly 
welcoming speech was not always easy. For 
some, doing without a translation was certain-
ly no more enjoyable. But with either English, 
French, German, Italian or especially Spanish, 
personal meetings offered countless opportuni-
ties to learn about other lands.

I had read (and written about in a book 
about the Spanish War) about the fall of Malaga 
in February 1937. The resulting murder of anti-
fascists had been devastating; most of the popu-
lation fl ed, with neither supplies nor protection, 
along a narrow coastal road. The conquerors, 
mostly Mussolini-Italians, shot the men and 
incessantly machine-gunned and bombed the 
hungry women, children and elderly from sea 
and air. Now, speaking in my laboured French 
to a woman on one of our buses, I learned that 
she had been a little girl on that horrible trek.

When our passionately anti-fascist organ-
iser Almudena called the names of all the coun-
tries represented – she was cheered when she 
added Syria to the list, calling for solidarity – 
needed as much today as 80 years ago.

“The responsibility of knights errant,” Don 
Quixote insisted, was not “to discover whether 
the affl icted, the enchained and the oppressed 
whom they encounter on the road are reduced 
to these circumstances and suffer this distress 
for their vices, or for their virtues: the knight’s 
sole responsibility is to succour them as people 
in need, having eyes only for their sufferings 
…”

In words so relevant today, if not to be 
taken exactly literally, he cried:

“Do you see over yonder, friend Sancho, 30 
or 40 hulking giants? I intend to do battle with 
them and slay them.”
People’s World 
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