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The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia condemns in the strongest 
possible terms the passing of the 
bill re-establishing the former 
Howard government’s Australian 
Building and Construction Com-
mission (ABCC). Nine unprinci-
pled Senators on the cross benches 
joined members of Turnbull’s 
Coalition government in pushing 
the bill through on November 30. 
The ABBC bill and the Building 
Code that comes with it are a taste 
of what lies in store for all workers 
in 2017.

The passing of Tony Abbott’s bill 
leaves workers in the building and 
construction and related industries 
more vulnerable to dodgy workplace 
practices including those involving 
health and safety, criminalises legit-
imate trade union activity and for 
the fi rst time ever outlaws pickets, 
including community pickets.

The Turnbull government bought 
off One Nation Senators, the Nick 
Xenophon Team (NXT), Liberal 
Democrat David Leyonhjelm and 
Victorian Senator Derryn Hinch in 
dirty backroom deals – some of them 
not even related to the legislation.

Jacqui Lambie was the only 
cross-bencher to retain a principled 
position and oppose the bill. The 
Australian Greens and Labor Party 
remained solid in their opposition.

“We will also continue to fi ght 
for an end to bad and discriminatory 
laws that favour the interests of big 
property developers and multination-
al construction companies over the 
interests of ordinary working Aus-
tralians,” Construction, Forestry, 
Mining and Energy Union national 
secretary Dave Noonan said.

Already, one worker on average 
per week dies on Australian build-
ing sites. That fi gure will worsen as 
trade union organisation on the job 
becomes more diffi cult. And it will 
as the bill goes much further than 
Howard’s original version.

The bill strips construction work-
ers of rights taken for granted by 
other workers. It goes further than 
the original Act under the Howard 

government. Apart from outlaw-
ing pickets, it narrows the defi nition 
of “protected industrial action” to 
such an extent that it will be almost 
impossible to take any form of action 
without the threat of being sued and 
facing heavy fi nes.

The bill triples existing penalties 
with individual workers and union 
representatives facing fi nes of up to 
$36,000 each and unions $180,000 
for each offence.

The Commission retains its dra-
conian powers to hound workers, 
to retrospectively take unions and 
workers to court years after a dispute 
has been resolved and denies work-
ers the right to remain silent when 
being interrogated by the Commis-
sion. (See “The Australian Build-
ing and Construction Commission 
– Gestapo industrial relations law”, 
Guardian, 1728, 27-04-2016)

Under the Building Code, com-
panies seeking government contracts 
will be banned from including any 
provisions in their enterprise agree-
ments that limit casualisation or 
provide job security, promote the 
employment of apprentices, specify 
safe hours of work or limitations on 
excessive overtime.

This is despite the fact that 
such provisions are legal under the 
Fair Work Act. The government has 
committed to implementing the rec-
ommendations of the Productivity 
Commission’s review of the indus-
trial relations system which would 
see such provisions stripped from all 
enterprise agreements, not just those 
in the construction industry.

It removes the right for an equally 
qualifi ed and experienced Australian 
worker to be retained in a redundancy 
situation over a temporary overseas 
worker. It also restricts the ability of 
a trade union to negotiate an agree-
ment or to take action regarding job 
security on building sites.

The Xenophon Team gained 
agreement on Australian standards 
being met on procurements and serv-
ices and had the retrospective appli-
cation of the Building Code replaced 
with a two-year phasing in period.

Greens MP Adam Bandt was 
critical of Nick Xenophon for not 

backing a Greens amendment to 
require 90 percent Australian steel 
in projects by companies bidding for 
government work.

Construction companies will be 
required to advertise fi rst for Aus-
tralian workers before bringing in 
457 Visa workers – an amendment 
supported by the Greens, Derryn 
Hinch and Labor. But where are the 
mechanisms to enforce this, and to 
ensure they then employ those who 
apply?

Senator David Leyonhjelm also 
forced the government to drop the 
reversal of onus of proof provi-
sions in the bill, which would have 
required employees and unions to 
prove they took action because of a 
reasonable concern about an immi-
nent safety concern, rather than to 
coerce employers.

These amendments tinker around 
the edges of the Abbott/Turnbull anti-
worker/anti-union leaving the main 
provisions in tact.

The intention of the government 
is to destroy an effective trade union 
and then come after the others with 
further legislation early next year. 
The government wants “yellow”, 
compliant trade unions or no union 
representation at all. In this way they 
will do the bidding of the employers 
to boost profi ts out of the wages and 
conditions of workers.

The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia is committed to defending 
trade unions and their right to take 
action in the defence of workers. 
It is opposed to opportunistic trade 
union “leadership” and the theft of 
basic democratic rights by treacher-
ous politicians.

Xenophon sold out on the con-
struction workers for 450 gigalitres 
of water for which there is no guar-
antee. David Leyonhjelm, a staunch 
right-wing anti-unionist, gave his 
support in return for a requirement 
that the ABC and SBS hold commu-
nity forums in regional areas.

Turnbull was desperate to dem-
onstrate that the Coalition could 
govern, despite the large number of 
cross-benchers and Greens in the 
Senate and its tiny majority in the 
Lower House. His masters in the 
building and construction industry 
were losing patience with the Coali-
tion, who after three years in offi ce 
had failed to deliver on their indus-
trial relations agenda.

The ABCC bill is just the begin-
ning of a big business union-busting 
agenda to come. Drafting is already 
underway for implementation of the 
recommendations from the Produc-
tivity Commission’s review of the 
industrial relations system and the 
Heydon Royal Commission.

The trade union movement and 
left and progressive forces have a 
big year ahead of them in 2017. The 
government and employer offensive 
is set to heighten and the broadest 
unity will be required to defeat the 
attacks. 

In defence of 
workers’ rights
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The force employers fear
The re-constituted Australian Building and Construction 

Commission (ABCC) law targets the community’s support for work-
ers and their union: a picket is made unlawful to those who are not 
employees directly involved in action. This aspect of the law is an 
indication of the anti-democratic, anti-people nature of the attack 
on organised labour: an attack on the right of workers to withdraw 
their labour which has wider implications, striking at the very basis 
of rights at work.

The law also provides for the imposition of increases in penalties 
i.e. fi nes for individual workers, union offi cials and the union itself 
for taking industrial action. The law is all-encompassing, covering 
not only construction workers, but under the cover of “building 
work”, transport and supply to building sites.

Also included are coercive powers to intimidate workers who 
are interrogated by the ABCC, with threats of jail time for refusal 
to answer questions. The crux of the $80 million taxpayer-funded 
Royal Commission exercise in union bashing can be found in a 
simple headline in the Australian newspaper: “Bosses urge ABCC 
to cut wages”.

Trade unions and the workers’ movement are based on the com-
mon collective or community interests of all workers. It was the 
realisation of these common interests that brought trade unions into 
existence in the fi rst place. It was inevitable, as the new working class 
came into existence with the emergence of capitalism that workers 
would band together. This gave the working people much more 
strength in the struggle for their interests against their employers.

Employers have always regarded the act of workers coming to-
gether with fear and as a crime. There were bitter struggles in the 
19th century as workers tried to form trade unions. But inevitably 
the demand for joint action in support of commonly held interests 
triumphed. We saw a magnifi cent example – involving support from 
the community – in the 1998 MUA dispute.

Workers now constitute about 90 percent of all who are engaged 
in the production of goods and services. It is a mighty potential force. 
The ruling capitalist class fears this force and is doing everything 
possible to disrupt the potential unity of workers. That is why in-
dustrial relations legislation has increasingly pushed more and more 
for workers to be placed on individual work contracts and without 
trade unions. So we get back to the master-servant relationship – a 
David and Goliath relationship, except David cannot win, as the 
employer holds all the power.

For a long time, the common interests of workers were secured 
by the Award system which covered every worker in a particular 
industry. Then came enterprise agreements as replacements for 
awards. Unfortunately many unions accepted this idea when they 
were fi rst introduced but enterprise agreements were a step towards 
the breaking down of the unity of workers. Many did not see it at 
the time.

Some unions have attempted to overcome the disunity caused 
by enterprise agreements by “pattern bargaining” i.e. attempting 
to negotiate a series of enterprise agreements at the same time and 
with the same conditions applying across a sector or industry. Part 
of the ABCC’s intent is to ban pattern bargaining. The reasons are 
simple. The objective is to eliminate the possibility of workers from 
a number of enterprises joining together in a common campaign 
and struggle.

Having implemented the enterprise agreements system, the next 
steps in breaking down the solidarity of workers were the breaking 
down of awards and the introduction of individual contracts.

Another way to cause disunity within the trade union movement 
is to pose the leadership against the membership as though there 
were an inevitable contradiction between leadership and membership.

There is ceaseless propaganda coming from the mass media and 
from conservative politicians promoting “individualism” as the way 
to go. We hear about the merits of “self” and “individual enterprise”. 
We hear about “entrepreneurs” who supposedly get things done.

It is impossible to get away from the reality that society is a 
community with each depending on others. Each worker depends 
on other workers. The capitalist class cannot do without the work-
ing people but the working people can do without the capitalist 
entrepreneur.

To achieve that latter, desirable situation the collectives of the 
working people must become much stronger than at present and 
this will be assisted by the defeat of the ABCC in the fi rst place.

PRESS FUND
For years Sydney’s rabidly right-wing newspaper the Daily 
Telegraph has scrupulously avoided mentioning the Communist 
Party of Australia, attempting to preserve the myth that it no 
longer exists. But last week, in an article entitled “Union in bed 
with the Reds” it couldn’t resist attacking the Construction, 
Forestry and Mining Union, revealing that (horror of horrors) 
the Communist Party has held many functions at the union’s 
headquarters at Lidcombe in Sydney! They also declared, 
absolutely correctly, that the Party opposes re-establishment of the 
Australian Building and Construction Commission. If you feel the 
same way, you could give us much-needed support by sending in 
something for the next edition. Many thanks to the Telegraph, and 
to this week’s contributors, as follows:
J Ayres $30, J Doyle $50, E Durstan $10, Mark Mannion $5, 
PEA $75, “Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $15, M T Smith $20
Correction: Last week’s $100 contribution in memory of 
Harry Kypridemos was from the Baloyiannis Branch.
This week’s total: $210 Progressive total: $8,785

“
QUOTE OF THE WEEK

I fi ght on the side of the revolution. Not of a man.
Olga Bernario Prestes

German-Brazilian Communist, captured and murdered by the Gestapo, 1942

”

Have your say! Write a letter to the Editor.
email: tpearson@cpa.org.au

Community and Public Sector 
Union members will begin four 
days of strike action in the 
Department of Human Services – 
across Medicare, Centrelink and 
Child Support – in protest at the 
Turnbull government’s three-year 
attack on their rights, conditions 
and pay.

Staff working in various roles in 
DHS, including call centres and Cus-
tomer Service Centres, will strike at 
various times today and on Friday, 
December 9, Monday, December 12 
and Friday, December 16.

The industrial action is being 
launched as the department continues 
to apply the Turnbull government’s 
harsh and unreasonable public sector 
bargaining policy, despite a strong 
third No vote from DHS staff earlier 
this month and over 600 submissions 
to the Senate inquiry into Common-
wealth bargaining.

CPSU national secretary Nadine 
Flood said: “Medicare, Centrelink 

and Child Support staff are frustrat-
ed and worried by the Turnbull gov-
ernment’s mean and illogical public 
sector bargaining policy. These work-
ing mums and dads are asking us if 
they can go on strike again to bring 
some attention to this unfair situa-
tion, as they face their third Christ-
mas without a pay rise.

“DHS staff work every day to 
help ordinary Australians but they’ve 
been doing it pretty tough themselves 
for three long years as the govern-
ment’s frozen their pay while trying 
to strip essential rights, such as the 
family-friendly conditions that allow 
a call-centre worker to balance shift 
work with raising a family.”

Flood said that these workers are 
among the lowest paid in the Com-
monwealth public sector, and stand 
to lose the most under the govern-
ment’s policy. They want to go on 
strike, even though they cannot 
really afford to but they are abso-
lutely desperate for government to 

do something, noting how the whole 
situation “underlines how nasty this 
bargaining mess is.”

“Our members hope this action 
will highlight their plight. It’s the 
same reason why hundreds of them 
made personal submissions to the 
Senate inquiry into public sector bar-
gaining, telling their personal stories 
of fi nancial hardship and their worry 
that the enterprise agreement being 
pushed by their bosses will force 
them to choose between their job and 
their family.

“DHS staff really do deserve 
better than this, just like every one 
of the 100,000 public sector workers 
who still don’t have new enterprise 
agreements after three years. Surely 
there’s no better time than Christmas 
for the Prime Minister to stop playing 
Scrooge and change the public sector 
bargaining policy to allow a fair and 
reasonable settlement.” 

Public sector workers’ 
strong stand

CPA Eureka Guessing Competition
Results
Congratulations to the following:
1st Prize Annette Lovell  Samsung Tablet
2nd Prize T Sharman Lenin Bust
3 rd Prize Siobhon T Fidel Castro Print
4th Prize Kevin 6 month Guardian Sub

Seller’s Prize Troy Smart Eureka T-shirt

To those who didn’t win, thank you for your support and good luck next time

Can we get there?
Like everything, a paper costs money to produce and distribute. There are wages, printing, postage, 
equipment, internet, telephone and other costs. We did not increase the price of subscriptions when 
Australia Post put up its rates. Our comrades are not highly paid and we rely on our truly wonderful 
volunteers for wrapping the paper to be sent to subscribers. Many of our readers are on low incomes 

such as the age pension, unemployment benefi ts, low wages or are students in low paid part-time jobs. 
We do our best to keep the price of the paper as low as possible. The Press Fund helps us do this by 

providing additional funds towards these expenses.

We need our readers to rally around the Guardian by making a special contribution to the Press Fund 
this week so that we can reach our target of $10,000 before the end of the year. At present we are 

$1,215 short. This is the second last issue of the paper for 2016. So can we get there? 

Can we make our target? We urge you to dig deep. Thank you.



Guardian December 7, 2016  3Australia

Peter Mac

The Turnbull government intends 
to launch an inquiry into freedom 
of speech, with specific refer-
ence to Article 18C of the Racial 
Discrimination Act, under which 
penalties may be imposed for 
statements that attack people for 
their racial or ethnic origins.

Various members of the gov-
ernment have expressed opposition 
to Article 18C. Attorney-General 
George Brandis once remarked that 
“people do have the right to be 
bigots, you know”. There is now 
widespread suspicion that the gov-
ernment wants to emasculate the cur-
rent provisions of the Act to permit 
offensive statements, while simul-
taneously suppressing the right to 
freedom of speech by critics of gov-
ernment policy.

A prime example involves the 
treatment of asylum seekers. The 
government has now banned use of 
mobile phones by asylum seekers 
detained on Manus Island and Nauru. 
This is just the latest in a long series 
of attempts by the government to 
maintain secrecy and silence criti-
cism over the asylum seeker issue.

Speaking at a public meeting 
in the Blue Mountains last week, 
Human Rights Commissioner Pro-
fessor Gillian Triggs described the 
ban as a cruel violation of the rights 
of the detainees, many of whom rely 
on mobile phones to maintain contact 
with family members from whom 
they are separated, and with their 
supporters and legal representatives.

Professor Triggs pointed out that 
despite bitter denials by the govern-
ment, the tragic conclusions of the 
Commission’s “Forgotten Children” 
report on detained asylum seeker 
children were verifi ed by the sub-
sequent Moss Inquiry, and by other 
statements from teachers, medical 
personnel, social workers and others 
who had worked on Nauru or Manus 
Island.

Dignifi ed, courageous and highly 
capable, Triggs has been a thorn in 
the side of the coalition. The Abbott 
government suggested it might offer 

her a tempting position overseas, but 
she made it clear she had no intention 
of resigning from the Commission.

People working in the deten-
tion centres have now been threat-
ened with prosecution if they speak 
out about conditions there. The only 
exception is for doctors, who threat-
ened to contest the ban in the High 
Court.

All freedoms 
are relative

According to the Australian Law 
Reform Commission 176 pieces of 
primary and secondary legislation 
already limit freedom of speech. 
They include the recently-intro-
duced Counter-Terrorism Legislation 
Amendment (Foreign Fighters Act), 
under which anyone who “praises” 
terrorism, or associates with someone 
who does, can be prosecuted.

The National Security legisla-
tion also enables the government to 
prosecute journalists or others who 
report on any matter which the gov-
ernment declares is a “special intel-
ligence operation”.

The government can make such a 
declaration retrospectively, and pros-
ecution will result even if there is a 
public interest in disclosure because 
the matter involves illegal or corrupt 
activity by the government.

ASIO’s activities are, of course, 
conducted in secret, and the joint Par-
liamentary Committee on Human 
Rights has stated: “... without a direct 
confi rmation from ASIO it would be 
diffi cult for a journalist to accurately 
determine whether conduct by ASIO 
is pursuant to a [special intelligence 
operation] or other intelligence gath-
ering power”.

The inevitable result will be that 
journalists and others will be increas-
ingly reluctant to investigate govern-
ment activities

Of all the legislation that limits 
freedom of speech, the proposed 
inquiry would only deal with the 
Racial Discrimination Act.

The Federal Circuit Court 
recently dismissed a case under the 
Act which involved a dispute by 

Queensland students over special 
rights to college premises for Abo-
riginal students. The Human Rights 
Commission had provided advice for 
the plaintiff, and the government is 
now claiming that Professor Triggs 
was at fault for supporting a case 
which was “vexatious” and which, 
according to the government, had no 
chance of success.

However, as Professor Triggs 
replied, under current law the Com-
mission cannot accept or reject a case 
on its chances of success or failure, 
but must advise and assist the plain-
tiff if they insist on proceeding with 
the case.

The government is intent on sup-
pressing criticism and operating in 
secrecy, while simultaneously pro-
moting a climate of fear about cer-
tain groups in the community, in 
order to distract public attention from 
the negative aspects of government 
activity.

The most blatant example is the 
recent statement by Immigration 
Minister Peter Dutton that the Fraser 
government made a big mistake 
when it admitted some migrants into 
Australia from Lebanon in the 1970s.

Like much of the government’s 
propaganda, Dutton’s statement 
falsely links the Muslim religion 
with terrorist acts committed in the 
name of that religion, in order to jus-
tify certain policies, particularly the 
government’s servile commitment of 
Australian troops for US wars in the 
Middle East.

Dutton’s statement was highly 
dangerous and irresponsible. The 
infamous Cronulla riots in 2005 fol-
lowed anti-Muslim broadcasts by 
some of Sydney’s “shock jock” com-
mercial radio commentators.

Lebanese community leaders 
say Dutton’s statement has belittled 
their community and set back years 
of dedicated work by people of Leb-
anese origin and other Australians to 
restore social cohesion and goodwill.

Despite public demands by Leba-
nese community leaders for a meet-
ing with Dutton, a spokesperson for 
his offi ce claimed he had not received 
an invitation to meet with them. 

A representative of the Lebanese 
Muslim Association commented, 
“Mr Dutton is clearly not interested 
in having an open and honest discus-
sion on the topic”.

Extreme right-wing forces are 
gaining increasing power within 
parliament. The government is now 
doing deals with the One Nation 
Party. Within the coalition’s own 
ranks Dutton’s career is on the rise, 
George Christensen is now chief 
whip for the National Party, and 
Tony Abbott is demanding a cabinet 
position.

The Turnbull government is 
sliding ever-further to the right. Its 
tendency to demonise sections of 

the community while concealing its 
repressive activities is alarmingly 
reminiscent of one of history’s most 
ruthless regimes.

After the Nazis took control of 
the Reichstag is 1933 they operated 
in the utmost secrecy, and convinced 
citizens of Germany and other coun-
tries that the camps where their oppo-
nents and racial scapegoats were 
being imprisoned were just like holi-
day camps.

We’re not, of course, in that 
situation in Australia. Neverthe-
less, the government’s tendencies 
are so disturbing that removing it 
from power requires our most urgent 
attention. 

From the archives Labor’s national ID card proposal – The Guardian, September 1990

Government of 
bigotry and deception

Dignifi ed, courageous and highly capable, Professor Triggs has been a thorn 

in the side of the coalition.
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The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia condemns in the strongest 
possible terms the passing of the 
bill re-establishing the former 
Howard government’s Australian 
Building and Construction Com-
mission (ABCC) by members of 
Turnbull’s Coalition government 
and nine unprincipled Senators 
on the cross benches. The passing 
of [former prime minister] Tony 
Abbott’s bill leaves workers more 
vulnerable to dodgy workplace 
practices including those involv-
ing health and safety, criminalises 
legitimate trade union activity 
and for the fi rst time ever outlaws 
pickets, including community 
pickets.

The Turnbull government bought 
off One Nation Senators, the Nick 
Xenophon team, Liberal Democrat 
David Leyonhjelm and Victorian 
Senator Derryn Hinch in dirty back-
room deals. Jacqui Lambie was the 
only cross-bencher to retain a princi-
pled position and oppose the bill. The 
Australian Greens and Labor Party 
remained solid in their opposition.

Already, one worker on average 
per week dies on Australian build-
ing sites. That fi gure will worsen 
as trade union organisation on the 
job becomes more diffi cult. The bill 
strips construction workers of rights 

taken for granted by other workers 
including the right to silence.

Companies seeking government 
contracts will be banned from includ-
ing any provisions in their enterprise 
agreements that limit casualisation, 
promote the employment of appren-
tices, specify safe hours of work or 
limitations on excessive overtime. 
It removes the right for an equally 
qualifi ed and experienced Australian 
worker to be retained in a redundancy 
situation over a temporary overseas 
worker. It also restricts the ability of 
a trade union to negotiate an agree-
ment or to take action regarding job 
security on building sites.

The intention of the government 
is to destroy an effective trade union 
and then come after the others with 
further legislation early next year. 
The government wants “yellow”, 
compliant trade unions or no union 
representation at all. In this way they 
will do the bidding of the employers 
to boost profi ts out of the wages and 
conditions of workers.

The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia is committed to defending 
trade unions and their right to take 
action in the defence of workers. 
It is opposed to opportunistic trade 
union “leadership” and the theft of 
basic democratic rights by treacher-
ous politicians. 

Australia

CPA Statement

In defence of workers’ rights
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Richard Titelius

In March 2016, following another 
Aboriginal youth suicide in the 
remote north of Western Aus-
tralia, the Education and Health 
Standing Committee of the WA 
Parliament decided to conduct an 
enquiry and present its report on 
November 17.

The 300 page report contains 
written and oral submissions from 
many eminent people throughout 
Australia. There has been more 
than 40 reports in the past 15 years. 
Most of these had failed to address 
the issue or have had no impact; 
there had been little or no imple-
mentation of the recommendations 
from the previous reports and no 
regular report back or feedback to 
government.

This can be seen in many of 
the current report’s 44 recommen-
dations. A sense of how urgent the 
issue has become can be seen from 
Recommendation 35: “That the Pre-
mier and Minister for Community 
Services report to the Parliament 
on the implementation of Recom-
mendation 6 in the Commissioner 
for Children and Young People’s 
2015 report, ‘Our Children Can’t 
Wait: Review of the implementa-
tion of recommendations of the 
2011 Report of the inquiry into the 
mental health and wellbeing of chil-
dren and young people in WA’.”

How did the situation of our 
young Aboriginal people become 
so bad and yet so little has been 
done to address and turn it around? 
The news of the Committee’s 
report met with scant coverage in 
the corporate media.

The report found “Aboriginal 
children and young people rep-
resent 28 percent of all recorded 
suicide deaths of children and 
young people despite comprising 
only three percent of Australia’s 
population.”

The report makes salient read-
ing into the impact which a capi-
talist society has on people from a 
culture and background which is 
based on collective ownership as 
opposed to private property held 
and exploited for profi t.

It is salient that in the report’s 
Chapter 4 “Culture and Identity”, it 
recognises the importance of culture 
in stabilising and supporting young 
people in their quest for identity.

Dr Tracey Westerman, a con-
sultant psychologist who was heav-
ily involved in the research of the 
report said that in her experience:

“The people who are caught in 
the middle … who just do not fi t 
anywhere, they are marginalised, 
they could not fi t in their commu-
nities, they do not fi t in mainstream 
for whatever reason and they are 
the ones who have the highest rate 
of suicide.”

It is for these “marginalised” 
young people that promoting cul-
ture and therefore their identity 
can play a key role in preventing 
suicide.

The importance of culture can 
be exemplifi ed by the description 
of a female member of the Alive 
and Kicking Goals Women’s Refer-
ence Group who described the rela-
tionship between her liyan (spirit) 
and activities that supported her 
cultural identity, such as return-
ing to country: “It is all about 

drawing back to the basic stuff, but 
for young people what makes your 
liyan feel good? My liyan feels 
good when I go back on country.”

It is symptomatic of the prob-
lem that the report found that 
while witnesses and submissions 
highlighted the need for cultur-
ally-based programs, they were 
currently undervalued and under-
funded including on a short term 
basis for up to two years.

The state Liberal government’s 
decision to close down many Abo-
riginal communities claiming there 
was insuffi cient economic justifi -
cation for keeping them open, also 
contributes to the disadvantage, 
destructive environments, dispos-
session and disorder felt by young 
Aboriginal people – and which are 
at the core of attempts to take their 
own lives.

The members of the Parlia-
ment’s Health and Education Com-
mittee concluded that while the 
answers to reducing the incidence 
of youth suicide are complex many 
are already known. More inquiries 
and investigations are not needed –
only the political will to ensure that 
resources are allocated and action 
taken.

The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia supports the call for action 
to implement the recommenda-
tions of the current report (and 
of the past 42 reports) into Abo-
riginal youth suicides to eliminate 
the causal factors of these tragic 
and avoidable deaths which will 
also include involving Aboriginal 
members – especially the elders of 
communities. 

To: Mr Jan Craps, CEO, 
Carlton & United Breweries
AB InBev have just bought half of 
all beer production and distribu-
tion in Australia. We need to show 
them how many community sup-
porters are behind the CUB 55.

You can send Jan Craps, the 
new CEO of CUB, a message.

Why is this important?
At the direction of CUB, the 

55 workers were called to a meet-
ing and informed without prior 
notice that they were terminated. 
The workers were then “invited” to 
reapply for their jobs with a com-
pany called Catalyst Recruitment, 
which is in the Programmed/Skilled 
Group. The invitation to apply for 
a job:
• came with no guarantees;
• would be on individual contracts;
• would be covered by a barely 

compliant non-union EBA;
• would result in a massive loss of 

terms and conditions, including 
an approximate 65% reduction in 
monetary entitlements.

CUB knew that their greedy 
money grab actions would not go 
down well with the workers or 
the Electrical Trades Union, so 
it had sneakily pre-organised the 
engagement of a company called 
“5 Star Electrical Services” to pro-
vide replacement workers, at rates 

that severely undercut the sacked 
workers. 

So CUB, just like Patrick during 
the Waterfront dispute, have rid 
itself of its committed union work-
ers and the hard fought terms and 
conditions, and have replaced 
it with a temporary cheap non-
union labour force. CUB and Pro-
grammed/Skilled are now trying to 
force the sacked workers to forego 
their work/life balance and existing 
hard fought terms and conditions, in 
order to “maybe” get some form of 
their job back.

The 55 long-time and loyal 
CUB workers are holding fi rm 
against this unprovoked attack on 
their jobs and rights – and the ETU 
will stand with them all the way. 
Having had their livelihoods ripped 
away from them overnight, these 
workers have been left with no way 
to support their families or meet 
their commitments.

We’re looking to other union 
members to step up and lend these 
workers a hand, to help get them 
through these tough times so they 
can continue to stand strong against 
CUB’s deceitful and malicious con-
duct. There is an important principle 
at stake in this fi ght, one that affects 
the security of all our jobs.

Please help support these work-
ers as they resist this attack on their 
rights – and on your rights. 

“Culture and Identity”
WA parliamentary report into 
Aboriginal youth suicide

Send CUB 
a message
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The arts scene in post-revolu-
tionary Russia was one of hectic 
activity and ferment. Initially 
there were those – mainly young-
sters – who thought that anything 
that shocked their elders must be 
revolutionary, so obscenity must 
be super revolutionary! We’ve 
all met “revolutionaries” of that 
stamp.

That trend fell away in the course 
of the Civil War and the Intervention. 
During the New Economic Policy, 
when limited private enterprise was 
encouraged while the economy tried 
to recover from the ravages of war, 
some revolutionary artists enthusias-
tically embraced the theory known as 
Futurism. The Futurists believed that 
the Revolution required a complete 
rupture from the past and, therefore, 
so did Soviet art.

The collection of Futurist art in 
the Russian Museum in Leningrad 
(as St Petersburg was called when 
I saw it) is breathtakingly brilliant. 
However, its applicability to the com-
plexities of laying the foundations for 
building a new society was problem-
atic. The main contending theory, 
realism, was much more applicable 
and certainly more useful.

By the mid to late 1920s, Soviet 
art, literature and cinema had 
matured and Soviet cinema had actu-
ally begun to wow the world. Each 
individual artist, however, was still 
essentially feeling their way. Those 
who turned to fi lm, for example, had 
to experiment with and then discard 
concepts such as “eccentric acting” 
and mechanistic acting, or that fi lms 
should have no actors at all.

Then, at the beginning of the 
’30s, with the collectivisation of agri-
culture completed, the building of 
Socialism could begin in earnest and 
art – in all its forms – was perceived 
as an extraordinarily valuable means 
of educating the people of this new 
society, both for their own intrinsic 
benefi t and as a way of furthering the 
development of socialism.

The writer Maxim Gorki, whose 
life experiences had made him a 
committed socialist, wrote an article 
in 1933 entitled “Socialist Realism”. 
Gorki’s contention was that, in the 
conditions of trying to build a social-
ist society while combating imperi-
alist subversion, sabotage and war, 
committed Communist writers could 
not afford to waste their artistic gift 
on producing inconsequential or friv-
olous works.

If they were serious about Social-
ism, then they had no option but to 
dedicate their art to the great cause 
of the liberation of humanity. Art, 
as the slogan of the time went, is a 
weapon! For the artist, that meant 
embracing Realism, the approach 
to art that involved peeling back the 
surface to peer underneath to ascer-
tain what really made something tick, 
especially social phenomena.

But not just Realism, said Gorki, 
but Socialist Realism, realism with 
a political purpose, realism applied 
to furthering the Revolution. Gorki 
enlarged on the concept at the Soviet 
Writers’ Congress in 1934. Seldom 
has such a simple concept been mis-
understood – and misrepresented – 
by so many.

Anti-Communists from the “left” 
and the right lampooned the idea, 
reducing it to a collection of irration-
al formulae: the central character of 
a “socialist realist” story (or fi lm or 
painting) had to be a worker, prefer-
ably a heroic worker such as a tractor 
driver. Another central character had 
to be a Communist who could (and 
invariably did) elucidate the poli-
tics of the story for the benefi t of the 
characters and the reader.

In this bastardised version of 
socialist realism, the workers are 
always united and they always win, 
whereas in real life they often aren’t 
and they often don’t. Ironically, the 
story of a defeat can be far more illu-
minating than any number of routine 
formulaic success stories.

Instead of being an approach 
to art applicable across all genres, 
socialist realism was reduced to the 
status of being a genre itself. This 
was frequently the situation in Aus-
tralia. One artist, who actually taught 
“socialist realism” for the CPA, hap-
pily admitted in her reminiscenc-
es that she did her “socialist realist 
paintings in the morning and her 
abstract paintings in the afternoon”!

The same artist/teacher was told 
that every work of art “had to have 
a message”. Whenever she couldn’t 
readily determine what message one 
of her own paintings contained, she 
actually wrote an appropriate “mes-
sage” across the painting! Crude? 
You think? And she taught the 
subject!

But enough of that! Just think-
ing about it makes me cranky. As 
does the claim that the famine in 
the Ukraine at the beginning of the 
’30s was all part of a Bolshevik plot 
to force poor peasants to join their 
farms together into large collectives! 
How could killing off poor people 
(and it wasn’t the rich peasants who 
starved) possibly help win support 
for the Soviets?

The claim that Stalin was to 
blame for the famine was popu-
lar among anti-Communists in the 
1930s: the Ukraine was satisfactorily 
a long way away so stories couldn’t 
be easily checked; the Nazis and the 
US capitalist media both promoted 
the tale enthusiastically; and any con-
trary views could be (and were) dis-
missed as “Soviet propaganda”.

The person who gave the story 
the imprimatur of academic support 
was an extreme right-wing British 
“scholar” lecturing at the notori-
ous Hoover Institute in California,  
Robert Conquest. His two books 

“exposing” Stalin’s (and Com-
munism’s crimes) were The Great 
Terror: Stalin’s Purge of the Thirties 
and The Harvest of Sorrow: Soviet 
Collectivisation and the Terror 
Famine.

Conquest had fl irted briefl y with 
membership in the Communist Party 
while a student at Oxford, but had 
found capitalism more attractive and 
certainly more rewarding. Becom-
ing an extreme anti-Communist, he 
was ultimately given the honour of 
becoming an adviser to Margaret 
Thatcher. He was a pillar of the CIA-
backed Congress for Cultural Free-
dom and a stalwart defender of the 
Cold War.

Like other confi rmed cold War-
riors, Conquest was unfazed when 
the opening of the Communist Party 
of the Soviet Unions’ archives in the 
early ‘90s failed to support the claims 
of millions of deaths. He remained 
stalwart in his contempt for the 
Soviet Union and every level of its 
leadership, telling an audience at San 
Francisco’s Independent Institute in 
1992 when receiving an award that 
“the rank-and-fi le of the old Soviet 
ruling class really were ... mean, 
treacherous, shamelessly lying, cow-
ardly, sycophantic and ignorant.”

His faithful service to the ruling 
class was rewarded in 2005 when 
that pillar of democracy George W 
Bush awarded him the Presidential 
Medal of Freedom. Was Conquest 
concerned at the number of deaths 
that could be laid at Bush’s door? I 
doubt it. 

Taking Issue – Rob Gowland

Socialist Realism

Lots of promises are made before elections. One of the practic-
es that makes voters see red is donations to political parties from 
big business and property developers which are rightly regard-
ed as buying infl uence in case of a win. Pauline Hanson and 
her party promised voters they would shake up mainstream pol-
itics. Not quite, it turned out. They accepted nearly $70,000 in 
donations and in-kind support from a major property develop-
ment company. “Despite claiming to stand up for marginalised 
Australians, One Nation is acting just like the other big parties who 
take money from property developers and big business instead 
of speaking for communities”, said Australian Greens Deputy 
Leader and Queensland Senator Larissa Waters. “This com-
pany has recently expanded into Brisbane where property 
developers already ride roughshod over the community and its 
director freely admits the donation was made to buy infl uence.” 
Political donations from property developers, gambling, alcohol 
and tobacco companies are banned in NSW but not nationally.

There are reports the NSW government is ready to hand bus 
services over to commercial operators which will lead to few-
er bus stops, fewer buses and bus drivers, and longer journey 
times. Secretary of the Rail, Tram and Bus Union’s bus division, 
Chris Preston, said Sydney buses have been in public hands for 
almost 80 years and unions will fi ght to stop the NSW govern-
ment from slashing bus services. “We call upon Mike Baird to 
rule out the privatisation of Sydney Buses. We are worried about 
the cuts in services, the cuts in wages and conditions of drivers 
who live in the most expensive city in Australia”, Preston said.

The mural which paid tribute to fi ve Aboriginal activists was 
removed from Wayside Chapel in Bondi last week. Celebrating 
Social Justice for All Indigenous Australians was the inscrip-
tion on the mural which had portraits of Vincent Lingiari who 
is remembered for fi ghting for workers’ rights; Mum (Shirl) 
Smith – a fi ghter for welfare rights; Eddie Mabo – land rights 
hero; Faith Bandler – a champion for voting rights and Charles 
Perkins – an equal rights campaigner. The mural was one 
of the few, if any public tributes to prominent and respect-
ed Indigenous leaders. Its destruction is an act of vandalism. 
The mural was commissioned by the Uniting Church in 2013 
and painted by Etienne Cohen and Aboriginal artist Paul Davis.

Sydney

VIGIL DEMANDING THAT VIGIL DEMANDING THAT 

THE USA STOP THE BLOCKADE ON CUBATHE USA STOP THE BLOCKADE ON CUBA

Saturday December 17 at 12:30 pm Sydney Town Hall
Also to stop the subversion of funds against Cuba and 

return Guantánamo to the Cuban people

Lenin at the Third KomSoMol Convention by Aleksandr Lomykin.
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Guardian: Perhaps we could start with you 
giving readers some background information 
on Guam?

Lisa: Guam is an Island in the Mariana 
chain which is located in the Micronesia region 
of Oceania. Politically we are an unincorpo-
rated territory of the United States of America 
which is equivalent to a modern day colony. 
We’ve been under the United States’ colonisa-
tion since 1898 following Spanish-American 
war.

Prior to that we were colonised by Spain, 
with the fi rst contact with the outside world 
in 1521. So Guam remains a US colony. We 
are on the UN list of non self-governing ter-
ritories of which there are only 17 of us left 
in the world.

I am Chamorro. We are the Indigenous 
people, the native people of the islands. When 
I say the islands I am not just talking of Guam 
but of the Mariana Islands. We are about 37 
percent of our population on the island. The 
island has roughly 160,000 people.

G: How big is the military presence?
L: The US Department of Defence occu-

pies about 31 percent of the island. There is 
a heavy US military population. It is roughly 
15,000 troops. With the Guam military build-
up and the transfer of Marines slowly from 
Okinawa that is happening now, it is hard for 
us to keep track.

They do not reveal to us exactly what they 
are doing and beyond that a huge number of 
people are coming through who are on what 
they call a rotational basis. So we can never 
really tell on any particular day how many 
people are there.

G: What’s the impact on the local people?
L: It is having a tremendous impact. I’ll 

give you an example. Just a few days ago, 
Operation Valiant Shield ended. With Opera-
tion Valiant Shield they had brought in about 
18,000 people representing all the difference 
branches of the military.

Mind you the island is about 212 square 
miles, about the size of Adelaide proper. It’s 
small.

It included an aircraft carrier. The number 
of aircraft and airplanes was almost 300. That’s 
just all connected to one exercise that happens 
every two years for 10 days.

When you think about such a militarised 
environment, and this has been happening for 
so long, as a community we have become very 
desensitised to their presence.

In addition to dealing with the physical 
reality of the military presence, the things we 
are most concerned about include the econom-
ics. While economic prosperity is a huge part of 
why the build-up is justifi ed and supported by 
many people at home, it really does not trickle 
down to the local community.

The corporate companies that come in 
make a lot of money; there are elites who make 
a lot of money around the military build-up. 
However, the average person on Guam, the 
Chamorro on Guam, does not benefi t from the 
military presence.

So you have a really bad economic situa-
tion for various reasons. One of those reasons 
is that as a territory of the US we are only eli-
gible for one seventh of funding that is avail-
able to states.

So to begin with our coffers are small. We 
have a small tax base because we have a small 
population with very little wealth. So you have 
a situation of poverty basically. Chamorro of 
course being one of the most impacted ethnic 
groups on the island in terms of the econom-
ics. As a result of that our kids have the highest 
rate of enlistment in the US military because 
it is seen as an opportunity to have some eco-
nomic mobility.

In addition, the current price tag for the 
military build-up and transfer of Marines from 
Okinawa is about US$18 billion and the major-
ity of those monies is going to be spent inside 
the military bases.

It is to develop military bases so there is no 
trickle down, no crossing that fence in sharing 
the wealth so to speak. At the same time, while 
the number of troops is about 5,000 – that is the 
number being transferred – that number doesn’t 
include families, doesn’t include contractors, or 
contract labour workers who will be coming to 
build up these bases.

So when you’ve got contract labour work-
ers, for example that may come from Asia or 
wherever, you also have to consider where 
their needs are going to be met. If they get 
sick what hospital do they go to? It’s not the 
military hospital. They will be utilising, living 
and consuming everything on the civilian side 
of the fence.

So what essentially that means is that as 
a civilian community we end up bearing the 
burden of having to provide the services that 
are needed for these people, other than the mili-
tary troops.

G: Has the traditional means of subsistence 
of the Chamorro been affected, your gardens, 
your fi shing?

L: Absolutely. We have tried very hard to 
get native fi shing rights restored, at least for 
Chamorro people who use traditional practices, 
where there are still reserves of fi sh left. It is 
done in a way that is in concert with the envi-
ronment. That has not been able to get through.

In addition to that, and probably one of the 
things that is of the biggest concern to us in 
terms of our traditional practices, is being able 
to get the traditional plants or medicines we 
use. This is because the traditional medicines 
specifi cally grow in areas that have very precise 

conditions meaning sometimes they need the 
seawater, sometimes they need a specifi c kind 
of rock, and what have you.

A lot of those traditional medicines are 
behind the gates. They will be clearing these 
for the base. They will invite traditional heal-
ers to come in, survey the medicines that 
are available, pick the medicines they need 
but cannot even uproot the plant to take and 
replant it.

The reason given for that is unexploded 
ordinances underneath the soil. Even if we 
were to uproot it and bring it somewhere else, 
it would not maintain its medicinal proper-
ties because it doesn’t have the environment it 
needs to grow.

So that is the second thing that is of great 
concern to us. We can’t replicate that anywhere 
else. They need to just let us keep it. But they 
are not willing to do that. That’s been a big push 
in terms of our community.

The third thing, when I came to Australia 
in 2008, they had not released the draft envi-
ronmental impact statement (EIS) on the Guam 
build-up of the transfer of these Marines. So we 
did not know a lot of the detail then. But fi nally 
they had to release a report.

That report, for the fi rst time, gave us 
details of how they were planning to do this 
build-up. What was revealed in 2009 is that 
they wanted to take an ancient village called 
Pagat for a live fi ring range complex with fi ve 
different ranges.

This is a traditional, ancient village and 
they wanted to take from the ocean all the way 
up to the mountain. So we resisted that, we 
actually fi led a lawsuit against the Department 
of Defence. The grounds for our lawsuit were 
that they had not explored other alternatives as 

per the National Environmental Protection Act 
(NEPA) process.

So we were able to win that lawsuit. They 
reviewed the process which bought us more 
time – a couple of years. They considered three 
more places and ended up selecting a place 
called Litekyan. It is an ancient village which 
is located in Retidian Point. Retidian Point is 
way bigger than Pagat.

So the same destruction that they were 
going to do to Pagat will be done on a bigger 
scale at Litekyan.

On top of all that, horrifi c as it is, US Con-
gress passes and enacts a law that does not 
allow us to sue them on this choice. So we no 
longer have legal remedies that we can use to 
address this situation.

G: So have they started building the base 
there?

L: The fi rst step is clearing the land. They 
are in the process of offering the medicines 
before that. They are in the very formative 
stages of progressing that plan.

G: Is there a struggle, a movement against 
that?

L: In 2009, when the draft (EIS) impact 
statement was initially released, from a commu-
nity of roughly 160,000 people, the Department 
of Defence received over 10,000 comments on 
our issue.

So when you look at our population, what 
that means is it was huge. Even the DoD said it 
was unprecedented in DoD history to have that 
kind of response from a community.

And here’s the other thing that we don’t 
even often mention, but it was so injurious at 
the time, their report was 11,000 pages. We had 
90 days to respond to it. Do you know what 
11,000 pages looks like all stacked!

They put everything under one big EIS 
which disarmed us because we were not able to 
respond to all of this. So our collective response 
raised a number of concerns.

Twenty-two additional water wells the size 
of Adelaide. Mind you we don’t have a lot of 
water to begin with.

They are going to dredge 72 acres of live 
coral reef to do a berthing for the submarines. 
Because of our resistance, they said okay we 
are putting this on the shelf. We are not going 
to deal with this right now. But now they are 
doing it in stages.

They are going to get back to that in the 
development of the missile defence system 
which connects with Pine Gap.

Voices for peace from

Lisa Linda Natividad (left) and Kosuzu Abe at the Peter Symon Building in Sydney (right).

They have not just claimed land space 
anymore. It’s almost a million acres of 
ocean space and airspace. They are laying 
claim for ownership of the ocean and the 
resources of the ocean.

Guam calling
Dr Lisa Linda Natividad is an assistant professor at the University of Guam 
(Univetsedat Guahan) in the College of Natural and Applied Sciences, Division of 
Social Work and an activist in the cause of peace and social justice. She was recently 
in Australia to speak at the Independent and Peaceful Australia Network’s (IPAN) 
forum in Alice Springs and then join other activists in protest actions at the US’s Pine 
Gap communications and spy base. While in Sydney en route to Alice Springs Lisa 
spoke to Anna Pha from the Guardian.
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There is a very long list of things that we 
are concerned about.

There is the right to self-determination so 
that we can be decolonised politically.

It’s just outrageous.
G: What impact do you think the US pivot 

to this region by the US is it having?
L: With the Obama administration the 

pivot strategy has increased funding in the 
Asia-Pacifi c region for militarisation. So clear-
ly there is this expansion.

We spend so much time talking about the 
connection with Okinawa and the transfer of 
these Marines but what’s even more horrible is 
that since then in 2010 and in 2013, the US con-
tinued its build-up around the Marianas with 
two particular plans.

One is called the MIRC, which is the Mari-
anas Island Range Complex and the other is 
called a MITT – Marianas Island Training and 
Testing.

They are both training areas. What they 
have done essentially is claimed for military 
use ocean space that spans way beyond our bor-
ders, that surrounds the Marianas Islands and 
almost all the way up to Palau.

They have not just claimed land space any-
more. It’s almost a million acres of ocean space 
and airspace. They are laying claim for own-
ership of the ocean and the resources of the 
ocean.

For example, they have just claimed the 
resources of the Marianas Trench which are 
clearly our resources. They transferred it to 
one of their trust relationships with their freely 
associated states.

My guess is that they did that because it 
allows them through their free association 
agreement to exploit the Trench.

So when you are looking at things like geo-
thermal development, for example, the huge 
bountiful minerals that are contained in those 
ocean spaces it really calls to question their true 
intention in claiming the ocean.

G: What do you see as the purpose of this 
military build-up? What is the main target?

L: China clearly. I think it is very clear that 
the target of the pivot is China. Sometimes they 
will say North Korea, but no it is China.

I think the most important thing for me is 
that the US is going about the world with its 
militarist agenda in the name of democracy. 
Yet there is nothing democratic about what the 
US is doing on Guam, or what it is doing any-
where else. 

Magazine

m the Asia-Pacifi c

Guardian: What was your purpose in 
taking part in the IPAN forum?

Kosuzu Abe: I wanted to share with the 
people of Australia what is going on in Okinawa 
with the training of US troops. I think I have 
important information for the people in Aus-
tralia if you accept US troops and US military 
training in Darwin.

We have many examples of how the mili-
tary harms the people living in Okinawa.

Okinawa prefecture has a population of 
approximately 1.4 million people. Now we 
have almost 50,000 base-related people. This 
50,000 contains 27,000 uniformed service 
members plus 17,000 members of their fami-
lies and 4,000 related civilians.

By related civilians I mean people hired 
by the military. We can estimate this 50,000 
because recently when the US commander of 
the base in Okinawa apologised to the Japanese 
government for a recent rape and murder case, 
he said, “I represent the 50,000 members and 
families living at the base”.

We do not have an exact number of person-
nel but sometimes in such a case we can clearly 
get a number of how many there are.

Most of the US bases and facilities in 
Japan are concentrated on the main Island of 
Okinawa. Almost 18 percent of the island is 
occupied by US military facilities.

In 1996 the US and Japan governments 
agreed to a plan which they said was to reduce 
the burden on Okinawa of military bases and 
facilities. Seventy-four percent of all US mili-
tary in Japan were concentrated in Okinawa 
which is 0.6 percent of the land area of Japan.

First they agreed to a relocation plan of the 
Stenmark Station which is for the Marine Corps 
which is located in the middle of the city area. 
The Japanese and US governments both agreed 
that the relocation would be within Okinawa.

G: Am I correct in recalling that follow-
ing a big struggle by the people they initially 
agreed to remove it from Okinawa?

KA: There was a serious crime in 1995 in 
which a 12-year-old child was sexually abused 
by military personnel. After that in 1996, both 
governments agreed to a relocation plan and 
also they explained other plans to reduce the 
burden on Okinawa.

But actually, after that 20-year process we 
found that they had already had a blueprint for 
a relocation plan. We call this the SAKO agree-
ment, the special relocation plan. SAKO is the 
abbreviation for the committee that issued the 
fi nal report that both governments agreed to.

Many people said the SAKO agreement 
in 1996 related to the crime that happened in 
1995 but we should be careful because there 
was already a blueprint.

They told us they were reducing the 
burden on Okinawa but their aim is reloca-
tion in Okinawa to make the concentration or 
consolidation of their military facilities more 
contemporary.

Twenty years have passed since 1996 and 
we still have 74 percent of the military bases 
in Okinawa. Little by little they have changed 
their explanation. This kind of manipulation 
makes Okinawan people very angry. Recently 
they claimed on their website that the actual 
percentage is 39 percent, not 74 percent.

Twenty years after SAKO, the situation is 
getting worse and worse and worse. Everyday 
things are happening in Okinawa. It is hard to 
keep up.

After 1996, both governments agreed to 
relocate the Futenma air station to Henoko, 
near the land-fi ll, the land reclamation from the 
sea. The prefecture government has the author-
ity to approve or not approve the reclamation of 
land where it goes into the ocean.

Right now we have elected a good gover-
nor who stood on our side – Takeshi Onaga. 
He revoked the previous governor’s approval 
for the land-fi ll of the sea. Then the Japanese 
government sued the Okinawa governor over 
the revocation.

In July, the Japanese government fi led a 
court case against the revocation. On Septem-
ber 16, the High Court said that the revoca-
tion is illegal. The governor has appealed to 
the Supreme Court and construction should be 
halted according to the law until a decision is 
handed down.

G: Who is paying for the land reclamation 
for the US air base?

KA: Japanese taxpayers are paying. Not 
the Americans.

This case followed the election of the anti-
base candidate to the Diet when the Japanese 
government lost. Elections for the upper house 
(House of Councillors) in the national Diet 
were held in July 2016.

Right after that the Japanese government 
recommenced construction of helipads for heli-
copters in the middle of the Yanbaru mountain 
rainforests.

These new helipads are part of the SAKO 
agreement of 1996. For 20 years there have 
been protests against the helipad construction. 
It seems that at least since 2007 residents have 
held a sit-in in front of the gate to stop construc-
tion of helipads. They are still there.

G: Are you saying a continuous sit-in?
KA: Yes. Nine years.
G: Have they been successful in stopping 

their construction?
KA: What happened – right after that 

national Diet election [in July 2016], the Jap-
anese government sent more than 500 riot 
squad from the mainland to Takai to resume 
construction. It seemed like retaliation. Takai 
is a really tiny village which has a population 
of 150 people.

Of course we support the people and we 
got together to build the sit-in action. Anyway 
the government sent the riot squad to this 
place and really heavy-handedly restarted 
construction.

Today they are still taking the action. It is 
a really serious situation right now in Takai.

G: What are the social and economic 
impacts on the people? We have heard of rape 
cases, but you might like to comment more 
broadly on how it affects people of Okinawa?

KA: There is a lot of manipulation of infor-
mation about the military. Okinawa prefecture 
has a website in English and Japanese. 

For example, they show that the economic 
benefi t of the military is a myth. They show the 
gain from the military is only fi ve percent of the 
economy of Okinawa.

Okinawa has never relied on the mili-
tary for its economy. Still, US military people 
and the government spread this myth that the 
people of this small island rely on the military 
economy.

The Japanese government keeps Okinawa 
very poor. Now 20 years have passed since 
1996 and we can say the military economy is 
a myth.

G: What is Project Disagree?
KA: In 2005, when the Japanese govern-

ment released the relocation plan, I and my 
friends in Okinawa got together and talked 
about what we could do about the situation. 
Many of us are linked to the university – uni-
versity professors, students, retired academics, 
and so on.

Both governments said they had agreed to 
the plan. So we said that we disagreed and put 
that name to our group.

University teachers are always busy and 
this work is always an excuse not to do any-
thing, to join a sit-in action, go to a rally. There 
are always a lot of actions in Okinawa.

So we thought that if we are busy, what 
can we do. We opened our classes to the citi-
zens. We used the name Open Freedom Uni-
versity and also we invited some guests to 
talk in our classes. We have about fi ve or six 
Open Freedom Universities in Okinawa, so 
there’s a lot of open freedom classes in those 
universities.

We kept our topics but we try to relate them 
to issues about the bases. The regular students 
sit in the classes and also the citizens come.

I am not an organisation person. I hate 
organising and I am very disorganised so I do 
not want to set up an organisation, so just keep 
the name project.

At the moment there are not only the stu-
dent teachers but the activists who come and 
other scholars and speakers who join in the 
class.

When I thought of this idea of Project Disa-
gree, I thought about the latest news.

There is a translators’ group at the moment 
in Japan that translates a lot of English texts 
into Japanese and we distribute mail news to 
a lot of people such as information about Pine 
Gap. I got a lot of good ideas from people pro-
testing about Pine Gap.

There’s a lot of people struggling in the 
world, it really inspires the people in Okinawa.

In Okinawa we see the US military as 
having fi ve arms: the Army, the Navy, the Air 
Force, the Marine Corps and the fi fth arm is the 
Japanese Self-Defence Army.

It is a kind of joke, but not a joke.
If we have a victory and the burden is shift-

ed from Okinawa then it is not a victory if it is 
shifted onto someone else.
* University of the Ryukyus
 www.u-ryukyu.ac.jp/en 

Message from Okinawa
Kosuzu Abe is a professor at the University of Ryukyus*, in the faculty of Law and 
Letters in Okinawa in Japan. She was in Australia for the IPAN public forum on Pine 
Gap in Alice Springs on September 30 and joined the public cavalcade to Pine Gap 
that followed. Participants from around Australia as well as overseas joined the protest 
actions calling for the closure of the base. It was the 50th anniversary of the opening 
of the US spy base and communications station. There are striking parallels between 
the experiences of the people of Okinawa and Guam (see opposite) as they are 
subjected against their will to militarisation by US forces. Kosuzu spoke to Anna Pha 
from the Guardian.

We have many examples of 
how the military harms the people 

living in Okinawa.
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December 1 marked offi cially the 
fi rst day of Colombia’s future 
without civil war, following par-
liamentary approval of a new 
Final Peace Agreement between 
the FARC liberation movement 
(Armed Revolutionary Forces of 
Colombia) and the government.

The previous agreement was 
marginally rejected in an October ref-
erendum after a campaign by former 
president Alvaro Uribe and his sup-
porters in the right-wing media. Rural 
areas that bore the brunt of 52 years 
of warfare voted heavily for peace in 
the referendum.

FARC demanded from the outset 
that President Juan Manuel Santos’s 
government and both houses of Con-
gress should measure up to their own 
responsibility to ratify the peace 
agreement rather than shunting the 
onus onto the electorate.

Having seen just 38 percent of 
voters cast a ballot in the referen-
dum, the president stepped up to the 
mark second time around. No votes 
against were registered in both the 
Senate and the House of Represent-
atives, after Uribe, whose family is 
deeply implicated in the activities of 
far-right death squads over decades, 
boycotted the sittings.

Negotiators agreed on around 50 
amendments to the original peace 
deal, including the transfer of FARC 
assets to compensate victims of its 
military campaign and rejection of 
overseas legal authority to investigate 

alleged crimes committed by either 
side in the confl ict.

Two demands by the anti-peace 
camp – that FARC leaders should 
face jail for war crimes and that 
there be limitations on their right 
to full political participation – were 
rejected.

Both these points represent a 
rearguard action to criminalise the 
FARC struggle as an illegitimate 
recourse to violence to overthrow 
democracy or as drug-traffickers’ 
muscle. 

In reality, whereas FARC was 
set up by the Colombian Communist 
Party, it was based on self-defence 
units that sprang up to counter repres-
sion by large landowners against 
poor peasants (campesinos) and agri-
cultural wage labourers.

FARC was the response to an 
already existing climate of unre-
strained violence deployed by those 
too powerful to fear the law. Campes-
inos were regularly driven from 
their smallholdings by paramilitary 
groups, which met resistance with 
massacres and other atrocities.

FARC was all that stood between 
dispossession or annihilation for 
the rural population. Despite fre-
quent allegations, FARC was never 
involved in producing, transporting 
or traffi cking cocaine. Its relation 
to the trade was to “tax” produc-
ers operating in areas where it was 
active.

It has maintained that the only 

way to end the cocaine trade – apart 
from reducing demand for the drug 
in North America and Europe – is 
to ensure a living for small farm-
ers producing alternative crops. The 
predicament faced by, for instance, 
Colombia’s coffee farmers, does not 
augur well for such a scenario, but 
the peace agreement does at least 
provide for political initiatives.

If the peace process, which will 
be monitored by the UN, takes its 
course, FARC units will move to 
20 rural concentration areas, disarm 

according to an incremental formula 
and set up a political vehicle to repre-
sent those whose interests they have 
defended militarily.

A note of caution must also be 
sounded.

A previous peace deal in 1985, 
following which FARC halted mili-
tary operations and established Patri-
otic Union (UP) to contest elections, 
was drowned in blood as thousands 
of UP members were killed by gov-
ernment-sanctioned death squads.

Over 70 supporters of land 

reform and human rights have been 
murdered already this year, which 
demands fi rmer action to end this 
scourge.

As FARC commander Timoleon 
“Timochenko” Jimenez puts it, “The 
fi rst national demand is to end the use 
of weapons in politics” and to stop 
the killings of “trade unionists, civil 
leaders, community activists.”
Morning Star 

Colombia

To stop the killings

FARC commander Timoleon “Timochenko” Jimenez.

Something to say?
Write to the Editor!

email: tpearson@cpa.org.au

International Palestinian 
Solidarity Day

Election unity

The International Day of Solidar-
ity with the Palestinian People 
is a United Nations-organised 
observance. Events are held at 
UN headquarters in New York and 
UN offi ces in Geneva and Vienna, 
with other observances under 
government and civic sponsorship 
around the world.

It is generally held on Novem-
ber 29 each year to mark the anni-
versary of Resolution 181, passed 
by the UN General Assembly in 
1947 to partition Palestine into 
Jewish and Arab states. Palestine 
was at that time still under the Brit-
ish Mandate. The following year 
Israel fought its war of independ-
ence, and an estimated 750,000 
Palestinians were displaced from 
their homes. An independent 
Arab state of Palestine was never 
created.

At that time the status of the 
city of Jerusalem was determined as 
a “corpus separatum” – a separate 
entity – under a special international 
governance.

The annual observance of this 
day began in 1978. Special com-
memorative activities are organ-
ised by the Division for Palestinian 
Rights of the UN Secretariat, in 
consultation with the Committee 
on the Exercise of the Inalienable 
Rights of the Palestinian People.

In 2012, the General Assem-
bly voted to grant Palestine non-
member observer state status at the 
UN by a vote of 138 in favour, 9 
against, and 41 abstentions by the 
193-member Assembly. This vote 

was a major milestone toward even-
tual Palestinian statehood.

Three years later, the UN decid-
ed that the fl ags of non-member 
observer states, including that of 
Palestine, shall be raised at its New 
York headquarters following the 
fl ags of member states. The cer-
emony of the raising of the fl ag of 
the State of Palestine took place on 
September 30, 2015.

“Today, 136 countries recog-
nise the State of Palestine, and its 
fl ag fl ies at the United Nations next 
to those of all member states,” says 
UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-
moon. “However, these advances 
are not felt by children in Gaza, or 
by the residents of Nablus, Hebron 
and East Jerusalem. ... Let us reaf-
fi rm our commitment to bring about 
the just peace that the peoples of 
Israel and Palestine deserve.”

The Palestinian people, now 
numbering more than eight mil-
lion, live primarily within the inter-
nationally recognised borders of 
Israel, and in the Palestinian terri-
tory occupied by Israel since 1967, 
including East Jerusalem, the West 
Bank, Gaza and the Golan Heights; 
also as residents in neighbouring 
Arab states and in refugee camps 
in the region, and in the Palestinian 
Diaspora around the world.

The International Day of Soli-
darity has traditionally provided an 
opportunity for the international 
community to focus its attention on 
the fact that the question of Pales-
tine has remained unresolved, and 
that the Palestinian people have yet 

to attain their inalienable rights as 
defi ned by the General Assembly, 
namely, the right to self-determina-
tion without external interference, 
the right to national independence 
and sovereignty, and the right to 
return to their homes and prop-
erty from which they had been 
displaced.

The international community 
strongly supports the resumption 
and continuation of the negotiat-
ing process with Israel and other 
powers, and an end to unilateral 
actions that may predetermine the 
outcome of the negotiations. Given 
the extensive settlement by Jews in 
the Occupied Territories, encour-
aged by successive Israeli govern-
ments since 1967, and given the 
ever more rightward trend of the 
current Netanyahu regime, rapid 
progress toward Palestinian self-
determination and toward a tangi-
ble improvement in the Palestinian 
economy and living conditions, still 
seems far off.

Whether eventually a two-state 
solution to the Israeli-Palestinian 
conundrum will ever come about 
becomes more and more question-
able with each passing year. There 
are still majorities in both Israeli 
and Palestinian polls that show sup-
port for two states, but achieving 
them now will be a formidable job 
with many, perhaps insurmountable 
compromises on both sides. In the 
meantime, the International Day of 
Solidarity reminds the world of the 
critical task.
People’s World 

Shimbun Akagata

TOKYO – Four opposition par-
ties, including the Japanese 
Communist Party, and the Civil 
Alliance, which works to repeal 
Japan’s unconstitutional national 
security-related laws (war laws) 
and restore constitutionalism, 
agreed on November 17 to estab-
lish policies in common for the 
next general election.

In the meeting held in the 
Diet building, the four opposi-
tion parties and representatives of 
the civil movements confi rmed 
that their common policies should 
deal with various issues such as 
the elimination of social inequali-
ties and opposition to right-wing 
constitutional revision. They also 
exchanged views on the oppo-
sition parties’ need for closer 
collaboration.

From the JCP, Secretariat Head 
Koike Akira and Diet Policy Com-
mission Chair Kokuta Keiji attend-
ed the meeting.

Koike said that joint efforts 
by the opposition parties and con-
cerned citizens brought about a vic-
tory of their candidates in the July 
Upper House election and the Octo-
ber Niigata gubernatorial election. 

As lessons learned from the Niigata 
governor race, Koike pointed out 
that the opposition parties and civil 
groups worked together based on a 
clear election platform.

“In preparation for the next 
Lower House election, it is neces-
sary to create policies in common 
by utilising the lessons learned,” 
Koike added. Furthermore, regard-
ing the opposition parties’ electoral 
cooperation, Koike said, “The need 
is to form a forward-looking agree-
ment on the issue of a new gov-
ernment, in addition to creating a 
system for the opposition forces to 
give support to and endorsement of 
each other.”

Democratic Party Secretary 
General Noda Yoshihiko referred 
to the four party-agreement which 
calls for as much electoral coopera-
tion as possible and said, “In order 
to face up to and overcome the Abe 
government, we need to join hands 
with concerned citizens.” Secre-
taries general of the Social Demo-
cratic and Liberal parties separately 
emphasised the need to draw up 
policies in common and to maintain 
opposition parties’ cooperation in 
elections.
People’s World 
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Finian Cunningham

The best way to understand the 
seemingly reckless, recurring 
threat of nuclear war on the 
Korean Peninsula is this: the East 
Asian region is being run like a 
Mafi a protection racket. And the 
criminal Mafi a is the US. 

The conflict emanates from 
Washington and is perpetuated by 
Washington. Why? To justify what 
would otherwise be seen as simply 
outrageous US militarism in the Asia 
Pacifi c hemisphere, and in particu-
lar a criminally aggressive agenda 
towards the main geopolitical targets 
of Washington – China and Russia.

Korea’s confl ict is not prima-
rily about North and South “enemy 
states”. It is, as it has been for the 
past 68 years since the end of World 
War II, about Washington using mil-
itary force to criminally assert its 
hegemony on the global stage.

But you wouldn’t know this from 
a casual reading of the Western news 
media. No, we are told over and 
over again that the US is “protect-
ing” South Korea and its other Asian 
allies. The military presence of the 
US is “serving” as a “deterrent” to 
aggression from a “sinister” North 
Korea. In this depiction, the US is the 
good guy, while North Korea is the 
menacing reprobate that is a scourge 
on everybody’s well-being and secu-
rity. Kim Jong-un is the embodiment 
of the Axis of Evil.

That so-called “quality” news 
media such as the BBC, New York 
Times and UK Guardian can get 
away with seriously presenting 
this situation in terms portraying 
the US as a benevolent force is an 
astounding feat of reality inversion 
and brainwashed mind control. The 
irony is that such media implicitly 
mock North Korea as a Stalinist “Big 
Brother” state, where critical thought 
and expression are forbidden. Yet, 
these media display the very same 
habit of mental conformity that they 
disparage North Korea for.

As noted above, the only way 
of properly interpreting the recent 
weeks of threat and counter-threat 
of all-out war in Korea is to recall 

scenes from the classic Mafi a movie, 
The Godfather. You know the drill. 
The mobster goes around the neigh-
bourhood demanding loyalty, respect 
and tributes “for protection”. If the 
residents don’t conform to the racket, 
then the boss arranges self-fulfi ll-
ing violence to rain down on those 
who dare to reject his magnanimous 
“protection”.

The exact same arrangement 
applies in Korea under the tutelage 
of the US. The Peninsula was unilat-
erally partitioned in 1945 by Wash-
ington into North and South statelets 
because the US could not abide the 
fact that the Korean population at that 
time was strongly anti-imperialist 
and yearning for socialist democracy. 
That egalitarian sentiment helped the 
Koreans resist the occupying Japa-
nese imperialists prior to and during 
World War II.

Tellingly, in order to assert its 
hegemony over Korea and the Asia 
Pacifi c, the US worked the neigh-
bourhood over assiduously in order 
to defeat the popular movement for 
independence and democracy that the 
Korean people exhibited so boldly. 
Washington achieved this by install-
ing pro-Japanese collaborators as the 
rulers of newly formed South Korea. 
Think about that one. The US fought 
a war allegedly to defeat fascism and 
imperialism, only to immediately 
collude with the same political forces 
to defeat Korean democracy.

US state terrorism
The dropping of the atomic 

bombs by Washington on Hiro-
shima and Nagasaki was part and 
parcel of American efforts to demar-
cate a postwar hegemony in the Asia 
Pacific to the Soviet Union and 
China – and this is why Korea was 
also fractured into two alien states 
that were then precipitated into war 
between 1950-53.

That war – in which a third of 
the northern Korean population 
were exterminated by American 
indiscriminate carpet-bombing and 
napalm incineration – has never offi -
cially ended. The armistice signed 
in 1953 under Washington’s dictate 
is technically only a ceasefi re. For 

decades, North Korea’s demand for 
a full peace treaty has been repeat-
edly rejected by Washington and its 
South Korean client state. In other 
words, Washington has retained the 
implicit prerogative to resume its 
aerial bombardment of the North 
Korean population at any time it 
chooses. That constitutes a constant 
threat, or a policy of state terrorism 
by Washington.

The threat from the US towards 
the Korean population has and con-
tinues to include nuclear annihila-
tion. During the Korean War, the 
US air force would regularly fly 
nuclear-capable B-52 bombers over 
the Peninsula. People on the ground 
would recognise the aircraft, but they 
did not know what the operational 
intent was. 

Can you imagine the terrorism 
that this conveyed? – barely five 
years after the US vaporised the civil-
ian populations of Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki and at the same time that 
US military were compelling Kore-
ans to live in caves as the only way of 
escaping mass destruction from con-
ventional bombing.

This same thuggish behaviour 
by the US government is consistent 
with its authorisation during this past 
week for the fl ying of nuclear-capa-
ble B-2 and B-52 bombers over the 
Korean Peninsula. The dropping of 
“inert bombs” by these aerial mon-
sters has to be seen as a heinous 
calculation in Washington aimed at 
heightening the terrorism.

Yet, absurdly, the Western propa-
ganda organs, otherwise called news, 
portray this American state terrorism 
as “protection”.

The New York Times, for exam-
ple, quoted one so-called “expert” as 
explaining North Korea’s response 
to the latest American provocation 
by saying: “The North Korean pop-
ulace has to be regularly reminded 
that their country is surrounded by 
scheming enemies. Otherwise, they 
might start asking politically danger-
ous questions.”

The laugh about this brain-
washed expert thinking, and the 
New York Times promoting it, is that 
the people of Korea are indeed sur-
rounded by a scheming enemy – the 
US – and if the wider international 

public and media were to start think-
ing about that fact then there would 
be “politically dangerous ques-
tions” such as: what gives the US 
the right to conduct annual military 
“war games” off and on the Korean 
Peninsula for the past six decades, 
including the deployment of nuclear 
annihilation?

The people of Korea, North and 
South, deserve and desire peace. 
Despite the antagonism and belliger-
ence highlighted in the Western prop-
aganda media, the majority of people 
of North and South Korea have in 
fact no wish for war. The consen-
sus among ordinary Koreans is for 
peace and a democratic resolution to 
decades of confl ict imposed on their 
homeland from outside. But they 
won’t obtain that reasonable condi-
tion as long as Washington continues 
to run its “protection racket”.

And, unfortunately, the American 
government will not, cannot stop its 
criminal behaviour – because domi-
nation, aggression and terrorism are 
the hallmarks of Washington’s Mafi a 
regime.
Information Clearing House 

International

US Army receives upgraded armored fi ghting vehicles back in 2015 as an ongoing effort to strengthen readiness 

across Korean Peninsula. (Photo: US Army/Bryan Willis)

US protection racket 
root of Korea confl ict

Fare cuts with nationalisation
Steve Sweeney

BRITAIN: The Labour Party has 
promised to bring railways back 
into public ownership as the steep-
est fare rises in nearly three years 
were announced last week. Fol-
lowing the news of the 2.3 percent 
increase in ticket prices – which 
is above the rate of infl ation – 
shadow transport secretary Andy 
McDonald promised that Labour 
would reinvest profi ts to “improve 
services and hold fares down.”

He added that the rise in travel 
costs is further proof that priva-
tised rail is a “rip-off.” Rail fares 
have risen by a shocking 23.5 per-
cent in real terms since 1995, with 
the recent announcement being 
the largest increase since January 
2014.

Campaign for Better Transport 
spokesperson Lianna Etkind warned 
that people are being “priced off the 
railways.” RMT general secretary 

Mick Cash called the fares hike 
“another kick in the teeth for British 
passengers,” adding that Brits pay 
“some of the highest fares in Europe 
to travel on rammed-out and unreli-
able trains.”

He condemned the privateer 
rail companies that he says “are 
laughing all the way to the bank as 
they whack up fares and axe staff 
in an all-out dash to maximise their 
profi ts.”

Cash demanded an end to the 
“culture of private greed on Brit-
ain’s railways.” General secretary 
of train drivers’ union Aslef, Mick 
Whelan, said: “The train compa-
nies see passengers as sheep to be 
fl eeced. But it is shameful that the 
government is going along with 
them.”

Tory Rail Minister Paul May-
nard defended the more expensive 
ticket prices by saying that the gov-
ernment is investing over £40 bil-
lion into the railways to deliver “the 

biggest rail modernisation program 
for over a century.”

These improvements would 
include more seats and services, 
wi-fi  and air conditioning – he 
promised. “We have always fairly 
balanced the cost of this investment 
between the taxpayer and the pas-
senger,” Maynard claimed.

But his Labour counterpart 
McDonald claimed: “Vital projects 
have been delayed by years” despite 
the increase in fares.

He said: “Money that could be 
used to keep fares down or reinvest-
ed to improve our services is instead 
subsidising the profi ts of private 
companies and other nations’ rail-
way systems – it’s a scandal.”

McDonald said the routes would 
return to public ownership under 
Labour when private contracts 
expire so that services improve and 
fares are not increased.
Morning Star 
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Misadventures of 
Robbing Hood
Maverick Nationals MP George 
Christensen describes his govern-
ment increasing tobacco tax as “a 
lazy government way of raising 
money”.

But Mr Christensen’s call for a 
stop to Australia’s foreign aid pro-
gram of $3.8 billion a year (already 
drastically reduced since the days 
of the Abbott budget cuts),smacks 
of more than just laziness or lack of 
attention.

Stopping foreign aid at a time 
when his government is failing to 
secure a fair share of revenue from 
oil and gas companies (and where 

Australia is on track to eclipse Qatar 
as the worlds biggest exporter of liq-
uefi ed natural gas by 2020) is akin to 
a Robbing Hood – stealing from the 
poor to pay for the rich, rather than 
about any real budget repair.

Dr Con Costa
Sydney

Food for thought
Greg Norman – we need you 
again! You managed to get our 
Prime Minister in touch with the 
US President-elect for a social 
chat. Could you call them both 
again, since they’re your mates, 
and tell them the bad news?

The latest Climate Change Per-
formance Index says that Australia, 
Japan and Korea are currently the 
worst performers of all industrial-
ised countries. The US is 34th (out 
of 58), which will hopefully give Mr 
Trump, who believes climate change 
is a hoax, some food for thought.

Mr Turnbull said during the 
election campaign this year that he 
was “committed to climate change”. 
Here’s his chance to prove it.

It’s time you sat these two down 
and gave them the good news: 

climate change can be tackled. Over 
50 percent of greenhouse emissions 
come from animal agriculture: take 
your mates down to your local vegan 
restaurant for a chat, and show them 
how easy and delicious vegan food 
really is.

You could fi x far more than the 
PM’s contacts list.

Ashley Fruno
PETA Australia

Fascist “for real”

Donald Trump’s first task as 
president-elect should have 
been uniting a polarized nation. 
Instead, Trump appointed Steve 
Bannon – the former chairman 
of Breitbart, the far-right media 
outlet that peddles conspiracy 
theories as news and advances 
white nationalism – as White 
House Chief Strategist and his 
Senior Counsellor.

The chair of the American Nazi 
Party said picking Bannon shows 
Trump is “for real” on implement-
ing his racist rhetoric, while the 
former Grand Wizard of the KKK, 
David Duke called Trump’s choice 
of Bannon “excellent.” 

It’s simple: Personnel is policy. 
And choosing Bannon, an ultra-right 
wing white nationalist, shows us 
exactly what type of president Trump 
wants to be.

As head of Breitbart, Steve 
Bannon has been instrumental in 
bringing white nationalism into the 
mainstream and propelling the xeno-
phobic, racist, misogynist rhetoric of 
Trump’s campaign.

If that’s not dangerous enough, 
here are some more facts about this 
dangerous man who could control 
White House policy for the next four 
years:

He’s been charged with domes-
tic violence, while publishing arti-
cles equating feminism to a disease 
and advocating criminalising women 
who seek reproductive freedom

He’s fuelled the racist birther 
myth by publishing lie after lie about 
President Obama’s citizenship on 
Breitbart.

He’s a staunch opponent of net 
neutrality, vowing to lead the charge 
to kill the free and open internet – 
which is not an empty threat con-
sidering Trump’s advocacy for 
censoring the internet during his 
campaign

He has said his goal is to “to 

destroy the state” and “bring every-
thing crashing down”

This is one of Trump’s first 
appointments, so this is the first 
real test of how we respond when 
Trump gives in to his alt-right sup-
porters. And we need to make clear 
that Americans will not stand for a 
white nationalist in the White House. 
Period.

Choosing Steve Bannon as a key 
White House advisor threatens to 
normalise the racism, xenophobia, 
nativism, anti-Semitism, and misog-
yny he and Trump espouse.

His appointment makes clear that 
Trump is building a government of 
cronies where the only thing he bases 
decisions on is loyalty to him  – no 
matter how fringe and extreme these 
people are.

That’s not being a president for 
all Americans as Trump claimed in 
his acceptance speech. If we let Steve 
Bannon’s appointment slide now, the 
door will be wide open to Trump fi ll-
ing his government with other bigots 
and corporate insiders – and giving 
them unprecedented power to enact 
policies that will hurt everyday 
Americans.

Kate and the team
Watchdog.net
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Donald Trump was right: the system is 
rigged! But it is rigged for the Republicans, 
not the Democrats, for conservatives, not 
progressives. And the result is the election 
of an extreme racist, misogynist authoritar-
ian who may change the course of US and 
even world history.

Belatedly we learn that Hillary Clinton 
defeated Donald Trump by more than two mil-
lion votes, yet Trump still won the Electoral 
College. The public burst into an uproar in 
2,000 when Gore beat Bush by 550,000 votes 
but lost the Electoral vote. This time the public, 
the Clinton campaign and the press are quiet. 
We are glad to see Jill Stein taking the lead in 
contesting the vote in Wisconsin, Michigan, 
and Pennsylvania.

In fact, the Electoral College system was 
created by slaveholders, and remains undem-
ocratic and racist, and biased to the Republi-
cans. Obama showed that the system can be 
overcome and even turned to our advantage, 
but the Clinton and Gore losses show it is an 
uphill climb.

Racist, undemocratic 
Electoral College

The 2016 election was only the fourth time 
in US history that a presidential candidate has 
lost the popular vote but won the Electoral Col-
lege, and thus the presidency. And Clinton’s 
winning margin of more than two million votes 
is by far the largest of any “losing” candidate.

Why is it that, in the 21st century, the Elec-
toral College keeps trumping the popular vote 
on behalf of Republicans?

The pro-Republican bias of the Electoral 
College derives from two main dynamics: it 
overweights the impact of mostly conservative 
voters in small population states and it negates 
entirely the mostly progressive votes of nearly 
half of African American voters, more than half 
of Native American voters, and a major swath 
of Latino voters.

For decades now, with a couple of excep-
tions, Republicans have dominated rural areas, 
small towns, and small population states, and 
the Democrats control big cities and most of the 
big population states.

Well, the Electoral College rules give as 
much as three times as much weight to the 
mainly conservative and white Republicans in 
the rural states compared to states with large, 
racially diverse and majority Democratic 
populations.

This is because even the tiniest state has 
a minimum of three Electoral College votes, 
based on the rule that each state is allocated 
Electors based on the size of its congression-
al delegation (Senators plus Representatives). 
The Constitution provides that each state has a 
minimum of two Senators and one member of 
the House of Representatives, even if its total 
population is less than a single congressional 
district in a large state. (There are approximate-
ly 710,767 people in an average congressional 
district.)

For example, this year just over 245,000 
people voted in Wyoming yet it has three Elec-
toral College votes: one for every 82,000 or 
so voters. By comparison this year more than 
12 million people voted in California which 
has 55 Electoral votes. So California has one 
Electoral vote for every 218,000 voters. Thus a 
voter in Wyoming carries almost three times the 
Electoral weight of a California voter. Indeed 
because every state has two senators, the gen-
eral rule is that the higher the population of the 
state, the less impact each voter in that state 
carries in the Electoral College.

And, since the Republicans carry all the 
small population states except Rhode Island 
and Washington DC (which also gets 3 Elector-
al votes), this rule strongly favours them. This 
year the Electoral outcome was able to reverse 
Clinton’s large popular vote margin because, 
for the fi rst time in decades, the Republicans 
carried the large population states of Florida, 
Pennsylvania, and Michigan in addition to 
Texas.

Negating 
the Southern Black vote

The Electoral College system also ensures, 
even requires, that given the historic racial 
voting polarisation, about half of all voters of 
colour be marginalized or totally ignored.

Approximately 55 percent of all Blacks live 

in the southern states, and for decades they have 
voted about 90 percent Democratic in the presi-
dential races. However, the pattern since 1960 
is that white Republican voters defeat them in 
every southern and border state except Mary-
land and Virginia, and (in 2008) North Caro-
lina. While whites voted 58 percent for Trump 
nationally in 2016, southern whites gave him 
over 70 percent of their votes. The white vote 
has been approximately the same since 1980.

Thus all Southern Electoral College votes 
except those of Maryland and Virginia went to 
Trump and the votes of almost half of African 
American voters basically do not count accord-
ing to the College rules.

For example, Blacks constitute about 36 
percent of the Mississippi electorate, the high-
est Black voter percentage in any state in the 
country. About 90 percent voted for Clinton. 
But whites are 64 percent of the state’s voters, 
and about 90 percent chose Trump. Trump 
therefore handily won 58 percent of the state’s 
total vote and all of its Electoral College votes.

In 2016, as for decades, the Electoral Col-
lege result was the same as if Blacks in all the 
southern states except Virginia and Maryland 
had not voted at all.

Similarly negated were the votes of mil-
lions of Native American and Latino voters 
who live in overwhelmingly white Republican 
states like Arizona, Nevada, Oklahoma, Utah, 
the Dakotas, Montana, and Texas. Further, the 
peoples of Puerto Rico, the US Virgin Islands, 
American Samoa, and Guam – territories ruled 
by the US – get no Electoral College votes 
at all. The tyranny of the white, conservative 
majority prevails.

Thus, the Electoral College system violates 
the principle of one person, one vote, drasti-
cally undermines the impact of the Black vote 
and gives the Republicans a major advantage in 
presidential contests. Its abolition should be a 
key part of the progressive agenda.

Slaveholder origins of 
the Electoral College

The Founding Fathers, led by slaveholders 
such as George Washington, Thomas Jefferson, 
James Madison, and James Monroe, invented 

the Electoral College out of thin air to serve 
their interests.

They codifi ed the notorious idea that slaves 
were non-humans, and thus deserving of no 
constitutional or human rights. The one excep-
tion to this rule was the constitutional provision 
that slaves were to be counted as three-fi fths of 
a person, solely for the purpose of determin-
ing how many congressional representatives 
each state would be allotted. Thus, even though 
slaves had no right to vote, the three-fi fths rule 
vastly increased the slave states’ power in the 
House of Representatives and therefore the 
Congress.

The Electoral College, in which each state 
receives a number of Electors equal to their 
congressional delegation, was invented as the 
institutional means to transfer that same pro-
slavery congressional allocation to determining 
the presidency. Slaveholders held the presiden-
cy for 50 of the 72 years before Abraham Lin-
coln, who was elected in 1860, became the fi rst 
US president to oppose the expansion of slav-
ery. The South, accustomed to wielding politi-
cal power through the selective enumeration of 
slaves, promptly seceded.

Since the end of slavery, the Electoral Col-
lege has remained a racist and conservative 
instrument. It has given the Republicans a run-
ning head start to win the presidency ever since 
reactionary Southerners switched en masse 
from the Democratic Party to the Republi-
can Party in protest of the 1960s civil rights 
legislation.

The Electoral College is one of the most 
powerful legacies of slavery in the US.

The system is rigged! And changing the 
system would take a constitutional amend-
ment approved by three-fourths of the states. 
Consequently we are in an uphill battle that, if 
we master Electoral College strategy the way 
Obama did, we can win. Although the Electoral 
College is not on our side, history – including 
the rising progressive electorates – is.

Let’s make Trump a one term president.
People’s World 
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Los Angeles-based feminist 
electronica duo Holychild has 
launched a new salvo in its 
assault on consumer culture: the 
“America Oil Lamb” EP. Holy-
child’s singer/songwriter Liz 
Nistico and co-writer/producer 
Louie Diller have teamed up with 
fellow travellers Kate Nash, RAC, 
Mereki, Tkay Maidza, MS MR, 
and Kitten to extend their critique 
of pop culture, mass consump-
tion and its objectifi cation of the 
female body, all under the banner 
of “Brat Pop.”

According to the manifesto at 
the Holychild website, Brat Pop 
is defi ned as “the glittery blend of 
electronic beats and tell-it-like-it-is 
lyrics.” Brat Pop uses the medium 
of pop music with its cheery digit-
al syncopated beats combined with 
cheeky lyrics that decrypt the Culture 
Industry’s not-so-subliminal messag-
es about body image directed toward 
young women. Holychild castigates 
a society fuelled by an animal- and 
processed food-based diet in which 
generations of girls have in turn been 
saddled with social paranoia and 
body dysmorphic disorder under the 
commodifying culture of capitalism.

The band describes the theme 
of the EP as an appeal to equality in 
gender, race, and economics. Each 
song takes on a symptom of the alien-
ation of our contemporary culture: 
according to the duo’s statement, 
“toxic relationships in our com-
mercial world (‘Rotten Teeth’), the 
shallowness of celebrity idolisation 
(‘Not Invited’), and corporate Ameri-
ca drowning our emotions (‘America 
Oil Lamb’).”

In the Kate Nash-guested single, 
“Rotten Teeth,” Nistico refl ects on 
the lack of choices fostered in youth 
under a system commanded by the 
drive for profi ts: “I can never be the 
girl I want to be/no no I’m never 
free.” Nash responds with the exis-
tential ultimatum of an eating dis-
order: “Do we eat or just starve 
ourselves tonight?”

Guest singer Nash is a feminist 
activist/artist in her own right: She 
formed the Rock ‘n Roll for Girls 
After School Music Club; has worked 
with young self-harming women at 
the Wish Centre in Harrow, UK; and 
was appointed Global Ambassador of 
the Because I am a Girl initiative by 
Plan USA, which seeks to empow-
er girls in developing countries as 
agents for global change.

Holychild’s assessment of pop 

culture is enhanced by their (self-
directed) music videos. The video 
for “Rotten Teeth” envisions female 
youth’s battle for freedom (and 
“freakdom”) as squads of colorful, 
toy-like disposable razors swoop in 
to menace playfully joyous merkins 
(fashioned from everything whimsi-
cal, from Easter grass to clown hair). 
Non-commercialised “Outsider” 
women appear in the form of awe-
inspiringly coiffed bearded ladies and 
“unibrows” proclaiming the hirsute 
glory of the unshaven/untamed.

The Holychild-directed video 
“Money All Around” for a song 
from their debut LP, last year’s “The 
Shape of Brat Pop to Come,” is even 
more explicit in its critique of cap-
italist culture. The video features 
“pop ups” that explain Holychild’s 
anti-commercial theses while visu-
ally excoriating the imagery of pop 
culture’s banal expectations.

Holychild’s continuing project of 
using the medium of pop to decode 
the self-oppressing messages in the 
broader culture is certainly a wel-
come development.
People’s World 
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A Brat Pop 
critique of capitalism

Slowly and painfully
Joe Gill

Like the Biblical prophets foretell-
ing the end of times, radical critics 
have predicted the end of capital-
ism for much of its existence. So 
far, it has outlived most of them.

Wolfgang Streeck, the Marxist 
sociology professor from the Uni-
versity of Cologne, has been writ-
ing on this subject for a number of 
years and his thesis on it is strik-
ing. His book How Will Capitalism 
End? offers a powerful prognosis 
that predicts that the system will 
suffer a lingering death rather than 
go out with a bang.

Unlike in the 20th century, when 
revolutionary movements in the 
West, Russia, and the post-colonial 
world sought to overthrow capital-
ism, anti-capitalist forces are much 
weaker today. Despite this, Streeck 
is clear that only one thing is cer-
tain: “Capitalism will end and much 
sooner than one may have thought.”

The demise of the Soviet Union 
and other models of socialism have 

removed the political-economic 
alternative to capitalism and, as a 
result, the system is eating itself. 
What the future holds, Streeck con-
tends, is not necessarily better.

“What comes after capital-
ism in its fi nal crisis, now under 
way, is, I suggest, not socialism or 
some other defi ned social order but 
a lasting interregnum – no world 
system equilibrium ... but a pro-
longed period of social entropy or 
disorder.”

Aside from Marx, Streeck relies 
heavily on the works of 20th-cen-
tury social scientist Karl Polanyi, 
whose Great Transformation argued 
that the “fi ctitious commodities” of 
labour, land, and money had to be 
protected from the ravages of the 
market in order to prevent calami-
tous crises of the system.

But since the emergence of 
neo-liberalism and the decline of 
social democracy, the brakes have 
been taken off and the market has 
eaten into every area of life, lead-
ing ultimately to the 2008 fi nancial 

crisis, austerity, and ever-growing 
inequality.

Streeck provides a damning 
indictment of the European Union 
model of anti-democratic neo-lib-
eralism. Though written before the 
Brexit vote and the Trump victory, 
it is prescient with regards to the 
revolt against trade pacts and fi nan-
cial globalisation and the rise of 
populist movements on both sides 
of the Atlantic.

These political reactions are the 
ghosts in the machine that have now 
come roaring into the mainstream.

The new left movements rep-
resented by the likes of Jeremy 
Corbyn and Bernie Sanders do not 
fi gure in his work, since the essays 
preceded their arrival on a wave of 
popular discontent. In the face of 
capitalism’s commodifi cation of all 
aspects of life, writes Streeck; “the 
only rational and responsible con-
duct would be to throw as many 
wrenches as possible into the works 
of high fi nance.”

Socialism or the 

de-globalisation of capitalism are 
the political alternatives that must 
somehow be grasped, he writes. In 
the meantime, we get Trump.

If there is an omission in 
Streeck’s analysis, it is the rest of 
the world. And, in a globalised 
economy in which the majority 
of workers live outside of Europe 

and North America, this is a very 
big lacuna in understanding what 
is happening and what could come 
next.

But there are so many startling 
formulations of great analytic power 
in this book that it merits wide cir-
culation in these troubled times.
Morning Star 

Louie Diller and Liz Nistico of Holychild.
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Filipino President Duterte oversaw a 
brutal anti-drug campaign but is now 
seeking peace with leftist revolutionaries 
and rejecting US pressure for more 
counterinsurgency warfare, writes 
Marjorie Cohn.

In April 2016, Rodrigo Duterte won the 
Philippine presidential election by a land-
slide, with more than 6 million votes. He 
openly declared that he was the nation’s 
fi rst Left president, calling himself a social-
ist but not a communist. So far, his regime 
has been controversial, to put it mildly.

The US press has focused on Duterte’s 
vicious war on drugs that claimed upwards of 
2,000 lives and led to the incarceration of tens 
of thousands of people. His decision to allow 
former Filipino dictator Ferdinand Marcos’s 
burial in the National Cemetery of the Heroes 
also has drawn the ire of those who recall Mar-
cos’s brutal two-decade regime that killed more 
than 3,000, tortured tens of thousands, and stole 
US$10 billion from the Philippines.

But, significantly, Duterte is engaging 
with revolutionary forces in the peace proc-
ess that aims to end 47 years of armed strug-
gle against the repressive Filipino government. 
And Duterte has taken actions that, for the fi rst 
time, challenge the longstanding military and 
economic power of the United States in the 
Philippines.

Peace process 
with opposition

Since 1969, a civil war has been raging in 
the Philippines. The roots of the armed confl ict 
can be traced to the colonial and neo-colonial 
domination of the Philippines by the Spanish, 
then US imperialism, feudal exploitation by 
big landlords and capitalist interests, as well 
as widespread bureaucratic corruption. After 
Duterte’s election, he cited peace as a top pri-
ority of his administration, vowing to engage 
in peace negotiations with the National Demo-
cratic Front of the Philippines (NDFP).

According to JustPeacePH, an internation-
al platform that supports the Philippine peace 
process and takes its name from its Internet site, 
justpeace.ph, “The daily, systematic and sys-
temic injustice experienced by the people drive 
them to desire and seek fundamental changes in 
society through various means. But because the 
forces against fundamental social change use 
all means including the instruments and vio-
lence of the state to defend the status quo, many 
Filipinos over many generations have embraced 
armed struggle to overthrow the ruling system.”

The NDFP “is the alliance of progres-
sive forces seeking to bring about fundamen-
tal change in the existing social system in the 
Philippines through armed revolution,” Just-
PeacePH states in its Primer on Just and Lasting 
Peace in the Philippines. The NDFP alliance 
includes trade unions, peasants, youth, women, 
national minorities, teachers, health workers, 
religious clergy, the Communist Party of the 
Philippines (CPP), and the New People’s Army.

Duterte’s peace initiative
Two rounds of peace negotiations have 

already occurred since Duterte took offi ce, 
with a third scheduled for January 2017 in 
Oslo, Norway.

In May, Duterte declared he would release 
all political prisoners, which number more 
than 400, through a presidential declaration 
of amnesty, provided both houses of congress 
approve. Nineteen NDFP consultants, who 
have been involved in the revolutionary move-
ment for years, have already been released.

Duterte offered four cabinet positions to 
the CPP, but they declined, stating there must 
fi rst be a comprehensive peace agreement. The 
CPP, however, recommended a veteran peasant 
leader who was appointed Secretary of Agrar-
ian Reform and a veteran academic activist 
leader who was named secretary of social wel-
fare and development.

“These are major appointments,” Luis 
Jalandoni, NDFP’s Senior Adviser on the Peace 
Negotiating Panel, told me at a recent confer-
ence of the International Association of Demo-
cratic Lawyers in Lisbon, Portugal.

NDFP has a people’s army and organs of 
political power with mass organisations in 71 
out of the 81 provinces in the country, Jalandoni 
said. He noted that landlessness and poverty 
affl ict the 100 million people in the Philippines.

“The NDFP insists on addressing the roots 
of the armed confl ict in order to achieve a 
just and lasting peace,” Jalandoni said. The 
demands in the peace talks are: Release of all 
political prisoners; Land reform for the peasant-
ry (70% of the population); National industrial-
isation to develop the economy using available 
human and natural resources; Protect the envi-
ronment and ancestral lands of the Indigenous 
peoples; and Philippine national sovereignty 
and abrogation of all unequal treaties with the 
United States.

Challenging US power
US domination and interference in the Phil-

ippines date back to 1898, when the United 
States annexed the Philippines. The US con-
tinued to exercise colonial rule over the coun-
try until 1946, when the Philippines gained 
its independence although the United States 
retained many military installations there and 
the Filipino economy maintained its depend-
ence on the US.

With US assistance, Marcos ruled the Phil-
ippines with an iron fi st from 1965 through 
1986, under martial law from 1972 to 1981. In 
2002, the Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo govern-
ment developed Oplan Bayanihan, a counterin-
surgency program modelled on US strategies. 
After 9/11, the Bush administration gave 
Arroyo US$100 million to fund that campaign 
in the Philippines.

Oplan Bayanihan led to large numbers of 
extrajudicial killings, forced disappearances, 
torture and cruel treatment. Many civilians, 
including children, have been killed. Philip-
pine military and paramilitary death squads 
murdered hundreds of members of progres-
sive organisations. Communities and leaders 

opposed to large-scale and invasive mining 
have been targeted. Even ordinary people with 
no political affi liation have not escaped the 
government’s reign of terror.

From 2001 to 2010, the US government 
provided more than US$507 million in military 
assistance to the Philippine government, facili-
tating tremendous repression.

Between 2010 and 2015, the Philippine 
police, military and paramilitary forces per-
petrated extrajudicial killings, forced disap-
pearances, torture, illegal arrests and forced 
evacuation, many to enable extraction by 
mining companies.

The 2014 Enhanced Defence Cooperation 
Agreement, which President Barack Obama 
negotiated with Duterte’s predecessor, gave 
US troops the right to prolonged deployment in 
the Philippines. The agreement is widely seen 
in the Philippines as a threat to the country’s 
sovereignty.

In September 2016, Duterte declared, “I am 
not a fan of the Americans … Filipinos should 
be fi rst before everybody else.” He added, “In 
our relations to the world, the Philippines will 
pursue an independent foreign policy. I repeat: 
The Philippines will pursue an independent for-
eign policy.”

The United States has not apologised for 
all the atrocities it committed against the Fili-
pino people, Duterte said. Responding to US 
criticism of the Philippines for its human rights 
violations, he stated, “Why are you Americans 
killing the black people there, shooting them 
down when they are already on the ground.”

Duterte promised to end joint military 
manoeuvres with US forces and expel the hun-
dreds of US troops currently stationed in the 
Philippines. He also expressed his intention 
to end bilateral agreements concluded by his 
predecessor with the United States and reverse 
permission for the United States’ use of fi ve 
Philippine military bases.

“I will break up with America,” Duterte 
said. “I would rather go to Russia and to China.” 
He vowed to rescind joint patrols with US and 
Filipino forces against Chinese expansion in 

the disputed South China Sea. Indeed, Duterte 
recently travelled to China and secured valu-
able fi shing rights for Filipinos in the South 
China Sea.

Hope for peace prospects
In an unprecedented development, both 

the government and the opposition declared 
unilateral ceasefi res in August. But there are 
still problems with the government’s ceasefi re, 
says NDFP’s Luis Jalandoni, as Duterte doesn’t 
have full control of the military. The military 
and paramilitary forces, which are protected by 
the military, have engaged in several violations 
that imperil the ceasefi re, he said.

“There is high optimism that the peace talks 
will prosper under the presidency of Duterte,” 
according to JustPeacePH. “Unlike past presi-
dents who harbour strong anti-communist bias, 
Duterte seems capable of rethinking the gov-
ernment’s peace strategy since he claims to be 
a socialist.”

Opposition forces are not uncritical of the 
excesses in Duterte’s war on drugs. The CPP 
declared the campaign is becoming anti-peo-
ple and anti-democratic. Due process must be 
respected, human rights must be upheld; the 
drug users and small drug dealers, who come 
from poverty, require rehabilitation and care, 
the CPP maintains.

“Understandably, Duterte’s war on drugs 
and other crimes is given more coverage by the 
global media,” JustPeacePH wrote in its primer. 
“But Duterte’s aim to establish a lasting peace 
in the provinces deserves even more attention 
as this strikes at the root causes of the problem 
of illegal drugs and related crimes.”

Jalandoni said, “Duterte is not a saint but 
he stands for an independent foreign policy. His 
stand against the United States is respected and 
has received a lot of support.”

The NDFP, Jalandoni noted, says that “if 
there are threats against Duterte by US impe-
rialism, the Left will be a reliable ally to him,” 
adding, “He is the fi rst president to stand up to 
the United States.”
globalresearch.ca 
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