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Editorial

Massive wage cut
The so-called “independent” Fair Work 
Commission (FWC) has delivered exactly 
what the government and employers 
ordered – a massive wage cut to workers in 
the hospitality, retail and fast food sectors. 
Consistent with the government’s poli-
cies and past actions, the decision attacks 
the incomes of the lowest paid and most 
vulnerable.

This decision should spark an angry 
response at International Women’s Day 
actions on March 8 as the majority of work-
ers affected are women. They include sole par-
ents, students, casual and part-time workers. 
Even full-time employees in those sectors are 
paid starvation wages. That is why many of 
them make the sacrifi ces entailed to work on 
Sundays.

Communist Party of Australia Nation-
al President Vinnie Molina condemned the 
attacks on penalty rates and other workers’ 
rights in the strongest possible terms.

“It is a disgrace that the FWC responded 
to the interests of powerful business groups at 
the expense of the lowest paid.”

The Full Bench decision of the FWC, at 
this stage applies to the hospitality, general 
retail, fast food and pharmacy awards (see 
box). Restaurant and Club owners have been 
given more time to argue their case for cuts.

The decision affects anywhere up to one 
million workers. They stand to lose $50, $60, 
$70 or more a week for working eight hours 
on a Sunday.

As is the usual tactic of the government to 
strike at the most vulnerable, these low paid 
workers have been targeted fi rst, seen as being 
the least able to fi ght back because of their 
industrial weakness and precarious existence. 
Further cuts can be expected in coming award 
reviews of these sectors and their extension to 
other industries.

FWC president Justice Iain Ross headed 
the Full Bench. He is a former assistant sec-
retary of the ACTU and close friend of Labor 
leader Bill Shorten.

A penalty
Penalty rates have a two-fold purpose. The 

fi rst is to discourage or deter employers from 
hiring labour on weekends and public holidays. 
The second is to compensate workers for the 
unsocial hours and inconvenience it causes 
them.

The Commission only considered the “dis-
utilities” purpose of penalty rates – their harm-
ful effects on workers and their families which 
it claimed had decreased.

Full-time adult employees, working 

Monday to Friday in hospitality and restau-
rants, are paid as little as $672.70 a week – 
$17.70 an hour. In the general retail and fast 
food sectors receive $738.80 – $19.44 per hour. 
For anyone trying to raise a family these are 
below subsistence wages, particularly in the 
major cities.

This compares with $1,533.10 for adult 
average weekly ordinary time earnings across 
all industries. (ABS 6302.0 November 2016)

In addition these industries are notorious 
for their use of casual and part-time labour, 
underpayment and ripping off young workers 
who are on even lower rates. A 16-year-old, for 
example, in the retail sector is on 50 percent of 
the adult rate.

Continued on page 2

May Day March in Sydney, 2016. (Photo: Anna Pha)

Sunday penalty rate cuts
Hospitality award Full- & part-time workers ...............175%  −> 150%

 Casuals: remains unchanged at .......175%

Retail award Full- & part-time workers ...............200%  −> 150%

 Casuals ..........................................200%  −> 175%

Fast food award Full- & part-time workers ...............150%  −> 125%

 Casuals ..........................................175%  −> 150%

Pharmacy award Full- & part-time workers ...............200%  −> 150%

 Casuals ..........................................200%  −> 175%
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PRESS FUND
Some people seem to think we’re in a re-run of Labor’s leadership 
battle of five years ago, and that Tony Abbott will eventually 
regain leadership of the Liberals only to suffer a crushing defeat 
at the polling booth. But what happens if history doesn’t quite 
repeat itself and we’re stuck for three years or longer with 
Abbott as Prime Minister? Remember, this man favours banning 
Muslim immigration, abolishing the Human Rights Commission 
and slashing the renewable energy target. We’re campaigning to 
keep Abbott and company out of power, but we really need your 
support by way of contributions to the Press Fund, so please send 
us in something for the next edition if you possibly can. Many 
thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:
M Donaldson $20, S Langford $5, Mark Mannion $10, 
“Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $10 J Hodgson $10
This week’s total: $60 Progressive total: $1,230

“
QUOTE OF THE WEEK

Happy days are here again!

The skies above are clear again!

Let us sing a song of cheer again!

Happy days are here again!

Franklin D Roosevelt’s campaign song, 1932

”

Editorial : Massive wage cut
Continued from page 1

Public holiday rates cut
The Fair Work Commission didn’t stop at Sundays. Public 

holiday penalty rates also came in for the chop. The pay of 
full-time and part-time staff will be cut from 250 percent of 
the base wage to 225 percent with the exception of the Clubs 
award.

The rates of casuals, who receive a loading to compensate 
for not being paid leave and other benefi ts that full-timers and 
part-timers receive, will be reduced from 275 percent to 250 
percent.

Hardship
In such low paid industries, penalty rates are often the dif-

ference between survival on a cliff’s edge and homelessness 
and destitution.

The Commission acknowledges the impact its decision 
will have:

“Many of these employees earn just enough to cover 
weekly living expenses, saving money is diffi cult and unex-
pected expenses produce considerable fi nancial distress. The 
immediate implementation of all of the variations we propose 
would inevitably cause some hardship to the employees affect-
ed, particularly those who work on Sundays,” the Commission 
says in its decision.

“We have concluded that appropriate transitional arrange-
ments are necessary to mitigate the hardship caused to employ-
ees who work on Sundays.”

Transition
The Commission is still to issue a decision on the timing 

of the penalty rate cuts, but has suggested it be done in two 
stages, with the fi rst cut from July 1, 2017. It also proposed that 
the cuts coincide “with any increases in modern award mini-
mum wages arising from Annual Wage Review decisions”.

This would reduce the net impact at the time of the cut as 
any wage increase is factored in – a means of lessening the 
full shock but not compensating workers for cost of living 
increases.

Despite claims to the contrary by the Commission - 
employers and government - Sundays are not just like any 
other day of the week. That is when people take part in social 
activities, have family time.

“… for many workers Sunday work has a higher level of 
disutility than Saturday work, though the extent of the disutil-
ity is much less than in times past,” the FWC said.

Based on that reasoning, the Commission argued that 
while cutting Sunday rates, they should still remain higher 
than Saturday’s. Its reasoning is contradictory, claiming that 
that deterrent was not a reason for penalty rates at the same 
time as pointing out that the need for a deterrent was not as 
strong as it used to be. 

Job creation myth
The aim of slashing wages is to increase profi ts. The big 

stores stand to make big gains in profi ts as their wages bills 
are slashed.

The various employer bodies were popping corks, as they 
and the media ran with endless claims about job-and-eco-
nomic growth. The government was just as pleased with the 
decision but less publicly exuberant fearing voter backlash. 
Instead Turnbull attempted to distance himself from the deci-
sion, pointing to the “independent umpire”.

The furthest the FWC was prepared to go on any jobs 
outcome was a cautious “reducing penalty rates may have a 
modest positive effect on employment”.

In fact the Commission rejected employer demands for 
cuts to penalty rates in restaurants and cafés, pointing out that 
it had seen no evidence of more people being employed fol-
lowing a reduction from 175 percent to 150 percent in penalty 
rates for casuals in 2014.

They have been given more time to present a stronger 
case.

The question needs to be asked, if more retail and hospi-
tality outlets remain open on Sundays and public holidays and 
new ones open, where will the extra custom come from? From 
their competitors? Will hundreds of thousands more people 
will be fl ocking to retail stores or fast food outlets.

In economic terms, hundreds of thousands of workers will, 
to use the Commission’s own words, be experiencing “hard-
ship” with up to $6,000 or more a year less in their pockets 
to spend.

These are the lowest income recipients who spend every 
cent they earn, who resort to mounting credit card debt to daily 
expenses and emergencies. At best existing workers will be 
forced to work longer hours or fi nd a second job just to tread 
water.

Contractionary
Even if in the short term some additional jobs are cre-

ated, as the cuts take their toll on consumption they will 
have a contractionary effect on the economy. The economy 
is already fl at and showing all the classic signs of heading 
into another recession.

The profi t gains will prove to be short-lived.
Capital investment is stagnating, investor confi dence is 

low, as is consumer confi dence. Families are loaded with 
massive debts and the cost of housing, education and health 
is rising.

Employer bodies have been demanding the abolition of 
penalty rates for years – some seeking a gradual phasing out, 
others pushing to strike them out in one deadly blow. The 
Commission has taken the gradual approach.

What lies ahead
The Commission has fl oated the idea of replacing pen-

alty rates with a “fl at” or what it calls “loaded” wage rate.
The FWC noted that some businesses in the hospitality 

and retail sectors already provide “fl at” (or loaded) rates of 
pay, ostensibly to simplify their payroll process. It said that 
many of them “underestimate the additional premium (or 
loading) required in order to compensate employees for the 
loss of penalty rates, resulting in non-compliance.”

Loaded rates are in fact a backdoor path to abolishing 
penalty rates. In time these rates will be whittled away.

The FWC suggests that “The insertion of ‘loaded rates’ 
schedules in these modern awards may have a positive effect 
on award compliance.”

The logic behind this claim is not clear. Penalty rates 
become invisible, swallowed up in the hourly rate and pro-
vide employers with an excellent cover for robbing work-
ers of their entitlements. It would also make it easier for 
the former penalty rates to be eroded with subsequent wage 
decisions.

But the Commission goes on to suggest they be inserted 
in awards as if this would protect workers.

Labor leader Bill Shorten also appears to be headed in 
this direction. Prior to the last elections Labor and the Coa-
lition indicated they would abide by the FWC’s decision if 
it decided to cut penalty rates.

Since then Shorten has indicated it would legislate but 
only if the FWC cut penalty rates “without suffi cient com-
pensation”. What does Shorten mean by this? Is it a refer-
ence to loadings?

The Australian Greens are the only parliamentary party 
to strongly support the retention of penalty rates at their 
present level in their present form.

The FWC also raises the idea of a change in terminol-
ogy from “penalty rates” to “additional remuneration”. That 
would also cover up the reasons behind the payment and 
make it easier to whittle away.

“… the way minimum wages get set in this country is 
through evidence, it’s through the submissions of workers, 

their representatives and employers,” Shorten said, when 
indicating he would accept the decision of the FWC before 
the elections.

This position refl ects the ideological shift that has taken 
place in the leadership of some trade unions – the replace-
ment of class struggle with economic arguments in a court.

Workers do not and cannot hold onto their rights and 
their wages without struggle. Under capitalism employers 
never let up in their drive for increasing profi ts. One of the 
principal means of increasing profi ts is by cutting wages 
which is what the FWC has done. Another is by lengthening 
the working day.

Up until the mid-1980s, wage and other claims were won 
through industrial action. Past gains were defended through 
industrial action. There is only one way to defeat the FWC’s 
decision and that is through struggle.

It is no coincidence that the most vulnerable, insecure 
workers have been targeted fi rst in the process of abolishing 
penalty rates.

The decision is the thin edge of the wedge, with other 
workers in line for cuts and if the employers get away with 
those cuts then overtime, night work and other rates will also 
be in for the chop. It really will be the 24/7 working week the 
Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull keeps referring to.

Penalty rates, thanks to Shorten when he was Workplace 
Relations Minister, are now an integral part of the FWC’s 
four-yearly review of modern awards.

Fight back
The ACTU has come out opposing the cuts and demand-

ing the Turnbull government legislate to protect them and 
unions are organising protest actions for March 1.

The Australian Unions Team has launched a petition 
opposing the cuts.

On Friday the Greens responded with a bill to lock in 
penalty rates at their 2017 levels. Labor says it will introduce 
a bill this week to prevent penalty rate cuts that reduce take-
home pay. That is not the same as opposing penalty rate cuts. 
It seems to suggest some form of compensation. Neither bill 
is likely to be passed.

The only way the cuts can be halted and reversed is 
through struggle, united struggle with workers and the com-
munity coming together. This is a battle for living standards, 
for a living wage and workers’ rights.

Molina called on all CPA members and supporters to 
rally alongside workers and their unions in defence of work-
ers’ entitlements. 
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Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander organisations say this 
year’s Closing the Gap Report 
demonstrates the absolute need 
for the federal government to 
work more closely with Indig-
enous people. Of the seven Closing 
the Gap goals, just one – halving 
the gap in Year 12 attainment – is 
on track. 

This year’s report shows the 
other six – Indigenous mortality, life 
expectancy, early childhood educa-
tion school attendance, literacy and 
numeracy, and employment – are not 
and, in some cases, are getting worse.

National Congress of Australia’s 
First Peoples co-chair Jackie Hug-
gins said hearing the disadvantage 
gap was worsening made her “want 
to cry”.

“There’s a heavy blanket that sur-
rounds you. You’re not able to move 
from that; it’s a wet blanket that sits 
over the top of your head,” she said 
at Parliament House after the report 
was released.

“That’s how it feels to me every 
single year. We need to break the 
deadlock here because we are just 
going backwards in our country. I 
would view this as an opportunity 
now and an absolute chance to turn 
this all around.”

Dr Huggins said it was time to 
“draw a line in the sand” and start 
doing much more to stem the “hor-
rible” disadvantage. “While there 
have been some positive changes, 
the negatives totally overpower this 
in relation to where we are heading 
as a community,” she said.

“We say enough is enough, it is 
not good enough, and we deserve 
much better. Listen to our People, 
walk with our people.”

National Family Violence Pre-
vention and Legal Services’ Antoi-
nette Braybrook said promises to 
close the gap will mean nothing with-
out concrete action.

“Year after year we keep coming 
back and our people are still dying, 
still our people are being incar-
cerated,” she said. “Still Aborigi-
nal women are being bashed and 

murdered, still our children are 
being removed. It’s really sad for us 
as Aboriginal people.”

NACCHO chief executive Pat 
Turner said Aboriginal control-
led health services deliver the best 
model of integrated primary health 
care in Australia, and every Indig-
enous person should have access to 
these services.

“The Prime Minister (Malcolm 
Turnbull) committed to working with 
our people this morning and from this 
date on we expect nothing less,” she 
said.

“We can more than double the 
current 140 Aboriginal medical 
services that will improve health 
outcomes.

“Early childhood education 
delivered in a culturally respectful 
manner by our own people, trained 
to work locally in their communities, 
must be a priority.”

Solutions
NSW Aboriginal Land Council 

chair Roy Ah-See, who has recent-
ly been appointed to the Indigenous 
Advisory Council, applauded the 
Prime Minister’s commitment to 
work with Indigenous people and 
said he is looking forward to imple-
menting Indigenous-led solutions.

“Our people are still dying more 
than a decade before other Austral-
ians, too many of our young people 
are incarcerated or placed in out-of-
home care, too many of our women 
and children remain vulnerable to 
violence and too many of our people 
experience self-harm and mental 
health problems,” he said. 

“As the report indicates, progress 
in addressing this disadvantage has 
been far too slow.

“We should applaud the gains 
that have been made in literacy and 
numeracy, the numbers of young 
Aboriginal people completing Year 
12 and the improvements we are 
beginning to see in health.

“These improvements show us 
that positive change is possible – par-
ticularly when Aboriginal people our-
selves are the drivers of that change.

“This is a generational chal-
lenge and we have to keep the fi ght 
up because the lives of our children 
depend on it.”

Reconciliation Australia chief 
executive Justin Mohamed said 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
people should be hopeful about the 
Closing the Gap report because the 
gains that have been made came at a 
time of instability. 

“If these positive gains can be 
achieved in an environment of uncer-
tainty, imagine how much progress 
we would see with resourcing beyond 
one- to three-year funding cycles,” he 
said.

“Organisations and communities 
would be able to conduct their vital 
work in an environment of certainty. 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
organisations and communities have 
the answers; they have been leading 
the way.

“The goodwill is there, but we 
need to be committed to harnessing 
it. The Redfern Statement provides 
an action plan designed by Aborigi-
nal and Torres Strait Islander lead-
ers. It is a blueprint to work for, and 
with, Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander peak bodies who know their 
communities.”

What the report 
reveals

A snapshot of results revealed in 
the 2017 Closing the Gap report:
• Indigenous mortality: The target 

to halve the gap by 2018 is not 
on track, with the 2015 rate just 
outside the target range. Over the 
longer term (1998-2015), the child 
mortality rate declined by 33%. 

• Life expectancy: The target to 
close the gap by 2031 is not on 
track based on data since the 2006 
baseline. Over the longer term, 
total mortality rate declined by 
15% between 1998 and 2015, 
with the largest decline from 
circulatory disease (the leading 
cause of Indigenous deaths). 
However, the mortality rate from 
cancer (the second leading cause 
of death) is rising and the gap is 
widening.

• Early childhood education: The 
target is for 95% of all four-
year-olds to be enrolled in early 
childhood education by 2025. In 
2015, 87% were enrolled.

• School attendance: The 
attendance rate in 2016 was 
83.4%, similar to 2014 (83.5%) 
compared to the non-indigenous 

rate of 93.1 %. Progress needs 
to accelerate to achieve the 2018 
target.

• Literacy and numeracy: The target 
to halve the gap by 2018 is not 
on track. Latest data shows of the 
eight areas measured (reading and 
numeracy for Years 3, 5, 7 and 9), 
only one (Year 9 numeracy) is on 
track.

• Year 12 attainment: The target 
to halve the gap by 2020 is on 
track. Nationally the proportion of 
Indigenous 20-24 year-olds who 
achieved Year 12 or equivalent 
increased from 45.4% in 2008 to 
61.5% in 2014-15.

• Employment: The 2018 target 
to halve the gap is not on track. 
While there has been an increase 
in the Indigenous employment 
rate since 1994, there has been a 
decline since 2008. In 2014-15, 
the Indigenous employment rate 
was 48.4%, compared with 72.6% 
for non-Indigenous Australians.

Source: The Prime Minister’s Closing 
the Gap report. 
Koori Mail 

From the archives The end of Joh Bjelke-Petersen

– The Guardian, December 1987

Closing the Gap report

Six gap targets 
aren’t on track

This year’s Closing the Gap Report demonstrates the absolute need for the federal government to work more closely 

with Indigenous people. 

Speak out! Defend Penalty Rates
5 pm Wednesday March 1 – Murray Street Mall Perth CBD 

For more information contact Aaron on 0426 978 195 Organised by the Retail and Fast Food Workers Union, RAFFWU

Perth
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Bob Briton

It was Benjamin Netanyahu’s fi rst 
offi cial visit to Australia and the 
fi rst by a serving Israeli prime 
minister since the foundation of 
that country in 1948. In these days 
of increasingly frequent offi cial 
visits and showing of the diplo-
matic fl ag, such an occasion was 
bound to happen at some point. 
But why now, exactly? The Israeli 
PM claimed his inaugural tour 
had been “wonderful”. “This has 
been a wonderful visit here. You 
people are amazing,” Netanyahu 
told Foreign Minister Julie Bishop 
before they headed into secret 
bilateral talks.

Julie Bishop had just returned 
from her own whirlwind tour of the 
UK and the US, where she met lead-
ers from the Trump Administration. 
For what seems like the millionth 
time, she committed the Australian 
people to the war-fi ghting US Alli-
ance and support for any actions the 
US might like to take in the South 
China Sea. She was already on record 
backing Trump’s all but universally 
deplored “strong immigration and 
border protection policies”.

Netanyahu’s visit attracted pro-
tests by people outraged at Israel’s 
continued denial of the rights of the 
Palestinian people, including to a 
sovereign state within secure bor-
ders. The offi cial reception, however, 
couldn’t have been warmer. Speaking 
in the Sydney Central Synagogue, 
Australian PM Malcolm Turnbull 
painted the offi cial Zionist picture of 

Israel as a peace-loving, reasonable 
nation surrounded by irrational and 
hostile neighbours.

He took the theme up again in a 
piece for the Australian last week. 
“Our peoples are bound together fi rst 
and foremost by the values we share 
– a mutual commitment to freedom, 
democracy and the rule of law,” the 
PM wrote. He made the claim about 
respect for the rule of law in the face 
of the evidence he quoted in the same 
column. “In a speech to the UN Gen-
eral Assembly in 2015, Prime Min-
ister Netanyahu pointed out that in 
the preceding 12 months, the Gen-
eral Assembly had adopted 20 res-
olutions critical of Israel, compared 
to just one in response to the war in 
Syria …,” Turnbull lamented.

According to the Australian 
PM, the world has it all wrong and 
Israel is being subjected to an cam-
paign of vilifi cation for no reason at 
all. Turnbull made it clear Australia 
will cleave to its uncritical line and 
continue to ignore international pro-
tests such as the UN Security Coun-
cil’s recent condemnation of Israeli 
endorsement of settlements on Pal-
estinian land. The Israeli parliament 
has declared 4,000 Jewish settlers’ 
homes “legal” retroactively in a 
move prompting almost universal 
condemnation.

Turnbull made no mention of 
Israel’s belligerence in the affairs of 
the Middle East, including support 
for groups using the most blood-
curdling methods to dismember 
and destroy the sovereign nation of 
Syria. Like its master in the US, the 

government of Israel has sought to 
create division and confl ict to pursue 
its geo-political agenda.

In his jocular speech at the 
Sydney Central Synagogue, Netan-
yahu extended an invitation to the 
celebrity-studded audience to visit 
greater Israel soon. “I want you to 
walk the streets of the old city in 
Jerusalem and hike in the Golan – 
by the way the Golan will never go 
back to Syria!,” he said. The Golan 
Heights is internationally recognised 
as Syrian territory but has been occu-
pied by Israel since the end of the Six 
Day War in 1967 despite UN Resolu-
tion 497 denying the legality of Israe-
li control and occupation.

What appears to be happening 
internationally is that even closer 
ties are being drawn between the 

most eager supporters of US imperi-
alism. International law and the will 
of almost the entire international 
community as expressed in the UN 
General Assembly mean nothing to 
this group of ugly proponents of the 
“might is right” doctrine at work. 
Early speculation that, under a Trump 
Administration, the US might pull 
back to some extent from its global 
hegemonic role has proven incorrect. 
Trump is foreshadowing the “great-
est military build-up in American his-
tory” and is pressuring NATO to do 
likewise. Australia is already fully 
committed to this war-fi ghting strat-
egy, as is Netanyahu.

The danger of the current policy 
to peace in the Middle East and to the 
future security of Israel is clear to just 
about everybody outside Netanyahu’s 

elite cheer squad. Former PMs Rudd 
and Hawke were joined by retired 
Labor luminaries Bob Carr and 
Gareth Evans in warning of the 
threat current Israeli actions pose to 
the possibility of a two state solution 
for Israel and Palestine. They were 
rounded on by people like Labor 
backbencher Michael Danby. Venom 
was directed at those in the commu-
nity promoting an international cam-
paign of boycott, divestment and 
sanctions (BDS) against Israel.

This is a telltale sign that BDS is 
hurting and the best chance for the 
people of the world, including those 
living in the countries comprising 
the increasingly ugly US Alliance, 
to achieve justice for the Palestini-
an people and reduce confl ict in the 
Middle East. 

The Jewish community welcomes Netanyahu at a Bondi Synagogue.

“Bibi” and the uglies

In WA

Climate change, health 
and renewables
Richard Titelius

In the lead up into the March 
11 state election, the largest ever 
coalition on climate change in WA 
history had its launch at Edith 
Cowan University. This alliance 
was made up of the Conservation 
Council of Western Australia, the 
many affi liates which make up 
this organisation, and about 40 
other faith groups, trade unions, 
doctors, health professional and 
renewable energy organisations 
and sought to bring the triple 
issue of health, climate change 
and renewable energy into elec-
tion focus.

The two major political par-
ties have shown little interest in the 
climate change/renewable energy 
issue as they do not see it as a major 
state-level electoral issue. The Lib-
erals have shown little interest as 
evidenced by the policies over their 
past two terms in this state. State 
Labor wants to be seen as being 
responsible and waiting until the 
electorate are ready to embrace 
renewable energy. The Greens WA 
are the only political party to have 
announced a renewable energy 
target of 100% renewables by 
2030. The forum at Edith Cowan 
Uni attracted over 200 participants 
demonstrating that health, climate 
change and renewable energy are 
issues that the electorate were pas-
sionate about and not just confi ned 
to members of the Greens WA.

The fi rst speaker was Professor 
Fiona Stanley who said that climate 
change was a health issue as more 
extreme weather – especially heat 
– was affecting the health of people 
and especially those who are born 
into these changed climate condi-
tions. Over the last 10-15 years a 
number of weather event records 
have been broken including 2015 
and 2016 being consecutively the 
hottest years on record.

Professor Stanley said that a 
small change in the average tem-
perature over a year equals a large 
change in extremes, and these 
extremes in temperature affect our 
bodies. If present patterns continue, 
by the year 2100 we will be look-
ing at average temperatures of over 
40C.

Changes in climate will also 
affect food availability which we 
are already seeing in the Indian sub-
continent and in parts of Africa and 
Asia. Professor Stanley also said 
that young children and babies will 
also become more susceptible to 
diseases and environmental threats 
such as emerging microtoxins.

Michael Lord from Beyond 
Zero Emissions began by suggest-
ing that Australia can go beyond 
zero emissions within ten years 
using existing technologies. Lord’s 
research found that all coal fi red 
power stations need to shut down 
in developed countries by 2035. 
Coal powered fi re stations and other 
non-renewable forms of energy 

production need to end to stop or 
limit the amount of carbon in the 
atmosphere going beyond 350-400 
ppm as this is what would push 
average temperature growth beyond 
2.0 - 2.5 degrees and limit the nega-
tive consequences.

Lord spoke of three phases 
of the movement towards renew-
able energy. The fi rst phase was the 
establishment of renewable energy 
production and effi ciency. Phase 
two would see the movement of 
energy intensive industries or pro-
duction processes to those coun-
tries and the third phase will be that 
those countries which develop high 
quality will renewable energy pro-
ducers will be able to export this 
energy.

This vision of renewable 
energy is available in a publication, 
“Renewable Energy Superpower”, 
and Lord added that Australia could 
potentially produce more renew-
able energy than it produces carbon-
based energy and especially coal. In 
addition to wind and solar energy, 
renewable energy was also available 
in wave energy and geo thermal. 
Uranium is not considered renew-
able energy nor clean technology.

The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia calls on all political parties 
to show a commitment to develop 
renewable energy targets and devel-
op strategies to achieve those tar-
gets to preserve not only jobs but a 
sustainable future in which to keep 
those jobs. 

Sydney

National Rally

FIGHT BACK
Protect Our Jobs

11:00 am Thursday March 9
Governor Phillip Tower – 1 Farrer Place Sydney CBD

The Turnbull government has waged war on all workers in the construction industry.

New ABCC laws affect all of us:
Jobs will be lost

Lives will be lost – safety is at risk
Job security will be gone

Limits on casual workers are banned
More temporary visa workers
No priority for local workers
Apprenticeships under threat

No limits on overtime
No proper rest breaks

Join thousands of construction Workers around the country
We’re fi ghting for our jobs – We’re fi ghting for our safety – We’re fi ghting for our rights

CFMEU Construction

May Day May Day 

International BrigadeInternational Brigade

Cuba – April 24 to May 8, 2017

On the occasion of the International Workers’ Day, 
and as a special tribute to Fidel Castro and Ernesto Che Guevara 

(The 50th anniversary of Che’s death)

The Brigade will take place in the provinces of 
Havana, Artemisa, Villa Clara and Cienfuegos, Cuba

Registration will be open until March 30, 2017
The Cuban Institute of Friendship with the Peoples (ICAP) and its travel agency Amistur Cuba, SA

For more info: www.cpa.org.au/whats-on
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This article deals with wages and 
some factors which determine 
their level. 

The worker sells his/her labour 
power to the employer in return 
for wages. Labour power includes 
the physical ability to work and 
the technical skills which have 
been developed in the course of 
schooling and experience.

In offering their labour power 
for sale, the worker thereby turns his 
power to work into a commodity, in 
much the same way as other com-
modities are offered for sale in the 
market place. 

The wages paid by the employer 
are the price the employer pays for 
the purchase of the worker’s labour 
power. Like other commodities, 
the price which the purchaser (the 
employer) is prepared to pay is infl u-
enced by a number of factors.

One of these is supply and 
demand. If there is full employment 
and a shortage of labour, individual 
employers will compete with each 
other to secure the available work-
ers for their particular employment. 
They achieve this by offering higher 
wages.

The employers much prefer the 
existence of a pool of unemployed so 
they may use the threat of dismissal 
to keep wages down. This is the situ-
ation now in all the capitalist coun-
tries. The fear of getting the sack has 
already persuaded some workers to 
accept a policy of wage restraint. 

But supply and demand is not 
the basic factor which determines 
the level of wages any more than it 
does for other commodities. It is a 
secondary factor. 

The outcome of the wages strug-
gle between capital and labour is 
another factor.

The aim of the worker is to 
improve his living standard and one 
of the main ways this may be done is 
by increasing real wages.

The aim of the employer is to 
increase his profi ts to the maximum.

The worker and employer, in 
entering into a relationship in the 
course of production, have contra-
dictory aims and because the worker 
receives his wage from the employer 

and the employer derives his profi t 
from the labour of the worker, a con-
stant confl ict rages.

The result of this struggle has 
some infl uence on wage levels at any 
particular time. Well organised and 
militant workplaces are able to do 
better than unorganised ones. There 
are plenty of examples to prove this 
point. 

But this is another secondary 
factor in the actual determination of 
the value of wages.

Modern capitalist society 
requires a pool of millions of people 
available to do the work of providing 
raw materials, producing commodi-
ties for sale and providing services. 
If there were merely employers with 
stacks of money capital and machines 
but no workers, nothing would get 
done. (It is worthwhile making the 
point that capitalists cannot do with-
out workers, but workers can do 
without capitalists).

Workers are not created by 
some magic wand – not even by the 
most sophisticated computer. They 
are born; they have to be nurtured, 
trained and educated, kept in good 
health, housed and so on.

A supply of necessaries are con-
sumed in the process of a person 
growing up, maintaining life and 
then, at a certain age, being available 
for work. The workers’ needs con-
tinue during life for his own main-
tenance and to reproduce his kind. 
Therefore, the worker has to provide 
for a family and the reproduction of 
children.

In our society, these needs are 
averaged out and for many years they 
were expressed in what was known 
as the Basic Wage. This wage was for 
many years based on the “C Series 
Index” which recorded the cost of 
food and groceries, rent of a four- 
and five-roomed house, clothing 
for a man, wife and three children, 
household drapery and hardware, 
fuel, lighting and some miscellane-
ous items.

Today, the “C Series Index” has 
been replaced by the Consumer Price 
Index (CPI) and is used in much the 
same way in wage assessment.

A former Chief Judge of the 
Arbitration Court said in one of his 

judgements: “On our accepted stand-
ards of living, looking at it from the 
needs point of view only, I regard the 
present basic wage as adequate for 
a family unit of three but a meagre 
existence for a family unit of four.

Another Judge of the Arbitra-
tion Court, in an attempt to deter-
mine a wage which was said to be 
“fair and reasonable,” came to the 
conclusion that it should satisfy “the 
normal needs of the average employ-
ee regarded as a human being in a 
civilised community.” Note again the 
reference to needs. 

The needs of individuals, of 
course, change as social standards 
and expectations change, but these 
variations do not alter the basic prin-
ciple by which wages are determined.

As basic human needs do not 
vary so very much from one indi-
vidual to another (we can eat only 
so much, sleep in only one bed, live 
under only one roof and so on), it 
might be assumed that wages should 
be equal or nearly equal. We know 
this is not so.

Some wage variations in our 
society have arisen based on skill 
or academic training and this is 
reflected in the many campaigns 
to maintain “relativities” in wages. 
The supply and demand and class 
struggle factors have already been 
mentioned.

But the infl uence of these fac-
tors and the size of wage differences 
should not be exaggerated. 

All workers’ wages are deter-
mined fundamentally by their needs 
but the “wages” of employers, that is 
the profi ts made, bear no relationship 
whatever to the individual needs of 
the employer. An individual share-
holder may have an income of hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars and it 
may be derived without any work 
whatsoever.

The whole history of argumen-
tation concerning wage fi xation in 
Australia and all the methods used 
to assess wages by the various courts 
and commissions is a living con-
fi rmation of Marx’s theory on this 
question.

It confirms the conclusion 
reached by Karl Marx that “the value 
of labouring power is determined by 
the value of the necessities required 
to produce develop, maintain, and 
perpetuate the labouring power”. 
(Wages, Price and Profi t, K Marx, p 
34 Progress Publishers)

To put it another way: Wages 
are the monetary expression of the 
value of labour power which is deter-
mined by the social average of hours 
required to produce the food, cloth-
ing, shelter and so on which are 
needed to produce and reproduce a 
worker’s capacity to work.

If the wages of workers are deter-
mined in one way and the profi ts of 
employers arise in another way, the 
next question to arise concerns the 
source of profi ts. They do not fall 
from the skies nor are they “earned 
by the employer as a result of his 
own work. Readers will probably 
agree that they are derived from the 
exploitation of workers.
This is the fi rst of an occasional 
column on theory and practice. 

Australia

Basics

Prices, wages, profi ts 
and infl ation

The Australian Council of Trade 
Unions has made a submission 
to the long-running Productivity 
Commission Inquiry into Human 
Services, strongly arguing against 
moves to privatise any services in 
the sector – such as social hous-
ing, public hospitals, specialist 
palliative care and public dental 
services.

Australian unions reiterate the 
view that privatisation has never 
delivered the positive results its pro-
ponents promise it will, in fact quite 
the opposite is true. Privatisation of 
key public services has delivered 
higher costs, fewer services, poorer 
quality services and less jobs.

In addition the submission argues 
that:
• In social housing, the solutions 

advanced by the Commission 
would result in rent increases for 
social housing and in the private 
rental market, leaving those most 
needing assistance unable to 
access housing;

• For public hospitals, the 
Commission’s recommendations 
are nothing more than an attempt 
to undermine pay and conditions 
in the sector; and

• The structure of the inquiry itself 
is fl awed, with a small number 
of specifi c recommendations for 
reform contained in the issues 
paper. By only detailing specifi c 
proposals in the last phase of the 
year-long inquiry, only months 
before the Commission reports 
to government, the Commission 
is attempting to limit meaningful 

stakeholder feedback on sweeping 
reforms to vital sectors.

“Australians won’t stand by 
while the Liberal Government pri-
vatises vital public services,” said 
ACTU president Ged Kearney. “We 
expect the government to improve the 
services it provides us with, not strip 
their assets, starve them of resources 
and ultimately sell them off to in the 
name of so-called ‘effi ciencies’.

“There is simply no evidence that 
privatisation of government services 
will deliver any benefi t to the Aus-
tralian people.

“In fact, recent experiences in 
the vocational training sector show 
that it’s much more likely for costs 
to skyrocket and rogue operators to 
proliferate.” 

Stop the sell-off
Politics in the Pub Perth

International Women’s Day 2017
Communist women and friends 

talk about issues affecting women

Class and gender, pay gap, domestic violence 
and the struggle for women’s rights

6-8 pm Wednesday March 8
@ 43 Below Bar and Restaurant
43 Barrack St Perth CBD opposite Perth Town Hall

Free entry, food and drink available on sale
For more information:

perth@cpa.org.au or 0419 812 872
polticsinthepub.blogspot.com.au facebook.com/PiPPerth

All welcome!
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Finian Cunningham

The adage about “One Man’s Terrorist is 
Another Man’s Freedom Fighter” is aptly 
paraphrased for the running battle in 
Washington between President Trump and 
his intelligence agencies. Only instead of 
“terrorist” substitute the word “leaker”.

Prominent sections of the US media are 
willingly acting as conduits for intelligence 
agencies leaking classifi ed government infor-
mation to damage the Trump White House. 
The media and Trump’s political enemies are 
thus acting as accomplices in criminal disclo-
sure of supposedly secret government infor-
mation, which at another time the same media 
and politicians would condemn as treasonous. 
Think Edward Snowden or Chelsea Manning 
for instance.

Trump has hit back after his National 
Security Advisor Michael Flynn was forced to 
resign over disclosed phone contacts he had 
with Russian ambassador Sergey Kislyak ear-
lier this year. With barely contained anger, 
Trump described the leaks as “criminal” and 
“un-American” and has scorned media outlets 
for conspiring to destabilise his presidency – 
only less than one month after taking offi ce.

In turn, media outlets like the New York 
Times, Washington Post and CNN have dispar-
aged Trump for trying to “defl ect” the issue 
away from alleged contacts with Russian state 
offi cials to the issue of intelligence services 
leaking classifi ed information. Such disclosure 
is a criminal offence, punishable by jail for 
breach of government secrecy rules.

Trump does have a point though. The 
practice of leaking confi dential information by 
security services is a grave breach.

But there is something of a contradiction 
here on both sides of the fi ght.

When Donald Trump was campaigning 
as presidential candidate he openly revelled 
in the leaking of classifi ed information by the 
WikiLeaks whistleblower website because 
much of the disclosure was highly damaging to 
his Democrat rival Hillary Clinton, originating 
partly during her tenure as Secretary of State.

“Like candy”
Now the shoe is on the other foot. President 

Trump is screaming about classifi ed informa-
tion being leaked and given out “like candy” to 
media outlets. Because now the leaks are dam-
aging his administration with allegations that 
some of his aides were in close contact with 
Russian government offi cials. The alleged con-
tacts go beyond just former National Security 
Adviser Michael Flynn. The New York Times 
this week reported anonymous US offi cials 
claiming that several of Trump’s aides also 
shared contact with Russians.

Ironically, some of these major US media 
outlets appear indifferent to the criminal 
offence of leaking classifi ed information by 
intelligence agencies. They want to focus on 
the alleged content of the leaks, namely that 
Trump and his team are supposedly compro-
mised by clandestine Russian connections. Yet, 
during the election campaign these same outlets 
showed little interest in publishing the damag-
ing content of information leaked by WikiLeaks 
against Hillary Clinton. Part of that indifference 
was feigned to be a concern over publishing 
leaked classifi ed information.

Again, now the shoe is on the other foot. 
US media outlets that were previously shunning 
leaked information about their favoured can-
didate, Clinton, are now all too willing to run 
with leaks damaging President Trump, whom 
they were decidedly opposed to becoming the 
White House occupant.

However, to be fair to Trump when he was 
a benefi ciary of leaks against Clinton during 
the election campaign he was then a private 
citizen. There is no evidence that he colluded 
with the source of the leaks, either WikiLeaks 
or, as is alleged, Russian hackers. Also, much 
of the damaging information against Clinton – 
her paid connections to Wall Street banks for 
instance – was obtained from private emails 
between her as a Democrat candidate and the 
Democratic National Committee, not when she 
was in offi ce as the Secretary of State during 
the Obama administration. That information 
was not classifi ed government correspondence, 
so therefore was fair game for publishing.

Whereas the current leaks against President 
Trump by intelligence agencies or government 
offi cials are a clear breach of secrecy laws on 
classifi ed information. Those leaks are clearly 
intended at undermining a sitting president by 
insinuating that his alleged contacts with Rus-
sian offi cials are potentially treasonous.

Infamous Watergate
The media clamour over Trump’s alleged 

Russian connections are fuelling a growing 
chorus in Congress for further investigations. 
Media pundits and lawmakers are boldly using 
the word “treason” to describe Trump’s alleged 
contacts with Russia. Some are even referring 
to the infamous Watergate scandal that led to 
President Nixon’s ouster in 1974.

The Washington Post which famously 
helped uncover the Watergate scandal pub-
lished an editorial this week declaring: “The 
nation needs answers, not deflections, on 
Russia and Trump”.

The Post editors write: “The news [sic] 
that members of President Trump’s circle had 
repeated contacts with Russian intelligence 
offi cials in the year before the election, report-
ed by the New York Times, might have been 
less concerning if the president had responded 
by explaining or condemning the contacts and 
accepting the need for an impartial investiga-
tion. Instead, he dashed off a half-dozen tweets 
in which he curiously both denied the news 
[sic] and attacked the leakers who disclosed it. 
In so doing, he gave more cause for Republi-
cans and Democrats to demand answers about 
his opaque and increasingly troubling ties with 
Moscow”.

What the Washington Post innocuously 
calls “news” is actually leaked claims from 
anonymous US intelligence offi cials, which are 
illegal. It is also hardly news since the informa-
tion is unverifi able claims made by anonymous 
sources.

Nevertheless, the Post castigates Trump for 
drawing attention to the illegality of the leaks. 
And it goes on emphatically to demand answers 

about his opaque and increasingly troubling ties 
with Moscow.

The dubious priority here is not to ques-
tion the ethics of leaking classifi ed informa-
tion, but rather to push the vapid, unverifi able 
hearsay that impugns the president for allegedly 
having private communications with the Rus-
sians. Trump has fl atly denied that any such 
contacts were ever made during his campaign.

Ironically, the connection to Watergate is 
more than it might appear to be. That scandal 
is commonly thought of as a “high point” of 
American journalism, in which intrepid report-
ers from the Washington Post dared to help 
bring down a Republican president for involve-
ment in “dirty tricks” against Democrats 
hatched in 1972. A more nuanced account is 
given by author Russ Baker, in his book Family 
of Secrets about the Bush dynasty and the CIA. 
Baker provides evidence that the Washington 
Post was actually led by intelligence agencies 
to stitch up Richard Nixon whom they had 
come to oppose over his shady self-serving pol-
itics. Watergate and the demise of Nixon was 
thus less a triumph of democracy and media 
righteousness and more a coup by the Deep 
State against Nixon in which the Washington 
Post served as the conduit.

The nature of today’s shenanigans with 
Trump may be different in the precise details. 
But the modus operandi appears to be the 
same. A sitting president is out of favour with 
the Deep State and the latter is orchestrating 
a media campaign of leaks to dislodge him. 
Appropriately, the Washington Post is again 
at the forefront of the Deep State operation to 
thwart the president, this time Trump, as with 
Nixon before.

The story of Trump being a potentially 
treasonous pawn being manipulated by Russia 
is too impossibly far-fetched to be credi-
ble. Trump denies it, and Moscow denies it. 
Trump’s former National Security Adviser 
Michael Flynn appears indeed to have had 
contact with the Russian ambassador during 
Trump’s transition to the White House. But the 

content of the conversation has been blown 
out of all proportion by US intelligence and 
media to contrive the narrative that Trump is 
in cahoots with Moscow.

The upshot is that Trump’s avowed policy 
of restoring friendlier relations with Russia is 
being hampered at every turn. The president is 
being goaded into having to deny he is a Rus-
sian stooge and to prove that he is not soft on 
Moscow – by, for example, stating this week 
through his White House spokesman Sean 
Spicer that “Russian must hand back Crimea 
to Ukraine”.

Evidently, the big purpose here is to direct 
Trump to adopt a harder line on Russia and to 
abandon any notion of developing cordial rela-
tions. Either he must tow the line, or he will 
be hounded by leaks, media speculation and 
Congressional probes until he is impeached. 
This is because the Deep State – primarily the 
military-industrial complex that is the perma-
nent government of the US – is predicated on a 
strategic policy of adversity towards Russia and 
any other designated geopolitical rival.

Meanwhile, amid the raging war between 
the Trump White House and the US intelligence 
network, which includes sections of the media, 
Russia said this week that relations between the 
two countries were suffering.

Dmitry Peskov, spokesman for President 
Vladimir Putin, lamented that the turmoil in 
Washington was turning into a lost opportunity 
for the US and Russia to normalize relations 
and get on with bigger, far more urgent tasks 
of cooperation in world affairs.

And that impasse between the US and 
Russia, it would seem, is the whole object 
lesson from Trump’s war with powerful ele-
ments within his own state.

Trump may have been elected president. 
But other darker forces in America’s power 
structure are intent on over-ruling him when 
it comes to policy on Russia. Trump’s Water-
gate is all about drowning out a genuine reset 
with Russia.
Information Clearing House 

Trump’s Watergate

A sitting president is out of favour with the Deep State 
and the latter is orchestrating a media campaign of leaks 

to dislodge him. Appropriately, the Washington Post
 is again at the forefront of the Deep State operation to 

thwart the president, this time Trump, as with Nixon before.
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John W Whitehead

“This light of history is pitiless; it has a 
strange and divine quality that, luminous as 
it is, and precisely because it is luminous, 
often casts a shadow just where we saw a 
radiance; out of the same man it makes two 
different phantoms, and the one attacks and 
punishes the other, the darkness of the despot 
struggles with the splendor of the captain. 
Hence a truer measure in the fi nal judgment 
of the nations. Babylon violated diminishes 
Alexander; Rome enslaved diminishes 
Caesar; massacred Jerusalem diminishes 
Titus. Tyranny follows the tyrant. Woe to the 
man who leaves behind a shadow that bears 
his form.” 

Victor Hugo, Les Misérables
Let’s talk about President Obama’s legacy, 

shall we?
This was a candidate who was ushered into 

offi ce promising hope and change, pledging to 
put an end to the endless wars that were bank-
rupting the country (he was actually awarded 
the Nobel Peace Prize in anticipation of his 
efforts to bring about world peace), and vowing 
to put an end of the corporate revolving door 
that had turned our republic into an oligarchy.

After eight years in offi ce, Barack Obama 
leaves our nation with a weakened Constitu-
tion that has been dealt one crippling blow after 
another by court rulings and government over-
reach, with more militarised police empow-
ered to shoot fi rst and ask questions later, 
with more SWAT team raids, with more gov-
ernment corruption, with more debt than ever 
before (US$19 trillion and rising), with more 
racial tensions bubbling over into confronta-
tions, with even greater surveillance intruding 
into the privacy of the citizenry, with less toler-
ance for free speech and thought, with taxpay-
ers groaning under the weight of even more 
taxes disguised as fi nes and fees, with a more 
“imperial” president empowered to act unilater-
ally through the use of signing statements and 
executive orders, with a greater risk of blow-
back from military occupations, drone strikes 
and endless wars abroad, and with a citizenry 
more broken and oppressed than ever.

In other words, Obama leaves our nation 
worse off than when he took offi ce.

You won’t hear any of this from Obama, 
who believes he would have been re-elected 
had he been permitted to run for a third term. 
Nor will you hear it from the celebrities who 
are quick to sing Obama’s praises, while liken-
ing Donald Trump to Hitler. And you certainly 
won’t hear it from those who are staging sit-
ins, marches and acts of civil disobedience to 
protest Trump’s election, while having failed to 
voice even a whisper of protest over Obama’s 
long list of civil liberties abuses.

Yet the reality we must contend with is that 
the world is a far more dangerous place today 
than it was eight years ago, and Obama must 
shoulder some of the blame for that. As Presi-
dent Harry S Truman recognised, “The buck 
stops here.”

How did we come to this?
How did a politician who showed such 

potential and managed to ignite such positive 
feelings among the citizenry, young and old 
alike, go from being a poster child for hope and 
change to being the smiling face of a govern-
ment that is blind, deaf and dumb to the needs 
of its citizens?

Let me answer my own question in a round-
about way by quoting something actor Meryl 
Streep said recently in her recent Golden Globe 
acceptance speech.

Ostensibly taking aim at Trump for imitat-
ing a disabled reporter, Streep declared: “This 

instinct to humiliate, when it’s modelled by 
someone in the public platform, by someone 
powerful, it fi lters down into everybody’s life, 
because it kind of gives permission for other 
people to do the same thing. Disrespect invites 
disrespect. Violence incites violence. And when 
the powerful use their position to bully others, 
we all lose.”

Streep is right in one sense.
We all lose when the powerful infl ict vio-

lence, humiliation, disrespect on others.
However, where Streep goes wrong is in 

failing to recognise that “we the people” have 
been on the losing end of this relationship long 
before Trump’s name was even being batted 
about as a possible candidate for the White 
House.

Indeed, the agents of the Obama adminis-
tration – many of whom belong to that perma-
nent government bureaucracy that is unaltered 
by elections and fl ows in a continuous line from 
one president to another – have been consistent-
ly and persistently infl icting violence, humilia-
tion and disrespect on the citizenry for the past 
eight years.

Every time a SWAT team funded by gov-
ernment grants crashes through a door, that’s an 
infl iction of violence. Every drone strike that 
kills innocent civilians is infl icting violence on 
the less powerful. Every roadside stop that ends 
with an unwarranted strip search is infl icting 
humiliation on the less powerful. Every law 
that criminalises the speech or activities of 
those whose views may not jibe with the main-
stream is tantamount to government-sanctioned 
bullying.

So for those lamenting the perils of a 
Trump presidency, who have been quick to 
blame racism, sexism and even the Russians for 
Trump’s electoral victory, you might want to 
consider the old Native American proverb that 
says “every time you point a fi nger in scorn – 
there are three remaining fi ngers pointing right 
back at you.”

As civil rights activist Cornel West con-
cluded, “The reign of Obama did not produce 
the nightmare of Donald Trump – but it did 
contribute to it. And those Obama cheerleaders 

who refused to make him accountable bear 
some responsibility.”

West goes on to document the many mis-
steps that contributed to Obama’s failed legacy: 
his allegiance to Wall Street, the drone strikes 
that have killed innocent civilians, the demoni-
sation of whistleblowers, the killing of US cit-
izens without due process, and his refusal to 
hold police accountable for excessive force and 
civil rights violations among others.

As West writes:
“The mainstream media and academia failed 
to highlight these painful truths linked to 
Obama. Instead, most well-paid pundits on 
TV and radio celebrated the Obama brand. 
And most black spokespeople shamelessly 
defended Obama’s silences and crimes in 
the name of racial symbolism and their own 
careerism. How hypocritical to see them 
now speak truth to white power when most 
went mute in the face of black power. Their 
moral authority is weak and their newfound 
militancy is shallow.”

Let me also say that this is not only an 
indictment of all that Obama has failed to do in 
the past eight years. It is also an indictment of 
those administrations prior to Obama, Demo-
crat and Republican alike, which have contrib-
uted to our present sorry state of affairs. And it 
is a warning to Trump as he begins to carve out 
a path for his own administration.

Every time I write one of these diatribes 
about the government, I’m always asked “what 
can I do to push back against the government?”

My answer, which I fl esh out in greater 
detail in my book Battlefi eld America: The War 
on the American People, is always the same: 
When all is said and done, politicians are only 
as effective, trustworthy and accountable as 
they are made to be. And they are only made 
to be effective, trustworthy and accountable 
when the citizenry stays engaged, informed and 
active in the workings of government.

One of the best models I know for a citizen 
who took the duties of citizenship to heart every 
moment of the day was my good friend, mentor 
and hero Nat Hentoff – one of the nation’s most 
respected, controversial and uncompromising 
writers and a lifelong champion of the First 
Amendment – who passed away on Saturday, 
January 7, 2017, at the age of 91.

Nat was a radical in the best sense of the 
word, a feisty, fi ercely loyal, inveterate freedom 
fi ghter and warrior journalist with a deep-seated 
intolerance of injustice and a love of America 

that weathered the best and worst this nation 
has had to offer.

Nat didn’t live to see the last days of 
Obama’s reign, but he saw enough to describe 
the nation’s 44th president as “possibly the 
most dangerous and destructive president we 
have ever had.” A few years back, I asked Nat 
how he maintains his optimism in the face 
of the constant barrage of discouraging news 
about government corruption, civil liberties 
abuses, war, etc.

I’ll end with Nat’s answer as he inscribed 
it in the foreword to my book A Government of 
Wolves: The Emerging American Police State:

Government offi cials like to claim that 
everything they are doing is for security, 
to keep America safe in the so-called war 
against terrorism. What they are really 
effectuating is a weakening of why we 
are Americans. A lot of Americans today 
have a very limited idea as to why they are 
Americans, let alone why we have a First 
Amendment or a Bill of Rights. People are 
becoming accustomed or conditioned to 
what’s going on now with the raping of the 
Fourth Amendment, for example. Too many 
Americans appear unconcerned about the 
loss of fundamental individual liberties – 
such as due process, the right to confront 
their government accusers in a courtroom, 
and the presumption of innocence – that are 
vital to being an American. Yet the reason we 
are vulnerable to being manipulated by the 
government out of fear is that most of us do 
not know and understand our liberties and 
how diffi cult it was to obtain them and how 
hard it is to keep them.

I have spent a lot of time studying our 
Founders and people like Samuel Adams. 
What Adams and the Sons of Liberty did 
in Boston was spread the word about the 
abuses of the British. They had Committees 
of Correspondence that got the word out 
to the colonies. We need Committees of 
Correspondence now. The danger we now 
face is admittedly greater than any we have 
had before. If I were to judge what I do 
and write on the basis of optimism, I would 
probably go back to writing novels, but I 
fi gure you have to do what you feel you have 
to do and just keep hoping and trying to get 
people to understand why we are Americans 
and what we are fi ghting to preserve.

The Rutherford Institute 

We All Lose
Obama’s legacy a Trump Presidency

Nat Hentoff – one of the nation’s most respected, controversial and uncompromising writers and a lifelong champion of the First Amendment.

After eight years in office, 
Barack Obama leaves our nation 
with a weakened Constitution.
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Only comedians should henceforth 
use the words Israel and rule of 
law in the same sentence after the 
disgusting military court judge-
ment of Abdel Fattah al-Sharif’s 
killer Elor Azaria. Sergeant 
Azaria was already guaranteed 
special treatment by facing a 
manslaughter charge rather than 
murder.

If approaching an unarmed inca-
pacitated enemy lying motionless on 
the ground and shooting him dead 
does not constitute murder, it is dif-
fi cult to see what could.

It beggars belief that Sergeant 
Azaria’s supporters portray such a 
cold-blooded killing as self-defence.

Yet such is Israel’s current atmos-
phere, where politicians compete to 
be more extreme in their anti-Arab 
racism, rejection of international 
law and encouragement of feelings 
of victimhood, that Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu demanded that 
the soldier be pardoned after initial-
ly backing the military decision to 
charge him.

Ministers in his government are 
already campaigning for this slap-on-
the-wrist sentence to be overturned.

No-one will be amazed to learn 
in time that his inevitable appeal 
has been granted or that he has been 
released into the custody of the army 
or whatever.

This case – and countless others – 
confi rms for all to see that, in the eyes 

of the Zionist state and its supporters, 
Arab lives are inconsequential.

Pro-Zionist commentators erect a 
false dichotomy in posing politicians’ 
encouragement of public displays of 
anti-Arab racism against the mili-
tary’s supposed ethical attachment.

Their intention is to perpetrate 
the myth that Israel has the most 
moral armed forces in the world 
when, in reality, they are the cutting 
edge of the Israeli apartheid state.

Previous experience indicates 
that, but for al-Sharif’s murder being 
captured on fi lm by a Palestinian 
human rights activist and released on 
social media, his killer would have 
faced no charges.

Palestinian Prisons Minister Issa 
Karaka’s assessment of the 18-month 
sentence as a joke and confirma-
tion of Israeli courts’ discrimination 
against Palestinians is indisputable. 
Nor is it a recent phenomenon.

The disparity in treatment 
between Palestinians held indefi-
nitely without trial in Israeli jails and 
the cosseted treatment of the Jewish 
terrorist convicted of prime minis-
ter Yitzhak Rabin’s murder lays this 
bare.

After Yigal Amir was jailed, he 
was allowed conjugal visits, allow-
ing his wife to bear a son, while inno-
cent Palestinians are denied such 
sensitivities.

Racist mistreatment of Pal-
estinian prisoners, even those not 

processed through Israel’s prejudiced 
court system, is justifi ed by calling 
them terrorists, but who are the real 
terrorists?

Abdel Fatah al-Sharif was a Pal-
estinian living in Hebron in the Israe-
li-occupied West Bank. His killer was 
a member of the armed forces of the 
occupying power.

International law recognises the 
right of resistance to military occu-
pation, yet in the Alice Through the 
Looking Glass world of imperialism 
and global media power, al-Sharif is 
demeaned as a terrorist.

The normal response of the 
zionist occupier to Palestinian acts 
of resistance is to apply collective 
punishment by destroying the family 
home.

No such penalty was imposed on 
Yigal Amir’s family home, that of 
Baruch Goldstein who carried out the 
1994 Cave of the Patriarchs massacre 
or any other Jewish terrorist.

This punishment is visited 
exclusively on Palestinians who 
resist Zionist domination and 
dispossession.

All Israeli governments are 

encouraged in their racist apartheid 
conduct by the behaviour of the inter-
national community, especially the 
US and European Union.

Every refusal to apply sanc-
tions to the Zionist state encourages 
them to drive Palestinians from the 
land and extend their illegal colonial 
settlements.

Governments, including our 
own, are complicit in Israel’s ongo-
ing crimes against the Palestinian 
people.
Morning Star 

IDF murder

Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu demanded that Elor Azaria be pardoned.

Trump’s anti-Iran coalition

Left must focus

Abdel Bari Atwan

Donald Trump’s new US admin-
istration has adopted the idea of 
forming a new Arab-Israeli axis 
to fi ght Iran. The objective is not 
actually to declare war on the 
Islamic Republic, but to exploit 
the notion of a growing Iranian 
threat to get the “Sunni” Arabs 
to fully normalise with the Israeli 
occupation, and to milk the Gulf 
states’ depleting coffers to fund 
American infrastructure projects 
as promised during Trump’s elec-
tion campaign.

The Obama administration also 
exploited the Iranian threat for the 
same purpose, selling US$130 bil-
lion worth of sophisticated aircraft 

and weaponry to the Gulf States, 
even while planning to contain Iran 
by political means and engage it in 
secret negotiations.

The right-wing Wall Street Jour-
nal reported that the Trump admin-
istration is in talks with Arab allies 
about having them form a military 
alliance that would share intelli-
gence with Israel to help counter 
Iran. It would be based in Egypt, 
and would include that country 
along with Saudi Arabia, the UAE 
and Jordan. Neither the formation of 
such a coalition nor the inclusion of 
Israel as a security/intelligence part-
ner comes as any surprise. Israeli 
Prime Minister Binyamin Netanya-
hu has said openly and on-the-record 
that his country’s ties with Saudi 

Arabia and other Gulf states do not 
need developing as they are already 
developed.

This alliance will be bankrolled 
by the Gulf States, and its vic-
tims will be Arabs – and especially 
Yemenis. Given its relative military 
weakness, Yemen is likely to be the 
alliance’s fi rst testing-ground under 
the pretext of countering Iran’s infl u-
ence and its armed proxies – mean-
ing the Houthi-Saleh alliance – in the 
country.

The payback to these Arab 
states, especially Saudi Arabia, for 
joining an unprecedented alliance 
with Israel is likely to be two-fold: 
amendment of the JASTA law which 
would allow victims of the 9/11 
attacks, whose perpetrators were 

mostly Saudis, to sue for compen-
sation; and US designation of the 
Muslim Brotherhood movement as 
a terrorist organisation.

Agreeing to this alliance would 
be an act of political and fi nancial 
suicide by its four proposed Arab 
members. It is trap into which a US 
administration that is despised both 
at home and internationally is trying 
to drag them in order to drain their 
resources. Regrettably, they seem 
to be walking into it with their eyes 
wide open.

The US is using the Iranian 
bogeyman to extort the Arab states 
and bog them down in sectarian wars. 
Sadly, they have been submitting to 
this extortion and raising white fl ags 
of surrender. They refuse to learn 

from previous experiences which 
affi rm that while Iran is becoming 
stronger and more infl uential, they – 
as “moderate” Arab friends of the US 
– have become increasingly weak, 
ineffective and bankrupt in every 
sense.

It is telling that Trump should 
be setting out to form this alliance 
at the same time as pronouncing 
the two-state solution in Palestine 
dead and buried and giving his ally 
Netanyahu the green light to hasten 
settlement expansion and swallow 
up whatever remains of the West 
Bank’s land.

Nothing could better illustrate 
the new low to which the Arab 
decline has sunk.
Information Clearing House 

European Council president 
Donald Tusk says that talks with 
US Vice-President Mike Pence 
have reassured him over the 
future of the Washington-Brussels 
alliance. US President Donald 
Trump has given EU chiefs sleep-
less nights over a possible change 
in US priorities.

In contrast to his predeces-
sor Barack Obama, he loudly wel-
comes Britain’s decision to leave 
the EU, though the partnership 
between the EU and US has profi t-
ed the ruling class on both sides of 
the Atlantic.

It has helped to stitch up inter-
national fi nancial institutions such 
as the World Bank and Interna-
tional Monetary Fund so that they 
push Western corporate interests 
(and promote neo-liberal ideology), 
making assistance to developing 
countries dependent on their open-
ing their public services to foreign 

takeover and selling public assets to 
transnational “investors.”

Using their leverage as the 
two biggest economic blocs on the 
planet, the US and EU have also 
fought to determine the rules of 
global trade through deals like the 
General Agreement on Trade in 
Services of the 1990s as well as its 
successors, the Trade in Services 
Agreement (Tisa), the Trans-Pacifi c 
Partnership (TPP) and Transatlantic 
Trade and Investment Partnership 
(TTIP).

All have limited the ability of 
national governments to determine 
who should provide or run serv-
ices and prioritised the interests of 
privately owned business over the 
public.

But with mass mobilisations 
derailing both the TPP and TTIP, 
and the voices of the develop-
ing world in Beijing, New Delhi, 
Brasilia and other countries 

increasingly critical of the IMF and 
World Bank’s control over interna-
tional fi nance, the EU-US alliance is 
not as powerful as it once was.

Trump’s aggressive rhetoric 
over imports hints that elements of 
the US ruling elite are beginning to 
see the EU as an imperialist rival, 
rather than a junior partner in main-
taining the Washington-led world 
order.

Then there’s NATO, the mili-
tary alliance in which Washington 
integrates the forces of its European 
allies to make them more effective 
tools of US foreign policy.

Trump’s periodic hostil-
ity to NATO – he has ridiculed it 
as “obsolete,” although at other 
times he has declared it the lynch-
pin of US security – horrifi es some 
and cheers others. The British left 
should avoid falling into either 
delusion.

NATO is not “essential to 

Britain’s security” – it is an aggres-
sive alliance whose forces have 
been used to tear countries apart in 
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Libya and 
elsewhere. Nor should we listen to 
scaremongering over the “Russian 
threat.”

The fact that Vladimir Putin’s 
nationalist regime is deeply 
unpleasant – persecuting homosexu-
als, clamping down on free speech 
and fi ddling elections, all while the 
country becomes ever more unequal 
– does not make it responsible for 
the militarisation of eastern Europe, 
which has been driven by Wash-
ington and Brussels through the 
far-right coup in Ukraine and the 
deployment of NATO troops and 
missiles ever further east.

NATO is an imperialist alliance, 
and one which progressives should 
seek to dismantle.

But Trump’s lack of enthu-
siasm for it does not mean he’s 

considering a less aggressive for-
eign policy. The naked aggres-
sion he has displayed against Iran 
– placing it “on notice” following 
an entirely legal ballistic missile 
test – combined with the ramped-up 
rhetoric against China and threats to 
Cuba and Venezuela show the risk 
of the US sparking a global war is 
higher than it has been for years.

The differences between Trump 
and his liberal critics are tactical: 
is a US-EU alliance the best way 
to maintain Washington’s global 
dominance, or not? And is Russia or 
China the most immediate threat to 
that dominance?

It is not the task of Britain’s 
left to answer those questions, but 
to fi ght our own government’s role 
in propping up an exploitative and 
murderous international system that 
spreads poverty and confl ict across 
the globe.
Morning Star 
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Charlotte Silver

Last month Israel’s parliament, the Knes-
set, approved a bill to retroactively legalise 
the expropriation by settlers of private Pal-
estinian land that has taken place over the 
last two decades.

Passed by 60-52, the so-called Regularisa-
tion Bill will legalise around 4,000 settlement 
homes in so-called unauthorised outposts and 
settlements.

Human Rights Watch swiftly condemned 
the vote, noting that the Regularisation Bill 
“undoes years of established Israeli law and, 
coming just weeks after the [UN] Security 
Council’s unanimous passage of Resolution 
2334 on the illegality of settlements, refl ects 
Israel’s manifest disregard of international 
law.”

The group added that the law “entrenches 
the current reality in the West Bank of de facto 
permanent occupation where Israeli settlers and 
Palestinians living in the same territory are sub-
ject to ‘separate and unequal’ systems of laws, 
rules and services.”

The law will grant recognition to 53 of 
the approximately 100 outposts, expropriating 
2,000 acres of private Palestinian land, accord-
ing to anti-settlement group Peace Now. It will 
also deny Palestinian owners the right to claim 
the land until there is a “diplomatic resolution 
to the status of the territories.”

The law allows justice minister Ayelet 
Shaked to expand the list of outposts that will 
gain legal status.

All settlements are illegal
Moves to legalise outposts have been 

underway for several years. Last summer, The 
New York Times revealed that one-third of the 
outposts had already been retroactively legal-
ised or were on their way, through a policy ini-
tiated in 2011.

Adalah, a legal advocacy group for Pales-
tinians in Israel, has vowed to challenge the law 
in the Israeli high court.

“This sweeping and dangerous law per-
mits the expropriation of vast tracts of private 
Palestinian land, giving absolute preference to 
the political interests of Israel as an occupying 
power and to Israeli settlers,” Adalah lawyer 
Suhad Bishara told the Associated Press.

While Israel’s high court has tended to rule 
in favour of Israel’s settlement enterprise, it has 
ruled against settlements built on private Pal-
estinian land.

Israel’s attorney general Avichai Mendelb-
lit has said he won’t defend the law in the high 

court, calling it unconstititional and illegal 
under international law.

Since Israel stopped offi cially establish-
ing new settlements after it signed the Oslo 
accords in the early 1990s, it began surrepti-
tiously funding and supporting settler groups 
to colonise West Bank hilltops, property that 
belongs to Palestinians.

These became known as “outposts,” techni-
cally illegal even under Israeli law, but support-
ed by the government. Israel also gets around 
the high court’s prohibition by simply redesig-
nating vast tracts of private Palestinian land as 
“state land.”

All Israel’s settlements and outposts in the 
West Bank are illegal under international law.

Towards annexation
According to The Jerusalem Post, this 

is the fi rst time the Knesset has formally 
attempted to legislate in Area C, the approxi-
mately 60 percent of the West Bank left under 
full Israeli military control under the Oslo 
agreements.

Calling the law “evil and dangerous,” 
former Likud minister Dan Meridor noted that 
Palestinians in the West Bank “did not vote for 

the Knesset, and it has no authority to legislate 
for them. These are basic principles of democ-
racy and Israeli law.”

Though it is unlikely that many Palestin-
ians would see Israel’s decades-long military 
rule as any more democratic or respectful of 
their rights.

Peace Now has described the law as a “big 
step towards annexation.”

Right-wing Israeli newspaper The Jerusa-
lem Post called the legislation the “most signifi -
cant event in the settlement movement since the 
2005 withdrawal,” referring to Israel’s removal 
of its military and settlers from the occupied 
Gaza Strip and a small part of the West Bank. 
The newspaper also called the law the “fi rst 
step toward annexation of Area C.”

Appeasing settlers
But as much as the bill may signal Israel’s 

move towards annexation, it has also been used 
to score political points with the powerful set-
tler movement.

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu 
initially opposed the bill, warning his cabinet 
that it would land its backers at the Interna-
tional Criminal Court in the Hague.

But his position has shifted as the bill 
gained popularity within his coalition.

It was advanced in late 2016, as the Amona 
outpost approached its court-ordered deadline 
to evacuate.

As the Amona settlers were removed on 
February 1, the Israeli government announced 
plans to build thousands of new settlement 
homes elsewhere in the West Bank.

The most vocal supporter of annexation is 
the Jewish Home party, led by education min-
ister Naftali Bennett.

A strong competitor to Netanyahu’s Likud 
party for right-wing support, Bennett had 
accused Netanyahu of trying to delay a fi nal 
vote on the bill.

After meeting with UK Prime Minister 
Theresa May in London and reportedly speak-
ing to the White House, Netanyahu scheduled 
a vote on the bill.

His decision came even though May had 
told Netanyahu that the bill “is unhelpful and 
would make things more diffi cult for Israel’s 
friends around the world,” the Tel Aviv news-
paper Haaretz reported.
The Electronic Intifada 

International

Legalising theft of 
Palestinian land

Tough talk no answer
Jesse Jackson

Donald Trump is fi xated on what 
he describes as the “carnage” 
going on in Chicago, suggesting 
that if Chicago’s horrendous hom-
icide rate doesn’t come down, he’ll 
“send in the feds.” At his recent 
press conference, he announced 
plans to create “a task for reduc-
ing violent crime in America, 
including the horrendous situa-
tion – take a look at Chicago and 
others – taking place right now in 
our inner cities.”

During his campaign, Trump 
suggested that he knew the answer 
for solving the crime problem in 
Chicago: “How? By being very 
much tougher than they are right 
now.” He claimed he met with a 
couple of top Chicago police offi c-
ers and one said, “I’d be able to stop 
it in one week,” if they could take 
the gloves off.

Trump apparently has no idea of 

just how harsh Chicago police have 
been on young African-American 
men. His comments above came in 
the wake of the protests over the use 
of force by the police, including the 
murder of Laquan McDonald that 
was caught on camera and covered 
up.

Why is the homicide rate so 
high in Chicago? Actually, it came 
down earlier in this decade as it 
did in other cities but has spiked in 
recent years. Trump defi nes the situ-
ation correctly when he says there 
are two Chicagos. “There’s one Chi-
cago that’s incredible, luxurious and 
all – and safe. There’s another Chi-
cago that’s worse than almost any of 
the places in the Middle East that we 
talk about, and that you talk about 
every night on the newscasts.”

Chicago is the most segregated 
large city in the country. Poverty 
is concentrated in poor, largely 
African-American neighbourhoods. 
With concentrated poverty and 

grotesque youth unemployment, 
drugs and guns spread, and crime 
and homicide follow.

Trump doesn’t say how Chica-
go got that segregated. It wasn’t an 
accident. Housing segregation was 
enforced by urban planning, restric-
tive zoning, and housing covenants. 
Violence frustrated efforts to push 
integration. The result is two cities, 
segregated and massively unequal. 
In the neighbourhoods of concen-
trated poverty in Chicago, nearly 
half of the young black men are 
neither in school nor employed. A 
dire new study from the University 
of Illinois at Chicago’s Great Cities 
Institute reported that over 80 per-
cent of Chicago’s African-American 
16- to 19-year-olds have no jobs. 
This is a recipe for violence, gangs, 
and trouble.

Some blame gangs and the easy 
access to guns and drugs. But this 
is confusing symptoms with causes. 
“Where do gangs come from? You 

can’t divorce the gang problem 
from the problem of deep concen-
trations of poverty,” says Robert J 
Sampson, author of Great Ameri-
can City: Chicago and the Enduring 
Neighbourhood Effect.

Racially segregated, impov-
erished communities suffer from 
having no jobs, no hospitals, poor 
schools, mean streets, environmen-
tal toxins, and inadequate housing. 
The persistence of violence and 
concentrated poverty in Chicago 
comes, Sampson concludes, from 
“extensive social and economic 
segregation.”

The solution to crime and 
homicides in Chicago isn’t tougher 
police tactics. Chicago police are 
already infamous for how tough 
they are. The solution is a de-con-
centration of poverty along with 
revitalisation of impoverished 
neighbourhoods. Jobs for young 
people make a dramatic difference. 
We need mixed-income housing 

throughout the metropolitan area. 
Experiments that moved people 
from impoverished Englewood to 
affl uent suburban neighbourhoods 
proved remarkably successful. 
Revitalisation of urban neighbour-
hoods and breaking down walls of 
segregated living patterns requires 
leadership – from the city and from 
the federal government.

If Trump truly wants to succeed 
in reducing homicides in Chicago, 
he should not only be meeting with 
the mayor and the governor but also 
with other elected offi cials, minis-
ters, and community leaders – offer-
ing a major plan to rebuild those 
neighbourhoods and put people, 
particularly young people, to work 
– while opening up mixed-income 
housing across the metropolitan 
area.

Tougher cops sounds macho, 
but it’s a posture, not a policy – a 
diversion, not an answer.
People’s World 
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Penalty rate cut unfair

We can’t be always thinking that 
businesses are always the ones to 
be accommodated.  People who 
work on the weekends are often 
those that receive little in the way 
of wages and that little bit extra 
that weekend work brings makes 
all the difference. Wages haven’t 
increased signifi cantly in ten years 
and many on part time work, 
cannot manage especially not if 
penalty rates were abolished.

There is such a proliferation of 
cafes and restaurants popping up that 
it may be the case that those that go 
bankrupt do so simply because there 
are too many of them or that they 
are ineffi cient and haven’t done the 
maths and the planning.

So don’t always blame the work-
ers who struggle to put food on the 

table and who are locked out of the 
housing market; look instead at the 
whole picture and make our system 
fairer.

Dereka Ogden

Trump’s 
anti-public charter
US President Donald Trump has 
nailed his colours to the educa-
tion mast by appointing school 
choice activist, philanthropist 
and Republican mega-donor 
Betsy DeVos to lead the Education 
Department. DeVos has been an 
outspoken supporter of the char-
ter school movement and school 
vouchers, which are seen by 
education unions the world over 
as an affront to equitable public 
education.

Charter schools have long been 
lauded by conservatives and corpo-
rate interests as a better alternative to 
funding-starved public schools in the 
United States and DeVos’s appoint-
ment is a clear indication that the 
Trump administration intends pur-
suing the expansion of the charter 
schools, which are essentially tax-
payer-funded private schools set up 
as for-profi t institutions completely 
free from government regulation.

Billionaire DeVos, has no edu-
cation qualifications, nor has she 
any previous experience in man-
aging large budgets or government 
departments. In a 2016 Detroit 
News article, DeVos said that public 
schools system should be replaced 
entirely with a free-market system.
Betsy DeVos’s husband Dick DeVos, 
who served on the State Board of 
Education in Michigan in 1990, has 
previously said that public schools 
should be called “government 
schools”, presumably to defend the 
charter school movement’s spin 
that self-describes their schools as 
“public”. 

He also launched a charter avi-
ation school in Michigan, which is 
reported to be overwhelmingly white 
and overwhelmingly male.

Public education is already suf-
fering as a result of free market 
reforms and neo-liberal policy 
favouring so-called “school choice”.

Given the propensity for Aus-
tralian politicians and conserva-
tive education lobby groups to sing 
the praises of US-style education 
reforms, we can only hope, that much 
like Donald Trump himself, DeVos’ 
values and views are taken with a 
very large grain of salt.

T Southern
Brisbane

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
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Why does someone like Malcolm Turnbull 
go into politics? A fi lthy rich ex-banker, 
he certainly doesn’t need the money. Is 
he just bored, or does he have a burning 
desire to do something for the weak and 
the powerless? Well, he’s unquestionably 
ideologically driven but his concerns are 
not for the weak and powerless, but for 
his fellow capitalists: everything he does is 
undeniably for rich people like himself. In 
short, Malcolm Turnbull went into politics 
to protect and promote the interests of his 
own class.

That is the reason he fi ghts so tenacious-
ly for anti-democratic free trade agreements 
(FTAs). Yes, they transfer sovereignty from 
the elected governments to unelected corporate 
entities, but hey! What could be wrong with 
that? You can trust big corporations to look 
after ordinary people, can’t you? Well, actually, 
you can’t but anyway rich people like Malcolm 
don’t really give a toss about ordinary people, 
people who work for wages and don’t have an 
investment portfolio.

An FTA, whose negative impact on ordi-
nary people – workers, farmers, etc – has been 
evident for some time now, is NAFTA, the 
North American Free Trade Agreement. Donald 
Trump and his team of far right advisers have 
made such a song and dance about Mexico that 
you could be forgiven for thinking Mexico and 
the US were at war. And, of course, in a way 
they are. The war however is economic, the 
aggressor is the USA and a principal weapon 
in this war is NAFTA.

Even before NAFTA, Mexico’s environ-
mental regulations were weak to the point of 
being almost non-existent. Under NAFTA, 
however, compliance with them was actually 
made voluntary! And just in case the Mexican 
government should try to beef up its regula-
tions, in response to public or scientifi c pres-
sure, under NAFTA foreign corporations can 
sue the Mexican government for imposing 
regulations they consider to be unfair or bur-
densome. In fact, under all the FTAs being 
promoted around the world in recent times, 
governments can be sued for any legislation 
that adversely impacts a corporation’s bottom 
line.

That means governments are vulnerable if 
they legislate to improve working conditions, 
increase wages, protect workers’ health and 
safety, alleviate or prevent pollution, in fact 
do almost anything that could be construed as 
increasing employers’ costs. And the case is 
not heard in a regular court but before a panel 
of corporate lawyers with no right of appeal. 
National sovereignty is replaced by legalised 
corporate rule.

And what’s wrong with that? Big compa-
nies won’t do anything that might adversely 
affect the health or living conditions of ordi-
nary people or do anything that might damage 
the environment, would they? Well, let’s see. 
As Michael Meurer writes in Truthout about 
NAFTA: “Along the banks of the Río Santiago 
in the pueblo of Juanacatlán, Mexico, the larger 
impact of the agreement [NAFTA] immediate-
ly becomes a searing reality. One’s eyes and 

skin burn after only a few minutes’ exposure to 
the toxic spray and sulphurous stench as foam-
ing waves of chemical pollution cascade over 
a once pristine falls known only a few decades 
ago as the Niagara of Mexico.

“Fusion magazine dubbed the Santiago 
the ‘river of death’. Vice magazine describes it 
as a ‘toxic hell’ that caused 72 deaths in 2015 
alone. The pollution of the river includes large 
concentrations of arsenic, cadmium, zinc and 
other heavy metals used in unregulated NAFTA 
electronics fabrication, but it also includes 
toxic runoff from export-oriented agribusiness 
that relies heavily on chemical fertilisers and 
pesticides”.

The Mexican Revolution of 1915 institut-
ed a much-needed land reform in the country. 
In the Constitution of 1917, the small peas-
ants were guaranteed title to their farms. Land 
could not be acquired by foreigners. NAFTA 
wiped that legal protection away and as a result 
export-oriented large-scale foreign-owned agri-
business has doubled its holdings in the country.

Even domestic agriculture has been 
adversely affected. The staple crop is corn 
(maíz), which originated in Mexico and is a 
historic and sacred crop of Mexican rural cul-
ture. However, since NAFTA was signed in 
1994, production of the many colourful varie-
ties of Indigenous corn has been undercut by 
mass imports of subsidised, genetically modi-
fi ed mono-culture corn from the US.

Capitalism, of course, is all about maxim-
ising corporate profi ts. Genetic diversity and 
farmers saving their seeds to use in next year’s 

sowing do not accord with capitalism’s goal 
of controlling global food production. The 
capitalist powers’ military goal is designated 
as “full spectrum dominance” and control of 
food and water supply is a vital part of that. 
Already, according to the USA’s Centre for 
Food Safety, just fi ve companies – chemical 
giants Monsanto, DuPont, Syngenta, Dow and 
Bayer – account for 62 percent of world seed 
sales. These same companies own multi-dec-
ade patents on many varieties of crop seeds for 
staple agricultural items found in daily diets 
worldwide.

Donald Trump has declared himself to be 
against the new FTAs, especially the Trans 
Pacifi c Partnership, much to the alarm of Mal-
colm Turnbull. But Trump’s concern is not with 
the adverse effect of FTAs on poor countries, 
but with what he perceives as their adverse 
effect on the USA itself. He has voiced no crit-
icism of NAFTA and its effect on Mexico, for 
example. Instead, he is ramping up the pressure 
on Mexico with demands that Mexico pay for 
the construction of a huge wall along the US-
Mexican border.

FTAs are designed to work for the benefi t 
of big corporations. Trump’s opposition to them 
is presumably prompted by the fact that his own 
companies do not benefi t from them. Despite 
the way his populist opposition resonates with 
his supporters, his corporate colleagues will 
surely persuade him to view FTAs differently 
before very long. After all, he won’t last long as 
US President if he stands in the way of increas-
ing corporate profi ts, will he? 

“Along the banks of the Río Santiago the larger impact of the agreement [NAFTA] immediately becomes a searing reality.”

Not so 
free 
trade

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

Melbourne
To commemorate four years since the passing of 
the Eternal President of Venezuela Hugo Chávez 

the Cultural dancing groups 
XochitlQuetzal and Ritmo y Color invite you to 

The Cultural Night

Chávez Vive!
Join us to make this commemoration 

a great tribute to the legacy of Hugo Chávez

6 pm Saturday March 4
The Unitarian Church, 110 Grey Street East Melbourne

Guest Speakers
Daniel Gasparri, Minister Counsellor

Embassy of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, ACT
Marie Dellora, President of ACFS Melbourne
Carmen Rosas, Cultural Group XochitlQuetzal

Folkloric Cultural dance, videos and music

All Welcome

Please bring a plate/drink to share
For more information contact Carmen Rosas on 03 9335 5236
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LOS ANGELES: The Los Angeles 
Workers Centre is co-presenting 
a monthly fi lm series beginning 
February 24 through November 
2017 to commemorate and cele-
brate the centennial of the Febru-
ary and October 1917 Revolutions 
in Russia, as well as Russia’s 
1905 mass uprising. All these are 
classics of Soviet cinema. For 10 
months 10 fi lms will be shown, on 
the fourth Friday of each month, 
with the exception of the last 
screening. The grand fi nale will 
take place on Tuesday, November 
7, which is, owing to calendar 
changes, the exact 100th anniver-
sary of the date of the storming of 
the Winter Palace by the workers 
of Petrograd.

Soviet fi lmmakers of the 1920s 
and early 1930s arguably produced 
the greatest cinematic political fi lms 
ever. Indeed, as a cinematic trend 
these Red Russian reels are among 
moviedom’s leading movements. 
The fi ction and non-fi ction motion 
pictures screened in “Ten Films That 
Shook the World: A Cinematic Cen-
tennial Celebration of the Russian 
Revolution” are among the fi nest 
works of art ever created.

In the words of fi lm historian 
Ed Rampell, “These motion pic-
tures starkly depict the barbaric cru-
elty and repression of the Czarist 
state. But more important, infused 
with the enthusiasm of the success 
of the world’s fi rst workers’ state, 
early Soviet cinema has a trium-
phant vision, showing that when 
ordinary people unite to do extraor-
dinary things, they become an invin-
cible force. Unlike the lone, rugged 
individualist protagonists in La La 
Land flicks, Soviet revolutionary 
fi lms focus on a mass hero. Every-
day workers and farmers are the lead 
characters, as individuals and as inte-
gral parts of the collective, as these 
fearless proletarians and peasants 
heroically make their own history, 
where the people can do anything. 
Confronting and often overcoming 
great odds and adversity, humanity 
and solidarity are the essence of these 

artworks. Soviet cinema portrays par-
ticipatory, popular direct democracy 
of the masses, by the masses and for 
the masses.

“Early Soviet fi lms show what 
can happen when the political avant-
garde, in control of state resources, 
subsidises and works with the artistic 
avant-garde to advance shared egali-
tarian, progressive ideas. These stir-
ring movies utilise poetic imagery, 
lyrical metaphors, creative editing 
(‘montage’) and more to passion-
ately, intellectually tell the people’s 
story. In doing so, fi lmmakers use the 
dialectical method to construct and 
communicate socialist philosophy – 
often in a highly dramatic way, com-
bining education, enlightenment and 
entertainment. Early Soviet screen 
agitprop is revolutionary in both form 
and content, expressing the Russian 
Revolution’s shining ideals and aspi-
rations: ‘Bread, Peace, Land,’ ‘Work-
ers of the World, Unite!’ and more.”

At each screening a speaker will 
set the stage, briefly introducing 
the fi lm and fi lmmaker. After every 
movie the speaker will make brief 
additional, relevant remarks and then 
the fl oor will open up for a Q&A, fol-
lowed with light refreshments, where 
fi lmgoers can socialise and continue 
informal discussions. The screenings 
of these black and white, non-talk-
ing fi lms with English subtitles, some 
with musical soundtracks, are under 
imperfect conditions – although for 
many this will be an opportunity to 
see these fi lms projected on a big 
screen or not at all.

Admission is free of charge, 
although donations and potluck con-
tributions to the refreshment table will 
be accepted. Nobody will be turned 
away due to inability to donate. All 
screenings start at 7:00 pm on the 
fourth Friday of each month, with the 
exception of the fi nal fi lm.

At the fi rst screening, for the fi rst 
time in the 10-year history of The 
Progie Awards, the winners of the 
Best Progressive Film and Filmmak-
er honours will be announced live 
and in public by voters of the James 
Agee Cinema Circle, an international 

group of left-wing fi lm critics, schol-
ars and historians.

Come see why Lenin said: “For 
us, the cinema is the most important 
of the arts.”

The projected schedule is:
February 24: The Progie Award 

winners are announced. To honour 
1917’s February Revolution, the 
scenes in the beginning of Sergei 
Eisenstein’s 1927 masterpiece, 
October/Ten Days That Shook the 
World, depicting the overthrow of 
the Czar, will be screened. This will 
be followed by: Mother, Vsevolod 
Pudovkin’s 1926 fi lm, inspired by 
Maxim Gorky’s novel about the 1905 
Revolution, about the revolutionary 
awakening of a middle-aged work-
ing class woman, whose son, a trade 
unionist, is imprisoned.

March 24: Battleship Potem-
kin; Based on a true story, Sergei 
Eisenstein’s 1925 stirring account 
of the mutiny by sailors who refuse 
to eat maggot-infested meat and the 
mass strike by workers supporting 
them during the 1905 Revolution 
is widely considered to be Soviet 
cinema’s greatest masterpiece. The 
terrifying Odessa Steps scene encap-
sulates czarist brutality, while Potem-
kin’s theme of triumphant solidarity 
expressed the essence of Russia’s 
three revolutions.

April 28: The Fall of the 
Romanov Dynasty, editing together 
archival footage, Esther Shub chron-
icles the doomed Czarist dynasty 
from 1913 until 1917 in this 1927 
non-fi ction work commissioned to 
celebrate the 10th anniversary of the 
October Revolution. Czar Nicholas 

II, Czarina Alexandra, Aleksandr 
Kerensky and VI Lenin are shown.

May 26: Strike, Sergei Eisen-
stein’s powerful first full-length 
fi lm depicts a 1903 strike by Rus-
sian workers. This 1925 silent fi lm 
is famous for its imaginative inter-
cutting at the end that expresses the 
brutality and cruelty of the vicious 
Czarist regime.

June 23: Arsenal; Alexander 
Dovzhenko’s 1929 fi lm takes place 
during the Russian Civil War, depict-
ing the 1918 Kiev Arsenal January 
Uprising to support the Red Army. A 
decade before Superman, Dovzhenko 
bestows a mythic dimension on the 
rebels, with the indestructible hero 
proclaiming what could be the Revo-
lution’s motto: “There is something 
here you cannot kill.”

July 28: Storm Over Asia, 
Pudovkin’s 1928 anti-imperialist par-
able is set in Mongolia in 1918, as the 
indigenous people, led by a descend-
ent of Genghis Khan, rise up against 
the British colonizers and occupi-
ers. (The British were not actually in 
Mongolia, but in Tibet and Siberia.) 
It’s like a Soviet version of a cow-
boys and Indians movie – except, 
with a little help from Mother Nature, 
the Natives are unbeatable.

August 25: Earth, Dovzhenko’s 
1930 ode to Ukraine includes rhap-
sodic images of peasants, sunfl owers, 
tractors and more, as collectivization 
and modernization come to the coun-
tryside, and farmers fi ght the kulaks 
and landowners. Earth is sheer 
motion picture poetry.

Sept 22: Special treat: Pudovkin’s 
1925 short, the comedy Chess Fever. 

Yes, the Bolsheviks had a sense of 
humour! Followed by Dziga Ver-
tov’s astounding avant-garde 1929 
documentary, as visually inventive as 
the features by Hollywood’s Buster 
Keaton or the German Expression-
ists, full of wild special effects and 
optical trickery, an exploration of the 
then-contemporary Soviet Union.

Oct 27: The End of St Petersburg, 
commissioned for the 10th anni-
versary of the October Revolution, 
Pudovkin’s 1927 classic dramatises 
the events leading up to the Kerensky 
regime’s overthrow by following a 
poor peasant’s journey as he rises to 
consciousness and takes action. The 
horrors of World War I are revealed 
with some of the best anti-war scenes 
ever shot. The Petrograd proletariat 
turns St Petersburg into Leningrad.

Tues, Nov 7, 2017, the exact 
centennial of the October Revolu-
tion: October/Ten Days That Shook 
the World Eisenstein’s 1927 pièce de 
resistance was also commissioned to 
pay tribute to the October Revolu-
tion’s 10th anniversary. Eisenstein 
depicts the tumultuous events of 
1917, as the Czarist regime is toppled 
in February, Lenin returns home from 
exile, and the Bolsheviks overthrow 
Kerensky’s Provisional Government 
that had continued Russian involve-
ment in World War I. It all leads up to 
one of cinema’s greatest showdowns: 
The storming of the Winter Palace, 
as revolutionary workers, peasants 
and soldiers – the mass hero – make 
history, in what American journal-
ist John Reed called “Ten Days That 
Shook the World.” 
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Jenny Clegg

How bizarre it was to see Chinese President 
Xi Jinping, leader of an 88 million-strong 
Communist Party, at the World Economic 
Forum in January, addressing the world’s 
business and political elites. Did this not go 
to show just how far China has travelled 
down the capitalist road?

On the contrary, far from extolling global 
capitalism, Xi’s speech carried a critical edge, 
pointing to the contradictions of a system that 
produces material wealth as never before while 
leading to increasing inequalities and social 
turmoil.

Highlighting the lack of fairness in the 
international order, Xi called for priority to be 
given to job creation, innovation, green growth 
and, above all, tackling poverty.

“Over 700 million people in the world,” he 
noted, “are still living in extreme poverty. For 
many families, to have warm houses, enough 
food and secure jobs is still a distant dream. 
This is the biggest challenge facing the world 
today.”

Alternative vision
Presenting an alternative vision of win-win 

trade and investment, with growth shared to 
ensure social justice and equity, Xi’s speech 
was designed to expose US President Donald 
Trump’s protectionism as a dead-end. Here 
are the key points, with some explanatory 
comments:
• Blaming economic globalisation for the 

world’s problems will not help to fi nd 
solutions, for example, to the refugee crisis, 
brought about by war and confl ict, or the 
2008 fi nancial crisis resulting from the 
excessive pursuit of profi t and failure of 
regulation.

• Economic globalisation is “a natural 
outcome of scientifi c and technological 
progress [which] has powered global 
growth.” The creation of material wealth is 
not the problem. Since adopting its Open 
Door policy on foreign investment, China 
has been able to lift 700 million people 
out of poverty. Similarly, as trade between 
China and Latin America grew from US$13 
billion in 2000 to US$262 billion in 2013, 
and left-wing governments used the space 
to carry out radical social policies, poverty 
in Latin America fell from 44 percent to 28 
percent.

• Indeed “economic globalisation is a 
double-edge sword.” However, while it has 

created new problems, notably increasing 
inequalities, this is no justifi cation to write it 
off completely. Rather, “we should adapt to 
and guide economic globalisation, cushion 
its negative impact, and deliver its benefi ts 
to all countries and all nations.”

• Pursuing protectionism is like locking 
oneself in a dark room. It can only create 
losers and slow down economic growth. 
If tariffs are whacked on Chinese imports 
to the US, consumers will pay and if 
international supply chains are disrupted, 
US jobs will be at risk. Returning 
manufacturing to the US would likely just 
create work for robots.

• “When the global economy is under 
downward pressure, it is hard to make the 
cake of global economy bigger. It may 
even shrink, which will strain the relations 
between growth and distribution, between 
capital and labour.” To create space for 
rebalancing, “we should commit ourselves 
to growing an open global economy to share 
opportunities and interests through opening 
up and achieve win-win outcomes.”

• However, countries should “proceed from 
… national conditions … integrating into 
economic globalisation with the right pace.” 
The role of the state is decisive. By keeping 
in line with national conditions, opening its 
economy step-by-step, China has largely 
resisted pressures from global corporations 
to monopolize its markets, building up its 
own industrial capacities bit by bit.

• “The global economy has remained 
sluggish for quite some time.” Nevertheless, 
“emerging markets and developing 
countries already contribute to 80 percent 
of the growth of the global economy.” The 
problem lies with the Western economies 
and their failure to invest since 2008 
with capital. Instead, they have continued 
feeding speculation. Rather than blaming 
China for overcapacity, credit should go to 
it for contributing 30 percent of total world 
economic growth.

• The key is to “seize opportunities presented 
by the new round of industrial revolution 
and the digital economy.” Efforts so far to 
stimulate growth have failed – monetary 
policies of quantitative easing have only 
infl ated asset bubbles, causing greater 
fi nancial volatility. And policies of fi scal 
stimulus have their limits in debt and 
infl ation. New growth drivers are needed.

• However there will be “extensive and 
far-reaching impacts such as growing 

inequality, particularly the possible 
widening gap between return on capital 
and return on labour.” So “we should meet 
the challenges of climate change and aging 
population. We should address the negative 
impact of IT application and automation 
on jobs. When cultivating new industries 
… we should create new jobs and restore 
confi dence and hope to our peoples.”

• The goal is to build “a community of shared 
future” for all. Global challenges – climate 
change, ageing populations, growing 
inequalities, and disruptive technologies 
– put everyone in the same boat. These 
problems cannot be solved in isolation. 
“People with petty shrewdness only attend 
to trivial matters.” Countries should rather 
“view their own interests in a broader 
context and refrain from pursuing them at 
the expense of others.”

• “China will do well only when the world 
does well and vice-versa.” This is the win-
win vision. China does not want a currency 
or a trade war; it is willing to continue to 
help make the economic cake bigger so 
there is more to share. China’s exports 
are already starting to fall as its internal 
market expands. This also offers huge 
opportunities for other countries in meeting 
Chinese demand. In the coming fi ve years, 
Xi pledged, China will import US$8 trillion 
of goods, attract US$600 billion of foreign 
investment, and make $750 billion of 
outbound investment. Better to work with 
the new giant than to block imports and 
stand in the way of technology transfer.

• “Countries, big or small … are all equal 
members of the international community. 
We should adhere to multilateralism 
to uphold the authority and effi cacy of 
multilateral institutions.” In Trump’s 
world of naked power and self-interest, 
unencumbered by international rules, 
smaller countries will have no voice. Not 
only the Paris climate change agreement but 
also such agreements as the nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty and that foundation 
of world peace, the UN, are under threat. 

China seeks to defend these hard-won gains 
of multilateralism, standing up for a fairer 
system.

The state in the driver’s seat
Xi’s globalisation is not one of untram-

melled economic freedoms for global monop-
oly business. Rather it places states in the 
driver’s seat.

Governments need to work together to 
address the global challenges ahead, manag-
ing change through economic coordination, and 
shaping the way the world transitions to a new 
technological age in a more balanced, greener, 
and inclusive way.

Trump just ducks the future, blaming China 
for de-industrialisation when in fact for every 
seven US jobs lost, six have gone as a result 
of technological change and only one through 
trade.

Xi’s speech gives notice that China aims to 
set the global pace in renewable energies and 
technologies of the future. Hanging onto old 
traditional industries, the US risks ending up 
in an economic backwater.

Xi’s speech was also a warning to Trump 
not to confront China, clearly the most seri-
ous challenger to his so-called “America First” 
agenda.

Should Trump follow through on his rheto-
ric of economic war against China, attempting 
to use Taiwan and the “One-China” policy as 
a bargaining chip or blocking off the oil routes 
to China across the South China Sea, this could 
lead to “hot war.”

Trump’s delinquent approach has unnerved 
global elites, and in addressing the movers and 
shakers of international capitalism, Xi was 
looking to exploit divisions.

Taking to the platform at such a high-pro-
fi le meeting, he was able to draw the atten-
tion of the wider world to China’s message, 
one that counters the right-wing nationalist and 
militarist trends spurred on by Trump’s popu-
list ranting, calling directly for governments to 
cooperate in peace to tackle the problems of 
the people.
Morning Star 
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China talks trade

Chinese President Xi Jinping at the forum.


