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“Stand up!
Fight back!””

Anna Pha

This was the message at rallies and marches
across Australia on March 9 as tens of thou-
sands of trade unionists and political and
community activists gathered in capital
cities and regional centres.

There were actions in Melbourne, Sydney,
Brisbane, Adelaide, Canberra, Gold Coast,
Coffs Harbour and Darwin. The Perth rally will
be held on March 21, having been held over
until after the WA elections.

Almost every trade union joined the pro-
tests. Construction workers had downed tools
and walked off the job under threat of hefty
fines.

A vocal crowd gathered in Victoria Square
in Adelaide to protest against the recent deci-
sion of the Fair Work Commission to slash pen-
alty rates for many low-paid Australian workers
and the passage of the bill in federal parliament
to re-establish the Howard era Australian Build-
ing and Construction Commission (ABCC).

Protesters made their way from “Ark’s
Park” to the Commonwealth offices at 100
King William Street to make their feelings
known.

Continued on page 2

WA election
Lie with dogs, get fleas

Vinnie Molina

Last Saturday, March 11, WA voters queued before 8am to end eight and a half years
of the Barnett Liberal-National Coalition government.

The trade union movement mobilised their members for an intensive campaign and the
hard work showed how powerful workers and the union movement can be when working
together. This is inspirational and shines a light on a possibility that unions could run an inde-
pendent campaign in future elections standing independent trade unionists who would then
discuss policies with whichever party forms government.

Several polls predicted a massive 12% swing towards the Labor Party or 54% on the two
preferred Parties.

The exchange of preferences with the fascist-minded One Nation proved poisonous for
the Liberals: Lie down with dogs and you’ll get fleas.

By 7:30pm, only 90 minutes after the polling booths had closed it was already obvious
the people of WA had changed their government. Premier Colin Barnett conceded the elec-
tion and congratulated ALP Premier-elect Mark McGowan and the ALP for their victory and
electoral campaign.

An ABC prediction gives Labor up to 41 seats, 13 Liberal and 5 National. The Labor Party
campaigned with 35 key promises which included stopping the construction of the controver-
sial ROE 8 infrastructure project.

Another important result out of the election was the number of women elected to Parlia-
ment. More than 30 percent of the elected members in both houses of government are women
and we trust the struggle for equality will eventually deliver an equal representation of men
and women in our Parliaments.

Results for the Upper House were still coming as the Guardian went to press.

Further analysis next week. &

Warning: may contain
fake news
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The legacy of
the Russian revolution

In November communist parties around the world will cel-
ebrate the centenary of the revolution that swept the Bolsheviks
to power in Russia and led to the formation of the Soviet Union.
That electrifying historic event took place while the major nations
in Europe and elsewhere were struggling for imperial supremacy
in what was at that time the most brutal war in human history.

The revolution drew on the theoretical work of Marx, Engels
and Lenin. It galvanised workers and their organisations into re-
newed struggles around the world for socialism, and for workers’
rights, peace, the environment, and many other issues.

Communist parties were formed in Australia and other nations
in the aftermath of the revolution. Almost one hundred years later
its impact is still being felt.

However, the revolution also led to initiatives by western nations
to overthrow the Soviet government, beginning with a military
intervention which began in 1918. This and other attempts over
the next 20 years were defeated.

During the 1930s the Soviet government tried to forge an
anti-fascist alliance with Britain and other western powers, but
its overtures were rejected. Leaders of the western powers were
banking on the ruthless fascist armies marching eastwards and
overthrowing the communists in Moscow.

Some in the west wanted to foster a state of war between the
USSR and Nazi Germany, with the US and other nations arm-
ing whichever was the losing side until each combatant nation
was wrecked. The US and its allies would then walk in and seize
control of both.

However, the Soviet government countered by signing a non-
aggression pact with Germany. Succumbing to the temptation
of easier conquests, Germany then attacked Poland and France,
which forced Britain into war with the fascist nations. Germany
broke the pact in 1941, launching a massive onslaught against
the Soviet Union.

Although initially successful, the invasion was eventually re-
versed. Despite terrible losses and suffering the Soviet people fought
with amazing courage, determination and ingenuity. Among the
allied forces, the Soviet Union made the biggest single contribution
to the defeat of fascism in World War II.

But the Soviet people paid a terrible price. In the subsequent
Cold War the US-led arms race drained the USSR’s already deplet-
ed resources and stunted production of consumer goods. Weakened
by ideological misconceptions, the government was subverted and
finally taken over from within by reactionary forces in 1989.

An ensuing military revolt was crushed. To ensure that Russian
parliamentarians would not impede the reinstatement of capitalism
Premier Boris Yeltsin ordered the army to surround the parliament
and open fire with artillery. The interior of the devastated building
was left covered with the blood of its occupants.

Conservative governments then argued that the revolutionary
era which began in 1917 was over. Some said it was “the end of
history”! That, of course, was pure nonsense. Communist govern-
ments are still in power in other countries, including China, which
has the world’s biggest population and will soon have the largest
economy, and Cuba, just off the coast of the USA.

Moreover, the Russian people now bitterly regret the resurgence
of greedy capitalism, and the current national leadership has taken
a line independent of US diktat.

The US has fostered hostility between Russia and other nations,
especially the Ukraine, which a former Soviet leader once described
as “the meeting point of the workers’ revolution begun in Russia
and imperialist counter-revolution coming from the west”.

The revolution was of enormous historical significance. It was
the first time in which capitalism, a political-economic system based
on the exploitation of workers who produce goods and services, was
replaced with another system based on workers themselves govern-
ing a country and collectively owning its means of production.

The revolution proved that exploitation is not inevitable, that
capitalism is not permanent and that it can be replaced with a sys-
tem that has wonderful potential for the betterment of humankind.

And that was the great legacy of the Russian revolution to the
working people of the world.
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Infernational Women's Day Sydney — part of Australia-wide action. See more on above campaign next week.
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“Stand up! Fight back!”

Continued from page 1

SA Maritime Union of Austral-
ia secretary Jamie Newlyn led the
crowd in chants before introducing
Aaron Cartledge, SA secretary of the
General and Construction Division
of the CFMEU. He warned workers
present that, if the ABCC is re-estab-
lished, dodgy practices and work-
place deaths would increase the same
way they did the last time the anti-
union secret police force operated.

MUA WA state secretary Christy
Cain referred to the victory of the
CUB workers over a proposed mas-
sive 63 percent wage cut when speak-
ing of the sort of action and unity that
will be needed to defeat the latest
attacks on jobs, pay and conditions.

Speakers at the Sydney rally
outside the Commonwealth offices
at Governor Phillip Tower in Sydney
also took up the themes of unity and
action.

Dave Noonan, national secretary
of the Construction Division of the
CFMEU said, “Our members go to
work in a high risk industry, we try
and work safe, we look after each
other. But almost once a week we see
a construction worker lose their life.”

Noonan warned that this attack
isn’t going to stop at penalty rates.
He described the rally as the “start of
a great struggle”.

CFMEU construction delegate
Luke Allan said he didn’t want his
four kids to grow up with less rights,

entitlements and opportunities than
ourselves.

CFMEU state secretary Brian
Parker had a strong message for PM
Malcolm Turnbull: “Keep your hands
off our wages and our conditions.”

NSW assistant secretary of the
Nurses and Midwives Association
Judith Kiejda focused on penalty
rates. “I can tell you the prospect
of these cuts is particularly hard to
swallow — they target the most vul-
nerable in our workforces and polar-
ise the growing divide between rich
and poor ...”

Kiejda made the point that
people who lose penalty rates stop
spending and have no extra capacity
to spend. It is not the way to create
employment.

“We cannot allow the Liberal-
National government, propped up by
the narrow-minded One Nation ... to
continue leading us own the US path
of rising inequality, working poor
and social dysfunction,” Kiejda said.

“It paints a very bleak picture for
our future and the futures of our kids
and grandkids — unless we fight.”

Natalie Lang, NSW secretary of
the Australian Services Union, raised
the question of corporate profiteer-
ing from rape. The Turnbull govern-
ment is attempting to privatise 1800
RESPECT, the only 24/7 rape and
domestic violence centre. The centre
is run by specialist counsellors and is
highly regarded for its provision of

support services to rape and domestic
violence victims.

The Turnbull government
brought in the multinational health
insurance company Medibank Health
Solutions to put it out to tender. Staff
were contacted and given less than
a week to lodge an “expression of
interest” in delivering the service
they had been delivering.

ACTU president Ged Kearney
read from a heart-wrenching letter
from Labor Opposition leader Luke
Foley highlighting the plight of a
32-year-old rigger Tim McPherson,
who was killed on site at Barangaroo.
He left behind a pregnant wife and
14-month-old son.

Kearney finished by saying, “We
didn’t ask for a war but we’re damn
well going to fight it!”

The rally unanimously adopted a
resolution with the raising of fists and
waving of banners.

“This meeting demands the abo-
lition of the ABCC and Code, the res-
toration of Sunday penalty rates and
a halt to the attack on jobs and living
standards of Australian workers,” the
resolution said in part.

“We commit ourselves to a
united, coordinated and concerted
campaign with the whole Austral-
ian community to defeat these unjust
laws by whatever lawful means
necessary including defeating this
anti-worker Government at the next
election.” &
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK

The passing of state power from one class to another is
the first, the principal, the basic sign of a revolution,
in the practical political meaning of that term.

J)

Lenin, The April Theses

PRESS FUND

The Turnbull government is still propagating the myth that the
nation needs polluting coal-fired power stations because renewable
energy systems can’t provide base load power generation. He
repeats the phony claim that this is demonstrated by power
blackouts in South Australia. But US businessman Elon Musk has
offered to install battery farms to secure the public energy supply
for South Australia, and if he doesn’t manage the job within 100
days he’ll finish it for free. That will certainly put the wind up the
coal industry! We’re keen to sort out myth from reality, but we
really need your help by way of Press Fund contributions, so please
send us in something for the next edition if you possibly can. We
extend our thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:

G Dittura $5, KM $20, Mark Mannion $10, “Rough Red” $5,
“Round Figure” $10

This week’s total: $50 Progressive total: $1,380

Sydney

The Millers Point Living-Heritage Community

MARCH FOR MILLERS POINT

March for Millers Point in support of the remaining tenants of Sirius, Dawes Point & Millers Point
who are determined fo stay in their community on the 3rd anniversary of the Day of Infamy.

12:00 - 4:00 pm Sunday March 19

We will gather on the forecourt of the Fire Station in Kent Street
and march down Kent Street to the Village Green
The Fight to Remain in our Community Goes on ... The fighting spirit of the elderly, the frail and the vulnerable continues the struggle.
Everybody welcome to join us. Come and catch up and enjoy the famous Sausage Sizzle!
Millers Point Community Working Party — mprag@bigpond.com



Guardian

Australia

Line in the sand
Redfern Statement handed to leaders

Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander leaders have delivered
their blueprint for the future —
the Redfern Statement — to Prime
Minister Malcolm Turnbull at
Parliament House. The historic
manifesto, calling for a new rela-
tionship with Indigenous people,
was presented in the lead-up to
the ninth annual Closing the Gap
report (see last week’s report by
the Koori Mail).

The Redfern Statement has been
signed by peak Indigenous organisa-
tions covering health, justice, chil-
dren and families, disability and
family violence prevention, as well
as major mainstream bodies. It out-
lines solutions to closing the dis-
advantage gap and calls for more
engagement with Indigenous people.

National Congress of Austral-
ia’s First Peoples co-chairs Rod
Little and Jackie Huggins present-
ed the statement to Turnbull in a
coolamon.

“After 25 years, eight federal
election cycles, seven Prime Minis-
ters, eight Ministers for Indigenous
Affairs, 400 recommendations, and
countless policies, policy changes,
reports, funding promises and fund-
ing cuts, it’s time to draw a line in the
sand,” Little said.

“We need a new relationship that
respects and harnesses our exper-
tise, and guarantees us a seat at the
table as equal partners when govern-
ments are making decisions about
our lives.”

Dr Huggins said Indigenous
organisations are seeking a new rela-
tionship, a genuine partnership and
a commitment to ongoing structural
engagement.

“Aboriginal community-control-
led health organisations deliver 2.5
million episodes of care a year in
their local communities — and are the
only health and leadership models
making inroads on Closing the Gap
targets,” she said.

“Our teachers, education pro-
fessionals and family violence

experts are delivering real results
on the ground in their communities
every single day — despite chronic
under-funding and an ad-hoc policy
approach based on three-year elec-
tion cycles.”

National advocacy organisa-
tion for Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander rights ANTaR national
director Andrew Meehan said hand-
ing the statement to the Prime Minis-
ter was a historic moment that should
be embraced by the government.

“The Redfern Statement repre-
sents a united, considered and com-
prehensive approach to addressing
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
disadvantage,” he said.

“The only way we’ll see this
change is for Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander people to have a seat
at the table as equal partners when
decisions are being made about their
lives.

“We’ve seen report after report,
inquiry after inquiry, all making
important recommendations, few of
which have been implemented.”

More than 30 mainstream organi-
sations have supported the Redfern
Statement, including Oxfam. Chief
executive Helen Szoke said Oxfam
has been echoing the Redfern State-
ment’s calls to fund the National
Congress and reverse funding cuts
made to Indigenous programs in the
2014 federal budget.

“Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander peoples still die on aver-
age more than 10 to 17 years young-
er than non-Aboriginal Australians,
experience some of the highest sui-
cide rates in the world, and are being
locked up in prison at unprecedented
rates,” she said.

“Many Indigenous leaders are
calling the current situation a crisis,
and simply paying lip service to
Closing the Gap targets without
proper engagement risks condemn-
ing another generation of Aborigi-
nal Australians to acute poverty and
injustice.

“In his 2016 Close the Gap
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Rod Little and Jackie Huggins present a coolamon holding the Redfern Statement to Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull
and Opposition Leader Bill Shorten at Parliament House, Canberra.

address, the Prime Minister com-
mitted to ‘do things with Aboriginal
people, not do things to them’.

“The Prime Minister must gen-
uinely engage with Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander people so they
can shape the decisions that directly
affect them.”

The Greens also backed the Red-
fern Statement with Senator Rachel
Siewert saying the government
should implement the recommenda-
tion that the $534 million cut from
the Aboriginal sector be reinstated.

“That money could go towards
pursuing the priority areas outlined
in the statement and would serve as
a solid foundation for resetting the
efforts to close the gap. I welcome
the Redfern Statement’s calls for rec-
onciliation, including a discussion
around treaties, and look forward to
these discussions”.

From the archives

The Guardian, December 1992

IN CASE OF
EMERGENCY [

IN CASEOF
EMERGENCY *
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A blueprint
for the future

The Redfern Statement, released
for last year’s federal election cam-
paign, urges “a more just approach to
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Island-
er Affairs”. The document proposes
changes across a wide range of areas,
including education, justice, health
and family violence. It calls for:
policies to be made with
communities — rather than to
communities;
more than $500 million cut from
Indigenous Affairs in the 2014
Budget to be restored,;

* a new Closing the Gap target
focused on driving down the
number of Indigenous Australians
in jail;

support for justice reinvestment
— where money is redirected to

address underlying causes of
crime; and
* creating a stand-alone department
for Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander Affairs. (Indigenous
Affairs is currently within the
Prime Minister’s Department.)
Led by the National Congress
of Australia’s First Peoples, 17 other
Indigenous groups have signed it.
They include the National Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander Legal Serv-
ices, National Aboriginal Community
Controlled Health Organisation and
First People’s Disability Network.
Mainstream organisations sup-
porting the Redfern Statement
include the Australian Council of
Social Service, Australian Medical
Association, Amnesty International,
the Law Council of Australia and
Oxfam Australia.
Koori Mail &

Sydney
Ry

VIGIL

DEMANDING THAT
THE USA STOP
THE BLOCKADE

ON CUBA

5:30 pm Friday March 17
Outside the US Consulate — Sydney Martin Place

Also to stop the subversion
of funds against Cuba and return
Guantdanamo to the Cuban people
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Defending detainees’ lifeline

An out-of-hours special Federal
Court hearing today (Sunday,
February 19) granted an injunc-
tion to prevent Serco and Border
Force from seizing mobile phones
from detainees in onshore immi-
gration detention, just hours
before the order was to come into
effect.

Detainees in immigration deten-
tion faced blanket removal of their
mobile phones. Lawyers at the
National Justice Project, representing
over 140 detainees, brought today’s
case to get the injunction.

The action in the Federal Court
follows the Federal Circuit Court
granting of an interim injunction to
one Villawood detainee.

What is at stake?

Border Force announced in
November that phones and SIM
cards of all detainees would be con-
fiscated from midnight on February
19. Detainees were concerned that
mass searches would commence
while advocates like Pamela Curr
assert that the confiscations of per-
sonal property are illegal.

Who is affected?

Asylum seekers in detention cen-
tres in Melbourne, Sydney, Yongah
Hill and Christmas Island were

threatened with confiscation of their
mobile phones.

Until now people who arrived
by air have had the right to mobile
phones as long as they have no
camera or recording facility. (People
who came by boat have no right to a
mobile for reasons never explained).

Border Force changes to existing
policy would see all phones confis-
cated and anyone found in onshore
detention with a phone potentially
punished.

Why does this matter?

Long term refugee advocate
Pamela Curr says:

“Mobile phones are a legal life-
line. They are a preventative factor
against dangerous health crises,
depression and suicides. People in
locked detention need mobiles to be
able to contact a lawyer or migration
agent for timely legal advice.

“It is essential that people make
contact with legal advice as beyond
these times the applications are out
of time.

“Landline phones can be
accessed if the person has a phone
card which is purchased from the can-
teen with points but these phones are
not private and can be closed down
at any time. People need mobiles to
talk to friends and family when they

are feeling lonely depressed and
hopeless.

“The MITA population has
increased significantly but the
number of interview rooms for
legal representatives remains at
two making it harder for lawyers to
access their clients in time and leav-
ing lawyers and migration agents to
haggle for an interview space to see
a client and prepare an application.

“Some report being given only
one hour because of space restric-
tion”, Curr added.

Meanwhile, refugee advocates
have rejected claims by Commis-
sioner Quaedvlieg that the use of
mobile phones is linked to criminal
behaviour.

“The mobile phone ban is part
of militarising the detention centres,
and is part and parcel of a suite of
punitive policies being rolled out
by Border Force,” said Ian Rintoul,
spokesperson for the Refugee Action
Coalition.

“The attempted ban on mobiles
goes along with the routine use of
handcuffs to attend medical appoint-
ments and arbitrary movements of
detainees to remote detention cen-
tres and cruel changes that severely
restrict visiting arrangements.”

The phones are a life-line to
people cut off from family, legal

assistance and community sup-
port. The claim that landlines in the
detention are adequate “is a joke”. It
is impossible for people to call into
Villawood, for example.

“The Commissioner’s glib refer-
ence to running a ‘custodial facility’
hides the fact that immigration deten-
tion is administrative detention not
a correctional facility. Asylum seek-
ers in detention are not guilty of any
crime.

“The government’s decision to
keep 501 cases, so-called ‘criminal
deportees’, in immigration deten-
tion is a case of double punishment.
People who have finished their sen-
tence imposed by the courts are being
held on the whim of the Immigration
Minister.”

Refugee advocates have long
argued that 501s and asylum seek-
ers should not be held in the same
detention facilities. There are good
arguments why neither should be in
detention at all and that taking mobile
phones off people can only add to
strains and tensions inside the deten-
tion centres.

“The existing ban on asylum
seekers who arrived by boat having
a phone is absurd and inconsistent,”
said Rintoul. “Everybody should
have a phone.

“The Commissioner has no

credible evidence that phones have
been used in criminal behaviour. He
has no evidence that phones are a
focus of any ‘stand-over’ behaviour
in detention centres.

“But the arbitrary searches of
detainees’ rooms for ‘contraband’
that may arise from banning mobile
phones certainly falls into the catego-
ry of stand-over behaviour by guards.
There have been fights over fans in
hot weather, too. But as in all cases,
the fights are more a product of the
punitive conditions in detention than
with food, fans, or mobile phones.

“The serious use of drugs in
detention is mostly associated with
the criminal behaviour of security
guards than the use of mobile phones
by detainees.

“The Commissioner also tries
to associate mobile phones with
escapes. This is another attempt to
cover up Serco and Border Force’s
own security failures.

“It would be far simpler to end
detention. But as long as detention
exists, detainees should have mobile
phones.

“We reject any idea that detention
centres should be run like Guantana-
mo Bay.” &

Call for Papers
Workers of the World! The 15th Biennial National Labour History Conference

Brisbane, September 23-25, 2017 — Convened
by the Brisbane Labour History Association
(BLHA) on behalf of the Australian Society for
the Study of Labour History (ASSLH).

Today, the Australian working class are workers
of the world: in the sense that we are a predomi-
nantly immigrant working class (or the descend-
ants of relatively recent immigrants); and in the
sense that workers from so many of the world’s

dealt with them?

nations, languages and cultures have made their

homes here.

How did we become workers of the world? How
has the labour movement dealt with immigration and
the politics around immigration? How has it created
a movement of immigrants and locally born? How
have immigrants experienced and changed the labour
movement? What challenges did we face in the proc-
ess? These are compelling questions in the era of

Donald Trump and Brexit.

Australians are workers of the world in a second
sense, as globalisation and the liberalisation of inter-
national trade and commerce has made more of
our daily work part of an international division of
labour. A large number of Australian citizens now
work overseas, some temporarily, some permanent-
ly; making us both an immigrant and an emigrant

people.

14, 2017.

in 2018.

conference we

What challenges has globalisation posed for
workers and the labour movement? How have we

The year 2017 also marks the centenary of the
Russian Revolution, which had such a profound
impact on the labour movement in every country, not
least as a result of its internationalism.

The 2017 Labour History conference also invites
academic papers and presentations by labour activists
around the broader agenda of labour history.

Submission deadlines

The deadline for submitting proposals for an oral
presentation or non-refereed paper is Monday July

Selected papers from the conference will be peer-
reviewed and published in special editions of Labour
History and Economic and Labour Relations Review

The deadline for submitting papers for peer
review and possible publication in these journals is
Monday May 1, 2017.

Full details on paper submission are on the
Esite: www.blha.com.au.

Queries about the conference can be sent to

2017conference@blha.com.au. &

WORKERS
OF THEWORID

Saving Penalty Rates campaign

The Maritime Union of Australia
is throwing its support behind the
ALP and trade union movement’s
push to support low and middle
income earners by protecting pen-
alty rates.

Opposition Leader Bill Shorten
has said that the ALP will reverse the
Fair Work Commission’s decision
to reduce weekend penalty rates if
Labor takes power at the next feder-
al election while Prime Minister Mal-
colm Turnbull and business groups
support the cuts.

The ACTU and other unions have
said they will fight the ruling, along
with the Turnbull government’s
cuts to pensions and family sup-
plements, in addition to ham-fisted

attempts to claw back alleged welfare
overpayments.

The Fair Work Commission last
week ruled that penalty rates for
workers in the retail, fast food, hospi-
tality and pharmacy industries would
be cut.

The changes, to be phased in
from July 1, would see full-time and
part-time retail workers have their
Sunday penalty rates cut from 200 to
150 percent of their standard hourly
rate.

Full-time hospitality workers
would have their Sunday penalty rate
drop from 175 to 150 percent. “This
is a pay cut for some of the lowest
paid and vulnerable workers in our
society and the MUA won’t stand for

it,” MUA national secretary Paddy
Crumlin said.

“Around 700,000 Australians
will be up to $77 a week worse off
and we need to act to protect their
interests and standard of living.

“Seafarers and stevedores work
24 hours a day, seven days a week,
365 days a year and rightly receive
penalty rates for the times they work
outside of so-called normal hours.

“When a pay cut can happen to
retail and hospitality workers with
the same family responsibilities and
demands on their time on weekends
as any other Australian worker, it
is the thin edge of the wedge and
equates to an attack on every work-
ing family’s rights.”

Crumlin said that the whole deal
is designed to remove weekend pen-
alty rates for every worker as the next
step. Misrepresentation and politi-
cal spin is the way the Abbott/Turn-
bull government and their employer
groups build on their failed political
legacy.

“Australian workers have had
a gutful of that type of politics and
if they can’t be home on weekends
with their families they want to be
compensated in a way where they can
find other days to share time.

“The MUA is determined to be
at the forefront of defending all Aus-
tralian workers against this predict-
able attack on workers’ rights from
a Liberal/National coalition that

has proven itself to be obsessed by
attacking those rights over a long
period of time.

“Most Australians are a lot more
interested in what the Turnbull gov-
ernment is doing about outrageous
executive salaries and the general tax
avoidance of its big corporate back-
ers than working on the weekend for
bugger all.”

The MUA says that workers
deserve better than this self-serving
and sycophantic political leadership
and pandering to big business — they
want lives that secure their families
and not undermine them. &
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Book Review by Dr John McCollow
The Privatisation of Education:

A Political Economy of Global Education Reform

Antoni Verger, Clara Fontdevila
and Adrian Zancajo

Educational privatisation is a
trend driven by a variety of ideo-
logical, political and economic
factors, which are explored in this
valuable and important book. In
the globalised economy, education
is implicated as a key means of
improving national competitive-
ness and as a potentially profitable
industry itself. The private sector
is portrayed as more efficient.
effective, diversified and innova-
tive than the public sector.

Increasingly, “involvement of
the private sector [including for-
profit entities] in education sys-
tems” is seen as both “inevitable”
and “desirable” (p177). However,
the privatisation agenda is not mon-
olithic. Verger et al. identify six dif-
ferent paths towards privatisation.
These include education privatisa-
tion resulting from a drastic restruc-
turing of the state’s role in delivery of
public services.

Examples of this type of educa-
tional privatisation — where it takes
place as part of a wider program
of restructuring of the state along
market lines — include Thatcher’s
England and Pinochet’s Chile. In
both cases it occurred under con-
servative governments which were
deeply committed to economic neo-
liberalism and ruthless in imple-
menting their agenda. The structural
changes wrought proved immune to
reversal by subsequently elected cen-
tre-left governments.

The Nordic path

Scandinavian countries have
been far from unaffected by the pri-
vatisation agenda. With the nota-
ble exception of Sweden, which
introduced vouchers and for-prof-
it schools, most of the changes can
be characterised as “endoprivatisa-
tion”, that is, as changes designed
to make the public sector act more
like the private sector, rather than

“exoprivatisation”, which entails
opening up services previously pro-
vided by the public sector to private
operators.

Scaling up
privatisation

The United States is identified as
a leading example of this path to pri-
vatisation. The decentralised nature
of the American schooling system
has meant that educational reform is
subject to interventions from various
players at local, state and national
levels. Implementation of neo-liber-
al reforms has been uneven and con-
tested. Nevertheless, privatisation
has advanced, though charter school-
ing has proved far more amenable to
implementation than vouchers.

De facto privatisation
This path to privatisation is typi-
cally followed in low-income coun-
tries. In some of these settings,
there is a history of low-fee, private
schools set up by local entrepreneurs
in response to inadequate provi-
sion of public school facilities. More
recently, governments and interna-
tional aid and financial agencies have
encouraged the growth of these low-
fee schools as a means of providing
increased educational opportunity and
economic growth without imposing a
severe additional funding burden on
governments. This expansion of low-
fee private provision has been enthu-
siastically taken up, with large, often
international organisations supplant-
ing local entrepreneurs as operators.

PPPs in
the education sector

The Netherlands, Belgium
and Spain are examined as nations
where faith-based institutions have
historically played an important role
in providing schooling (on a non-
profit basis). These “public-private
partnerships” (PPPs) pre-date the
ascendancy of neo-liberalism as a

global policy imperative. Neverthe-
less, these private institutions can
espouse neo-liberal “school choice”
arguments to support their continued
subsidisation by the state, and their
presence as a rival to public schools
can lead to the adoption of practices
by the latter that are seen as position-
ing of themselves competitively, for
example, private sector management
practices.

Privatisation
by way of catastrophe

Natural disasters and violent
conflicts can set the stage for the
implementation of radical reform.
“Emergency measures” become the
basis for a complete restructuring of
social institutions, schools included.
In the wake of Hurricane Katrina,
for example, the public schooling
system of New Orleans was reorgan-
ised: more than 7,000 teachers were
dismissed, the teacher union wiped
out and numerous charter schools
established (before the hurricane
New Orleans had 112 public schools
and 8 charter schools; by 2014 only
four public schools remained in
operation). A similar agenda was put
into place as part of the international
recovery program following the 2010
earthquake in Haiti. The aftermath of
wars in El Salvador and Iraq has also
seen the implementation of privatised
schooling on a large scale.

Other useful and readable chap-
ters in the book include one dealing
with the various non-state actors who
play important roles in prosecuting
the privatisation agenda, and one on
the groups opposing these reforms —
of which teacher unions are by far the
most prominent.

Education International provided
a research grant to support
publication of the booE.

The Privatisation of Education,
published by New York: Teachers
College Press, 2016.
Queensland Teachers’ Union
Journal &

Youth unemployment

Youth unemployment on the NSW
South Coast is at crisis levels
according to NSW Greens MP and
South Coast spokesperson Justin
Field. The number of unemployed
young people on the South Coast
and Southern Highlands has hit
21.2%, the highest rate since July
2013.

The figures were published last
month by the NSW Parliamentary
Library in their January Labour
Force Trends report incorporating
data from the ABS Labour Force
Survey.

The figures showing near record
high youth unemployment on the
South Coast and Southern High-
lands were released the same day
as the federal announcement that
Sunday penalty rates will be cut for
hospitality and retail workers. This
move will see many young people
with jobs in the region facing a cut
in their take home pay.

Justin Field said, “Youth unem-
ployment on the South Coast and in

the Southern Highlands is at crisis
levels.”

Local youths are stuck in a vice
of disadvantage — many who want
to work can’t find employment and
many in jobs are now facing a sig-
nificant pay cut from the unfair
removal of Sunday penalty rates.

While employment opportuni-
ties have grown slightly elsewhere
across NSW, they have tanked in
our region.

Today more than 21% of young
people aged 15-24 in the South-
ern Highlands and South Coast are
unemployed and face challenging
futures.

Youth employment continues
to rise across the South Coast and
Illawarra but is highest on the South
Coast at 21.2% with the Illawarra
at 15%.

“While the Berejiklian govern-
ment is busy in Sydney privatising
the state’s assets, regional young
people are facing the bleak reality of
unemployment, underemployment

and wage cuts through weakened
Sunday penalty rates,” said Field.

“Creating and sustaining region-
al jobs needs government invest-
ment and support, not an approach
that victimises the unemployed or
continually seeks to attack the pay
and conditions of young workers.

“I’m not going to pretend there
is an easy solution to this, but at
these crisis levels, all sides of poli-
tics, unions, employer groups, and
the community has to work together
to create real opportunities for our
region’s young people.

“This is a community with a
lot to offer in terms of its natural
beauty and tourism, skills and infra-
structure to support manufacturing
and agriculture as well as service
provision in health, ageing and gov-
ernment services.

“We need a coordinated strategy
to give regional young people the
opportunity to find rewarding jobs
and a secure future,” Field said. &
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More than a 1,000 early childhood educators went on strike from
3.20pm on March 8, International Women’s Day (IWD). Why
3.20pm? It is the time women in Australia effectively start working
for free because of the persistent gender pay imbalance. Striking
on IWD aimed to draw attention to the large pay gap between male
and female dominated professions. United Voice union assistant
national secretary Helen Gibbons said educators were walking
off the job on IWD to tell Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull it's time
he valued their work by funding equal pay for educators. United
Voice says that despite the vital importance of their work educat-
ing Australia’s children many early childhood educators earn just
$20 an hour — half the average national wage. It was hearten-
ing to note that the strike action was supported by kids’ parents
— they certainly appreciate the excellent work early educators do.

Recent heat waves drew more attention than ever on the impacts
of global warming on health. A group of leading scientists ques-
tions the funding (or lack of it) into research into climate change
impacts on health. Research into global warming’s health impacts
is starved of funding. “In 2016, none of the 516 funded project
grants, totalling $420 million, included a climate change or heat
wave focus,” according to the paper published in Nature Climate
Change. People are dying in extreme conditions and public health
warnings only advise stay indoors and drink plenty of water.
There has to be more than that and proper research is absolute-
ly vital. Many countries are making progress in that regard and
sharing ideas. A US government study in 2016 identified such
research priorities as temperature-related death and illness; air
quality impacts; impacts of extreme events on human health; vec-
tor-borne diseases; impacts on water-related illness; food safety;
nutrition and distribution; mental health and well-being. Dealing
with even this short list will require multi-disciplinary efforts,
clear vision and proper funding, not to mention a political will.

International Women’s Day (IWD) celebrations this year have
been defiant and militant. One of the leading unions in Australia,
Australian Services Union (ASU) has been drawing attention to
the federal government’s decision to put the #1800RESPECT
counselling service for victims of sexual violence up for ten-
der. The counselling service provides crisis assistance to victims
of all ages and genders, although women are both its biggest
user group and the vast majority of counsellors are women,
and union members. The ASU is strongly opposed to the pri-
vatisation of services and say: “NO PROFIT FROM RAPE!




6  March 15,2017

Magazine

Guardian

The fate of prisoner Simén Trini

WT Whitney

Political reasons impelled Colombian Presi-
dent Alvaro Uribe to engineer the extradi-
tion of political prisoner Simén Trinidad
to the United States on December 31, 2004.
There, so it was thought, he would serve
as an object lesson for other leaders of the
Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colom-
bia (FARC — EP). But 12 years later, on
November 30, 2016, Colombia’s Congress
ratified a peace agreement between the
FARC-EP and the Colombian government.
Nevertheless, Trinidad remains in a Colo-
rado maximum security prison, serving a
60-year sentence.

Over the course of four years of talks,
FARC representatives repeatedly demanded
that Trinidad be allowed to join their negotiat-
ing team in Havana. Even in the waning days
of his term, after the conflict had ended, Presi-
dent Obama refused to pardon Simén Trinidad.

The Colombian Congress prepared the way
recently for thousands of other imprisoned
FARC combatants and other political prison-
ers to be amnestied and freed. Simoén Trinidad
won’t be one of them.

Denver lawyer Mark Burton is Trinidad’s
US attorney. He recently responded to ques-
tions sent via email regarding his client’s situa-
tion. Background information appearing below
may serve to introduce Burton’s comments.

Simon Trinidad’s father, a lawyer and big
landowner, was a Colombian senator; Trini-
dad’s maternal grandfather was governor
of Santander department. Trinidad himself
worked for a state-owned agricultural bank,
managed another bank, and taught economics
in a university. After leaving Valledupar for a
rebel encampment in 1987 at age 37 — old for a
novice guerrilla — he would be known as Simén
Trinidad, no longer as Ricardo Palmera, his
birth name. For the FARC-EP, he was a nego-
tiator, political education specialist, financial
adviser, and representative abroad.

Local police with CIA assistance seized
Trinidad in Quito, Ecuador in 2004. He had
been there to contact a United Nations official to
negotiate the release of FARC prisoners. After
extradition to Colombia, US authorities trans-
ported him to Washington. The US government
tried him four times between 2006 and 2008.

Trinidad scored a hung jury in the first trial;
charges that he was a terrorist and drug traffick-
er were dismissed. At a second trial he was con-
victed for allegedly having conspired to kidnap
three US intelligence contractors in 2003 after
FARC gunfire had brought their plane down.
Trinidad received the maximum sentence; 20
years for each kidnapped contractor. Prosecu-
tors were unable to have him convicted at his
third and fourth trials on drug-trafficking charg-
es, which the government eventually dropped.

Trinidad was far removed from the scene
when the kidnapping occurred. Prosecutors pre-
sented no evidence indicating direct or indi-
rect involvement. In prison, Trinidad has lived
in solitary confinement for at least 12 years.
Prison officials severely restrict telephone
calls, correspondence, and visits from family
or friends.

Mark Burton’s report

President Obama never pardoned Simon
Trinidad. What prospects are there for his even-
tual freedom?

MB: It was a huge disappointment that
President Obama did not grant clemency to
Simon Trinidad. The waters are not very clear

right now, but the first comments from the
Trump administration don’t give much hope
that this administration will be very sympathet-
ic to the Colombian Peace Process. This does
not mean that we are not going to keep organ-
izing and advocating for the release of Simon,
however. His incarceration is very unjust and
his release is of the utmost importance. The
Colombian Peace Progress and Colombian
society at large can only be strengthened with
the presence of Simén Trinidad in Colombia.
The movement for his release will continue
with added vigour.

What should people or organisations do by
way of agitating for his release?

MB: On Facebook there is a page called
“Support the Colombian Peace Process, Free
Simon Trinidad”. There is also the website
www.freericardopalmera.org. On these inter-
net sites there are updates to the campaign
for Simén Trinidad’s release and also calls
for action; White House call-ins, demonstra-
tions, etc. There will be increased activity due
to the intransigence of the US authorities, so
one should follow these websites for future
action. We are planning on organising speak-
ing tours of the country to raise the profile of
Simén Trinidad’s campaign so please watch for
details.

I think that it is important that Simoén Trini-
dad’s case be taken up by peace and justice
groups, churches, and union halls all around
the country. The above internet sites can offer
information and support for any organisation
that would like to hold an event, or simply
receive more information.

I believe that it is of the upmost importance
that the case of Simon Trinidad appears in the
press and popular media as much as possible.
It is important that his name is known far and
wide, so that more and more people understand
the importance of his case.

If he returned to Colombia, would he be
tried and/or imprisoned there?

MB: Simon has more than 40 open cases in
Colombia. One of his greatest wishes is to be in
Colombia to face the charges against him. Most
of the cases allege that Simon, as a member
of the Secretariat or the General Staff, ordered
criminal acts to be committed by others. These
cases claim that Simon is the intellectual author
of many crimes based on his high position in
the FARC-EP. These charges are completely
farcical as Simo6n has never been a member
of the General Staff or the Secretariat and the
charges are false. These cases are what is a
called a montaje judicial in Spanish, or a frame
up in English. He has been acquitted on four or
so of these cases since I first knew him. We are
confident that the many of these cases will be
dismissed or that he will be acquitted.

All accusations made against Simén are
based on his reported activities as a member
of the FARC-EP. He would therefore qualify
to have his cases reviewed by the new Special
Peace Jurisdiction. His cases will have a special
kind of treatment under the new peace legisla-
tion and he should not be kept in custody when
he is returned to Colombia.

Why did the US president not act to send
him back to Colombia?

MB: I am not privy to the decision-making
processes of the US government. But one of the
main factors, I imagine, is the resistance of the
Department of Justice to the release of Simon
Trinidad. This is the division of the US govern-
ment that prosecuted him. They are often very
strongly opposed to the release of political pris-
oners. The Department of Justice also claims
to represent the interest of the “victims” in this
case. That is to say: the three contractors for the
Pentagon. They were involved in Colombia’s
internal conflict by videotaping FARC positions

Simén Trinidad with Piedad Esneda Cérdoba Ruiz, Colombian lawyer and politician, in 2007.

in the countryside and sending these videos to
the US military at the US Southern Command.
Also it is not clear what actions the Colombian
government took to facilitate his release and if
there was any diplomatic pressure applied for
his release.

What did the Colombian government do or
not do to push for his release?

MB: This is really an important question.
It is not clear that the Colombian government
made a strong push for Simon’s release, even
if they formally requested it. For Simon to be
released under a grant of clemency I believe
that the Colombian government must be force-
ful. There is no indication that the Colombian
government acted in a forceful way here. Some
say the Colombian government didn’t do any-
thing. But it is also possible that the govern-
ment made a request, but didn’t support it with
strong diplomatic pressure.

Established circles in Colombia seem to
harbour special animosity against Simon Trini-
dad. There are stories that he abandoned his
family and took money from the bank where
he worked. Did such accusations poison the
atmosphere against him?

MB: It is my personal belief there may be
some special animosity towards Simoén in cer-
tain sectors of Colombian society due to the
issue of social class. I have seen no evidence
that Simon Trinidad diverted any funds from his
bank to the FARC and I don’t believe that the
Colombian ruling circles are that upset about
allegations of the theft of money. I believe this
hostility is class-based.

Simo6n Trinidad came from a prominent
family in César. His father was a senator of
the republic. Simén Trinidad went to exclusive
schools and universities in Bogota. He became
the manager of a bank in Valledupar, César. He
was considered to belong to the upper classes

in that part of the country. He always had social
concerns, however. When he worked for an
agricultural bank and dealt with the peasantry
in César, he became concerned about the plight
of the rural poor.

When Simén Trinidad joined a clandestine,
revolutionary organisation he was considered
a class traitor. I believe that certain sectors of
Colombian society were enraged by the fact
that someone from the upper classes actually
rebelled against the rule of the oligarchy in
Colombia. This may explain the special hostil-
ity, and bad treatment, that he has received from
certain sectors of the Colombian establishment.

How is Trinidad being treated in prison?
What contacts does he have with the outside
world?

MB: Simon was in absolute solitary con-
finement for 13 years — with very little human
contact. Just recently he has been allowed to
have some limited interaction with a few other
prisoners and this is an improvement. He still
cannot have contact with anyone outside the
prison other than his immediate family and
his attorney, however. He is allowed four 15
minute calls a month with his family and that’s
it. His conditions are still very restrictive and
cruel. His attorney and his family members
who have contact with him have to sign some-
thing called a SAM, or Special Administrative
Measure, promising not to send or receive any
messages from Simén Trinidad to any third
party. He is effectively sealed off from the out-
side world.

What are your impressions of Simon Trini-
dad as a person?

MB: I greatly admire Simén Trinidad. The
first time I went to meet him in the prison |
expected to meet someone who was demor-
alised by his suffering due to being incarcer-
ated for years in solitary confinement. Simon

When Simon Trinidad joined a clandestine,
revolutionary organisation he was
considered a class traitor.
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Trinidad is anything but defeated or demoral-
ised. When I first saw him he was standing up
in the small room where I meet with him, he
had a big smile on his face and greeted me very
cordially and we had a wonderful conversation.
Simon Trinidad is truly the Hombre de Hierro
(“Man of Steel”), the name given him by his
famous biography [by Jorge Enrique Botero],
as he will not let the conditions he lives under
defeat him or his ideals.

He is a person who is extremely intelligent
and analytical, and can dissect an issue with
razor-like precision. Simoén Trinidad is a very
studious person who tries to read as much as he
can — given his conditions — and to learn about
current events in Colombia and the world. He
also has a very good sense of humour and likes
a good joke. One of his most admirable quali-
ties is that he is very compassionate. Simén has
a sense of compassion for working and poor
people, and also for people that he knows.

What's now standing in the way of imple-
mentation of the peace agreement?

MB: The principal problem interfering
with the implementation of the peace process
is Colombian government inaction. The most
worrisome is the Colombian government’s
reluctance to act against para-militarism.
Assassinations of social leaders continue with-
out a strong reaction from the government. In
order to have peace, the opposition must have
guarantees for their safety and the Colombi-
an government must follow through on their
promise to battle para-militarism.

There also seems to be resistance from
sectors within the government to implement-
ing the peace process. For example, very few
of the special peace jurisdiction courts are up
and running. It appears that there is some sabo-
tage of, or at the very least government inertia
to follow through on, the commitments of the
peace accord.

What's going to happen to the political
prisoners in Colombia following the peace
agreement?

MB: The political prisoners should be
released and allowed to participate in the
special peace jurisdiction. Prisoners accused
of only political crimes should be granted
amnesty. Those who are accused of interna-
tional crimes (as recognised by the Internation-
al Criminal Court) will submit to the special
peace jurisdiction. This process is of the utmost
importance to the success of the peace accord.
CounterPunch &
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Renationalising
Australia’s

electricity grid

John Quiggin
Professor, School of Economics,
University of Queensland

The public debate over the problems of
electricity supply displays a curious dis-
connect. On the one hand, there is virtu-
ally universal agreement that the system
is in crisis. After 25 years, the promised
outcomes of reform — cheaper and more
reliable electricity, competitive markets and
rational investment decisions — are further
away than ever.

On the other hand, proposals to change the
situation range from marginal tweaks to politi-
cally-motivated mischief-making. The prelim-
inary report of the Independent Review into
the Future Security of the National Electric-
ity Market, released last year, canvasses such
options as the introduction of capacity markets
for reserve power, which have done little to
resolve problems overseas.

Meanwhile, the Turnbull government has
used recent failures to score points against
renewable energy (hated, for obscure histori-
cal-cultural reasons, by its right-wing base) and
to promote the absurd idea of new coal-fired
power stations.

A sorry state

This debate might make sense if the system
had worked well in the past. In reality, however,
the National Electricity Market (NEM) never
produced lower prices or more reliable power
for households. In the early years of the NEM,
reductions in maintenance spending concealed
this failure. When new investment became nec-
essary in the early 2000s, the result was a dra-
matic upsurge in prices.

This was primarily because the NEM regu-
latory system allowed rates of return on cap-
ital far higher than those needed to finance
the system under public ownership. Until the
1990s state governments owned and control-
led Australia’s electricity grids from power
stations to poles and wires. The expansion of
interconnections between state networks cre-
ated the possibility of a truly national network.

The Commonwealth and the states could have
jointly owned such a network, following the
highly successful model of Snowy Hydro.

The creation of the NEM broke this system
into pieces. Ownership of generation was sepa-
rated from transmission, distribution and retail,
while maintaining effectively separate state
systems. The only national component was at
the regulatory level, where two separate nation-
al regulators (the Australian Energy Market
Operator and the Australian Energy Regulator)
overlap with the continuing regulatory opera-
tions of state governments.

Most state governments have sold their
electricity enterprises wholly or partly. Victo-
ria and South Australia fully privatised their
systems by the early 2000s. NSW partially
privatised its network business after 2015.
Queensland privatised the retail sector but
maintained public ownership of the network
and some electricity generation.

Contrary to the hopes of the market design-
ers, breaking up these integrated systems has
delivered no benefits, while incurring huge
costs.

Power prices have continued to rise.

These costs have been on display, in dra-
matic form, in recent system failures in South
Australia, Victoria and Tasmania. Everyone
has blamed everyone else, and no real change
has emerged. The tragedy is that all this could
have been avoided if we had seized the oppor-
tunity in the 1990s to build a unified national
grid, with a single authority running transmis-
sion networks and the inter-connectors between
them.

This would still allow competition in gen-
eration, but would abandon the idea of market
incentives in the provision of network services.
Electricity networks are considered to be natu-
ral monopolies. Unlike other industries, where
it makes sense for lots of businesses to compete
and drive costs lower, the cost and importance
of supplying electricity means it make sense for
one business to control the market.

Given this status, this authority should
not be a privatised firm or even a corporatised
government enterprise. Instead, it should be
a statutory authority with a primary mission
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of delivering energy security at low cost. This
failure was not confined to electricity. Our tel-
ecommunications network was also privatised
in the 1990s, with the promise that competi-
tion would deliver better services. In reality,
investment and innovation stagnated. It got to
the point where the government was forced to
re-enter the market with the National Broad-
band Network (NBN).

As the NBN example suggests, unscram-
bling the egg of failed reform will be a com-
plex and messy business. It will have to be done
gradually, perhaps beginning with South Aus-
tralia and Tasmania, the states worst affected
by recent disasters. But there is no satisfactory
alternative.

Public appetite,
lack of political will

An obvious question is whether renational-
ising the electricity network is politically fea-
sible. While the political class on both sides’
views privatised infrastructure as an unchal-
lengeable necessity, the general public has a
very different view. With only a handful of
exceptions, voters have rejected privatisation
whenever they have had a chance to do so.

The question of reversing past privatisa-
tions is more difficult, and there is less evi-
dence. However, none of the privatisations
of the reform era, even those that took place
decades ago, commands majority support in
Australia.

The question has been addressed by poll-
sters in Britain, which provided the model for
Australia’s energy reforms. The results show
overwhelming public support for renationali-
sation, even though the electricity industry has
been in private ownership for decades. Even a
majority of Conservative voters support public
ownership.

The issue will have its next electoral test in
Western Australia, where the Barnett govern-
ment is proposing to sell its majority interest
in its electricity distribution enterprise Western
Power. While nothing is ever certain in politics,
current polls suggest the government is headed
for defeat. @&
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Trump and L

Patrick Foley

Donald Trump’s first few months in office
have sent shockwaves across the globe,
from a worldwide women’s protest to a
1.8 million-strong petition to the British
Parliament, but as his anti-Latin rhetoric
becomes reality, Latin Americans have been
left wondering what their northern neigh-
bours will turn to next.

While his threats and insults may have been
aimed at bordering Mexico, his promise — and
subsequent executive order — to build a wall to
keep the supposed “drugs, crime, and rapists”
out of the US elicited a region-wide response.

The resistance

Bolivia’s President Evo Morales called on
Mexico “to look more towards the south, to
jointly build unity” with Latin America and the
Caribbean.

Ecuador’s President Rafael Correa assured
that “the solution to stop migration is not the
construction of walls and frontiers, but soli-
darity, humanity, and the creation of peaceful
solutions for all of Earth’s inhabitants.” Ven-
ezuela’s President Nicolas Maduro questioned
how Trump could “attack our brothers from
Mexico, who have already been persecuted and
exploited enough.”

These leaders were joined by statements
from both the Community of Latin American
and Caribbean States (CELAC) and the Union
of South American Nations (UNASUR) criti-
cising Trump’s attacks.

One reason for this strong and uni-
fied response is the latent threat that Trump
poses to those nations, both individually and
collectively.

With the US’s history of brutal interven-
tion in Latin America, the appointment of more
military officials to security positions than any
other government in 60 years is an alarming
development.

Statements from Trump and his administra-
tion have done nothing to alleviate these fears.
For example, comments made by the now dis-
graced former security adviser General Michael
Flynn are chilling.

“We’re in a global war, facing an enemy
alliance that runs from Pyongyang, North
Korea, to Havana, Cuba, and Caracas, Vene-
zuela,” adding that “along the way, the alliance
picks up radical Muslim countries and organi-
sations such as Iran, Al-Qaida, the Taliban, and
Islamic State.”

This statement serves as an indicator of the
warped views that Trump has chosen to sur-
round himself with.

Secretary of State Rex Tillerson has cast
doubt on Colombia’s peace deal, breaking with
the international consensus. He’s also expressed
a desire to reverse Barack Obama’s rapproche-
ment policy towards Cuba.

Trump has spoken openly of making
Mexico pay for his wall and of fighting “oppres-
sion” in Venezuela, though his comments about
Brazil’s first female President Dilma Rouseff
(“Who is he?”) show that he is not very well
versed in the area.

More recently, Trump’s administration
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Trump has spoken openly of making Mexico pay for his wall.

placed sanctions on Venezuela’s Vice-President
Tareck El Aissami for alleged links to Colom-
bian drug cartels and terrorist groups in the
Middle East.

No evidence or charges were provided for
these claims, and El Aissami’s work in extra-
diting 21 suspected drug traffickers to the US
went unacknowledged.

Remarkably, one of the drug traffickers the
vice-president is allegedly linked to was arrest-
ed and extradited to Colombia in 2012 by El
Aissami himself.

Although Venezuela and the US have had
a turbulent history, this is a clear indicator
that Trump will ramp up intervention in Latin
America and that he will use Islamophobia and
fear of terrorism to justify his actions.

The collaborators

Not all of Latin America’s nations are stand-
ing up to Trump’s isolationism and attempted
Muslim ban. Some governments have seen an
opportunity to pursue hard-right agendas in line
with the US administration.

Argentina’s President Mauricio Macri,
elected on the promise of a smooth transition
from the progressive Kirchner governments,
has since switched to a regressive neo-liberal
agenda leading to mass layoffs, price hikes, and
demonstrations.

Seemingly buoyed by Trump’s success,
Argentina’s conservatives took the opportu-
nity to super-charge their immigration debate
by labelling immigrants, predominantly from
neighbouring Bolivia, as criminals and drug
dealers.

Macri’s administration clearly took note of
Trump’s use of “alternative facts” and execu-
tive orders when passing an executive order
of their own to rein in immigration, justified
by warped data that overestimated the number
of immigrants in jail by nearly 400 per cent.

The latest xenophobic measure being con-
sidered by Argentina, and publicly supported
by right-wing members of congress, is — you
guessed it — building a wall.

In Brazil, the extremely controversial
impeachment of President Rousseff, labelled
by neighbouring governments and inter-
national bodies as a “soft coup,” saw the
appointment of President Michel Temer, a
conservative who has shifted the country’s
focus from tackling inequality to pleasing
foreign investors.

The implementation of harsh auster-
ity measures, including a 20-year freeze on
healthcare and education spending, public-
sector layoffs, and vast privatisations with-
out a mandate cannot be attributed to Trump’s
impact.

However, the rise of flamboyant, far-right
Congressman Jair Bolsonaro — a Trumpesque
character who openly uses homophobic and
sexist remarks (saying of a female congres-
sional colleague that: “Not worth raping; she
is very ugly”’) — draws numerous comparisons
with the US president, not least because he’s
a millionaire drawing supporters from a reac-
tionary base.

Whether the world has taken a very worry-
ing regressive turn or Trump has simply nor-
malised behaviour like this remains to be seen.

Countries like Argentina and the US may
be turning their backs on their rich histories of
immigration, but many Latin American gov-
ernments are taking a stand against xenopho-
bia in the face of Trump’s threats.

President Correa called for a region-
al stand in “defence of human rights’” and
reminded the US “that they have been a coun-
try of migrants,” while President Morales
reiterated this message, stating: “We can’t be
following the example of the north and its pol-
icies, building walls to divide us.”

These progressive voices show there is
a global movement building against the dis-
criminatory policies of Trump and his far-right
advisers.

Morning Star &

The pipeline must be stopped

Albert Bender

Federal Judge James Boasberg
has done it again. In response to
the request by the Standing Rock
Sioux and the Cheyenne River
Sioux Tribes for injunctive relief,
to halt construction of the Dakota
Access Pipeline (DAPL), this
jurist said he will decide within
a week if the injunction will be
granted.

In the meantime, DAPL con-
struction roars forward full steam
ahead. This is the same judge who
has twice previously denied injunc-
tive relief to the tribes. Obviously,
this does not look good. But I must
harken back to what Bernie Sanders

some months ago said: “No matter
what the courts say, the pipeline
must be stopped.”

While we ponder this question
— which suggests that mass, militant
public pressure will halt this poten-
tially deadly oil project — we turn
back to Judge Boasberg.

This latest time around, he
told lawyers at the February 28
hearing that he wants to issue a
ruling before the oil begins flow-
ing through the pipeline. Earlier this
month, Boasberg denied the tribes’
request for an immediate halt to the
pipeline construction on the ground
that as long as oil was not coursing
through the pipeline there was no
imminent harm to the tribes — hence

no need for injunctive relief prior
to that time. This latest ruling con-
tradicts his earlier ruling. At best he
seems to be greatly confused. This
is just more gobbledegook. His rul-
ings are at odds with each other.

As an attorney, I can just about
predict what is now taking place.
The judge has already made up his
mind to deny injunctive relief. He
will now, within a week, produce a
voluminous ruling to provide a legal
foundation to the denial.

This leads to my next point: the
so-called rule of law, which in these
kinds of cases is simply nonsense.
There is no rule of law, simply the
rule of man, and in most instances
the white man, the judge, protecting

the economic interests of the preda-
tory, rapacious white plutocracy
— the rule of the wealthy. The law
in s0 many aspects is ambiguous.
Legal support can be found to rule
in favour of the personal bias of the
judge. Hence, we have conservative
and liberal judges.

The law in the United States,
as in all capitalist countries, is
an instrument of class domina-
tion that protects private property
and enforces social inequality and
oppression. Boasberg is an enforcer
of this oppressive state of affairs,
but is doing a more slipshod job
than most jurists it has been my
experience to observe.

Soon, Boasberg will deny the

injunction and the tribes will appeal,
all the while DAPL construction
crews working feverishly to finish
their task. Tribal lawyers will try to
make the equity argument while the
matter winds its way through the
appeals process. DAPL attorneys
will contend that the case is moot
because the pipeline is completed.
This is one scenario.

The other scenario is to fight
this war in the streets and in other
venues across the nation while still
pursuing legal relief. We can do so
while remembering that the courts
are civic institutions that respond
to the will of the people — even the
court of bumbling Boasberg.
People’s World &
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Jesse Jackson

Tomorrow, March 7, will mark the 52nd
anniversary of Bloody Sunday, the historic
march and shocking police riot in Selma,
Alabama, that helped build public support
for passage of the Voting Rights Act. Now, a
half-century later, an avowed critic of that
law — former Alabama Senator Jefferson
Beauregard Sessions III, who was born in
Selma — has been confirmed as attorney
general of the United States. In one of his
first acts in office — reversing Obama’s
order to phase out the federal government’s
use of private prisons — he has begun to
weaken civil rights protections.

The decision on private prisons reflects
Trump’s desire to repeal all things Obama.
It expresses the ideological bias of reaction-
aries like Sessions toward privatising public
functions. It also reveals the pervasive cor-
ruption already apparent in the Trump admin-
istration. The two largest for-profit prison
companies in the United States — GEO Group
and CoreCivic (formerly Corrections Cor-
poration of America) — and their associates
have, according to Reason magazine, con-
tributed “more than $10 million to candidates
since 1989 and have spent nearly $25 million
on lobbying efforts.”

When Trump stoked public fears of violent
crime in our cities, called our prison system a
“disaster,” and endorsed “privatisations and pri-
vate prisons,” the industry ponied up hundreds
of thousands of dollars to support his candida-
cy. Since Trump won the election, share prices
of GEO Group and CoreCivic have soared
more than 100 percent. In our corrupted poli-
tics, Sessions’ act helps consolidate their return
on investment.

Reviving private prisons, however, repre-
sents far more than mere anti-Obama venom,
ideological preference, or even political corrup-
tion. It tramples basic civil and human rights.
And African Americans and Latinos, who
disproportionately populate our prisons, will
suffer the most.

Incarcerating people in for-profit prisons is
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Alabama state troopers attack protesters on the Edmund Pettus Bridge, Bloody Sunday, March 7,

morally indefensible. Locking people up and
turning them over to companies whose primary
concerns are profits and return to investors is
a recipe for abuse. And the record of private
prisons demonstrates repeatedly that abuse is
pervasive. In Sessions” home state of Alabama,
for example, whites constitute two-thirds of
the total population but only 42 percent of the
prison population. African Americans represent
only one-fourth of the total population, but over
half (54 percent) of the incarcerated.

This is the cause of repeated upheaval
and scandal. Private prisons suffer more vio-
lence. Underpaid guards too often punish pris-
oners without accountability. Private prisons,
Obama’s Justice Department found, aren’t as
safe for prisoners or for guards as public pris-
ons. They lack the services that might revive
hope rather than crush it, such as education-
al programs and job training. Despite their
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companies’ claims, private prisons don’t save
government much money either.

Worse, the thirst for profit overrides the
needs of the incarcerated. Private prisons are
notorious for skimping on food, facilities,
and health care. They gouge prisoners even
for using the telephone to stay in contact with
loved ones. Worse, the private companies gen-
erally demand that the government guarantee
that their cells will be full, even if actual crime
rates are falling or if harsh sentencing is rolled
back. Nearly two-thirds of private prison con-
tracts mandate that state and local governments
sustain an occupancy rate — usually 90 percent
— or taxpayers pay for the empty beds. At the
federal level, the Immigration and Customs
Enforcement (ICE) budget is mandated by the
Congress to maintain detention beds for at least
34,000 immigrants daily.

Sessions’ order impacts some 14,000

1965.

federal prisoners, a number that has been trend-
ing down in recent years. Most of the 2 million
prisoners in America are sentenced and held at
the state and local level. To them, Sessions is
sending a strong signal. The federal govern-
ment will be ramping up detentions, particu-
larly of immigrants. It signals to states and
localities — many of which have been souring
on private prisons — that the federal government
is all in for privatisation.

Trump has promised a new day for what he
calls America’s “inner cities”. But what we’ve
seen so far is a return to the failed policies of
the past — law and order rhetoric combined with
calls for tougher police tactics, harsher sentenc-
es, and now a corrupt and indefensible embrace
of privatised prisons. With Sessions in the DOJ,
Trump’s divisive racial rhetoric is about to turn
into policy.

People’s World &

Israel ban weakness,

China’s Korea

Israel’s blanket ban on entry for
anyone backing the peaceful boy-
cott, divestment, sanctions (BDS)
campaign illustrates weakness,
not strength.

It indicates that Tel Aviv under-
stands that it is losing the argument
internationally and can respond only
with repression.

Among 28 Knesset members
voting against this measure was
Ayman Odeh of the Israeli Com-
munist Party’s Democratic Front for
Peace and Equality, who was elect-
ed an MP on the Arab Joint List.

He described seeing thousands
of Jewish people in the US a fort-
night ago demonstrating against
Israel’s occupation of the West
Bank and supporting a boycott of
illegal Jewish settlements there.

Until recently US Jews would
have avoided such a stance like the
plague. They believed Israeli gov-
ernment claims that the only imped-
iment to a mutually agreed two-state
solution was violence by Palestinian
extremists.

The scales have fallen from
their eyes concerning the brutal-
ity suffered by Palestinians at the
hands of the military occupation
and armed settlers and Israel’s clear
intention of colonising the West
Bank, including east Jerusalem, to
negate the possibility of an inde-
pendent Palestinian state.

President Reuven Rivlin’s call

last month for full annexation of the
West Bank, coupled with a totally
unacceptable offer of conditional
citizenship for Palestinians, lays
bare what pro-Palestinian cam-
paigners have long insisted was the
long-term zionist goal.

Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu was taken aback by
Barack Obama’s parting gift in
December when he allowed a
UN Security Council resolution
demanding an end to construction
of illegal Israeli settlements to pass
without a US veto.

Donald Trump favours a blank
cheque for Israel, but more sober
heads in his administration have
already influenced him to warn
Israel against annexation and call
settlement expansion “not helpful.”

However, there is growing pres-
sure within the US to breathe fresh
life into an Anti-Semitism Aware-
ness Act.

It poses as a necessary antidote
to anti-Semitism but its real moti-
vation is to stifle growing criticism
of Israel, especially on university
campuses.

The intention of its backers is
that it should play a similar role
to the media-encouraged “anti-
Semitism” propaganda wave direct-
ed against Jeremy Corbyn and the
Labour Party by the Jewish Labour
Movement, formerly known as
Poale Zion.

More insidious than this cam-
paign to censor pro-Palestinian
support is media self-censorship.
Graffiti artist Banksy, whose activi-
ties are usually media magnets,
opened his own Walled Off hotel in
Bethlehem at the weekend.

Every window in the hotel,
which is plastered with Banksy
works, gives out onto Israel’s apart-
heid wall. One room is designed to
look like a room on a military base.

The artist wants his business
to become a safe place for young
Israelis and Palestinians to meet
and talk. Where was Britain’s mass
media? Is Banksy no longer news?

Even more shockingly, the
honorary video guest playing at
its opening was Elton John, who
told those gathered in the hotel: “I
would’ve loved to have been with
you all tonight but, you know, there
wasn’t any room at the inn.”

When did guest appearanc-
es, albeit remotely, by Elton John
cease to be newsworthy for Brit-
ain’s media? He told the Palestinian
people:

“It’s my great pleasure to be
playing in Palestine this evening.
Please know that you are not alone.
You are not forgotten.”

In the wake of last week’s Israe-
1i Apartheid Week activities in Brit-
ain, that message has to be repeated
loud and clear.
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Chinese Foreign Minister Wang
Yi last week suggested a deal to
end the long-running standoff
between the US and North Korea.
Mr Wang proposed a compromise
whereby Pyongyang would end
its nuclear weapons and ballistic
missile programmes in return for
an end to huge annual US-South
Korean military exercises.

The minister told reporters fric-
tions between North Korea, Wash-
ington and Seoul were like “two
accelerating trains” heading for each
other, with neither side willing to
give way. “The question is: are the
two sides really ready for a head-on
collision?” he said.

“Our priority now is to flash the
red light and apply the brakes on both
trains.”

His comments came two days
after Pyongyang’s latest ballistic
missile test, seen as timed to coin-
cide with the latest exercises.

The following day the first com-
ponents of the US Thaad anti-ballis-
tic missile system arrived in South
Korea, which China and Russia
believe is directed at undermining
their own nuclear deterrents.

The issue is expected to loom
large when US Secretary of State
Rex Tillerson visits Beijing, Seoul
and Tokyo this week.

Last month China halted coal
imports from North Korea in line
with the last US-led escalation of
sanctions last year. That move drew
thinly veiled condemnation of Bei-
jing from Pyongyang, accusing it of
“dancing to the tune of the US.”

US State Department spokes-
man Mark Toner restated Washing-
ton’s reliance on sanctions, but said:
“We’re looking at other possibilities
as well.”

Morning Star &

May Day International Brigade
Cuba = April 24 to May 8, 2017

The Brigade will take place in the provinces of
Havana, Artemisa, Villa Clara and Gienfuegos, Cuba
Registration will be open until March 30, 2017

The Cuban Insfitute of Friendship with the Peoples (ICAP) and ifs travel agency Amistur Cuba, SA
For more info: www.cpa.org.au/whats-on
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Penalty rate cut:
Why?

This is so sad! Husband works all
week job! They are finding it hard
to make ends meet!

Wife manages to get some week-
end work, Great! Hubby can look
after the kids. They have no time
together! But with the penalty rates,
it makes life a little easier $ wise!

So why? Are the powers that be
trying too destroy the livelihoods
of ordinary Australians? Trying to
make a good go at providing for their
families?

They are not asking for handouts
from Centrelink!

Just a fair go!

Cheryl Numeyer

Wrong way

I send this in the hope broader
conversation can be conducted
surrounding the current govern-
ment’s intentions to scrap penalty
rates (this is my understanding).

Penalty rates are rightly war-
ranted. They subsidise and incentify
extra workload on days that penalty
rates apply.

Furthermore, penalty rates do
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not adversely affect employers, who
have the means to regulate staffing
costs on these days.

Government is seeking to redi-
rect economic output in the wrong
ways.

Ethan Jones

Tip of the iceberg

It’s mind-boggling, it really is,
that old saying “If you forget
history, you’re doomed to repeat
it”. Is a real thing. Here we are
in the grip of a government bent
on repeating the same mistake
that led the world into the great
depression. Balancing the budget,
yes! A budget which is four times
larger than after WW2 when it
was 120% of GDP versus our 30%
of GDP.

How did the Liberal government
under Menzies get out of it. Strong
wage growth and running defi-
cits. Growing the economy through
demand and paying off the debt
because the country earns more. Yet
here the LNP stands, trying to turn
back the tide, with a spade full of
sand, yelling incoherent slogans like
some mad gibbering witch doctor of
old.

“Jobs & Growth”, alternate facts
by the boat loads of refugee. Dare I
say. In the end cutting penalties, one
which the employers flocked to if
you do your research, will employ
no extra staff as it did not do when
the HIGA award became legal here in
South Australia versus the flat 1.5 rate.
Thousands and thousands of dollars
were saved by business, no extra jobs
were created. There was no demand,
and that in the end is the lesson.

Guardian

Demand drives the economy and
for that to work you need 10,000
people spending $1,000, not 10
people spending 1 million. Micro
economic arguments over the prof-
its of a business, if it has to pay less
for staff it’s more profitable is true
enough. When you do it on a macro
scale though, it changes, for Australia
you end up taking billions from the
economy.

Driving down demand, wreck-
ing this nation for a pittance that is
the penalty rate to the people and
business. Penalty rates are the tip of
the iceberg when it comes to wages
underpayment, super fraud, 457
visa’s and it would be nice to see
some real stories in the papers about
those and how the current mob, the
“Do nothing Mob”, continue to mis-
handle our nation.

Sean Davis

Cul

by
Rob Gowl

The article by Jenny Clegg in last week’s
issue of this paper, “China talks trade”, was
not only interesting but also very timely.
Reprinted from Britain’s Communist daily
the Morning Star, the article was a report
on the contribution by China’s President
Xi Jinping to the World Economic Forum
in January.

“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.” Among those
attending the Forum were many representatives
of countries whose governments are committed
to the needs and wishes of capitalist corpora-
tions. Xi is not so naive as to think that they
would willingly take his priorities on board.
But he knew that most of the other delegates
would, even if for some of them the ability to
act on his priorities would be limited at best.

As for the confirmed capitalists, well even
our own Malcolm Turnbull has claimed to be in
favour of “job creation and innovation”. Unlike
Xi, however, Turnbull has no policies that are
likely either to create jobs or foster innovation.
And, of course, the Turnbull government is res-
olutely opposed to developing green growth
and has no interest whatsoever in tackling
poverty. As far as Turnbull, a filthy-rich mer-
chant banker, is concerned, as long as the rich
get richer then some small part of their riches
will inevitably spill over and “trickle down”
to the poor people. Everyone wins! Hurrah for
capitalism!
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Chinese Red Guards, high school and university students, wave copies of Chairman Mao Zedong's Little Red Book as they parade in Beijing’s streets
at the beginning of the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution in June 1966.

China and the Morning Star

Xi however does not see it that way. “Over
700 million people in the world are still living
in extreme poverty,” he told the Forum. “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.” In Australia, a developed capitalist
country generally acknowledged to have a high
standard of living, many pensioners would love
to have warm houses in the winter and enough
food at any time, while most workers would
welcome a secure job. All those workers in hos-
pitality and fast food whose wages have just
been slashed would have welcomed some secu-
rity in their terms of employment I am sure.

China itself is no stranger to extreme pov-
erty, especially in the undeveloped region of
Western China. Absence of industry or in fact
any form of development meant extreme pover-
ty was endemic in Western China. So the CPC
and the Chinese government took a bold step:
to use capitalist greed to develop the neglected
West of the country. Their method was simple:
foreign companies wanting to establish facto-
ries or assembly plants on the prosperous Chi-
nese sea-board, where all Western companies
want to have their facilities so they are handy
to transport abroad, were only given approval
to do so on condition they also built and oper-
ated a similar plant in Western China.

In 2015, China was able to report that
extreme poverty had successfully been elim-
inated in Western China. Poverty — ordinary
poverty — is still a problem in China, of course,

but compared to the conditions that had pre-
viously prevailed, life has improved for mil-
lions of people. Even in the ranks of our own
Party, there are too many people who have
glibly declared that “China is going capitalist”,
because of the latitude that the CPC has given
for the pursuit of profit in China without exam-
ining the actual policies and statements of the
Chinese Party and without studying the history
of modern China.

When the victorious Chinese Red Army
swept into Beijing in 1949, China was pover-
ty-stricken, backward, wracked by famines and
epidemics and plagued by internecine warfare
between local war-lords. The Communists put
an end to the civil wars and the famines and
countered the epidemics. The result: the popu-
lation exploded, from 400 million towards a
billion in only a few years. The economic strain
of that enormous population growth is almost
unimaginable.

After some abortive attempts to earn for-
eign currency by undertaking infrastructure
projects in other countries using Chinese
labour, which did not go down well with work-
ers in those countries, the CPC realised that the
only way they could acquire the capital they
needed to urgently raise China’s standard of
living was to get it from those who had plenty
of it and were always looking for ways to invest
it profitably: the Western capitalists.

Western firms were allowed to establish
factories in restricted economic zones within
China. Labour was cheap, so profits were high,

but actually wages in these zones were higher
than in other areas of China, so the people ben-
efited too. More importantly, to be permitted to
set up a factory in China, a Western manufac-
turer was required to train his Chinese employ-
ees in all aspects of the complete production
process, including designing, marketing and
research. Contracts for manufacturing in China
were finite: 20 or 25 years, after which the fac-
tory reverts to China and the workforce that
has been trained in all aspects of the production
process takes over the running of it.

The Communist Party of China has always
been aware that to build Socialism they had first
to develop not only industry but an industrial
workforce: you cannot develop a workers’ state
without workers. In 1949 they were a very long
way from being able to begin building Social-
ism. They were barely at the stage of beginning
to lay the foundations for preparing to build
Socialism. And they didn’t have time to spare.

They have performed a remarkable balanc-
ing act, utilising the resources (and the greed)
of capitalists to fund and develop the basis
of a Socialist society, uneven and beset with
innumerable difficulties — as only to be expect-
ed with an undertaking on such a scale — and
instead of whining that they are not building
Socialism as we would have done it if we’d
been in charge, we should be celebrating their
extraordinary achievement.

I thought the Morning Star article was
right on the money and would repay further
study. &
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Film Review

by Michelle Zacarias
Get Out

Jordan Peel’s directorial debut
has shattered cinematic barriers
with the intoxicating and wildly
captivating Get Out. With 100 per-
cent rating on Rotten Tomatoes,
the horror/thriller film does not
disappoint even the most cynical
of viewers. In the film’s combina-
tion of shock, terror, realism and
social discourse, Peele is launching
an entirely new genre of horror
for generations to come.

Chris Washington (Daniel Kalu-
uya) and Rose Armitage (Allison
Williams) are a young interracial
couple that plan a weekend trip to
visit Rose’s parents. Things get off
to eerie start when Chris begins to
realise the only other black people
in Rose’s hometown are “workers”
for the residents of the estate. Despite
his initial anxieties, Chris’s concerns
are smoothed over during a chat with
Rose’s mother and father, Missy and
Dean (played by Catherine Keener
and Bradley Whitford), as he learns
that they are both seemingly liberal
folks who enjoy cultural exchange
and afternoon tea. While on a walk
with Dean Armitage, the patriarch of
the house proudly proclaims that he
would have voted for an Obama third
term if he could have.

Get Out immediately delves into
the complexities of white liberal-
ism and the insidious ways in which
racism manifest itself in our modern
society. Dean seems eager to prove

himself, greeting Chris initially with
an abnormal salutation (“my man!”)
and constantly berating him with
examples of his “conscientiousness”
and tolerance. It is this interaction in
which the viewer begins to see the
formation of a central undertone in
the movie.

Jordan Peele confessed in a Q&A
panel that he came up with the con-
cept for the film after Obama’s elec-
tion, during which time people began
to conceptualise a “post-racial Amer-
ica”. It is clear throughout the film’s
progression that inhabitants of the
town hold similar beliefs, even going
as far as to ask Chris if he believes
it to be “advantageous” to exist as a
black man in society.

During a large family gather-
ing scene, various of Rose’s rela-
tives directly project their own
misconceptions of blackness upon
Chris; hyper-masculinity, sexuali-
sation, objectification, fetishisation.
It’s clear these characters think of
their remarks as “complimentary”,
although Chris is clearly made to feel
uncomfortable.

What makes Get Out truly cutting
edge in horror is the fact that it echoes
an existing fear that many black indi-
viduals, who reside in a predomi-
nantly white society, face. It perfectly
encapsulates the quiet apprehension
that lies under the surface, especially
when confronted with white people’s
assertions of power.
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Daniel Kaluuya as Chris Washington.
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The film directly tackles topics that permeate
black communities; fear of the police, white
women’s false claims of being victimised by black
men, the infatuation with “wearing” blackness.

The film directly tackles topics
that permeate black communities;
fear of the police, white women’s
false claims of being victimised by
black men (eg Emmet Till), the infat-
uation with “wearing” blackness.
These are issues that Peele could
have tiptoed around through allegor-
ical symbolism, but instead, chose to
explicitly direct attention to by show-
ing the grotesque nature of racialised
power dynamics in this country.

Several previous horror flick
directors have dabbled with the

notion of whiteness as an oppres-
sive and destructive force in horror
(see Kevin Smith’s Red State) but not
with such transparency and vigour.
Peele sets himself apart by daring to
take the viewer to some of the deep-
est and most disturbing parts of our
psyche, and challenging us to re-
evaluate our own dogmatism. Get
Out directly confronts the violence
of white liberalism, allowing us to
fully experience the sweeping per-
vasiveness of racism beyond ultra-
right fascist tropes.

Get Out leaves you on the edge
of your seat from start to finish. The
film is an exact reflection of the per-
vasive ideologies of modernised big-
otry. Though light on jump scares or
gore, Get Out strays away from the
typical elements of horror, and makes
room for an entirely original work of
cinema. The film relies on the intri-
cately written storyline and a cast of
powerful leads and supporting actors
to extract emotional truths from our
heavily layered social discourse.
People’s World &

The un-Oscars: Progie Award winners

LOS ANGELES: The James Agee Cinema
Circle has announced the winners amongst
the 10th annual “Progie” Award nominees
for 2016’s outstanding movies and artists of
conscience and consciousness.

The Progies are the “un-Oscar,” the peo-
ple’s “alternative Academy Awards.” The Pro-
gies honour movies and talents in a variety of
categories named after artists and films that
are pro-people, pro-working class, pro-wom-
en, pro-LGBTIQ, pro-environment, anti-war,
anti-racist, anti-fascist, etc.

The winners were announced on Friday,
February 24 at the Los Angeles Workers
Centre immediately preceding a screening
of the film Mother in the “Ten Films That
Shook the World” series in honour of the
Russian Revolution centennial. Award pre-
senters included Ed Rampell, John Esther,
Bob Sharka, Norma Barzman, Sharon Kyle,
Dick Price, and Eric Gordon. The ceremony

was live streamed out to viewers across the
globe.

The 2016 Progie Award nominations and
the winners are:

THE TRUMBO for Best Progressive Pic-
ture: Moonlight. Nominations also included
Christine; Neruda; The Birth of a Nation; I,
Daniel Blake.

THE NEWMAN for Best Actor: Denzel
Washington, Fences. Nominations also
included Viggo Mortensen, Captain Fantas-
tic; Nate Parker, The Birth of a Nation; Luis
Gnecco, Neruda.

THE MORLEY for Best Actress: Isabelle
Huppert, Elle. Nominations also included
Natalie Portman, Jackie; Kate Winslet, The
Dressmaker; Rebecca Hall, Christine.

THE RENOIR for Best Anti-War Film:
Eye in the Sky. Other nominations were Hack-
saw Ridge; Anthropoid; Zero Days; Land of
Mine.

THE GILLO for Best Progressive Foreign
Film: Neruda. Nominations also included
Cemetery of Splendour; Toni Erdmann; Land
of Mine; Fire at Sea.

THE DZIGA for Best Progressive
Documentary: I Am Not Your Negro. Also
nominated were Frank Zappa, In His Own
Words; Cameraperson; 13th; The Other Side
(Louisiana).

OUR DAILY BREAD AWARD for the
Most Positive and Inspiring Working Class
Screen Image: Paterson. Other nominations
were I, Daniel Blake; Moonlight; Christine;
Fences.

THE ROBESON for the Best Portrayal of
People of Colour: Moonlight. The other nomi-
nations were Loving; The Birth of a Nation;
Hidden Figures; Miles Ahead.

THE BUNUEL for the Most Slyly Sub-
versive Satirical Cinematic Film: Captain
Fantastic. Other nominations included The

Lobster; Chevalier; High-Rise; Hail, Caesar!;
Elle; Paterson; Christine.

THE PASOLINI for Best Pro-LGBTIQ
Rights Film: Moonlight. Other nominations
included Little Men; Other People; The Hand-
maiden; 1 Am Not Your Negro.

THE CONFORMIST for Best Anti-Fas-
cist Film: Neruda. The other nominations
were Denial; The Lobster; The Innocents; The
People vs. Fritz Bauer.

THE MARIANNE & JULIANE for Best
Pro-Feminist Depiction of Women: Hidden
Figures. Other nominations included Certain
Women;, Jackie; Christine; Things to Come.

THE SERGEI for Lifetime Progres-
sive Achievement On- or Offscreen: Viggo
Mortensen. The other nominations were
Christine Vachon; Norman Lear; Carrie
Fisher; Chantal Akerman; Danny Glover.
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Steve Parry

At the time of writing, 2017 hasn’t yet thinned out the world of celebrity
like its homicidal sibling 2016. Thankfully, the only global icon to die
so far this year is the United States of America. And let’s face it, it was
no Bowie ...

Nostradamus I’'m not, but after everything that has happened in the last
year, who would have bet against a batch of contaminated canapés at the Oscars
wiping out half of Hollywood in a virulent bout of dysentery? The bookies
are even offering odds on Kim Kardashian being Trump’s successor, and after
2016’s high-profile divorce from reality, I’'m convinced anything is possible.

On that basis, I'm daring to dream and plan to lobby the Mayor of the
District of Columbia for planning permission to create a grassy knoll opposite
the White House. I think it would really brighten the place up. I’ve taken this
seriously and have even committed the ultimate act of modern-day sedition by
setting up an online petition.

Of course, my petition is a joke; in reality there is no campaign seeking
permission for a knoll, grassy or otherwise, on Pennsylvania Avenue. It’s just
an attempt to use this month’s column to generate my own fake news, as these
days fake news seems to be where it’s at.

If things go according to plan, an overworked, under-principled content
provider will pick up on the gag, ignore my obvious intentions and start froth-
ing about sick, anti-Trump pinkos wanting to assassinate the president. It will
be political incorrectness gone madder.

These days, it only takes someone to throw the most ludicrous idea into
the clogged and congested ether for someone at a news outlet to pick up on it,
recontextualise it for their own purposes and turn it into another piece of prime
post-truth “too good to be true” bullshit. It has ever been thus. It just used to
be called propaganda.

The bottom line is news is a commodity and Trump clickbait sells. Jour-
nalists — or the Orwellian-sounding “content providers” fast replacing them
— are increasingly under huge pressure from their paymasters to dispense with
journalistic ethics in the rush to capitalise on an audience hungry for spectacle,
not specifics, for amusement instead of accuracy.

The temptation by news organisations to allow these unchecked not-even-
half-truths to sit alongside genuine factual stories blurs the boundaries between
truth and fiction, undermines real news and leads to a breakdown of trust
between the public and the media. A breakdown exploited by an unscrupulous
White House happy to swim in the muddy waters of misinformation and out-
right disinformation.

The media must bear some of the responsibility for getting us into this
mess, but journalists can also get us out of it. This is why, as it celebrates its
500th issue, New Internationalist is so important. I look forward to another
500 editions, unless, come 2020, President Kardashian has closed us down
and turned us into a lingerie catalogue. Face it, stranger things have already
happened.
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Violations in West Papua

Kate Getting-Lewis & Andrew Butler

On March 1, 2017, the Vanuatu Minister
of Justice, Ronald K Warsal, addressed the
Council on behalf of seven Pacific nations.
He began his address saying:

“Today, I am speaking on behalf of both
Vanuatu and six other nations of our Pacif-
ic region: Tonga, Nauru, Palau, Tuvalu, the
Marshall Islands, and the Solomon Islands
Mr President, we seven have come together
today — and in a separate written joint state-
ment — in order to draw the attention of the
distinguished members of the UN Human
Rights Council to the grave situation in West
Papua.”

Warsal went on to draw attention to
accounts of Indonesian state violence in West
Papua, including: “killings and arrests of
Papuans; extrajudicial executions of activists;
the arrests, beatings and fatal shootings of

peaceful demonstrators, including high school
students; and reports of persistent violence
against Papuan women.”

Noting the failure of the Indonesian gov-
ernment to curtail these and other abuses, he
called on the UN Human Rights Council to
“request the High Commissioner for Human
Rights to produce a consolidated report on the
actual situation in West Papua.” He stated that
the report should “detail the various rights
under the International Bill of Human Rights
and the related conventions, including the
right to self-determination” something the
West Papuan people have been striving for
since 1963.

Reacting to the statement, Benny Wenda
of the United Liberation Movement for West
Papua, who was in attendance in Geneva,
said: “This is a historical moment for West
Papua, as it is the first time in West Papuan
history that we are represented at the Human

Rights Council, at this level. On behalf of

the people of West Papua, we extend our
profound gratitude to the Solomon Islands,
Vanuatu and the Pacific nations for your true
leadership. For more than 50 years West
Papua has been kept a secret. The time is now
to request the UN revisit our case. The time is
now for West Papua’s struggle to come to an
end. We ask for all brothers and sisters across
the Pacific, Africa, and around the world to
please support West Papua’s legal right to
self-determination. We want to be free.”

In the next stage of the campaign, six
young swimmers will embark on a 69 kilome-
tre journey up the length of Lake Geneva in
August. They will carry with them a petition
(which was launched in Westminster by Lord
Harries of Pentregarth, Andrew Smith MP &
Human rights activist Peter Tatchell) demand-
ing an internationally supervised vote for the
people of West Papua.

So far 20,000 people have signed the
petition on the Avaaz website, and reports of
Avaaz being banned in Indonesia are currently
being investigated.

We would like to thank the members
of the Pacific Coalition for their contin-
ued support for the rights of the people
of West Papua, including their right to
self-determination.

#LetWestPapuaVote

Support has come in from around West
Papua to thank the leaders of the Pacific Coa-
lition for their continued support.

Today at the offices of the KNPB, Timika,
West Papua. People prayed to give full sup-
port and thanks to the Pacific coalition for
West Papua at the UN in Geneva.

Kate Gething-Lewis and Andrew Butler are
members of the Free West Papua Campaign.
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