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Budget 2017-18
Cut corporate welfare

Anna Pha

The 2017-18 budget callously sets out to
drive more people into poverty and eat
away at the meagre support that the poor
receive from the government. To use former
Treasurer Joe Hockey’s language it can be
summed up as: the poor do the lifting and
the wealthy do the leaning.

At the same time as portraying people on
low incomes, with a disability or unemployed
as leaners, the Treasurer attempted to demon-
ise and stigmatise those reliant on government
payments.

Social Services Minister Christian Porter
said of the budget: “We want to make some
changes.” He means it! But he and the Treasurer
have delivered a slick sales pitch that masks the
true nature of these changes.

Attempting to defend the indefensible,
Treasurer Scott Morrison in his budget speech
said, “Around three-quarters of the increase in
our debt since 2007-2008 has been driven by
welfare, health and education spending.”

Another version of this is the “bad debts,
good debts” line — expenditure on health, edu-
cation and social security are portrayed as “bad
debts” and “good debts” arise from spending on
infrastructure for industry.

This is nonsense. The government’s debt
and deficit are driven by an obscene and rap-
idly expanding military budget and hand-outs
and subsidies to mining corporations and other
forms of corporate welfare. These are the real
“bad debts”, they destroy the environment,
accelerate climate change and fuel the arms
trade in death and destruction.

The social security section of the budget
is based on the 2015 McClure report with the
aim of changing, controlling and restricting the
way welfare recipients live, what they spend
their money on and where they can spend it. It
is all about reducing government spending and
blaming the victim.

“Mutual Obligation”

From September 20, 2018, the government
is set to introduce a new set of tougher “Mutual
Obligation Requirements” for income support
recipients.

Annual Activity Requirements can be met
through the participation in voluntary work. In
addition, job seekers can meet the participation
requirement through a range of other activi-
ties, including Work for the Dole, part-time
work, part-time study, accredited language,
literacy and numeracy courses, Australian
Defence Force Reserves and other government
programs.

“Mutual obligation must be cornerstone
of any working age payment redesign and
the central obligation should obviously be the
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requirement to prepare for, to search for and to
accept work,” Porter said in an address to the
National Press Club in September 2016.

Welfare recipients who do not take a “suit-
able” job that is offered to them face a penalty
under a “three strikes and you are out” demerit
system.

Cutting a person’s income is a callous,
punitive measure which makes it even more
difficult to find a job, can result in homeless-
ness, health issues and even suicide, particu-
larly amongst young people.

“But mutual obligation can be very suc-
cessfully applied further to greater effect, as
we have seen, with the obligation to vaccinate
children,” Porter told the National Press Club.

“If it works there, why could mutual
obligation not also extend in appropriate cir-
cumstances to [an] obligation to refrain from
excessive alcohol or from illicit drug use,
where evidence clearly shows it creates barri-
ers to employment.”

This form of coercion was applied in the
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budget. New recipients of NewStart will be
subjected to a random drug-testing regime on
a trial basis. The argument given for this meas-
ure is that 2,258 unemployed used substance
or alcohol use as the excuse they did not meet
their job hunt obligations.

Those who test positive will be put on the
Cashless Debit Card for their payments and be
subject to further tests, according to Morrison.
The card will restrict what they can spend their
income on and where.

There is no additional funding to assist
people with substance or alcohol abuse prob-
lems. Punitive drug testing will only push
already vulnerable people into more precari-
ous situations, such as homelessness, violence
and crime.

What is required is the allocation of fund-
ing for the adequate provision of publicly
funded alcohol and drug rehabilitation pro-
grams and services including public housing
and mental health to address related social and
mental problems.

Subverting
radical culture

Older unemployed targeted

Job seekers aged 60 to the age pension
age will have 10 hours of Annual Activity
Requirements per fortnight, which can be fully
met through volunteering. Previously, these
job seekers did not have any Annual Activity
Requirements, and while they could undertake
activities, such as volunteering, they did not
have any formal requirements to do so.

Job seekers aged 55-59 will now only be
able to complete half of their Annual Activity
Requirements through volunteering, where pre-
viously they could complete all of it through
volunteering (there are now more than 65,000
registered charities in Australia).

This includes many workers with chronic
work injuries who have been kicked off work-
ers’ compensation and have no hope of being
re-employed when competing with other work-
ers for jobs.

Continued on page 2
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Trump in the decapitation kingdom

“All victims of human rights abuses
should be able to look to the Human Rights
Council as a forum and a springboard for ac-
tion.” Ban Ki-moon, UN Secretary-General,
12 March 2007, opening of the 4th Human
Rights Council Session.

Article 55 of United Nations Charter in-
cludes: “Universal respect for and observance
of human rights and fundamental freedoms
for all, without distinction as to race, sex,
language or religion.”

So it was that in September 2015 the UN
appointed Saudi Arabia’s envoy to the United
Nations Human Rights Council to head an
influential human rights panel.

“... Mr Faisal Bin Hassan Trad, Saudi
Arabia’s Ambassador at the UN in Geneva,
was elected as Chair of a panel of independ-
ent experts on the UN Human Rights Council.

“As head of a five-strong group of dip-
lomats, the influential role would give Mr
Trad the power to select applicants from
around the world for scores of expert roles
in countries where the UN has a mandate on
human rights.”

Such experts are often described as the
“crown jewels” of the HRC.

Thus, the “crown jewels” were handed
to a country with one of the worst human
rights records in the world, a country that
has beheaded more people than ISIS, to be
head of a key Human Rights panel.

In May that year, just prior to the ap-
pointment, the Saudi government advertised
for eight extra executioners to “ ... carry out
an increasing number of death sentences,
which are usually beheadings, carried out
in public”.

It appears that no special qualifications
are needed. The main function would be ex-
ecuting, but the job description “also involves
performing amputations ...”

The advert was posted on the website of
the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia Ministry of
the Civil Service.

And by June 15 that year Saudi executions
reached 100 “far exceeding last year’s tally
and putting (the country) on course for a new
record” according to The Independent. The
paper added that the Kingdom was set to
beat its own grisly, primitive record of 192
executions in 1995.

The paper noted that: “ ... the rise in
executions can be directly linked to the new
King Salman and his recently-appointed in-
ner circle ...”

In his speech on arriving in Saudi Arabia
last week, US President Donald Trump out-
lined the underlying purposes of his visit
— Syria and Iran:

“I stand before you as a representative of
the American people, to deliver a message of
friendship and hope,” he said. “That is why I
chose to make my first foreign visit a trip to
the heart of the Muslim world, to the nation
that serves as custodian of the two holiest
sites in the Islamic Faith.

“Our goal is a coalition of nations who
share the aim of stamping out extremism and
providing our children a hopeful future that
does honour to God.”

Marking a planned escalation of war and
invasion in the region, Trump announced:

“And so this historic and unprecedented
gathering of leaders — unique in the history
of nations — is a symbol to the world of our
shared resolve and our mutual respect. To the
leaders and citizens of every country assem-
bled here today, I want you to know that the
United States is eager to form closer bonds of
friendship, security, culture and commerce.

“Yesterday, we signed historic agreements
with the Kingdom that will invest almost
US$400 billion in our two countries and
create many thousands of jobs in America
and Saudi Arabia.

“This landmark agreement includes the
announcement of a US$110 billion Saudi-
funded defence purchase — and we will be
sure to help our Saudi friends to get a good
deal from our great American defence com-
panies. This agreement will help the Saudi

military to take a greater role in security
operations.

“I am proud to announce that the nations
here today will be signing an agreement to
prevent the financing of terrorism, called
the Terrorist Financing Targeting Centre —
co-chaired by the United States and Saudi
Arabia, and joined by every member of the
Gulf Cooperation Council. It is another
historic step in a day that will be long
remembered.”

And then onto Iran and Syria:

“But no discussion of stamping out this
threat would be complete without mention-
ing the government that gives terrorists all
three — safe harbour, financial backing, and
the social standing needed for recruitment.
It is a regime that is responsible for so much
instability in the region.” And lest anyone
conclude that the answer to that riddle was
“USA”, he continued: “I am speaking of
course of Iran.

“From Lebanon to Iraq to Yemen, Iran
funds, arms, and trains terrorists, militias,
and other extremist groups that spread de-
struction and chaos across the region. For
decades, Iran has fuelled the fires of sectarian
conflict and terror.”

There followed reference to the current
target for regime change, Syria:

“Among Iran’s most tragic and desta-
bilising interventions have been in Syria.
Bolstered by Iran, Assad has committed
unspeakable crimes, and the United States
has taken firm action in response to the use
of banned chemical weapons by the Assad
Regime — launching 59 tomahawk missiles at
the Syrian air base from where that murder-
ous attack originated.”

You may recall that following the January
2015 death of the current King Salman’s
half brother King Abbdullah. coalition of
the willing countries Britain and Australia
ordered flags flown at half mast, including at
the Houses of Parliament and at Westminster
Abbey, leading one British MP to question:
“On the day that flags at Whitehall are flying
at half-mast for King Abdullah, how many
public executions will there be?”

Numerous reports cite torture as being
widespread, despite Saudi having subscribed
to the UN Convention Against Torture.

For more than two years, Saudi Arabia
has been bombing Yemen — with no UN
mandate — destroying schools, hospitals,
homes, a hotel, public buildings, an Internally
Displaced Persons camp, historical jewels,
generating a trail of civilian death and de-
struction which may have amounted to war
crimes, according to Amnesty International.

In Yemen, as elsewhere, US-supplied clus-
ter bombs have been used: 117 states have
joined the Convention to ban these lethal, in-
discriminate munitions since December 2008.
Saudi Arabia, of course, is not amongst them.

Saudi was also one of the countries
which bombed Iraq in 2003, an action by
the coalition of the willing now confirmed
as based on lies and illegal. Further, Saudi
is also ranked 164th out of 180 countries in
the 2015 Reporters Without Borders press
freedom index.

And of course we are told that 19 of the
hijackers of the plane that hit the World
Trade Centre in New York in 2001 were
Saudis — for which swathes from Afghanistan,
Middle East and North Africa are still paying
the bloodiest price for the “War on Terror”—
whilst Saudi’s representatives stroll in to the
light given off by the UN Human Rights body.

On the UN Human Right’s Council’s
website is stated: “The Office of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights (OHCHR) represents the world’s
commitment to universal ideals of human
dignity. We have a unique mandate from
the international community to promote and
protect all human rights.”

As Trump’s speech concluded: “Thank
you. God Bless You. God Bless Your
Countries. And God Bless the United States
of America.”
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Young unemployed
targeted

In a similarly humiliating and cruel
fashion, young unemployed workers are
targeted. University and TAFE fees are set
to increase, with students to repay loans
earlier, with classes larger and more cours-
es cut.

One in three youth are unemployed or
underemployed. They face cuts to penalty
rates if they do weekend work, housing is
unaffordable if they are not living at home.
Study is also increasingly in the realm of
the unaffordable.

These tougher measures will increase
the number of working poor as low income
workers compete with NewStart recipients
who are under pressure to accept any job
offered and are not in a position to object
to breaches of minimum wage rates, safety
and other conditions.

Surveillance

Porter speaks of the Priority Investment
Approach, as a very significant, maybe
close to revolutionary, new direction in
welfare reform. “We have constructed a
purpose-built data system. It collates all
the welfare information that we have col-
lected across Australia, over the last 15
years — in all 24 million Australians,” he
told the National Press Club in September
2016.

“When we started this process and
looked at both mutual obligation and par-
ticipation and compliance, we went back
and collected every piece of data that we
could put inside the system, so we could
track what people’s behaviours were,” he
told the Sydney Morning Herald.

“A lot of this is about trying to engen-
der better behaviours and discourage bad
behaviours and it’s at that point that we
started uncovering groups in the system,
not large groups, but significant groups who
were falling through the cracks ... data sets
will help the government decide where it
needs to come down heavier.” [Emphasis
added — Ed]

“Initially, we will be looking to target
those groups identified, but it won’t stop
there, future rounds can and will focus on
other groups that we’re looking at:

* “Recent exits from the welfare system.
“Older people entering carer payment
and exiting carer payments.

“Parents whose youngest child is
approaching the age that parenting
payment ends.”

“Budget repair”

Budget repair should not be on the
backs on the poor and most disadvantaged.
All workers and members of the communi-
ty should be concerned about the proposed
changes to social security system.

The time is long overdue for cutting the
billions of dollars in subsidies and tax con-
cessions to be big corporations and make
them pay their taxes.

Social security recipients lack the
power to exert the necessary pressure on
the government, the Labor Party and cross-
bench Senators to block these proposals.
To all intents and purposes the government
has thrown them on the scrap heap as to
being of no value in the future to capitalist
employers. It will be up to the trade union
movement, wider community and left polit-
ical forces to defeat them.

It is time to reassert long-held princi-
ples of collective responsibility of govern-
ment for wellbeing of the people. &

CPA solidarity with Sydney bus drivers

The Communist Party of Australia fully supports Sydney bus drivers and

the Rail Tram and Bus Union (RTBU) as they resist the privatisation of bus
services to the city’s inner west. The decision to privatise was taken without
consultation, despite the fact that it will undoubtedly affect drivers and tens of
thousands of commuters. Former commitments to maintain routes and jobs
can now be seen for what they’re worth with this government’s betrayal of the
people’s interests. Around 1,200 public transport workers must now fear for
their livelihoods. The union is being threatened by the state government for
taking industrial action which was clearly in defence of the community’s inter-
ests. The CPA calls on members and supporters to show their solidarity with
the union and support a vital public service. See opposite page for details.
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You can’t say

QUOTE OF THE WEEK

Dallas doesn’t love you Mr President.

Wife of the Texas governor — seconds before the assassination.

J)

Nellie Connally

follows:

Max Hunt $50

PRESS FUND

The government continues to claim that under the laws of supply and
demand, increasing the supply of houses for sale will lower the price of houses
and enable young people to buy a home. But whatever the price, investors
consistently outbid first home buyers because they have negative gearing

and capital gains tax advantages. Solution? The government should abolish
negative gearing and capital gains tax concessions for investors, force them
to rent out or sell empty apartments and houses, and offer financial help to
first home buyers. And voters have to replace the present federal government
with one that will take those initiatives. But speaking of initiatives, we really
need your support, so please send us a Press Fund contribution for the next
edition, if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s contributors, as

Mark Mannion $10, “Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $15, NH $50,

This week’s total $130 Progressive total: $2,780




Guardian

Australia

One part of govt’s agenda

Peter Mac

Members of the public have sup-
ported strike action taken by
Sydney bus drivers last Thursday
over the Berejiklian coalition gov-
ernment’s shock announcement
that it wants to privatise public
bus services in the city’s inner
west and south.

The government made its deci-
sion despite having reassured driv-
ers last December that it would not
privatise public bus operations. The
Rail, Bus and Tram Union described
the announcement as a betrayal.

Chris Preston, secretary of the
union’s Bus Division, said that the
government had given the union no
alternative but to strike, even though
the Fair Work Commission had
declared industrial action illegal. He
said:

“There is one person to blame for
this stoppage, and that is [ Transport]
Minister [Andrew] Constance. With
no warning, no consultation and
against explicit undertakings he has
placed the future of 1,200 bus drivers
and depot staff in limbo.

“... you cannot treat the com-
munity and public transport workers
with such contempt. We call on the
Premier to intervene as a matter of
urgency and put a stop to this attack
on our public transport network.”

Predictably, Transport Minister
Andrew Constance attacked the
union over the strike, asserting that
“[Customers] don’t deserve to be
treated like this by a reckless, selfish
act on the part of a union who, time
and again, demonstrates contempt for
customers.”

But many people are now very
mistrustful of government promises
about superior services being pro-
vided under privatised government
agencies. Although some people
complained about travel difficulties,
many interviewed by the press and on
TV expressed support for the drivers.
One retired railway worker noted that
“I don’t think [the bus drivers] would
have taken action unless they really
had to”.

The bigger picture

The government has tried to jus-
tify privatising inner city bus serv-
ices on the grounds that it receives
a greater level of complaints about
those services.

But as drivers have pointed out,
and as anyone who has driven or

voLve

caught a bus in the inner city knows,
road travel there is extremely diffi-
cult, especially during peak hours.
Chris Preston commented: “Here at
Leichhardt [bus depot] drivers can’t
get out of the depot on time because
of the congestion”.

The government has even blamed
drivers for speeding past commuters
waiting at bus stops, even though
drivers are forbidden from picking up
any more passengers if the number
already on the bus has reached the
legal limit.

On the other hand, the govern-
ment has pulled back on its plan to
have the new “B-line” double-deck
bus services to Sydney’s northern
beaches privately-operated. For the
moment at least, those services will
be handled by publicly-operated
State Transit.

Brendan Lyon, chief execu-
tive of lobby group Infrastructure
Partnerships Australia, declared
that not privatising the B-line serv-
ices was a “missed opportunity for
commuters in the northern beaches”,
and that “it would be good to see a
consistent focus turn to modernising
service models and costs”.

The decision was, of course, also
a missed opportunity for the private
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operators who had lined up to bid for
the potentially lucrative contract to
run the northern beaches bus service,
the only public transport option for
passengers in these areas.

The government has said it won’t
privatise the new B-line services
because government-operated buses
are still serving those areas. But the
real reason is that privatising the
new services was opposed by local
Liberal MPs who feared losing elec-
toral support.

A question of class

The government has no qualms
about imposing an expensive pri-
vately-operated service on inner city
residents. Its first loyalty is to the pri-
vate sector and it despises ordinary
working people, but it also controls
only one inner-city electorate, so it
has little to lose.

On the other hand it can’t afford
to lose seats on the north shore or
northern beaches, because that would
mean it might lose the next election,
and that would spoil its chances of
implementing more of its privatisa-
tion agenda.

That agenda involves all the
public transport network — and for
that matter all the state’s public
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services. So far, the government has
managed to limit public opposition
to privatisation, with the help of a
very sophisticated PR campaign. For
example, residents of north-western
suburbs have been told the new sin-
gle-deck carriage Metro trains will
be more comfortable than the current
bus service to the city, even though
most passengers will be standing
most of the way.

The government also wants to
implement its transport privatisation
strategy as fast as possible, before the
appalling results of doing so become
evident. Constructing the crucial new
north-west rail line with small tun-
nels, only big enough to accommo-
date single-deck trains, has reduced
expenditure, thus opening up the pos-
sibility of even more of the transport
privatisation program being imple-
mented within the government’s
anticipated period in office.

Aware of the need for urgent
action, and emboldened by the suc-
cess of its PR campaigns that have
highlighted major new transport con-
struction projects, the government
recently took the bit between its teeth
with a proposal to convert the exist-
ing Bankstown line to carry Metro
trains.

Sydney

VIGIL

NDING THAT
THE USA

STOP THE BLOCKADE

To quell public anger, passengers
on the line have been told the Metro
trains will be faster than the existing
double-deckers, even though the dou-
ble-deckers would actually carry far
more passengers to the city per peak
hour than single-deckers, given the
same conditions of tracks and signal-
ling equipment.

Moreover, the government is
biased in favour of roads, not rail,
and it has told transport planners to
ignore public transport alternatives
to motorway projects.

A recently-revealed Transport
for NSW memo indicates that
upgrading the rail line between
Sydney and Wollongong would cut
travel time between the two cities
from 90 to 60 minutes, and would
cost about $10 billion less than
extending the WestConnex toll-
way about halfway, to Waterfall.
However, planners only considered
the tollway project.

The government is focused
solely on furthering the interests of
the major private transport corpo-
rations, not the general public. It
certainly wants to implement its pri-
vatisation strategy rapidly. But the
public interest lies in ejecting it from
office even faster. @&

ON CUBA

12:30 pm Saturday June 17
Sydney Town Hall

Also to stop the subversion of funds against Cuba

and return Guantdnamo to the Cuban people
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international campaign
to abolish nuclear weapons

National Day of Action to

BAN THE BOMB
17 June 2017

ICAN’s National Day of Action is to celebrate and draw media attention to the
second meeting at the UN to agree on a treaty to ban nuclear weapons. The march
to ban the bomb is an opportunity to stand up against Australia’s boycott of this
historic process and to display the diversity and high level of public support for a
ban nationwide.

Let’s join together as we continue to pressure the Australian Government to
support a ban and demonstrate that there is political risk in boycotting the
negotiations.

Australia has signed on to treaties banning chemical and biological weapons, anti-
personnel landmines and cluster munitions. Australia must now support a ban on
the most catastrophic weapon ever invented.

Join one of the following events to show that you support a ban of nuclear
weapons.

Sydney - Women’s March to Ban the Bomb!
Saturday 17 June from 12pm-3pm - 2-12 Macquarie St, Parramatta

In Sydney, we will begin at the office of Defence Minister, Senator Marise Payne,
in Jesse Street House and march to the Parramatta River to finish with a picnic in
Prince Alfred Square.

This March is women-led and inclusive of all genders, ages, sexualities, cultures
and faiths. It is intended to build upon movements at the forefront of the resistance
to weapons and war.

Contact Gem at gem@icanw.org or Margot at wilpf.nsw@wilpf.org.au

Canberra - Ban the Bomb...finally!
Saturday 17 June from 12pm-1pm - Rally at Garema Place, Canberra
Contact: Angela Chen at angela.chen@anu.edu.au

Melbourne — Women’s March to Ban the Bomb!

Saturday 17 June at 1pm
State Library, on the corner of Swanston and La Trobe Streets.

Women-led but inclusive of all.
Contact: Jessica Lawson at jessicashanae@gmail.com

Perth - US bases tour
Friday 16 June - Sunday 18th June

Join us on a whirlwind tour of the US bases close to Perth. We'll leave on a Friday,
head towards Geraldton and come back on Sunday evening. We'll be camping in
State Parks so bring a swag or a tent. $80 per person (includes food and fuel and
no frills) - spaces are limited so book in fast!

For more info or to book your spot e-mail mia.peppper@ccwa.org.au

Brishane - Women’s March and Rally to Ban the Bomb!
Saturday 17 June at 12pm-3pm - King George Square, Brisbane

This year, more than 130 nations are ending the decades-long disarmament
deadlock and negotiating a treaty to ban nuclear weapons. The new ban will set

a new global standard, placing nuclear weapons on the same legal footing as
chemical and biological weapons, landmines and cluster munitions. The Australian
Government is boycotting this historic negotiating conference; choosing instead to
side with the bomb and those who wield these weapons of mass destruction.

The Women’s March to Ban the Bomb is a women-led initiative; inclusive of all
genders, sexualities, races, ages, faiths, backgrounds and political affiliations.

Contact: communications@wilpf.org.au

Hobart - Women’s Ban the Bomb Vigil
Saturday 17 June from 11am-12pm
Parliament House Gardens, 11 Morrison St, Hobart.

A one-hour vigil. Bring your banners, families and friends to show our government
you want an end to the threat of nuclear war.

Across the world people will be marching on 17 June to show their concern for
the current situation concerning the failure of some nations, America in particular
and Australia to work toward banning nuclear weapons; in spite of over 130 other
nations in the UN working towards this result.

Contact: communications@wilpf.org.au

Darwin

Saturday 17 June

Banner drop to protest Australia’s boycott of the ban treaty negotiations
To help organise and get involved, contact Justin at justin@darwin.email

Australia
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Public transpori,
public hands

While members working for Metro
and Yarra Trams have overwhelm-
ingly called on the RTBU to run
this campaign(Public Transport,
Public Hands Campaign), the
union believes that it is the right
campaign to run in the interest of
not only RTBU (Rail, Tram and
Bus Union) members, but also the
Victorian community. You know
as well as I do that Victoria’s
public transport system is being
pushed to the limit and RTBU
members are on the front line.

With a rapidly increasing popula-
tion, pressures on our train and tram
services will only get worse.

So you’d think the Victorian gov-
ernment would be making sure every
available cent in the public transport
budget goes into more infrastructure
and better services.

Wrong.

If you follow the money trail,
you’ll see that the taxpayers and com-
muters of Victoria aren’t just paying
for local public transport, they’re also
paying to subsidise the public trans-
port systems of other countries.

The current operators of the rail
and tram franchises are Metro Trains
Melbourne and Keolis-Downer Rail
Victoria (Operating as Yarra Trams).

Metro Trains Melbourne is 60
percent owned by Hong Kong-based
MTR Corporation, and the remaining
40 percent is shared equally by UGL
Rail Services and John Holland.

In turn, MTR Corporation is 76
percent owned by the Hong Kong
government.

Victorians have helped swell the
coffers of MTR Corporation, with
its subsidiary the Melbourne trains
operation making a solid $223.8
million in net profit after tax since
taking over the contract at the end of
November 2009.

Metro Trains Melbourne hasn’t
released its 2016 financial year fig-
ures yet, so you can probably add
another $50-60 million in profits for
2015-2016 on top of that.

As for the tram operations, KDR
Victoria is a joint venture between
the French transport operator Keolis,
and the Australian-based engineer-
ing firm Downer. Keolis is the senior
partner in the joint venture, with a
51 percent stake. Keolis is a mas-
sive global business based in Paris,
and it is 70 percent owned by — you
guessed it — the French government,
through the state-owned railways
company French National Railways
Corporation (SCNF).

The French government has
every reason to say merci beaucoup
to Victorians for the money that we
send back to Paris, via profits from
the Yarra Trams Franchise.

The Yarra Trams contract has so
far generated over $78 million in net
profit after tax for its owners.

All up, the two operators have
raked in over $10 billion in revenue,
and $350 million in profits have been
drained from the Victorian public
transport system over seven years
under the franchise agreements.

Which begs the question, why
can’t our own government run public
transport?

The answer is: of course it can. In
fact, it already does.

V/Line is successfully run by a
Victorian government-owned corpo-
ration, so there is no reason why the
metropolitan train and tram services
can’t be run under the same model.

The argument that the private
sector is always better at running
public transport doesn’t stack up —
the experience of commuters around
the world, especially in Melbourne,
shows otherwise.

And the argument for contract-
ing out to the private sector becomes
completely farcical when you follow
the money trail and realise that the
private companies are actually owned
by other governments.

Can you imagine the Hong Kong
government paying the Victorian
government to come in and take
over the Hong Kong metro? No way!
They wouldn’t be so stupid.

That’s why the Rail, Tram and
Bus Union has launched the Public
Transport, Public Hands campaign,
and already over 4,000 people have
signed our online petition.

The time has come for the
Victorian government to stand up and
admit that the privatisation of public
transport has been an expensive and
embarrassing failure.

Everyone makes mistakes, but
wise men and women own up to
their mistakes and learn from them.
Only true fools dig in and continue
once the depth of their error becomes
apparent.

With the contracts for the met-
ropolitan train and tram franchises
about to expire this year, the state
government appears to be digging in
— negotiating behind closed doors to
roll over the existing contracts.

But there is still time to change
course.

Premier Daniel Andrews has an
opportunity to show genuine leader-
ship, to show the State Government
has learned from the mistakes of the
past, and to return Melbourne’s train
and tram services to the people.

If you are yet to support the cam-
paign please do so by visiting www.
publictransportpublichands.com and
signing the petition. If you would
like to get more involved contact the
office directly on 8630 9100.

RTBU Express &

Perth “Stop Adani

Richard Titelius

On Saturday May 13 about 80
protesters marched to the main
office of the Commonwealth Bank
in Murray Street, Perth to pro-
test the bank’s decision to fund
the expansion of the Adani Coal
Mine at Carmichael in northern
Queensland. The construction of
the mine would have an adverse
impact not only on global warm-
ing but part of that global warm-
ing would heat the ocean in which
the Great Barrier Reef is situated.
The warming of the ocean con-

tributes to bleaching of the coral,

among the other negative impacts

from the project which would
involve potential annual carbon
emissions of 128 million tonnes,
equivalent to a quarter of Australia’s
current emissions from fuel com-
bustion and the drawing of billions
of litres of water from the Great
Artesian Basin, threatening the
hydrology of this water resource
vital to farmers and graziers in
northern Queensland.

The protesters not only held
placards and banners outside the
entrance of the Commonwealth
Bank but also staged a sit-in sit-
down inside the bank where they
gave out leaflets and called on
the bank not to fund the project.

Protest”

Protests have been held in Cairns,
Sydney and other cities around
Australia. The protest was organ-
ised by a number of environmental
groups in Perth. For further infor-
mation or to join the movement an
online website, STOPADANI.COM
has been established.

The Communist Party of
Australia supports the call for a
halt to the Adani Carmichael Coal
project and for investment instead
in clean renewable energy which
would further reduce the adverse
impacts of climate change which
have already begun to impact the
world’s climate. &




Guardian

Australia

Compo on the block

Almost 7,000 NSW workers with chronic
work-related injuries who have been off
work for at least five years due to their
injuries will be kicked off the Workers’
Compensation benefits at the end of this
year. The new laws introduced by the NSW
government in 2012 were brought in at the
time when the Workers’ Compensation
scheme was in surplus of up to $2,000,000
(and when it was alleged that the Workers’
Compensation would go $4,000,000,000 into
deficit if nothing was done).

Under the changes injured workers
assessed as not over 20 percent Whole Person
Impairment, would have their benefits stopped
after five years — and the five years comes into
effect for almost 7,000 workers this December.

If they are assessed at 15% over then they
can still claim common law. If they are assessed
as over 11%, they can continue with ongoing
treatment costs but their benefits/wages are for-
feited. These are high WPI figures (you have to
lose your dominant arm or be almost paraplegic
to get over the 20 percent level.)

Effectively most of the 7,000 workers with
chronic injuries preventing them from working,
and having been deemed unfit for work for five
years, will be kicked out — onto Centrelink and
Medicare.

The Workers’ Compensation insurance
companies are saying that the injured work-
ers will be transitioned onto welfare benefits/
Pension system and Medicare — but this is
unlikely to be the case.

To qualify for the pension, you need at
least 20 points and almost be paraplegic, and
the freeze on the Medicare rebate means that
doctors previously paid $76 for a work injury
consult will now fall to the frozen Medicare
rebate of $36 bulk billed. Many doctors will
charge the $76 and the injured worker will only
get $36 back from Medicare.

The alternative is fairly clear, get back
to work or starve. By definition if an injured
worker has not gotten more than 20 percent to
keep their benefits, they are highly unlikely to
transition onto the disability support pension
— where they will again need 20 points. And
to qualify for the Disability Support Pension
(DSP), you need to be almost paraplegic —need
to have 20 points or more which is equivalent
to almost paraplegic or loss of three-quarter
of your back movements — by definition three
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quarters loss of back movements would mean
you could not bend your back enough to sit in
a chair.

In fact the 20 percent whole person impair-
ment is set incredibly high and calculated to
exclude the greater majority of injured work-
ers, i.e., if you are injured at work, you will
not get benefits for more than five years and
treatment costs for only one or two years
before transitioning onto Medicare bulk bill-
ing and Centrelink. And to stay on Centrelink
benefits those same injured workers who have
been unable to return to work for five years,
will have to start looking for work or lose even
those Centrelink benefits.

By way of comparison consider that a 10
percent whole person impairment threshold
was brought in with the new Motor Vehicle
Act around the year 2000 — and that figure was
chosen because it was calculated to knock out
most soft tissue injury claims including a soft
tissue injury of the neck and the back combined
could not get over the 10 percent level. Now
the new level for injured workers is being set
at twice that.

In effect the overwhelming majority of
injured workers in NSW now have a five-year
limit on any benefits — unless they are severe-
ly injured or paraplegic or lost the use of their
dominant upper limb or suffer from a psychotic
illness including being suicidal.

As with the current 7,000 about to lose

all their benefits, they will have no option but
to return to work — and this means competing
with able-bodied workers with an already high
unemployment rate. They will have to enrol on
Centrelink even though they have been unfit
for work for five years and, at most, offered
an English upgrade course to help them find
work — as a parting gift from the insurance
companies.

Many will also not reach the 11 percent
threshold to qualify for ongoing treatment costs
as private patients and they will thus be depend-
ing on increasingly scarce bulk billing doctors
with the current bulk billing Medicare freeze.

Many will try and fight through their solici-
tor to maintain their benefits but the reality is
that the worker and their solicitor will have to
beg the system for money for second opinion,
and that the bar to qualify for ongoing benefits
has been set extremely high — and the injured
workers will be assessed by in-house insur-
ance doctors, so the system is heavily stacked
in favour of the insurance companies (and the
bosses). And time is running out for the first
7,000 workers affected.

The notification letter is being sent out to
the treating doctor and to the injured worker
— and neither will understand how the WPI
system works, what the assessment means,
what to do about it and whether the assessment
is correct or not. It is really being presented as
a fait accompli. Some workers will challenge

the percentage through their solicitors and be
sent to specialist for second opinion on their
whole person impairment — but the fact is that
the bar has been set extremely high and it will
be extremely difficult to challenge the insur-
ance doctors.

The real losers will not be just those work-
ers about to lose their benefits this December.
The real losers are all workers but particularly
younger workers — all of us will end up in the
same boat if we end up with a permanent injury
at work. The real loser is workplace safety
which is being sacrificed for insurance profits
and the boss’s profits. The bosses may benefit
from Workers’ Compensation premiums going
down, but mainly because they can speed up
the work rate and reduce costs for maintaining
a safe and healthy workplace.

Yes, you should get your whole person
impairment checked by an expert and maybe
appeal through a solicitor — although it is
unclear who will pay these costs and it will be
very opaque process for non-English speaking
injured workers (and even for those who are
English speaking).

But, the real answer lies in fighting back
through the unions and worker power, get-
ting organised and through active and militant
industrial action, winning back a fairer health
and safety environment at work. If you don’t
fight, you lose, and if you get injured it will be
simply “tough luck”. &

Concern over coal mine bid

Britta Lyster

Darkinjung Local Aboriginal Land
Council (LALC) joined with members
of the wider community for a recent
rally to voice their opposition to the
Korean government majority-owned
Wallarah 2 Coal mine in the Wyong
Valley on the NSW central coast.

The rally, attended by about 150 people,
coincided with an opportunity for people
to voice their opinions about the mining
proposal at the Planning Assessment
Commission public hearing at Wyong Golf
Club.

Speakers opposed and supported plans
by Kores Australia, a subsidiary of Korea
Resources Corporation, for the under-
ground coal mine. The $800 million under-
ground Wallarah 2 Coal Project has been on
the drawing board since 1995 and would be
near Bushells Ridge, north of Wyong town
centre. It is expected to produce five million
tonnes of coal a year for 28 years.

“Our land, our rights, our future — we
will continue to fight for our rights” was the
clear message sent by Darkinjung LALC
to the NSW government in the wake of the
recent decision by the NSW Department of
Planning and Environment to recommend
the approval of the Wallarah 2 Coal project.

Opposition

The approval has been met with vocal
opposition by many in the region includ-
ing Wyong Council, which raised con-
cerns about the effects on water quality in

the immediate area if the mine were to go
ahead.

Darkinjung LALC chief executive Sean
Gordon says his council is the largest pri-
vate property owner around the mine, hold-
ing most of the land between the northern
rail line and the Wallarah 2 Coal Mine.

“Our land at North Wyong is invaluable
to Darkinjung’s members and the people of
the central coast and is critical to our future
growth and delivery of programs and hous-
ing sustainability in the region,” he said.

“Darkinjung has attempted negotia-
tions with Wallarah 2, but it is our right to
develop the land we own to build economic
sustainability for our community.”

Gordon asked the Planning and
Assessment Committee meeting, “Do
people want to buy next to a coal mine?”

“For 230 years the Aboriginal commu-
nity has been crippled economically and
the first opportunity we get as Aboriginal
people to build an economic base, build
homes, create jobs and provide opportuni-
ties, not just for our people but the whole
community, we’re kicked to the kerb for a
coal mine,” he said.

“It cruels me every time I drive up into
the Hunter Valley and see these massive
holes in the ground and the destruction of
land.”

Mr Gordon went as far as to describe
the mine proponent’s offering of jobs
and procurement as a “beads and trinket
offering”

Koori Mail &

The rally outside the Wyong Golf Club.
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Trump shocks for
developing couniries

Donald Trump’s first weeks as US President sent shockwaves around the world, and
it is the developing countries that will be most affected. Martin Khor reviews the
implications of Trump’s initial policies, including the blocking of refugees, impending
actions to cut funding to the UN and other organisations, the turnaround on climate
change and environmental issues, and the turn towards trade and investment

protectionism.

His first days in office indicated that US
President Donald Trump intends to imple-
ment what he promised, with serious conse-
quences for the future of the United Nations,
trade, the environment and international
cooperation, and developing countries will
be most affected.

Those who hoped Trump would be more
statesman-like in style and middle-of-the-road
in policy matters after his inauguration had
their illusions dashed when the new president
moved straight into action to fulfil his election
pledges.

The world and the world order have to pre-
pare for more major shocks. It will be far from
business as usual. And while other powerful
countries can prepare tit-for-tat counter-moves
when Trump strikes, most developing countries
don’t have the means, and may suffer the most.

Trump signed an order fast-tracking the
building of a wall along the US border with
Mexico. To add insult to injury, he asked Mexico
to pay for the wall and threatened to impose a
20 percent tax on Mexican products to finance
it. He has also discouraged US companies from
moving to Mexico. Mexicans are understand-
ably outraged and the Mexican President can-
celled a planned trip to Washington. Mexico
has been one of the US’ strongest allies; if it
can be treated in this manner, is there hope for
others to avoid being targeted?

The Trump order to ban the issuance of new
visas for citizens from six Muslim-majority
countries, on the ground that they could pose a
security threat, has caused not only anger in the
affected countries but also uncertainty among
people in other developing countries who fear
they may also be targeted in the future.

The executive order also suspended the
admission of all refugees into the US. If made
permanent, this measure would signal the end
of a long tradition of the US (in line with many
other Western countries) welcoming a limit-
ed number of people escaping from troubled
countries. In some of these countries, the trou-
bles that prompted them to leave resulted from
interventions or interference by the US and its
Western allies.

(The executive order has been blocked by
courts in the US.)

Also very troubling are signs that the US is
revamping its approach to international cooper-
ation. Two executive orders are being prepared
to reduce the US’ role in the United Nations and
other international organisations, according to a
New York Times report. One of the draft orders
calls for at least a 40 percent cut in US funding
to international organisations and terminating
funds for any international body that fit certain
criteria. The other order calls for a review of all
current and pending treaties, and recommenda-
tions on which negotiations or treaties the US
should leave.

The New York Times says that if Trump
signs the orders, the cuts could severely curtail
the work of UN agencies which rely on billions
of dollars in annual US contributions. “Taken

together, the orders suggest that Mr Trump
intends to pursue his campaign promises of
withdrawing the US from international organi-
sations. He has expressed heavy scepticism of
multilateral agreements such as the Paris cli-
mate agreement and the UN.”

UN role

The US has been the major creator of the
post-Second World War system of international
relations, with the UN at its centre. The UN has
served as a crucial universal forum for inter-
national discussion and cooperation, includ-
ing on peace-keeping and economic and social
issues. It convenes leaders and representatives
of almost all countries for meetings and confer-
ences, with resolutions and declarations, on a
wide range of current affairs. Its agencies have
supported global and national policy-making
and actions on economic development, health,
food, the environment, human rights, culture
and education, natural disasters and refugees.

The UN has been playing a critical posi-
tive role in providing a venue for developing
countries to voice their opinions and take part
in decision-making on global affairs. The UN
agencies have provided resources and support
to developing countries to build their national
capacities for economic and social develop-
ment, and in preventing and managing politi-
cal conflicts.

Of course the UN needs to be improved,
including in democratisation of its Security
Council and in giving more say to developing
countries, especially on global economic and
financial issues on which decisions are usual-
ly taken by a few powerful countries and out-
side the UN. But denigrating the UN’s role and
reducing funds for its operations would severe-
ly weaken the spirit and substance of interna-
tional cooperation, to the detriment especially
of developing countries.

Environment hit

Another looming problem is that Trump
looks intent on doing a complete turnaround
on the present US environmental policies. This
will have a grave effect on the world, both in
terms of the physical environment itself and
in turning back the clock on global efforts to
tackle multiple environmental crises.

Within a day of Trump’s inauguration,
pages and references to climate change were
removed from the White House website. The
US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
was reportedly told to remove its web section
on climate change, though that order was later
countered. Staff at the EPA were forbidden
from issuing media statements and research
grants were suspended.

Two major projects cancelled during
Barack Obama’s presidency on environmen-
tal and social grounds, the Keystone XL pipe-
line and the Dakota access pipeline, are being
revived. The Clean Power Act, a centrepiece of
the Obama effort to address climate change, has
been under attack.

And all these took place even before the
assumption of office of Trump’s nominee as the
new EPA chief, the Oklahoma state Attorney-
General Scott Pruitt, who is well known for
having sued the EPA 14 times. His selection
was described by The New York Times as sig-
nalling Trump’s determination to dismantle
Obama’s efforts to counter climate change —
and much of the EPA itself.

This policy turnaround will negatively
affect international efforts to combat the global
environmental crisis. In particular, the many
years of collective work to get agreed action on
climate change will be seriously impeded since
the US is looked towards to show an example
that developed countries take domestic climate
actions seriously and are also committed to pro-
viding climate-related financial assistance to
developing countries.

At this point, it is not certain whether the
US will remain in the Paris Agreement or even
the UN Framework Convention on Climate
Change; its withdrawal from either or both
would be disastrous.

It can, however, be expected that under
Trump, the US will stop its financing to the
Green Climate Fund (GCF), to which the
Obama administration had pledged US$3 bil-
lion in its initial period and delivered US$1 bil-
lion. If the US withdraws, will other countries
increase their funding to make up for the loss
of the US contribution, or will they also reduce
their share, thereby plunging the GCF into an
uncertain future?

Trade

Another major action was Trump’s move
to withdraw the US from the Trans-Pacific
Partnership (TPP) economic agreement.
Initially Australia and New Zealand tried to

The Trump move on the TPP was a prelude
to other trade policies to be rolled out in
pursuance of his “America First” strategy,
which includes the subsidiary slogans
“Buy American” and “Hire Americans”.
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get the remaining 11 TPP member countries to
pledge that they would continue to get the TPP
to enter into force. But this has not gained trac-
tion, with Japan and Canada bluntly stating that
the TPP is meaningless and cannot continue
without the US.

Thus, the TPP has been killed off. Even
if in the future Trump or his successor has
a change of heart, the public mood is such
that the US Congress would be unlikely to
approve.

More important than Trump’s action itself
is what it represents in terms of the new US
approach towards trade. The TPP was already
loaded to favour US interests in many ways.
On the trade aspect, the US has lower tariffs
than the developing-country TPP partners with
which it did not yet have a trade agreement, and
thus stood to gain in terms of the trade balance.
On the non-trade aspects of the TPP, which the
US under Obama had insisted upon, American
companies would have gained in the areas of
intellectual property, investment, government
procurement and state-owned enterprises.

Yet the TPP was unpopular with the
American public, because they perceived that
whatever gains the US would have would
flow to the corporations and the elites, leaving
the working and middle classes to face prob-
lems such as possible job losses from cheaper
imports and relocation of factories abroad.

With the demise of the TPP, its develop-
ing-country members regret the loss of their
opportunity to gain greater access to the US
market. But they are also spared from having to
take on heavy obligations on investment, intel-
lectual property, state-owned enterprises and
other issues.

The Trump move on the TPP was a prel-
ude to other trade policies to be rolled out in
pursuance of his “America First” strategy,
which includes the subsidiary slogans “Buy
American” and “Hire Americans”. Policies
being considered include higher tariffs or
else “border adjustment taxes” on products
from countries with which the US has trade
deficits, starting with China and Mexico; tax
incentives for companies that export; taxes
to punish US companies located abroad
that export to the US; and requirements that
companies that win government infrastruc-
ture and other contracts have to make use of
American-made goods.

Many developing countries which depend
on the US for their exports, or which presently
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host US companies or hope to attract new US
investments, will be adversely affected by these
policies, which together spell a new era of US
protectionism. It will end the US-championed
policies of liberalisation of trade and
investment.

Trump has also announced that he plans to
initiate new one-to-one bilateral trade agree-
ments in place of regional or plurilateral trade
agreements. If his aim is to promote US com-
panies’ interests even more strongly than in
previous trade agreements, this may mean a
negotiating stance of maximising US exports
to while minimising imports from the bilat-
eral partners, and pressurising them to accept
provisions on investment, services, intellec-
tual property, government procurement, state-
owned enterprises and other issues that are
even stronger than what the TPP had.

Other developed countries like Japan and
the post-Brexit United Kingdom may be inter-
ested in starting negotiations with the US with
its new template, in an attempt to get mutual
benefits. It remains to be seen whether there
would be developing countries willing to be
new partners in what for them would likely be
very one-sided bilateral agreements.

Another question is whether the rules of
the multilateral trading system will act to con-
strain the new US administration. Many of the
new policies announced by Trump or his team
(such as higher taxes and tariffs on Chinese and
Mexican goods, or taxes on American compa-
nies exporting to the US) probably run afoul
of one or another of the agreements under the
World Trade Organisation (WTO).

Even if the Trump administration finetunes
its policy measures in an attempt to fit within
the WTO’s rules, they will most likely be chal-
lenged by other WTO member states. If the
WTO panels rule against the US, will it comply
with the decisions, or will Trump turn his fire
against the WTO and its system instead?

Meanwhile, the WTO members are waiting
to see what positions the new US trade team
will take in the ongoing WTO negotiations in
Geneva.

Given that Trump ran on the promise to
upend the establishment — and it looks as if
he intends to keep to his word — leaders and
people around the world, especially in the more
vulnerable developing countries, should pre-
pare themselves to respond to more and bigger
shocks ahead.
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The new culiure
of communication

Arnold August

Among his many other achievements, Fidel

Castro’s accomplishments as the construc-

tor of the new Cuban society include:

 overthrowing capitalism in favour of
socialism and its related principles of
equality and solidarity;

* defeating US neo-colonialist domination to
attain sovereignty,

* independence and dignity;

* upholding human rights in the areas of
health, education, culture and sport;

* respecting racial equality, gender equality,
food and housing for all; and

* defending freedom of speech and the press,
the latter being one of the domains in which
Fidel’s example still has much to teach
us, and creating a civilized social/political
atmosphere without violence.

The basis of these exploits, which did not
exist before 1959, is the political power of
the people resulting from the Revolution that
quashed the US-backed state.

As early as 1953, the conquest of a new
revolutionary people’s power was at the fore-
front of Fidel’s mind. This unshakeable goal
was combined with the spirit of self-sacri-
fice that characterised his entire political life.
Through defeats and victories from 1953 to
1956 until 1959, his every thought and action
were inspired by this overriding guiding objec-
tive. It was indelibly combined with key crea-
tive tactics that were designed to convert the
aspiration to conquer people’s power through
armed revolution into a reality. This was the
focus of Fidel’s passion.

The current new society bequeathed to the
Cuban people finds its origins in the liberated
areas during the wars of 1868 and 1895, the
latter reaching new levels of organisation under
the leadership of the Revolutionary Party of
Cuba and José Marti. Thus, the seeds of new
political power were sowed in the second half
of the 19th century, to be resuscitated and
updated by Fidel in compliance with the new
conditions. Local political power forged in the
Sierra Maestra’s liberated areas in 1957-58 was
embedded as a virtual state within the neo-colo-
nial dominated state. The July 26 Movement
and the Rebel Army were founded and devel-
oped by Fidel and his comrades. They grew
as the seeds of the Communist Party of Cuba
and the Armed Forces respectively. These insti-
tutions constitute two ramparts in the mainte-
nance and development of the people’s power,
in combination with Cuba’s socialist culture as
the shield.

In the course of this epic victorious march
and in the ensuing decades, Fidel contributed
toward a new feature of the culture of enacting
politics within the Cuban Revolution. He was a
communicator par excellence, a key component
to conquer and improve political power. Thus,
his thought and action, among other aspects
of his legacy, constitute a new culture of com-
munication between the leader and his people.
Let’s look at a few examples of how Fidel’s
culture of enacting politics was fuelled by the
new culture of communication, both of which
mutually propelled each other.

First, there was the 1953 writing and dis-
tribution of History Will Absolve Me. One may
ask how it is possible to speak of the com-
munication talents of a leader representing
the people’s quest for political power, when
he was imprisoned in solitary confinement,
far from the masses. However, despite these
extreme restrictions, he managed to communi-
cate secretly with other jailed combatants, with
some inmates serving time for common crimes
and even with guards and prison employees.
Before and after his defence, this was his
extremely limited world.

Despite being limited to this underground
communication system only and combined with
the few books he was able to muster, he pre-
pared his defence by memory. It was report-
ed that he wrote and edited in his cell day and
night, committing every word to memory until
the moment he was brought to court. Only a

person entirely devoted to solving Cuba’s prob-
lems through a revolution to open the path for
people’s power could have maximised such
scant communication tools at his disposal.

After delivering his defence from memory,
he returned to his cell to find that his written
statement had vanished. He set about rewriting
it from memory. With close clandestine con-
nections inside and outside the prison walls, he
further expanded his communication with the
people. Fidel smuggled out his defence piece
by piece, using ingenious methods, such as
using lemon juice for invisible ink to write on
tiny bits of paper. By the time they reached their
destination in Havana, the papers inscribed
with invisible ink passed through prison securi-
ty, but, as planned, they then dried up and could
be read in Havana.

In Havana, Melba Hernandez and Haydee
Santamaria, the two women who had participat-
ed in the Moncada attack, were among a hand-
ful of people in charge of assembling the pieces
of paper like a jigsaw puzzle and then print-
ing the text in pamphlet form. Fidel initially
instructed his limited world, consisting mainly
of these two women, to produce 100,000 copies
of his defence. He wrote to Melba and Haydee
on June 18, 1954: “Without propaganda there is
no mass movement, and without a mass move-
ment, no revolution is possible.” Fidel was no
doubt inspired by this interaction with his two
comrades, who once again, like in Moncada,
were putting their lives on the line under the
Batista dictatorship. They themselves, in turn,
were galvanised by Fidel’s thinking and heroic
resistance in prison. And thus the lemons grow-
ing from Cuba’s fertile soil returned to fertilise
the revolutionary movement through Fidel’s
makeshift pen.

A second illustration is Fidel’s unique com-
munication skill in defending people’s power.
On January 8, 1959, this time in front of an
immense crowd in Havana, in contrast to the
extreme limitations of his solitary cell, Fidel
said, “There is immense joy. However, there is
still much to be done. Let us not fool ourselves
into believing that the future will be easy; per-
haps everything will be more difficult in the
future.” No doubt the leader was inspired by the
jubilant people. However, he was also making
use of his unparalleled perspicacity in front of
overjoyed supporters, realising that he had to
convey to them, and the national TV audience,
caution and vigilance for the coming months
and years. Fidel and the people converged into
one political and ideological entity by means of
his dexterity to communicate. It is difficult to

say whether that classic statement spontaneous-
ly emerged out of the Havana political atmos-
phere of the time, given his extraordinary gift
to feel the pulse of his people, or whether Fidel
had already thought it through. In any case, he
said what had to be said.

Either way, there are many other memora-
ble moments in which his communication was
indeed spontaneous, leaving in its wake a per-
manent imprint on the Cuban political land-
scape. This brings us to our third illustration,
which occurred on September 28, 1960, where
Fidel spoke in Havana in front of a mass gather-
ing. The transcript reads the way many Cubans
still remember it today, either through their own
participation or by that unequalled Cuban revo-
lutionary collective memory, through family
and friends. I quote from the transcript this first
portion in parentheses:

“(Sounds of the explosion of a firecrack-
er) Fidel says, ‘A bomb?’ (People shouting:
‘Block them! We will win!”) (People sing the
national anthem and shout, ‘;Viva Cuba! jViva
la Revolucion!”)”

The transcript continues:

(Someone from the public speaks with Dr
Castro) (Sounds of a second explosion)

Fidel goes on:

“... Do not underestimate the imperialist
enemy.”

Out of this dramatic US-backed threat in
the heart of Havana, the Committees for the
Defence of the Revolution (CDRs) sponta-
neously emerged in the neighbourhoods and
then further developed with the assistance of
the Cuban revolutionary leadership. The need
for this new type of mass organisation was one
of life and death for the Cuban Revolution.
At the time, in 1961, their formation proved
to be indispensable in defending Cuba against
US-supported and financed incursions and ter-
rorist acts designed to subvert revolutionary
political power. The CDRs, a fruit of the Fidel-
and-the-people dynamic, also contributed sub-
stantially to governing at the national and local
levels, especially from 1959 to 1976, when the
political system was institutionalised and the
new Constitution approved. The CDRs contin-
ued their work after 1976 in many other ways.

In sum, Che captured the essence of this
unsurpassed leader-and-people communica-
tion. The guerrilla wrote, “At the big public
mass meetings, one can observe something
like the dialogue of two tuning forks whose
vibrations interact, producing new ones in the
speaker.” &
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Stephen Lendman

North Korea’s geopolitical poli-
cies and America’s are world’s
apart. Pyongyang never attacked
another country, threatens none
now.

America wages permanent wars,
destroying one nation after another,
threatening all sovereign independent
countries with regime change.

Its agenda is humanity’s greatest
threat. The DPRK has just cause for
concern about another US launched
devastating war on the Korean
peninsula.

Its nuclear and ballistic mis-
sile programs are for defence, not
offence, deterrents to possible US
aggression.

If Washington recognised its
government, normalised relations
and ended decades of hostility,
Pyongyang would have no need for
powerful weapons.

Instead, US policymakers since
the Truman era have been confron-
tational with Pyongyang. Hawkish
Trump administration generals risk
possible nuclear war on the penin-
sula, madness if launched. Threats
of'a US nuclear attack against North
Korea have been ongoing for more
than 60 years.

New South Korean President
Moon Jae-In is amenable to improved
relations with Pyongyang, a sensi-
ble policy, the only way to defuse
tensions.

Washington is strongly opposed
to this idea. It is unclear where Trump
stands, saying one thing, then anoth-
er, while delegating foreign policy
to administration hawks, especially
war-making.

World peace hangs by a thread
because of rogue elements in
Washington — in Congress and close
to Trump, making him resemble a
potted plant on major geopolitical
issues, going in the directions he’s
shoved.

On Sunday, South Korea’s
Yonyap news agency reported anoth-
er Pyongyang missile test, “believed
to be a ballistic missile,” it said.

According to Japan’s Kyodo
news agency,

“The missile reached an altitude
higher than 1,000 kilometres during
its flight, raising the possibility that
it was launched at a steep ‘lofted’

trajectory. Deliberately firing the
missile at such an angle could allow
North Korea to test its capabilities
without it landing closer to Japan.”

Reportedly it covered a dis-
tance of about 700 kilometres before
splashdown in the Sea of Japan.
An unnamed Japanese government
source believes it could be a new type
longer-range ballistic missile.

US Pacific Command spokesman
Rob Shuford said its flight pattern
“was not consistent with an” ICBM.
It was airborne for about 30 minutes.
South Korea’s Moon called the test
a “reckless provocation.” Japan’s
Shinzo Abe said it was “absolutely
unacceptable.”

When America and key NATO
allies test powerful weapons, includ-
ing nuclear ones and ICBMs, the
deafening sound of silence follows;
no criticism from Western capitals,
other US allies, and media. The
double standard is self-explanatory.

Last week, a White House state-
ment called the DPRK “a flagrant
menace for far too long ... The United
States maintains our ironclad com-
mitment to stand with our allies in
the face of the serious threat posed by
North Korea” — a deplorable perver-
sion of truth.

Washington and its rogue allies
alone pose a “serious threat,” the
DPRK perhaps the next target of US
aggression.

Its KCNA news agency said
America’s aim is “maximum pres-
sure and engagement (to) stifle”
Pyongyang, compelling it to
“strengthen our nuclear deterrent
(and ballistic missile capability) at
maximum speed.”

Separately, Moon’s press secre-
tary Yoon Young-chan said “while
(Seoul) remains open to the possi-
bility of dialogue with North Korea,
it is only possible when (it) shows a
change in attitude.”

China’s Foreign Ministry stated:

“The situation on the peninsula
is complex and sensitive, and all rel-
evant parties should exercise restraint
and do nothing to further worsen
regional tensions.”

Washington’s rage for war should
give pause to all nations seeking
peace and stability, unattainable as
long as US belligerence continues.
g/oia/research,ca X

Journalism is
not a crime!

Since April 30,2017, Mesale Tolu has been held in custody in a Turkish
prison as a journalist with a German and Turkish background.

In Turkey, more and more journalists are getting arrested on “suspicion of
terrorism”. As did Mesale. In the middle of the night a specialised terrorism
squad raided her flat. The officers were heavily armed and masked. At this
point she was alone in the flat with her two and a half -year-old son.

They left a path of destruction and arrested her. She is accused of partici-
pating at a memorial ceremony held for Ivana Hoffmann, a German activist
who was murdered during her assistance in fighting against the Islamic State
in Rojava. Apart from that she is accused of paying her respect at the funerals
of two communists which were killed by Istanbul police.

People who are fighting for fairness and freedom are getting killed! And
people who are writing about it are marked as terrorists!

» Show that you don’t agree!

 Be part of our social-media campaign!
+ Take a picture of yourself holding a sign
“#FreeMesaleTolu”, “#FreeTurkeyMedia”and share it online.

facebook.com/FreiheitfuerMesale &

tpearson@cpa.org.au
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The DPRK’s nuclear and
ballistic missile programs

are for defence, not

offence, deterrents to
possible US aggression.

Mess in the Oval Office

Dimitry Nerseson

As expected, the dismissal of FBI
Director James Comey has led
to a sharp deterioration in rela-
tions between President Donald
Trump and US special services.
The American press accused the
head of state of delivering particu-
larly sensitive information to the
Russian foreign minister. Does it
mean that the campaign against
President Trump is taking a new
dimension? It appears that certain
forces in the United States want to
deprive the institute of presidency
of independence.

It was reported that US
President Donald Trump shared top
secret information with Russian
Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov and
Russian Ambassador to the USA,
Sergei Kislyak. According to the
Washington Post, the secret informa-
tion was obtained from an ally of the
United States and was not subject to
transfer to a third party.

In particular, Trump informed
Lavrov about the intention of the
Islamic State organisation to use lap-
tops to explode passenger airliners.
President Trump, the newspaper said,
allegedly disclosed too many details
to his Russian guests, who may thus
figure out the source of the informa-
tion — agents of a US-friendly coun-
try who spy for the USA in the ranks
of ISIL fighters.

Let’s have a closer look at this
allegedly secret information.

Firstly, the news about the possi-
bility for ISIL terrorists to use laptops

to organise explosions on board air-
liners appeared several weeks ago,
after the United States and several
other countries banned the transpor-
tation of laptops in airplanes from
the Middle East. One does not have
to be a super spy to understand: the
Americans received a warning of
danger and took it very seriously.

Secondly, it is clear that the
information was obtained from
secret agents, rather than ISIL’s press
releases.

Thirdly, Russia is a prime enemy
for the Islamic State, just like the
USA is. Russia has never cooperat-
ed with the Islamic State. Therefore,
even if Lavrov and Kislyak found
out something in the Oval Office
that could endanger the lives of US
or other agents serving inside ISIL,
one can be 100 percent sure that they
will not share their new knowledge
with terrorists.

Fourthly, the US president has
a legal right to declassify any doc-
ument and any information with-
out prior agreement with anyone.
Therefore, even if he told something
new to Lavrov, then there is nothing
illegal about it.

Finally, both Russia and the
United States are equally interested in
protecting their citizens against ISIL
terrorists. The two countries want to
destroy this organisation. Therefore,
exchanging information on the sub-
ject seems completely normal. One
can only praise US President Trump,
if his efforts help prevent at least one
terrorist attack.

In his Twitter account, Donald

Trump wrote that he shared the
information “concerning terrorism
and aviation security” because he
had a right for it and that he did it for
“humanitarian reasons.”

“As President I wanted to share
with Russia (at an openly scheduled
WH meeting) which I have the abso-
lute right to do, facts pertaining to
terrorism and airline flight safety.
Humanitarian reasons, plus I want
Russia to greatly step up their fight
against ISIS & terrorism,” Donald
Trump tweeted.

In a nutshell, a closer look into
the story reveals that it has been
dreamed up. Yet, it allows, if desired,
to raise the issue of the need to intro-
duce control over the president’s
activities (Trump or someone else —
it doesn’t matter) to deprive him of
independence (in dealing with clas-
sified information for a start).

At this point, it is clear that US
President has the right to declassify
any information without agreement
with either Congress or special serv-
ices. Against the backdrop of the
scandal about Trump’s alleged ties
with the Kremlin, certain forces in
the USA assume that it would be
better to limit this right, because, as
it turns out, most important issues
of national security depend on the
person who takes the Oval Office in
the White House.

It seems that this is the purpose
of the entire campaign against Trump
and the institution of president as
such.
pravda.ru &
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Venezvuela will

defend its soverelgni

Alvaro Sanchez Cordero*

In 1999, when a progressive revo-
lution came to power in Venezuela
and President Chavez was elected,
a whole new vision for the country
was put in place. The vast major-
ity of Venezuelans, who had hith-
erto been ostracised, depoliticised,
disenfranchised, exploited, social-
ly excluded and discriminated
against, were finally included and
empowered into a new democratic
model that was both representa-
tive and participatory.

The net result was a new sov-
ereign nation in full control of
its natural resources, with a new
Constitution, and a leadership able
to equally distribute oil revenues in
a more fair and efficient manner that
ultimately produced highly posi-
tive social and human results, such
as: four million people lifted out of
poverty; free and universal access
to medical health and education;
the eradication of illiteracy; access
to potable water; three million pen-
sioners and almost two million social
houses; among other achievements.

Of course, such progress came
with a price tag. The US govern-
ment, intensely hostile to Venezuela’s
socialist government controlling its
own oil (Venezuela has the largest oil
reserve in the world), has been very
active destabilising with the ultimate
aim to topple our government for the
past 18 years.

Though the list is practically end-
less, the US has tried every dirty trick
in the book. They have given full
financial backing and open political
support to the Venezuelan right-wing
opposition’s violent and unconstitu-
tional efforts to oust the democrati-
cally elected government such as,
a coup d’état, an oil and business
lock-out, street barricades and hiring
mercenaries and paramilitaries to
perpetrate widespread terror, among
others.

This is the context of the oppo-
sition-led violence that we see in
Venezuela right now but with some
important additions. Firstly, Chavez
is no longer with us. This has ener-
gised the US into believing they
now have better chances to suc-
ceed. Secondly, the current wave of
destabilising violence has been more
effective because it is combined with

a vicious economic war — reminiscent
of what was to Allende in Chile in
the 1970s — which includes blocking
international credit, disrupting dis-
tribution of food supplies and other
essential items. Also speculating with
a fictitious, black-market, exchange
rate that has brought major econom-
ic difficulties and that, as intended,
has hit the poorest sections of society
generating discontent.

Thus, on the back of these delib-
erately created economic difficulties,
in December 2015 the opposition won
majority in Parliament. Nonetheless,
instead of building politically upon
such victory, they decided to take
a short cut by promising to bring
down President Maduro, one way or
another. In six months, the opposi-
tion-led Parliament used its majority
to foment violence, even to the point
that current Parliament President,
Julio Borges, openly called the mili-
tary to rise up against the constitu-
tional government.

Yet, throughout 2016, the oppo-
sition failed to oust the government
of President Maduro, as they had
promised, despite the fact that they
escalated the US-supported econom-
ic war.

This failure in the domestic
terrain led them to try it from the
outside, but the crucial domestic
component was the current wave of
violence to justify US-led external
intervention.

This is how the Organisation of
American States (OAS) comes into
the equation. OAS Secretary General,
Luis Almagro, violating nearly
every norm both the OAS itself and
his strictly administrative function,
has dedicated his tenure to illegally
interfere in Venezuelan affairs by
unsuccessfully seeking to activate
the OAS Democratic Charter against
Venezuela, thus enabling the external
intervention. The US government,
the real behind-the-scenes master-
mind of OAS strategy, has openly
threatened many Latin American and
Caribbean countries for siding with
Venezuela in the OAS.

The failure of the US-inspired
Almagro’s OAS strategy against
Venezuela has led to an extremely
dangerous vicious circle: images of
wanton violence in Venezuela feed
Almagro’s and US’s threats against
Venezuela, which in turn, feed more
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Venezvuela has the right to live in peace and
not to be the target of US-led, US-financed
and US-inspired permanent aggression.

wanton and irrational violence in
Venezuela.

It is not in the interest of Maduro
to have terror and violence in the
streets. On the contrary, it is very
much in the interest of the opposi-
tion to maintain it and even escalate
it. Thus, the intoxicating one-sided
international media reporting that
quite deliberately endorse Almagro
and US pronouncements, only fuels
more violence.

This is repugnant, especially
since they know who is the source of
the violence. Unfortunately, the inter-
national media omits reporting that
polls consistently show that well over
80% strongly reject the current vio-
lence and they also overwhelmingly
oppose “regime change”.

There are indeed honest and
decent government opponents who
peacefully protest. However, there
are also hooligans, mercenaries and

Greece general strike

James Tweedie

Greek workers shut down the
country with a general strike last
Thursday as MPs debated giving
in to new austerity demands from
the country’s creditors.

The 24-hour strike by all major
unions was called to coincide with a
four-day debate on deeper job, pen-
sion and welfare cuts in return for
bailout money pledged in 2015.

An estimated 12,000 marched
through the capital Athens against
the latest raft of cuts. “No to the
new looting of salaries and pen-
sions,” said civil servants’ union
ADEDY.

Police trade unionists hung
a giant banner off the side of
Lycabettus Hill in the centre of
Athens, with a slogan in German
and Greek reading: “How much is

the life of a Greek police officer
worth?”

“We want to send a deci-
sive message to the government,
the European Union and the
International Monetary Fund that
we will not let them cut up our
lives,” said Communist trade union
leader Alekos Perrakis from PAME.

Demonstrators directed much of
their anger towards Prime Minister
Alexis Tsipras’s Syriza govern-
ment, which was elected on a prom-
ise to oppose austerity but quickly
capitulated.

“They told us they would
end austerity and tear apart the
bailouts,” marcher Paraskevi
Tsouparopoulou told Reuters.
“Instead they brought us disaster.”

A small group of agents provo-
cateurs broke away from the march
to attack police with flares and

petrol bombs, who responded with
tear gas.

In his message to strikers Greek
Communist Party (KKE) general
secretary Dimitri Koutsouba said:
“A class war is now in progress”
and must be waged “every day” to
“jump-start the motor of history.”

Most of the money given
to Greece by its European
Commission, European Central
Bank and International Monetary
Fund lenders has been used to pay
off dodgy loans given to Greece
by banks before the 2008 financial
crash.

Most of that debt is now owned
by other eurozone governments,
so most of the “bailout” cash flows
straight back out.

Morning Star

paramilitaries, whose task is to con-
front the police and create chaos. The
law enforcement agents in the streets
have orders to respect human rights.

Those who have disobeyed that
order are being prosecuted. Given
this dangerous scenario, and the fact
that the opposition refuses to engage
in dialogue with the government
(even though UNASUR, the Vatican
and three former presidents continue
to appeal to them to do so), President
Maduro, invoking Articles 347, 348
and 349 of Venezuela’s Constitution,
has called for a Constituent Assembly
as a democratic political mechanism
to bring about peace.

Society’s response from all sec-
tions, even from the private sector,
has been highly supportive and the
Constituent process promises to pro-
duce exciting new developments that
are likely to deepen the social dimen-
sions of the Bolivarian Constitution,

broadening and strengthening the
1999 Constitution.

Venezuela has the right to live
in peace and not to be the target of
US-led, US-financed and US-inspired
permanent aggression. Venezuela
demands respect for its sovereignty
and self-determination, rejects exter-
nal interference in its internal affairs,
will not tolerate unconstitutional and
violent acts to oust the legitimate
and democratically elected govern-
ment, and will insist on dialogue as
the only way to address the problems
the nation confronts.

Unfortunately, the US and
Venezuela’s extreme right insist
on violent means to effect “regime
change”. We in Venezuela have no
choice but to defend our sovereignty.

*Alvaro Sanchez Cordero is Charge
D’ Affaires, Embassy of Venezuela to

the Netherlands. @

Adelaide
Andrew Stewart

A Brief History”

Free event —

for the right to strike!

General Meeting of the Labour History Society

“The Right to Strike in Australia:

2:00 pm Sunday June 18
Box Factory — Regent Street Adelaide

no booking necessary
All welcome — Afternoon tea provided

Enquiries: Greg Stevens 0429 691 549

Professor Stewart will explain how the treatment of collective action in
the nineteenth century gradually moved from repression to reluctant
tolerance. The introduction of the conciliation and arbitration systems
decisively changed the relationship between trade unions and the state.
The Keating government legislated in 1993 to create the first ever right
to take industrial action. The question now is whether there is any future
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Sickening

On Monday May 8 I happened to be lis-
tening to ABC Radio National, and heard
the beginning of Amanda Vanstone’s
Counterpoint. She started on a monologue,
something about bleeding hearts, although
she did not use that word, and people feel-
ing sorry for people who had overstayed
their visas and were faced with deportation.
Then she went on to the refugee-hostages
held by this country in the Manus Island
and Nauru camps. She said that people who
stand up for them “make me sick.”

Let’s think about this; these people are
undergoing torture, according to the UN. In
condemning those who stand up for them in

an act of human solidarity, Vanstone is in fact
endorsing torture.

Is it fair and decent for the host of a show
on the ABC to endorse torture? I think not. I
believe she should be dismissed from the ABC.
Vanstone is a former minister for immigration,
used to abusing the rights of the innocent by
keeping them locked up for extended peri-
ods. In a different sort of society such a person
would be a pariah. In this one such a person is
rewarded.

There is no reason a former politician such
as Vanstone should have her own program on
the ABC. If this is allowed to stand, it will mark
a new state of degradation and disgrace in the
national broadcaster. Please join me in demand-
ing her dismissal from the ABC.

Stephen Langford

Heat on for Australia

If global average surface temperatures
hit 1.5°C above pre-industrial conditions
— the target negotiated at the 2015 Paris
Agreement — it will be twice as likely that
we will see a repeat of the extreme ocean
heat that severely damaged the Great
Barrier Reef in 2016.

If the world pushes temperatures up to
2°C more than the pre-industrial world, then

it almost triples the odds of the heat associated
with a mass bleaching event.

These findings from University of
Melbourne Scientists at the ARC Centre of
Excellence for Climate System Science, report-
ed in Nature Climate Change, are the result of
research looking at how Australian extremes in
heat, drought, precipitation and ocean warming
will change in a world 1.5°C and 2°C warmer
than pre-industrial conditions.

Most of the action occurred in changes to
extreme heat, with big increases in events like
the Angry Summer of 2012/13 at 1.5°C and
2°C of warming, so that such events occur in
most years.

But the heat in the Coral Sea was unprec-
edented. There was no event in our modelling
of pre-industrial temperatures where the Coral
Sea was as warm as we saw in 2016 and as the
globe warms these events will grow in number.

There were some increases in drought
intensity as a result of increased heat but the
weak reduction in rainfall meant only a slight
increase in the frequency of droughts was
detected.

The results came after modelling thousands
of years under four different scenarios — pre-
industrial conditions, current conditions, the
world at 1.5°C and at 2°C — on supercomput-
ers at National Computational Infrastructure.

The researchers then looked at four key

Guardian

extreme Australian events — the Angry Summer

2012/13; the Coral Sea marine heatwave of

2016; the severe rain event in Queensland

in 2010; and the 2006 drought in southeast

Australia — to model how often similar events

could occur under each scenario.

Key Facts and Figures:

» Extremely warm oceans similar to 2016 that
led to mass bleaching of the Great Barrier
Reef will be twice as likely when global
temperatures reach 1.5°C and three times as
likely at 2°C.

* Summers similar to the extreme summer
0f 2012/13 will be 13% more likely when
global temperatures hit 1.5°C and 33% more
likely at 2°C.

e While the number and extent of droughts
may increase very slightly with global
warming, there will be a noticeable increase
in their intensity.

Dr Andrew King
Australian Research Council

The ARC Centre of Excellence for Climate

System Science is the largest university-

based climate research centre in the

Southern Hemisphere. It is funded by the

Australian Research Council. The Centre

is an international research consortium of

five Australian universities and a suite of

outstanding national and international Partner

Organisations.

Trump and the WTO

In view of the pervasive influence and control the US has exercised
over the WTO and the fact that it has been guilty of largely ignoring

or frustrating rulings against it under that body’s trade dispute
setlement system, Trump’s latest rant against that body is bizarre,

says D Ravi Kanth.

The ugly dance of the global
hegemony remains a source of
concern as well as confusion. It
wants to regenerate industriali-
sation by bringing back all those
manufacturing industries that
left its shores. More importantly,
it seems determined to re-jig its
trade policy by opting for bilat-
eral free trade agreements and by
asserting its sovereign trade policy
decisions in contingency measures
such as anti-dumping, counter-
vailing (anti-subsidy) measures
and safeguard actions — regard-
less of the multilateral rules it had
framed since 1948.

On the face of it, the global
hegemony is determined to pursue
an aggressive version of the “open
door” policy that was first imple-
mented in 1898. That policy began
under the slogan of saving Cuba from
the clutches of Spanish rule. Several
years after the Cuban war, the head
of the Bureau of Foreign Commerce
of the US Department of Commerce
wrote: “The Spanish-American war
was but an incident of a general
movement of expansion which had
its roots in the changed environment
of an industrial capacity far beyond
our domestic powers of consumption.
It was seen to be necessary for us not
only to find foreign purchasers for
our goods, but to provide the means
of making access to foreign markets
easy, economical and safe” [cited
in Howard Zinn (2013), A People’s
History of the United States, 3rd edi-
tion, Routledge, p. 306].

The “open door” policy contin-
ued to manifest itself under differ-
ent masks but beneath the surface
there remained continuity, regard-
less of the destruction and violence it
wrought in various countries. It wore,
for example, a reformist mask since
the setting up of the United Nations,
the Bretton Woods institutions of the
International Monetary Fund (IMF)
and World Bank, and followed by
the General Agreement on Tariffs
and Trade (GATT) in January 1948.

During the last seven decades,
the United States, the most powerful
nation in history, went on to refine

the “open door” policy in ways that
suited its overall trade/economic
interests and strategic considerations,
including its immediate military and
trade priorities, according to several
studies by historians and economists.

The creation of the World Trade
Organisation (WTO) in 1995 fol-
lowing the Uruguay Round of trade
negotiations was an apogee of that
onward march which had begun
almost a century ago. Although the
Uruguay Round started in 1986
when the US was under a Republican
administration, it was concluded by
a Democratic president at the official
level in December 1993.

Unsurprisingly, there is an under-
lying chain of continuity in the eco-
nomic and trade policies followed
by the global hegemon since the late
19th century. The US control over the
so-called multilateral trade and finan-
cial institutions is pervasive in almost
all aspects. Barring some minor hic-
cups here and there, Washington has
ensured a brutal grip on decisions
taken at the IMF, the World Bank
and the WTO.

Little wonder then that before
entering the Director-General’s office
at the WTO headquarters in Geneva,
one has to cross the room of a Deputy
Director-General which remained
occupied by successive US nomi-
nees. Indeed, every decision big or
small at the WTO has to be vetted by
that Deputy Director-General, who is
the link between the US embassy in
Geneva and the Director-General’s
office, according to several past and
present trade envoys.

Against this backdrop of contin-
ued influence and control over the
WTO by the world’s sole superpow-
er, it appears somewhat bizarre to
assume that the US under the lead-
ership of Donald Trump will turn
the multilateral trade body upside
down, notwithstanding the White
House’s latest trade policy agenda
report which was submitted to the
US Congress on March 1.

“The Trump Administration will
aggressively defend American sover-
eignty over matters of trade policy,”
the report says, insisting that the

“overarching purpose of our trade
policy — the guiding principle behind
all our actions in this key area — will
be to expand trade in a way that is
freer and fairer for all Americans”.

The four major priorities of
the Trump administration, accord-
ing to the document, are (1) defend
US national sovereignty over trade
policy; (2) strictly enforce US trade
laws; (3) use all possible sources of
leverage to encourage other countries
to open their markets to US exports
of goods and services, and provide
adequate and effective protection and
enforcement of US intellectual prop-
erty rights; and (4) negotiate new and
better trade deals with countries in
key markets around the world.

The US has also said it was cheat-
ed by its trading partners through
unfair trade practices like currency
manipulation and non-implemen-
tation of decisions. Peter Navarro,
the top trade adviser to President
Trump, has accused Germany of
using a “grossly undervalued” euro
to “exploit” the US and its EU part-
ners, the Financial Times has report-
ed. Navarro wants Germany to enter
into bilateral negotiations to reduce
the US trade deficit.

As the Trump administration sees
it, the continued ballooning of the US
trade deficit (which touched US$648
billion in manufactured goods last
year) and the loss of five million

jobs during the last 16 years demon-
strate that multilateral, regional and
even bilateral trade agreements have
only brought deindustrialisation and
destruction.

In short, the US is suggesting that
its ever-increasing trade deficits are
an offshoot of the manner in which
it was duped by its trading partners
which refused to play by the rules
governing so-called “fair and free
trade”.

“Plainly, the time has come for
a major review of how we approach
trade agreements,” says the presi-
dent’s trade policy agenda report,
which emphasises that “going for-
ward, we will tend to focus on bilat-
eral negotiations”.

The report speaks incessantly
about “sovereignty” but doesn’t quite
say that Washington would not abide
by WTO rules or rulings it doesn’t
like. (The US has charged that sev-
eral WTO rulings have crossed their
remit.)

However, even a cursory look at
the litany of so-called trade crimes
perpetrated by the US at the WTO
indicates that Washington has con-
sistently followed a practice of not
implementing adverse WTO rulings
since 1995. Barring a couple of deci-
sions involving the EU, the US has
largely frustrated the developing
and the poorest countries in a vari-
ety of trade remedy disputes by not

fully implementing the WTO Dispute
Settlement Body’s recommendations.
Indeed, the US has virtually created
a mega-industry for imposing ille-
gal anti-dumping and countervailing
measures, including the infamous
Byrd Amendment, over the past 20
years.

Significantly, the billionaire new
US Commerce Secretary Wilbur
Ross has made it clear that despite
the criticism levelled against the
multilateral trade body, the WTO “in
some ways” is necessary as an arbiter
of global trade.

Effectively, the Trump adminis-
tration would use the WTO’s Dispute
Settlement Body because of the
rules it had framed during the previ-
ous Uruguay Round, while turning
its back on any future change in the
multilateral trade rules.

In conclusion, the trade policy
missiles being fired by President
Trump will continue to form part
of the arsenal built by succes-
sive American administrations
since President William McKinley
(1897-1901).

The only difference is that Trump
appears somewhat like the notorious
Robespierre of the French Revolution
who had followed a policy of “we
must smother the internal and exter-
nal enemies of the Republic or perish
with them.”

Third World Resurgence &



Guardian

Subverting radical culture

Mike Quille

How do the ruling classes manipulate art and
culture to secure political consent for oppres-
sion and exploitation? Two exhibitions on the
1917 revolution in Russia go some way towards
providing an answer.

Most historians accept that the February and
October revolutions in that year were both clear
improvements on the tsarist autocracy that preced-
ed them.

And most cultural historians also recognise the
explosion of creativity and widespread democra-
tisation of culture which followed the October
revolution.

Art and cultural activities suddenly became
exciting, accessible and relevant to ordinary
Russians.

But these are uncomfortable facts for our current
rulers, who must crush any hopes for political or cul-
tural progress if they are to stay on top.

There are two ways they can do this. One is to
construct a biased and misleading narrative which
ignores historical evidence and downplays artists’
support for the revolution. That was on view in the
recent exhibition at the Royal Academy, an openly
one-sided and distorted presentation of its politics
and art.

The second is to create a monumental fudge
which obscures the real historical and cultural
achievements of 1917, through a kind of chaotic
eclecticism.

This is the strategy followed by the British
Library in its current exhibition on the Russian
Revolution, embodied in the mistaken and banal
commentary offered by one of its curators in the
Morning Star last week.

“Today, people are not so much concerned about
the faults of capitalist society but are trying to find
their way through the new challenges of the global
world,” she asserted.

How on Earth anyone can write this in the middle
of an election campaign in which the Labour Party
is quite clearly trying to address the faults of a capi-
talist society which concern us all is beyond belief.

She provides an individualistic focus on the
“personal stories” of those involved and the “indi-
vidual interpretations” of visitors to the exhibition,
rather than promoting a broader, historically-based
understanding of Russian history.

This is a cop-out because curatorial practice,
including the type of contextual and supporting
material supplied, is bound to influence visitors’
perceptions.

It is also disingenuous, because the curators do
have a message. They believe that the exhibition
“can convey a simple idea that violence can only
create more violence in response.” This is sloppy
thinking.

History is full of instances where individuals and
classes have violently seized control of commonly
held resources and have been unwilling to give them
up peacefully.

Oppressive rulers have had to be challenged,
defeated and restrained by force as well as by peace-
ful argument, in order that most people can have a
fair share of the Earth’s resources.

Of course, peaceful persuasion is best. But what
alternative is there to force if that doesn’t work to
end exploitation? Would slaves, peasants and serfs
have ever been freed without their violent, illegal
rebellions?

The “violence breeds violence” message con-
ceals a defeatist political agenda. When the law itself
is nothing more than a codification of unjust and
oppressive social and economic relationships, it has
to be challenged and changed by every means at our
disposal.

Coincidentally — or perhaps not — both exhi-
bitions have been sponsored by the Blavatnik
Foundation, the beneficiary of Britain’s second rich-
est man Leonard Blavatnik.

He made a huge fortune after the collapse of the
Soviet Union and the accompanying legalised rob-
bery by private individuals and corporations of the
wealth built up by the Russian people since 1917.

So money stolen from the Russian people is used
to fund cultural exhibitions which distort the truth
about Russian history. That is how dominant class-
es manipulate art and culture to secure consent for
exploitation and oppression.

Have there ever been more obvious examples of
the increasing corruption of our cultural institutions
by corporate capital, masquerading as philanthropic
or charitable foundations?

A key demand of any progressive arts and cul-
ture policy must now be the complete abolition of
private sponsorship of our common culture and
heritage.
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Girls play sirong

Executive director of football Les Reed

UEFA (Union of European Football
Association) revealed plans last week to
make football the top participation sport
for girls and women by 2022. The Together
#WePlayStrong campaign will be launched
ahead of Euro 2017 and comes on the back
of new research which suggests football can
have a greater positive impact on teenage
girls’ self-confidence than other popular
sports.

More than 4,000 girls and young women
from six European countries, including
England, took part in the survey and were
asked questions about the effect various sports
have on their motivation, self-esteem and
the development of life skills. The survey,
which was led by a team from the University
of Birmingham, found that girls who play
football are more confident than girls who do

not play sport, and than girls who play other
sports.

UEFA women’s football adviser Nadine
Kessler said: “This study shows that girls who
play football have greater self-confidence than
those who don’t play the game. Drawing upon
my own experience, [ can’t emphasise enough
how important this is when you are growing
up.

“I am certain that we can change percep-
tions and make it cool for teenage girls to play
football. If we manage to achieve this, we
will be on our way to achieving our goal of
making football the number one sport for girls
around Europe.”

Kessler played 29 times for Germany and
won the world and European women’s player
of the year awards in 2014.

According to the study, 80 percent of

teenage girls exhibited more confidence
thanks to playing with a football club versus
74 percent of those who played other sports.

Just over half said they agreed or strongly
agreed with the statement: “I am less con-
cerned what others think about me as a result
of playing my sport,” compared with 41 per-
cent of those who played other sports, and
there was a similar finding for a question
about overcoming a lack of self-confidence.

This is a strategy fully supported by the
home nations, as the women’s game has huge
potential for growth.

A record crowd of more than 35,000
was at Wembley last Saturday to watch
Manchester City beat Birmingham in the
Women’s FA Cup final. And in a further boost
to the game, Southampton announced a new
under-21 team.

said: “It’s fantastic news. It just shows how
rapidly the girls’ and women’s program has
taken off, and how quickly we’ve moved from
negotiating the takeover of the County Centre
of Excellence into a Regional Talent Club and
now a women’s team.

“It will be a very young women’s team,
which goes with our profile as a club — young
players to develop for the future — but it will
contain a number of international players and
high-quality young girls who have got bright
futures in the game, so it is very exciting
indeed.”
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Steve Sweeney speaks to Kimmie Taylor from
the Syrian front lines about the Kurdish prisoners’ hunger strike

Kimmie Taylor from Blackburn was the first British woman to
volunteer with the Kurds to fight against ISIS in Syria. She joined up
with the Democratic Union Party’s (PYD) Women'’s Protection Units

(YPJ).

Sweeney spoke exclusively to Taylor days before she returned to the
front line in the offensive to retake Raqqa.

How and why did you first
become involved in solidarity with
the Kurdish struggle?

I had heard about and seen
Kurdish solidarity actions before,
but never really felt anything further
until my trip to Iraqi Kurdistan in
late 2015, where I met Yazidi fami-
lies who had fled from ISIS.

Most still had family members
in the hands of ISIS, as sex slaves,
human shields, or brainwashed new
recruits. They begged me to tell the
world to help save their daughters,
wives and young sons. | felt helpless.

It wasn’t until I came to Rojava
in March 2016 that I saw there was
an answer for the Yazidis, for the
Kurdish people as a whole, and actu-
ally for all problems of war, pover-
ty, and unhappiness I had seen in the
world.

I know that you spent time in
south-eastern Turkey. Can you tell
us a little bit about that?

On my way to Rojava in 2016,
I travelled through the Kurdish area
of Turkey for the second time in my
life. This trip was incredibly differ-
ent from the first, just six months
before. Unofficial war had been
declared on the Kurds by the Turkish
state. The scream of fighter jets that
flew over my head as they lowered
into the ancient neighbourhood of
Diyarbakir, dropping bombs every
five minutes or less.

In the border town of Nusaybin,
a Kurdish man took me into his home
at dusk, telling me I would die if I

waited another minute. Throughout
the night the Turkish police raided
houses, firing bullets and mortar
shells continuously, less than 50
metres from his home. He was
terrified.

Later, in Rojava, I spent time
in the town of Qamishli, which
sandwiches the border wall with
Nusaybin. That war, so silent to the
outside world, intensified and contin-
ued every day for months, until I no
longer heard the bombs because I had
finally joined the YPJ and moved to
the south of Rojava to face their other
enemy, ISIS.

When, until this day, I see the
complete lack of media attention
on the silent, deadly war in south-
eastern Turkey, it is one of the most
shocking, unbelievable, hurtful truths
I have ever known. Media and gov-
ernments have only just begun to call
out Turkey on the illegal imprison-
ment of journalists, stating that the
freedom of speech is paramount for
democracy. Yet they stay silent on the
mass killings of the Kurdish people,
civilians, women, children, the youth,
the elderly. Thousands killed without
a single word from the world.

You were on hunger strike in
solidarity with Turkish prisoners
who were protesting against their
treatment and conditions. Can you
explain a bit about this?

I saw that the comrades in Izmir
prison in Turkey were on their 50th
day of indefinite hunger strike, and it
was spreading to hundreds of people
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In April hundreds marched in London to protest the inhumane prison conditions of Turkey and bring awareness to the

hunger strikes.

in other prisons across Turkey. What
made me join on a five-day solidar-
ity strike was that I understood the
deep reasoning of why they were
doing it. There is no other way to
make demands or get out the truth as
political prisoners in Turkish prisons.

The conditions are said to have
gone far beyond human rights vio-
lations. These people on indefinite
hunger strike are doing it for their
comrades, not for themselves. They
set demands to give their comrades
and any other political prisoner in
Turkey a chance to continue life and
to fight for a democratic Turkey if
they are eventually released, to give
strength to activists and revolutionar-
ies outside of prison to join and con-
tinue the struggle against the fascism
of the Turkish state and for a demo-
cratic, free and equal society.

I know these people. They are the
same as the fighters who fought in
Sinjar and saved thousands of Yazidis
when every other official army ran
away.

This hunger strike is the great-
est revolutionary act possible to any
prisoner, and there they are in the
hands of the seemingly uncontrolla-
ble, power-hungry Turkish state.

I believe their indefinite hunger
strike is their ultimate sacrifice of
their physical selves. They have
chosen to die for the lives of others.

What do you think of the role of
the British government? And what
should they be doing?

When we compare what I just

said to the acts of the British govern-
ment, I think it highlights perfectly
the differences between these people.
Could you ever imagine a British pol-
itician giving their life for another
person?

The British government puts its
own economical and political inter-
ests above everybody’s lives, includ-
ing that of their own citizens — as we
see in the state of our country today
and the thousands of British lives
affected by their policies.

If we do the smallest amount of
research, we see that the British gov-
ernment upped its arms sales to the
Turkish state, recently making a deal
of £100 million for fighter jets. We
also see it scramble to create strong
trade and political ties with Turkey,
to secure power on the world stage as
the EU laughs in its face during the
Brexit negotiations.

It will try to blame voters. They
will try to blame Labour or the SNP,
who will in turn blame each other.
They will try to blame the unem-
ployed, immigrants, teachers, under-
paid and overworked nurses and
doctors, unions.

Is it really anyone’s fault that the
British government is selling arms
to the Turkish state to be used on
civilians, on freedom fighters and
on funding Islamic terrorism across
Syria and Iraq?

This is their decision. It is in
their interests as capitalist politi-
cians only focused on their careers
and intent on holding membership in

the Establishment, to keep Britain in
turmoil, to confuse the public, and to
keep the Middle East in constant war.

I am under no illusion that the
British government, or any politi-
cian, wants very much or anything
at all for humanity. But as the British
public, we have the power to turn
around policies that are a threat to
other humans elsewhere as well as
a threat to our own national security.

We must demand that they cease
all trade and political deals with the
Turkish state, now. We must demand
that they confront Turkey on the
requests of the political prisoners for
the rights of all prisoners and to hold
peace negotiations.

Have you got a message for
people in Britain and support for
the Kurds and Rojava?

When many of us feel despair for
our country, as if there is no answer,
that we are not capable of changing
anything ... I tell you to look again
at the stories of the hunger strikers in
Turkish prisons.

Not only are these people the
only force who are effectively pre-
venting an Islamist caliphate that
could spread across the whole of the
Middle East, but they are also the
ones with answers to all problems
implemented by the elite and pro-
duced by the capitalist system. Take
strength and inspiration from them.
We are capable of everything. We
must do what we can to protect their
struggle.
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