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Many Sydneysiders depend on public trans-
port bus services, and a great many depend 
on the public transport system as a whole 
in Australia’s largest city. Two weeks ago 
the NSW coalition government announced 
its intention to privatise operation of public 
bus services in the city’s inner west and 
south.

The government claimed privatisation was 
necessary because of the large number of com-
plaints about public bus services. It has offered 
no analysis of the nature of the complaints, and 
no evidence that private operation would be 
superior.

Most problems with Sydney buses concern 
punctuality, which has always been dependent 
on Sydney’s narrow, twisting roads, notoriously 
prone to traffi c jams and congestion.

And now the government has announced 
it will eliminate many bus stops on privatised 
routes. That’s obviously intended to increase 
profi ts for the private fi rm that will operate 
the buses, but in parliament the minister for 
Transport, Andrew Constance, refused to dis-
cuss the matter.

Jo Haylen, Labor member for Summer Hill, 
commented: “The government needs to come 
clean; they’ve had their eyes on the inner-west 
bus service for some time.”

The NSW coalition government is poised 
to sell off the massive new $16.8 billion 
WestConnex motorway that will run from the 
city centre westwards to the Blue Mountains. 
The government has already announced plans 
to sell of “at least 51 percent” of the motor-
way by June next year, in order to fund con-
struction of the next stage of the project which 
involves extending the tollway to link up with 
the existing M5 motorway running south-west 
from the city.

The WestConnex project has already result-
ed in the destruction of hundreds of houses 
in the heritage suburbs of Haberfi eld and St 
Peters. The next stage would involve more dev-
astation in the historic inner suburbs.

Moreover, a Treasury offi cial recently said 
that “all options are on the table” regarding 
WestConnex, including sale of 100 percent of 
the tollway before its completion.

The project’s fi rst stage was funded large-
ly by sale of the state’s electricity grid. In its 
current privatisation strategy the government 
sells off one area of public services in order to 
upgrade another, which is then sold to fund the 
upgrade of yet another service, and so on.

Selling off the entire WestConnex motor-
way would therefore be the next logical step. 
The leap-frog process of upgrade and sale could 
be continued until most of the state’s public 
services are privatised.

Standing up all the way
Large parts of Sydney’s public transport 

system have already been privatised. The oper-
ation of Sydney Ferries was sold off last year 
to transport corporations Viola Transdev and 
Transfi eld Services.

The operation of Sydney’s airport rail-
way stations was privatised several years ago. 
Passengers travelling from Central Station 
now pay about fi ve times as much to exit at the 
international airport station as it costs them to 
travel an equivalent number of stops and exit 
at a government-operated station elsewhere 
in the city.

The new Northwest rail line is currently 
under construction. The overseas-built single 
deck Metro trains were originally supposed to 
run on this line from the outer northwest sub-
urbs to Chatswood, some ten kilometres north 
of the city.

However, the government then announced 
the line was to be extended to the central busi-
ness district. The government has now declared 
that the existing line running from the city about 
eight kilometres southwest to Bankstown is to 
be converted to accommodate the Metro trains. 
These trains are slower and would deliver fewer 
passengers per peak hour to the city than the 
existing “state-of-the-art” locally-made double-
decker Waratah trains under similar operating 
conditions.

In Metro trains the majority of commut-
ers have to stand during peak hours. A recent 
study concluded that in order for Metro trains 
to carry the same number of passengers as 
the double-deckers, during peak hours fi ve 

standing passengers would have to be crushed 
into every square metre of fl oor space, possi-
bly for an hour. Extremely claustrophobic, and 
potentially very dangerous.

With cat-like tread ...
The government is well aware the NSW 

public has in the past risen up against moves by 
coalition governments to interfere maliciously 
with Sydney’s transport services.

It has therefore chosen to privatise only cer-
tain parts of the transport network at fi rst. Last 
week Sophie Cotsis, Labor MP for Canterbury, 
said the government has been “working to pri-
vatise the bus system by stealth”.

She commented: “This government should 
have been upfront with the community; they 
didn’t ask because they knew what answer 
they’d get. People are fed up with the privati-
sation of public services and are drawing a line 
at losing our buses”.

The government has also taken a stealthy 
approach to privatisation of Sydney’s extensive 
rail network.

The new Northwest Line was chosen as 
the fi rst major privatisation initiative, because 
northwest residents who currently commute to 
the city by bus were desperate for a better serv-
ice, and were therefore unlikely to complain 
about private operation of the trains.

Current Sydney commuters, who place 
high value on their public transport as their 
public service, were also less likely to rebel 
against private operation because the new line 
would be seen as a private “add-on” to the 
existing lines they already use, which would 
remain under government operation.

The government’s choice of single deck 
Metro trains was also tactical. The privately-
operated trains on the new line were visibly 
very different from the existing government-
owned double deckers, and would therefore 
not be interpreted by current commuters as 
“theirs”.

Battle lines
That all changed with the announcement 

that the Bankstown line was to be converted 
to accommodate Metro trains. That decision 
immediately set a precedent for the government 
to convert the entire rail network to a private 
Metro service.

The proposed sale of the WestConnex net-
work also demonstrated that on the false pretext 
of providing superior services the government 
will sell off as much as it can of publicly-owned 
government-operated infrastructure.

Battle lines must now be drawn over con-
version of the Bankstown Line to a cut-down 
Metro service, privatisation of the inner west 
bus services, extension of the appalling and 
destructive WestConnex tollway and the sale 
of the tollway itself.

Unless mass action is taken now, the people 
of Sydney will end up with inferior public 
transport services that are more expensive, less 
reliable, less frequent, less safe and less com-
fortable than the present services, as well as the 
never-ending construction of new tollways and 
the conversion of existing freeways to custom-
er-pays tollway operation.
www.dontsellourbuses.org.au 

“Don’t sell our buses”
Higher fares Fewer services

The Siege of Leningrad
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In the last few years, there have been countless offi cial reports that 
have exposed abuses and recommended the closure of centres on Nauru 
and Manus Island. In November 2014, the Australian Human Rights 
Commission’s National Inquiry into Children in Immigration Detention 
uncovered numerous reported incidents of assaults, sexual assaults and 
self-harm involving children.

Just some examples: March 2015, an independent review by Philip 
Moss uncovered allegations of sexual abuse by staff in the detention 
centre in Nauru; August 2015, the Senate Select Committee’s fi nal report 
into conditions at Nauru recommended the immediate release into the 
Australian community of all children and their families detained in 
Nauru and in onshore detention facilities; June 2016, an independent 
report titled “Protection Denied, Abuse Condoned: Women at Risk on 
Nauru” reported that “women were being routinely abused, raped and 
doomed to spend the rest of their lives on a tiny island nation, often 
alongside the perpetrators”.

All of these reports were ignored by our politicians with the arrogance 
of history’s most callous rulers.

The Nauru fi les have been no different. When faced with the over-
whelming evidence of systemic abuse, Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull 
shifted responsibility to the Nauruan government and police force; 
Immigration Minister Peter Dutton called it “hype”, accusing the victims 
(including a man who died after setting fi re to himself) of falsifying 
claims in order to get to Australia; and former Immigration Minister 
Scott Morrison referred to them as allegations rather than facts and 
talked of invented complaints.

This is an all too familiar approach of shifting responsibility, doubting 
claims, and blaming victims. Yet these desperate people have no other 
way of being heard and the number of reports is almost certainly an 
under-estimate of the number of real cases, because many victims will 
be too young or too scared to complain.

The offshore detention regime is part of a deterrence policy which the 
Australian government calls a “humanitarian” attempt to save lives at sea.

Yet at the same time as championing a “humanitarian” policy, 
Australian politicians have demonised asylum seekers, labelling them 
as “queue-jumpers”, “illegals” and “criminals”. Many see this bipolar 
public attitude towards people seeking asylum as a way of establishing 
the “necessary” cruelty of deterrence.

Despite the threat of offshore detention, boats have continued to arrive 
in Australian territorial waters. Indeed, the only effective way to stop 
boats arriving in Australian waters has been to physically stop them and 
return them to their point of disembarkation, “when it is safe to do so”. 
A refusal policy rather than a deterrence policy. However, this policy 
has also been criticised for breaking a number of international laws. 
Detention as a deterrence has failed and yet the Australian government 
has persisted with the camps in Nauru and Manus Island.

The United Nations’ special rapporteur on torture was scorned by 
former PM Tony Abbott when he raised concerns that Australia’s deten-
tion system was breaching the “Convention Against Torture and Other 
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment”. 

Abbott stated that Australians are, “sick of being lectured to by the 
United Nations”, showing a complete disregard for international law 
and expectations. When the President of the Australian Human Rights 
Commission, Gillian Triggs, released her National Inquiry into Children 
in Detention, Abbott called the report a “political stitch-up”, accused 
Triggs of partisanship and actively sought her resignation.

Australia’s two-party system offers little in the way of hope. Offshore 
detention and deterrence is a bipartisan approach. Neither party offers 
asylum seekers or Australian voters an alternative to abuse. Both have 
been guilty of running the Nauru detention centre, both have been guilty 
of using demonising and misleading language to justify their actions and 
drum up suspicion towards “undocumented” arrivals.

Racism and prejudice are being whipped up by the extreme right 
whose aim is to shift the blame for the deepening economic crisis and 
growing unemployment onto migrants, immigration in general and 
specifi cally at the moment against those of Islamic faith.

In doing so they are trying to cover up the real perpetrators of today’s 
economic diffi culties: the economic policies of successive governments 
as they have implemented the agenda of big business.

Fighting racism is a class issue and an urgent question for organised 
labour.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
It is not the consciousness of men that determines their being, 
but, on the contrary, their social being that determines their 
consciousness.

Karl Marx, Capital

”“

PRESS FUND
The recently-released Finkel energy report certainly won’t help the 
nation meet its climate responsibilities. Consideration of climate 
change was apparently a secondary consideration. Finkel’s clean 
energy target scheme wouldn’t penalise industries that produce big 
carbon emissions, would allow more coal-fired power stations to be 
built, and wouldn’t reduce overall emissions in accordance with the 
Paris climate change agreement. The Guardian is in the fight for real 
climate change action, but we need your help, so please send us a 
contribution for the next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to this 
week’s generous supporters, as follows:
Alice Johnson, in memory of Phyllis Johnson $300 
(This month Phyllis would have been 100) 
G Dittura $5, C Greer $50 Max Hunt $50, Mark Mannion $10, 
K Manski $30, D McLaren $50, A Pha $25, “Rough Red” $5, 
“Round Figure” $10, M Sullivan $10, S Talbot $50
This week’s total $295 Progressive total: $3,495

No one is illegal

Solidarity with 
Turkish hunger-strikers
Nuriye Gülmen and Semih Özakça just want their jobs back

The Turkish government has imposed a state 
of emergency following the failed coup attempt 
on July 15, 2016. Tens of thousands of workers 
in civil service, academia, police, military and 
judiciary have been dismissed without evidence 
of participation in the coup, or links to the plot-
ters. The ensuing purge quickly turned into a 
witch-hunt.

Amnesty International’s report published on May 
22 describes the purges which affected 110,000 people 
as “professional annihilation” – “Those dismissed 
faced social stigma and marginalisation and have lost 
their pensions and passports. They have been living 
off savings or handouts from relatives or trade unions 
or working in the informal economy.”

Amnesty’s report said the arbitrary nature of the 
operation suggested “widespread abusive and discrim-
inatory motives behind the purge”.

Nuriye Gülmen, postdoctoral student of compara-
tive literature and lecturer, and Semih Özakça, a pri-
mary school teacher, are among many who have lost 
their jobs. They are accused of links to FETO-PDY 
(the Turkish government’s name for an organisation 
run by Fetullah Gülen, the US-based Turkish cleric 
blamed as the mastermind behind the latest coup). 

They have been protesting in front of the human 
rights memorial (ironically, a woman reading the uni-
versal declaration of human rights) in Ankara since 
the 9th of November.

They demand that the state of emergency be abol-
ished, that public servants return to their jobs, and an 
end to illegal arbitrary redundancies with the reas-
surance of job guarantees for 13,000 research assist-
ants who are ÖYP (Faculty Development Program) 
members.

CNN International has referred to Gülmen as one 
of the eight leading women of 2016.

Gülmen and Özakça were arrested and released 
numerous times during the sit-in, each time resuming 
their protest. They turned their sit-in into a hunger 
strike on March 10. They were arrested on the 74th 
day of their hunger strike.

We urge Australian human rights organisations, 
universities and teachers’ unions to participate in 
the international solidarity network for Gülmen and 
Özakça.
Solidarity with Nuriye Gülmen and Semih Özakça – 
Sydney Committee 
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In 2015 the Wangan and 
Jagalingou launched their cam-
paign to stop Adani from devastat-
ing their ancestral lands with the 
Carmichael mega mine. Adrian 
Burragubba and Murrawah 
Johnson reported on their part 
of the campaign, on behalf of 
the Wangan and Jagalingou 
Traditional Owners Council, a 
fi ght they have taken to the world.

A three-week world tour, which 
included parts of North America, 
Europe, and Asia, had as its main 
purpose engagement with some of 
the world’s biggest investment banks 
urging them to rule out providing the 
billions of dollars that Adani still 
requires to fund the project.

This included executives from 
Goldman Sachs, Citi, Bank of 
America, US EXIM, Standard 
Chartered, UBS and Credit Suisse.

It also afforded the opportunity to 
meet with other First Nation’s people 
fighting to protect their ancestral 

lands from environmentally-destruc-
tive projects. They expressed soli-
darity with and reminded Adrian and 
Murrawah that their fi ght is a univer-
sal one “because we’re all Indigenous 
to Mother Earth”.

It was especially gut-wrenching 
to share time with the Athabasca 
Chipewyan in Alberta, Canada. 
Their country is being devastated by 
tar sands production on a scale and a 
rate that we could similarly confront 
if Adani mining has their way.

“We were inspired by their 
strong resistance and heartfelt desire 
to protect their lands and uplift their 
people. We were able to do all this 
thanks to the generous support of 
thousands of people who recognise, 
as we do, that some things are more 
valuable than money.

“People who recognise that the 
destruction of our land would essen-
tially mean the destruction of us as a 
people. Our land is where our culture 
and our laws and customs reside. It 

represents the legacy of our ances-
tors, and the future of our children.

“Thank you for being one of 
those who stood up for our rights.

Our fi ght is far from over, Adani 
are still deploying their massive 
wealth and legal power against us. 
But we’ll tell them again as we have 
told them before – No means No. 
Right now we are taking them on in 
the courts.”

At the same time northern 
Australian businesses are able to 
exploit free Indigenous labour as 
a result of the former Abbott gov-
ernment’s strategy in the guise of 
boosting Indigenous workforce 
participation in remote communi-
ties (Tony Abbott now being a fore-
most banner bearer for Big Coal’s 
right to continuing destroying the 
environment).

The government’s White Paper 
on Developing Northern Australia 
outlines changes to the Remote Jobs 
and Communities Program (RJCP) 

which is forcing Indigenous job 
seekers to participate in Work for the 
Dole for a minimum of six months.

In addition, workers do not 
receive a training/apprentice-
ship wage; instead the government 
will pay businesses for keeping 
Indigenous workers at the end of 
their placement.

Australian unions rightly see 
Work for the Dole is a punitive 
scheme that targets vulnerable work-
ers and forces them into labour for 
below the minimum wage.

Unions have called for an end to 
discriminatory employment practices 
for Indigenous workers and ensure 
workers are paid the legal minimum 
wages and benefi ts, such as superan-
nuation and annual leave.

Facts:
• Almost 2,500 Indigenous workers 

were moved onto welfare after the 
Abbott government scrapped the 
Community Develop Employment 
Projects (CDEP) program which 

paid job seekers minimum wages 
and conditions.

• The Abbott government made 
$534 million in budget cuts to 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander programs and services 
forcing many Indigenous workers 
onto welfare, cuts that have 
continued under Turnbull.

The ACTU at the time described 
the White Paper is “a whitewash”. 
“Instead of working with Indigenous 
communities, the government con-
tinues to punish them with a program 
that has failed to create long term, 
sustainable jobs.

“All work must be paid mini-
mum wages, as well as the benefi ts 
of work, such as annual leave and 
superannuation. Employment ini-
tiatives must be based on real con-
sultation, self-determination and an 
understanding of the unique posi-
tion of Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander communities.” 

From the archives The Socialist, August 1976

Adani mega-mine – 
“No means No!”

In rememberence of Phyllis Johnson (1917- 
2009), a life-long member and campaigner 
for the Communist Party, staunch fi ghter 
for peace, social justice and women’s rights.

Phyllis’ long life was driven by her con-
viction and fi ght against fascism, injustice and 
war, and love for her children and husband, 
John G Johnson.

She was feisty, fearless and a great speak-
er. She will be remembered for a long life 
of activism: being jailed for speaking out 
against conscription for war and fascisim in 
the 1940’s; her campaign to stop Menzies 
banning the Communist Party; she stood 
unsuccessfully in the municipal elections in 

Paddington for the CPA in the 1940’s; leading 
the way for CARP (Campaign Against Rising 
Prices);  leading the way for the introduction 
of the Betsy Women’s Refuge, and, a wom-
en’s health Centre in her local community of 
Bankstown.

Even in her eighties and nineties she 
would set up camp with table and chair out-
side her local supermarket to collect signa-
tures to fi ght against the Gulf War and support 
the Your Rights at Work campaign.

Let us remember and celebrate a fi ne and 
productive life and the things we have gained 
and learned from her. 

The Last of the Red Matildas

In Memory of 
Phyllis Sarah Johnson

100 years

It has become a tradition in Cuba for lively and colourful celebrations to mark the beginning of 
the 26th July Revolutionary movement. The birth of the movement came about when a young Fidel Castro led 

a small band of young people to attack the Moncada Barracks. The attack failed but the movement that was born 
led to the overthrow of the Batista regime on 1st January 1959. 

Try your luck with our raffl e on the night – All proceeds to go to an education project in Bayamo, Cuba.
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Marcus Browning

The NSW government will introduce 
legislation in the next sitting week 
of parliament, which starts on June 
20, to “provide certainty” to police 
offi cers to use lethal force against 
suspected terrorists Premier Gladys 
Berejiklian has announced. The 
increased police power comes out of 
the inquest into the Lindt Cafe siege 
of December 2014.

Officers from the state’s Public 
Order and Riot Squad will have access 
to rapid-fi re weapons by the end of the 
year.

The Berejiklian government will 
also introduce draft laws to tighten 
parole provisions “by requiring consid-
eration of links to terrorism”.

In Western Australia, there is a push 
to arm police with semi-automatic rifl es 
to stop “active shooter” attacks in Perth. 
So-called “active shooter” situations are 
mass shootings involving one or more 
gunmen, such as the Paris attacks in 
November.

There was also a push for a cen-
tralised Commonwealth supermax 
prison exclusively for terrorists during 
last week’s Coalition of Australian 
Governments (COAG) meeting. The 
call for a federal high-security prison for 
people convicted of terrorism charges 
is a shift towards a secret interrogation/
torture facility along the lines of the US 
Guantánamo camp.

As to making it harder for a person 
convicted of terror offences to get 
parole, this will increase the risk that 
they will re-offend when eventually 
released, warns the Australian Lawyers 
Alliance (ALA). Following the COAG 
meeting last Friday, Malcolm Turnbull 
announced that all state and territory 
governments had agreed to “ensure that 
there is a strong presumption against the 
granting of parole or bail, consistently, 
across the country, to persons who have 
shown support or had links to violent 
extremism and violence.”

ALA spokesperson Greg Barns 
said that this approach only increased 
the risk of prisoners re-offending once 
they are eventually released back into 
the community. Suggestions that politi-
cians might seek to be involved in the 
decision to grant parole were particu-
larly concerning, according to Barns.

Fertile climate
“When prisoners are unable to 

access parole there is little incentive 
for them to rehabilitate. A presump-
tion against parole for those convicted 
of terror or violent offences will create 
a fertile climate for radicalisation in 
prisons.”

He said that the issue that COAG 
failed to deal with was the mistreatment 
of people who are awaiting trial on ter-
rorism offences and those who have 
been convicted of terror offences, and 
that the calls for “terror criminals to rot 
in jail” are another example of knee-jerk 
politics. This also highlights the dangers 
of the suggestion by Commonwealth 
Attorney General George Brandis that 
Attorneys-General should have any say 
in if or when parole is granted.

“The Australian Lawyers Alliance 
agrees with those state Premiers who 
have said that politicians should have no 
role in deciding who should be released 
on bail,” Mr Barns said. “Terrorism 

allegations are especially politically 
fraught. Political involvement in these 
cases is totally inappropriate.”

The reality is that no politician 
would be inclined to grant any leniency 
towards anyone who had a hint of ter-
rorist connections. There is a very good 
reason for these decisions to be made 
on the basis of impartial criteria by 
people who are not a part of the politi-
cal process.”

It is also unclear how “links to vio-
lent extremism and violence” will be 
measured and the idea that people could 
be refused parole on the basis of rumour 
and innuendo, rather than measurable 
data and concrete evidence, undermines 
the very fabric of the legal system Barns 
said.

“If we allow the threat of terror-
ism to take away our most fundamental 
rights, we all lose. Rather than focusing 
on more punishment, we should be fi g-
uring out how best to support people in 
fi nding pathways away from violence. 
Investing in essential services in pris-
ons, like mental health support, will do 
a lot more to keep us safe than removing 
access to parole will.”

Parole is a means to support people 
in their reintroduction to the commu-
nity after time in prison. Without it, 
people might spend longer in prison, 
but when their sentence was up they 
would be released without any support 
or monitoring.

Barns noted that if politicians 
wanted to have an impact in reducing 
the danger of terrorism to the commu-
nity, treating everyone in prison with 
humanity, whether they are on remand 
or convicted of a crime, must be the fi rst 
step.

“The Prime Minister’s statement is 
another example of using the fear around 
terrorism to expand criminal punish-
ment generally. He does not just focus 
on terrorism, but includes violence as 
well – it’s classic mission creep. Rather 
than making policy to grab headlines 
and ‘look tough on terror’, the Prime 
Minister should leave parole policy to 
the experts.”

Uses of the law
The false imprisonment and appall-

ing treatment of an Indian doctor work-
ing in a Gold Coast hospital in 2007, 
demonstrated the possible uses by the 
state of terrorism laws, in that case those 
laws introduced by the former Howard 
government. In the name of “war on 
terrorism”, the Howard government 
passed more than 20 bills curbing and 
removing long-standing basic democrat-
ic rights. The laws were wide open to 
abuse, both by police and government 
ministers. Soon after, the Rudd Labor 
government toughened them.

Without a single shred of evidence, 

Dr Mohamed Haneef was detained for 
11 days without charges before appear-
ing before a magistrate who ordered 
his release. He was denied contact with 
his wife and subjected to special con-
ditions as a “terrorist”, including soli-
tary confi nement for 23 hours a day. 
The then Workplace Relations Minister 
Kevin Andrews revoked his 457 tempo-
rary work visa on “character” grounds, 
because he “reasonably suspected” that 
Haneef had an association with people 
involved in terrorism.

Under the terror laws, the presump-
tion of innocence is turned on its head, 
the right to silence is denied and there 
is no right of access to the “evidence” 
being used as a reason for detention. 
Suspicion, hearsay and rumour replace 
proof, “association” is a crime or 
grounds for suspicion, and the normal 
judicial processes are bypassed.

It is history now that Dr Haneef was 
innocent and there was not a shred of 
evidence to justify the “suspicions” har-
boured by police or government min-
isters. Lies rather than facts prevailed. 
Their suspicions were unfounded, but 
the declaration of a suspicion was ade-
quate for arbitrary detention and denial 
of basic, internationally recognised, 
legal rights.

The Howard legislation went far 
beyond any measures required to coun-
ter terrorism. The references to terror-
ism were a smokescreen for the removal 
of the democratic rights of trade union-
ists and other political activists who 
organise and protest against the actions 
of governments.

The definition of a terrorist act 
includes both actions or threats that are 
made “with the intention of advanc-
ing a political, religious or ideological 
cause” which cause “serious harm to 
a person” or “serious damage to prop-
erty”; or “create a serious risk to the 
health or safety of the public”; or “has 
the intention of coercing or infl uencing 
a government”.

The Criminal Code says that advo-
cacy, protest, dissent or industrial action 
is not a terrorist act providing that it is 
not intended to cause serious physical 
harm, death, danger to another’s life or 
is a serious health or safety risk. This 
implies that the charge of terrorism 
could be applied to such actions.

For example, if a serious safety risk 
or physical harm arises on a picket line 
or protest march to pressure the gov-
ernment on its policies, then it would 
become a matter of police opinion and 
legal wrangling as to the question of 
intent.

It is not hard to imagine a situa-
tion where there is a provocation, fol-
lowed by violence, injury or serious 
damage. 

Tearing 
the fabric of 
democratic rights

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

Brisbane – 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
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Most of us these days are aware 
of the increasing risk posed by 
so-called superbugs, bacteria and 
fungi that are immune or resist-
ant to the drugs that are meant to 
kill them. Steps to combat or limit 
this phenomenon include phasing 
out the indiscriminate inclusion of 
antibiotics in cattle feed, stricter 
adherence to hygiene protocols 
and control over the use and dis-
semination of antibiotics within 
the community.

However, the pharmaceutical 
industry is very big and very prof-
itable. And, like all large corporate 
entities, it is also very greedy. So 
the manufacture of pharmaceuticals 
is increasingly farmed out to under-
developed, low-wage countries in 
order to increase profi ts. If keeping 
costs down confl icts with efforts to 
prevent possible infection, guess 
which will be given priority in these 
conditions?

Most of the world’s antibiotics 
are produced in China and India. 
The densely populated and increas-
ingly prosperous city of Hyderabad 
in southern India was once an inter-
national trading centre for diamonds 
and pearls. Today, it is a major inter-
national hub for the pharmaceutical 
and biotech industries, producing 
millions of tons of medicines, chem-
icals and pesticides each year.

Around 170 companies making 
bulk drugs like antibiotics operate in 
and around Hyderabad. Companies in 
Europe and the US, as well as health 
authorities like WHO and the UK’s 
NHS are reliant on drugs being pro-
duced in these factories. As India’s 
drug production industry has grown, 
so has the prevalence of superbugs 
– a national crisis intensifi ed by the 
widespread overuse and misuse of 
antibiotics, which are easily bought 
over the counter, and poor sanitation.

A group of scientists based at the 
University of Leipzig worked with 
German journalists to take an in-
depth look at pharmaceutical pollu-
tion in Hyderabad where thousands 
of tons of pharmaceutical waste are 
produced by the city’s factories each 
day. The results of their investiga-
tion were published in the prestigious 
journal Infection.

The researchers took water sam-
ples from rivers, lakes, ground water, 
drinking water and surface water 
from rural and urban areas in and 
around the industrial estate, as well 
as pools near factories and water 
sources contaminated by sewage 
treatment plants. Four were taken 
from taps, one from a borehole, and 
the remaining 23 were classed as 
environmental samples.

The samples were tested for bac-
teria resistance to multiple drugs 

– known as MDR (Multiple Drug 
Resistant) pathogens – the technical 
name for superbugs. The research-
ers then tested 16 of the samples for 
the antibiotics and antifungals used 
to treat infections.

All samples apart from one taken 
from tap water at a four star hotel 
were found to contain drug-resist-
ant bacteria. Previous studies have 
shown how exposure to antibiotics 
and antifungals in the environment 
causes bacteria and fungi to devel-
op immunity to those drugs. The 
most serious super bug is probably 
the gene NDM-1, named after New 
Delhi where it was fi rst discovered 
in 2008. NDM-1 gives bacteria the 
ability to produce enzymes which 
break down carbapenems, a group of 
powerful antibiotics which are used 
to treat infections that have become 
resistant to other drugs. Bacteria that 
are able to resist carbapenems have 
been called the “nightmare” bacteria 
by the US Centre for Disease Control 
and Prevention because half of all 
people who contract a bloodstream 
infection from them die.

Almost all the samples contained 
bacteria and fungi resistant to multi-
ple drugs.

The researchers concluded 
that environmental pollution and 
poor management of wastewater in 
Hyderabad is causing “unprecedent-
ed antimicrobial drug contamina-
tion” of surrounding water sources. 
Madlen Davies, of the US Bureau 
of Investigative Journalism wrote 
in May that “The presence of drug 
residues in the natural environment 
allows the microbes living there to 
build up resistance to the ingredi-
ents in the medicines that are sup-
posed to kill them, turning them into 
what we call superbugs. The resistant 
microbes travel easily and have mul-
tiplied in huge numbers all over the 
world, creating a grave public health 
emergency that is already thought to 
kill hundreds of thousands of people 
a year.”

The Hyderabad area has long 
been criticised for its pollution. In 
2009 it was classifi ed as “critically 
polluted” in India’s national pollu-
tion index but the situation has con-
tinued unabated despite decades of 
campaigning by Indian NGOs. Last 
year India’s Supreme Court ordered 
the country’s pharmaceutical com-
panies to operate a zero liquid waste 
policy, but “massive violations” 
have reportedly occurred, says the 
Infection report.

India has become the epicentre 
of the global drug resistance crisis, 
with 56,000 newborn Indian babies 
estimated to die each year from drug-
resistant blood infections, and 70% 
to 90% of people who travel to India 

returning home with multi-drug-
resistant bacteria in their gut, accord-
ing to the study.

The amounts of antimicrobi-
als found in the investigation were 
“eye-wateringly high,” said Dr 
Mark Holmes, a microbiologist 
at the University of Cambridge. 
Concentrations of the antibiotics 
clarithromycin and ampicillin were 
found at levels more than 100 times 
higher than the safe limit. Levels of 
the common antibiotic ciprofl oxacin 
were found to be up to 700 times 
above that recommended while levels 
of moxifl oxacin – used to treat lung, 
skin and sinus infections as well as 
tuberculosis – were up to 5,500 times 
higher than the recommended limit.

A sample taken from one 
Hyderabad sewer contained concen-
trations of the antifungal drug fl uco-
nazole – a drug used in ointments for 
fungal infections such as thrush and 
athlete’s foot or given intravenously 
for more serious infections – at levels 
950,000 times higher than the recom-
mended safe limit! The researchers 
repeatedly analysed this fi nding to 
make sure it was correct. “To our 
knowledge, this is the highest con-
centration of any drug ever meas-
ured in the environment,” wrote the 
authors.

“The quantities involved mean 
the amount in the water is almost 
the same as a therapeutic dose,” said 
Mark Holmes, calling on the Indian 
authorities to investigate immediate-
ly by testing each factory’s effl uent. 
“That’s not just getting rid of a few 
tablets down the toilet,” he said.

Pharmaceutical pollution is not 
the only way in which antibiotics get 
into the Indian environment – excre-
ment from people and animals and 
waste from hospitals and farms also 

contain residues of the drugs. But 
Professor Joakim Larsson, of the 
University of Gothenburg, believes 
the levels of antimicrobials found 
could not be explained by anything 
else other than industrial discharges. 
“So it tells us that the problem is still 
there, it needs to be solved,” he told 
German journalists who worked on 
the report.

The pharmaceutical industry 
in Hyderabad produces “enormous 
amounts” of waste each day, says 
the Infection report. Effl uent is trans-
ported in trucks to one waste treat-
ment plant, it says, where it is treated 
before being sent to a mega sewage 
plant. There, it is mixed with sewage 
and further treated then discharged 
into the nearby Musi River.

Adhering to the zero liquid waste 
policy ordered by the Supreme Court 
requires expensive technology, and 
some waste is still clandestinely 
sent to the waste treatment plant or 
dumped straight into the surrounding 
environment, according to the report.

There are reams of regulations 
and stipulations that manufacturers 
have to adhere to in order to export 
their products to the US and Europe 
– known as the Good Manufacturing 
Practices (GMP) framework. These 
focus on making sure drugs are safe, 
pure, and effective.

Stringent inspections by the 
World Health Organisation as well 
as American and European authori-
ties check that these rules are being 
followed.

However these regulations do 
not address environmental concerns. 
Inspectors have no mandate to sanc-
tion a factory for polluting, failing to 
treat its waste or other environmental 
problems – this falls within the remit 
of local governments.

Within India, there are environ-
mental regulations covering what 
ingredients factories are allowed to 
produce, how they use water and 
how they dispose of their waste. 
In Hyderabad, the Telangana State 
Pollution Board (TSPCB) inspects 
factories based on these.

However these inspections have 
been labelled toothless by local 
and international campaign groups. 
In November 2015, an analysis of 
TSPCB inspection reports by the 
Centre for Science and Environment 
in Delhi found that 15 bulk drug 
manufacturers within one industrial 
area alone were producing ingredi-
ents for which they did not have per-
mission, using more water than the 
permitted limit, and dumping more 
effl uents and hazardous waste than 
allowed.

The European Public Health 
Alliance, an umbrella group for 
more than 90 non-profi t organisa-
tions, says the situation must be rec-
tifi ed “by including legally binding 
environmental standards in GMP 
protocols, particularly with regard 
to contamination with antimicro-
bial substances – as a condition for 
authorisation and import of drugs,” 
said a spokesperson.

“Voluntary agreements are not 
enough to stop a race to the bottom, 
where pharmaceutical companies 
exploit weak links in global supply 
chains, in places where there is little 
or no enforcement of vital environ-
mental standards.”

Big Pharma, as the heavyweights 
in the industry are called, is backed 
by big money, so don’t expect any-
thing to be done in a hurry – not if it 
means cutting into profi ts. 

Australia

Taking Issue – Rob Gowland

Superbug pollution

Sydney

VIGIL DEMANDING VIGIL DEMANDING 
THAT THE USA STOP THAT THE USA STOP 

THE BLOCKADE ON CUBATHE BLOCKADE ON CUBA
12:30 pm Saturday June 17 – Sydney Town Hall

Please join us!

Sydney

Solidarity Night
Support trade union organisers 

in the Philippines in the Export Processing 
Zones & in the Business Process Outsourcing 

(Call Centres)
6:00 pm Tuesday June 20

The Prophet – Upstairs
274 Cleveland Street Surry Hills

$40 – Lebanese dinner will be served
BYO – RSVP June 16 – For bookings: Peter 0418 312 301

Organised by Philippines Australia Union Link
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Felicity Arbuthnot

When the US, UK and their fellow destroy-
ers of nations embarked, in October last 
year, on erasing Iraq’s ancient Mosul in 
order to save it, did they refl ect on the 
enormity of the cost to humanity and his-
tory of their actions now and that of their 
genocidal, illegal invasion and 14 year occu-
pation – and counting? (Not forgetting the 
bombing of the country 1991-2003.) There 
was a quasi pull-out in 2009, but a reported 
16,000 mercenaries remained in the US 
Embassy compound.

Mosul, situated on the Tigris River, was 
fi rst mentioned in name by the Greek writer 
Xenophon in 401 BC, although the area was 
inhabited from probably the 25th century 
BC. As Fallujah, near destroyed by the US in 
2004 was known as City of Mosques, Mosul 
has been known as City of Churches. The 
population however, has been richly diverse: 
Arabs, Assyrians, Armenians, Turkmens, 
Kurds, Yazidis, Shabakis, Mandeans, Kawliya, 
Circassians.

Sunni Islam has been the largest religion, 
but Salafi sm, Christianity, Shia Islam, Sufi sm, 
Yezidism, Shabakism, Yarsan and Mandeanism 
all coexisted in and around this ancient, haunt-
ingly beautiful city.

Mosul, as so much of Iraq, has suffered 
unimaginably under ISIS – but it is hard to spot 
the difference from how Iraq suffered under the 
US and UK (and are again.) The US bombed 
the city during the 2003 invasion, murdered 
Saddam Hussein’s two sons and 15 year old 
grandson there in July 2003 – no judge or jury, 
just US-ISIS style summary executions – as 
across the nation.

Robert Fisk wrote of US atrocities in Iraq 
as related to him by an American veteran. There 
is a US Army “Warrior Creed” which: “allows 
no end to any confl ict (but) total destruction of 
the ‘enemy’. It allows no defeat … and does not 
allow one ever to stop fi ghting (lending itself 
to the idea of the ‘long war’.) It says nothing 
about following orders, it says nothing about 
obeying laws or showing restraint. It says noth-
ing about dishonourable actions …”

Fisk writes (September, 2006):
“From Abu Ghraib to Guantánamo to 
Bagram, to the battlefi elds of Iraq and to the 
‘black’ prisons of the CIA, humiliation and 
beatings, rape and murder have now become 
so commonplace that each new outrage 
is creeping into the inside pages of our 
newspapers.”

“Looser Rules of 
Engagement”

In April this year, it was revealed that the 
US Air Force on a bomb-fest over Mosul – and 
indeed wider Iraq and Syria – were operating 
under “looser rules of engagement.” Moreover:

“Lieutenant General McFarland, now 
orders air strikes that are expected to kill up to 
ten civilians without prior approval from US 
Central Command …” And this is “liberation” 
from ISIS?

Presumably the family of eight reported 
killed by a US bomb in late October, including 
three children, one just two years old, were one 
of the General’s “expected” kills.

Air strikes in Iraq and Syria have: “ … 
destroyed 6,000 buildings with over 40,000 
bombs and missiles have inevitably killed much 
higher numbers of civilians.” Apocalyptic 
horror. Of course US and UK presence in air 
and on the ground in Syria are entirely illegal.

So the people of Mosul and Syria’s cities, 
towns and villages are hostage to ISIS/Daesh 
and other head chopping factions fi ghting with 
US weaponry. US forces on the ground are 
“advising” the Iraqi army – which has absorbed 
militias every bit as terrorising as ISIS. US 
forces themselves have, of course, a gruesome 
history of terror and gathering body parts as 
“souvenirs.”

In Word War II it was skulls, ears, teeth; in 

Vietnam penises. In Afghanistan it was fi ngers 
“and other body parts” and in Iraq it was report-
edly fi ngers, with dead bodies being tied to US 
tanks in Fallujah and as Ross Caputi wrote (UK 
Guardian, March 13, 2012)

“Some of my closest friends mutilated 
dead bodies, looted from the pockets of dead 
resistance fi ghters, destroyed homes, and killed 
civilians.”

Destruction – 
a “Partial” List

And ponder further on the US “liberation” 
of Mosul. As Nicholas J Davis has written ear-
lier this year, Award-winning Iraqi environ-
mental scientist, Mosul-born Professor Souad 
Al-Azzawi (Ph.D, Colorado School of Mines) 
compiled a partial list of air strikes on the city:
• Many government buildings have been 

destroyed. US offi cials told USA Today, 
attacks are often conducted at night to 
minimise civilian casualties, but security 
guards and civilians in neighbouring 
buildings have of course been killed.

• Telephone exchanges have been 
systematically bombed and destroyed.

• Two large dairies were bombed, killing 
about one hundred civilians and wounding 
two more.

• Multiple daytime air strikes on Mosul 
University on March 19 and 20 killed 
92 civilians and wounded 135, mostly 
faculty, staff, families and students. 
Targets included the main administration 
building, classroom buildings, a women’s 
dormitory and a faculty apartment building. 
(Note: Mosul University was one of the 
largest educational and research centres 
in the Middle East. Near unbelievably, 
the murderous ISIS primitives are thought 
to have destroyed over 8,000 books and 
100,000 manuscripts – but the US destroyed 
near the entire faculty.)

• Fifty civilians were killed and 100 wounded 
by air strikes on two apartment buildings, Al 
Hadbaa and Al Khadraa.

• A mother and four children were killed in 
an air strike on a house in the Hay al Dhubat 
district of East Mosul on April 20, next door 
to a house used by Islamic State that was 
undamaged.

• Twenty two civilians were killed in air 
strikes on houses in front of Mosul Medical 
College.

• Twenty civilians were killed and seventy 
wounded by air strikes on the Sunni Waqif 
building and nearby houses and shops.

• US air strikes on April 24 damaged the 
Rashidiya water treatment plant in West 

Mosul and the Yarmouk power station in 
East Mosul.

• Banks and a bottling plant were bombed, 
more dead and maimed.

• An air strike on a fuel depot in an industrial 
area ignited an inferno with 150 casualties 
on April 18.

• Bombs have damaged a food warehouse, 
power stations and sub-stations in West 
Mosul, and fl our mills, a pharmaceutical 
factory, auto repair shops and other 
workshops across Mosul.

Annihilation tactics
To further assess what a US “freed” Mosul 

might look like, here is a brief summary of what 
Fallujah’s 2004 “freedom” cost:

“The 1st Marine Division fi red a total of 
5,685 high-explosive 155mm artillery 
rounds during the battle. The 3rd Marine Air 
Wing (aviation assets only) expended 318 
‘precision’ bombs, 391 rockets and missiles, 
and 93,000 machine gun and cannon rounds.”

When the Iraqi army re-took the remains 
of the city from ISIS/ISIL, as ever advised 
by the US, The Telegraph headline said it 
all: “Fallujah in ruins after Iraqi forces retake 
‘90%’ of the city from ISIL.”

On Sunday May 28 US Secretary of 
Defence James Mattis stated that the US mili-
tary is to use “annihilation tactics” to defeat 
ISIS fi ghters in Mosul telling CBS’s “Face the 
Nation” that “civilian casualties are a fact of 
life in this sort of situation.”

Mattis knows a bit about “annihilation tac-
tics”, he headed Camp Pendleton’s Ist Marine 
Division in Iraq which were integral to the mas-
sacres in Fallujah in April and November 2004.

Speaking to a group of soldiers about how 
to behave in Iraq during a 2003 speech he 
ordered:

“Be polite, be professional, but have a plan to 
kill everybody you meet.”

Fallujah’s mass graves are silent witness to 
the diligent obedience to Mattis’s orders.

“Actually, it’s a lot of fun to fi ght … It’s fun 
to shoot some people. I’ll be right upfront with 
you …”, he told a conference in San Diego, 
in 2005.

When the US is not shooting and bombing 
Mosul’s families in the cursed name of libera-
tion, it is displacing them. Figures to May 19 
show in excess of 526,000 men, women and 
children fl eeing their homes and all they own. 
In the month to December 2, 2016 over 1,000 
civilians were killed. On May 26, 105 civil-
ians were killed. On May 30, in the Az Zanjili 
district of the city, at least 200 people were 

reportedly killed in a bombing lasting sev-
eral hours and dozens of homes “completely 
fl attened”. (Al Araby, May 30.) The fi gures in 
human cost, hour by hour, day after day, would 
surely fi ll volumes.

On May 27 the US had dropped leafl ets 
telling people to leave the Old City, Mosul’s 
ancient heart, a city referred to as Al Fayha 
(the Paradise) and the “Pearl of the North”. US 
forces however, care as little as ISIS for life, 
limb or the Middle East’s haunting Pearls and 
Paradises.

Mosul will be “destroyed”
Hoshyar Zebari, Iraq’s former Deputy 

Prime Minister, Finance Minister and Minister 
of Foreign Affairs, has stated that Mosul, for-
merly home to two million souls, will be com-
pletely “destroyed” and “uninhabitable” by 
the time the terrorists have been driven out. 
(Independent, February 15, 2017.) Another 
ancient jewel destroyed in the name of 
“freedom.”

Behind the fi gures are people living the 
unimaginable. As this piece was being fi nished, 
a message came from a Mosul-born friend, who 
writes:

“The American Coalition are lying … 
Civilians in Mosul are getting killed by the 
bombing and Iraqi and coalition ground mis-
siles. They keep bombing each area for one 
or two weeks killing hundred of civilians and 
when the area is empty from any snipers …

“Two of my mother’s cousins houses in 
Thawrah area were bombed three days ago. 
Fourteen family members died. Four women, 
eight children the oldest is ten, and two men. 
People reclaimed seven bodies and another 
seven still under rubble. They couldn’t save any 
survivor under the rubble because the bombings 
are still going on intensively on the area.

“Those are my relatives and I know very 
well that they have nothing to do with IS.

“This is the New US/Abadi strategy (refer-
ring to Prime Minister Abadi) … In Hay al 
Refaiae, last week my other cousins moved 
into fi ve houses with their families with also 
an 87 year old to avoid the American Coalition 
bombing. All fi ve houses were destroyed – with 
the whole surrounding area. Three of them were 
injured.”

“Why do I get so angry?”
Another letter was sent to a friend by his 

father, also used with permission and gratitude:
“People ask me: Why do I get so angry?
“Below is a scene today from Mosul, my 

home town. It is a scene repeated a thousand 
times over, all around Mosul. Yesterday the US 
Air Force undertook 158 bombing missions 

Another Fallujah, Dresden … 
Hiroshima?

A crater made by an airstrike against ISIS in Mosul, Iraq, on February 3, 2017.
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over the city of Mosul. Every bridge across the 
Tigris in Mosul is now destroyed, the Sugar 
Factory has been bombed, a fi ve-story medical 
centre has been demolished, the entire airport 
has become rubble, much of the city’s infra-
structure including water and electricity have 
ceased to function, the University of Mosul 
buildings have been levelled, thousands of 
homes have been rendered unliveable, and of 
course no one is counting the civilian dead and 
the refugees.

“And all for what? To destroy the Islamic 
State? Is this the same so-called Islamic State 
whose factions have been supported, fi nanced, 
and trained by the CIA over the past fi ve years 
in order to bring about regime change in Syria?

“Since 2003, the United States has bombed 
Iraq, Syria, Libya, Yemen, Somalia, Sudan, 
Afghanistan … and presently it has its eye 
focused on Iran. And yet, we have the gall and 
temerity to talk about the savagery and barba-
rism of the Mongolian hordes of eight centu-
ries ago.

“I really do wonder why people keep 
asking me: Why do I get so angry?”

Thinking the unthinkable
In the title I query the outcome of this crim-

inal decimation and cite Hiroshima. Parts of 
Iraq already have higher cancer and birth defect 
statistics than Hiroshima and Nagasaki, linked 
to the depleted uranium weapons used by the 
US and UK from 1991 to now.

Donald Trump has demonstrated his casual 
fecklessness with weapons of mass destruction 
by dropping the largest “conventional” weapon 
ever used on Afghanistan and 59 radioactive 
and chemically toxic Tomahawk Cruise mis-
siles on Syria, neither country had been proved 
of doing anything but simply existing.

On the Presidential campaign trail, Mark 
Halperin of Bloomberg asked Donald Trump, 
whether he would use nuclear weapons against 
ISIS.

“Well, I’m never going to rule anything 
out”, replied Trump.

When pushed by Chris Matthews of 
MSNBC on this issue, Trump said:

“Somebody hits us within ISIS – you 
wouldn’t fi ght back with a nuke?”

Iraq is near destroyed on the Blair and Bush 
lies that Saddam had weapons of mass destruc-
tion. Trump does and it seems, is prepared to 
think the unthinkable. Will the UN, the relevant 
world bodies, the “international community” 
wake up, before it is too late, before a swathe 
of Iraq and Syria’s people are vaporised, with 
27 centuries of history?
globalresearch.ca 

Magazine

In 2015 Graham Vanbergen fortuitously 
wrote the following.

The term “the establishment” refers to 
leading politicians, senior civil servants, 
senior barristers and judges, aristocrats, 
Oxbridge academics, senior clergy, the most 
important fi nanciers and industrialists, 
governors of the BBC, members of and top 
aides to the royal family to mention most, 
but not all.

The term in this sense is sometimes mistak-
enly believed to have been coined by the British 
journalist Henry Fairlie, who in September 
1955 in the London magazine “The Spectator” 
defi ned that network of prominent, well-con-
nected people as “the Establishment”, explain-
ing: “By the Establishment, I do not only mean 
the centres of offi cial power – though they are 
certainly part of it – but rather the whole matrix 
of offi cial and social relations within which 
power is exercised”.

Following that, the term, the Establishment, 
was quickly picked up in newspapers and mag-
azines all over London, making Fairlie famous. 
Today, the term “the establishment” is used 
generally in a negative sense and it’s easy to 
understand why.

“The British public has become deeply cyn-
ical about the political class at Westminster”, 
states a recent Financial Times editorial. 
“Bankers feel they have an ethical duty to steal 
from taxpayers” – another reads: “Why are we 
subsidising the royal family at a time of gross 
inequality” says another headline.

There has been a rising tide of contempt 
and anger towards bankers, property specula-
tors, hedge fund bosses, politicians and even 
religious leaders and the royal family.

For instance, membership of Britain’s une-
lected upper house, the House of Lords has 
soared from 666 peers in 1999 to nearly 850 
today, well in excess of the House of Commons. 
The Lords is now the second largest parlia-
mentary chamber in the world behind only the 
Chinese Peoples Congress. Whilst their cham-
ber is 3.5 times larger, its population is 18 times 
the size of ours. The House of Lords is clearly 
an expanding repository of political patronage 
for the prime minister and is no longer fi t for 
purpose or for a modern democracy.

It appears that those who lecture the work-
ing and middle classes about fi nancial and 
moral belt-tightening are the very ones up to 
their necks in corruption and scandals of all 
kinds, including sex and paedophile rings to 
name but a few. The Establishment is now 
under fi re.

In the past, these scandals were kept under 
wraps. They closed ranks to protect themselves. 
Top judges and police chiefs covered up for 
wealthy and powerful friends, including politi-
cians. After all, they were from the same social 
class, shared the same clubs and sent their chil-
dren to the same private schools.

In recent times, the rich have become much 
wealthier and everyone else poorer. Tories, 
Liberal Democrats and New Labour fell over 
themselves to please their friends in the City 
of London, a gang of speculators who stripped 
the nation of its prosperity and then paid them-
selves huge bonuses for having got away with 
it.

David Cameron is currently at the centre of 
this group, fi nanced by the rich and super rich 
who was described in the commons “a dodgy 
prime minister surrounded by dodgy donors”, 
who turned a blind eye to tax avoidance by 
the rich and big business. In order to keep the 
reigns of power, the establishment is frightened 
of one thing and one thing only – Democracy.

Extending real voting options to the poor 
would obviously present risks to their posi-
tion. For instance, Conservative statesman 
Lord Salisbury told parliament in 1866, Giving 
working-class people the vote would, he stated, 

tempt them to pass “laws with respect to taxa-
tion and property especially favourable to them, 
and therefore dangerous to all other classes”. 
Today, you can hear exactly the same narrative 
against the new labour leader Jeremy Corbyn, 
a scathing attack by media barons and corpo-
rate executives along with politicians and even 
military generals.

The establishment is characterised by those 
with ideas that legitimise and protect the con-
centration of wealth and power in very few 
hands. The establishment do not want democ-
racy at all but a veneer of democracy must be 
provided.

It is because the establishment is made up 
of politicians who devise our laws, police to 
enforce those laws, corporate entities who are 
increasingly dominating economic perform-
ance (unpaid taxes for instance) and a smaller 
band of media barons who also set the terms of 
debate and the result of that debate that we see 
a closed shop network construct itself.

A confl ict of interest of epic proportions. It 
is here that we fi nd a common psychology and 
shared understanding.

The scandal surrounding the money laun-
dering and tax evasion operations at HSBC 
exposes the links between a corrupt bank-
ing elite and a rotten political establishment. 
Lord Green, former head of HSBC, was at 
the centre of this tax dodgers’ row. He chaired 
HSBC until December 2010, when he became 
a Conservative trade minister and was given 
a peerage by David Cameron. You can see a 
major confl ict of interest here unless affl icted 
with total sensory deprivation.

Lord Green was then given staunch back-
ing by the Church of England. Needless to 
say, these preachers of great moral fortitude 
have a long tradition in protecting their own. 
Lord Green, a millionaire banker is a devout 
Christian and ordained Anglican priest. The 
archbishops of Canterbury and York said they 
were grateful to the former HSBC boss for his 
“contribution and expertise”. One could easily 
assume this to be a clan of hypocrites that have 
attacked politicians for failing to provide a 
“fresh moral vision”, but then act no differently.

Another religious entity, The Vatican, has 
large investments with the Rothschilds of 
Britain, France and America, with Credit Suisse 
in London and Zurich with Morgan Bank and 
Chase-Manhattan Bank and others in the US 
and UK. All of these organisations have been 
involved in global, anti-social criminality 
adopting fraud as the basis of its profi t centres, 
especially in London.

The Catholic Church is the biggest fi nancial 
power, wealth accumulator and property owner 
in existence. It is a greater possessor of material 
riches (such as property and gold bullion) than 
any other single institution, corporation, bank, 
giant trust, government or state of the whole 
globe. With covering up sex crimes, inappropri-
ate behaviour among prelates, political infi ght-
ing and the existence of a clandestine gay cabal 
at the highest levels, the Catholic Church has a 
long shameful history and is the epitome of the 
establishment.

The crimes of the establishment are rack-
ing up at an alarming rate. However, if you get 
caught without paying your TV licence fee, 
laws designed to catch terrorists are used by 
the BBC to ensure your good behaviour.

In the meantime, one can take the exam-
ple of how the establishment works when it 
blames society for all its troubles as a diver-
sionary tactic. The media have managed to 
make the British population believe that 27% 
of social security money has been fraudulently 
gained when the fi gure is actually 0.7%. The 
media barons, and there are only fi ve of them in 
Britain who own 80% of printed media outlets, 
don’t live in Britain and none pay tax in Britain 
but they want to continue pillaging Britain and 
get away with it.

This same tactic provides cover for the gov-
ernment to impose austerity that has caused the 
biggest transfer of wealth from the vulnerable, 
the poor, working class and middle classes 
directly in a route north.

The establishment are largely responsible 
for a neo-liberal ideology that is so damaging 
to society as a whole – it’s the business model 
that fi ts. They use the term “economic freedom” 
as if this is to somehow benefi t us all, which it 
rarely does. For example, almost universally, 
this philosophy is used to transfer state assets 
to profi t driven business (privatisation) that has 
enriched the few and made everyone else pay.

If the political system remains committed 
to the type of capitalism that exists in Britain 
today, it will always end up justifying a system 
that produces a mega rich and privileged elite. 
Hence, why Jeremy Corbyn is such a threat to 
the establishment.

Jeremy Corbyn looks like the fi rst senior 
politician who will not be corrupted by the 
establishment. Bankers will not be funding 
the party. He will not support war. He doesn’t 
support Israel. He is not religious and doesn’t 
believe in the monarchy. He will be the fi rst 
prime minister (if elected) for decades that 
does not, and probably will not support the 
establishment.

So, frightened of Corbyn the establishment 
is now mobilising their entire resourcefulness 
at him, evidenced by a threatened military coup 
– not quite akin to Chile in the 1970’s but an 
extreme tactic to say the least, one spawned 
from desperation for sure.

The crisis of extreme, out of control “capi-
talism” simply exposes the rottenness of the 
system. British capitalism has become casino 
capitalism, based upon property speculation, 
banking and fi nancial services. In fact, the 
services sector now provides 80% of business 
activity in Britain leaving millions without 
meaningful work or income.

Extreme capitalism means a concentration 
of wealth at one pole, and poverty and degra-
dation at the other with the bit in the middle 
being eviscerated. This is where the establish-
ment languish. Jeremy Corbyn does not fi t in. 
The stakes are very high.
globaresearch.ca 

Why 
the establishment 
wants Corbyn buried

The House of Lords has soared from 666 peers in 1999 to nearly 850 today.
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Cuba is facing serious economic 
and financial problems, with 
the US economic blockade the 
source of many of them. And like 
the people of all other nations, 
Cubans also confront a world 
overwhelmed by pervasive corpo-
rate greed, wars, populations in 
distress, and climate change. Such 
were the circumstances greeting 
Cuba’s National Assembly as it 
met on May 31 and June 1 in an 
“extraordinary session.” On the 
agenda was discussion of several 
documents fundamental to the 
project of building a socialist soci-
ety in diffi cult times.

Cuban President Raul Castro 
told delegates, “These are the most 
studied, discussed, and re-discussed 
documents in the history of the 
Revolution.” And, “These fundamen-
tal programs approved recently by 
the Central Committee of the Party, 
and backed now by the National 
Assembly of People’s Power, reaf-
fi rm the socialist character of the 
Cuban Revolution and the role of the 
Communist Party as the lead force 
directing society and the state.”

The documents Castro was 
referring to were fi rst approved by 
the Cuban Communist Party’s Sixth 
Congress in 2011. The fi rst docu-
ment, titled “Conceptualisation of 
the Cuban Economic and Social 
Model for Socialist Development,” 
deals with the overall project of con-
structing socialism in Cuba. The 

second, “Guidelines for Policies of 
the Party and the Revolution for the 
period 2016-2021”, sets develop-
ment goals for the immediate period 
ahead. The third document, “Bases 
for a National Plan for Social and 
Economic Development until 2030,” 
is an aggregation of longer-term 
national targets. Amended versions 
of all three were passed by the party’s 
Seventh Congress in April 2016.

Jennifer Bello Martínez, 25 years 
old, presides over the Federation of 
University Students and is a member 
of Cuba’s Council of State. Speaking 
to a reporter for Cubadebate.cu, she 
echoed an important theme of the 
two-day session: newer generations 
will soon be taking charge of Cuba’s 
revolution.

Bello declared that, “young 
people are at the point of being pro-
tagonists in this discussion process. 
The documents ... speak for the full 
development of our generation [and] 
express the need for young people to 
regard the Revolution as a permanent 
undertaking.”

At its meeting, the National 
Assembly dealt primarily with the 
fi rst and second documents, approv-
ing modifications to them. The 
document dealing with 2030 devel-
opment goals requires further discus-
sion and will be readied for approval 
by the Assembly when it meets in 
December 2018.

Delegates expressed concern that 
the documents before them contra-
dicted each other in one important 
area. One section of the document on 

Cuba’s conception of socialism calls 
for the regulation of wealth and prop-
erty, while the 2016-21 “Guideline” 
document prohibits concentration of 
wealth and property.

Marino Murillo, a former eco-
nomics minister, told delegates that 
failing to deal with the quandary rep-
resents “one of the biggest risks we 
are facing.” It’s the most widely dis-
cussed issue in Cuba, he said, argu-
ing also that documents won’t make 
a “negative phenomenon” disappear. 
Murillo called for private employ-
ment “to be perfected.” The National 
Assembly determined that regulation 
would continue.

The Assembly’s job was to 
approve the documents, which in 
their fi nal form are the product of 
a comprehensive and unprecedent-
ed nationwide public consultation 
process.

After their approval and modi-
fication at the Sixth and Seventh 
Communist Party Congresses, a 
series of public meetings were held 
across the country. In 2016, between 
June 15 and September 20, a total of 
14.3 percent of the Cuban population 
attended some 47,470 meetings at 
which the documents were discussed 
and changes proposed.

In April this year, members 
of the Communist Party’s Central 
Committee discussed proposed mod-
ifi cations with Assembly delegates in 
their home provinces. Then, at a ple-
nary session on May 19, the Central 
Committee considered and approved 
fi nal drafts of the documents that 

included amendments made along 
the way during the consultation proc-
ess. They were then submitted to the 
National Assembly for consideration.

The extraordinary session began 
with Assembly delegates attached 
to four commissions charged with 
examining the modifi cations. Their 
discussion of the “Conceptualisation” 
document dealt with “fundamental 
questions,” matters like: “concen-
tration of property and wealth;” dif-
ferences as to functions and roles of 
the state, governmental, and private 
businesses; “the Cuban educational 
system and its impact on society;” 
and “development of the personal 
trajectory and life of Cuban youth.”

The commissions approved 61 
out of 73 proposed modifi cations. 
With these modifi cations added to 
others approved at the Seventh Party 
Congress, 92 percent of the origi-
nal Conceptualisation document has 
been altered.

The commissions worked on the 
“Guidelines” document also. The 
recent plenary session of the Party’s 
Central Committee had considered 
18 proposals for modifying some of 
the 274 Guidelines. It accepted eight 
of them, and re-worked these into the 
six existing guidelines.

The commissions discussed 
and approved these. Individually 

they involved: “ethical behaviour 
among leaders, workers, and organi-
sations;” rearrangement of “entities 
for science, technology, and inno-
vation;” promotion of direct foreign 
investment; reduction of the state’s 
fi nancial contribution to social secu-
rity; “rescue of the role of work and 
income for generating products and 
services;” and ways to increase state 
income from transportation services.

President Castro’s remarks at this 
special session of Cuba’s National 
Assembly represent one more step 
on that nation’s way toward a future 
of hope.

Reminding delegates of the 
need “to advance in our continuing 
update of the economic and social 
model,” Castro insisted that Cuba 
will “change everything that must 
be changed.” Furthermore, he said, 
“we will do it at a speed permitted 
by the consensus we forge within 
our society and our proven capacity 
to do things well.” We will thereby 
“avoid grave errors that could com-
promise our successful fulfi lment of 
this gigantic and honourable task.”

Castro concluded by reaffi rming 
Cuba’s solidarity with Venezuela’s 
beleaguered Bolivarian Revolution. 
He called also for the return of politi-
cal legitimacy to Brazil.
People’s World 

Cuba

Socialist adjustment

Trump to close Cuba doors
WT Whitney

Reuters, The New York Times, and 
other news outlets are echoing a 
May 29 report by the right-wing 
Daily Caller website stating that 
“President Donald Trump is set 
to announce a rollback of former 
President Barack Obama’s poli-
cies toward Cuba.” The report 
attributed the information to John 
Kavulich of the US–Cuba Trade 
and Economic Council. He in turn 
had learned of change in the wind 
from “an anti-embargo group.”

The Daily Caller suggests the 
Trump administration is respond-
ing to pressure from Senator Marco 
Rubio, Senator Bob Menendez, and 
Representative. Mario Diaz-Balart, 
all Cuban-American legislators.

In a June 1 front page story 
the Times suggests that the Trump 
administration will be alleging 
Cuban human rights abuses to jus-
tify this return to the past. Trump 
wants to “fulfi l a pledge, deliv-
ered during a speech in Miami in 
September, to a crucial constituency 
that disproportionately supported 
him.”

Citing anonymous sources 
within the administration, the Times
reporter claims that the expected 
executive actions will be target-
ing “American companies and 
fi rms that have ties to the Cuban 
military.” The story cites Robert 
L Muse, a lawyer knowledgeable 
about Cuban affairs, predicting that 
the impact would be considerable, 
inasmuch as the Cuban Army’s 
reach extends throughout the Cuban 
economy.

Muse opined that, “This is a 
return to the old playbook of creat-
ing ambiguity and uncertainty so 
that nobody knows what is permis-
sible and what isn’t, and it would 
add another level of legal exposure 
to doing business in Cuba.”

The Trump administration may 
be on the verge also of reversing 
President Obama’s easing of restric-
tions on Americans travelling to 
Cuba. And, as the Times reports, 
“the president is weighing an 
increase in funding for the United 
States Agency for International 
Development (USAID) for pro-
grams that promote democracy in 
Cuba.” Cuba, for its part, tags these 
as US interference with hostile 
intent in Cuban affairs.

According to “people familiar 
with the discussion,” who informed 
the New York Times, a split over 
the future direction of Trump’s 
Cuba policies has emerged between 
“senior offi cials” and Trump’s 
“legislative affairs operation.” The 
divide surfaced at a meeting in May 
organised by the National Security 
Council. In that meeting, the fi rst 
group pointed to advantages under 
current regulations that stem from 
“cooperation in intelligence-sharing, 
drug interdiction, scientifi c research 
and a host of other areas.”

Responding to the prospect 
of barriers reappearing, Engage 
Cuba, an organisation represent-
ing US businesses that seek work-
ing relations with Cuba, issued a 
wide–ranging report that spelled 
out adverse economic effects 
from any revamping of US poli-
cies. Summarising, it said that, “a 

reversal of Cuba policies would 
[within four years] cost the US 
economy US$6.6 billion and 
affect 12,295 American jobs.” And 
national security interests would be 
threatened.

In a June 5 editorial highly 
critical of Trump administration 
changes presumably on the way, the 
New York Times referred to Engage 
Cuba’s dire projections. The group’s 
analysis, however, assumes that 
“the entire US regulatory regime” 
is going to return. But the Trump 
administration has given no indica-
tion that such will be the case.

Academician William M 
LeoGrande, an expert on the his-
tory of Cuba – US negotiations, 
commented in January on the pos-
sibility of a reversal of Obama 
policies. He pointed to a paradox: 
the Trump administration would 
be acquiescing to the demands of 
Cuban – American politicians. But 
in the recent presidential election, 
far fewer Cuban-Americans voted 
for Trump in 2016 than voted for 
Republican candidates before 2012. 
Crucially, opinion surveys show 
that most Cuban-Americans want 
normal US-Cuban relations.

The Latin American Working 
Group (LAWG) is a Washington-
based organization advocating for 
human rights in Latin America 
before Congress and the White 
House. The LAWG on May 30 
called for agitation to prevent the 
Trump administration from reinstat-
ing Bush-era Cuba policies.
People’s World 



Guardian June 14, 2017  9

Lorraine Chow

President Donald Trump 
announced last week his inten-
tion to nominate Jeffrey Bossert 
Clark – who defended BP in 
lawsuits surrounding the 2010 
Deepwater Horizon oil spill and 
challenged the Obama adminis-
tration over greenhouse gas rules 
on behalf of the US Chamber of 
Commerce – to head the Justice 
Department’s Environment and 
Natural Resources Division.

Clark is a partner in the 
Washington, DC offi ce of Kirkland 
& Ellis LLP and once served in 
George W Bush’s administration 
from 2001 to 2005 as a deputy 
assistant attorney general for the 
Justice Department’s Environment 
and Natural Resources Division.

“He is a complex trial and 
appellate litigator with especially 
deep experience in administrative 
law, cutting across dozens of stat-
utes and numerous agencies,” the 
White House announced.

However, as Robert F 
Kennedy Jr commented, “Clark’s 

appointment is a doubling down 
on the administration’s strategy 
of retreating from the future and 
branding America as a petrostate 
while China steals our global 
energy, economic and moral lead-
ership, and the rest of the world 
moves forward.”

InsideClimate News described 
Clark as a “climate policy foe” 
who has “repeatedly argued that 
it is inappropriate to base govern-
ment policymaking on the scien-
tifi c consensus presented by the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change [IPCC].”

According to the publication, 
“One of the legal briefs he signed 
is such a comprehensive com-
pendium of thoroughly debunked 
denial of the scientifi c consensus 
that it stands as a classic of the 
genre, replete with condemna-
tions not just of the EPA but of the 
IPCC, whose work the petitioners 
tried to persuade the court to rule 
out of bounds. A series of podcasts 
and papers he has written on The 
Federalist Society website con-
tinue his arguments against the 

endangerment fi nding and climate 
science more broadly.”

Clark has also criticised the US 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) for concluding in late 2009 
that carbon dioxide and other green-
house gases threatens the public 
health and the environment and 
should be regulated under the Clean 
Air Act. As Clark wrote in a 2010 
blog post over the EPA’s endanger-
ment fi nding, “When did America 
risk coming to be ruled by foreign 
scientists and apparatchiks at the 
United Nations?”

“He has a long history of oppos-
ing climate action for corporate 
and ideological clients,” David 
Doniger, who heads the climate and 
clean air program at the Natural 
Resources Defence Counsel, told 
InsideClimate News about Clark. 
“I would expect that history would 
require him to recuse himself from 
such cases as over the Clean Power 
Plan, where he fi led an amicus brief 
against the rule.”
People’s World 

Theresa May warned voters 
during the election campaign 
that, if things went badly, Britain 
could face a “coalition of chaos.” 
How right she was. The idea that 
“strong and stable leadership in 
the national interest” could spring 
from an alliance with the Irish 
Democratic Unionist Party (DUP) 
and endure a full fi ve-year term 
invites speculation over May’s 
grip on reality.

What inducements will she 
reveal as the price for bringing the 
DUP on board?

DUP priorities seem to be fl ying 
the union fl ag on public buildings 
more often in Northern Ireland than 
in Britain, rejecting equal marriage 
and lobbing signifi cant cash sums 
to community organisations run by 
“former” unionist paramilitaries.

But it represents some of the 
poorest communities in the UK, 
which might present diffi culties for 
the DUP if it signs up to Tory welfare 
cuts. May’s justifi cation for calling 
her election – to win a bigger parlia-
mentary majority to strengthen her 
hand in EU haggling – was never the 
real reason.

If it had been, having fewer seats 
would mean that her government 
will negotiate with Brussels now 
from an even weaker position. Her 
main motivation, after swallowing 
her advisers’ assessment that a land-
slide was there for the taking, was to 
seek a huge parliamentary majority 
to drive through unpopular public 
spending cuts.

May’s failure stems from a sham-
bolic election campaign in which she 
was hidden from contact with the 
voters and chickened out of face-to-
face debate with Jeremy Corbyn.

However, Corbyn was a revela-
tion to the overwhelming majority of 
voters who witnessed on TV, radio, 
in mass rallies and on walkabout a 
man who bore no resemblance to the 
feeble-minded, incompetent extrem-
ist caricature sketched by the media 
and many disloyal Labour MPs.

He refused to adopt the neo-
liberal consensus that making big 

business and the rich elite pay more 
tax is unthinkable while squeezing 
low-paid workers, single parents, 
the disabled, the self-employed, stu-
dents, young unemployed and state 
pensioners is just the way things are.

Many of his most trench-
ant inner-party critics have had to 
acknowledge his role in enthusing 
Labour supporters and bringing par-
ticularly young voters into political 
activity.

Above all, Corbyn has tossed 
into the dustbin of history the reac-
tionary assertion that Labour cannot 
prosper with distinctive progressive 
policies.

The Morning Star was alone in 
the media in sharing from the start 
the Labour leader’s confi dence that 
offering class-based policies and 
making clear arguments in their 
favour could alter the course of a 
campaign in which May appeared to 
hold all the cards.

Whatever dodgy deals the Prime 
Minister does with the DUP, she is 
dead in the water. She should step 
down now. It is only a matter of time 
before her time runs out, which could 
precipitate an early election but need 
not do so.

Corbyn’s readiness to answer the 
challenge of leading a minority gov-
ernment, advocating policies capable 
of being supported by other parlia-
mentary forces as well as widely out-
side Westminster, merits a positive 
response.

His commitment to guarantee on 
his fi rst day in offi ce the residence 
rights of EU nationals living and 
working in Britain would get nego-
tiations with Brussels off to a more 
positive start than can be expected 
from a Tory lame duck.

But at least as important is how 
well people will live after leaving the 
EU, so Labour’s agenda of invest-
ment for jobs, housing, public owner-
ship, education and the NHS must be 
given its opportunity when the Tory 
Party runs out of road.

New Labour over
Backing public ownership, aboli-

tion of tuition fees, supporting trade 
union rights, building council houses 
and rejecting private-sector penetra-
tion of the NHS had all been put for-
ward inside Labour but were spurned 
by New Labour as being unafford-
able or unacceptable to the Tory 
media.

The new leadership showed that 
they were all affordable and wel-
comed by former, current and poten-
tial Labour voters, irrespective of 
what the fi stful of tax-dodging Tory 
newspaper barons thought.

Who inside Labour now argues 
openly against these policies?

The fact that Corbyn’s 2016 lead-
ership challenger stressed his accept-
ance of this agenda while projecting 
himself preposterously as enjoy-
ing leadership qualities the likes 
of which the incumbent could only 
dream of spoke volumes for the polit-
ical change working its way through 
Labour. It signifi es that, whatever 
the inner thoughts of Corbyn’s most 
virulent back-bench critics, the New 
Labour project is dead, over and 
unlamented.

While political change was viv-
idly apparent in the party manifesto, 
inner-party organisational reform has 
run up against barriers of bureaucra-
cy, where members of the old guard 
have fought a rearguard action.

Blocking thousands of member-
ship applicants, expelling many on 
pretexts that would never be applied 
to disruptive Blairites and exclud-
ing leadership supporters from 

candidate selections have all been 
deployed to minimise the extent of 
change.

Corbyn remains central to the 
process of modernising the party 
apparatus to match the political 
advances already made.

Tony Blair forecast before 
Corbyn was elected leader that a left-
led Labour Party could never win a 
general election, stressing that, even 
were it possible, he wouldn’t want 
to see it. His view, shared by other 
parliamentary members of Labour’s 
City boardroom faction, illustrates 
both how far Corbyn-led Labour has 
come and how much further there is 
to go.

The rich and powerful will 
do everything they can to scotch 
Labour’s manifesto policies, but that 
approach remains essential to mod-
ernise Britain and create a more just 
society.

Consensus around a capitalist 
cuts agenda must give way to accept-
ance of progressive change.
Morning Star 

International

May dead in the water

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

Corbyn was a revelation to 
the overwhelming majority

 of voters who witnessed 
on TV, radio, in mass rallies 

and on walkabout a man 
who bore no resemblance 

to the feeble-minded, 
incompetent extremist 
caricature sketched by 

the media and many 
disloyal Labour MPs.

Oil spill lawyer 
appointed

Adelaide

Andrew Stewart 
General Meeting of the Labour History Society

“The Right to Strike in Australia: 
A Brief History”
2:00 pm Sunday June 18
Box Factory – Regent Street Adelaide

Free event – 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 fi rst ever right to take 
industrial action. The question now is whether there is 
any future for the right to strike!
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Stop Adani
This morning, Adani launched a desperate 
PR stunt by giving themselves the “green 
light” to build their own coal mine. What 
smoke and mirrors! Adani still don’t have 
a single dollar from the banks to build their 
mine. Nor do they have consent from tradi-
tional owners fi ghting to save their country.

This is a stunt to squeeze even more free-
bies out of Australian taxpayers, because what 
Adani really wants is a $1 billion handout from 
people like you.

We know that Labor and the Liberals are 
dying to give Adani this massive handout. 
Our campaign is working. Bill Shorten and 
Queensland Labor are already running scared 
from the Greens.

We are so close to winning our fi rst seat 
in Queensland Parliament. Just last week The 

Australian reported that Amy MacMahon is 
only 455 votes away from winning the seat of 
South Brisbane from the Labor Deputy Premier.

Greens are taking the fi ght to Labor and the 
LNP in every seat at the next election and we 
have three amazing candidates with a massive 
chance of taking a seat in Parliament.

Winning these three seats in Queensland 
would be groundbreaking. It would show that 
everyday Australians are fed up with a rigged 
economy that works for billionaires and big 
corporates like Adani but not for ordinary 
people.

The people-powered campaign to stop 
Adani is kicking off everywhere, but we need 
your help.

Larissa Waters
Australian Greens

Morally wrong
Without penalty rates my four daughters 
could not have possibly survived to achieve 
their combined six university degrees. In 
take-away restaurants, night clubs ,sports 
clubs, shopping malls, they struggled 
to earn enough to pay for train fares to 
Brisbane Uni from the Gold Coast and 
petrol and rego for their old bomb cars and 
rent when it was cheaper to live in Brisbane 
than travel – but not far enough away to be 
eligible for any home away subsidy.

These girls were lauded for their work ethic 

everywhere they worked; they were an asset 
and profi table advantage to the businesses in 
which they worked.

I know both sides of the issue having 
owned a successful cafe, a micro business and 
the reality is that it would have been easy to 
exploit desperate labour like my student daugh-
ters just like the 7-Eleven shops were/are doing 
to their immigrant student labour.

But the bottom line is that it is ultimately 
counter productive for a business operator and 
it is morally wrong. So the answer to penalty 
rates is a business owner who does not want to 

pay them. Do the work yourself! – you won’t 
last long!

Or go back to the tried and true method of 
the weekend surcharge!!! If a coffee costs $5.50 
instead of $5.00 on a Saturday or Sunday so 
be it: the roof will not cave in and especially 
in the hospitality industry in a place like Gold 
Coast where most taverns are corporate owned 
by Woolworths or Coles.

It is disgusting to allow them extra profi t 
from desperate labour.

Gary Pead

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Indian writer Mari Marcel 
Thekaekara was in Britain 
during the elections, and writes 
her impression of campaigns 
and results.

So Jeremy Corbyn achieved the 
impossible. A hung parliament! 

Corbynista friends were hoping 
desperately for anything that would 
keep the Tories in general – and 
Theresa May in particular – at bay. 
But no one was even remotely 
optimistic.

Now, people on both sides of the 
political divide are still in a state of 
shock. I’m currently near Glasgow. 
Malcolm, a veteran, amateur analyst, 
says he predicted Corbyn’s result 
long before the rest of the world. And 
during the last few days, apparently, 
so did a local betting site.

The odds, Malcolm recalls, were 

40 percent for Jeremy Corbyn making 
it as Prime Minister. “The narra-
tive gets defi ned by single words or 
phrases,” Malcolm notes. “This time 
it’s been triple pension lock, housing, 
education. And of course the Remain 
voters swung to Labour.”

But fi rst, full disclosure. I dis-
covered that Jeremy Corbyn took an 
issue of New Internationalist that I 
had co-edited with Nikki in 2005 to 
Parliament and raised the question 
of caste discrimination. I received 
many jubilant letters of support and 
thanks from Dalits all over the world 
congratulating us. Corbyn also came 
to the World Social Forum Mumbai 
and listened carefully to the stories of 
discrimination from the many Dalit 
groups present. He has also been 
aware of the issue of communalism, 
the ongoing crisis of hate-mongering 
in India. 

Unlike some other British MPs, 

he has not shied away from these 
issues out of fear of offending 
casteist British Indian voters in his 
constituency. He’s stood by his prin-
ciples. Reams have been written by 
now, by expert analysts and psephol-
ogists on this election, the winners 
and the losers, the whys and where-
fores of it all.

As an outsider, I’ve been riveted 
by the coverage. Before the election 
I was puzzled by the slandering of 
Corbyn even from the so-called lib-
erals. The British media, with a few 
rare exceptions, were merciless in 
their decimation of the man. I feel it’s 
more important to look at what good 
can come out of this result, no matter 
which side of the electoral debate you 
stand on.

After Manchester, I heard howls 
of protest from ordinary people who, 
led by the tabloids, asked how this 
man could have spoken to Hamas. I 

heard this in Scotland too. Scottish 
people who may have favoured 
Corbyn’s manifesto said they balked 
at his having dealings with people 
who have celebrated the bombing of 
British citizens. I also heard a great 
deal about Corbyn’s anti-Semitic 
remarks. I happen to have friends on 
both sides of this particular issue.

As Corbyn has proved a good lis-
tener – not a fanatic – I think he could 
practise what he preached.

Young Israelis and young 
Palestinians are sick of the violence 
and the never ending deaths, terror-
ism, the bomb attacks. They want 
peace, now more than ever before. 
They need someone who listens.

I would urge Corbyn, since he’s 
brought young voters in for the fi rst 
time in decades – and has done so in 
droves apparently – to give the young 
a worthwhile cause to fi ght for.

Something pure, something 

worth striving for. A real cause that 
will keep them engaged. Beyond 
cynicism. One that can give people 
something to be passionate and polit-
ical about. We had that in the 1970s. 
People are looking for meaning in 
their lives again. The age of materi-
alism is nearing its end. 

Yet, I’m willing to bet that with-
out the hippie gear, without present-
ing fl owers to soldiers, people will 
rally around to see an end to the 
scourge of our decade. Terrorism.

The young are intelligent enough 
to know that bombers didn’t appear 
from out of the blue. Anger and hate 
have emerged from a sense of injus-
tice and futility. From unjust wars. 
This generation and its older folk 
want peace, desperately. There’s been 
enough killing. I hope Corbyn can 
make peace the plan for this century.
New Internationalist 

The British media, with a few rare exceptions, were merciless in their decimation of Corbyn.
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The cold war against Russia – and previously the 
Soviet Union – continues. This includes the removal 
from public memory of the many atrocities commit-
ted by Nazi Germany on the Soviet population and 
the latter’s heroic role in the defeat of fascism.

On June 22, 1941 Germany invaded the Soviet Union. 
This resulted in a slaughter of holocaust proportions: 25 
million Russians perished: more than half the dead of the 
Second World War.

One of the most horrendous acts of barbarity was the 
German blockade of Leningrad. For almost 900 days, 
from September 8, 1941 to January 27, 1944, all supplies 
were cut off, and the people of Leningrad systematically 
starved to death. More than a million Leningraders died.

Fast forward to April 2017 and a fatal terrorist attack 
(by groups rather than states) takes place in St Petersburg 
(Leningrad). After similar attacks in Western European 
cities, the national fl ag of that country has been projected 
onto Berlin’s Brandenburg Gate as an expression of soli-
darity – but not this time, because St Petersburg has no 
“special relationship” with Berlin, according to the mayor 
– a native of West Berlin. Perhaps the airbrushing of his-
tory meant he had never heard of Leningrad.

The Siege of Leningrad was recorded not only in 
books but in music. A resident in Leningrad at the time 
was the composer Dmitri Shostakovich. He began work 
on a symphony immediately the attack began, expressing 
his thoughts on Soviet life and the ability of his people to 
defeat the fascists. This, his Seventh Symphony, is known 
as the Leningrad.

It has four movements. The fi rst is entitled “War” 
and begins with lyrical music describing a peaceful life 
in the USSR before the fascist invasion. A solo violin is 
interrupted by a distant drum and the “invasion theme,” 
which is repeated 12 times, with a growing number of 
instruments, growing ever louder and shriller, creating a 
profound sense of unease. Military drums punctuate this 
section, which ends in an outcry of pain and horror.

A quieter passage follows – a solo fl ute, then a bas-
soon, grieving the dead. Accompaniment is fragmented, 
so expressing the broken people it bewails. Dissonances 
dominate.

In the second movement, “Memories”, the mood 
changes to happier times, some dance melodies, although 
a note of sadness is also present.

The music of the third movement, “Wide Expanses 
of Our Land”, affi rms the heroism of the people, their 
humanism, and Russia’s great natural beauty. The move-
ment is a dialogue between chorale, the solace given by 
the splendour of the homeland, and the solo voice, the 
violins, the individual in torment. Both the second and 
the third movement express Shostakovich’s conviction 
that “war doesn’t necessarily destroy cultural values.”

About the fi nal movement, “Victory”, Shostakovich 
commented: “My idea of victory isn’t something brutal; 
it’s better explained as the victory of light over darkness, 
of humanity over barbarism, of reason over reaction.” 
The movement begins by describing, musically, people 
at work in peacetime, full of hope and happiness, as the 
drums and guns of war overcome them. The music march-
es, fi ghts, and resists.

Victory does not come easily. Shostakovich begins 
with the timpani roll that concluded the slow third move-
ment and gradually adds other voices. Slowly the music 
moves towards its conclusion, with brass fanfares and 
cymbal crashes. It forces its way into bright C major – 
the upbeat key of victory. Yet the fi nal chords in this most 
magnifi cent of keys contain a sorrowful sound. In full 

recognition of the realities, the unimaginable suffering of 
war, the symphony cannot end in simple triumph.

Shostakovich composed most of the symphony while 
under siege in Leningrad. Several months into the block-
ade, and despite his objections, the Soviet government 
evacuated the Shostakovich family, along with other 
artists.

The Leningrad Symphony was performed on August 
9, 1942 in his besieged home city. The score was airlifted 
in across Nazi lines. The orchestra had only 15 musicians 
left, but more were recalled from the front.

A clarinet-player at this historic performance, Galina 
Lelyukhina, recalled rehearsals: “They said on the radio 
that all living musicians were invited. It was hard to walk. 
I was sick with scurvy, and my legs were very painful. At 
fi rst there were nine of us, but then more people arrived. 
The conductor, Eliasberg, was brought on a sledge, 
because hunger had made him so weak.”

On August 9, 1942 the hall was packed, with win-
dows and doors open so that those outside could hear. 
The music was broadcast on the streets and to the fronts 
to inspire the whole nation. The Red Army pre-empted 
German plans to disrupt the performance by shelling the 
enemy beforehand to ensure silence for the two hours 
needed for the concert.

A survivor of the blockade, Irina Skripacheva, 
remembers: “This symphony had a huge impact on us. 
The rhythm incited a feeling of elevation, fl ight ... At the 
same time we could feel the scary rhythm of the German 
hordes. It was unforgettable and overwhelming.”

Seventy-fi ve years later, along Russia’s western 
border, NATO (including German) tanks and troops pre-
pare for war.
Shostakovich’s Seventh Symphony, the Leningrad, is 
available on Youtube.
Communist Party of Ireland 
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The Siege of Leningrad
Shostakovich and the airbrushing of history
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The hallmark of any administration worth 
its corruptly curing salt is making hay while 
the sun shines its searing rays. Not long after 
the slashing and running down taking place 
in London, moving from London Bridge to 
Borough Market, the tweets of blame and 
fi re were already coming through.

That nasty sovereign known as social 
media was already agitating. One of the biggest 
themes: the rollback on human rights protec-
tions, and the marketing of pure fear. Across the 
Atlantic, President Donald Trump was adding 
his little rough side to the debate.

“At least 7 dead and 48 wounded in terror 
attack and Mayor of London says there is ‘no 
reason to be alarmed!’ ”

A spokesman for Sadiq Khan was hoping to 
defl ect the Trump tweet as misdirected spittle, 
preferring to focus on the job at hand:

“The mayor is busy working with the 
police, emergency services and the government 
to coordinate the response to this horrifi c and 
cowardly terrorist attack and provide leader-
ship and reassurance to Londoners and visitors 
to our city.”

In short, Khan had “more important things 
to do than respond to Donald Trump’s ill-
informed tweet that deliberately takes out of 
context his remarks urging Londoners not to be 

alarmed when they saw more police – including 
armed offi cers – on the streets.”

Alarm, however, can be quarried and 
built upon. The attacks on London Bridge 
and Borough Market have enabled Prime 
Minister Theresa May to revive the inner Home 
Secretary in her, one replete with suspicions 
and hostility towards free agents and choice 
in society.

With only hours to go to the polls, May 
has been promising fl intier measures against 
extremists, notably in terms of controls using 
risk as a key indicator. Even in the absence of 
concrete evidence for prosecution, the prime 
minister fancies making the lot of the state 
easier in how to control suspects and limit 
liberties.

More had to be done to “restrict the free-
dom and the movements of terrorist suspects 
when we have enough to show they present a 
threat, but not enough evidence to prosecute 
them in full in court.”

If that nuisance known as human rights 
laws were “to stop us from doing it, we will 
change those laws so we can do it.”

Chillingly, this language would sit rather 
easily with the next fundamentalist reformer 
keen to ignore human rights in favour of unde-
viating scripture and the pure society.

Her words read like a laundry list of secu-
rity promises and heavy-handedness, much of 

it pointed in the direction of the Human Rights 
Act, never a beloved instrument of those keen 
on trimming civil liberties:

“I mean longer prison sentences for people 
convicted of terrorist offences. I mean making 
it easier for the authorities to deport foreign 
terror suspects to their own countries.”

Tory lawmakers are also pondering the 
prospect of curbing communications and access 
to devices, curfews and restrictions on associ-
ating between claimed extremists. May is also 
open to extending the period for which a ter-
rorist suspect can be held without trial. (The 
current number is 14 days.)

Many of May’s promises are marked by 
contradiction. The spirit of austerity still haunts 
the Tory drive to perform its protective duties 
for Britannia. It wants a fully functioning and 
effi cient security apparatus, but prefers to keep 
it cash strapped and hobbled.

Khan has reminded the prime minister that 
talk of robust security is all dandy, until you 
realise that cuts of up to 10 to 40 percent in 
police numbers have been implemented, much 
of this presided over by May herself when she 
held the post of Home Secretary.

Steve Hilton, former prime minister David 
Cameron’s strategy chief, decided to also 
weigh in on that point, suggesting that May 
throw in the towel for her sloppiness. It was 
the prime minister, he charged, who had to be 

held “responsible for [the] security failures 
of London Bridge, Manchester, Westminster 
Bridge.”

Terror suspects had eluded the counter-ter-
ror web; radicalisation fears had been ignored.

May’s proposed legal measures will be sub-
jected to judicial scrutiny when the time comes. 
Labour, when in offi ce, found the issue of con-
trol orders a problem, despite their champion-
ing by such fi gures as former home secretary 
David Blunkett. 

Blunkett, a sort of amateur fascist, who 
even insisted that May consider restoring such 
orders in the wake of the suicide bombing in 
Iraq by British ex-inmate of Guantánamo, 
Jamal al-Harith.

What is being proposed is a milder variant 
of permanent surveillance and indefi nite con-
trol over someone not accused of any crimes, 
but highlighted as a threat. This is actuarial risk 
assessment at its worst. Coupled with the badg-
ering of telecommunications companies to do 
their bit in undermining privacy, and hector-
ing companies to downgrade their encryption 
standards, and the world looks ever bleaker. 

All this will keep human rights lawyers in 
clover for some time.
globalresearc.ca 
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Terror as opportunity

Armed police on St Thomas Street, London, soon after the attack.

Even in the absence of concrete evidence for prosecution, 
the prime minister fancies making the lot of the state 
easier in how to control suspects and limit liberties.


