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The sound and fury sabre-rattling over 
the People’s Democratic Republic of Korea 
last week reached a crescendo that involved 
a fl accid attempted bullying of China, ac-
companied by a fl exing of military might in 
the region. Acting Prime Minister Barnaby 
Joyce committed Australia to the backing 
of US-imposed sanctions against China, ap-
parently for China’s continued economic 
and trade engagement with North Korea.

The Talisman Sabre war preparation 
games involve air, land and sea person-
nel from Australia and the US during the 
month of July at sites across the Northern 
Territory and Queensland. (Northern 
Australia is host to a growing foreign 
military base in violation of Australia’s sov-
ereignty.) As US Pacifi c Command Admiral 
Harry Harris put it, with an eye to China: 
“The US-Australia (war fi ghting) alliance 
matters more today than ever before.”

The object of the military exercises is 
to “improve training and interoperability 
between the Australian and US Armed 
Forces at the operational and tactical level”, 
that is, to increase the combined capacity of 
the two nations to project military power 

beyond their shores. With this objective, and 
in the context of the US/Australian military 
alliance and the aggressive defence policies 
of both nations, Talisman Sabre affords no 
benefi t to Australia’s national security: The 
exercises are a display of military power 
meant to provoke and intimidate other 
nations.

Such displays increase the likelihood of 
war and undermine urgently needed inter-
national cooperation to curtail escalating 
war and threats of widening confl ict.

Last March Chinese Foreign Minister 
Wang Yi proposed a deal to end the long-
running standoff between the US and North 
Korea. Mr Wang proposed a compromise 
whereby Pyongyang would end its nuclear 
weapons and ballistic missile programmes 
in return for an end to huge annual US-
South Korean military exercises.

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

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

His comments came two days after a 
ballistic missile test by North Korea, timed 
to coincide with military exercises between 
South Korea and the US.

The following day the fi rst components 
of the US Thaad anti-ballistic missile system 
arrived in South Korea, which China and 
Russia rightly see as directed at undermin-
ing their own nuclear deterrents.

Background
At the conclusion of the war in the 

Pacific in 1945 and the withdrawal of 
Japanese forces from China, the Korean 
Peninsular and Manchuria, the Peninsular 
was divided into North and South at the 
38th parallel. Soviet troops occupied North 
Korea and US forces occupied the South. 
The Soviet forces were soon withdrawn 
from the North, but the US forces did not 
withdraw from the South.

In 1948, the Democratic People’s 
Republic of Korea (DPRK) was formed in 
the northern zone just three years after the 
defeat of Japan. One year later, in 1949, 

the Chinese revolution was also victorious 
and the People’s Republic of China was 
founded. These revolutionary developments 
were never accepted by the US and other 
imperialist powers.

In 1950, the United States, with the 
participation of the South Korean puppet 
Syngman Rhee, launched the Korean War. 
The US aim was to destroy the people’s 
government of the North and to roll on to 
attack and overthrow the Chinese revolu-
tion as well.

General Douglas (“I will return”) 
MacArthur, the commander of the US 
forces at the time, called for the nuclear 
bombing of China but was over-ruled by US 
President Truman. The US and the South 
Korean armies were finally defeated by 
the heroic struggle of the Korean people 
with the assistance of Chinese forces. An 
Armistice Agreement was signed on July 
27, 1953 which, however, left Korea still di-
vided at the 38th parallel into North Korea 
(Democratic People’s Republic of Korea) 
and South Korea (Republic of Korea).
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US forces have remained in South Korea ever since. Today, 

more than 30,000 US forces patrol the demarcation zone at the 
38th parallel and occupy bases within South Korea, all threatening 
North Korea.

Successive US governments have not given up their objective 
of overthrowing the government of North Korea. In the same way 
that the US whipped up its phony campaign about “weapons of 
mass destruction” and “regime change” against Iraq, there is an 
equally phoney campaign underway against the DPRK on the ques-
tion of an alleged “nuclear threat”. US leaders are also demanding 
“regime change”, meaning that the socialist-oriented system should 
be destroyed and US economic, military and political domination 
imposed.

Reunifi cation
The government of the DPRK has made repeated proposals for 

reunifi cation on the basis of “one nation, two systems”, meaning 
that a united nation should retain the socialist system in the north 
and the capitalist system in the south.

Support for reunifi cation has been steadily gaining ground 
among the people of South Korea and this was refl ected in the 
conclusion of a North-South Accord in 2000. A number of steps have 
been taken towards the implementation of this Accord, including 
the exchange of separated family members between the two states, 
the commencement of trade and a rail project linking the North 
and South.

The further the North-South reunifi cation process progressed 
and the stronger the demand among South Koreans for the with-
drawal of US troops became, the more threats have come from US 
administrations.

Successive US governments have fi ercely opposed reunifi cation. 
A reunited and independent Korea would destroy any argument 
that the US has for its continued military occupation of the South. 
It is on this background that the “nuclear crisis” has been whipped 
up and every effort made to create fear among Korea’s neighbours.

The DPRK is accused of withdrawing from the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT) and breaching an agreement made with 
the US in 1994 not to proceed with the manufacture of nuclear 
weapons.

However, no mention is made of the fact that the 1994 agreement 
provided that the US would supply light-water nuclear reactors to 
replace the DPRK’s graphite gas nuclear reactors and would furnish 
the DPRK with oil fuel while the light-water reactors were built.

These reactors, promised by the US, were not built, which led to 
the restarting of the existing nuclear power generators to provide 
electric power to North Korean industries. Now, the US leaders are 
talking about a “pre-emptive strike”, the imposition of sanctions and 
“regime change” and have wheeled the issue into the UN Security 
Council in an effort to force other countries to put pressure on the 
DPRK to comply with US demands.

In former negotiations which involved the DPRK, China and 
the US, the DPRK once again made proposals to the effect that 
the DPRK would not continue with any nuclear weapons program 
provided the US offi cially accepted the sovereign right of the DPRK 
to maintain its social system and that the US enter into a non-
aggression treaty with the DPRK.

These simple proposals would remove the threat of war from 
the Korean Peninsular but, so far, the US is continuing to voice its 
threats of pre-emptive strike and regime change.

In 1994 an agreement was reached with the Clinton administra-
tion by which the US and Japan were to supply heavy oil for use 
in power generation in exchange for an agreement that the DPRK 
would suspend development of its nuclear power generation industry. 
The US and Japan were to build light water reactors to replace the 
type of power generators that were built in the DPRK.

The people of the DPRK are defending the sovereignty and 
independence of their country and their right to establish their 
own social and economic system. The current Talisman Sabre war 
preparation games should be seen in this context:  Training grounds 
for United States invasions such as those in Iraq and Afghanistan 
and Syria, where scenarios for future aggression are worked out 
and practised.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
Every gun that is made, every warship launched, every rocket fi red 
signifi es in the fi nal sense, a theft from those who hunger and are not 
fed, those who are cold and are not clothed. This world in arms is not 
spending money alone. It is spending sweat of labourers, the genius of 
its scientists, the hopes of its children. This is not a way of life in any 
true sense. Under the clouds of war, it is humanity hanging on an iron 
cross.

Dwight D Eisenhower, 33rd US President

”“

PRESS FUND
This week the South Australian government announced it 
is authorising construction of the world’s largest battery 
complex, to provide emergency power for the state’s renewable 
energy installations. That won’t end the federal government’s 
stonewalling tactics about renewable energy, but it’s certainly 
good news. So is the news that a Liberal Senator intends to 
introduce his own bill for legalising marriage equality! Good 
news is often rather thin on the ground. We do try to find it, 
but in order to do so we need your help by way of Press Fund 
contributions, so please send us something for the next issue 
if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s supporters, as 
follows:
J Ayres $30, C Greer $50, G Dittura $5, Mark Mannion $10, 
“Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $15
This week’s total $115 Progressive total: $3,960

War at our door

United Voice Early Childhood Education and Care 
members have welcomed progress in the case for 
equal pay. The preliminary decision handed down 
by the Fair Work Commission allows United Voice’s 
application for an equal remuneration order to 
proceed.

Helen Gibbons, assistant national secretary of United 
Voice, the early childhood union said, “While progress in 
the case is welcome – and long overdue, it is outrageous 
that in 2017 early childhood professionals are paid as 
little as $21 per hour and have been forced to seek legal 
resolution to this unfair position.

“The current process to resolve equal pay matters is 
far too slow, onerous, complex and expensive. Forcing 
educators to take a complicated legal pathway to achieve 
what we all know is the right outcome is infuriating.

“Early Childhood Educators need a pay increase 

now and a responsible government would have fi xed this 
already.”

The union says that the issue could be resolved if the 
federal government had the will. And that PM Turnbull 
needs to understand that the issue is not going away and 
his government needed to take responsibility and fund 
professional pay for educators.

“It is outrageous that in 2017 female-dominated 
industries are still fi ghting to receive equal pay,” said 
Gibbons.

“Educators have been left with no choice but to esca-
late their campaign for equal pay and to win the profes-
sional pay they deserve.”

The recent ballot of 3,000 early childhood educa-
tors returned a 95 percent yes vote in favour of nation-
al walk-offs. These will be taking place in the coming 
months. 

Child care 
workers gain

Casuals break through
A Fair Work Commission (FWC) 
decision will allow casual workers 
who can prove they have worked 
regular hours for a year to request 
conversion to permanent employ-
ment. It will apply to 85 of 120 
modern awards.

Thousands of casual work-
ers may be positively affected by 
this decision which is an outcome 
of the ACTU common claim on 
casual and part-time employment, 
which formed part of the four yearly 
review of modern awards.

The ACTU claim, though, was 
for a six month qualifying period, 
for four hour minimum shifts and 
for a deeming (automatic con-
version) clause in awards, which 
already have conversion provisions. 
The FWC did not agree to these 
claims.

The Higher Education (General 

Staff) Award 2010 is in this latter 
category.

The National Tertiary Education 
Union was party to the case for 
the very purpose of advocating for 
automatic conversion after a quali-
fying period. The NTEU argued 
that whilst conversion clauses are 
included in most enterprise agree-
ments, university managements 
regularly rejected applications and 
staff are deterred from pursuing 
applications.

The FWC unfortunately, but not 
surprisingly, accepted the univer-
sity management argument that the 
system worked and did not require 
the force of a change to the award. 
This occurred despite the univer-
sities’ evidence showing that they 
simply do not know where or how 
their casual staff are employed.

In the current university 

environment of rapidly rising inse-
cure work at the expense of ongoing 
positions, casual staff are under-
standably fearful of drawing atten-
tion to themselves by even inquiring 
about conversion despite many 
being regularly employed for long 
periods.

However, the FWC decision is 
a fi llip in that it does argue that a 
casual conversion clause is a safe-
guard against unfair exploitation 
– a fi rst for most Australian casual 
workers. The decision provides us 
with the opportunity to press this 
matter with university managements 
and support NTEU members in 
seeking conversion through enter-
prise agreements. 
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Bilal Cleland

The politics of exclusion proceeds apace. 
Just recently we were informed that 
Australian citizenship would become 
harder to acquire: “The new measures 
would see migrants face a tougher citizen-
ship test which will assess their commitment 
to Australia and their attitudes to religious 
freedom and gender equality”. [ABC News
2017-04-21].

Not only “values” will be emphasised; 
there will be a much tighter English language 
requirement. Immigration Minister Peter 
Dutton made it clear that a “signifi cant change” 
would be made. Henceforth an English profi -
ciency equivalent to IELTS Level 6 would be 
needed.

As Henry Sherrell, Research Offi cer in the 
Development Policy Centre at the Australian 
National University commented: “This is not 
just a signifi cant change; it is a fundamental 
break”. [27 April 2017 Inside Story].

He reported that in 2015, ACIL Allen 
Consulting evaluated the Adult Migrant English 
Program, or AMEP. Its report is the most up-
to-date assessment of the English literacy of 
recent migrants. Just 7 percent of clients exit 
at ISLPR 2 (social profi ciency, the equivalent 
of IELTS 4.5) after receiving 500 hours. Of the 
AMEP attendees who completed 500 hours of 
training between 2004 and 2012, 0 percent of 
new migrants reached the level required for the 
new citizenship test.

The implications of this are clear. Sherrell 
writes: “But the practical effects of impos-
ing this standard are immense. It amounts to 
the deliberate exclusion of thousands of new 

migrants from Australian citizenship. Back in 
2015, on the same topic, I wrote: “The worst 
outcome is permanent exclusion from socie-
ty because barriers to entry are too high. An 
English language test for citizenship would 
be such a barrier. This exclusion would 
occur despite an indefi nite right to remain in 
Australia. A tiered, broken system of residency 
with little long-term hope.”

Thus we are witnessing the Liberal 
National Party in the process of establishing 
an underclass of people who will be denied citi-
zenship, which will grow year after year in the 
Australian population. This underclass will be 
denied the right to take part in the full politi-
cal life of the nation. It will be the death of an 
inclusive democracy.

A non-citizen underclass
That is not a new situation for this coun-

try. First there was the 1901 Immigration 
Restriction Act, enforced by a dictation test 
which did not openly proclaim racial superior-
ity in order not to offend non-British subjects 
of the empire and the Japanese ally. Then came 
the 1903 Naturalisation Act which provided 
that applicants for naturalisation could not be 
natives of Asia, Africa or the Pacifi c Islands 
(except for New Zealand).

Men who had worked in Australia for over 
a decade would never be acceptable as citi-
zens. One case study is that of Jan Mahomet, 
a 35-year-old Afghan storekeeper and camel-
driver, who had worked in South Australia for 
nearly four years, Coolgardie for over a year, 
and then in Murchison, near Geraldton WA, for 
eleven years.

He received his rejection of naturalisation 

from the Department of External Affairs in 
Melbourne in October 1906, about three weeks 
after submitting his papers. The only sign in the 
archives of his response is a curt telegram to 
the Department on 25 October asking for the 
return of all his papers. He was not European, 
not white enough. Such non-acceptable resi-
dents were excluded from the age pension and 
other social welfare benefi ts which were gradu-
ally introduced over time.

There is a discernible trend in Australian 
government policy towards exclusion of ref-
ugees and non-English speaking immigrants 

from national life. This is a break with the non-
discriminatory immigration policies that have 
dominated since the election of the Whitlam 
government in 1972, continued by the Fraser 
government of 1975.

Our country has commenced a decline into 
what could well be a very unpleasant, undem-
ocratic and culturally exclusive future, at the 
same time as we seem to be permitting the 
intrusion of foreign-sponsored political cor-
ruption into national life.
The Beacon 

From the archives The Guardian, December 1987

Restricting citizenship

Philippines

NO to 
marshal law
Many Filipinos in Australia have 
been disappointed and outraged 
by President Duterte’s decision to 
impose martial law in Mindanao.

While alleged attacks by the 
ISIS-supporting Abu Sayyaf and 
Maute Group are affecting a small 
part of Mindanao, we know that 
martial law will not solve the root 
causes of terrorism or the armed 
confl ict in the region.

Only the United States and its 
supporters stand to gain from mar-
tial rule. For the United States, 
martial law means securing the 
Philippines as a neo-colony and 
gives the necessary justifi cation 
for establishing military bases and 
unhampered movement throughout 
the archipelago. Yesterday a US P3 
Orion surveillance aircraft was seen 
fl ying over Marawi City. This is a 
violation of Philippine sovereignty. 
For big business and oligarchs, mar-
tial law secures their investments 
and the colonial trade. For big land-
lords, it is the protection and preser-
vation of their landholdings.

This will only fuel the armed 
insurgencies in the country by 
threatening the rights of activists 
and other citizens engaged in nor-
mally legal activities. It is important 
to note that even with 60 percent 
of the armed forces being located 
in Mindanao, none of the issues 
of poverty and injustice have been 
solved.

It is instead simply a repeat of 
the 14 years of martial law under 
Marcos that only worsened the situ-
ation of joblessness, unrest and pov-
erty in the country. Much worse, 
corruption fl ourished and many 
Filipinos suffered gross human 
rights violations and injustices.

Instead of these false solu-
tions we demand the continuation 
of peace negotiations between the 
Government of the Philippines 
(GRP) and the National Democratic 
Front of the Philippines (NDFP). 
We demand that the social and eco-
nomic reforms being proposed by 
the NDFP be taken seriously by the 
government as a means to address 
poverty and injustice in the country.

We ask for your support in 
opposing the restoration of mar-
tial law in part or the whole of the 
Philippines and the suppression of 
civil liberties.

We ask your readers to support 
our call for President Duterte to lift 
the martial law in Mindanao by rais-
ing the issue with your local MPs 
and asking them to call for Australia 
to stop its military support to the 
Philippines.

We also ask your church and 
your readers to write letters to the 
President of the Philippines and to 
the Chairperson of the Commission 
on Human Rights in the Philippines.

The addresses are stated below.
We thank you for your contin-

ued support.
Sincerely yours

May Kotsakis
Convenor, 

Philippine Caucus for Peace
Addresses & contact details:
HE Rodrigo Duterte
President of the Republic of the 
Philippines Malacanang Palace,
Manila, Philippines
Voice: (+632) 564 1451 to 80
Fax: (+632) 742-1641
E-mail: corres@op.gov.ph 
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PNG Immigration and Australia’s 
Border Force are stepping up the 
pressure on Manus refugees and 
asylum seekers in an effort to 
force them out of the detention 
centre. Detainees are being told 
that the detention centre will 
close on October 31, but they have 
nowhere safe to go. Only a minor-
ity have been interviewed by US 
offi cials and none have been told if 
they have been accepted for reset-
tlement in the US.

In the last week of June, refu-
gees who had been housed in Foxtrot 
moved into the disused IHMS build-
ing near Oscar Compound, which has 
about 10 rooms. They were warned 
to leave the buildings and on June 29, 
PNG immigration began demolishing 
the building, forcing the people back 
to Foxtrot.

Now there are moves to evict 
refugees who had moved out of 
Foxtrot to Charlie Compound (also 
near Oscar compound) three weeks 
ago. They were told they had to leave 
Charlie compound or the power will 
be cut off.

The 10 refugees, from Myanmar, 
Afghanistan, and Pakistan, moved 
from Foxtrot when the intended clo-
sure was fi rst announced. Charlie had 
been used as a classroom, but classes 
stopped as part of the moves to force 
people out of the detention centre.

If they are forced out of Charlie 
they will be homeless.

Border Force is trying to force 
people with positive refugee deter-
minations to move to East Lorengau, 
outside the detention centre. But con-
ditions there are no better – people 
are hungry, with no activities and no 
medical or mental health support.

They live under constant threat 
of attack. Besides the savage attacks 
outside, there have been robberies 
and break-ins even inside the guard-
ed East Lorengau complex.

But PNG immigration and 
Border Force are running out of time. 
The current contract with Ferrovial 
to manage the detention centre fi n-
ishes in October, but there are no safe 
resettlement plans for the people on 
Manus.

Australian Border Force offi-
cials held a meeting with Pakistani 
and Afghan refugees pressuring them 
to move to East Lorengau while 
there were still rooms there. When 
it came to this point about moving, 
the refugees walked out of the meet-
ing, saying, “We won’t go to East 
Lorengau.”

The $70 million pay-out they 
recently won from the Australian 
government for their illegal impris-
onment and physical and mental 
harm will not buy their future.

“The detainees do not want 
to stay in PNG,” said Ian Rintoul, 
spokesperson for the Refugee Action 
Coalition. “There is no resettlement 
plan and there is no safety. The gov-
ernment is stalling, trying to buy 
time, trying to save face. The gov-
ernment must bring them here.”

Meanwhile, just days after agree-
ing to pay Manus asylum seekers 
and refugees $70 million in damages 
for unlawful imprisonment and for 
physical and psychological damage, 
the government stepped up its puni-
tive program to forcibly relocate the 
detainees.

On June 23, all gym equip-
ment was removed from Mike and 
Oscar compounds. A new notice has 
announced that Foxtrot Compound 
will be closed and that asylum seek-
ers should move from Foxtrot to 
Mike compound.

At the same time PNG Immigration 
and Australian Border Force began 
trying to force refugees to move out of 
the detention centre to East Lorengau 
Transit Accommodation – a gated com-
plex closer to the Lorengau settlement.

The number of points that people 
can use in the canteen had already 
been reduced from 50 to 39. But all 
canteen items were removed, except 
for phone cards, pens and cigarettes.

But refugees are fearful of being 
forced to East Lorengau where a 
Bangladeshi man had his arm so sav-
agely hacked in a machete attack as 
he was robbed of his phone, money 
and belongings, he had to be evacu-
ated for emergency treatment in Port 
Morseby. Refugees in East Lorengau 
are vulnerable to such attacks and the 
attacks on refugees are increasing.

“No one is going to voluntarily 
move to East Lornegau when they 
face such danger there. The govern-
ment has no concern for the wel-
fare of the detainees. The attempt to 
drive them out of the detention centre 
is being driven by the fact that the 

contract for running the detention 
centre ends in October,” said Rintoul.

“The punitive attempt to force 
them into East Lorengau is also an 
admission that there is no resettle-
ment in PNG.

Border Force says that moving 
from the detention centre to East 
Lorengau won’t interfere with any 
settlement in the US, but as yet, 
there is no indication of how many 
will ever get to the US or how long 
people will have to wait. The fi rst 
interviews in Nauru were held seven 
months ago, and still no-one has gone 
from Nauru to the US.

On June 24, a generator was 
removed from Foxtrot compound in 
what could be the fi rst step to cutting 
the electricity from the compound to 
increase the pressure on detainees to 
move out of Foxtrot.

“The government has a duty of 
care for the people they put on Manus 
Island. Increasing the punitive meas-
ures against them, can only make the 
already intolerable conditions, even 
worse,” Rintoul pointed out.

“Leaving them in danger is not 
an alternative. Last Good Friday, 
they were shot at inside the detention 
centre. Outside the detention centre 
they are attacked and robbed. The 
government has also robbed them 
of four years and their future. They 
must be brought to Australia.”

Vigils calling for Manus and 
Nauru to be evacuated are being 
held around the country on July 19, 
the four-year anniversary of Prime 
Minister Rudd’s declaration of the 
current version of offshore detention. 
In Sydney, the vigil will be at Hyde 
Park North at 6 pm. 

Nowhere to go

A “Let Them Stay” rally in Perth. (Photo: Vinnie Molina)

Offshoring 
as crew dumped
The Turnbull government must 
stand up for Australian jobs 
in blue water shipping after its 
administration of coastal shipping 
rules encouraged a major interna-
tional employer to dump the crew 
on another Australian vessel.

The Canadian Steamship Lines 
(CSL) Thevenard recently sailed to 
China, purportedly for dry-docking, 
but the Aussie crew members were 
notifi ed yesterday of their sacking 
and given their fl ights home.

Maritime Union of Australia 
(MUA) national secretary Paddy 
Crumlin said the Turnbull govern-
ment could not allow the offshoring 
of jobs to continue by issuing tem-
porary licences that allow cheap, 
foreign labour to be used instead of 
Aussie vessels and crew.

“The MUA is disgusted at the 
Turnbull government’s wilful indif-
ference to the plight of Australian 
seafarers and the Transport Minister 
must immediately cease issu-
ing temporary licenses under 
the Coastal Trading ACT,” said 
Crumlin.

“The government needs to act in 
the national interest by ceasing the 
destruction of the blue water ship-
ping industry by allowing compa-
nies to use the cheapest, most highly 
exploited crews and a tax avoidance 
industry backing these ships.

“The issuing of temporary 
licences is done by the government 
of the day. They have the power to 
deny companies such as CSL and 
if Turnbull and his ministers won’t 
do it then the government needs to 
change in favour of one that stands 
up for Australian jobs.”

Crumlin said exploited crew on 
Flag of Convenience (FOC) vessels 
earn as little as $1.20 an hour, have 
less training and are often unaware 
of our fragile coastal environment. 
They do not meet national secu-
rity screening appled to Australian 
resident seafarers and are directly 
making Australian seafarers unem-
ployed in effectively taking their 
jobs under this industry of rorting 
and vandalising Australian workers’ 
rights, a situation he described as a 
national disgrace.

“Australian workers cannot 
compete with slave labour and sys-
temic tax avoidance under the FOC 
system. We must maintain our blue 
water shipping industry on the 
grounds of national security, fuel 
security, protecting Australian jobs 
and the environment,” he said.

ITF Cabotage Task Force Chair 
and Seafarers’ International Union 
of Canada (SIU) president James 
Given said: “Despite pressure 
from shippers to decrease costs, 
CSL must provide international 

leadership and maintain decent 
standards of employment rather 
than engage in a race to the 
bottom.”

ITF Maritime Coordinator 
Jacqueline Smith said: “The con-
servative government in Australia 
clearly has no intention to sup-
port its national shipping despite 
the importance maritime has for 
Australia. However, CSL has 
had a longstanding relationship 
with MUA and we expect them to 
return to engagement on the long 
term maintenance of cabotage and 
Australian shipping.”

The MUA remains concerned 
that international companies still 
use 457 visa holders on other ves-
sels in its fl eet that are trading on 
the Australian coast.

Crumlin wrote to Immigration 
Minister Peter Dutton in January 
urging the Department of 
Immigration and Border Protection 
to undertake an investigation into 
possible rorting of the 457 visa 
program.

“Those jobs should be fi lled by 
Australia workers fi rst. That’s why 
cabotage rules exist and the intent 
of the law needs to be followed by 
companies and governments alike,” 
he said. 

Melbourne
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Peter Mac

Three weeks ago, in a highly disturbing 
move, Victorian Premier Daniel Andrews 
foreshadowed the introduction of legisla-
tion under which people who are suspected 
of terrorism but haven’t actually commit-
ted a crime could be held without charge, 
placed under curfew or subjected to GPS 
tracking of their movements.

He also suggested that children as young 
as 14 who are terror suspects could be impris-
oned for up to two weeks without charge, and 
that ASIO and the Federal Police should be on 
prison parole boards.

Andrews’ recommendations followed a 
siege at Brighton in Victoria, in which one 
man was killed and three police injured by a 
prisoner released on bail who was holding a 
woman hostage.

The bail decision led three federal Ministers 
to claim that Victorian judges have engaged in 
“ideological experiments” involving the lenient 
treatment of terrorists.

The Victorian Supreme Court, which was 
hearing appeals against sentences for terror-
ism imposed on two teenagers, then asked the 
ministers why they should not be held in con-
tempt of court.

The ministers expressed half-hearted 
regrets, but offered no unqualifi ed apologies. 
The incident demonstrated that the Turnbull 
government intends to pressure the judiciary 
to sentence offenders according to its political 
agenda, and wants to interfere with the consti-
tutional separation of powers.

Attorney-General George Brandis also 
refuses to rule out the introduction of mandato-
ry sentencing, under which judges would have 
to impose sentences determined by the gov-
ernment. In the 1930s, pressure applied to the 
German courts, together with the introduction 
of mandatory sentencing, resulted in the judici-
ary becoming a servile arm of the Fascist state.

Who is a terrorist?
“Terrorist” refers to members of organised 

groups intent on creating mass terror by crimi-
nal acts. However, cases of individual violent 
criminal behaviour are now being unjustifi ably 
treated as if they are part of organised terror-
ist activity.

Yacqub Khayre, the drug addict responsible 
for the Brighton siege, and Man Haron Monis, 
who conducted Sydney’s Martin Place siege, 
have been treated by state and federal govern-
ments as terrorists.

Both were severely mentally unbalanced 
and had been convicted of violent behaviour, 
but neither appears to have actually had formal 
links to a major organised terrorist group. In 
2010 Khayre was accused of having links to a 
terror “cell”, but he was subsequently acquit-
ted. Monis claimed he was acting for ISIS but 
evidence does not confi rm this.

(Man Haron Monis, who was granted 

political asylum in Australia in 2001, was on 
bail for a string of violent offences, including 
being an accessory to the murder of his ex-
wife. He was also facing more than 50 sexual 
and indecent assault charges and had a convic-
tion for sending abusive letters to families of 
deceased Australian soldiers. Police negotiated 
with Monis, via hostages, for 16 hours before 
offi cers stormed the building.)

In attempting to justify his proposed 
amendments to Victoria’s parole system, 
Andrews referred to Melbourne’s Bourke 
Street car attack, which was in fact the act of a 
deranged individual, and to the murder of ABC 
journalist Jill Meagher, which had nothing to do 
with terrorism at all.

Andrews has said: “If the rights of a small 
number of people is what’s required to keep 
Victoria safe, then I won’t hesitate to do it.”

But elimination of the rights of “a small 
number of people” would set a precedent for 
treating everyone the same way, i.e. by punish-
ing them for crimes they haven’t yet committed.

Super department, super 
jails

The Turnbull government is considering 
amalgamating federal police, customs, immi-
gration and intelligence services into a super 
department like the British Home Offi ce.

The new department’s minister would 
probably be Peter Dutton, the sinister, secre-
tive former police offi cer who has acted with 
ruthless disregard as Minister for Immigration 
and Border Protection.

The move, which is likely to take place 
in December when Attorney-General George 
Brandis is expected to retire, would be addition-
al poison to relations with Australia’s Muslim 
community as part of the government’s demon-
ising the Islamic members of the community.

In NSW, Chief Justice Warren recently 
commented that terrorist sentences there did 
not take into account the youth of the accused 
or the possibility of rehabilitation.

They certainly don’t. The Berejiklian gov-
ernment has proposed construction of a special 
wing of the Goulburn “supermax” prison, in 
which terrorist offenders would be held sep-
arately, to prevent ideological “infection” of 
other inmates.

Prisoners convicted of terrorism would 
either be held in solitary confi nement or else 
prevented from meeting more than one other 
prisoner at a time. The use of languages other 
than English would be forbidden.

State and federal governments have recent-
ly agreed to pass legislation allowing for the 
indefi nite detention of unrepentant terrorists 
after expiry of their sentences if the responsi-
ble government deemed them a threat.

Conservative politicians are reluctant to 
release any prisoners convicted of terrorism, 
and the brutal “supermax” scheme would 
almost certainly eliminate any possibility of 

repentance, so prisoners sent to the terrorist 
wing are likely to remain there until they die.

Media hysteria and public 
safety

The nation’s right-wing press, including the 
Sydney Daily Telegraph, the Melbourne Herald
and The Australian, has covered the terrorism 
issue with hysterical and wildly inaccurate 
fear-mongering.

Not to be outdone, One Nation leader 
Pauline Hanson recently called for the mass 
internment of Muslims suspected of involve-
ment in terrorism, and the deportation of sus-
pects who are not Australian citizens.

Sydney radio “shock-jock” commentator 
Allan Jones advocated a reversal of the onus of 
proof for terror suspects, the dumping of funda-
mental principles of justice, and what sounded 
like arbitrary execution. He declared: “... round 
them up, whether the evidence is there or not. ... 
Intern them somewhere remote and leave them 
there or get rid of them.”

Elaine Pearson, Australian director of 
Human Rights Watch, commented: “Locking 
people up without charge or trial isn’t going 
to make us safer. It’s just going to make a new 
generation of disaffected and alienated young 

people who will look to ISIS. Locking them 
up would undermine our entire legal system, 
which is based on charges being laid, evidence 
being presented and then either conviction or 
acquittal.”

Australia’s “thought crime” laws, including 
those proposed by Andrews, could be applied 
to anyone the government wanted to silence or 
politically eliminate, by simply claiming they 
were a terrorist suspect.

The public certainly has a right to expect 
that it will be protected by government from 
terrorist attacks, and that applications for bail 
from criminals with a history of mental illness 
and persistent violence will be treated with the 
utmost caution by the courts.

But that doesn’t mean that prisoners should 
lose the right to apply for bail or to have their 
applications given serious consideration. The 
“lock ’em up and forget ’em” approach is 
already evident in our shocking treatment of 
asylum seekers who have committed no crime 
but have in many cases been imprisoned for 
years.

And the government has no right whatso-
ever to exploit widespread apprehension about 
terror attacks in order to introduce legislation 
that abolishes the civil rights of the Australian 
people. 
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Map spotlights genocide
An online map has been launched 
detailing the genocide of 
Aboriginal Australians by colonis-
ing settlers. The tool, developed 
by researchers at the University 
of Newcastle, New South Wales, 
records more than 150 massacres, 
specifying the sites where killings 
took place, how many people were 
murdered, what weapons were 
used to kill them and who was 
responsible.

Professor Lyndall Ryan, who 
developed the resource, said: “Most 
massacres took place in secret and 
were designed not to be discovered, 
so fi nding evidence of them is a 
major challenge.”

She and her team used “set-
tler diaries, newspaper reports, 
Aboriginal evidence and archives 
from state and federal repositories” 
to discover and corroborate claimed 
incidents.

They defi ned a massacre as 
the “indiscriminate killing of six 
or more undefended people,” and 
traced such events from settlement 
in 1788 until 1872.

While other online maps have 
been launched, Professor Ryan says 
this is the fi rst that details sources 
and evidence as well as the only 
“coherent list of frontier massa-
cres spanning 80 years.” As yet, 
Tasmania, Victoria, New South 
Wales and Queensland have been 
carefully documented but more 
work is needed on other states.

Professor Ryan said she hopes 
the research will spur an under-
standing of the genocide and prompt 
memorial monuments similar to 
those erected for Australians killed 
in wars.

A major summit of Indigenous 
people at Uluru in May called for 
formal representation of Aboriginal 

Australians in parliament and work 
towards a treaty specifying their 
rights.

True equality requires acknowl-
edgement of history: basically a 
policy of genocide has been fol-
lowed, This was followed by 
assimilation – an attempt to elimi-
nate 60,000 years of culture (See 
Guardian #1784 05-07-2017).

Both policies sought to wipe out 
Aboriginal Australians as a people.

What is needed is recognition 
of Aboriginal rights as a national 
minority in Australia, and above all 
their right to land so that there is 
work for young Aboriginal men and 
women.
Morning Star 

Who is a terrorist?Who is a terrorist?
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Martin Hart-Landsberg

US-North Korean relations remain very 
tense, although the threat of a new Korean 
War has thankfully receded. Still the US 
government remains determined to tight-
en economic sanctions on North Korea 
(Democratic People’s Republic of Korea) 
and continues to plan for a military strike 
aimed at destroying the country’s nuclear 
infrastructure. And the North for its part 
has made it clear that it would respond to 
any attack with its own strikes against US 
bases in the region and even the US itself.

This is not good, but it is important to 
realise that what is happening is not new. 
The US began conducting war games with 
South Korean forces in 1976 and it was not 
long before those included simulated nuclear 
attacks against the North, and that was before 
North Korea had nuclear weapons. In 1994, 
President Bill Clinton was close to launch-
ing a military attack on North Korea with 
the aim of destroying its nuclear facilities. 
In 2002, President Bush talked about seizing 
North Korean ships as part of a blockade of 
the country, which is an act of war. In 2013, 
the US conducted war games which involved 
planning for pre-emptive attacks on North 
Korean military targets and “decapitation” of 
the North Korean leadership and even a fi rst 
strike nuclear attack.

I don’t think we are on the verge of a new 
Korean war, but the cycle of belligerency and 
threat-making on both sides is intensifying. 
And it is always possible that a miscalculation 
could in fact trigger a new war, with devastat-
ing consequences. The threat of war, perhaps 
a nuclear war, is nothing to play around with. 
But – and this is important – even if a new war 
is averted, the ongoing embargo against North 
Korea and continual threats of war are them-
selves costly: they promote/legitimatise great-
er military spending and militarisation more 
generally, at the expense of needed social pro-
grams, in Japan, China, the US, and the two 
Koreas. They also create a situation that com-
promises democratic possibilities in both South 
and North Korea and worsen already diffi cult 
economic conditions in North Korea.

There is a choice for peace
We don’t have to go down this road – we 

have another option – but it is one that the US 
government is unwilling to consider, much less 
discuss. That option is for the US to accept 
North Korean offers of direct negotiations 
between the two countries, with all issues on 
the table.

The US government and media dismiss this 
option as out of hand. We are told that (1) the 
North is a hermit kingdom and seeks only iso-
lation, (2) the country is ruled by crazy people 
hell-bent on war, and (3) the North Korean 
leadership cannot be trusted to follow through 
on its promises. But none of this is true.

First, if being a hermit kingdom means 
never wanting to negotiate, then North Korea 
is not a hermit kingdom. North Korea has been 
asking for direct talks with the United States 
since the early 1990s. The reason is simple: 
this is when the USSR ended and Russia and 
the former Soviet bloc countries in Eastern 
Europe moved to adopt capitalism. The North 
was dependent on trade with these countries 
and their reorientation left the North Korean 
economy isolated and in crisis.

The North Korean leadership decided that 
they had to break out of this isolation and con-
nect the North Korean economy to the global 
economy, and this required normalisation of 
relations with the United States. Since then, 
they have repeatedly asked for unconditional 
direct talks with the US in hopes of securing 
an end to the Korean War and a peace treaty 
as a fi rst step toward their desired normalisa-
tion of relations, but they have been repeatedly 
rebuffed. The US has always put precondi-
tions on those talks, preconditions that always 
change whenever the North has taken steps to 
meet them.

The North has also tried to join the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF) and World 
Bank (WB), but the US and Japan have blocked 
their membership. The North has also tried to 
set up free trade zones to attract foreign invest-
ment, but the US and Japan have worked to 
block that investment.

So, it is not the North that is refusing to 
talk or broaden its engagement with the global 
economy; it is the US that seeks to keep North 
Korea isolated.

Out-of-control militarism
Second, the media portray North Korea as 

pursuing an out-of-control militarism that is 
the main cause of the current dangerous situa-
tion. But it is important to recognise that South 
Korea has outspent North Korea on military 
spending every year since 1976. International 
agencies currently estimate that North Korean 
annual military spending is $4 billion, while 
South Korean annual military spending is $40 
billion. And then we have to add the US mili-
tary build-up.

North Korea does spend a high percentage 
of its budget on the military, but that is because 
it has no reliable military ally and a weak econ-
omy. However, it has largely responded to 
South Korean and US militarism and threats, 
not driven them. As for the development of a 
nuclear weapons program, it was the US that 
brought nuclear weapons to the Korean penin-
sula. It did so in 1958 in violation of the Korean 
War armistice and threatened North Korea with 
nuclear attack years before the North even 
sought to develop nuclear weapons.

Third, North Korea has been a more relia-
ble negotiating partner than the USA. Here, we 
have to take up the nuclear issue more direct-
ly. The North has tested a nuclear weapon fi ve 
times: 2006, 2009, 2013, and twice in 2016.

Critically, North Korean tests have large-
ly been conducted in an effort to pull the US 
into negotiations or fulfi l past promises. And 
the country has made numerous offers to halt 
its testing and even freeze its nuclear weapons 
program if only the US would agree to talks.

North Korea was fi rst accused of devel-
oping nuclear weapons in the early 1990s. 
Its leadership refused to confi rm or deny that 

the country had succeeded in manufactur-
ing nuclear weapons but said that it would 
open up its facilities for inspection if the US 
would enter talks to normalise relations. As 
noted above, the North was desperate, in the 
wake of the collapse of the USSR, to draw 
the US into negotiations. In other words, it 
was ready to end the hostilities between the 
two countries.

US failures
The US government refused talks and 

began to mobilise for a strike on North Korean 
nuclear facilities. A war was averted only 
because Jimmy Carter, against the wishes of 
the Clinton administration, went to the North, 
met Kim Il Sung, and negotiated an agreement 
that froze the North Korean nuclear program.

The North Korean government agreed to 
end their country’s nuclear weapons program in 
exchange for aid and normalisation. And from 
1994 to 2002, the North froze its plutonium 
program and had all nuclear fuel observed by 
international inspectors to assure the US that it 
was not engaged in making any nuclear weap-
ons. Unfortunately, the US did not live up to 
its side of the bargain; it did not deliver the aid 
it promised or take meaningful steps toward 
normalisation.

In 2001, President Bush declared North 
Korea to be part of the “axis of evil” and the 
following year unilaterally cancelled the agree-
ment. In response, the North restarted its nucle-
ar program.

In 2003, the Chinese government, wor-
ried about growing tensions between the US 
and North Korea, convened multiparty talks to 
bring the two countries back to negotiations. 
Finally, in 2005, under Chinese pressure, the 
US agreed to a new agreement, in which each 
North Korean step toward ending its weapons 
program would be matched by a new US step 
toward ending the embargo and normalising 
relations. But exactly one day after signing the 
agreement, the US asserted, without evidence, 
that North Korea was engaged in a program 
of counterfeiting US dollars and tightened its 
sanctions policy against North Korea.

The North Korean response was to test 
its fi rst nuclear bomb in 2006. And shortly 

afterward, the US agreed to drop its counter-
feiting charge and comply with the agreement 
it had previously signed.

In 2007, North Korea shut down its nucle-
ar program and even began dismantling its 
nuclear facilities – but the US again didn’t 
follow through on the terms of the agreement, 
falling behind on its promised aid and sanc-
tion reductions. In fact, the US kept escalat-
ing its demands on North Korea, calling for 
an end to North Korea’s missile program and 
improvement in human rights in addition to the 
agreed-upon steps to end North Korea’s nuclear 
weapons program. And so, frustrated, North 
Korea tested another nuclear weapon in 2009.

And the US responded by tightening 
sanctions.

In 2012, the North launched two satellites. 
The fi rst failed, the second succeeded. Before 
each launch the US threatened to go to the UN 
and secure new sanctions on North Korea. But 
the North asserted its right to launch satellites 
and went ahead. After the December 2012 
launch, the UN agreed to further sanctions and 
the North responded with its third nuclear test 
in 2013.

War games
This period marks a major change in North 

Korean policy. The North now changed its 
public stance: it declared itself a nuclear state 
– and announced that it was no longer will-
ing to give up its nuclear weapons. However, 
the North Korean government made clear 
that it would freeze its nuclear weapons pro-
gram if the US would cancel its future war 
games. The US refused and its March 2013 
war games included practice runs of nuclear 
equipped bombers and planning for occupying 
North Korea. The North has therefore contin-
ued to test and develop its nuclear weapons 
capability.

Here is the point: whenever the US shows 
willingness to negotiate, the North responds. 
And when agreements are signed, it is the US 
that has abandoned them. The North has pushed 
forward with its nuclear weapons program 
largely in an attempt to force the US to seri-
ously engage with the North because it believes 
that this program is its only bargaining chip. 

North Korea

US blocks diplomatic path

It is not the DPRK that is refusing to talk or broaden its engagement with the global economy; it is the US that seeks to keep North Korea isolated – Kim Jong-u
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And it is desperate to end the US embargo on 
its economy.

We lost the opportunity to negotiate with 
a non-nuclear North Korea when we cut off 
negotiations in 2001, before the country had 
a nuclear arsenal. Things have changed. Now, 
the most we can reasonably expect is an agree-
ment that freezes that arsenal. However, if rela-
tions between the two countries truly improve it 
may well be possible to achieve a non-nuclear 
Korean Peninsula, an outcome both countries 
profess to seek.

New possibilities
So, why does the US refuse direct negotia-

tions and risk war? The most logical reason is 
that there are powerful forces opposing them. 
Sadly, the tension is useful to the US military 
industrial complex, which needs enemies to 
support the ongoing build-up of the military 
budget. The tension also allows the US military 
to maintain troops on the Asian mainland and 
forces in Japan. It also helps to isolate China 
and boost right-wing political tendencies in 
Japan and South Korea.

However, the outcome of the recent presi-
dential election in South Korea might open pos-
sibilities to force a change in US policy. Moon 
Jae-in, the winner, has repudiated the hard-line 
policies of his impeached predecessor, Park 
Guen-Hye, and declared his commitment to 
re-engage with the North. The US government 
was not happy about his victory, but it cannot 
easily ignore Moon’s call for a change in South 
Korean policy toward North Korea, especially 
since US actions against the North are usually 
presented as necessary to protect South Korea. 
Thus, if Moon follows through on his promises, 
the US may well be forced to moderate its own 
policy toward the North.

What is clear is that we in the US have 
a responsibility to become better educated 
about US policy toward both Koreas, to sup-
port popular movements in South Korea that 
seek peaceful relations with North Korea and 
progress toward reunifi cation, and to work for 
a US policy that promotes the demilitarisa-
tion and normalisation of US-North Korean 
relations.
People’s World 
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un leader of the DPRK.

John Wright

Of the many crimes committed by 
Washington and its faithful British satrapy 
around the world, the coup that toppled 
the democratically-elected prime minister 
of Iran, Mohammad Mossadeq, in 1953 is 
among the most grievous.

The recent release of a tranche of declassi-
fi ed CIA documents, including memos cover-
ing the period, are a timely reminder not only 
of the staggering mendacity of both countries 
in asserting the right to lecture the world about 
democracy and human rights, but the extent 
to which they have wrought so much damage 
and devastation throughout their respective 
histories.

Operation Ajax, the name by which 
the sordid plan to undermine and topple 
Muhammad Mossadeq’s government is known, 
was undertaken in response to Mossadeq’s 
decision to nationalise Iran’s oil resources 
with a view to husbanding the revenue for the 
benefi t of the Iranian people, rather than allow 
it to continue to be sucked out of the country 
by the then British state-owned Anglo-Iranian 
Oil Company (AIOC) – forerunner of today’s 
global oil conglomerate BP.

Britain had been in control of Iran’s oil 
since 1908 when the country was known as 
Persia. London set up AIOC specifi cally with 
the development and exploitation of this energy 
bonanza in mind. The UK government taking 
over a controlling share of the concession that 
had been granted to English mining entrepre-
neur William Knox D’Arcy by Persia’s monar-
chy in 1901. It came at a point when Britain’s 
large navy was shifting from coal to oil-pow-
ered engines, thus making a secure oil supply of 
critical strategic and military importance for a 
country whose empire covered almost a quarter 
of the planet’s land surface.

None other than Britain’s future prime min-
ister Winston Churchill affi rmed the importance 
of control over Persia’s oil, when he wrote, 
“Fortune brought us a prize from fairyland 
beyond our wildest dreams. Mastery itself was 
the prize of the venture.” Note here the colonial 

grandeur of Churchill’s sentiments – a turgid 
celebration of the opportunity for enrichment 
that was so unabashed it would make a low-rent 
mafi a hood blush.

The record shows that throughout the 
AIOC’s presence and operations in Persia (the 
country became Iran in 1935), Tehran received 
a derisory percentage of the huge revenue gar-
nered from the oil extracted from its territory. 
This triggered a rise in national consciousness 
over Iran’s independence and dignity vis-à-vis 
the colonial and imperialist powers, and lifted 
Mossadeq into the offi ce of prime minister in 
1951.

Soon after coming to power, he nation-
alised Iran’s oil and confi scated the assets of 
the AIOC. In a speech explaining his motives, 
Mossadeq said, “Our long years of negotia-
tions with foreign countries ... have yielded no 
results thus far. With the oil revenues, we could 
meet our entire budget and combat poverty, 
disease, and backwardness among our people. 
Another important consideration is that by the 
elimination of the power of the British com-
pany, we would also eliminate corruption and 
intrigue, by means of which the internal affairs 
of our country have been infl uenced. Once this 
tutelage has ceased, Iran will have achieved its 
economic and political independence.”

Britain responded by making it impossi-
ble for Iran to sell its newly nationalised oil 
on the world market. However, this wasn’t 
enough and, having persuaded the Americans 
that Iran was “in danger” of turning commu-
nist – given the popularity of the country’s 
Tudeh (Communist) Party – a plan to remove 
Mossadeq was hatched with the CIA playing 
the lead role.

In London, the plan was signed off by 
the aforementioned Winston Churchill, now 
Britain’s prime minister. Meanwhile, in 
Washington, Dwight D Eisenhower was the 
man in the White House who authorised the 
notorious Dulles brothers, Allen and John 
Foster, to proceed with Operation Ajax.

When Mossadeq got wind of the plan, 
he closed the British Embassy in Tehran and 
expelled its staff. He also discovered the 

country’s monarch, the Shah, was in cahoots 
with the plan and forced him to fl ee the coun-
try. However, by now the CIA had succeeded in 
bribing various army and police offi cers, along 
with key journalists and clerics, and members 
of the Iranian parliament, who helped to whip 
up an anti-Mossadeq atmosphere in the coun-
try, accusing him of being a communist, thus 
playing to the religiosity of a large sector of the 
Iranian population.

On August 19, 1953, Mossadeq was arrest-
ed along with thousands of his supporters. 
Upon his arrest, the Shah returned from exile 
to become Washington’s placeman, ruling the 
country with extreme brutality and corruption 
until he was ousted in the Iranian Revolution 
of 1979.

It is impossible while contemplating this 
despicable episode not to be fi lled with indigna-
tion at the hypocrisy and contemptible violation 
of Iran’s sovereignty and independence.

Compounding the sense of injustice is the 
knowledge that it is just one of many such 
crimes committed against governments and 
countries around the world in a pattern of inter-
national banditry, subversion and aggression 
against sovereign states which has continued 
all the way up to the present day under succes-
sive administrations. It proves that instead of 
the “indispensable nation” the US arrogantly 
considers itself, we are dealing with a country 
that has long evinced the characteristics of a 
rogue state.

Ultimately, then, no region has suffered 
more at the hands of US imperialism than the 
Middle East. Indeed it is still suffering to this 
day, with Iran currently in the crosshairs of the 
same Washington establishment for daring to 
assert its independence, dignity and resistance 
to hegemony.

As for Muhammad Mossadeq, he goes 
down in history as a leader with the courage 
to defy the empire. His legacy lives on in the 
obdurate refusal of the Iranian people to submit 
to Washington’s writ in our time.
RT 

US hatched 
1953 Iran coup

Toppled – democratically-elected prime minister of Iran, Mohammad Mossadeq.
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Graham Peebles

Sustainable security is not created through 
threats and the cultivation of fear, but 
by building relationships, cooperating 
and establishing trust. As long as nuclear 
weapons exist there is a risk of them being 
used, of an accident – and there have been 
many close shaves since 1948 – and sub-
sequent annihilation. As the International 
Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons 
(ICANW) rightly states,“Prohibiting and 
completely eliminating nuclear weapons is 
the only guarantee against their use”.

The rational thing to do is to move towards 
a nuclear free world and with some urgency; 
this necessarily entails the nuclear powers 
disarming, either unilaterally or bilaterally. 
Someone has to begin the process; by taking 
the moral initiative others will be under pres-
sure to follow.

Clearing the world of these monstrous 
machines would not only be a major step in 
safeguarding humanity and the planet, it would 
represent a triumph of humane principles of 
goodness – cooperation, trust, unity – over hate, 
suspicion and discord.

Towards the end of 2016, the United 
Nations general assembly adopted a landmark 
resolution to begin to “negotiate a legally 
binding instrument to prohibit nuclear weap-
ons, leading towards their total elimination.” 
Talks began in February this year, when the 
fi rst leg of a two stage conference was held in 
New York; 123 nations voted to outlaw them, 
while the nine nuclear powers (USA, China, 
France, Britain, Russia, India, Pakistan, Israel 
and North Korea), rather predictably stood in 
opposition to a ban and voted against the pro-
posal, as did nuclear host and alliance countries 
such as Belgium, Italy, Croatia and Norway, 
among others.

It is interesting to note that the countries 
that possess nuclear weapons seem to believe 
it’s fi ne for them to have these tools of destruc-
tion, but not for other nations, particularly those 
that have a different world view. Between them, 
these nine nations boast around 15,000 nuclear 
weapons; America and Russia own 93 percent 
of the total of which some 1,800 are reportedly 
kept on “high-alert status”, meaning they can 
be launched within minutes. Just one of these 
warheads, if detonated on a large city, could 
kill millions of people, with the effects persist-
ing for decades.

Modern nuclear weapons are a great deal 
smaller and many times more powerful than 
the atomic bombs dropped on Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki in 1945, which, far from ending the 
war, was completely unnecessary, and caused 

death and destruction on a scale hitherto 
unseen. As Admiral William D Leahy, the high-
est-ranking member of the US military at the 
time, wrote in his memoirs, the atomic bomb 
“was of no material assistance” against Japan, 
because “the Japanese were already defeated.” 

General Dwight D Eisenhower echoed this 
view, saying, “Japan was at the moment seek-
ing some way to surrender with minimum loss 
of ‘face’. It wasn’t necessary to hit them with 
that awful thing.” 

In dropping the bombs, Leahy said, the US 
“had adopted an ethical standard common to the 
barbarians of the Dark Ages. I was not taught to 
make war in that fashion, and wars cannot be 
won by destroying women and children.”

False, expensive logic
The perverse attitude surrounding the pos-

session of nuclear weapons was evident during 
the UK election campaign when Jeremy Corbyn 
– a lifelong peace activist and co-founder of the 
Stop the War Campaign – was repeatedly criti-
cised by the right-wing media (including the 
BBC), Conservative politicians and manipu-
lated members of the public, for refusing to 
say whether he would, or would not, launch 
a nuclear attack. He met such irrational hypo-
theticals with composure and suppressed irri-
tation, saying that he would do all he could to 
avert confl ict in the fi rst place and that every 
effort should be made to rid the world of these 
ultimate weapons of mass destruction.

He is right and should be applauded for 
taking such a sane, common-sense approach, 
but the collective imagination has been poi-
soned to such a degree that advocating peace, 
and engaging in dialogue with one’s enemies is 
regarded as a sign of weakness, whereas sabre 
rattling and intransigence are hailed as displays 
of strength.

In addition to the risk of human and plan-
etary death, the fi nancial costs of producing, 
maintaining and developing these instruments 
of terror is staggering and diverts resources 
from areas of real need – health care, educa-
tion, dealing with the environmental catastro-
phe, and eradicating hunger. 

Globally, ICAN reports that the “annual 
expenditure on nuclear weapons is estimat-
ed at US$105 billion – or US$12 million an 
hour”. Unsurprisingly the US spends the larg-
est amount by far; equivalent, in fact, to the 
other eight nuclear-armed nations combined. 
Between 2010 and 2018 the US will spend 
at least US$179 billion and probably more, 
while 50 million of its citizens live in grind-
ing poverty.

In 2002 the World Bank forecast that “an 
annual investment of just US$40–60 billion, 

or roughly half the amount currently spent 
on nuclear weapons, would be enough to 
meet the internationally agreed Millennium 
Development Goals on poverty alleviation by 
the target date of 2015.” But the powerful and 
tooled up prefer to invest in an arsenal of total 
destruction. It makes no sense; it is another 
example of the insanity that surrounds us.

The irrational political choice of maintain-
ing a nuclear arsenal is justifi ed by duplicitous 
politicians as a means of establishing of peace; 
it is, they claim, a necessary deterrent against 
aggression. This is not only dishonest, it is total-
ly false logic: far from making the world a safer 
place, the very possession of nuclear weapons 
by any one country allows for and encourages 
their proliferation, thereby increasing the risk 
of them being used, or accidentally detonated.

If retaining nuclear weapons is not to deter 
would be invaders what is the reason for the 
massive fi nancial investment and the dangers 
that are inherent in patrolling the Earth with 
these weapons of total destruction?

In its detailed report Don’t Bank on the 
Bomb ICAN relates that in America, Britain, 

India and France private companies are given 
contracts worth billions to develop “new, 
more useable, and more destabilising nuclear 
weapons.” If peace is the collective objective, 
nuclear weapons must be regarded as a major 
obstacle and those connected in their construc-
tion, including investors, seen as collaborators 
in the creation of an atmosphere of mistrust and 
confl ict, facilitators of fear and insecurity. The 
contemporary threats to national security come 
not from potential armed invasion, but from 
terrorism, cyber-security issues, poverty and 
the environmental catastrophe and an unprec-
edented worldwide refugee crisis. In the light 
of such threats, nuclear weapons as a so-called 
deterrent are irrelevant.

It is by negating the causes of confl ict that 
peace will be allowed to fl ourish. Such causes 
are rooted in social injustice, community divi-
sions, prejudice and discrimination, competi-
tion and inequality, and must be countered by 
demonstrations of tolerance, the cultivation of 
cooperation and expression of compassion.
globalresearch.ca 

Barbaric tools of death

Police attack anti-racists
Police defending a Ku Klux Klan rally in the US city of 
Charlottesville, Virginia, last week attacked anti-racist pro-
testers with tear gas and arrested several of them.

Members of the white supremacist cult were demonstrating 
against the city council’s decision to remove a statue of Confederate 
general Robert E Lee and rename the public space it stands in 
“Emancipation Park”.

The removal has been halted by a court injunction pend-
ing a hearing in November. Leading fi gures in the pro-slavery 
Confederacy during the American civil war have cult status among 
the US far right and “culture wars” over monuments to their memo-
ries and use of the Confederate fl ag are a growing issue.

Virginia allows guns to be carried in public and some of the 
white-robed KKK marchers carried arms as they marched to the 
site under police escort.

Hundreds of counter-protesters surrounded the police cordon, 
shouting: “Shame!” and “Racists go home!” Unlike the KKK 
march, the counter-protest was not authorised and police laid into 
the demonstrators, saying their presence was “unlawful”.

Churches and community groups had put on concerts, activi-
ties and prayer sessions elsewhere in the city on the day, calling on 
people to ignore the far-right protest.

Mayor Michael Signer said he would “urge people not to take 
this totally discredited fringe organisation’s putrid bait at all.”

But Showing Up for Racial Justice demonstrator Grace Aheron 
disagreed, saying: “We’ve watched the rise of many people, 
including our current president, who hold many similar views. 
It’s enraging that the city would give a permit to a known terror-
ist organisation.”
Morning Star 
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Peter Koenig

In the wake of the G20 summit, 
police were beating on aggressive-
ly against the demonstrators, most 
of them peaceful, unarmed; but 
some of them violent and hooded, 
as old tradition dictates, so they 
will not be recognised as police 
themselves or patsies of the police. 
Many people were hurt, several to 
the point of hospitalisation. And 
the meeting had just begun.

At the onset of the summit, 
Donald Trump, the chief-psychopath, 
is running amok declaring with echo, 
“America First” – “America First” – 
trying to justify his decision for the 
US to quit the Paris Climate Accords. 
In a cheap attempt to hit Russia under 
the belt, he offered Europe gas sales, 
so Europe would no longer be “hos-
tage” to Russia. How arrogant, again. 
It remains to be seen to what extent 
the psychopath-in-chief will have 
on his European, Australian and 
Canadian vassal-psychopaths lined 
up and dancing to his tune.

Before the summit, “infor-
mal” talks between the odd couple, 
Donald Trump and Angela Merkel, 
took place. They focused on North 
Korea, Syria, and Ukraine – all coun-
tries where the US is intent to desta-
bilise and push for “regime change” 
– the sort of interference in sover-
eign nations’ affairs Trump promised 
during his campaign he would aban-
don as President.

Nobody has elected the G20, 
nor the G7. Everybody takes them 
for granted, the self-appointed meg-
alos. Nobody seems to question 
their legitimacy. People only protest 
against what they stand for. The G20 
are side-lining the offi cial body, the 
United Nations. The G7, embedded 
in the G20, are the aggressing driving 
force for wars, destruction, merciless 
killing and perpetual chaos.

The G7 – Canada, France, 
Germany, Italy, Japan, UK and the 

US – all western nations (Japan fol-
lows the western game plan), are also 
the main creators of terrorism. They 
fund, feed, train and arm such reput-
ed Islamic terror groups as ISIS / IS, 
Al Qaeda, Al Nusra – and others that 
fi t the model of their war strategy.

What and who?
The G20 are the G7 enlarged 

and disguised in their intentions, by 
13 other economic power brokers, 
also often referred to as “threshold 
countries”, including Russia, China, 
Brazil, India, Indonesia, Argentina, 
Mexico, South Africa, Australia, 
South Korea, Turkey and the EU. 
Spain is a permanent observer. Of 
course, the (western) world’s key 
fi nancial enablers and political insti-
tutions, like the IMF, World Bank, 
Federal Reserve and the UN with its 
regional sub-hubs, are not missing in 
Hamburg.

The G20 control two thirds of 
the world population, 90 percent 
of the globe’s economic output and 
80% of world trade. Their agenda 
in Hamburg is semi-secret, except 
for the items that might interest the 
populace at large, like fi ghting ter-
rorism. But certainly, under the guise 
of “security and terrorism”, they 
will also discuss, led by the Trump 
team, how to subdue renegades, such 
as Iran, Venezuela, Bolivia and, of 
course, the eastern most link of the 
new axis of evil, North Korea.

NATO, economy and terrorism 
go hand-in-hand. Without terror no 
wars. Without wars no production of 
weapons, and without military-secu-
rity industrial complex, the western 
world’s economy has reached a dead-
end. The US depends for more than 
50 percent of its economic output on 
the war and security machinery with 
its associated services. Europe, if it 
continues the status as a US vassal, 
will in no time march along the same 
footsteps. Hence, terrorism is a must. 
Peace is a no-go.

Soon NATO forces facing the 
Koreas? – NATO; the alliance of 
the willing – led by Washington, 
hiding behind the NATO emblem. In 
the land of the lawless, impunity is 
borderless.

Never mind that NATO has 
nothing to do with South America, 
or with Asia, or the Middle East, for 
that matter. The atrocious NATO kill-
ing machine will do their work in the 
process of subjugation anywhere in 
the world, while most people just 
close their eyes and ears, and remain 
mute. 

Be aware – it is a criminal insti-
tution made for killing societies and 
subordinating sovereign nations. 
Washington’s current plan is con-
trolling Russia, via NATO’s east-
ern European border aggressions, 
and China, by constantly provok-
ing and threatening North Korea’s 
sovereignty.

What’s left is the enslavement by 
debt. To survive, people may commit 

to the “debt-row”, gradually con-
verting into the death-row. As mis-
behaving countries are forced to do 
– swallowing debt against being fed 
minimal rations for survival. Greece 
is the epitome of this razors-sharp 
knife that slashed throats as well as 
the last goblet of the lifeline to sur-
vival. Solidarity is nowhere.

The dying beast is lashing out, 
right and left and above and beneath. 
It is desperate; itself on death-row, 
but if it must die, then dying we must 
all – the deadly grip of the rabies-
diseased dog that won’t let go. And 
won’t let go. And won’t let go to the 
last minute – or until death reigns 
over us all. That’s the risk we are 
running. A nuclear holocaust where, 
as Vladimir Putin has said already on 
a number of occasions, nobody will 
survive.

The oppressive police in 
Hamburg to suppress dissent, is 
but a forewarning for what is to 
come when Europe is being fully 

militarised. For those who are not 
aware, there is currently a “ghost 
town” being built by the Bundeswehr 
in collaboration with NATO, for 
hundreds of millions of euros, in one 
of Germany’s most modern military 
training camps, in Sachsen-Anhalt, 
not far from Hamburg. Starting 
in 2018, the artifi cial town will be 
ready for training NATO and EU 
military forces for urban warfare, 
to suppress possible upheavals and 
protests in the wake of neo-fascist 
economic measures – à la Greece – 
being forced upon Europe.

We are witnessing how this is 
done, and has been done for the last 
seven years to an entire nation – 
beautiful Greece, the land that has 
given us the philosophers, math-
ematicians and scientists we still 
laud and admire – and the true con-
cept of democracy which the west 
has used and abused for its trickery 
and deceit.
globalresearch.ca 
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Message post Hamburg
BRITAIN: It would have been too 
much to hope that the G20 summit 
in Hamburg would have produced 
anything of substance on the 
topics supposedly at the core of 
the two-day discussion.

It is not as if they were unim-
portant – trade and jobs, the climate 
crisis, the refugee crisis and terror-
ism obviously demand serious dis-
cussion and serious action.

Assembling the leaders of 20 
of the world’s biggest economies 
would appear to be useful in devel-
oping such action. But such, gen-
erally, is the commitment of this 
bunch of bigwigs to the global capi-
talist order as it stands that mean-
ingful decisions that could improve 
the lives of billions of people are off 
the table.

It does not take much effort 
to scratch the progressive veneer 
off the platitudes offered up by the 
great and good meeting in Germany 
at the moment. This is not just a 
case, as the rest of the British media 
would have you believe, of the 

“bad apples” Donald Trump and 
Vladimir Putin.

Much ink has been wasted 
and airtime gobbled up by sub-
soap opera musing about the pair 
and their meeting on the side-lines 
of the main summit. Focusing on 
these two serves to hide the issues 
at stake.

So does the hand-wringing over 
the actions of a few masked vandals 
who get their jollies torching cars 
and playing cops and robbers on the 
streets. The real hope at this summit 
is the tens of thousands assembling 
peacefully to demand fundamen-
tal change that works for both the 
people in the world’s richest coun-
tries, such as ourselves and those in 
the world’s poorest.

Those at the Global Solidarity 
Summit know that we need change 
that those inside the conference hall 
or at the lavish banquet last night 
will not countenance. Those inside 
insist on free trade and capital as 
the route to progress, those out-
side know that this is cover for ever 

increasing exploitation of the work-
ing class at home and abroad.

On all the issues up for discus-
sion in Hamburg a change of direc-
tion is needed. Our own Prime 
Minister insists that the most impor-
tant problem to solve is terrorism, 
but how can we begin to tackle ter-
rorism if we do not look honestly at 
the role of these Western countries 
and their clients in precipitating and 
even funding and supporting terror-
ism? As with the economy, the real 
solutions are excluded.

When we rally as we do today 
on the Gala fi eld in Durham, we 
see that we are not alone and that 
through our solidarity with one 
another we can build a better world 
for everyone.

We’ve come so far in such a 
short time, yet there is still much 
to do. But when we celebrate our 
class and our culture in Durham we 
know we have the strength to fi nish 
the job.
Morning Star 
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True Trump
At last! After waiting some years for a true 
description of Trump, Rob Gowland has 
done the honours (Guardian #1782 June 
21).

Having lived through the Second World 
War, I witnessed endless photos and news fi lms 
of fascists like Mussolini and Hitler. Our cur-
rent media obviously fi nd it impossible to see 
the likeness.

John Ellis
Vic

Community rejects 
Fish Market plans
The announcement of the architect for 
proposed changes to Sydney’s Fish Market 
coincided with an extensive community 
survey being conducted by the local activist 
group Hands off Glebe Inc. Surveys were on 
line and nearly 6,000 questionnaires were 
distributed throughout Glebe and Ultimo.

Hands off Glebe Inc runs a local news-
letter called The Glebe Grapevine which is a 
bi monthly publication placed in letterboxes 
around the suburb.

This month’s edition of Glebe Grapevine 
spurred on by a very successful public meeting 
about the Bays Precinct, the Fish Market and 
associated issues, decided to conduct a survey 
of Glebe and Ultimo residents using the hand 
delivered Grapevine. We also provided an elec-
tronic survey for people outside the suburb. The 
questions are the work and responsibility of the 
committee.

We had a good response to our survey and 
local businesses were prepared to be drop off 
points for completed surveys. The responses 

were in the majority from Glebe (84%) while 
we received 3% from Ultimo, 3% from 
Drummoyne, 3% from Leichhardt, 2% from 
Annandale and the remaining 5% from other 
suburbs.

Residents are alarmed that the very valu-
able park near the site is in danger of being 
eroded by the new development. They are not 
happy that the residential area is largely for 
the wealthy and does not make allowances for 
social housing.

This is an insensitive response to the cur-
rent housing crisis in Sydney. Local residents 
know that in direct eyesight of the new devel-
opment nearly 100 homeless people are living 
in tents under the viaduct which cuts through 
Wentworth Park.

The greater infl ux of traffi c caused by the 

new expanded market will only result in fur-
ther congestion of an already congested Glebe 
and Ultimo.

There are other concerns highlighted by the 
survey such as pollution of the bay. The effect 
on the school has not been considered.

By far and away the most important issue to 
the community was access to the foreshore for 
passive and active recreation. The community 
wants the walkway around the bays to the city 
extended through this site as well open space 
for all.

Denis Doherty
Convenor, Hands off Glebe

Copies of the survey results and questions are 
available on our website.
www.handsoffglebe.org
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In 2013, I travelled to Cuba as a 
part of a study abroad program 
on the history of Cuban socialism 
in the context of economic reforms 
that allowed for limited free enter-
prise. The fi nancial changes were 
certainly discernible on the streets 
of Havana; an enormous private 
art market sat in the shadow of La 
Cabaña, the old Spanish citadel 
at which Ché Guevara oversaw 
the trials of Batista war crimi-
nals in 1959. But there was also 
another profound change occur-
ring in Havana when we arrived 
in mid-June, at the height of Pride 
Month.

Havana was frequented by 
parades and public displays of 
LGBTQ+ pride during our time there. 
Rainbow fl ags fl ew next to Cuban and 
July 26th fl ags and marchers chanted 
“Respect! Include! Accept!” as they 
made their way through Old Havana. 
Those marches were the aftershocks 
of the massive International Day 
Against Homophobia March in May 
of that year.

These open displays of pride 
were spearheaded by Mariela Castro 
Espín, daughter of Raul Castro and 
Vilma Espín, and head of the Cuban 
National Centre for Sex Education. 
The reactions of onlookers to the 
march refl ected the confl icted past 
on which Cuba is building. Fidel 
Castro openly acknowledged in his 

autobiography My Life that Cuba 
had mistreated LGBTQ+ popula-
tions during its revolution and social-
ist construction, something he called 
“a great injustice.”

As in many other sectors, though, 
Cuba’s struggle for LGBTQ+ rights 
proceeds dialectically. Same-sex 
marriage is illegal, yet sex reassign-
ment surgeries are covered under 
Cuba’s outstanding national health-
care service, a transgender woman 
sits on the National Assembly of 
People’s Power, and Cuba has strong 
codes against discrimination based 
on sexual orientation (though gender 
identity is not mentioned in the code, 
something for which Mariela Castro 
continues to fi ght).

In this environment of great 
change on the streets and in the halls 
of Cuban government, our group had 
the privilege to meet with Mariela 
Castro at a newly built CENESEX 
clinic providing sexual health serv-
ices to the surrounding neighbour-
hood. She spoke briefly on what 
CENESEX was doing, particularly 
its sponsorship of those marches we 
had seen a few days before.

Castro acknowledged at the end 
of her talk that we as Americans 
faced challenges she did not, par-
ticularly the corporate infl uence on 
the American pride movement. She 
suggested in our circumstances “tan-
gible support to your communities,” 

referencing the educational semi-
nars, informal discussion/support 
groups, and material support offered 
by CENESEX. Several communist 
organisations including the American 
Party of Labor have pursued such an 
approach in Serve the People cam-
paigns since 2013, and the concept of 
material support continues to garner 
multi-tendency support.

The fl oor was then opened for 
questions. Several in the group asked 
about the history of Cuban machismo 
and that “great injustice” mentioned 
earlier. Castro did not hide from the 
realities of the Cuban past, calling it 
“terrible and unscientifi c.” She did 
seek to contextualise the history, 
though, underlining that “revolutions 
are popular events – they cannot tran-
scend the minds of revolutionaries.”

The Cuban Communist Party 
in the past failed to incorporate 
LGTBQ+ narratives into its decision 
making, and in doing so limited its 
ability practically and intellectually 
to agitate against homophobia and 
transphobia. “That has changed,” 
she concluded, highlighting that 
the PCC now plays a central role in 
CENESEX’s work.

Given what she had just high-
lighted, I asked her how she coun-
teracted anti-LGBTQ+ bigotry 
within the Communist Party, how 
she had, in her words, changed the 
minds of revolutionaries. Her answer 

was signifi cant then, in a year that 
saw several incidents of sexism, 
rape-apologism, homophobia, and 
transphobia in various left groups, 
and remains relevant today as these 
issues and debates continue.

“It’s an ongoing challenge,” she 
said with a laugh, before highlight-
ing the similar barriers her mother, 
Cuban revolutionary icon Vilma 
Espín, faced in the early 1970s 
during the push for a domestic labour 
equality law that eventually passed. 
The answer then as now for Castro 
was not in supplementing Marxism 
but appealing to it. “Challenge those 
people in your parties to consider 
why they are socialists. What is the 
goal of socialism?”

Answering these questions made 
bigotry against LGBTQ+ an unten-
able position for Marxists according 
to Castro, as the goal of socialism 
“is to establish a society in which all 
people can prosper, no matter who 
they are. Socialism and prejudice are 
contradictory.”

Castro thus attacked homopho-
bia and transphobia in Cuba in two 
ways. First, her organisation reached 
out at the local level to support the 
LGBTQ+ community with practi-
cal, legal, social and medical sup-
port. Second, she and like-minded 
Communists agitated in the Cuban 
Communist Party by challenging the 
coherence of a Marxist society and 

thought system coexistent with base 
prejudices.

In building a movement for 
LGBTQ+ liberation and equal-
ity, Castro asserted that the most 
important concerns for Communists 
lay fi rst in the community they are 
serving and second amongst them-
selves. The focus in each case is 
not on conversion or confrontation 
with reactionaries, but on building a 
revolutionary cadre that serves the 
people, is ideologically disciplined, 
and is capable of winning converts 
and confrontations.

Developing and educating a 
cadre is a daunting yet increasingly 
important task in the era of resur-
gent fascism, but the challenges 
do not exceed those of 1959, 1949, 
or 1917. Following Castro’s lead 
through establishing campaigns for 
community support and having dif-
fi cult debates within the confi nes of 
a democratic centralist organisation 
provides a useful foundation from 
which to move forward for those 
working in what Ché Guevara called 
“the heart of the beast.”

Castro herself was optimistic as 
our session came to an end, bidding 
us goodbye with a not entirely sar-
castic “si se puede” before heading to 
another CENESEX clinic for another 
speaking engagement. 

Combating 
homophobia and transphobia

Culture
&Lifeby

Jonathan 
Palameda
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Mark Maxey

When Oklahoma Governor Mary 
Fallin signed HB 1124 into law 
in May, 2017 it was yet another 
strike against Native Americans 
and the entire nationwide working 
class of which they are a part – a 
strike against the 99 percent.

At heart is the Plains All 
American Pipeline which has been 
protested several times in Norman, 
Oklahoma. The law is designed to 
harshly penalise protesters. The 
protest movement uses hashtag 
#NoPlainsPipeline to document their 
concerns.

Oklahoma’s law is just another 
part of a trend toward punitive leg-
islation directed towards grassroots 
protesters. It clearly denies first 
amendment rights.

This year alone anti-protest leg-
islation was introduced in over 20 
states. In Oklahoma reports refl ect 
that the fossil fuel industry has donat-
ed over half a million dollars to state 
legislators. ALEC (the American 
Legislative Exchange Council), the 
notorious right-wing think tank, is 
reportedly behind these anti-protest 
legislative initiatives.

Members of several federally  
recognised Oklahoma tribes will be 
impacted by the project. That list 
includes the Absentee Shawnee, 
Citizen Potawatomi, Kickapoo, Sac 
and Fox, and Chickasaw nations. 
Some tribal members have point-
ed out that Plains All American 
failed to consult their tribal coun-
cils, which they note is a violation 
of federal law. A June 3 press release 
states that sacred tobacco has been 

planted along the trail of the pro-
posed pipeline.

Ashley McCray, founder of 
#NoPlainsPipeline and an Oklahoma 
University graduate student, and 
Absentee Shawnee member says, 
“The people who have to live with 
that land and rely on those water 
sources will be the most impacted. 
We know with each of these pipe-
line companies and projects that the 
people who are most directly impact-
ed are Black people, are Indigenous 
people and are poor white farm-
ers. This is a case of environmental 
racism.

“Water is life,” she said. 
“Everyone needs water to drink. 
Beyond that, resource extraction is 
rape of the earth. As an Indigenous 
woman, I feel a strong connection to 
the earth. We’re both givers and sus-
tainers of life. It’s important for me to 
protect her, because she sustains me.”

The Absentee Shawnee tribe 
mailed a letter to all tribal mem-
bers outlining how the tribe would 
be impacted. In the letter they say, 
“Increasingly, tribes across this 
nation are faced with environmental 
concerns as the oil and gas industry’s 
processes for extracting and moving 
oil and natural gas are directly affect-
ing the wellbeing of both the environ-
ment and the tribal people who live in 
those communities.

“In Oklahoma there has been a 
major increase in earthquakes and 
some scientists attribute this to oil 
and gas hydraulic fracking proce-
dures during the drilling process.” 
The letter also brings up the poten-
tial impact of the fracking wastewa-
ter. The underground water tables 

contain, as a result of the fracking, 
highly caustic chemicals. used in 
fracking.

Many of the federally recog-
nised tribes feel the pipeline is illegal 
due to the tribes never being prop-
erly consulted. The Nations recog-
nise that the location of the pipeline 
falls within economically depressed 
communities that often lack fi nancial 
options to even protest the pipeline.

The law would allow penalising 
individual trespassers a minimum 
$10,000 fi ne and upward to $100,000 
or 10 years of imprisonment. 
Organisations found to be “conspira-
tor” could be fi ned ten times as much 
up to $1 million in fi nes.

An American Indian Movement 
(AIM) chapter in Oklahoma is 
actively still protesting the Plains 
All American Pipeline in Oklahoma. 

Mike Casteel, director of AIM-Indian 
Territory said, “We cannot sit idly 
by – our ancestors died along this 
trail, and we have many unmarked 
graves there,” Casteel said in a media 
release. “We no longer accept poi-
soning for profi t by any government 
or private corporation.”

University of California, 
Berkeley’s Institute for Data Science, 
fi nds that protest violence tends to be 
provoked by aggressive police tactics 
– not the other way around. By con-
trast, when police stand down, pro-
tests tend to persist, but with lower 
rates of arrest and a lower incidence 
of violence.

The individual worker and local 
citizens should manage the means of 
production for their local area. It is 
when local workers unite that pro-
gressive and even socialist values 

begin to appear in our communi-
ties. Clearly the original citizens of 
this area, the American Indians do 
not want the Plains All American 
Pipeline in their native area.

When our right wing legislators 
begin to take away our fi rst amend-
ment right to protest, something is 
very wrong with the fabric of democ-
racy we hold so dear. It is more 
important now than before to unite 
and work together for our socialist 
beliefs.

Stand up and resist, the time is 
now. Join with other leftist grass-
roots organisations to stop fascists. 
Defeating the fascist stronghold 
necessitates uniting together with 
other leftist groups to show a strong 
solidarity while still building a strong 
Communist Party.
People’s World 
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Upon arrival at the Black Sea, one is met 
with mild weather, Russian courtesy and, 
this October, the World Festival of Youth 
and Students. For 70 years, the World 
Festival of Youth and Students has been a 
great congregation of the young left, where 
delegates meet to attend seminars and learn 
of socialist practice.

This year the festival takes place in Sochi, 
Russia, 100 years after the revolution and 
not only celebrates the whole of the workers’ 
movement, but also what is great in the youth 
equivalent of that.

The largest ever attendance for the festi-
val took place in Moscow in 1957, when over 
34,000 delegates from 130 countries attended.

The anti-imperialist meeting was held the 
year after perhaps the most despicable act of 
imperialism of the latter part of the decade: the 
Suez invasion.

This year, many thousands of young people 
will gather to celebrate the anniversary of the 
revolution and attend discussions and seminars 
on many issues including imperialism, the envi-
ronment, fascism and youth rights.

Sochi will hold special celebrations of 
the lives of Ché Guevara, Fidel Castro and 
the former president of the Sahrawi Arab 
Democratic Republic (commonly known as 
Western Sahara) Mohamed Abdelaziz – who 
all fought for anti-imperialist gains and goals.

The British delegation will be led by the 
Young Communist League, which forms a part 
of the World Federation of Democratic Youth 
(WFDY), founded in in 1945 on the back of the 
disgust at fascism.

From the pledge of the WFDY comes the 
rather beautiful oath: “To eliminate want, frus-
tration and enforced idleness,” a mighty roar 
against reactionaries that is held to this day.

An organisation forged out of the ruins of 
the second world war, the WFDY to this day 
maintains and upholds the values of human-
ity and dignity. In fact it has pledged peace in 
every single one of its festival mottos.

It is absolutely fi tting that Russia hosts this 
event 100 years after the revolution.

Today, there may be differences between 
individuals on how to achieve a socialism inter-
nationally but we do what we must to form the 
international socialist revolution. The differ-
ences are what defi ne us; the similarities are 
what bring us together.

The Russian Revolution had a key goal of 
fi nding jobs for all of Russia’s – at the time 
disillusioned – young people, something that 
to this day the WFDY works for.

The revolution bought about, although not 
immediately, a state of 100 percent employ-
ment, and although not communism, profound 
socialism.

Among the topics and discussions at the 
World Festival of Youth and Students will 

be conferences on the goals and achieve-
ments of the Great October Revolution; the 
legacy of Ché Guevara, the great anti-impe-
rialist Mohamed Abdelaziz, and the role of 
the WFDY as the main youth anti-imperialist 
organisation.

Other conferences will focus on specifi c 
regions of the world. A special seminar will be 
held on the role and the contribution of the stu-
dent movement in the struggle against imperi-
alism for peace and solidarity in the Americas, 
and another focusing on embargoes and sanc-
tions. These will be crucial for both Cuban and 
Venezuelan solidarity.

Africa forms much of the discussions too. 
There will be talks concentrating on rights 

and equality as well as the struggle against 
the rise of fascism and against anti-commu-
nism, racism and xenophobia – a struggle not 
only relevant to Africa, but to all nations of 
the international.

Part of the festival will be dedicated to the 
Middle East and the struggle for the youth to 
have universal and free access to health, edu-
cation, science, culture and information. This 
is a huge issue in the region in which there are 
signifi cant bridges to be built.

The Asia-Pacifi c region will also see its dis-
cussion focusing on the consequences of cap-
italist crisis, and particularly people’s rights, 
unemployment and the precarious situation of 
youth.

We will also get to celebrate Russia’s own 
socialist achievements of the last century – per-
haps some of the greatest around the world.

There is sure to be more on the Great 
October Revolution, how the USSR “destroyed 
the invader,” and many aspects of socialism in 
Russia today.

The festival concludes with a spectacular 
closing ceremony, and will be a fi tting conclu-
sion to what is set to be a wonderful week. I, for 
one, am very excited to attend the festival; to 
celebrate peace, to aim to end imperialism, and 
to learn more of the heroes of my life.

Meeting others of the WFDY will be a priv-
ilege; learning more of their countries and their 
struggles. In words and song; the internationale 
will unite the human race.
The 2017 World Festival of Youth and 
Students will be held on October 14 to 
22 in Sochi, Russia. For more info visit: 
www.russia2017.com/en
Morning Star
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