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In its latest move against organised labour, 
the government brazenly lies that its 
“Ensuring Integrity” bill to amend the 
Registered Organisations Act protects 
the interests of workers and complies 
with International Labour Organisation 
Conventions.

The Bill, introduced to Parliament on 
August 16, sets out to give the Employment 
Minister, Fair Work Commission, other indi-
viduals and even employer bodies, punitive 
powers to initiate proceedings for the disquali-
fi cation of union offi cials from holding offi ce; 
for the deregistration of trade unions; to put 
a union into administration; and to prevent 
unions amalgamating.

This bill applies to all trade unions operat-
ing under the so-called Fair Work Act, although 

there are specifi c provisions designed to pre-
vent the amalgamation of the Construction, 
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU), 
Maritime Union of Australia (MUA) and the 
Clothing, Footwear and Textile Union (CFTU).

It is based on the false premise that a “cul-
ture of lawlessness” pervades the trade union 
movement. This so-called “lawlessness” large-
ly refers to breaches of industrial relations 
legislation or what is otherwise referred to as 
legitimate trade union business in the interests 
of workers – in fact the democratic right of 
workers and their unions to organise, agitate 
and educate their members in their own class 
interests.

The growing arsenal of anti-union laws can 
be turned on workers involved taking “unpro-
tected” industrial action when an employer 
refuses to pay award rates of pay, or to address 
safety issues. Or it might relate to a union 

offi cial seeking to enter a workplace to speak 
to members or for recruitment purposes.

The laws work in favour of the employ-
ers against workers’ interests, including health 
and safety.

The government’s Heydon Royal 
Commission, a politically motivated witch hunt 
against trade unions, made a number of recom-
mendations to further undermine trade unions 
and criminalise legitimate trade union activity.

Employment Minister Michaelia Cash 
states that the legislation is in response to 
the recommendations of the Heydon Royal 
Commission. In fact it goes further than 
Heydon in his report.

Disqualification from office
The bill provides for the Federal Court to 

prohibit union offi cials from holding offi ce 
if they contravene industrial and a range of 

other laws, are found in contempt of court, 
repeatedly fail to stop their organisation from 
breaking the law or are otherwise “not a fi t 
and proper person to hold offi ce in a registered 
organisation”.

The defi nition of “fi t and proper person” 
includes “refusal, revocation or suspension of 
a right of entry or WHS [Workplace Health 
and Safety] permit”, certain criminal and civil 
offences and the catch-all “Any other matter the 
Court considers relevant.”

The onus of proof is on the union offi cial to 
satisfy the Court that the order is not justifi ed. 
These provisions only apply to events after the 
Act comes into force, but the Court can take 
previous conduct into consideration.

Continued on page 2
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Hamid, a 31-year-old Iranian asylum seeker, was found hang-
ing from a tree near the school close to the East Lorengau Transit 
Accommodation, on Manus Island.

Refugee advocates are deeply concerned at PNG police state-
ments that they have ruled out “foul play” in regard to the death of 
Hamed. “It is impossible for the PNG police to rule out foul play. 
The hastiness of the declaration only makes it look more suspicious,” 
said Rintoul, spokesperson for the Refugee Action Coalition.

“Anyone who has seen the photos knows that Hamed’s death is 
suspicious. And anyone who is familiar with Hamed’s circumstances, 
would know that Hamed had been arrested and beaten by the local 
police many times. The PNG police could not be relied on to carry 
out a thorough or impartial investigation. There are no facilities 
on Manus for an autopsy.”

There is an urgent need for an independent autopsy and investi-
gation to establish the cause of Hamed’s death on Monday August 7. 
An AFP offi cer was with Manus police at the scene where Hamed’s 
body was found near the school, making the Australian government 
directly implicated in Hamed’s death and the investigation.

Refugees and asylum seekers held a vigil for Hamed in Delta 
compound inside the detention centre on the Monday night.

Hamid’s death brings the Manus detention death toll to five 
and seven overall on Manus and Nauru: lives cut short by the 
brutality of offshore detention. His mental health problems 
were well-known for months. He had been held in prison at 
the Lorengau settlement, then was placed at the East Lorengau 
centre when he was released.

“Like all the others who have died on Manus, Hamid should 
never have been in detention or on Manus. Detention had robbed 
him of his mental health and now it has taken his life. Whatever 
the immediate cause, it is Dutton and Turnbull who are responsible 
for his death,” said Ian Rintoul.

Amnesty International Australia said Australia must accept 
liability “for the damage its cruel policies are causing refugees.”

Following two protests earlier this month, the asylum seekers 
released the following statement:

“New Zealand wants us”
We have waited long enough! We have a right to be free and 

to know our future! We were tricked into being transferred to 
Nauru from Christmas island, promised that we would be freed 
quickly if we followed the rules. Those who remained on Christmas 
Island, are now in Australia. Some of us have children, brothers, 
sisters, husbands, wives and family in Australia. Our families are 
heartbroken and devastated from the separation.

We stopped protesting in November 2016, when the Prime 
Minister promised to free us and allow us to go to USA. We felt 
the life come back into our blood with just a tiny bit of hope and 
thought of freedom. We are still not free nine months later! We 
are more tormented than ever because we were tantalised with a 
glimpse, and then slowly let down, yet again. We have been impris-
oned for four years on Nauru. We are punished for our patience 
and good will.

If Australia won’t take us, we accept that. Let us go to a country 
who wants us. New Zealand wants us. Let us go there, so we can 
be good loyal citizens and contribute to the community and build 
our future. We are good people. We just want freedom in a country 
where we belong. ABF [Australia Border Force], you say Nauru is 
responsible for us, but you make all of the decisions. For Nauru, we 
are a commodity in a ruined economy. Why do you want to punish 
us and hold us prisoners in a place where we are simply a means for 
people to earn an income, because their land was destroyed by your 
greed. We are human, we want to be responsible for our own lives.

We cannot take this anymore, the lies and false promises are 
killing us and destroying our minds and souls.

People are still living like animals in the camps. The conditions 
have made everyone sick. The mould is toxic and dangerous. ABF, 
you know it is a danger to our health because you had experts from 
Australia come to Nauru to test it. The experts stated that you are 
in breach of your duty of care if we remain living, or dying in the 
those conditions. We have the full report!

We were promised safe accommodation in the community 
when we became refugees. Many refugees are still in the camp, 
denied phones with cameras, denied bringing in food and things 
you think is contraband. We are not free! We live under strict, 
high security detention control, robbed of our civil liberties 
because you have no where else for us to live. ABF, you say 
it is the Nauru government responsibility to provide housing. 
Nauru government says “We asked Australia for money to rent 
the places, it is their responsibility”. Let us be free so we can 
be responsible for ourselves.

We try to talk with ABF and meet to discuss our future, your 
plan for us, but no one ever comes. You leave us to rot, with no 
information, with no hope, with no future and with no freedom!

We formally request that we be EVALUATED NOW! Please 
give us amnesty and let us go to New Zealand. Let the separated 
families reunite and please have some compassion for us.

As Behrouz Boochani, a refugee on Manus, stated, “In the four 
years we have been imprisoned on Manus Island we have expe-
rienced three prime ministers. But our usefulness as a political 
football has never changed.”
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
The bird of our country is a debilitated chicken, disguised in eagle 
feathers. We have never been a nation; we are only an aggregate of 
communities, ready to fall apart at the fi rst serious shock.

George Templeton Strong, 1861, on the American Civil War
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Pauline Hanson created a sensation last week by wearing a burqa into the Senate chamber. But 
Attorney-General George Brandis also surprised everyone with an emotional speech attacking Hanson 
for her lack of respect and her cruelty in persecuting Muslim women over their choice of dress. 
Astonished senators burst into applause, but surprisingly, government members remained seated while 
the opposition gave Brandis a standing ovation. Perhaps they didn’t want to follow Labor’s lead – or 
perhaps they sympathised with Hanson’s point of view. Anyway, it’s great that Brandis has done one 
decent thing during his parliamentary career, and we’d like readers to give us another surprise with 
lots of Press Fund contributions for the next issue! Many thanks to the following, for their support this 
week:
G Dittura $10, C Greer $50, MM $10, “Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $10, Digireb $25
This week’s total $110 Progressive total: $4,710

Manus detention toll
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Incredibly, just about anyone can 
initiate proceedings – the Minister, 
the Registered Organisations 
Commissioner, or “a person with suf-
fi cient interest”. As it stands it could 
be an employer, a former disgruntled 
union member or rival candidate for 
the offi cial’s position.

These catch-all provisions seek 
to punish offi cials for the conduct 
of their members, such as when 
they take action against bosses who 
breach enterprise bargaining agree-
ments (EBAs). They also undermine 
other rights such as the right of entry, 
picketing, political actions, the hold-
ing of union meetings, etc.

It is nothing short of a signal 
to employers who are not already 
breaching agreements and ignoring 
safety regulations, that it is OK to do 
so, that union offi cials will be dis-
qualifi ed if union members attempt 
to fi ght back.

It also makes it an offence to con-
tinue to stand for offi ce or continue 
to hold offi ce, or infl uence the affairs 
of the union after being disqualifi ed. 
Standing for office or continuing 
to hold offi ce becomes a criminal 
offence punishable by a penalty of 
$210,000 or two years jail or both.

These provisions breach 
ILO Convention 87, Freedom of 
Association and Protection of Right 
to Organise which gives workers the 
right to elect their representatives.

Deregistration
The Federal Court may cancel 

registration of a union or divisions of 
branches if they have become “dys-
functional or are no longer serving 
the interests of their members.”

The Court must cancel registra-
tion of a union on a range of grounds 
including corrupt conduct by offi -
cials, repeated breaches of a range 
of industrial and other laws by the 
organisation or its members, non-
compliance with orders or injunc-
tions or the taking of obstructive 
unprotected industrial action by a 
substantial number of members.

This latter point reinforces the 
provisions for disqualifi cation from 
offi ce, as a deterrent to protecting 
wages and conditions in EBAs and 
awards and other legitimate union 
activities.

Once again the Minister or 
anyone with “suffi cient interest” can 

apply for deregistration and the onus 
of proof is reversed.

And again it is an open invita-
tion to employers to clobber work-
ers. The pros and cons of registration 
are a debate in themselves. With the 
trade union movement on the back 
foot at the moment, there are seem-
ingly a number of benefi ts in regis-
tration. These include the safety net 
provisions of legally binding awards, 
minimum wage and leave provisions 
and enterprise agreements for those 
who have them.

Administrator 
takes over

The Bill allows the Court to place 
trade unions or divisions or branch-
es into administration or deregister 
them if they become dysfunctional 
or are no longer serving the interests 
of their members.

“Dysfunctional” includes multi-
ple contraventions of the laws that 
result in disqualifi cation of offi cials 
– i.e. breaches of bad laws restrict-
ing legitimate trade union activity 
and leadership from offi cials.

Dysfunctional might also be the 
engagement in fi nancial misconduct 
by one or more offi cers – a crime 
better dealt with by police dealing 
with the offender.

Amalgamations
Finally, the Bill introduces a so-

called “public interest test” for union 
amalgamations which has nothing to 
do with the public interest. Like all 
the other provisions in the Bill it is 
all about serving employer interests 
at the expense of trade unions and 
workers.

If the Fair Work Commission 
considers that a union has “a record 
of not complying with the law” then 
it must decide that any amalgamation 
is not in the public interest.

The question of what compliance 
with the law means is along the same 
lines as the provisions for disqualifi -
cation from offi ce and deregistration 
– disobeying bad laws and fi ghting 
for interests of workers.

As with the other provi-
sions this runs roughshod over 
Australia’s legal obligations under 
international law. It denies the right 
of trade union members to express 
their wishes in democratically held 
ballots.

It gives a range of parties the 
right to interfere in the internal affairs 
of the unions involved by expressing 
their view in the Commission.

This section of the Bill expressly 
targets the proposed amalgamation of 
the CFMEU, MUA and TCFU.

When announcing the Bill, Cash 
said there were very real concerns 
about the CFMEU and MUA. “I 
mean, both of them have shown a 
long term disregard for the law,” she 
said on Melbourne radio 3AW.

“They’ve been essentially 
lawless.

“One of the reasons they feel 
they’ve been able to get away with it 
is because of their size,” Cash added 
either ignorantly or dishonestly. The 
MUA is not a large union.

ACTU Secre tary  Sal ly 
McManus, made the point in respect 
of the so called “public interest test”, 
that “the Bill does not even pretend to 
be about protecting union members’ 
interests or guaranteeing the demo-
cratic functioning of organisations, 
but instead it cites ill-defi ned eco-
nomic justifi cations for overriding 
member’s democratic rights.”

She summed the Bill up saying, 
“Effectively it is about giving corpo-
rate Australia a say over what unions 
look like and how they operate. This 
is fundamentally undemocratic and 
will only result in achieving what all 
big companies want for themselves, 
even lower wages growth.

“This is not an ‘in the public 
interest test’, it is an ‘in big business’ 
interest test’.

“The Bill is wholly opposed by 
the union movement. It is politically 
motivated.”

Just last week a father of four 
died and another young worker was 
critically injured on building sites. 
So, while the government contin-
ues to turn a blind eye to the ongo-
ing scandals in the banking industry 
that cost workers their savings at 
the same time it is stepping up its 
attack on trade unions to make it 
even more difficult for them to 
ensure workers can return home 
to their loved ones or receive their 
legal entitlements.

The bill has been referred to the 
Senate Education and Employment 
Legislation Committee which is due 
to report on October 9, 2017.
Page one photo by Anna Pha 
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The cashless welfare card is not a remedy 
to complex social problems, according to 
the Aboriginal Health Council of Western 
Australia (AHCWA). The peak body for 
Aboriginal health in WA, AHCWA is challeng-
ing the outgoing Police Commissioner Karl 
O’Callaghan, who wrote in an opinion piece 
for The West Australian about sexual abuse of 
children in remote Indigenous communities.

O’Callaghan said that extending the Coalition 
government’s cashless welfare scheme to 
Roebourne would mean the “amount of money 
available in the town to facilitate criminal activity 
would signifi cantly decrease”.

AHCWA chairperson Michelle Nelson-Cox 
said there has been no conclusive evidence to 
date that cashless welfare cards – introduced on 
the recommendation of billionaire miner Andrew 
Forrest – play any role in reducing the impact 
of issues such as illicit drug use or child sexual 
abuse.

“While AHCWA supports the government’s 
commitment to improve the health outcomes of 
Aboriginal people and prevent child sexual abuse, 
we do not support the ill-conceived idea that cash-
less welfare cards can turn the tide on the abhor-
rent abuse of children,” she said.

“Instead, greater investment is needed in pro-
grams that address social determinants and build 
strong families and communities.

“Ultimately, we need to see an increase in 
community programs and comprehensive sup-
port services to help address these complex social 
issues in Aboriginal communities.”

Nelson-Cox said O’Callaghan’s admissions 
that his offi cers could not protect children in 
remote communities was gravely concerning.

“At what point does the buck stop with police 
and governments to keep communities safe? Why 
have the high instances of sexual abuse not been 
addressed earlier?” she asked.

“Lack of commitment”
“There is a large police presence in 

Roebourne, and admissions by Commissioner 
Karl O’Callaghan that ‘police were not capable 
of protecting children in those communities’ and 
‘neither the police nor government can guarantee 
protection of these children’ shows a lack of com-
mitment to work with communities to effectively 
address these issues.

“The reality is there are a huge number of 
people very unhappy with the way they have been 
affected by the cashless welfare system imposed 
by the federal government.

“If anything, this is a failure of policing in the 
Roebourne area to address these crimes.

“The cashless welfare card does not need to 
be expanded. The solution does not lie in the dis-
empowerment of Aboriginal people, but rather 
additional police resources and a greater commit-
ment to stamp out these shocking and abhorrent 
crimes.”

A recent independent review of the cashless 
welfare card found the debit card has had some 
minor success in reducing alcohol consumption, 
illegal drug use and gambling but that trial par-
ticipants had limited awareness of local drug and 
alcohol support services, as well as fi nancial and 
family support services.

Crime in one of the other trial sites, Ceduna 
in South Australia’s west, increased signifi cantly 
after the card was brought in.

Last month Kimberley Land Council chair 
Anthony Watson said there remained no clear evi-
dence of the cashless welfare card’s success in the 
East Kimberley.

“This card is a band aid solution, which does 
not go to the heart of addressing the real systemic 
issues of alcohol and drug abuse,” he said.
Koori Mail 

From the archives The Guardian, July 1998

Welfare card “no remedy”
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I Do Not Write Poetry 
for Eternity

I do not write poetry for eternity

I write for here and now,

For you and me,

For two singing larks by the window,

For a homeless mother and her child whose screams

Woke me up last night,

For my son Azad who is not Azad anymore*

Having no time to read my new poem,

For my lover Wendy who is the fi rst reader of my poetry

And helps me with its translation,

For my readers in exile and prison,

For an Iranian tatooer on a Venice boardwalk

Who saw the inscription of my poetry on the wall

And was the fi rst one to let me know,

For an American veteran at the bus stop

When on my return from Wednesdays’ farmers’ market

Recited a Khayyam’s quatrain

And I rewarded him with four tangerines.

I do not write poetry for eternity

I write for here and now

And always put the date of composition

Under my poems.

Majid Nafi cy
July 18, 2017

* Azad in Persian means “free”.
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The Change the Record Coalition has called for a 
national response to end the abuse of children in deten-
tion, following allegations of violence and mistreatment 
in ACT youth detention facilities. The most recent 
reports add to a growing list of revelations of abuse 
of children in detention around Australia, including 
Queensland’s Cleveland Youth Detention Centre, the 
Northern Territory’s Don Dale Detention Centre and 
Victoria’s Barwon Prison.

Change the Record co-chair Cheryl Axelby said the 
whistleblower reports from the ACT are extremely concern-
ing, alleging over six years of violence inside the Bimberi 
Youth Detention Centre.

“These appalling accounts highlight an extremely con-
cerning state of affairs for Australia’s youth justice systems,” 
she said. We urgently need federal leadership to shine a light 
on abuses in all jurisdictions, and immediate action to ensure 
the protection of all children in the justice system.”

Co-chair Antoinette Braybrook said the over-represen-
tation of Indigenous children in detention was a national 
crisis that demands a national response. We call on the Prime 
Minister to urgently commit to developing justice targets, and 
working with Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander commu-
nities to develop a national, holistic, whole-of-government 
action plan,” she said.

“Governments at all levels must begin to focus on 

investing in effective early intervention, prevention and 
diversion programs.

“We need to focus on supporting, rather than punishing, 
our young people to maximise their chances of achieving 
their full potential.”

Human rights lawyers have also expressed their alarm 
over the allegations.

Australian Lawyers for Human Rights (ALHR) vice-
president Kerry Weste called for a review into the procedures 
and practices at Bimberi. “If these allegations are accurate, 
there is clearly a very deep concern over long-standing sys-
temic misconduct in the ACT’s youth justice sector,” she said.

“The allegations involve what would amount to incred-
ibly disturbing human rights abuses against the most vulner-
able people ... our children.

“The ACT government must do all it can to ensure that 
any such systemic abuses are completely weeded out.

“Immediate steps must be taken to ensure our youth jus-
tice system complies with the Convention on the Rights of 
the Child, the Convention Against Torture and the United 
Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Administration of 
Juvenile Justice.”

ALHR ACT convener Sangeeta Sharmin called on people 
with more information to come forward by contacting the 
ACT Human Rights Commission.
Koori Mail 

Call for action 
on abuse of youth

Rip-off in nation’s capital
UnionsACT research into the 
experiences of workers aged 
between 15 to 25 shows that 76 
percent of young workers have 
experienced wage theft, and 56 
percent have been forced to work 
an illegal unpaid trial shift.

The research, released lat week, 
found that:

Almost eight in ten young work-
ers had experienced wage-theft;

Fifty six percent had been 
required to work an unlawful unpaid 
trial shift;

Half of young people aged 15 to 
25 had been placed in working con-
ditions that were unsafe.

Seventy percent of young work-
ers had experienced bullying or har-
assment while at work.

Awareness of workplace rights 
and safety rights was low.

Experiences were generally 
worse for young women at work, 
and young LGBTI workers.

Failures by regulators at a fed-
eral and ACT level had contributed 
to a culture where adult employers 
could exploit and steal from young 
workers without consequence. 
Working in unsafe workplaces was 
also common for young workers 
aged under 18 (children), despite 
additional ACT laws designed to 
protect child employees.

Alex White, secretary of 
UnionsACT said, “From their very 
fi rst job, thousands of young work-
ers are being exploited by adult 
employers.” said Alex White.

“Our research shows that many 
young peoples’ fi rst experience as 
a worker is of having their wages 
stolen by the employer, being 
exploited, or being placed in unsafe 
working conditions.

“Young workers are entering the 
workplace without knowledge of 
their rights at work or their right to 
safe work.

“It is unacceptable that many 
employers think it is OK to steal 
wages from young or treat young 
workers as easy targets for exploita-
tion,” White said. 

Exploitation Updates
Wage rises fell to a near-record low of 2.7% a year in private sec-
tor agreements approved in the March quarter and a record low 
of 2.4% in public sector deals, according to the Department of 
Employment. The private sector increase is the lowest since the 
early days of formal enterprise bargaining in the December quar-
ter of 1991, when just four registered agreements recorded an 
average annualised wage increase of 2.3%. It is down from 3% in 
the December quarter. The two largest private sector deals, cov-
ering almost 20,000 private school teachers and support workers 
across NSW and the ACT, provided pay rises of 2.5% a year, while 
another NSW-wide private school deal provided the same rise to 
almost 4,000 teachers. The low private sector increase is partial-
ly explained by a drop-off in construction agreements (from about 
800 a quarter to about 200) while a stand-off continues between 
employers and the CFMEU over code compliance. The public sec-
tor increase is well below the previous low of 2.6% in March last 
year and March 1994, and a big drop from the 3.2% recorded in 
the December quarter. The largest public sector deal, for NSW 
TAFE, provided a 2.4% average increase to 9,500 employees. 
Overall, across the public and private sectors, wages increased by 
2.7%, down from 3.1% in the December quarter.

The Community and Public Sector Union (CPSU) has welcomed 
calls for a Senate inquiry into government IT, but warned it must 
seek real answers and not become an excuse for public serv-
ice bashing or scapegoating. CPSU assistant national secretary 
Michael Tull said: “An inquiry is essential. The government spent 
around $10 billion on IT this year, up more than $3 billion last year, 
yet APS staff and clients are still experiencing huge problems. It 
is crucial that the inquiry is full and frank. Public sector staff are 
struggling to deliver good outcomes for the public in an environ-
ment dominated by outsourced IT planning and delivery. If anyone 
thinks that public sector IT problems can be fi xed by blaming a few 
public sector workers and then giving even more contracts to the 
big IT companies, they haven’t been paying attention.”

Multinational mining giant Glencore has posted a massive half 
yearly profi t as it locks out 190 miners in Oaky North, Queensland, 
for a further 11 days. “Glencore is the poster child for corporate 
greed and trickle-down economics in Australia today,” Tony Maher, 
CFMEU Mining Division national president said. “They have just 
reported a 53 percent increase in their revenue from coal. At the 
same time, they are trying to strip away rights and conditions from 
the very workers whose labour has delivered surging earnings to 
them.” The latest Oaky North lockout brings the total number of 
days locked out in the last three months to 36. The company also 
attempted to stop the workers from a peaceful and legal picket at 
the front gates of the mine, forcing them to the Magistrates Court 
to have the picket line reinstated. Glencore has stripped away 50 
percent of working conditions from a version of an agreement that 
99 percent of the Oaky North mine’s workforce previously voted 
down in a ballot called by the company.

6:30 pm Thursday August 24
Perth Activist Centre

5/5 Aberdeen St East Perth

Perth

The Venezuelan revolution is facing its biggest crisis since the 
US-backed attempted coup of 2002. The mainstream media 
narrative is of protests against a dictatorial government. Where in 
fact it is the violent and extreme right-wing nature of the opposition, 
the economic sabotage by Venezuelan elites and Western powers 
and attempts to undermine the progressive achievements of the 
revolution. Hear first-hand accounts of what is really going on.
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Peter Mac

The Turnbull government is skat-
ing on very thin ice indeed. This 
week the High Court of Australia 
will begin hearing the cases of sev-
eral parliamentarians, including 
three members of the government, 
who may be guilty of having vio-
lated Section 44 of the Australian 
constitution, which prohibits 
certain persons from taking par-
liamentary offi ce, in particular 
Subsection (i), which bans them 
from being MPs if they hold dual 
citizenship.

The current cases were sparked 
on July 14 when former Greens 
Senator Scott Ludlum announced he 
had discovered he had New Zealand 
as well as Australian citizenship. 
Four days later Greens Senator 
Larissa Waters disclosed she had 
Canadian citizenship. Both sena-
tors resigned immediately from the 
Senate and apologised publicly for 
their oversight.

A recent opinion poll found that 
only 16 percent of respondents con-
sidered most MP’s to be honest and 
ethical. The two Greens Senators 
acted with impeccable ethics, but 
Prime Minister Turnbull sneered 
at their “carelessness” and Deputy 
leader Barnaby Joyce declared trium-
phantly that resignation was the only 
option because in the Constitution 
“It’s black and white.”

A week later federal resources 
Minister Matt Canavan discovered he 
had Italian citizenship. He resigned 
from cabinet, but not from parlia-
ment as the Greens had done. The 
legal issues had suddenly become not 
nearly so black and white as Joyce 
had claimed.

On August 9, One Nation Senator 
Malcolm Roberts denied he has ever 
been a British citizen, even though 
documents indicated he had. Five 
days later Barnaby Joyce himself 
admitted that he had New Zealand 
citizenship because his father had 
been born there.

This was a potential catastrophe 
for the government. If Canavan had 
resigned from parliament he could at 

least have been replaced as a Senator 
by another coalition nominee. But 
if the High Court fi nds that Joyce is 
not entitled to be a member of the 
Lower House, the government would 
be immediately stripped of its one-
seat majority in that chamber and a 
by-election would be required for 
Joyce’s vacant seat.

If the government lost the by-
election, it would be forced to hold 
a general election, which it would 
almost certainly lose. The govern-
ment is now insisting that Joyce 
doesn’t have to resign from the 
cabinet because it has received 
an optimistic prediction from the 
Solicitor-General about the High 
Court’s decision.

The government had absolutely 
supported the legitimacy of the deci-
sion by Ludlum and Waters to resign, 
but last week Attorney-General 
George Brandis contradicted this, 
sneering that they appear to have 
made “a serious error of judgment.”

On August 17, Fiona Nash, 
National Party deputy leader, admit-
ted she had British citizenship 
because her father was Scottish.

By this time the government was 
panicking. Foreign Affairs Minister 
Julie Bishop declared in near hyste-
ria that the Labor Party had betrayed 
the nation by conspiring with its New 
Zealand counterpart to determine 
whether Joyce enjoyed dual citizen-
ship, with a view to bringing down 
the Turnbull government.

This was incorrect in point of 
fact, but also irrelevant because 
Joyce’s nationality is a matter of 
public interest and because it’s the 
opposition’s job to bring down the 
government.

Senator Nick Xenophon was 
the next Constitutional victim. His 
father was born in Cyprus in 1957 
prior to its achieving independ-
ence from Britain. Because he then 
moved to Australia he and his family 
were granted British “overseas 
citizenship”.

Ironically, Xenophon’s father left 
Cyprus because he opposed British 
colonial rule. And “overseas citi-
zenship” is a really dubious honour. 

Under Australian law it denies 
Xenophon the right to act as an MP, 
but under British law it denies him 
the right to live in Britain!

The government may refer the 
nationality of four Labor MPs to 
the High Court. However, the Labor 
Party claims it meticulously checks 
the nationality of all its election can-
didates and that nine coalition MPs 
have dual citizenship.

A dangerous 
anachronism 

Subsection (i) assumes that the 
loyalty of Australian citizens with 
dual nationalities is inherently sus-
pect. It’s a xenophobic anachronism 
because all Australian parliamen-
tarians have to take an oath of loy-
alty before assuming offi ce. New 
Zealand and Canada manage very 
well with no constitutional equiva-
lent to Subsection (i).

As columnist Mungo MacCallum 
observed, the authors of the 
Constitution were primarily con-
cerned with “loyalty to the mother 
country and keeping potential intrud-
ers – French, Russians, Americans, 
and of course all the lesser breeds – 
as far from harm’s way as possible”.

However, the xenophobia refl ect-
ed in the Constitution also arose from 
the fact that when it was written 
Australia comprised a huge, sparse-
ly-inhabited resource-rich but largely 
indefensible land mass on the edge 
of Asia, which Britain had taken by 
force from its original inhabitants.

Indeed, the Constitution denied 
Aboriginal people the rights of citi-
zenship (until the 1967 referendum), 
including the right to vote, and the 
earliest legislation of the newly-
installed Australian federal govern-
ment enshrined the white Australia 
policy.

In 1901, 97 percent of Australians 
were born within the British empire, 
but now approximately 50 percent 
were born outside Australia or have 
one foreign-born parent. According 
to one estimate, approximately 4 mil-
lion Australians have dual citizenship 
and would be ineligible to act as a 
federal MP unless they renounced 
their other nationality.

The Court may deal leniently 
with MPs who can provide evidence 
they took reasonable steps to revoke 
their other citizenship. However, 
ignorance is no excuse for breaking 

the law, and as Ramesh Takur, ANU 
professor in public policy has point-
ed out, if the law is fully applied, 
breaches of Subsection (i) could 
result in fi nancial penalties, including 
repayment of salaries and the imposi-
tion of fi nes.

The Court may apply penalties 
in the current seven cases. Moreover, 
under current law, any citizen may 
seek enforcement of a penalty against 
someone who is in parliament in 
breach of the Constitution.

But Subsection (i) is not the only 
Constitutional anachronism. The big-
gest of all is the fact that as a remnant 
of Britain’s imperial past the Queen 
can claim citizenship of 16 countries 
of which she is now head of state, 
while Australians who hold British 
nationality cannot act as a member 
of their own parliament! 

What is to be done?
Some MPs have called for par-

liament to be prorogued while a total 
audit of the nationality of MPs is car-
ried out. But that could take months.

The High Court may interpret 
the Constitution so as to eliminate 
the problem, but that’s unlikely 
because some MPs have already been 
barred from taking offi ce because of 
Subsection (i).

The Constitution should be 
amended so that parliamentary 
membership is not prohibited for 
those holding dual citizenship. In 
2003 former Greens leader Bob 
Brown almost got the required abso-
lute majority support for a referen-
dum bill to change Section 44, but 
was defeated by the absence of some 
Labor members and the opposition 
of conservative members including 
National Party senator Bill O’Chee.

Ultra-conservative forces would 
probably oppose a new attempt to 
alter the Constitution regarding 
Subsection (i). In the past Turnbull 
himself might have supported a ref-
erendum on the issue, but on recent 
form he’s most unlikely to do so now, 
because he depends heavily on the 
very unreliable support of the Tony 
Abbott clique and other parliamen-
tary ultra-conservatives.

Former Prime Minister Bob 
Hawke has pointed out that the 
whole Constitution needs a thor-
ough review, but the present gov-
ernment would never assume that 
responsibility.

The government has used 

nationality as a political weapon, 
having threatened to strip Australian 
citizenship from any citizen with 
dual nationality who participates in 
military confl ict or terrorism. It also 
maintains that Australian-born chil-
dren of asylum seekers now detained 
offshore will not have Australian 
citizenship.

As Eureka Street editor Fatima 
Measham commented recently: “... 
the notion that citizenship is condi-
tional for a specifi c subset of the citi-
zenry surely undermines citizenship 
itself.”

But now the government is 
faced with the strong possibility 
that it will lose power because of 
the Constitution’s dual nationality 
anachronism, which it has refused to 
tackle.

The validity of legislation that 
the Turnbull government has passed 
with its tiny majority might also 
be called into question, if the court 
fi nds that the presence of members 
of the government or its crossbench 
supporters was invalid because of 
Subsection (i).

The government has lost the sup-
port of its last loyal crossbencher, 
Cathy McGowan regarding confi -
dence and supply, and she has joined 
Labor and others in demanding the 
resignation from cabinet of ministers 
Joyce and Nash.

And the government may face 
a parliamentary privileges inquiry 
into former Minister Bruce Billson, 
who it appears was involved with 
the Franchising Council while still 
a Member of Parliament. Backbench 
Senator Barry O’Sullivan and assist-
ant Health Minister David Gillespie 
are dealing with similar charges 
under Subsection (iv), which pro-
hibits anyone who is benefi ting by 
payments from the public purse from 
taking a parliamentary position.

This has stalled initiatives to deal 
with climate change, sought to bring 
tax relief to the nation’s richest citi-
zens, left asylum seekers imprisoned 
offshore with no hope of release, 
attempted to slowly cripple Medicare 
and has supported reductions in pay 
for the nation’s poorest workers.

The constitutional crisis may 
bring about the government’s down-
fall and many would say the sooner 
the better. 

Australia

The government is faced with the strong possibility that it will lose power because of the Constitution’s dual 
nationality anachronism.

Citizen Turnbull on thin ice

Sydney
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By the end of the second world war, 
many British cities had been badly 
damaged. Aerial bombardment had 
destroyed over 200,000 houses and 
soldiers returned home to be con-
fronted with this acute shortage.

The election of a Labour govern-
ment in 1945 was a clear sign that 
working people were not prepared to 
return to the old pre-war system. Sick 
of slum-landlordism, sublet racketeer-
ing – sounds familiar – exorbitant rents 
and overcrowding, they wanted change.

Don Watson’s book describes how 
many young couples wishing to start a 
family, and those already with children, 
were not prepared to wait for the slowly 
grinding wheels of government to build 
the houses they needed.

They took matters into their own 
hands and in many parts of the coun-
try groups of people, often led by local 
communists, took over old army build-
ings, derelict houses and even unoccu-
pied luxury fl ats to set up home.

The last thing those in power want 
is to see working people taking the ini-
tiative to ameliorate their own living 
conditions. The rash of squatting move-
ments rattled central and local govern-
ments whose fi rst action was to try to 
stop it.

Only when they realised that they 
couldn’t, did they try and accommodate 
it as best they could. Government could 
have continued to use its wartime req-
uisitioning powers to take over empty 
and unused buildings – shades of the 
Grenfell disaster – but they were reluc-
tant to do this, not wishing to offend the 
property-owning class.

Squatting groups demonstrated 
amazing levels of organisation, effi cient 
administration and solidarity, which 
made it even more diffi cult for the state 
to crush them.

The movement certainly played 
a significant role in galvanising 
Westminster into taking urgent action 
on housing and raised the whole ques-
tion of the right to decent housing for 
working people.

The Labour government wanted to 
avoid handing over building projects 
to speculative builders as the Tories 
desired because they would only build 
for those with money. Labour wanted 
to give preference to “families in the 
greatest need, who want houses at rea-
sonable rents.” By 1950, 79 percent 
of new housing was owned by local 
authorities.

Although the squatting movement 
represented a vital aspect of post-war 
people’s history it has rarely been taken 
seriously or dealt with in a comprehen-
sive way by mainstream historians. 
No doubt the key role played by com-
munists was not exactly conducive to 
giving it due attention.

But that’s why Don Watson’s excel-
lent book, probably the fi rst compre-
hensive examination of the squatting 
phenomenon to be written and based 
on meticulous and extensive research, 
is so valuable.

For the fi rst time, we have a proper 
history of this unique movement.
Squatting in Britain 1945-1955: 
Housing, Politics and Direct Action by 
Don Watson (Merlin Press) 
Morning Star 

Book Review by John Green

Invaluable History Of Post-War Squatting
Squatting in Britain 1945-1955: 
Housing, Politics and Direct Action

Book Review by Lynne Walsh

Pride: The Unlikely Story of 
the True Heroes of the Miners’ Strike
Writers often struggle with the person-
al accounts offered up by those whose 
stories they are trying to capture. 
Memory has been called the greatest 
myth maker. As diligent as we strive to 
be – even keeping notes and journals – 
the archivist in us can be elbowed out 
by the storyteller.

Anecdotes and tales acquire fl ourish-
es, with motivations “clarifi ed” and per-
sonalities simplifi ed. A tough task, then, 
for author Tim Tate in writing “the inspir-
ing true story” behind the hit fi lm Pride. 
Not only was he faced with reconciling 
accounts from some 20 players in this key 
piece of working-class history but another 
writer had got there fi rst and splashed the 
whole damn lot all over the big screen.

In writing the screenplay for the fi lm 
Pride, Stephen Beresford employed some 
creative techniques – creating composite 
fi gures, portraying some in the mining vil-
lage of Onllwyn as homophobic and eras-
ing any mention that activist Mark Ashton 
was a communist.

But his skilful work brought the story 
of Lesbians and Gays Support the Miners 

(LGSM) to a worldwide audience. More 
than that, it’s inspired more activists in 
the same mould, especially in support of 
migrants.

Tate is an investigative journalist by 
trade. Good choice. He told LGSM and 
their Welsh comrades from the start that 
he would not be telling their story. They 
would.

The book’s format, recollections in 
the participants’ own words, may seem 
unsophisticated.

Yet it works, because those words 
come from people who have never for-
gotten the events of 1984-85.

There were cultural clashes when the 
two groups met but LGSM “originals” are 
delighted that the book can deliver nuanc-
es the fi lm didn’t.

As LGSM’s Clive Bradley says: “It’s 
important to realise that the transforma-
tive power of LGSM wasn’t just in one 
direction.

“It wasn’t just a case of these worthy 
cosmopolitan Londoners bringing pasta 
and opera to the remote valleys. These 
were communities that had generations 

of miners who had a radical tradition and 
they didn’t need lefties from London to 
tell them about all this stuff.”

What resonates in the voices the book 
captures is the realisation that any dif-
ferences were never going to stop these 
groups from fi ghting a common enemy. 
It was political synergy that bonded them.

Dave Lewis, another LGMS “origi-
nal,” says in the concluding pages: “If 
anyone reading this still believes that the 
British state is liberal, plural, benign or 
paternal, please look and see just how 
that state machine was treating the strik-
ing miners in 1984.

“And then take our story with you into 
future battles – because you need to know 
what you’re up against in order to stand a 
chance at victory.”

And so say all of us.
Pride: The Unlikely Story of the True 
Heroes of the Miners’ Strike by Tim Tate 
(John Blake Books)
Morning Star 

Squatting groups demonstrated 
amazing levels of organisation, efficient 

administration and solidarity,
 which made it even more difficult 

for the state to crush them.
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Finian Cunningham

The threats from US President Donald 
Trump and the Pentagon to “destroy the 
North Korean people” – said with such 
casual cold heartedness – shows that the 
American ruling class has no compunction 
about committing the supreme crime of 
genocide against innocent civilians.

Those threats to North Korea, coming 
in the same week that the world marked the 
72nd anniversary of the Americans dropping 
two atomic bombs on the Japanese cities of 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki in 1945 killing over 
200,000 people, are deeply connected. An 
understanding of the connection is essential to 
achieving a peaceful resolution of the current 
crisis and the avoidance of a catastrophic war.

Speaking from his New Jersey private golf 
club, Trump glibly said the power that the US 
would unleash against North Korea would 
be “like something the world has never seen 
before”. This bravado utterance of carrying out 
such devastation demonstrates the genocidal 
mentality that underpins the American rulers. 
Trump’s words were repeated by his Pentagon 
chief James Mattis who warned the North 
Korean people of imminent “destruction”.

To make any kind of equivalence between 
the Communist North Korean state and the 
US rulers is absurd. The vast disproportion-
ate nuclear arsenals is one issue for a start. So 
too is the difference in geographical posture: 
American forces based in South Korea are on 
North Korea’s border, not the other way around.

Also the rhetoric: Kim Jong-un may use 
rhetoric about turning the US “into ashes”, 
but the North Korean policy is always in the 
context of maintaining self-defence and in 
response to what it sees as American aggres-
sion. Washington’s rhetoric on the other hand 
is one of offensive aggression – and has been 
for decades. “Keeping all options on the table”, 
is code for retaining the self-ordained right to 
launch a pre-emptive military strike, including 
the use of nuclear weapons.

Not only is the genocidal mentality of 
American rulers consistent with the horrifi c 
crime against Japan 72 years ago, so too are the 
geopolitics. The real reason why Washington 
dropped the atomic bombs on August 6 and 9, 
1945, was to prevent the anticipated capture of 

Japan and the Korean Peninsula by the advanc-
ing Soviet Union. The Americans were already 
thinking ahead of the post-war global carve-
up and were adamant to prevent Communism 
winning the territorial spoils from the defeat of 
Nazi and Japanese fascism.

As Martin Hart-Landsberg recounts in his 
superb book on Korean history, the purpose of 
the American fi rst strike with nuclear weapons 
on Japan was to cast a shadow of terror on the 
region and thereby to halt the advance of Soviet 
forces in the Pacifi c, in particular from the total 
liberation of all of Korea in alliance with the 
Korean Communist resistance guerrillas who 
had been fi ghting to overthrow Japanese colo-
nial occupation.

From the nuclear genocide in Japan, 
arose the inevitable division of Korea into a 
Communist North and a pro-Western South, 
reconstituted from Korean quislings who had 
consorted with Japanese imperial occupation 
(1910-45). Although progressive democratic 
politics have gained strength and governing 
power in South Korea over the past two dec-
ades, the South Korean state was marked for its 
fi rst four decades after the war as being authori-
tarian, fascistic and a legacy of Japanese colo-
nialist politics – and, of course, pro-American.

During the Korean War (1950-53), the 
American military backing the South con-
templated the use of nuclear weapons against 
the Communist North and its Chinese ally. 
Nuclear-capable American bombers would fl y 
over the northern territory in a deliberate act 
of terror. The people were compelled to live 
in caves because the Americans had destroyed 
every city with conventional weapons killing 
up to two million civilians in the process.

When American forces today fl y nucle-
ar-capable B-1 bombers over the Korean 
Peninsula – as they did again last week just as 
Trump was issuing his “fi re and fury” diatribe 
– the people of North Korea have every reason 
to fear Armageddon from the skies. They have 
been subjected to it within living memory, 
and ever since the end of the Korean War they 
have had to live under the American shadow 
of genocide.

The Americans refused to sign a peace 
treaty at the end of the Korean War in 1953. 
Technically, therefore, the US is still at war 
in the peninsula. The perennial presence of 

American military forces in South Korea and 
the multiple war manoeuvres conducted every 
year is a stark reminder to the North that hos-
tilities could resume at any time.

Let’s put this into proper perspective, as 
opposed to being hoodwinked by Western 
media bias and distortion. North Korea is a 
reclusive state largely because it has been living 
under an unlawful siege from American forces 
for 64 years. A lot of what the Western public 
know about North Korea is from caricatures 
levelled by American propaganda aimed at 
demonising the enemy. But from what we can 
tell from fragments of information, the people 
are largely content with their political system. 
So why don’t we just let them live in peace? 
After all, North Korea has not attacked any 
of its neighbours, nor does it interfere in the 
region. All it wants is to have the right to exist 
peacefully, and not under the continual threat 
of nuclear annihilation by the United States. 
Hence, it devotes much of its national resources 
to its nuclear arms program.

Lawrence Wilkerson, who served in the 
US State Department during the G W Bush 
presidency, candidly admits that negotiations 
with North Korea were never honoured by 
Washington. Wilkerson worked with the North 
Koreans on an earlier nuclear accord during 
the 2000s, in which Pyongyang committed to 
scrap its nuclear weapons program in exchange 
for Western aid to develop civilian atomic 
energy. But, he says, the Bush administration 
reneged on its side of the bargain, referring to 
North Korea as “an axis of evil”. Reasonably, 
Pyongyang then resorted to building up its 
defences with nuclear weapons.

When President Trump disparaged “the 
failures” of previous Clinton, Bush and Obama 
administrations in dealing with North Korea, he 
was either mendacious or ignorant – probably 
the latter. The “failure” of US policy in Korea 
is that it has deliberately never allowed diplo-
macy to succeed.

That’s because American geopolitics is 
fundamentally all about maintaining hegem-
onic ambitions of dominance, not just in the 
Asia-Pacifi c but in every other region of the 
world. It is an essential part of how US capital-
ism functions. That dominance is underpinned 
by American military aggression – and in par-
ticular the self-ordained right to wage war on 

anyone who dares to defy the American global 
order, including the pre-emptive use of nuclear 
weapons on civilians.

Former British foreign minister Malcolm 
Rifkind in an article for Russia’s Valdai discus-
sion forum, asserted that: “There is no simple 
solution available to resolve this [Korean] 
crisis”. Why intelligent Russians would feel 
obliged to listen to the likes of Rifkind is a curi-
ous question.

In any case, Rifkind is plain wrong. There 
may appear to be no simple solution in the 
mindset of people like Rifkind who are imbued 
with pro-US imperialist propaganda and who 
unquestioningly view North Korea as “the 
problem”. (Just as these same kind of people 
regard Iran, Russia, Venezuela, Syria, Cuba and 
so on as problems.)

But in actual fact there is a straightforward 
and accurate solution to the never-ending con-
fl ict in Korea.

That is, for the US to withdraw its military 
and its relentless threats of aggression towards 
North Korea. The US needs to sit down with 
North Korea and the other nations of the region, 
including China and Russia, and discuss as 
equals the requirements for peaceful coexist-
ence. For a start, the US should be compelled to 
sign a decades-overdue peace treaty with North 
Korea and to openly state that it repudiates the 
use of violence for its political objectives.

A solution is at hand. It simply requires the 
US to start abiding by international law and to 
renounce its genocidal prerogative to destroy 
other people.

The stronger powers in the region, Russia 
and China, must insist on this basic require-
ment. They must state clearly that all-party 
talks should be convened immediately and that 
all sides must commit to peaceful settlement. 
No exceptions, no excuses.

What is ultimately problematic – and the 
world will see this – is that the United States as 
we know it under its ruling system will not and 
cannot abide by this simple solution. Because 
it is inherently a warmongering rogue regime 
which “exceptionally” arrogates the “right” to 
cast the shadow of annihilation on the rest of 
the world.
Information Clearing House 

America’s policy of nuclear 
annihilation is the problem

USS Abraham Lincoln transits the Pacifi c Ocean.
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John Wojcik

NEW YORK: In a statement that 
rang out like a shot heard ’round 
the world, President Donald 
Trump last week defi antly blamed 
anti-Nazi protesters for much of 
the violence in Charlottesville, 
Virginia and declared that the 
KKK and neo-Nazis had been 
treated “unfairly” by the media.

Trump triggered worldwide 
outrage when he said of the white 
supremacist rally in Charlottesville, 
during which a Nazi sympathiser 
murdered a counter-protester and two 
policemen were killed, that there was 
“blame on both sides.”

Trump insisted that what he 
called the “alt-left” bore blame for 
the violence too.

Late on the Saturday, a 20-year-
old Nazi sympathiser, James Fields, 
ploughed his car into a crowd of 
anti-Nazi protesters, killing one 
woman and leaving 19 others 
hospitalised.

Trump shocked the world in a 
contentious exchange with reporters 
at New York’s Trump Tower.

“I think there is blame on both 
sides,” he said, as John Kelly, 
his chief of staff, looked down in 
embarrassment.

“You had a group on one side 
that was bad and you had a group on 
the other side that was also very vio-
lent. And nobody wants to say that 
but I’ll say it right now. What about 
the alt-left (sic) that came charging 
... at the, as you say, the alt-right? Do 
they have any semblance of guilt? ... 
There are two sides to a story.”

Trump’s statements were almost 
immediately welcomed by David 
Duke, the long-time grand wizard 
of the Ku Klux Klan who attended 
the white supremacist rally, telling 
reporters that the white supremacists 

were there to fulfi l the President’s 
agenda.

“Thank you President Trump for 
your honesty and courage to tell the 
truth about Charlottesville,” Duke 
said on his Twitter account. Many 
of Trump’s fellow Republicans 
came out with statements opposing 
what the President said. But they 
refrained, for the most part, from 
singling him out by name, and in all 
cases refrained from saying anything 
about the Trump agenda they will 
continue pushing when they return 
to Washington after the summer 
break. That agenda hurts immigrants, 
people of colour, and white working 
people as well. If carried out, it is 
sure to worsen, not improve the racial 
divide in the country.

“We must be clear, white suprem-
acy is repulsive,” said House Speaker 
Paul Ryan. “This bigotry is counter to 
all this country stands for. There can 
be no moral ambiguity.” The Senate’s 
Republican Majority leader has yet to 
make any statement, not even one as 
tepid as Ryan’s.

Democratic politicians insisted 
that the blame for the violence and 
killing rests with the KKK and the 
Nazis.

There was revulsion around the 
world and even irony when the con-
servative chancellor of Germany, 
Angela Merkel, spoke out against 
Trump and his defence of Nazis.

Of the torch-wielding crowd of 
white supremacists that marched on 
a church in Charlottesville where 
a multi-racial group of clergy and 
others were praying, Trump said 
there were “fine” people in the 
crowd and that there were also 
“many people there to innocent-
ly protest and very legally protest 
the removal of the very impor-
tant statue of Confederate general 
Robert E Lee.” Of the gun-toting 

Nazis Trump also said, “They had a 
permit, the other side did not.”

“I wonder, is it George 
Washington next week? And is it 
Thomas Jefferson the week after?” 
he said, noting that “They too owned 
slaves.”

“You’re changing history, you’re 
changing culture,” the President 
lamented.

Trump demonstrated clearly in 
New York that the bullhorn of the 
presidency is now in the hands of a 
white supremacist, the President of 
the United States himself.

We now have a President who is 
using the White House to legitimise 
and air the grievances of the Ku Klux 
Klan and neo-Nazis. The Klan hasn’t 
had an open defender in the White 
House in more than 100 years, prob-
ably since Woodrow Wilson.

Trump’s remarks were a rejection 
of advice that came even from a large 
number of elected offi cials, including 
Republican leaders, who had pushed 
him to forcefully and specifi cally, by 
name, condemn the KKK, the Nazis, 
and white supremacists who terror-
ised Charlottesville.

Trump showed no sympathy 
for the family of Heather Heyer, the 
murdered victim of the neo-Nazis. 
A friend of Heyer’s told a horrify-
ing story. With tyres screeching and 
bodies fl ying, Marcus Martin, shoved 
his fi ancée out of the way of the car 
charging through a crowd of peaceful 
protesters. Martin was hit and upend-
ed as the car ploughed through the 
crowd. Flat on his back and with a 
broken leg, he said he experienced 
several minutes of terror.

“The only thing running through 
my mind was please don’t let her be 
dead,” Martin, 26, told the Associated 
Press in an interview, “Please don’t 
let her be dead.” Marissa Blair, it 

turned out, was alright even though 
Martin himself had tumbled over the 
crashing car that then hit and killed 
Heather Heyer.

Equating the KKK and the Nazis 
with the “left” and Black Lives 
Matter is a major goal of the right-
wing extremists at this time. Trump 
has shown that he is in lockstep with 
reaching that goal.

Those who try to push that out-
rageous false equivalency have their 
backers overseas too. Early this 
afternoon, Yair Netanyahu, the son 
of Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu, a right-winger in his own 
light, came out and tried to make the 
same point, according to a story in 
Times of Israel.

“To put things in perspective,” 
Netanyahu Jr wrote on Facebook: 
“I’m a Jew, I’m an Israeli, the neo-
Nazi scums in Virginia hate me 
and my country. But they belong 
to the past. Their breed is dying 
out. However the thugs of Antifa 
and Black Lives Matter who hate 
my country and America too in my 
view are getting stronger and strong-
er and becoming super dominant in 
American universities and public 
life.”

A key point Netanyahu misses is 
that the President of the United Sates 
is using the White House and top 
agencies of government, including 
the Justice Department, to breathe 
new life into the neo-Nazis and 
the KKK and make pieces of their 
agenda a reality.

In addition, neither Netanyahu 
nor anyone else, of course, can point 
to anyone ever killed by Black Lives 
Matter or Antifa. White suprema-
cists, the KKK, and the Nazis have 
killed far too many people here and 
around the world to ever begin to 
count.

The KKK and the neo-Nazis see 
Trump’s remarks as a turning point 
for them. They see his remarks as a 
signal that the President of the United 
Sates is behind them. He gives them 
hope that they may have a shot at 
regaining the status and political 
sway they had in the 1920s when 
50,000 robed and hooded Klansmen 
marched down Washington’s 
Pennsylvania Avenue.

They see Trump as willing to 
rescue them from the political fring-
es and bring them into the front 
and centre of the political arena. It 
emboldens them and, unfortunate-
ly, we can probably expect more 
of the kind of marches we saw in 
Charlottesville.

The anti-Klan and anti-Nazi 
movements, however, are coming 
out against this plan and linking their 
opposition to the white supremacists, 
to the need to fi ght the entire right-
wing political agenda – including 
mass deportation of immigrants, the 
so-called war on drugs, voter sup-
pression, and all the other reaction-
ary policies of the last few decades. 
That policy, by the way, has been put 
forward consistently by the so-called 
“respectable” Republicans.

Another very important point 
was made by the Reverend William 
Barber. He spoke to the fact that 
many of those who voted for Trump 
actually want no part of these extrem-
ist right-wing groups.

“White nationalists don’t care 
about white America ... they don’t 
support living wages for the work-
ing poor, they don’t support health 
care for the working poor. They 
support the kind of policies that 
would take these things away from 
people.”
People’s World 

Fulfi lling 
the President’s agenda

Protesters hold signs in front of the White House in Washington to protest the weekend’s violence in Charlottesville.

Sydney

Something to say?
Write to the Editor!

email: tpearson@cpa.org.au
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Donald Trump’s “fire and 
fury” statement, directed at the 
Democratic People’s Republic of 
(North) Korea, and reinforced by 
even more intemperate language 
last Thursday, is the height of 
irresponsibility and increases the 
danger that some unforeseen inci-
dent will lead to a major war on 
and around the Korean Peninsula.

Trump’s erratic and unstable 
behaviour, the alt-right gang with fas-
cist ties who surround him, the pres-
ence of so many hard-line military 
fi gures, the calls for military action 
by far right extremists in and out of 
government, and the many lies, dis-
tortions and hysteria promoted by 
media sources, increase the danger 
exponentially.

Trump’s bellicose statements and 
policies are being repudiated around 
the world. Seventy-fi ve percent of the 
American people want to exhaust all 
options diplomatically and nearly 60 
percent oppose a pre-emptive mili-
tary strike. Only a global outcry for 
peace will stop the drift to war.

The Communist Party of the 
USA stands in solidarity with the 
peoples of North and South Korea 
and with all those who seek a diplo-
matic, peaceful solution to the crisis 
on the Korean Peninsula.

War would be catastrophic for 
the inhabitants of both Koreas, for 
the region, for the United States and 
for the world. In addition to direct 
casualties caused by combat activi-
ties by the belligerents, there would 
be mass starvation and a huge refu-
gee crisis, in a world already awash 
in refugees. The economic damage 
would be incalculable. The lesson 
of the “regime change” war in Iraq 
should not be forgotten.

Many people are not famil-
iar with the context of the present 
confl ict.

From 1910 to 1945, the Japanese 
Empire occupied Korea, imposing 
an especially cruel and exploitative 
regime. This regime was bravely 
resisted by the Korean people. After 
World War II, when the Japanese 
were defeated, the peninsula was 
divided and the United States and the 
USSR supported different factions in 
the South and North of the country 
respectively.

In the South, the United States 
supported a despotic right-wing 
regime, headed by Syngman Rhee, in 
which offi cials who had collaborated 
with the Japanese occupation contin-
ued serving. Rhee’s regime carried 
out violent repression of all dissent. 
In the North, the Soviet Union and 
the People’s Republic of China sup-
ported the government led by Kim 
Il-Sung, which embarked on a social-
ist oriented path.

The Korean people sought reuni-
fi cation of their country, but this was 
blocked, principally, by the United 
States. This was the root of the 
Korean War of 1950 to 1952.

The Korean War devastated 
both North and South Korea, but its 
impact on the North was far worse. 
Saturation bombing raids by the US 
and its allies, acting in the name of the 

United Nations at that time, levelled 
the North’s infrastructure, stopping 
its economy and killing hundreds of 
thousands, perhaps millions of inno-
cent civilians, in addition to loss of 
life of military personnel of both 
Koreas, of the US and its allies, and 
of China. The United States dropped 
more bombs on North Korea than it 
did in all of the Pacifi c theatre of the 
Second World War.

Over two million Koreans and 
50,000 US military personnel died 
in the confl ict.

The Korean War never ended. In 
1953, actual fi ghting was stopped by 
an armistice but no peace treaty for-
mally ending the war has ever been 
signed. Many of the regimes in the 
South that the United States subse-
quently supported used the fear of 
the North to perpetuate themselves 
in power and to suppress all dissent 
against their despotic and corrupt 
policies.

The DPRK is pursuing a nucle-
ar weapons program because they 
think it is the only way to ensure 
national sovereignty and prevent an 
overthrow of their government by 
the United States, a concern height-
ened by “regime change” in Iraq and 
Libya. In fact the DPRK has vowed 
to put their nuclear weapons systems 
on the negotiating table if the US 
threat to their country ends.

However, the testing of nuclear 
weapons and delivery systems by 
the Democratic People’s Republic of 
Korea and threats to use them won’t 
guarantee a peaceful resolution of the 
present tension, especially given the 
current occupant of the White House.

The 1968 Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons 
was a major step forward for human-
ity. However, the United States and 
its allies have resisted all attempts to 
take the next logical step of achieving 
worldwide nuclear disarmament, and 
have confi ned themselves to stop-
ping any other countries from join-
ing the “nuclear club.” This will not 
make things any safer – on the con-
trary – the real safety lies in abolish-
ing nuclear weapons altogether. It is 
incumbent on all nations, including 
the United States and the Democratic 
People’s Republic of Korea, to do the 
utmost to achieve this goal. But the 
United States and its allies have not 
supported such a goal up to now.

On December 23, 2016, the 
United Nations General Assembly 
voted 113 to 35, with 13 abstentions, 
to begin the process of creating a 
treaty calling for nuclear disarma-
ment. The United States voted “no”; 
all its NATO allies either voted “no” 
or abstained. Of the other nuclear 
powers, China, India and Pakistan 
abstained, while France, Israel, Russia 
and the United Kingdom voted “no”. 
The DPRK voted “yes” in commit-
tee, but its vote in the plenum is not 
recorded. South Korea, then under 
a far right wing government, voted 
“no”. Then on July 7, 2017, the draft 
treaty was approved in the General 
Assembly by a margin of 122 voting 
“yes”, 1 voting “no” and one absten-
tion. This time, the United States and 

most of its allies (and both Koreas) 
simply did not vote. No wonder so 
many people around the world see our 
government’s stance as hypocritical!

The Communist Party USA 
expresses its fi rm solidarity with the 
people of both Koreas and of the 
United States in this dangerous sit-
uation. We call upon the people of 
this country to exert pressure on the 
Trump administration and the United 
States Congress to carry out a radi-
cal change of course, by adopting the 
following measures;
• Put an end to all provocative 

acts, including fi ery, sabre rattling 
speeches and military manoeuvres 
in and around the Korean 
Peninsula.

• Renounce fi rst use of nuclear 
weapons; no pre-emptive military 
strikes.

• Renounce the policy of bringing 
about “regime” change in 
other countries; the nature and 
personnel of a government are 
exclusively the affair of the people 
of the country in question.

• Remove all US military bases in 
the area and in other countries 
worldwide.

• Return to the position that the 
disagreements and frictions in the 
area, whether economic, political 
or military, should be solved by 
peaceful negotiations between 
the two Koreas, without self-
interested outside interference.

• Oppose sanctions that end up 
hurting ordinary people while also 
contributing to tensions.

• Join the vast majority of humanity 
by ending US opposition to 
nuclear disarmament efforts, 
as stipulated in the new 
United Nations Treaty “On the 
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons.”

• Actively support the United 
Nations Treaty on the Prohibition 
of Nuclear Weapons, by signing 
onto it and facilitating its 
implementation.

Communist Party USA 

International

Stop drift to war

The DPRK is pursuing a nuclear weapons program because they think it is the only way to ensure national sovereignty 

and prevent an overthrow of their government by the United States.

Sri Lanka: In July, tens of thousands of workers at the state-
owned Ceylon Petroleum Corporation went on an indefi nite strike 
reacting to plans to privatise part of their sector. The government 
enacted the essential services law, banning industrial action in key 
sectors of the economy, and mobilised the army to prevent work-
ers from demonstrating and organising. With the arrest of over 
20 labour activists and the authorities demonstrating willingness 
to use force, the strike was broken. On August 1, union leaders 
met with President Sirisena and then declared that no further 
industrial action was needed. This was based on a promise that 
a clause would be inserted into the lease agreement with China 
Merchants Ports Holdings (CMPH) for Hambantota Port that could 
be amended at any time. The workers were opposed to selling the 
Sri Lankan facilities to other countries, as they saw this sale as 
being a further attack on their conditions.

Thailand: With an apparent forced abduction of Wutthipong 
“Ko Tee” Kochathmmakun by a group of armed Thai-speaking 
individuals, the Thai military junta’s reign of oppression has now 
spread into neighbouring Laos. Ko Tee had been a fi erce critic of 
the Thai Monarchy and military for years, calling for a federal state. 
Facing charges of defaming the royal family he fl ed the country in 
the aftermath of the coup in 2014. Watana Muangsook, a politician 
from the Pheu Thai Party, and Pravit Rojanaphruk, a senior report-
er at Khaosod English, who have consistently criticised Thailand’s 
Junta and the Lèse Majesté law, have been charged over sepa-
rate Facebook posts under the draconian article 116 law against 
sedition.

Korea: On August 10, tens of thousands of plant construction 
workers at Gwanghamun Square staged a massive rally in Seoul. 
The workers demanded improvements in pay and working condi-
tions. In another sector, brewery workers employed by the global 
AB In Bev group held strike action against the company’s vio-
lation of their collective bargaining agreement. In a separate 
development, Samsung Electronics have tried bribing the lawyer 
representing the workers who are suing the company over toxic 
workplaces. Semiconductor and LCD workers who became unwell 
were mostly in their 20s and 30s, 76 of them have died.

Malaysia: At the end of a 13-year struggle, hundreds of work-
ers won back their collective agreement and restored collective 
bargaining rights from the Shangri-La hotel group. The struggle 
began in 2004 when the Shangri-La hotel’s “Rasa Sayang” closed 
its doors for two years, for the owner to renovate the resort. After 
the renovations were fi nished and the hotel was re-opened, the 
employer told the workers that the wages and benefi ts agreed 
to under the pre-existing collective agreement no longer applied, 
because the hotel was “new”. The National Union of Hotel, Bar 
and Restaurant Peninsular Malaysia (NUHBRW) which repre-
sented the workers is also involved in another dispute with the 
Shangri-La Hotels group.

Andrew E Rayment

Region Briefs

Adelaide

Chris White – Reminiscences
Sunday 24 September

Doors open at 1:00pm Event: 2:00pm - 5:00pm 

Star Theatre– 145 Sir Donald Bradman Drive Hilton 
More information: Please contact Kathryn Moyle: kathrynmoyle@internode.on.net
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Ready to initiate 
nuclear war
Activists in South Korea were 
excited and fairly optimistic that 
the election of liberal President 
Moon Jae-in might help deescalate 
tensions on the peninsula. They 
hoped that he would block further 
deployments of the provocative 
THAAD (Terminal High Altitude 
Area Defence) missile defence 
system and even demand that the 
US pull back the two THAAD 
launch units that were rushed into 
Seongju (186 miles south of Seoul) 
during the middle of the night just 
prior to his recent election.

But it did not take long for the 
US to establish who is boss on the 
Korean peninsula as Moon ordered 
his aides to start discussions with 
their US counterparts on deploying 
four additional mobile launchers for 

the THAAD, going back on his deci-
sion that the Korean government 
would delay additional deployment 
plans by 10 to 15 months.

Moon said South Korea and the 
US will engage in a “much stronger 
show of military force”. On Moon’s 
decision to deploy four additional 
mobile launchers, his aides said it 
would be a “temporary deployment.”

Sure ...
It’s rather diffi cult to see much 

difference between Moon’s current 
collusion with the US and that of the 
previous right-wing President Park 
who was impeached just months 
ago. The candlelight revolution in 
South Korea, which was the force 
that pushed Park out of the Blue 
House, has to be terribly disappoint-
ed in these recent pronouncements 
by Moon.

One person who is not disap-
pointed about Moon’s turn toward the 
dark side is Japanese Prime Minister 
Shinzo Abe (the grandson of a former 
WW2 fascist leader in the imperial 
Japanese war cabinet who China con-
sidered a “Class A war criminal.”) 
The Japanese peace movement today 
considers Abe a fascist.

Abe has reported that in a con-
version with Donald Trump the US 
warmonger vowed to take “all nec-
essary measures” to protect Japan 
and other US allies after last week’s 

North Korean missile test. The US 
and Japan are describing that missile 
as an intercontinental ballistic mis-
sile (ICBM) while Russia has said it 
was a mid-range missile that could 
not reach the US.

The test was reason enough for 
the US to send two nuclear B-1 bomb-
ers over the Korean peninsula. The 
commander of the Pacifi c air forces, 
General Terrence O’Shaughnessy, 
warned his units were ready to hit 
North Korea with “rapid, lethal, and 
overwhelming force”.

In other words the US is ready to 
initiate nuclear war.

It’s heart-breaking to see Mr 
Moon turn away so quickly from 
his earlier promises to reconsider 
THAAD and to so eagerly embrace 
the US incessant prodding of North 
Korea. The US-South Korea war 
games right along the border of North 
Korea must always make Pyongyang 
wonder if this is the one – is this the 
time the US and South Korea will 
launch their often threatened “decap-
itation” strike?

I can only hope that the activ-
ist community in South Korea and 
in the West will forget about giving 
Mr Moon a honeymoon. It’s rather 
clear already that he intends to follow 
orders from Washington and continue 
the role of Seoul as a junior partner 
to the US imperial war project in the 

Asia-Pacifi c. China, Russia and North 
Korea be warned and watch out.

Bruce K Gagnon Coordinator
Global Network 

Against Weapons & 
Nuclear Power in Space

The bullying begins
Last week in Melbourne the High 
Court conducted a directions 
hearing focussed on the mechanics 
of the government’s postal vote on 
marriage equality case.

It’s only been ten days since the 
federal government announced they 
are going ahead with the postal vote, 
yet already my partner and I have 
been called paedophiles because we 
are lesbian mums.

I’ve heard from rainbow fami-
lies that their children are being bul-
lied in primary school playgrounds, 
and every time I look at social media 
or listen to talk back radio our chil-
dren’s social and emotional wellbe-
ing is being questioned.

This must stop. I look forward to 
our day in court on September 5 and 
halting this postal vote in it’s tracks 
before the damage it causes becomes 
irreversible.

Lesbian mum of three children, 
Felicity Marlowe

As a parent of a gay male I am 
becoming extremely concerned about 
LGBTIQ people who already suffer 
with anxiety. They are becoming 
more fearful of the outcome due to 
the very negative campaign that has 
already started by the “nay sayers”.

Additionally, many feel the gov-
ernment’s process for the vote is 
designed to fail, which again increas-
es anxiety levels of many directly 
affected and their extended family 
and loved ones.

National spokesperson for 
Parents and Friends of 

Lesbians and Gays, 
Shelley Argent

Ms Marlowe and Mrs Argent 
are co-litigants with independent 
Tasmanian independent MP, Andrew 
Wilkie.

They are represented by leading 
High Court barrister, Ron Merkel QC 
with the Public Interest Advocacy 
Centre acting as solicitor.

Australian Marriage Equality has 
also lodged a case against the postal 
vote with the Human Rights Law 
Centre as its solicitor.

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

You have presumably noticed how 
Australian news bulletins invari-
ably refer to the DPRK (North 
Korea) as “the rogue state”. The 
use of this term of opprobrium 
began, of course, with the Yanks 
but all of America’s assorted allies 
and clients quickly fell into line. In 
Australia, even the ABC uses it. 
But one has to ask: why?

North Korea has not invaded 
anyone, hasn’t organised any coups 
against democratically-elected gov-
ernments, hasn’t imposed economic 
blockades on another country in the 
face of repeated condemnation from 
the UN General Assembly, hasn’t 
carried out terrorist drone raids and 
assassinations, and has not armed 
and fi nanced any terrorist groupings 
to kill civilians and destabilise gov-
ernments in countries that don’t do 
as it says.

On the other hand, the USA 
has done – and still does – all those 
things. And more. Just who is the real 
rogue, then?

As early as 1916, that great expo-
nent of world peace and civilised rela-
tions between states, US President 
Woodrow Wilson ordered the inva-
sion of the Dominican Republic by 
US marines, who occupied the coun-
try for the next six years. However, 
US efforts to prevent the election of 
left-wing governments or to bring 
about “regime change” in favour of 
US corporations and investments 
really took off after WW2.

It began with US intelligence 
agencies organising and fi nancing ter-
rorist campaigns in Western Europe 

after the War to thwart a likely elec-
tion victory by the Communist-led 
Anti-fascist Resistance movement. 
At the same time, the US took over 
from Britain the task of preventing a 
left-wing victory in the Greek Civil 
War. (Prior to WW2, Britain had 
proudly led the intrigues and plots 
against the USSR but the change in 
the balance of forces within imperi-
alism brought about by the War saw 
this leading role yielded after the War 
to the US.)

After the victory of the Chinese 
Reds in 1949, the US transported an 
invasion force – made up from the 
remnants of Chiang Kai Check’s 
anti-Communist “Nationalist” army 
on Taiwan – to northern Thailand 
so they could begin the “liberation” 
of China. However, they proved to 
be less interested in taking on the 
Chinese Red Army than in getting 
involved in the lucrative narcotics 
trade.

The same year the US success-
fully engineered a coup d'état in 
Syria and sent an invasion force of 
counter-revolutionary émigrés into 
Albania. This latter plan was dis-
closed to Soviet (and hence Albanian) 
authorities in full in advance by 
Soviet agent Kim Philby and the 
invasion force was quickly rounded 
up. Nevertheless, the US continued 
actively trying to subvert and over-
throw Albania’s Communist govern-
ment into the 1950s.

From 1951 until 1956, the US 
– with British assistance – tried 
unsuccessfully to bring about an anti-
Communist coup in Tibet that would 

install the Dalai Lama as titular head 
of a pro-imperialist anti-Chinese 
government.

In 1953, however, the US was 
successful in organising a coup 
d'état in Iran to remove the nation-
alist government of Prime Minister 
Mohammad Mosaddegh who had 
sought to restrict the activities of the 
Anglo Iranian Oil Company (AIOC, 
now BP) and to divert at least some 
of its profi ts to Iran itself.

Although British intelligence 
offi cials played a pivotal role in ini-
tiating and planning the coup, and the 
AIOC contributed $25,000 towards 
the expense of bribing offi cials, in 
August 2013, the American Central 
Intelligence Agency (CIA) admit-
ted that it had been in charge of both 
the planning and the execution of the 
coup, including the bribing of Iranian 
politicians and high-ranking security 
and army offi cials, as well as provid-
ing pro-coup propaganda. The CIA is 
quoted acknowledging the coup was 
carried out “under CIA direction” 
and “as an act of US foreign policy, 
conceived and approved at the high-
est levels of government”.

The following year, US President 
Dwight Eisenhower implement-
ed a CIA-run coup in Guatemala 
on behalf of the US-owned United 
Fruit Company, which had enjoyed 
a virtual monopoly in the country. 
So blatant was UFC’s involvement 
that even British ruling class journal 
Punch ran a full-page cartoon show-
ing the Statue of Liberty holding not 
a torch but a full bunch of bananas.

Prior to the coup, the 

democratically-elected regime of 
Juan Jose Arevalo had introduced a 
minimum wage and increased fund-
ing to education while his succes-
sor, Jacobo Arbenz, instituted land 
reforms to grant property to landless 
peasants. Such shockingly socialistic 
measures were deemed an unaccept-
able threat to the UFC, which had 
direct ties to Eisenhower's Secretary 
of State (John Foster Dulles) and his 
brother, CIA head Allen Dulles. The 
US-initiated coup led to four decades 
of civil war in Guatemala, as succes-
sive US-backed dictators committed 
atrocities such as genocide against 
the Mayan people (acts that, signif-
icantly, the US government never 
spoke out against).

In 1957, the US sought to inter-
fere in Syria by alleging there was a 
Soviet plot to take over the govern-
ment. American ally Turkey mobi-
lised on the Syrian border. The USSR 
threatened nuclear retaliation if Syria 
was attacked and the US threat-
ened to do the same if Turkey was 
attacked, but after some sabre rattling 
the US and Turkey backed down.

Meanwhile, throughout the 

1950s, the United States, Britain, 
and Australia were trying to ease out 
Indonesia’s “Non-Aligned” President 
Sukarno. Sukarno’s allegiances were 
too ambiguous for what was hap-
pening during the Cold War as he 
courted the US, the USSR, and the 
Chinese, and the West wanted him 
out. In 1955, the CIA plotted to assas-
sinate President Sukarno despite 
objections from then Vice President 
Nixon. Over the next three years, the 
CIA attempted to subvert Sukarno by 
fi nancing his political opponents and 
bribing other public offi cials. This 
happened until September 25, 1957 
when President Eisenhower fi nally 
ordered the CIA to overthrow the 
Sukarno government. In 1958, ele-
ments of the Indonesian military, 
with the support of the CIA, rebelled 
against the rule of President Sukarno. 
This attempted coup ended in failure.
NEXT WEEK a look at US 
involvement in coups, murderous 
intrigues and destabilising efforts 
– not mention actual wars – in 
Cuba, the Congo and lots of other 
places. 

Who is the real 
“Rogue State”? (Part 1)

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland
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Three years ago last week, a young African-
American man named Michael Brown was 
gunned down in the streets of Ferguson, 
Missouri. His death, at the hands of a 
trigger-happy white police offi cer, and the 
protests that followed to seek justice for his 
murder helped ignite the movement that 
became known as Black Lives Matter.

This movement has forced the country 
to confront the problem of police brutality 
against everyday people, disproportionately 
Black Americans, as a central reality of poli-
tics and race relations. The narrative around the 
Black Lives Matter movement has often been 
a fragmented one, with supporters and detrac-
tors alike eager to add their viewpoints. The 
new documentary fi lm Whose Streets?, which 
focuses on the killing of Michael Brown and 
the movement that arose in its wake, puts Black 
activists front and centre.

The fi lm was directed by two African-
American fi lmmakers, Sabaah Folayan and 
Damon Davis. The young directors explained 
to Filmmaker Magazine that they wanted to do 
more than just make a fi lm that stroked their 
egos or presented a montage of chants and ral-
lies, but rather to create something that went 
beyond the regular media narrative.

Folayan explained, “What was being put on 
the news was only catching the surface of the 
issues. Sensationalist, infl ammatory language 
was hyping the story to get ratings, but as a 
society we needed to get to the truth and to pos-
itive dialogue.” Davis added, “How could we 
use this movie as a tool to change the world. 
... We’re trying to make something that Black 
people can feel good about. Where they can see 
themselves as both heroes and complex human 
beings.”

The documentary, which combines the 
use of fast-paced cinematography and mobile 
phone footage, gives faces and hearts to the 
struggle, by choosing to focus on a select group 
of individuals. Audiences take the journey 
through the aftermath of Brown’s death with 
Brittany Farrell, a nurse and young mother; 
David Whitt, a recruiter for the civilian organi-
sation WeCopWatch.org; and Tory Russell, a 
co-founder of Hands Up United.

The fi lm opens with a quote of the now 
infamous Dred Scott Case, in which the 

Supreme Court decided in 1857 that no Black 
person, freed or enslaved, could claim US citi-
zenship and the rights that entailed. It was a 
fi tting reference with which to begin, seeing 
as how the lack of justice for Michael Brown, 
and hundreds of other Black Americans 
assaulted and/or killed by police, continues 
to leave many questioning whether African 
Americans can receive equal justice under the 
law in the US.

From there the documentary flashes 
through visuals of the turmoil in the streets of 
Ferguson and the raw reactions of people in the 
aftermath of tragedy. Clips from various main-
stream media outlets are used to highlight the 
lack of complexity that most reports gave to 
Ferguson and the activists there.

Whose Streets? is a showcase of the multi-
layered nature of the Black community com-
bined with a critique of the media’s handling 
of the narrative surrounding Ferguson. The fi lm 
has no direct commentary nor experts weigh-
ing in between scenes, but rather throws the 

audience directly into the thick of the action to 
experience it for themselves.

Watching Whose Streets? transported me 
back to a not-so-long-ago time when “Hands 
up, Don’t shoot” became the rallying cry 
against police brutality. A time when racial 
tensions were heightened across the country 
and it seemed like any city could become the 
“next Ferguson.” Seeing the activists gave me 
some comfort, but I was reminded all over 
again how the police offi cer that murdered 
Brown, Darren Wilson, was not indicted, and 
that somehow all the legal inquiries concluded 
that Wilson killed Brown, who was not armed, 
in self-defence.

Perhaps provoking that sense of unease 
is the intent of the fi lmmakers – an effort to 
remind the audience that this is only one slice 
of the story against inequality and oppression, 
not the conclusion.

Through humanising the struggle for jus-
tice, Folayan and Davis have aimed to make the 
public understand that the fi ght for equality, and 

even more specifi cally, the Black Lives Matter 
movement, is not faceless and impersonal. The 
battle waged in order to be recognised as a 
human being, deserving of life and liberty, is 
a very personal story, but it’s also an American 
story. Ferguson is a specifi c city, but it can also 
be symbolic of other times and places in history 
where a community has risen up.

Black people watching the fi lm will be able 
to see themselves as modern day heroes for jus-
tice, since there is no caped crusader that will 
come to their rescue to make things right. No 
liberal white saviour, as some fi lms on race 
have tried to push, will do the trick either. The 
community fi nds strength in itself even in the 
midst of hardship.

After its opening in selected cities, Whose 
Streets? will be released nationwide. It’s a pow-
erful documentary that uses one defi ning inci-
dent to connect viewers to the overarching fi ght 
for true justice and the people who sacrifi ce so 
much for it.
People’s World 
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Steve Sweeney

Journalists in Turkey are some of the most 
courageous people I know.

They work in conditions where they face 
daily threats and intimidation from the Turkish 
state and the constant fear of arrest. Newsrooms 
are often raided, equipment seized or destroyed 
and staff arrested and physically attacked by 
the authorities.

President Recep Tayyip Erdogan is more 
afraid of a pen and a camera than he is of a 
bullet or a bomb.

In 2016 he advocated a change in the defi -
nition of a terrorist to include MPs, civil soci-
ety campaigners and journalists. “It’s not only 
the person who pulls the trigger, but those who 
made that possible who should also be defi ned 
as terrorists,” he said.

The country is ranked 155 in the 2017 
World Press Freedom Index and a third of the 
world’s total jailed journalists are in Turkish 
prisons.

Most of them are held on trumped-up 
charges of terrorism, including respected inves-
tigative journalist Ahmet Sik whose book The 
Imam’s Army exposed the extent of the Gulenist 
movement’s infi ltration of key parts of the 
Turkish state.

Former editor of the Cumhuriyet news-
paper Can Dundar was jailed in absentia over 
the publication of a story linking the govern-
ment with the supply of arms to ISIS fi ghters 
in Syria.

Both Sik and Dundar are accused of ter-
rorism; the latter was charged with revealing 

state secrets and trying to bring down the 
government.

Bizarrely in Sik’s case, he was initially 
accused of supporting a range of organisations, 
including both the Kurdistan Workers’ Party 
(PKK) and the Gulenist organisation, which 
the state frequently refers to as the Fethullah 
Terrorist Organisation (FETO).

My friend and comrade Fatih Polat faces 
prosecution and a lengthy criminal trial for 
insulting the brutal and authoritarian Erdogan 
after questioning him over his family’s busi-
ness dealings following revelations in the 
Malta Files – I’ll be writing more on this in 
next week’s Morning Star.

Attacks on the Evrensel newspaper are 
intensifying. Last year I attended the trial of 
two of its reporters who faced lengthy prison 
sentences after they were arrested when they 
covered a pro-Kurdish demonstration in the 
southern Turkish city of Mersin.

Their trial was absurd and the only evidence 
against them was the sharing of a Facebook 
post, a press release about the demonstration 
and a fake one dollar note found in one of the 
reporter’s bedrooms.

The journalists’ defence lawyer Tugay Bek 
was arrested days before the trial and held in 
jail, where he was tortured and beaten.

Bek is currently representing another 
Evrensel journalist, Yusuf Karatas, who was 
arrested in the city of Diyarbakir in the large-
ly Kurdish south-east of Turkey. His detention 
came after he had given evidence as part of 
government investigations into the Democratic 
Society Congress (DTK).

The DTK was a legitimate organisation 
made up of pro-Kurdish organisations and is 
seen as laying the foundations for the develop-
ment of the opposition People’s Democratic 
Party (HDP).

Karatas was quizzed over his attendance 
at the Mesopotamia Seasonal Agricultural 
Workers Assembly, which was part of the 
DTK’s Commission for Labour, Migration 
and Poverty held in Urfa province four years 
ago.

The assembly, which brought together trade 
unions and other organisations discussed the 
issue of workers’ rights. It is now considered 
a terror activity.

He was also questioned over his attend-
ance at a demonstration over the 2011 Roboski 
Massacre when the Turkish state bombed and 
killed 34 innocent Kurdish villagers.

Bek said Karatas’s arrest is politically moti-
vated and the Turkish authorities had spied on 
him between 2009 and 2013 where they moni-
tored his whereabouts and tapped his phone, 
listening to his conversations.

Bek also confi rmed that the DTK was rec-
ognised as a legitimate organisation and had 
been visited by senior government ministers 
from the ruling Justice and Development Party 
(AKP) during that time.

Karatas is also a member of the Labour 
Party of Turkey which released a statement 
demanding his release.

General secretary Selma Gurkan said: “We 
will not accept this illegal process against our 
party member Yusuf Karatas.

“We will continue to struggle against all 

illegality, arbitrary arrests and attempts to crim-
inalise innocent people.”

Karatas denies charges of terrorism and in 
a defi ant message from his prison cell said: “It 
doesn’t matter whether we are inside or outside, 
we will continue to speak the truth.”

In a letter sent to the Evrensel newspa-
per Karatas wrote: “Dear friends, the gloomy 
regime hanging over the country desires to 
take our future hostage. To this end, it is seek-
ing to repress and silence all the people that 
line up with labour, peace, democracy and 
freedom.

“Yet, we will not keep quiet, no matter 
whether we are behind bars or outside. We will 
keep telling and writing the truth, and shouting 
out the justice demand.

“Besides, we made a promise to [Evrensel
photographer] Metin Goktepe [who was killed 
in police custody in 1996]. This heart will not 
keep silent! Greetings and love to all.”

His arrest has caused an international 
outcry and saw the launch of the Freedom for 
Yusuf Karatas campaign in Britain.

Initiated by Solidarity with the People 
of Turkey (SPOT) and backed by a grow-
ing number of trade unions, the campaign is 
demanding the immediate release of Karatas 
and all journalists jailed for simply doing their 
job.
You can sign Spot’s statement demanding 
Yusuf Karatas’s release at spotturkey.org.uk. 
Further details and updates on the case can 
also been seen at evrensel.net/daily. Steve 
Sweeney is a Morning Star reporter. 
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