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The means to condition the Australian 
public in the country’s main population 
centres to the constant presence of armed 
military personnel on city streets was given 
its latest promotional exercise last month. 
In a mock terrorism exercise – replete 
with the bloodied bodies of “victims” – 
in Sydney’s Central Station, members of 
the NSW Public Order and Riot Squad 
in paramilitary regalia locked down the 
Country Trains terminal. Armed with M4 
assault rifl es (the “weapon of choice of the 
US military” and the same weapon used by 
the Federal Police to guard the fortress that 
is now Parliament House, Canberra), the 
squad is an upgrade of the NSW Tactical 
Operations Unit.

Soon these heavily-armed squads will be 
cruising the streets of Australia’s biggest city, 
and their counterparts around the country.

Anti-terrorism laws threaten to criminalise 
social dissent. The attacks on September 11, 
2001 in New York City gave greater impetus to 
arguments by police and intelligence agencies 
here and in the US and Europe that terrorism 
and activism are the same problem and need to 
be approached in the same manner. Terrorism 
is the justifi cation for shutting down political 
dissent.

Widespread public resistance has not elim-
inated but has forced some amendments to 
proposals which create new offences of ter-
rorism, giving the government the power to 
ban organisations and give ASIO (Australian 
Secret Intelligence Organisation) dangerous 
new powers.

In the early 2000s ASIO was converted 
from a spy agency to a secret police force. It 
was given powers of arrest and the right to hold 
people for questioning for 48 hours. People 
can be held incommunicado with no right to a 
lawyer and no contact with family or the out-
side world. People face up to fi ve years in jail 
for refusing to answer questions, removing 
their right to silence.

Last month the Australian Lawyers’ 
Alliance (ALA) warned that draconian counter-
terrorism powers such as warrantless searches 
and preventative detention orders do little to 
enhance security and serve only to further mar-
ginalise people.

The Joint Parliamentary Committee on 
Intelligence and Security is currently review-
ing legislation which gives security agencies 
access to control orders, preventative detention 
orders (PDOs) and warrantless searches.

ALA spokesperson Greg Barns said that 
in the interests of justice, all security powers 

under review should be repealed or allowed to 
expire next year with the passing of the sunset 
clause. He called for Parliament instead to 
introduce an enforceable federal human rights 
act.

“These extraordinary police powers are an 
unacceptable impost on the human rights of all 
Australians and should be repealed as soon as 
possible,” Mr Barns said.

“It is hard to make a case that these powers 
improve our national security as they have 
been on the books since 2005 and have rarely 
been used. Why do we need them? The evi-
dence indicates that existing powers of inves-
tigation and prosecution are adequate to meet 
the threat posed by terrorism.”

Barns said that control orders, preventa-
tive detention orders and warrantless searches 
have no place in Australian society and should 
be repealed and that any law reform intended 
to enhance national security should be based 
on evidence and comply strictly with interna-
tional human rights law. He warned that the 

legislation allowing control orders, PDOs and 
warrantless searches undermines fundamen-
tal human rights protections that have existed 
under the Westminster system for centuries.

Preventative detention orders allow the 
detention of individuals without charge or even 
suspicion. No other similar country allows 
such detention.

Mr Barns referred to a recent report by 
the Independent National Security Legislation 
Monitor which pointed out that international 
law requires any imposition on rights to be 
necessary and proportionate to the risk faced.

“Given that these draconian police powers 
have rarely been used, even though numerous 
national security threats have been foiled and 
numerous raids and traditional arrests conduct-
ed, it is hard to see that they are necessary.

“It is also hard to see how imposing incom-
municado detention, warrantless searches or 
the infringements on liberty and privacy via 
control orders is proportionate.”

“Safeguards on these powers are 

inadequate under current arrangements, and 
could potentially allow reliance on evidence 
extracted under torture abroad or racial profi l-
ing,” Mr Barns said.

This is not only a concern from the point of 
view of relying on or condoning dangerous or 
discriminatory practices, it will also mean that 
people are subjected to these powers based on 
unreliable evidence.

In addition, individuals detained under 
PDOs have very limited rights to say where 
they are.

“People detained under a PDO are only 
allowed to inform people that they are safe, 
not that they are being detained pursuant to a 
PDO,” Mr Barns said. “If they or anyone else 
who fi nds out about the detention discloses it 
without permission, heavy prison sentences of 
fi ve years can be imposed. This is not justice.”

Mr Barns called on the federal government 
to urgently introduce an enforceable federal 
human rights act. 

Police state powers

“This is not justice”
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It has been a long struggle against the forces of the ultra-right 
and socially conservative and religious groups to gain marriage 
equality and after last week’s resounding YES vote we are one 
step closer. There is now broad support across parliamentary 
parties and the cross-benches. The high turnout in the postal sur-
vey of 80 percent and the 61.6 percent YES-vote left politicians 
in no doubt of where the public stood on the issue of same sex 
marriage. The result of the Australian Bureau of Statistics survey 
was met with jubilation in the LGBTI community when it was 
announced on Wednesday, November 15. It meant much more 
than just being able to get married: it was a long-awaited step 
in the recognition of the rights under the law of all Australians, 
regardless of their sexual orientation.

The NO “debate” was largely centred on fear-mongering and 
diversions around wedding cakes, and an array of lies about 
the consequences of redefi ning marriage to include same-sex 
couples. Around 40 percent voted NO in the survey.

The postal ballot, as predicted, caused a great deal of un-
necessary trauma and pain, which could have been avoided if 
Parliament had fulfi lled its obligations to legislate from the start.

It is only in the decades since the 1970s that laws were passed 
de-criminalising male acts of homosexuality. South Australia 
has still not overturned what is commonly referred to as the 
“gay panic defence”. This is a legal argument used by defence 
lawyers to downgrade murder charges on the basis that the 
defendant was “provoked” into homicide by a sexual advance 
from the victim. It was only abolished in Queensland this year 
and in Western Australia in 2008.

Ironically, the postal survey foist on the public as a delay-
ing tactic has backfi red on the extreme right and other social 
conservatives in Parliament exposing just how out of step they 
are with the wider community.

Not that they are giving up. They might have been forced 
to abandon Liberal Senator James Paterson’s proposed bill. Its 
“protections” for same-sex marriage were a licence to discrimi-
nate in the name of anti-discrimination. The intention was to 
legislate for wide exemptions to state and territory anti-discrimi-
nation laws including for service provides like bakers and fl orists 
in the name of protecting parental rights and religious freedom.

A bill introduced by liberal Senator Dean Smith on the 
same day as the survey results were announced does not re-
strict existing freedoms; it extends a freedom to a section of the 
community which is presently subject to discrimination. The bill 
was jointly sponsored by fellow Liberal Senators Linda Reynolds 
and Jane Hume, Labor’s Penny Wong and Louise Pratt, Greens’ 
Richard Di Natale and Janet Rice, as well as crossbenchers Skye 
Kakoschke-Moore and Derryn Hinch.

“I thought we had gone past the point in this country where 
we had signs that said ‘we don’t serve Jews, we don’t serve 
blacks’,” Senator Wong said. “The Australian people voted to 
lessen discrimination and not to extend it,” She argued the bill 
put forward by Dean Smith, which has some exemptions so 
churches can refuse to conduct same-sex weddings, had appro-
priate protections.

In legal terms, the introduction of marriage equality would 
change nothing about the current position of religion, parental 
authority, and children’s education. Church and state marriage 
law have been at odds for 160 years, ever since remarriage af-
ter divorce was made accessible in the British world in 1857. 
Parents whose views of marriage differ from state law have thus 
been communicating these differences to their children without 
obstruction for 160 years.

Parents will continue to have the freedom to teach their chil-
dren why the law is contrary to their moral or religious beliefs.

The “no” campaign also argues that the protection of re-
ligious freedom requires that religious individuals should be 
exempt from sexual discrimination legislation, where that is in 
tension with their beliefs.

Religious organisations currently have signifi cant exemptions 
from anti-discrimination legislation. State laws currently permit 
religious bodies to discriminate on the basis of sex, where such 
discrimination conforms with the “doctrines, beliefs or principles 
of the religion” or is necessary “to avoid injury to the religious 
sensitivities of adherents to the religion”.
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From each according to his ability, to each according to his needs.

Manifesto of the Communist Party
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PRESS FUND
In the evenings before a big sporting event you can often count four different gambling firms 
advertising on TV. Gambling addiction is creating financial havoc and destroying Australian families, 
yet ads that trivialise gambling are everywhere. Some are banned in NSW but only for TV, not for 
SMS texts. Authorities rarely respond effectively to complaints about gambling ads, and gambling 
corporations make big contributions to the major political parties to ensure their huge profitability 
is protected. We’re calling for gambling ads to be banned altogether, just like the ban on cigarette 
advertising. If you agree, please support us by sending in a Press Fund contribution for the next issue if 
you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:
M Borg $50, B Brown $100, BC $50, KM $10, MM $10, A Pha $25, “Rough Red” $5, 
“Round Figure” $10
This week’s total: $260 Progressive total: $6,560

YES despite bankrupt politics
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Penalty rates

Club workers hit

Congress Special Appeal
From December 1-3 this year, elected delegates representing Communist Party organisations 
from all over Australia will gather in Sydney for the 13th National Congress of the Communist 
Party of Australia. There will be an opening on the Friday night, December 1, to which all 
Guardian readers, their families and friends are invited. (See page 12 for details)

As you can imagine, the costs associated with holding a National Congress are quite considerable 
with delegates coming from as far away as Perth, the printing of documents, etc. The CPA has 
launched a Special Appeal to help defray these costs.

We have set a target of $10,000 and are appealing to Guardian readers, Party members and 
supporters to contribute what they can to this Appeal. We are off to a slow start so please did 
deep. Every little helps. To contribute, please fill in the form below or write your details on 
a separate piece of paper to send with your contribution. Payment by credit card can also be 
phoned in on 02 9699 8844.

All contributions will be acknowledged in the Guardian, with the names of contributors unless 
other- wise requested. We look forward to your support for this important occasion. This week 
we would like to thank the following for their generous contributions:

Donna McLaren $100, Digired $50

This week’s total: $150 Progressive total: $365.00

13th CPA Congress $10,000 Financial Appeal 

I, (Name) ...............................................................................................................................

Address ............................................... wish to contribute $ ............... to the above Appeal. 
I enclose a Cheque/Money Order/Cash for that amount (made out to “CPA”). Payment may 
also be made by Credit Card by fi lling the information below: 

Credit Card minimum $20   □ Visa    □ Mastercard

Name on the card .................................... Signature: ......................................... 

Card Number _________ _________ _________ _________ Expiry Date __ __ / __ __
I □ agree/ □ disagree to having my name published in the Guardian in acknowledgement of my contribution. 
Send to 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010 or phone through on 02 9699 8844.
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United Voice, the hospitality union, has welcomed 
the announcement by Restaurant & Catering 
Industrial (RCI) that it will drop attempts to cut 
Sunday penalty rates for restaurant workers.

The case was to be heard in the Fair Work 
Commission last week but RCI delivered a statement 
that they would not be proceeding. At the Fair Work 
Commission RCI conceded that the current Sunday pay 
rates are correct and appropriate, and that there will be no 
need for further review.

Jo-anne Schofi eld, United Voice national secretary, 
said, “It was always an unjustifi ed move by the Fair 
Work Commission to allow RCI to re-litigate their failed 
attempt to cut Sunday penalty rates in the Restaurant 
Award from 150% to 125%.

“RCI were rebuffed by the Commission in the pen-
alty rate cut decision earlier this year on the basis that 
their case had no merit. Their last-minute decision to not 
pursue the application shows that they knew that their 
case to cut pay had no merit.

“It is a relief for restaurant workers that their Sunday 
penalty rates are no longer under attack. It was always 
perverse that a booming restaurant industry was going on 
the attack against their workers.”

On the other hand, Clubs Australia continues to 
attack Australian clubs workers. They remain committed 
to their attempts to piggyback on to the penalty rate cuts 
by abolishing the Clubs Award and replacing it with the 
current Hospitality Industry Award (an Award that was 
included in the Fair Work Commission’s February 2017 
penalty rate cut decision).

The ball is now in Clubs Australia’s court. The suc-
cessful $12 billion dollar clubs sector also needs to drop 
their attempts to relitigate their case and stop attacking 
the pay of clubs workers. “Every weekend and every 
public holiday, workers in clubs give up time with family 
and friends to serve their communities,” said Schofi eld. 
“They don’t deserve, and can’t afford, a massive cut to 
their weekend pay rates.” 
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Have your say!

Write a letter to the Editor.
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Criticism 
as Australia 
elected to 
UN council
Australia has been elected to the 
United Nations Human Rights 
Council for a three-year term.

But that hasn’t stopped the UN 
Human Rights Committee from 
slamming Australia for its “chron-
ic non-compliance” to international 
human rights standards, including 
the rights of Indigenous peoples.

Vice-chair of the committee 
Yuval Shany said in Switzerland 
that Australia had an “unacceptable” 
approach to implementation of the 
human rights committee’s decisions 
and “has very little to be proud of”.

UN Special Rapporteur on 
the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 
Victoria Tauli-Corpuz recently 
accused the Turnbull government of 
riding roughshod over the rights of 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
people and called on the government 
to completely revise its approach to 
Indigenous affairs.

Shany said it’s “unacceptable” 
for Australia to “routinely reject” the 
committee’s views, or “self-judge” 
UN human rights treaties compli-
ance, saying the country can’t “pick 
and choose” its compliance with 
human rights law.

“The lack of implementation was 

·completely off the charts for the 
committee”, Shany said.

“It’s incredible for a country 
that claims to have a leading role in 
global human rights,” he said.

The Australian delegation 
responded that the implementa-
tion of views would have to be an 
area where the committee and gov-
ernment “respectfully disagree” as 
Australia does not see the views 
of the committee and other treaty 
bodies as legally binding.

Australian ambassador and per-
manent representative to the UN in 
Geneva John Quinn said Australia 
“was not complacent” and acknowl-
edged there were things the country 
“could do better”.

He said violence against 
women and improving the lives of 
Indigenous people as well as consti-
tutional recognition were particular 
issues for Australia.

Foreign Minister Julie Bishop 
nominated the empowerment of 
women globally, Indigenous rights, 
abolition of the death penalty and 
crises in North Korea and Syria as 
the issues Australia would pursue 
during its tenure.

Former prime minister Tony 

Abbott’s attack on a 2015 report into 
children in immigration detention 
was also raised during the exami-
nation of Australia’s human rights 
record, as was Attorney-General 
George Brandis’ call for the resigna-
tion of then Australian Human Rights 
Commission president Gillian Triggs 
before the report’s publication.

Plebiscite 
The same-sex marriage pleb-

iscite was also criticised by the 
committee, with member Sarah 
Cleveland remarking: “Human rights 
are not to be determined by opinion 
poll or a popular vote”.

Other issues raised by the com-
mittee included, transgender and 
intersex rights, domestic violence, 
the sterilisation of intellectually dis-
abled women and girls, and the bal-
ance between anti-terrorism laws and 
personal liberty.

The UN Human Rights 
Committee also took aim at the 
failure to scrap the fi nes laws that 
resulted in Yamatji woman Ms Dhu’s 
death in custody. Ms Dhu died in 
custody in a South Hedland police 
cell after being locked up for three 
days over unpaid fi nes.

Carol Roe, Ms Dhu’s grand-
mother, said she was still waiting for 
truth and justice.

“Australia needs to answer for 
everything that they have done to my 
people and especially for how they 
treated my granddaughter. Australia 
must be held to account,” she said.

In the past few weeks WA’s 
fi nes laws have seen a breastfeeding 
mother put behind bars, and a heav-
ily pregnant woman at risk of being 
jailed because she couldn’t afford to 
pay her fi nes.

A promise to lead on Indigenous 
people’s rights was a central pillar 
to Australia’s successful bid to gain 
a seat on the UN Human Rights 
Council.

Indigenous Peoples’ Network 
Australia’s Michael Coughlan, who 
was in Geneva, said the fi nes laws 
are a driver of the high rates at 
which Aboriginal people are over 
imprisoned. 

“We know these laws are harm-
ful and we know they unfairly trap 
too many Aboriginal people,” he 
said.

“They belong in the garbage. 
Nobody should be subjected to the 
indignity and dangers of prison 

simply because they cannot afford to 
pay a fi ne.”

Amnesty International called 
on the Australian government to 
end its hypocrisy on human rights 
at home.

Amnesty campaigns manager 
Michael Hayworth pointed out that 
Australia locks up Indigenous chil-
dren 25 times more than other chil-
dren and that cases of self-harm or 
abuse of Indigenous children have 
been reported in children’s prisons 
in every state and territory.

“If we’re serious about being a 
human rights leader we need to lead 
by example, instead of trampling on 
the rights of people fl eeing persecu-
tion and the rights of Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander people,” he 
said.

“Leadership comes with consist-
ency. We can’t say one thing on one 
hand and give wholehearted commit-
ment to some human rights agendas 
while carrying out policies of delib-
erate abuse on the other. It’s com-
pletely hypocritical.”
Koori Mail 

Book Launch Invitation

Radical Perth, Militant Fremantle
Edited by Charlie Fox, Bobbie Oliver and Lenore Layman

The editors of this collection have chosen 31 short and 
fascinating stories of radical moments in the cities’ past from 
as long ago as the 1890s and as recently as Occupy: ‘Bloody 
Sunday’ battles on the wharves, the Chinese community’s fi ght 
for survival, Perth’s Red Dean and his rock masses, bodgies 
and widgies at Scarborough’s Snake Pit, Midland’s Red Square, 
women’s apron parades in the 1950s, Fremantle’s Rajneeshees, 
the Point Peron Women’s Peace Camp, and many more. This 
book records Perth and Fremantle’s radical pasts, uncovering 
the obscure and neglected, and re-framing the better known, 
as well as mapping Perth and Fremantle’s radical geographies. 
This engaging and informative book inspires those who work for 
change and opens new windows on Perth and Fremantle’s pasts. 
In short, it has rewritten their histories.

A Western Australian publication proudly supporting WA authors, 
publishers, and printers.

Contributors: Charlie Fox, Bobbie Oliver, Lenore Layman, Jenny 
Gregory, Janis Bailey, Geoff Davis, Andrea Gaynor, Bri McKenzie, 
Suellen Murray, Chris Owen, Alex Salmon and Alexis Vassiley.

6 pm Monday December 11
May Holman Room 

(next to Old Trades Hall), 82 Beaufort Street, Perth

Launched by Meredith Hammat, Secretary of UnionsWA
RSVP to Lenore Layman by Friday December 8 – layman@westnet.com.au or 08 9271 3751
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Hundreds of people remain indefi nitely 
in the Manus Island and Nauru deten-
tion centres because the Turnbull govern-
ment believes that anyone trying to reach 
Australia by boat must be punished by 
preventing them from ever settling here.

The only options open to asylum seekers 
under this policy are to return to the dangerous 
conditions in the countries from which they 
fl ed, (a process known as refoulement, pro-
hibited under the UN Refugee Convention to 
which Australia is a signatory), or to accept the 
bleak prospect of resettlement in developing 
nations, including Papua New Guinea.

Only a few refugees have been resettled in 
Papua New Guinea. The government reject-
ed New Zealand’s offer to take 150, arguing 
that asylum seekers might come here as New 
Zealand citizens and then, horror of horrors, 
apply for Australian citizenship.

It’s still unclear whether the US will take 
any of the Nauru or Manus Island detainees, 
as promised by former US President Obama. 
Other developed countries have their own com-
mitments to resettle defi ned numbers of asylum 
seekers, and they don’t share the Australian 
government’s vindictive obsession with people 
who arrive unannounced by boat, so they’re 
unlikely to accept any of our detainees.

The government claims its boat turn-back 
policy has prevented loss of asylum seeker 
lives at sea. However, hundreds of asylum 
seekers who arrived before the policy was 
introduced have been imprisoned indefi nitely, 
and the offshore detention policy has left an 
appalling stain on our national human rights 
reputation.

A humane alternative
The number of asylum seekers trying to 

reach Australia is a tiny fraction of the world’s 
65.6 million displaced people, of whom 22.5 
million are refugees, i.e. people forced to leave 
their countries of citizenship, and 10 million 
are stateless. Approximately 40 million are 
“internally displaced persons”, i.e. refugees in 
their own country, some of whom are “people 
in refugee-like situations”, stateless or unpro-
tected by the government of their countries of 
residence.

Most are victims of war; 5.5 million have 
come from Syria, 2.5 million from Afghanistan 
and 1.4 million from South Sudan. The number 
of displaced persons fl eeing droughts and other 
extreme weather events is rising. The impact of 
climate change and wars over water and agri-
cultural resources are likely to magnify the cur-
rent number of displaced persons this century.

The Australian government has ignored 
humane options to its current policies regard-
ing asylum seekers.

An alternative approach recommended by 
asylum seeker advocate Julian Burnside is to 
establish processing centres in countries from 
which asylum seekers set off to reach Australia, 
to give asylum seekers written guarantees that 
their applications would be given serious and 
fair consideration, and to pay for air fl ights to 
Australia by successful applicants.

That approach would minimise the risk 
of asylum seekers setting out on highly dan-
gerous sea voyages. It would also cut the cur-
rent cost of accommodating asylum seekers 
by between 40 and 97 percent. Detaining one 

asylum seeker on Manus Island or Nauru costs 
$400,000 per annum, compared to $239,000 
for detention in Australia, or just $12,000 
if the asylum seeker lives in the Australian 
community.

However, the coalition parties are most 
unlikely to change the policy of detaining 
indefi nitely people who have come here by 
boat seeking asylum.

Two detainees have committed suicide 
over the last two months. If more of them die, 
the major parties may be forced to adopt an 
approach that actually conforms to the require-
ments of the Refugee Convention, to which 
Australia is already a signatory.

But for hundreds of asylum seekers the cost 
will have been imprisonment, injury or loss of 
life. It’s time for us to dump the Turnbull gov-
ernment and introduce humane alternatives to 
our current asylum seeker policies.

Descending into nightmare 
The Turnbull government’s immigration 

policies have become a nightmare. As we go 
to press more than 400 men are still occupying 
the Manus Island detention centre, which was 
closed at the beginning of November. They 
have refused to move out even though they 
had no food, running water, shelter, sanitation 
or medication, because the unguarded new 
accommodation in a nearby village is incom-
plete and would provide no security.

The detainees have been subjected to 
numerous attacks by some local residents. 
The immigration deal between Papua New 
Guinea and Australia has resulted in hun-
dreds of asylum seekers being kept in guarded 

compounds in the midst of local communi-
ties. Residents and detainees have no common 
language, and the little contact they have is 
clouded by ignorance, suspicion and fear. The 
detainees have lost touch with their families, 
and any contact between detainees and local 
women arouses bitter resentment among local 
families.

In a recent discussion with Australian 
PM Malcolm Turnbull, US President Trump 
declared that because the detainees on Manus 
Island and Nauru are being kept in prison they 
must be violent criminals. That unjust conclu-
sion is shared by many residents of the off-
shore host countries.

Other factors contribute to the antagonism. 
The UN has called on Australia to provide 
basic shelter, food, water and sanitation for 
detainees who refused to move from the Manus 
Island centre. Detainees normally receive those 
services, as well as education and medical 
treatment.

But many residents of developing nations 
don’t have access to those services at a basic 
level. Some local residents therefore see the 
detainees as violent criminals who don’t have 
to work, enjoy privileges, don’t share the local 
language and culture, and have been thrust into 
their communities without their consent.

Nevertheless, after the detainees refused 
to leave the detention centre local people tried 
to bring them food. Soldiers blocked them, 
but local residents subsequently managed to 
smuggle some food in, saving the detainees 
from starvation and demonstrating the power 
of simple human compassion over political 
opportunism. 

Taking Issue – Peter Mac

A tragic failure

Deep concern
The Australian Psychological 
Society (APS) is deeply concerned 
about the worsening humanitar-
ian crisis for refugees detained on 
Manus Island.

Since the “Pacifi c Solution” was 
fi rst devised, Australian psycholo-
gists have expressed grave concerns 
about the mental health and human 
rights of asylum seekers detained on 
both Manus Island and Nauru.

In a statement, APS 
President Anthony Cichello said, 
“Psychologists and other mental 
health professionals have been 
saying for years that the research is 

very clear – warehousing people in 
remote locations has a devastating 
impact on people’s mental health 
and wellbeing. The fi ction that 
the 800 men on Manus Island can 
safely live there indefi nitely cannot 
be sustained.”

Cichello believes that immedi-
ate steps need to be taken to protect 
the health and wellbeing of the men 
on Manus, the majority of whose 
refugee claims have been accept-
ed, but who face long waits at best 
before being resettled anywhere.

“They urgently need clean water 
and healthy food, and access to 

medical and mental health servic-
es. They need to be protected from 
danger and discrimination. They 
also need to be able to make con-
nections with family and friends. 
Importantly, they need to be able to 
hope that a decent life is possible.

“These men, along with the 
men, women and children still 
detained on Nauru, should be 
brought to Australia while their 
applications for asylum are being 
processed or while they are await-
ing resettlement.” 

Sydney

Farewell 
the Brigadistas to Cuba

2:00 pm 

Saturday November 25

MUA Building
365 Sussex Street Sydney
Plus a screening of 
Fidel the Untold Story 
by Estela Bravo
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Rob Gowland

In the decade before the Revolution, the 
arts in Russia were a ferment of ideas 
and activity. Various avant garde move-
ments fl ourished as the intelligentsia also 
challenged the stultifying infl uence of the 
autocracy.

The catastrophe of the First World War 
provided the catalyst for the people to fi nally 
challenge Tsarism successfully in the February 
Revolution, that brought Kerensky to power – 
a move Russian capitalists hoped would see 
the end of pressure for revolution. When the 
workers and peasants refused to accept the 
continuation of the World War and instead 
overthrew Kerensky’s bourgeois government 
in the October Revolution, many middle class 
intellectuals found the consequent turmoil dis-
orienting and confusing.

Some, like Maxim Gorki, Alexei Tolstoy, 
and others fled abroad to seek refuge in 
Russian émigré communities in France or 
Germany. By the mid 1920s, however, most 
had returned, emboldened by the reports of the 
new regime’s bold plans for the rejuvenation 
of Russia and especially such projects as the 
mass literacy campaign.

The arts were seen as a potent tool in this 
nation-wide endeavour, especially the art form 
most closely identifi ed with the 20th century: 
cinema. Lenin said that, for the Bolsheviks, it 
was the “most important” art form. 

Before the Revolution, Russian cinema 
had still been in its infancy, and for the fi rst 
few years afterwards was fi rmly in the hands 
of commercial filmmakers whose escapist 
romantic dramas safely steered away from pol-
itics. Frustratingly for the Soviet government, 
these fi lms did nothing to help develop the 
cause of Socialism. And then a young intellec-
tual named Sergei Eisenstein, consumed with 
revolutionary fervour, made Strike.

An account of a savage industrial dis-
pute in Tsarist Russia, Strike had no stars, no 
glamour. Its form was closest to documentary, 
but its style was like nothing seen in Russia 
before. Eisenstein had come to fi lm from the 
“revolutionary” movement FEKS, the “Society 
of Eccentric Actors”, who had tried to intro-
duce into theatre some of the avant-garde 
movements infl uencing other arts, such as 
Symbolism and especially Constructivism.

In fi lm, with its ability to present – and 
especially to reshape – reality, Eisenstein 
found his ideal forté as a revolutionary artist. 
He was the ultimate intellectual: extremely 
intelligent, very well read, a master of artis-
tic theory. Where other fi lmmakers, even revo-
lutionary ones like Svevolod Pudovkin, were 
content to see cinema as essentially photo-
graphed play-acting, Eisenstein recognised that 
the key to understanding the true nature of fi lm 
was to understand the role and essential part 
played by the fi lm editing process.

Eisenstein analysed that process and wrote 
profoundly on it, demonstrating that when a 
fi lmmaker joins shot A to shot B he does not 

create simply A+B, but a new entity, AB. The 
relationship of each shot with the one before 
it and the one after it was the true essence of 
fi lmmaking and Eisenstein called it montage.

On the strength of his work on Strike, 
Eisenstein in 1925 was asked to make a fi lm 
commemorating various incidents in the 
unsuccessful Revolution of 1905. He shot 
material for several sequences then went to 
Odessa to recreate the mutiny on the armoured 
cruiser Prince Potyomkin. Overwhelmed by 
the fi lmic potentialities of the Odessa steps, 
Eisenstein abandoned the material he had shot 
for other sequences, and determined to make 
his fi lm solely about the Potemkin incident. 
This decision must have dismayed the organ-
isers of the celebrations of the anniversary of 
1905, but it gave us one of the great classics 
of Soviet cinema: the misnamed (in English) 
Battleship Potemin, a fi lm so powerful that 
it was banned in many countries, including 
Britain, lest it stir up the masses to riot or 
worse.

With Potemkin’s success abroad, first 
in Germany then elsewhere, Soviet cinema 
suddenly became a force in world art. In the 
USSR, meanwhile, the small group of commit-
ted Soviet fi lmmakers were preparing their fi lm 
contributions to commemorate the tenth anni-
versary of the October Revolution. Pudovkin 
was making The end Of St Petersburg, an 
excellent but stylistically conventional histori-
cal drama about people caught up in the events 
of 1917. Eisenstein was making October, an 
anything but conventional, documentary-like 
recreation of those momentous events.

The fi lm took longer to edit than planned, 
and only scraped into the anniversary year by 
dint of showing a “rough cut” at the Kremlin, 
then returning it to Eisenstein to be fi nished 
in early 1928. The fi nished fi lm, however, is 
splendidly photographed, but it is the editing 
which gives it its power. Not only the juxtapo-
sition of shots, but even the silent fi lm inter-
titles contribute, with Eisenstein changing their 
size for dramatic emphasis as needed.

An interesting sidelight for us: in the 
sequence showing the arrest of the Provisional 
Government, the ministers are informed 
that they are under arrest by the Bolshevik 
Antonov. When the February Revolution broke 
out, Antonov was in exile – in Australia. On 
hearing the news, he left Australia and made 
his way by any means possible until he eventu-
ally got back to Petrograd to play this dramatic 
role in the Revolution.

October was made for a Russian audi-
ence, to whom the events and the key partici-
pants were well known. Thus, when General 
Kornilov, head of the “Savage Division”, tries 
to stage a counter-revolutionary coup, it is not 
necessary for Eisenstein to explain what is 
going on. His audience knew it already.

Longer explanatory titles would disrupt 
the pace and the impact of the fi lm which I 
am sure you will agree certainly deserves its 
place as one of the most powerful classics of 
the silent screen. 

Australia

October – a promotional poster (above), and a still from the fi lm (below).

Eisenstein’s classic October

Courting strike action
The Federal, Family and Federal 
Circuit Courts and the National 
Native Title Tribunal last week 
faced staff shortages as workers 
walked off the job in a further 
escalation of their battle for a fair 
pay and conditions deal.

Courts staff have gone four 
years without a pay increase and 
face cuts to workplace rights and 
conditions, says the Community and 
Public Sector Union (CPSU).

“CPSU members in Courts 
feel they have no other option but 
protected industrial action. Courts 
management refuses to hear work-
ers’ concerns about the cuts, they’ve 
been through mergers, job losses 
and more changes are planned. Staff 
have been put through the wringer 
and enough is enough,” the union’s 
deputy national president Rupert 
Evans said.

This was the third time Courts 
staff have taken strike action. Last 
time (November 1-2), Registries in 
Darwin, Adelaide and Melbourne 
closed when workers walked off the 
job and two judges adjourned court 
due to the industrial action.

“Management is being espe-
cially infl exible in negotiations and 
has even refused an offer to have 
Fair Work conciliate, which is ironic 
considering conciliation and media-
tion is a key tenet of how courts 
operate,” Evans said.

“All federal public servants 
have struggled to get a fair deal 
under the Turnbull government’s 
harsh bargaining policy, but in 
other agencies across the Australian 
Public Service we have managed 
to get the fairest deals possible 
while fi ghting off cuts to rights and 
conditions.

“Not so in Courts. Management 
there is doing everything in their 
power to treat Courts workers like 
poor cousins. That’s why staff are 
taking this unprecedented industrial 
action.”

The Federal Courts is one of 
the only agencies where bargain-
ing remains in such a frustrating 
deadlock. The union has called for 
Attorney-General George Brandis to 
step in and advise Courts manage-
ment to follow the lead set by other 
Commonwealth agencies that have 
successfully brokered agreements 
after belatedly recognising that 
retaining rights and conditions is the 
key to settlement.

Strike action, including roll-
ing stoppages, in Courts ran from 
Monday November 13 to Friday 
November 17. 
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In Part 1, I quoted the fi ve characteristics 
of the economic side of imperialism that 
Lenin said must be included in any defi ni-
tion of imperialism. So far we have covered 
the concentration of production and the 
creation of monopolies and capital and 
the merger of bank and industrial capital 
to form fi nancial capital, which forms the 
basis of a fi nancial oligarchy.

In doing so, I have tested the validity of 
these characteristics 100 years on from when 
Lenin’s Imperialism, the Highest Stage of 
Capitalism was first published and looked 
at some of the ways in which fi nance capi-
tal exerts its power over the economy and 
governments.

To requote Lenin’s third, fourth and fi fth 
characteristics:

(3) the export of capital as distinguished 
from the export of commodities acquires 
exceptional importance;

(4) the formation of international monop-
olist capitalist associations which share the 
world among themselves, and

(5) the territorial division of the whole 
world among the biggest capitalist powers is 
completed.

The export of commodities and of capi-
tal by such means as direct foreign investment 
have continued to increase since Lenin’s time 
but the rate of growth of the export of capital 
has overall been at a faster rate, accelerating in 
recent decades until the global economic crisis 
hit in 2007-08.

As the slump in 2007-08 illustrates these 
developments can be uneven depending on the 
path of economic cycles, fi nancial crises, fl uc-
tuations in the supply and price of commodi-
ties, the fortunes of different economies and 
transnational corporations and so on.

Export of capital
“A central feature ... of globalisation is 

the rise of multinational corporations and the 
explosion of foreign direct investment (FDI),” 
the WTO says. By “the second age of globali-
sation” it is referring to post-1945.

The United Nations Conference for Trade 
and Development (UNCTAD) estimates that 
between 1983 and 1989 outward fl ows of for-
eign investment increased by 28.9 percent 
compared with exports by 9.4 percent and GDP 
by 7.8.

This rapid growth was during a recovery 
period following the early 1980s recession and 
the Uruguay Round of negotiations on trade in 
foreign direct investment in services.

Global foreign investment continued to 
grow rapidly from US $244 billion in 1990 
to US$1.5 trillion in 2016. (Source: World 
Investment Report 2017, UNCTAD)

The trade in services has also grown rapid-
ly in areas such as banking, insurance, account-
ing, law, education, tourism, communications 
and transportation. There is a new global divi-
sion of labour facilitated by the most recent 
revolution in science, digital technology and 
communications. For example, the use of 

overseas call centres is made possible by the 
digital age. The import of labour has taken on 
new dimensions, unimaginable at the time of 
Lenin.

Where services cannot be traded but must 
be provided in situ, for example in construc-
tion, then TNCs have used foreign investment.

Global concentration 
of capital

UNCTAD has been publishing its World 
Investment Report annually since 1991. It illus-
trates the rapid growth of concentration of cap-
ital on a global scale and international division 
of labour. It publishes a listing of the top 100 
non-fi nancial TNCs ranked by foreign assets.

Their rapid expansion is achieved in part 
by mergers and takeovers. In 2016 there were 
over 200 international mergers or takeovers 
worth $1 billion or more. This can involve the 
raising of capital through the sale of bonds, 
sale of other assets, loans from fi nancial insti-
tutions, issue of shares, reinvestment of profi ts 
and government subsidies.

The largest takeover in 2016 was by the 
Belgium-based global beer conglomerate 
Anheuser-Busch InBev NV which acquired 
SAB Miller for US$101.1 billion. This was 
followed by the Dutch-based Shell’s US$69.4 
billion purchase of another petroleum outfi t, 
the BG Group.

UNCTAD’s research reveals that the ben-
efi cial owners of these top 100 TNCs are pre-
dominantly fi nancial institutions. (WIR2016)

“International production continues to 
grow, as transnational corporations (TNCs) 
expand their role in the globalising world 
economy,” the 2002 World Investment Report* 
stated.

Transnational corporations increasing-
ly dominate international transactions. There 
seems to be no limit to their global domination. 
“Upwards of two-thirds of world trade now 
takes place within multinational companies 
or their suppliers – underlining the growing 
importance of global supply chains.” (WTO, 
2013))

These TNCs – referred to as Multi-
national Enterprises by UNCATAD (MNEs) – 
have complex ownership structures that serve 
amongst other things to blur the nationality of 
ownership and hence drafting of foreign own-
ership laws to facilitate tax avoidance.

“On average, the Top 100 have more than 
500 affi liates, more than two thirds of which 
are overseas. The average hierarchical depth 
of the largest MNEs is 7 levels, with peaks 
for some MNEs up to 15 levels. This does not 
imply that all affi liates of the Top 100 MNEs 
are at such extreme hierarchical distances from 
their parents. The average hierarchical distance 
for affi liates is at three steps from the parent.

“The number of countries in which MNEs 
in the Top 100 are physically present ranges 
from fewer than 10 to more than 130, with an 
average of more than 50 countries; the Top 100 
MNEs tend to be truly global MNEs. Among 

these, about 50 jurisdictions are OFCs, includ-
ing tax havens and investment hubs [holding 
companies] that route FDI fl ows from their 
origin to a third destination country... On aver-
age, 70 of the more than 370 foreign affi liates 
of these MNEs (or about one fi fth) are located 
in OFCs.” (WIR2016)

(Affi liates refer to wholly owned, a major-
ity ownership or controlling ownership, direct-
ly or indirectly. OFCs are offshore fi nancial 
centres.)

“Free trade agreements”
The World Trade Organisation (1995), the 

General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, the 
General Agreement on Trade in Services, and 
other free trade agreements that followed facil-
itated both the rapid growth in trade and FDI. 
All of these agreements had the aim of remov-
ing what the TNCs see as barriers to their 
global ambitions – tariffs, quotas, regulations, 
foreign ownership rules, and so on.

If the Trans Pacific Partnership (TPP), 
Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership 
(TTIP) and Trade in Services Agreement 
(TISA) – the holy trinity – ever see the light 
of day, it will take the power of TNCs and 
destruction of democratic rights to a qualita-
tively new level.

The Investor State Dispute Settlement 
(ISDS) clauses in a number of so-called free 
trade agreements undermine the sovereignty of 
nation states. TNCs can sue governments that 
do anything that may be construed as harming 
future profi ts through the use of internation-
al arbitral bodies that can override domestic 
courts.

In 2015, 70 known ISDS cases were 
launched, As of January 1, 2016, the total 
number of publicly known ISDS claims had 
reached 696, with 70 launched in 2015. Some 
cases are kept confi dential, so not even the 
public know their government is being sued.

ISDS clauses have been quietly slipped 
into free trade agreements and bilateral inter-
national treaties over the past 25 years. It was 
the ISDS clause in the TPP that raised consid-
erable public awareness and opposition.

These agreements aim to restrict the capac-
ity of governments to legislate for worker’s 
rights, food safety standards, regulate fi nan-
cial fl ows, provide affordable medical serv-
ices, reverse privatisations or protect natural 
resources and the environment.

Twenty-three Members of the WTO are 
negotiating the Trade in Services Agreement 
in complete secrecy. They include the EU, US, 
Japan, Australia, New Zealand, other industr-
ialised nations and a few less wealthy nations 
such as Mexico, Mauritius and Costa Rica.

TISA is the most pernicious of the 
agreements seen so far. It is only thanks to 
WikiLeaks that we know that TISA exists and 
some of the content of its highly secretive 

clauses. The chapters on different services are 
a recipe for privatisation, deregulation and 
the undermining of democratically elected 
governments.

It is believed to contain standstill and 
ratchet clauses which would prevent govern-
ments from reversing privatisations, strength-
ening health and safety and other regulations, 
or carrying out a range of other measures in the 
interests of its people or the environment.

Financial services would be complete-
ly deregulated denying governments what 
remaining controls they have. In aviation, the 
skies would be deregulated with potentially 
disastrous outcomes.

TISA is being drafted for – and in close 
consultation with – the global fi nance indus-
try, whose greed and recklessness has contrib-
uted to successive crises. TISA targets what the 
fi nancial services industry sees as obstacles to 
seamless global operations, including:
• restrictions on activities (eg deposit taking 

banks that also trade on their own account)
• requiring foreign investment through 

subsidiaries (regulated by the host) rather 
than branches (regulated from their 
parent  state)

• requiring that fi nancial data is held onshore
• limits on funds transfers for cross-border 

transactions (e-fi nance)
• disclosure requirements on offshore 

operations in tax havens
• conduct of certain transactions through 

public exchanges, rather than invisible over-
the counter operations

• regulation of credit rating agencies or 
fi nancial advisers

• controls on hot money infl ows and outfl ows 
of capital

• requirements that a majority of directors are 
locally domiciled

• authorisation and regulation of hedge funds.
Marx wrote about the dictatorship of capi-

tal. What we are seeing is the development of 
the outright dictatorship of monopoly capital 
by more and more direct means. This is corpo-
rate dictatorship – in particular by the fi nancial 
institutions with resources far larger than the 
majority of governments.

These agreements are a bid for the com-
plete takeover by TNCs. They have capital-
ist governments in their pocket and are sitting 
around the table as these agreements are being 
negotiated.
* The statistics quoted on growth in trade 
and FDI are taken from various editions of 
UNCTAD’s World Investment Report, an 
annual publication by the United Nations 
Centre for Trade and Development, unctad.
org.
Next week, in the fi nal part of this series Anna 
Pha looks at the carving up of the world and 
some of the changes and challenges for the 
labour movement today. 

A few of the common brands owned by Anheuser-Busch InBev NV.

Imperialism – Part 4

Globalisation

TOP FIVE TNCS
Company Foreign Assets* Total Assets Foreign sales* Foreign employment

1994
1. Royal Dutch Shell 63.7 102.0 51.1   79,000
2. Ford 60.6 219.4 38.1   96,726
3. Exxon 56.2   87.9 72.3   55,000
4. General Motors  n/a 198.6 44.0 177,730
5. IBM 43.9   81.1 39.9 115,555

2016
1. Royal Dutch Shell 349.7  411.3 152.0  67,000
2. Toyota 303.7 436.0 254.8 148,941
3. BP 235.1 263.3 140.7   43,598
4. Total 233.2 243.5 110.3   70,496
5. Anheuser-Busch InBev NV 208.0 258.4   39.5 163,177

* Assets & sales in billions of US dollars
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It’s been 20 years since the Asian fi nancial 
crisis struck in July 1997. Since then there 
has been an even bigger global fi nancial 
crisis, centred in the United States starting 
in 2008. Will there be another crisis in the 
next few years?

The Asian crisis began when speculators 
brought down the Thai baht through short-
selling, making fortunes in the process. Within 
months, the currencies of Indonesia, South 
Korea and Malaysia were also affected. The 
crisis was to turn the East Asian Miracle into 
an Asian Financial Nightmare.

Despite all the accolades showered by 
mainly Western institutions and scholars on the 
Asian tiger economies before the crisis, weak-
nesses had built up in the affected countries, 
including current account defi cits, low foreign 
reserves and high external debt.

In particular, in a few years before the 
onset of the crisis, the countries liberalised 
their fi nancial system, in line with the interna-
tional advice provided at that time. This ena-
bled local private companies to freely borrow 
from abroad and in foreign currency, mainly 
US dollars. Companies and banks in South 
Korea, Indonesia and Thailand had rapidly 
accumulated in each country over US$100 bil-
lion of external loans, prompted by these loans’ 
lower interest rates compared with the local 
rates. This was the Achilles heel that led their 
countries to crisis.

These weaknesses made the situation ripe 
for hedge funds and other speculators to bet 
against the countries’ currencies. When the 
value of the local currency was brought down 
against the US dollar, and when governments 
spent their already-low reserves in a vain 
attempt to stem the currency fall, three of the 
countries ran out of foreign exchange to service 
their external loans.

They went to the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF) for bailout loans that carried dra-
conian conditions that worsened their eco-
nomic situation, leading to recession, job 
retrenchments and corporate bankruptcies, as 
well as loss of sovereignty.

Malaysia was the fortunate country that did 
not have to seek IMF loans. The country’s for-
eign reserves had gone to a dangerously low 
level but were still adequate to fi nance imports 
and service foreign debt. If the ringgit had been 
allowed to fall a bit further, the danger line 
would have been crossed.

After a year of self-imposed austerity 
measures, Malaysia dramatically switched 
course and introduced a set of unorthodox 
policies. These included pegging the ringgit 
to the dollar, selective capital controls to pre-
vent short-term funds from exiting, lowering 
interest rates, boosting bank loans, increas-
ing government spending and rescuing failing 
companies and banks.

This was opposite to the prevailing eco-
nomic orthodoxy and the IMF policies imposed 

on the other three countries, and the global 
establishment predicted the sure collapse of 
the Malaysian economy.

But surprisingly the economy recovered, 
even faster and with less losses than the other 
countries. In fact the IMF had to relax some of 
its conditions on the other countries to avoid 
their performance being poorly compared with 
Malaysia’s. Today the Malaysian measures (or 
some of them at least) are cited as examples of 
a successful anti-crisis strategy.

The IMF itself has changed a little. For 
example, it now includes some capital controls 
as part of legitimate policy measures in certain 
situations.

The Asian countries, vowing never to have 
to go to the IMF again, built up strong current 
account surpluses and foreign reserves to pro-
tect against bad years and keep off speculators. 
The economies re-covered, but never back to 
the spectacular 7-10% pre-crisis growth rates.

In 2008, the global fi nancial crisis erupt-
ed, with the United States as its epicentre. The 
tip of the iceberg was the collapse of Lehman 
Brothers and the massive loans given out to 
house-buyers that were not credit-worthy, thus 
the term “sub-prime crisis”.

The underlying cause was the deregula-
tion of US fi nance and the freedom with which 
fi nancial institutions could devise all kinds of 
shady “fi nancial products” to draw in investors 
and unsuspecting customers. They made bil-
lions of dollars with all the layers of fi nancial 
intermediation and manipulative schemes, but 
with the Lehman collapse the house of cards 
came tumbling down.

To fi ght the crisis, the US under President 
Barack Obama embarked first on expand-
ing government spending. When that had its 
political limits, he relied on fi nancial policies 
of near-zero interest rates and “quantitative 
easing”, with the US Federal Reserve pump-
ing trillions of dollars into the domestic bank-
ing system.

The hope was that the easy availability of 
huge and cheap credit would get consumers 
and businesses to spend and lift the economy. 
But that only partly happened. Instead, a signif-
icant portion of the trillions went via investors 
into speculative activities, including abroad to 
emerging economies.

Europe, on the verge of recession, fol-
lowed the US with near-zero (in some cases, 
below zero) interest rates and large quantitative 
easing, with limited positive results.

The US-Europe fi nancial crisis affected 
Asian countries too, but only in a limited way. 
The main effect was on trade, with declines 
in export growth and commodity prices, as 
demand fell in Western markets.

The large foreign reserves built up after the 
Asian crisis plus the current account surplus 
situation acted as buffers against external debt 
problems and kept speculators at bay.

Just as important, hundreds of billions 

of dollars in funds from the US and Europe 
poured into Asia yearly in search of higher 
yield since interest rates in the originating 
countries were now very low.

These massive capital infl ows helped to 
give a boost to the Asian countries’ econom-
ic growth but also cause their own problems. 
First, they lead to asset bubbles, or rapid price 
increases of houses and the stock markets, and 
the bubbles may burst when they are over-ripe.

Second, many of the portfolio investors are 
short-term funds looking for a quick profi t, and 
they can be expected to leave when there is a 
change in conditions, such as a rise in interest 
rates in the US making that market now more 
attractive.

Third, the countries receiving capital 
infl ows become vulnerable to fi nancial volatil-
ity and economic instability. If and when inves-
tors pull some or a lot of their money out, there 
may be problems including price declines, 
inadequate replenishment of bonds, and 
declines in currency and foreign reserves. A 
few countries may face a new fi nancial crisis.

A new vulnerability in many emerging 
economies is the rapid build-up of external 
debt in the form of bonds denominated in the 
local currency.

The Asian crisis two decades ago taught 
the lesson that over-borrowing in foreign cur-
rency like the US dollar is dangerous for a 
country as it may face diffi culties in servicing 
the debt if the local currency falls; more money 

in local currency has to be forked out to repay 
the same US-dollar debt.

To avoid this, many countries sold bonds 
denominated in the local currency to foreign 
investors, so that the repayment will be pre-
dictable and stable in terms of the local cur-
rency, thus avoiding the risk of a change in the 
exchange rate.

However, if the bonds held by foreigners 
are large in value, the country will still be vul-
nerable to the effects of a withdrawal when 
conditions change, such as a rise in US interest 
rates or a crisis in a major emerging country 
that changes investor perception of emerging-
market risk.

As an example, almost half of Malaysian 
government securities denominated in ringgit 
are held by foreigners, the result of the wave 
of capital infl ows in recent years. Though the 
country does not face the risk of having to pay 
more in ringgit if there is a fall in the local cur-
rency, it will have diffi culties if foreigners sud-
denly withdraw a lot of their bonds.

What is the state of the world economy and 
what are the chances of a new fi nancial crisis? 
Big and relevant questions to ponder over, 20 
years after the start of the Asian crisis and nine 
years after the global crisis. But that is a sub-
ject for another article.
Martin Khor is Executive Director 
of the South Centre
Third World Resurgence 

The Asian fi nancial crisis – 
20 years later

The hope was that the easy availability of huge and 
cheap credit would get consumers and businesses 

to spend and lift the economy. But that only 
partly happened. Instead, a significant portion of 

the trillions went via investors into speculative 
activities, including abroad to emerging economies.

It was in July 1997 that the Asian financial crisis erupted, wreaking havoc in a 
region which had distinguished itself with high rates of economic growth for over two 
decades. Twenty years on, Martin Khor reflects on whether the lessons have been 
learnt and whether the countries of the region are vulnerable to new crises.
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Conn Hallinan

As the clock ticks down on 
Britain’s exit from the European 
Union, one could not go far 
wrong casting British Labour 
Party leader Jeremy Corbyn 
as the hopeful Miranda in 
Shakespeare’s Tempest: “How 
beauteous mankind is! O brave 
new world that has such people 
in’t.” And Conservative Party 
Prime Minister Theresa May as 
Lady Macbeth: “Out damned 
spot, out, I say!”

With the French sharpening 
their knives, the Tories in disarray, 
the Irish demanding answers, and a 
scant 17 months to go before Brexit 
kicks in, the whole matter is making 
for some pretty good theatre. The 
diffi culty is distinguishing between 
tragedy and farce.

The Conservative’s Party’s 
October 1-4 conference in 
Manchester was certainly low 
comedy. The meeting hall was half 
empty, and May’s signature address 
was torpedoed by a coughing fi t and 
a prankster who handed her a layoff 
notice. Then the Tories’ vapid slogan 
– “Building a country that works for 
everyone” – fell on to the stage. And 
several of May’s cabinet members 
were openly jockeying to replace her.

In contrast, the Labour Party’s 
conference at Brighton a week earli-
er was jam-packed with young activ-
ists busily writing position papers, 
and Corbyn gave a rousing speech 
that called for rolling back auster-
ity measures, raising taxes on the 
wealthy and investing in education, 
health care, and technology.

Looming over all of this is 
March 2019, the date by which the 
complex issues involving Britain’s 
divorce from the EU need to be 
resolved. The actual timeline is even 
shorter, since it will take at least six 
months for the European parliament 
and the EU’s 28 members to ratify 
any agreement.

Keeping all those ducks in 
a row is going to take consider-
able skill, something May and the 
Conservatives have shown not a 
whit of.

The key questions to be resolved 
revolve around people and money, of 
which the fi rst is the stickiest.

Members of the EU have the 
right to travel and work anywhere 
within the countries that make up 
the trade alliance. They also have 
access to health and welfare benefi ts, 
although there are some restrictions 
on these. Millions of non-British, EU 
citizens currently reside in the United 
Kingdom. What happens to those 
people when Brexit kicks in? And 
what about the two million British 
that live in other EU countries?

Controlling immigration was a 
major argument for those support-
ing an exit from the EU, though its 
role has been over-estimated. Many 
Brexit voters simply wanted to regis-
ter their outrage with the mainstream 
parties – Labour and Tories alike – 
that had, to one extent or another, 
backed policies which favoured the 
wealthy and increased economic ine-
quality. In part, the EU was designed 
to lower labour costs in order to 
increase exports.

Indeed, German Chancellor 
Helmut Kohl (1982 to 1998) pressed 
the EU to admit Central and Eastern 
Europe countries precisely because 
they would provide a pool of cheap 
labour that could be used to weaken 
unions throughout the trade bloc. In 
this, he was strongly supported by 
the British. Union membership in 
Britain has declined from over 13 
million in 1979 to just over six mil-
lion today.

The Conservatives want to 
impede immigration, and also have 
full access to the trade bloc, what 
has been termed the “have your cake 
and eat it too” strategy. So far, that 
approach has been a non-starter with 
the rest of the EU. Polls show that 
only 30 percent of EU members 

think that Britain should be offered 
a favourable deal. This drops to 19 
percent in France.

Conservative split
The Conservatives themselves 

are split on what they want. One fac-
tion is pressing for a “hard Brexit” 
that rigidly controls immigration, 
abandons the single market and cus-
toms union, and rejects any role for 
the European Court of Justice.

Another “soft Brexit” faction 
would accept EU regulations and the 
Court of Justice, because they are 
afraid that bailing out of the single 
market will damage the British econ-
omy. Given that countries like Japan, 
China, and the US seem reluctant 
to cut independent trade deals with 
Britain, that is probably an accurate 
assessment.

While the Tories are beating up 
on one another, the Labour Party 
has distanced itself from the issue, 
quietly supporting a “soft” exit, 
but mainly talking about the issues 
that motivated many of the Brexit 
voters in the fi rst place: the hous-
ing crisis, health care, the rising cost 
of education, and growing inequal-
ity. That platform worked in the 
June 2017 snap election that saw the 
Conservatives lose their parliamen-
tary majority and Labour pick up 32 
seats.

Divorces are not only messy, 
they’re expensive.

This past September, May 
offered to pay the EU €20 billion to 
disentangle Britain from the bloc, but 
EU members are demanding at least 
€60 billion – some want up to €100 
billion – and refuse to talk about 
Britain’s access to the trade bloc 
until that issue is resolved. All talk 
of “cake” has vanished.

And then there is Ireland.

The island is hardly a major 
player in the EU. The Republic’s 
GDP is 15th in the big bloc, but 
it shares a border with Northern 
Ireland. Even though the North voted 
to remain in the EU, it will have to 
leave when Britain does. What hap-
pens with its border is no small 
matter, in part because it is not a nat-
ural one.

Those counties that were major-
ity Protestant in 1921 became part 
of Ulster, while Catholic major-
ity counties remained in the south-
ern Republic. During the “Troubles” 
from the late 1960s to the late 1990s, 
the border was heavily militarised 
and guarded by thousands of British 
troops. No one – north or south – 
wants walls and watch towers again.

But trade between the Republic 
and Ulster will have to be monitored 
to insure that taxes are paid, environ-
mental laws are followed, and all of 
the myriad of EU rules are adhered 
to.

Other than trade, there is the 
matter of the 1998 Good Friday 
Agreement that ended the fi ghting 
between Catholics and Protestants. 
While laying out a way to settle the 
differences between the two com-
munities through power sharing, it 
also re-defi ned the nature of sover-
eignty. Essentially, the Irish Republic 
and Britain agreed that neither coun-
try had a claim on Ulster, and that 
Northern Irish residents be accepted 
as “Irish, or British or both, as they 
may so choose”

Such a fl uid defi nition of sover-
eignty is threatened by the Brexit, 
and most of all by the fact that May 
and the Conservatives – at the price 
of a €2 billion bribe – have aligned 
themselves with the extremely right-
wing and sectarian Protestant party, 
the Democratic Unionist Party, in 

order to pass legislation. While the 
pact between the two is not a formal 
alliance, it nonetheless undermines 
the notion that the British govern-
ment is a “neutral and honest broker” 
in Northern Ireland.

May did not even mention the 
Irish border issue in her September 
talk, although the EU has made 
it clear that the subject must be 
resolved.

Talks between Britain and the 
EU are barely inching along, partly 
because the Conservatives are deeply 
divided, partly because the EU is 
not sure May can deliver or that the 
current government will last to the 
next general elections in 2022. With 
Labour on the ascendency, May reli-
ant on an extremist party to stay in 
power, and countries like France 
licking their chops at poaching the 
fi nancial institutions that currently 
work out of London, EU members 
are in no rush to settle things. May 
is playing a weak hand and Brussels 
knows it.

Eventually, the Labour Party will 
have to engage with Brexit more 
than it has, but Corbyn is probably 
correct in his estimate that the major 
spectre haunting Europe today is not 
Britain’s exit but anger at growing 
inequality, increasing job insecurity, 
a housing crisis, and EU strictures 
that have turned economic strategy 
over to unelected bureaucrats and 
banks.

“The neo-liberal agenda of the 
last four decades may have been 
good for the 1 percent,” says Nobel 
Laureate Joseph Stiglitz, “but not for 
the rest.” Those policies were bound 
to have “political consequences,” he 
says, and “that day is fi nally upon 
us.”
People’s World 

O brave new world

Sydney

Refugee solidarity Film-screening & discussion

6 pm Tuesday December 5
Edmund Rice Centre 15 Henley Road Homebush – 2 minute walk via Flemington station

Noam Chomsky has called Australia’s treatment of refugees “an indescribable disgrace” (personal communication). Come and 
see the remarkable 2008 fi lm, A Well-Founded Fear, followed by a discussion of where to now for justice. Phil Glendenning of 

the Edmund Rice Centre, narrator of the fi lm, will be taking part. 

Free entrance, and refreshments provided

Phone 02 8762 4200
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Rosa Gilbert

Like Stalingrad and Jamara, the 
Kurdish city of Kobani represents 
an epitome of anti-fascist struggle, 
famous for repelling the ISIS siege 
in the autumn and winter of 2014. 
In all three cases, revolutionary 
forces battled against the odds to 
win decisive victories, in the midst 
of competing imperialist powers 
prevaricating and contradicting 
themselves.

During the siege of Kobani in 
2014, desperate for the world to 
pay attention to the destruction of 
the city by ISIS, the Kurdish move-
ment called for a day of action on 
November 1, which became known 
as World Kobani Day.

This tradition has continued 
every year since to mark the heroic 
resistance of the Kurds in stopping 
the ISIS onslaught.

The city of Kobani lies in the 
very north of Syria, divided in two 
by the Turkey-Syria border. The 
border was plotted along the route 
of the Berlin-Baghdad railway fol-
lowing the fi rst world war, during the 
colonial carving up of the Ottoman 
empire.

The name Kobani is believed 
to originate from the German word 
Kompanie, as it had been created as 
a company town situated on the line 
from Berlin during the golden age of 
imperialism.

Its proximity to the border meant 
that Turkey’s brutal policy towards 
the Kurds was put on display when 
it denied permission to allow people 
and weapons to fl ow into Kobani 
during the ISIS siege, despite the fact 
that the border was always porous 
when ISIS militants were attempting 
to cross.

Just a month prior to the siege of 
Kobani, ISIS militants had carried 
out the Sinjar massacre, killing and 
abducting thousands of Yazidi men 
and kidnapping the women as sex 
slaves in Sinjar, northern Iraq.

Around 50,000 Yazidis fl ed to 
the mountains, without food, water, 
or medical care, and under siege 
by ISIS. The Kurdish forces of the 
Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK) 
from Turkey, the People’s Protection 
Units (YPG) from Syria, and the 
Peshmerga from Iraq launched an 
offensive to bring the Yazidis to 
safety. The absolute horror of what 
happened in Sinjar, and the heroic 
rescue operation, was soon followed 
by the siege of Kobani.

In September 2014, ISIS 
launched an offensive on the city, 
capturing swathes of the villages sur-
rounding the city, killing civilians, 
Kurdish militants, and forcing over 
100,000 civilians to fl ee.

The situation deteriorated at 
the beginning of October when 
ISIS took some of the city’s sub-
urbs, torturing, raping, mutilating, 
and beheading Kurds. Incredibly, 
the YPG held fi rm, and were rein-
forced by hundreds of Kurdish vol-
unteers crossing the border from 
Turkey.

By the time ISIS entered Kobani, 
most of the city’s residents had fl ed. 
After taking around half the city, it 
was looking like it could fall entirely 
to ISIS. However, once the Kurdish 
forces coordinated with US air 
strikes, they were able to repel their 
common aggressors and push them 

back, fi nally regaining the city in 
January.

The Sinjar massacre and subse-
quent siege of Kobani provided stark 
examples not just of horrifi c acts of 
inhumanity but showed the world 
the resistance of the Kurdish people 
against repression.

Kobani became a byword 
for this heroic resistance. I asked 
Karker Bakur, an English construc-
tion worker, trade unionist, and YPG 
volunteer what impact the siege of 
Kobani had on his desire to join the 
fi ght against ISIS. “It was central,” 
he told me. “The siege of Kobani 
was a huge, global moment, and it 
was in the thousands-strong rally in 
London during the siege that I was 
sure I’d volunteer.

“During the same time, the 
martyrdom of Ivana Hoffmann [a 
19-year-old German volunteer] 
showed me that it was possible for 
international leftists to volunteer.”

When I asked if this was the case 
among the wider ranks of interna-
tional volunteers, he said: “Everyone 
had heard of Kobani, and we were 
always very excited to meet anyone 
who had fought in Kobani.

“It was legendary. We loved 
saying it, like it was almost too 
much to believe: ‘We’ll meet you 
in Kobani.’ It seemed unreal, like 
saying we’d meet in Stalingrad.”

Few people understand the 
extraordinary savagery of this battle. 
Ordinary young men and women 
took up arms against ISIS’ attempt to 
establish a caliphate through destruc-
tion, rape, pillage, and murder.

One of them was Arin Mirkan, a 
volunteer for the Women’s Protection 
Units (YPJ), who blew herself up as 
ISIS approached the Kurdish posi-
tions at the beginning of October to 
stop their onward march and evade 
capture.

This was at a crucial point in the 
siege: ISIS outnumbered the YPG, 
and were making huge advances, 
taking land right on the outskirts of 
the city.

The explosion killed over 20 
jihadists, it is thought, and blew up 
two huge tanks that were advancing 
into Kobani. Arin was just 20 years 
old and a mother of two. She has 
since been immortalised in a statue.

Before joining the military ranks 
of the YPG, Bakur volunteered fi rst 
in the reconstruction of Kobani.

“I took part in the reconstruc-
tion just after the siege, and then 
returned a year later as a soldier 
in the IFB [International Freedom 
Battalion, a unit within the YPG 
made up of international socialists 
and anarchists] in 2016, and it was 
unrecognisable.

“It went from being a pile of 
rubble to being this hive of culture 
and life, centred on this incredible 
armed angel statue, the statue of 
Arin Mirkan. When we fi rst returned 
to Kobani and saw the statue, we 
almost crashed our car; we were so 
taken with it.”

In the summer of 2015, a Turkish 
youth group, the Socialist Party of 
the Oppressed (SGDF), associat-
ed with the socialist, pro-Kurdish 
Peoples’ Democratic Party (HDP), 
organised a visit to Kobani to assist 
with the reconstruction.

As young people assembled in 
the border town of Suruc, an ISIS 
car bomb exploded, killing 33 young 

activists and injuring 104. This is 
the risk borne by those who take up 
the struggle to forge a better life, 
free of repression, war, greed, and 
exploitation.

Despite this risk, the people of 
Kurdistan continue this struggle. 
Because of this, and despite the hor-
rors of what happened in Sinjar and 
Kobani, there is hope.

Three years later, Kobani is 
secured, but the reconstruction work 
goes on.

The Democratic Federation 
of Northern Syria was declared 
in March 2016 as more of Rojava 
(Western Kurdistan) became liber-
ated from ISIS control. It is not rec-
ognised by the Syrian government, 
although its supporters have said 
they see it as a step towards a federal 
Syria rather than a separate state.

The first commune elec-
tions were held in the Democratic 
Federation in September 2017, 
implementing multi-ethnic, multi-
faith self-governance for the people 
of northern Syria.

On October 17, Raqqa – the 
self-declared capital of the ISIS 
“caliphate” – was liberated by the 
Syrian Defence Force led by the 
Kurdish YPG. When I asked Bakur 
to summarise the significance of 
Kobani for the Kurdish liberation 
struggle, he invoked the famous 
Kurdish maxim: “Resistance is life, 
and Kobani is synonymous with 
resistance.”
Morning Star 

International

The city that stopped ISIS

Afghanistan: On November 27 gunmen disguised as police offi c-
ers stormed the headquarters of a television station in Kabul killing 
at least two employees, wounding 20 and forcing the station off 
the air for nearly four hours. Islamic State’s affi liate in South Asia 
claimed responsibility for the attack in a statement to reporters. It 
was the group’s second strike in Kabul in weeks, coming after a 
suicide bombing at a Shiite Muslim mosque last month that killed 
more than 50 people. Afghan President Ashraf Ghani’s offi ce 
condemned the attack, saying, “Terrorists can’t limit freedom of 
speech and media by launching criminal attacks.”

Philippines: On November 11 hundreds of protestors carrying 
placards declaring “Dump Trump” and “Down with US Imperialism” 
were blocked from reaching the US embassy in Manila. The left-
wing protesters were blocked by riot police with shields and 
batons, and then showered with jets of water from a fi re engine. 
This was just a few hours before the arrival of President Donald 
Trump for a regional summit in the Philippines. Trump met 
Philippine President Rodrigo Duterte in Manila, where he tried to 
shore up relations strained by the Duterte’s apparent anti-US sen-
timent and his enthusiasm for better ties with Russia and China. 
An 18-year-old protestor, Alexis Danday, said: “We know he is 
here to push for unfair treaties between the Philippines and the 
US.”

Korea: On November 4, about 4,000 workers demonstrated on 
the streets of Seoul calling for an end to casualisations, for higher 
wages and opposing union repression. The workers commemo-
rated the fi rst anniversary of what has come to be known as the 
“candlelight revolution”. The candlelight revolution was a series 
of huge demonstrations over a number of months that led to the 
downfall of President Park Geun-hye. Continued activism is still 
needed, and this is refl ected in the South Korean political system 
and increased tensions on the Korean peninsula.

Andrew E Rayment

Region Briefs

Something to say? Write to the Editor!
email: tpearson@cpa.org.au
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Respect, dignity, wisdom
It was incredibly uplifting and inspiring 
to watch the High School Special of Q&A 
(ABC November 6, 2017). It is easy to get 
despondent considering the state of affairs 
in Australia and the world.

But listening to those aware, sensible, 
insightful, tolerant and thoughtful students 
fi lled me with immense hope for the future. I 
was very impressed and encouraged; they are a 
great credit to themselves and those who teach 
them.

If only more of our politicians showed the 
respect, dignity and wisdom they possessed 
when discussing education, health, indigenous, 
sexual equality and other issues.

Steven Katsineris,
Vic

From what 
we can glean
I consider myself a Socialist, and read 
the Guardian regularly (both online and 
in print). I read the Editorial on North 
Korea, and though I have no love for the 
US government and capitalism, I certainly 
wouldn’t jump to the defence of Kim Jong 
Un and his totalitarian regime.

After reading the accounts of escapees 
from the prison camps in the DPRK, and what 
we can glean from non-western media, Kim 
Jong Un is not a communist or a socialist, he’s 
a totalitarian dictator that perpetuates a regime 
of misery and toxic control over the people and 
workers of the DPRK.

Just because the USA is anathema to the 
communist ideal, doesn’t make the DPRK 

government and Kim Jong Un the otherwise 
misunderstood good guys. I don’t think that 
defending the DPRK’s nuclear ambitions under 
a personage such as any member of the Kim 
clan, including its current dictator, is conducive 
to Communist ideology in the present.

In my thinking, it’s not a clear dichotomy 
and shouldn’t be believed that any enemy of 
the USA is a friend of Communist ideology or 
a friend to Australian Communism. My ene-
mies’ enemy isn’t necessarily my friend!

Brian Howes

No illusions

The Sydney Central Branch of the CPA 
recently wrote to The Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, the Minister for Defence, the 
Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of 
the Greens calling on all of them as appro-
priate to cease their slavish support of US 
threats of “destruction” against North 
Korea (the DPRK).

The DPRK is a small country that has done 
no more than warn the USA that if it is invaded 
it will defend itself, as every country has the 

right to do. The massively nuclear-armed USA 
on the other hand has not only threatened to 
destroy the DPRK but holds annual military 
exercises actually rehearsing the invasion of 
the DPRK and the killing of its leaders!

The Turnbull government’s policy on 
military matters is causing Australia to be 
implicated in a possible war on the Korean 
peninsula with potentially disastrous impacts 
on the Australia people. The effects on the 
Korean people would be even more cata-
strophic. The last time the USA went to war 
against the DPRK it killed a third of the coun-
try’s population.

We have no illusions about the warmon-
gering policies of the Turnbull government 
and its ministers, but surely those in Federal 
Parliament claiming to be on the Left side of 
politics should at least be loudly demanding 
that Australia use its infl uence to pressure the 
USA to support policies of negotiation, co-
operation and peace in our region?

Rob Gowland
Secretary, 

Sydney Central Branch,
Communist Party of Australia

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Each year at the UN climate 
negotiations, we UK youth bring 
our determination for climate 
justice to the discussion. We 
don’t come to the talks with high 
expectations. But this year the 
UK has gone above and beyond 
to surprise us with their lack of 
leadership.

From advertising Barclays at 
their UN pavilion, to dismissing 
questions on crucial climate related 
policies such as fracking, or advo-
cating for fossil fuel companies 
to be involved in the negotiations, 
they didn’t miss an opportunity to 
disappoint.

When we fi rst walked into the 
conference centre this year, we were 
confronted with a Barclays-branded 
UK pavilion; from screens to fl yers, 
the place looked more like a Barclays 
booth than a country’s pavilion.

Barclays is one of the dirtiest 
banks of all. From gas pipelines in 
the US to coal in Colombia and tar 

sands in Canada, they invest heav-
ily in fossil fuel infrastructures. They 
have even been major investors in 
Third Energy, the company set to 
start fracking in North Yorkshire 
before the end of the year, although 
following a long-lasting campaign of 
public pressure they have begun sell-
ing their shares.

Yesterday we challenged the UK 
delegation, which has promoted its 
“leadership and ambition”, on this – 
how can the UK pavilion be spon-
sored by a bank investing in projects 
that are fuelling the climate crisis?

Their response was appalling. 
The delegates weren’t content simply 
to argue that the sponsorship of their 
pavilion by one of dirtiest banks was 
an ideal opportunity for Barclays to 
combat climate change. It wasn’t 
enough to attempt to cover up this 
obvious greenwashing under good 
intentions.

No. According to the UK del-
egation, the only way to tackle 

the climate crisis is to work hand 
in hand with the fossil fuel com-
panies: to allow them to be “part 
of the solution”, and part of the 
negotiations.

This ignores that these compa-
nies are building their profi t on the 
extraction of fossil fuels, on wreck-
ing our climate, and on destroying 
lives. That these companies have had 
decades to prove to us they want to 
be part of the solution.

Instead they have fought to sell 
every single drop of oil, unit of gas, 
and piece of coal. The UK delega-
tion should follow the precedent of 
the World Health Organisation – 
who closed their doors to the tobac-
co industry.

But the delegation told us: “we 
will have to agree to disagree”.

This issue has been at the centre 
of heated debates in the UNFCCC 
space for the last several years now. 
This year again, civil society reit-
erated their demands for the nego-
tiations not to be disrupted and 
infl uenced by fossil fuel companies 
and businesses, calling out the obvi-
ous confl ict of interest in having this 
industry involved in the negotiating 
processes.

“It’s clear the call for a confl ict-
of-interest policy is growing as par-
ties and observers recognise how 
kicking Big Polluters out will create 
space for other issues in address-
ing the climate crisis,” says Jesse 

Bragg, from organisation Corporate 
Accountability.

This year Becky Daniels, anti-
fracking campaigner in Lancashire 
and mother of three, joined our del-
egation to COP23. Globally, natu-
ral gas is presented as a cleaner fuel 
with which to transition to renewa-
ble energy – despite the fact that gas 
extraction methods, and the release 
of methane into the atmosphere, have 
huge consequences for the climate 
and for local communities.

In Lancashire, Becky and her 
community are opposing fracking 
plans from the UK government – 
which has overturned local decisions 
not to allow the harmful extraction 
method – and shale gas company 
Cuadrilla.

We know from experiences 
abroad that fracking poisons the 
water and air, as well as fueling cli-
mate change. In Lancashire – like all 
over the world wherever fossil fuels 
projects are being pushed forward – 
communities are mobilising to say 
no to fracking.

New gas extraction infrastruc-
ture is being invested in, planned and 
built, in the UK and abroad. We are 
at a pivotal moment, and so the con-
versation about gas is one that has to 
happen at COP.

At our meeting with them yester-
day, the head of the UK delegation 
declared that natural gas is “essen-
tial” for the transition to renewables, 

and other representatives scrambled 
to avoid speaking to us. We were 
offl oaded to other team members – 
and on several occasions representa-
tives literally turned their back on us 
mid-conversation to avoid this ele-
phant in the room.

“I was enthusiastic to meet UK 
delegates,” Becky said “but soon 
realised that yet again the issue of 
domestic policies was being avoided 
– even though they’re harmful to the 
global climate.”

The UK delegation and the rep-
resentatives at the pavilion gave 
the excuse that they could not talk 
about domestic issues – that this was 
beyond their job description. “We 
only deal with international matters,” 
they said.

If so, why do they advertise for 
a national bank at their pavilion? 
Why do they provide a platform for 
Pavegen, a UK energy and data com-
pany? And why do they emphasise at 
any opportunity the work the UK has 
done on decarbonisation?

It is important here to remem-
ber that a key part of this COP is dis-
cussion on the NDCs – Nationally 
Determined Contributions, i.e. each 
country’s plans to lower their own 
emissions. If so, the activities of our 
banks are crucial to tackle. But they 
talk national only when it suits them.
New Internationalist 

Big 
fi nance 
goes 
to COP

Culture
&Lifeby

Barclays have even been major investors in Third Energy, the company set to start fracking in North Yorkshire before the end of the year, 

although following a long-lasting campaign of public pressure they have begun selling their shares.

Each year countries meet at the Conference Of the Parties (COP) 
of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 
(UNFCCC) to discuss international action to tackle climate change. 
This year, the Parties meet in Bonn, Germany, for COP23 – where 
the host country is Fiji. The UK Youth Climate Coalition has been 
sending a youth delegation to these talks every year since 2008, to 
raise the profile of young people in the negotiations and push for 
more ambitious action to tackle the climate crisis. Naomi Kreitman 
and Lise Masson write from the first week on the conference floor.
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Mary Davis

The 2017 centenary of the Russian 
Revolution has triggered a great deal 
of interest, not all of which is helpful or 
illuminating. However, one aspect of the 
two revolutions of 1917 which has been 
almost completely disregarded is the role 
of women.

The commonly accepted view is that 
Russian women featured only twice in 1917. 
The fi rst time was in Petrograd on February 23 
as harbingers of the revolution which estab-
lished the Provisional Government that took 
over after the abdication of Czar Nicholas II.

The second time, bourgeois women played 
a reactionary role as part of a battalion defend-
ing the Winter Palace, the seat of government, 
against an attack by Lenin’s Bolsheviks on 
October 25.

Both these events occurred, but lazily 
citing only them fails to do justice to the enor-
mously important role of women through-
out the revolutionary process as “midwives 
of the revolution” – to quote the title of Jane 
McDermid and Anna Hilyar’s book. They were 
present at the birth and were crucial in the fi nal 
stages of delivery. In addition, they played a 
vital role in defending the revolution during the 
Russian civil war of 1919-20.

In order to appreciate the role of women, it 
is necessary to go back to the 1905 revolution 
in Russia when the feminist movement fi rst 
took off with the formation of the League for 
Women’s Equality.

In common with many similar organisa-
tions in Europe at the time, this one concen-
trated on women’s suffrage and comprised 
mainly bourgeois women. However, Clara 
Zetkin in Germany understood that women 
were divided on class lines and recognised 
the need for working class women to fi ght on 
their own account. As she put it in 1907 at the 
International Socialist Women’s Conference in 
Stuttgart:

 “Class contradictions exclude the possibil-
ity of working women becoming allies of the 
bourgeois feminist movement.

“This does not mean that they reject bour-
geois feminists if the latter, in the struggle for 
universal female suffrage, should stand by 
them in fi ghting the common enemy on differ-
ent fronts.”

This message was taken up in Russia by 
Konkordiya Samoilava, Alexandra Kollontai, 
and many other Bolshevik women who, in 
1907, formed the Working Women’s Mutual 
Assistance Centre in order to spread socialist 
ideas among working class women, to encour-
age women to join the now legal trade unions, 
and also to ensure that the socialist movement 
did not continue to ignore women’s issues.

Although International Women’s Day was 
inaugurated in 1910, it was not celebrated in 
Russia until 1913.

Lenin actively supported campaigning 
among working women and was among those 
who advocated the publication of a new paper, 
Rabotnitsa (The Woman Worker), which fi rst 
appeared in 1914.

The outbreak of World War I in that year 
served as a major brake on labour movement 
activities and, as elsewhere in Europe, accen-
tuated the left/right divisions among socialists.

This was very apparent in Russia where 
the Russian Social Democratic and Labour 
Party (RSDLP) had already split in 1903 into 
Bolshevik (majority) and Menshevik (minor-
ity) factions; but the division was even more 
irreconcilably bitter given the latter’s support 
for the war, in contrast to the popular anti-war 
policy of the Bolsheviks.

The issue of support vs. opposition to the 
war similarly accentuated the class divisions 
in the already fractured women’s movement. 
The bourgeois feminist movement supported 
the war, whereas working women, infl uenced 
by their Bolshevik sisters, were increasingly 
opposed to WW1.

By 1917, a vast number of women were 
working in factories, both in munitions and 
replacing conscripted men. On February 23, 
1917 (March 8 in our modern Gregorian calen-
dar), International Women’s Day was marked 
by strikes and huge demonstrations of women.

The Bolshevik paper Pravda reported that 
this led to revolution: “... the fi rst day of the 
revolution was Women’s Day ... the women ... 
decided the destiny of the troops; they went 
to the barracks, spoke to the soldiers, and the 
latter joined the revolution ... Women, we 
salute you.”

However, contrary to the traditional view, 
this was only the beginning of working wom-
en’s involvement in the revolutionary process. 
For bourgeois feminists, it marked the end. The 
latter steadfastly supported the new Provisional 
Government led by fi rst Georgi Lvov and then 
Alexander Kerensky and, although still cam-
paigning for the vote, their chief demand was 
“war to victory.”

It was from these pro-war women that the 
Women’s Battalion was formed to fi ght both 
the Germans and the Bolsheviks.

Women workers by this time were total-
ly opposed to the war, the government, and 
the presumption that bourgeois women could 
speak on their behalf. Thus strike action con-
tinued, even among hard-to-organise serv-
ice workers. For example, in March 1917, 
laundry workers, led by a Bolshevik, Sofi a 
Goncharskya, struck for four weeks.

In April 1917, 100,000 soldiers’ wives 
staged a march and demonstration demanding 

better rations and an end to the war. Kollontai 
addressed their rally.

Bolsheviks were heavily engaged in agi-
tational work among women assisted by the 
reappearance of the paper Rabotnitsa, which 
came out several times a month with a cir-
culation of 40-50,000. Nadezhda Krupskaya 
(Lenin’s wife) and Inessa Armand were among 
those on the editorial board.

Women workers were actively involved in 
opposing General Lvar Kornilov’s attempted 
military coup in August; they helped build bar-
ricades and “Red Sisters” organised medical 
assistance.

In September, Samoilava organised the 
fi rst formal conference of women workers – it 
was reconvened after the October Revolution. 
During and after the revolution, very many 
women were enrolled as Red Guards in a vari-
ety of roles, including as combatants.

As testimony to the importance of women 
in the revolutionary period, one of the fi rst 
decrees of the socialist government after it 
came to power was the revision of family and 
divorce law in December 1917, buttressed less 
than a year later by the Code on Marriage and 
the Family (October 1918). This encapsulated 
a revolutionary vision of social relations based 
on women’s equality.

Women’s role in the Russian Revolution 
is best summed up by Lenin, who in conversa-
tion with Clara Zetkin in 1920 said: “Women 
workers acted splendidly during the revolution. 
Without them we should not have been victori-
ous.” Now, 100 years on, these words should 
be a salient reminder of women’s revolution-
ary role.
People’s World 
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Neil Clark

How ironic as the latest anniver-
sary of the fall of the Berlin Wall 
is being commemorated this week, 
a new wall has been constructed 
between East and West.

It’s not a wall you can actually 
see, but it’s there all the same. Far 
from being thrown into the dustbin 
of history for eternity, the old Cold 
War divisions are now arguably more 
pronounced than they were in the 
1980s. Russia, for daring to thwart 
Western regime plans for Syria, fi nds 
itself sanctioned by the US and EU, 
with NATO forces on its borders. 
A crude form of Russophobia, the 
acceptable form of liberal racism, 
has become normalised in elite cir-
cles in the West. At the same time, 
countries in the old communist bloc 
that don’t do exactly what their 
“democratic” US and EU masters 
demand face harsh penalties for their 
insubordination, and the demonisa-
tion of their leadership.

It’s all a far cry from what the 
people of Eastern Europe would have 
hoped for in 1989. Those who lived 
behind the so-called Iron Curtain and 
who regarded the West as a beacon 
of truth and liberty have seen their 
illusions cruelly shattered.

I happened to be in the old East 
Germany, on holiday with a universi-
ty friend, in the late summer of 1989. 
The government was getting ready to 
celebrate “40 Jahre DDR”. I bought 
a DDR calendar for the year 1990 
fi lled with photographs of march-
ing workers and busy shipyards and 
factories. But by the time January 1 
arrived, the game was all but over for 
the “workers state”, and my calendar 
became a collector’s piece.

Sadly what appeared to be “lib-
eration” in 1989 turned out to be a 
new form of subjugation. Yes, some 
precious new freedoms were gained, 
but so much that people took for 
granted under socialism like guar-
anteed employment, extensive pro-
vision of social services, affordable 
household bills, and housing costs, 

and very low crime rates was lost 
too. As state-owned factories were 
privatised or closed down altogether, 
a large percentage of the population 
lost their jobs. There was a massive 
rise in poverty.

Post-1989 Eastern European 
countries were hit by what the 
Hungarian economist Laszlo Andor 
has called a “Great Depression”.

The fi gures are truly startling. 
“Luckier countries like Hungary 
lost only about 20 percent of their 
national income in the years after 
1989, while the GDP of others fell 
by 30-40 percent,” Andor writes.

In Russia, the post-communist 
economic collapse was so severe that 
life expectancy was reduced by fi ve 
years in the period 1991-94. The fall 
of communism didn’t just lead to an 
economic crisis, but a humanitarian 
one too. It’s one we don’t hear too 
much about in the West because it 
doesn’t fi t the “liberation” narrative.

Meanwhile, the promises that 
the Soviet leadership thought they 
had got from the US for NATO not 
to expand “one inch eastward” fol-
lowing the reunifi cation of Germany 
proved not to be worth the paper they 
weren’t written on.

In Washington hard-hearted neo-
cons hell-bent on world domination, 
plotted a New American Century. 
Countries in Eastern Europe were 
pressurised into joining “Euro-
Atlantic structures”, globalist short-
hand for membership of the EU and 
NATO. The economies of the East 
had to be restructured for the benefi t 
of Western fi nance capital.

Any attempts by countries to 
resist this “reform” process were 
fi rmly dealt with. Democracy was 
fi ne – so long as the people of the 
East voted the “right” way, i.e. for 
the parties Washington and the fi nan-
cial elites of Wall Street approved. If 
they didn’t, then electoral processes 
would simply be subverted.

In Bulgaria, in 1990 the com-
munists (renamed the Bulgarian 
Socialist Party) won the election, 
despite massive US assistance to 

the opposition. William Blum, in his 
book Killing Hope: US Military and 
CIA Interventions since World War 
Two, describes what happened next.

Similar stories unfolded across 
the region. Just how far the US was 
prepared to go to enforce subservi-
ence we saw in 1999.

In Yugoslavia, the people kept 
returning communists and socialists 
to power. Consequently, by the late 
90s, the Yugoslav economy remained 
“unreformed” with very high levels 
of social ownership. The punishment 
from the “enlightened” West was 
brutal, a 78-day bombing campaign – 
and the eventual kidnap of the coun-
try’s leader Slobodan Milosevic, who 
was put on trial at The Hague, where 
he later died having been denied 
proper medical treatment.

The offi cial pretext for the NATO 
assault on Yugoslavia was “humani-
tarian” concern for the plight of 
Kosovan Albanians, but George 
Kenney, a former Yugoslavia desk 
offi cer at the US State Department, 
revealed the real reason for the oper-
ation. “In post-Cold War Europe no 
place remained for a large, independ-
ent-minded socialist state that resist-
ed globalisation.”

Afghanistan, Iraq, Libya, and 
Syria, all independent non-US 
allied countries in strategically 
important parts of the world fol-
lowed Yugoslavia in being targeted 
for destruction by the Washington 
hawks.

The equality that people in the 
East had hoped for in 1989 never 
materialised. A new master and serv-
ant relationship emerged, which 
proved to be more a subservient one 
than the relationship the countries 
had with the old Soviet Union. Post-
1956, Warsaw Pact countries could 
follow their own path to socialism, 
all they had to do was to stay loyal to 
the military alliance with Moscow. 
But the “liberated” countries of 
Eastern Europe now have to deal 
with a double-whammy, namely to 
follow the dictates of the EU and the 
US State Department.

Leaders of ex-communist coun-
tries who dare to stand up for their 
own country’s national interests 
against the neo-liberal globalists 
are subject to constant vilifi cation. 
When he was raging against com-
munists in the late ‘80s and ‘90s, 
Hungary’s Viktor Orban was a 
pin-up boy of the Western elites. 
But since he’s taken a more pop-
ulist economic stance and sought 
to forge stronger links with Russia 
he’s been transformed in the pro-
NATO media into a sinister, foam-
ing-at-the-mouth “dictator”, or 
‘”neo-Bolshevik” to use the phrase 
of neo-con commentator Anne 
Applebaum.

Different standards are applied 
to leaders in the East to those in the 
West. The latter are never called 
“dictators” even when they clearly 
act in a dictatorial fashion and ride 
roughshod over civil liberties. But 
as soon as any leader in a former 
Warsaw Pact country does some-
thing the EU/State Department dis-
approve of, it’s out with the old Cold 
War clichés.

Take this write-up of a BBC 

World Service program Europe’s 
Illiberal Democrats from this 
week’s Radio Times. “Hungary and 
Poland are the rebellious kids on the 
bloc.” (Yes, they really did call them 
“kids”).

“They teamed up to oppose both 
the EU and the European Supreme 
Court. Yet what’s happening in both 
countries is nothing less than the dis-
mantling of democracy.”

We’re told the program’s pre-
senter will talk to people about 
Viktor Orban’s “hatred of multicul-
turalism, his (alleged) anti-Semit-
ic rhetoric and corruption” and that 
Poland “is a disturbing case too” as 
it’s “backsliding”.

Finally, we’re informed that 
Spain is a “huge test for the EU, 
but so is this ... If it won’t stop such 
abuses, who will?”

It’s really as if the old Cold 
War never ended, isn’t it? Again we 
have the “enlightened” and ‘mor-
ally superior” West, in this case 
in the shape of the EU seeking to 
defend “democracy” under threat 
in the backward, totalitarian East. 
You know, the part of Europe where 
“corruption”, and “abuses of power” 
are endemic.

At the same time the leaders 
of Catalonia face the prospect of 
going to jail for declaring independ-
ence from Spain (following a vote 
in a democratic referendum), and 
WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange 
remains a political prisoner, holed 
up inside the Ecuadorian Embassy in 
London, the capital of the most sur-
veilled state in the world.

You don’t have to be an Orban 
fan or a supporter of the Law and 
Justice Party in Poland to acknowl-
edge the rank hypocrisy. Twenty-
eight years after the old Berlin Wall 
came down, we need to get to work 
on destroying the current edifi ce and 
exposing the supremacist “West is 
always right” ideology which under-
pins it.
RT – Russia Today 
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