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Open Letter from former Australians of the Year
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Dear Prime Minister Malcolrr 7Ternbed/

e -
and Opposition Leader Bill Shorten,

A
.

MANUS IS
ILLEGAL

We, as former Australians of the Year, representing the hearts and minds of the nation,
are deeply concerned about the health and human disaster that is unfolding on Manus Island.

In the coming days, it is inevitable that people will become sick and even die through the
lack of basic sanitation, food, water, and medical care. I -

Australians from all walks of life, from all sides of the polifical specirum, are hoping that d'
your government will now move to prevent these consequences of neglect. We believe that
it is time to stop the unacceptable and internationally criticised treatment of the refugees
on Manus Island, who, though innocent of any crime, have been incarcerated and now
abandoned there.

This treatment does not represent who we are as Australians, or indeed as human beings.

We should not withhold water from people, nor withhold food; we should not leave
seriously ill people fo die without medication and treatment.

We are also concerned about Australia’s international reputation in human rights. It seems
that both our major political parties have failed to meet their most basic obligations under the
United Nations Refugee Convention, one that our country helped to negotiate and which we
signed in 1951.

The irony of Australia’s recent appointment to the UN Council for Human Rights is
palpable. Do we now condemn our own acfions?

We plead with you to immediately restore all essential services to the men on Manus
Island. Please allow the Australian Medical Association to provide medical and preventive care,
as they have recently offered, as soon as possible. At the same time please find safe haven
for the acknowledged genuine refugees without any further delay.

We cannot see any good for Australia to pursue this policy in connection with Manus
Island. We believe that the Australian Government is the one that needs to act in this matter
and not the government of Papua New Guinea.

Yours sincerely

)

Australians of the Year

2015 Kosie Batty

2013 Ila Buttrose

200 Sirron McKeon
2010 Pddrick McGorry
2009 Mick Dodson
200 Tir Flannery
2008 Fiona Wood
2003 Fiona Stanley
2000 Gustaw Nossa/
1997 Peter Doherty
199¢ John Ye

1953 Kobert de Castella
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Hooley dooley, rightio!

Last week a member of the federal cabinet secretly sent News
Corp minutes of a meeting in which cabinet had discussed imple-
menting an official inquiry into the avaricious conduct of Australia’s
big banks. Holding an inquiry is part of Labor’s platform, but the
government has defended the banks and maintained cabinet unity
on the issue. However, many MPs are nervously aware of simmering
public resentment concerning the banks’ long record of ruthless
loan agreements, low interest on customer deposits, unjustifiable
transaction fees, the sacking of branch staff, branch closures and
many other issues.

Some backbench coalition members favour establishing an
inquiry, and National Party member Barry O’Sullivan has even
drafted his own bill to do so. The cabinet has so far refused to
consider the idea.

However, according to the leaked document, one coalition MP
has said that if Liberal MP John Alexander is beaten at the coming
Bennelong by-election, “all bets are off”, i.e. Turnbull will face a
leadership challenge and rebellious conservative members may cross
the floor to vote in favour of a bank inquiry. The reasons for the
split don’t simply lie in the toxic personal relationship between the
Prime Minister and his predecessor, arch-conservative Tony Abbott,
nor is the banking inquiry the only issue involved.

Conservative governments serve the interests of big capital by
helping corporations maximise the exploitation of their workers and
by privatising public services. Yet parliamentary battles don’t only
concern the struggle between labour and capital, or the contradic-
tion between private and public interest. They often reflect global
conflict between blocs of capital, which may result in divisions within
conservative ranks, with outcomes for a wide range of seemingly
unrelated issues.

For example, marriage equality might seem to be a matter of
personal conscience. Yet the battle within the coalition over this
issue reflects a major corporate struggle that has preoccupied the
government to the virtual exclusion of other important issues since
Turnbull seized power two years ago.

Abbott’s ultra-conservative faction, which opposed marriage
equality, is determined to preserve the dominance of the fossil-
fuel industries, particularly coal, in energy generation, and to slow
down or even halt the rising influence of corporations involved in
renewable energy production.

Before he became Prime Minister, Turnbull indicated he was
concerned about climate change and willing to back the rise of re-
newable energy. Yet in order to hang on to power and avoid a major
split within Coalition ranks he’s had to placate the Abbott faction
repeatedly, most memorably by trying to force energy corporation
AGL to keep the aged, vile and nearly crippled Lidel coal-fired
power station in operation well beyond its official 2023 closure date.

In a further concession, the government implemented the
marriage equality survey, rather than opting for a parliamentary
conscience vote, and is currently considering introducing legislation
concerning religion that may contradict current anti-discrimination
laws. But the appeasement strategy hasn’t made the energy issue go
away. During the Queensland state elections coalition candidates
were dogged by demonstrations protesting over coalition support
for the massive new Adani coal mine.

Last week billionaire mining magnate Gina Reinhardt awarded
former deputy Prime Minister Barnaby Joyce $40,000 for being a
good farmer. Joyce, who was recently forced to resign and fight a
by-election because he violated constitutional law, was delighted.
“Hooley dooley, rightio!” he exclaimed, declaring he would use the
money for his farm. However, he subsequently hurriedly declined
the award after he realised that his constituents, many of whom are
farmers enraged at the prospect of government-approved coal seam
gas mining in their vicinity, might interpret the prize as a reward
for services rendered to the mining industry.

And last Thursday, rather than facing a parliamentary defeat
because of defections from his own ranks over the proposed bank-
ing inquiry, Turnbull closed the House of Representatives until the
commencement of debate on the marriage equality bill, which from
next week will claim the House’s attention for the rest of the year.
Some 53 bills on crucial issues (including child abuse) are now in
abeyance as a result.

These events provide blatant evidence of corruption. The lesson
is that if you want honesty or good government you have to put
into government a party or coalition that isn’t beholden to the big
corporations. There’s no other way.

PRESS FUND
The NSW government wants to use funds obtained by its sale of
the Land Titles Information Service, which holds data on all NSW
real estate, to fund construction of three new sports stadiums. It
also wants the massive, highly destructive WestConnex tollway to
extend south to Wollongong. The final estimated cost, approximately
$30 billion, would only be partially met by the government’s sale of
Ausgrid, the state’s electricity distribution network. We’re determined
to expose conservative state governments helping its corporate friends
by flogging off crucial state assets to fund grossly inappropriate
projects. But we need your help, so please send in a Press Fund
contribution for the next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to this
week’s contributors, as follows:

Guardian Wrppers $220, C Greer $50, D McLaren $20, KM $50,
D Mudie $10, MM $10, “Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $10,
G Spiers $50

This week’s total: $425 Progressive total: $6,985
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Kentucky Fried
health care

Marcus Browning

The crisis facing the public health
system is not a crisis of the public
nature of the system. It is the pro-
motion of and diversion of public
funds to the private, for-profit
sector that has resulted in the
present untenable situation. This
process has been a conscious one
on the part of successive govern-
ments, all intent on privatising
health care.

In effect, Medicare with its pay-
ments of rebates, is being broken up
and handed over to private health
insurance funds to manage. Public
hospitals will be funded by fees for
services from the health insurance
funds, not directly by government.
They will be competing on a health
market, with increased pressure to
churn through patients as quickly
and cheaply as possible, regardless
of consequences to their care.

The private health funds will
offer, as they do now, a range of
plans for hospital cover in the private
system. This cover will be extend-
ed to buy places in public hospitals
and to medical services, an area that
they have been lobbying to cover

for years. Those who can afford it
will be able to buy health and hos-
pital plans that offer a more com-
plete range of services, that cover
the gap between the standard refund
and what a private provider charges.
There will be no lid on what private
practitioners charge.

It will be business as usual, but
possibly three instead of two tiers
of health care — the safety net, those
who can afford full cover and jump
waiting lists and possibly a third
group of people who fail to qualify
for the safety net but do not have the
means for extended private cover.

Welcome to the US-style man-
aged health care system where health
funds will be telling you what medi-
cal procedures you can have and in
which hospital!

The differences between public
and private hospitals disappear. The
Commission raises the idea that state
governments corporatise their public
hospitals and even sell them!

The government is intent on
introducing a voucher system in
some form or other. Various aspects
of the recommendations have already
been trialled — changes in the way
public hospitals are paid in Victoria,

special packages for the chronically
ill, public beds in private hospitals,
private beds in public hospitals.

This Kentucky Fried system is to
be called Medicare Select.

Thus the health care “debate”
will become one about how to priva-
tise the system, dressed up in terms
of choice and competition, about
who is bulk-billed, what additional
services are provided and so on.

Under Medicare Select costs will
rocket, the majority of people will be
no better off while the transnational
corporations taking over the health
system will be rolling in profits.

The alternative is a fully funded
public health system, with the gov-
ernment paying doctors, funding
public hospitals and other health
services which are provided free on a
universal basis. Such a system, with
the elimination of the profit motive
and layers of administration, is the
only one capable of delivering a
quality health care to everyone and
would cost less than is being spent
now.

The focus needs to be put
squarely on the key issue of public or
private, for people or for profits. &
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK

The philosophers have only interpreted the world in various ways;
the point, however, is to change it.

Karl Marx — The German Ideology (1846)

J)

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:

Max Hunt $100, Dennis White $50, WA Branch $200, P & C Rosa $50, G Speirs $50,
Nada Maasbani $100, Wafa Maarbani $100, Allan Maabani $50

This week’s total: $650 Progressive total: $1,015

I'_______________________X__'I

Card Number

AdAress ......cooevveeeeiiiiiieiiieee,

| enclose a Cheque/Money Order/Cash for that amount (made out to “CPA”). Payment may
also be made by Credit Card by filling the information below:

Name on the card ..................

13th CPA Congress $10,000 Financial Appeal

............. wish to contribute $ ........

Credit Card minimum $20 0O Visa 0O Mastercard

| O agree/ O 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.

....... to the above Appeal.

Signature: ..................

Expiry Date ___ /
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Rudi Maxwell

One of the oldest Aboriginal
community controlled organisa-
tions in the country, the Central
Australian Aboriginal Legal Aid
Service (CAALAS), is likely to
have to close after the federal
government decided to no longer
provide funding.

CAALAS staff and board mem-
bers were left reeling after receiving
the news that the Commonwealth
Attorney-General’s Department
had decided to award the contract
for legal services for the Northern
Territory southern region to anoth-
er Aboriginal legal service, North
Australian Aboriginal Justice Agency
(NAAIJA) from next year.

CAALAS chair Terry Tilmouth
said the decision demonstrated dis-
respect to, and disempowerment of,
Aboriginal people.

“This is another slap in the
face or Aboriginal people by the
Commonwealth government, who
are showing their true agenda of
creating disharmony, division and
contradicting their supposedly com-
munity-led decision making reforms
such as ‘Empowered Communities’
and ‘capacity building of local
Aboriginal people,”” he said.

“It again shows the true spirit
of the Commonwealth government
to neglect Aboriginal affairs, which
was recently demonstrated through
the rejection of the Uluru Statement
from the Heart and the Referendum
Council’s recommendation for an
Indigenous Voice to Parliament.”

CAALAS, formed in 1974, said
that since January 1 this year it has
conducted 7,631 legal matters.

“Aboriginal culture is not
homogenous, one size does not fit

all,” Mr Tilmouth said. “Our service
delivery recognises this. Aboriginal
people in central Australia see them-
selves as a distinct desert group, sep-
arate from the rest of the NT.

“Our culture, languages and kin-
ship systems are different to the NT
and other states.

“We are deeply disappoint-
ed and upset that one of the oldest
Aboriginal community controlled
services, that our old people from
Central Australia fought hard for, has
been undermined by the Attorney-
General’s Department and other non-
Central Australian organisations.”

In 2015, the Attorney-General’s
Department found serious irregu-
larities regarding travel payments to
CAALAS board members and use
of a credit card by chief executive
Patricia Miller.

Issues

CAALAS directors said they
acknowledged there had been issues
with governance and management
in the past, but said recently they
had taken significant steps, includ-
ing a new board and changes to the
constitution.

The decision to put out to tender
Aboriginal legal services and then
award the contract to an out-of-area
Aboriginal legal service mirrors
an earlier decision for Tasmania.
Tasmania’s Aboriginal legal servic-
es are now provided by the Victorian
Aboriginal Legal Service.

The Attorney-General’s
Department did not answer a ques-
tion from the Koori Mail about
whether the approach of pitting
Indigenous legal services against
each other for funding would now be
a national approach.

“With funding for the CAALAS

Australia

iy

expiring at the end of this year, there
was an opportunity to re-examine the
provision of Indigenous legal assist-
ance services in the southern region
of the NT,” a spokesperson said.

“This would ensure the most
efficient, effective and culturally
appropriate service would be in place
from January 1, 2018. As CAALAS
acknowledged in its media release, it
has had ‘issues with governance and
management matters’ while deliver-
ing Indigenous legal assistance serv-
ices in the southern region of the
Northern Territory.

“In contrast, NAAJA demon-
strated a strong track record in gov-
ernance and financial management

Have gyour say!
Uhite a letter to the Editor.

email: tpearson@cpa.org.au

From the Archives

The Guardian, December 2001
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HIE HO, HIE HO!
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and was the most capable organisa-
tion to deliver culturally appropriate
legal assistance services.”

The Attorney-General’s
Department also did not answer
questions regarding when, how or
who made the funding decision,
whether any Aboriginal stakehold-
ers were consulted, what program
the funding would come from, or if
CAALAS has any way to ask for a
review of the decision.

NAAJA chairperson Ruby
Stanley said the organisation would
work closely with the CAALAS
board, management and staff, and
the Central Australian community,
to ensure a smooth transition.

Sydney

CAALAS under threat as
government cutls funding
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“Our priority is to ensure
Aboriginal people have access to a
range of Aboriginal legal services to
meet their needs and help our com-
munities stay strong,” she said.

CAALAS acting chief execu-
tive Leeanne Caton said the 45 staff
members were devastated.

“It’s a slap in the face for
Aboriginal people,” she said.
“The quality of our legal work
has never been in dispute. It’s like
the government has a divide-and-
conquer approach to Aboriginal
organisations.”

Koori Mail &

VIGIL DEMANDING
THAT THE USA
| STOP THE BLOCKADE ON CUBA

Also to stop the subversion of funds against Cuba
and return Guantdnamo fo the Cuban people

Melbourne

)

Communist Party of Australia

Invites you to the Centenary celebration of the momentous Great October
Socialist Revolution, the event that for the first time in history concentrated
the means of production in the hands of the working class.

This event remains a guiding light & inspiration to workers of the world
When: Sunday 10t December 2017

Where: Democritus

583 High St Northcote

2PM

$415 Food included. Drinks available

Recorded presentation by Dr Hannah Middleton on the
subject “The Russian Revolution and its relevance

today” followed by a discussion.

Launch of historical leaflets on the history of CPA and
the enormous contribution of the Great October

Socialist Revolution and Soviet Union.

Enquiries 9639 1550

Supported by: Friends of the KKE, Democritus and Greek Resistance.
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Taking Issue — Eileen Whitehead
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Of lap dogs and revolution

It has been obvious for centuries that the
working class has always been ripped off
by those in control of finance; all organised
behind closed doors by the so-called “elite”.
Now, with the help of new technologies, we
are beginning to find out what has been
going on for far too long.

The Paradise Papers leak has opened up
a morass of skulduggery and fraud of which
most of us were blissfully unaware. It’s one
thing to suspect but quite another to know and
when one digs deeper it’s obvious that these
corporate “pirates” are getting away with the
theft of billions because of legislation in place
allowing for money to be moved into offshore
tax havens.

So now we have to ask whether or not

we can trust our governments to change the
legislation. This realisation by the population
has reached a critical point. If we can’t trust
our governments to alter the status quo how
do we eradicate this increasing inequality?
Revolution?

Throughout history, revolutions begin
because of gross inequity. We’ve just com-
memorated 100 years since the Russian rev-
olution which was the start of a huge social
experiment, removing centuries of feudalism.
It brought Russia into the 20th century intro-
ducing modern farming techniques and banish-
ing starvation.

Banks were nationalised, education provid-
ed to all; gender equality gave women the right
to vote, equal pay, child care etc; better health

provision, and much more. This is seen in
Cuba today which is constantly being attacked
by capitalist regimes — as happens to all social-
ist republics — in order to destabilise their way
of life which threatens capitalist “values”!

Unfortunately currently, the inequity in
society is leading to people being duped by
right-wing populist politicians (Trump in the
US, Farage, UKIP in the UK), whipping up
fear and hate — the usual “divide and rule”
mantra.

Back home what is happening about rein-
ing in the huge multi-national mining compa-
nies that have been ripping off the Australian
people? They use legal loopholes to pay only
a fraction of the sales value of their exports
and what does our government do? It proposes

cutting company tax rates voicing that old
furphy that such action attracts investment and
creates jobs. NO IT DOES NOT.

Australians are demanding lower energy
costs, free health care and education — all pos-
sible if everyone working in Australia were
to pay their taxes. I for one am sick of seeing
wealthy tax dodgers being lionised. I remem-
ber when Kerry Packer died, John Howard
offered the family a State funeral — for a man
who boasted about how little tax he paid. I
nearly threw up. Incidentally, Turnbull was the
Packer’s lawyer (or should I say pet dog?).

If governments received adequate taxation
from every part of society we would live in a
happier and healthier community. This won’t
happen under right-wing ideologues. &

Richard Titelius

As reported in the Guardian
(November 8) the Communist Party
of Australia WA Branch celebrated
the Centenary of the Great October
Revolution at the Perth Trades Hall
replete with the Red Flag flying atop
the building.

The proceedings opened with a
Welcome to Country, followed by local
folk music legend Bernard Carney
singing the Beatles song Revolution
which was written by John Lennon and
Stand Together written by Carney him-
self for the Third Wave protests in 1997
being the closest this state has come to
revolution.

The first speaker was Associate
Professor Charlie Fox who spoke
about the Australian union movement’s
response to the Russian Revolution.
Fox said, “In Australia there was a
belief that what had happened in Russia
would change things everywhere.”
However, each country must pave its
own way to a socialist future which
began here in 1920 with the estab-
lishment of the Communist Party of
Australia.

Fox noted that Australia in the
lead-up to the Russian Revolution was
undergoing its own tumultuous times
when the Labor Prime Minister Billy
Hughes called for not one but two pleb-
iscites on conscription into what was in
essence, the British Empire’s war.

Opposition to the war and conscrip-
tion to fight in it were hotly contested
by an emerging working class con-
sciousness and union movement and
it was in part a mobilisation of these
forces which helped to defeat both
plebiscites. At the time the Industrial
Workers of the World also attempted
to establish themselves in Australia —
however the Commonwealth would not
have a bar of it and ruthlessly proceed-
ed to crush the organisation and fol-
lowing the war, according to Fox, there
was a movement to the right in poli-
tics in Australia — following the allied
victory.

The capitalist media poured scorn
and ridicule on the Russian Revolution
as it was unfolding in Russia.

The next speaker was Hazel
Buturac, a daughter of WA union
activist leader and member of the
Communist Party of Australia, Paddy
Troy of the Australian Workers Union
and the Maritime Services Union.
Hazel spoke about what it was like to
live in a communist family from the
1930s to the 1970s.

Paddy Troy first came to promi-
nence in 1936, when as a union

delegate, safety officer and rigger

at the You and Me goldmine east of
Geraldton he was appalled by the poor
safety practices by the owners of the
goldmine.

When there was an accident at the
mine which resulted in a number of
fatalities, it was Paddy that reported
the matter to the Industrial Inspectorate
in Perth who promptly came to the
mine. The mine owners were furious
and sought out who had reported them.
Paddy readily admitted to being the
worker and union delegate who had
done what he saw as his duty.

However, for his honesty and integ-
rity he was promptly dismissed and the
family moved to Perth. Hazel Buturac
also mentioned that her father was also
imprisoned for three months with hard
labour over a technical issue relating to
the publication of a left-wing newspa-
per called, The Spark. In 1948, Paddy
Troy became secretary of the precur-
sor to the Maritime Services Union. He
had also retained his membership of the
Communist Party of Australia which he
had joined in 1934.

When Hazel began working in a
secretarial capacity for a legal firm
in Perth she did not let the lessons of
her father leave her and when in the
early 1970s the board of the legal firm
offered her a pay raise of only $2, she
tendered her resignation on the spot
much to the dismay of her employer.

Another former long-time member,
Kevin Watkins read his poem about
the Blockade of Stalingrad by the Nazi
German army during World War II
which lasted for nearly 900 days. It
was a true soviet collective spirit and
became a turning point in the course of
the war for the Russians.

The final speaker was a young
student, communist and political and
social activist Holly Dawson who
spoke about what it means to be a com-
munist today. Holly began by saying
that none of her public education taught
her about the Russian Revolution and
her first reference to the events of that
day were when her bosses would call
her Bolshie for her interest in fair-
ness and justice for workers and their
unions.

When she looked it up she found
Bolshie meant “unworkable and com-
bative!” For Holly socialism is not a
utopia — it is something which has to be
contested and fought for.

What better way to conclude an
afternoon of solidarity than with a rous-
ing rendition by all 100 plus people
who attended of, The Internationale,
led by song master Bernard
Carney. @




Guardian

Australia

November 29,2017 5

Requiem for a democracy

James O’ NeEeill

Last month the Australian Security agen-
cies asked again for further powers to
enable them to prevent terrorist attacks.
Among the requests made are for extended
detention powers, increasing the time a
“terror suspect” can be detained without
charge from 14 to 28 days.

A meeting shortly after the announce-
ment between the federal government and the
Premiers of the six States and two Territories
rapidly agreed to the request. The Victorian
Premier was quoted in local media. “We are
going to have to curtail the rights and freedoms
of a small number of people in order to keep
the vast majority of Australians safe,” he said.

The Prime Minister solemnly intoned, not
for the first time, that the government’s prima-
ry duty is to keep Australians safe. This claim
has a long history. Cicero, the First Century
Roman politician and writer is attributed with
the maxim “salus populi suprema est lex” (the
safety of the people is the supreme law). It has
been repeated in various forms ever since, up
to and including Turnbull.

John Selden, the 16th-17th Century
English jurist was correct in observing, “there
is not anything in the world more abused than
this sentence.”

Australian politicians would be better to
prefer the view attributed to the American
statesman Benjamin Franklin when he
observed “he who would put security before
liberty deserves neither.” It is a sentiment
seldom if ever uttered in Australia, and cer-
tainly not by any politician.

In the rush to further restrict what few pro-
tections that exist for Australians, a number
of questions are never asked. The onslaught
of restrictive legislation began following the
events of September 11, 2001 (“9/117) in the
United States. On that seminal day, 19 alleged
Muslim hijackers were said to have hijacked
four aeroplanes, crashing three of them into
buildings and a fourth into a Pennsylvania
field.

That event sparked at least two wars
(Afghanistan and Iraq both ongoing) and a tsu-
nami of legislation eroding fundamental rights
previously enjoyed in most societies founded

on notions of individual rights and the rule
of law. More than 16 years later, 9/11 is still
quoted as the reason for the “war on terror”
that can only be pursued through progressive-
ly harsher legislative measures and, it would
seem, by attacking more and more countries.

Those who question the official govern-
ment conspiracy theory about 9/11, which is
what by definition it is, are denounced as “con-
spiracy theorists” or worse. That has had an
inhibiting effect on rational debate about the
events of 9/11, notwithstanding the fact that the
official conspiracy theory itself is riddled with
inconsistencies, illogicalities, unlikely coinci-
dences and downright scientific impossibili-
ties. By refusing to allow rational debate about
9/11 a person is by extension precluded from
questioning the whole rationale for the “war
on terror”.

The war on terror that has raged since 9/11
has had substantive consequences quite apart
from the destruction of the societies attacked
for their alleged involvement in the events of
9/11. Instead of treating terrorist plots or acts
within the rubric of the criminal law, which is
where they properly belong, they are instead
regarded as acts of war. Even under this
strained extension, the law of war itself has not
been properly applied.

Legal fiction

One illustration of this was the creation
of a curious legal fiction of “unlawful enemy
combatants”, designed explicitly to deny its
participants the protections of, for example,
the Geneva Conventions. The accused are held
in arbitrary detention, deprived of the right to
know the details of their alleged transgres-
sions, denied the right to have the validity of
the allegations determined by an impartial
Judge, and denied the right to a fair trial. The
experiences of Australian citizens David Hicks
and Mamdoub Habib should have inspired
Australian government intervention, but their
indifference remains an enduring disgrace.

In the United States, where the “war on
terror” had its genesis, those who were its vic-
tims have waged some important battles in the
Courts. In Rasul v Bush; Hamdan v Rumsfeld;
and Boumedienne v Bush the full power of the
US government was taken on and defeated. In

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

RADICAL
PERTH

MILITANT
! FREMANTLE

P 4{‘
!SSEMBA _

Wp.- ruw_

fascinating stories of radical moments in the cifies” past from
as long ago as the 1890s and as recently as Occupy: ‘Bloody
Sunday” battles on the wharves, the Chinese community’s fight
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
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the last of those three cases, Justice Kennedy,
citing Alexander Hamilton, noted, “the practice
of arbitrary imprisonment has been in all ages a
formidable instrument of tyranny.”

The fundamental difference between
those three litigants and anyone falling foul
of Australia’s draconian anti-terror legislation
is that they could all point to the protection
afforded litigants of the first ten amendments
to the US constitution, popularly referred to as
the Bill of Rights.

Bill of Rights

Australia is unique among the west-
ern nations in not having a Bill or Charter
of Rights. Even where, as is the case with
Australia, it regularly signs up to international
instruments such as the International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights (1976) (ICCPR)
those rights are not binding in Australia unless
incorporated into Australian legislation.

The ICCPR has not been incorporated
into Australian law and therefore fundamental
rights, such as those in Article 9 of the ICCPR
can be, and are, regularly flouted. Those mis-
treated because of the breaches of Article 9
which are inherent in Australia’s anti-terror
legislation have no legal redress, itself a fun-
damental principle of human rights law.

I referred above to the tsunami of anti-ter-
ror legislation and that is precisely what it has
been. Since 9/11 Australia has passed more
than 60 pieces of legislation of a restrictive
nature, more than any other country. Many of
those enactments have no place in a modern
democratic society. Australia is not even one of
the countries most at risk of a terrorist attack.
What few attacks that have been planned or
carried out can in nearly all cases be traced to
Australia’s involvement in a series of illegal
wars (Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria) and support for
US attacks upon or threats against a range of
other countries.

The common denominator of nearly all of
these countries is that they are predominantly
Muslim; have valuable resources coveted by
western powers; are central to the geopolitical
contest between Russia, China and the US; are
remote from any truly Australian national inter-
est; and wars against them are all justified on
the basis of lies, obfuscations and violations of
international law.

Even when the legislation proves ineffec-
tive, or counterproductive, as the British found
with their control orders, which they promptly
modified, Australia not only maintains them,
but as in the case of detention without charge,
actually increases the restrictions. The recent-
ly agreed to extension of detention without
charge is a retrograde step in a framework of
overwhelmingly oppressive and undemocratic
legislation.

Although the initial onslaught occurred in
the Howard government years, and particular-
ly 2001-2008, when more than 40 Acts were
passed violating fundamental human rights
principles, the attack upon civil liberties has
essentially been a bipartisan affair.

It is not as if there have not been reports,
recommendations and examples of egregious
abuses, as in the case of Mohammad Haneef,
to spur successive governments into reversing
the destruction of the human rights fabric. All
have been ignored. That cannot be by chance
and points to a fundamental flaw in the politi-
cal character, regardless of party affiliation.

The International Commission of Jurists in
their Berlin Declaration (August 28, 2004) set
out what should serve as a practical and con-
ceptual framework for the balance between the
safety and the rights of citizens. They said:

“In adopting measures aimed at suppress-
ing acts of terrorism, States must adhere strictly
to the rule of law, including the core principles
of criminal and international law and the spe-
cific standards and obligations of internation-
al human rights law, refugee law and, where
applicable, humanitarian law.

“These principles, standards and obliga-
tions define the boundaries of permissible and
legitimate State action against terrorism. The
odious nature of terrorist acts cannot serve as
a basis or pretext for states to disregard their
international obligations, in particular in the
protection of fundamental human rights.”

In Australia’s case the only hope of
achieving those objectives is through enact-
ing an Australian Charter of Rights. Again,
this has been proposed by reputable sourc-
es for many years. Successive governments
have rejected this minimum step. No one has
ever been able to explain how the Australian
system is so superior to every other western
nation that its citizens do not require a Charter
of Rights. Every other western nation, albeit
sometimes imperfectly, sees such a Charter
as an essential component of its democratic
armoury.

There is no rational basis for Australian
politicians to not want their citizens to enjoy
the rights enjoyed by every other western
nation. One indication of the government’s
attitude to basic human rights principles was
demonstrated by a senior government Minister
describing lawyers who defended asylum seek-
ers (another area of enduring disgrace) as being
“un-Australian.”

While his comments were deplored, he
not only retained his portfolio, but also seems
likely to be given further expanded powers in
precisely the areas where sensitive civil rights
issues are most likely to arise.

There has therefore been a 16-year history
of expanding powers in a manner that would
not be out of place in a Police State. When
this is accompanied by a series of egregious
examples of abuse, the wilful disregarding of
international instruments to which Australia
is a party, the lack of any meaningful parlia-
mentary opposition, and a systematic disre-
garding of critical UN reports of Australia’s
human rights record, one has to doubt wheth-
er Australia still qualifies as a genuine demo-
cratic State.

The author is a Barrister at Law and may be
contacted at joneill@qldbar.asn.au &
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Imperialism —

Beyond capitalism

Part 5

In this, the final part of Anna Pha’s series on Lenin’s Imperialism, the
Highest Stage of Capitalism, she looks at how the biggest capitalist
powers carved up the globe between themselves and the formation
of internationalist monopolist associations. She then briefly covers
changes since Lenin'’s time and raises the question of the necessity of

socialism.

One of the features that Lenin
stated should be included in any
definition of imperialism was the
completion of the territorial divi-
sion of the whole world among the
biggest capitalist powers.

During most of the 19th centu-
ry free competition was dominant,
reaching its limits in the 1860s and
1870s. “It is precisely after that
period that the tremendous ‘boom’
in colonial conquests begins, and
that struggle for the territorial divi-
sion of the world becomes extraor-
dinarily sharp. It is beyond doubt,
therefore, that capitalism’s transition
to the stage of monopoly capitalism,
to finance capital, is connected with
the intensification of the struggle for
the partitioning of the world. (Lenin,
V, Imperialism, the Highest Stage
of Capitalism, Progress Publishers,
1986, p 74)

Lenin continues, “The charac-
teristic feature of the period under
review is the final partitioning of
the globe — final, not in the sense
that repartition is impossible; on
the contrary, repartitions are possi-
ble and inevitable — but in the sense
that the colonial policy of the cap-
italist countries has completed the
seizure of the unoccupied territories
on our planet.

“For the first time the world is
completely divided up, so that in the
future only re-division is possible,
i.e., territories can only pass from
one ‘owner’ to another, instead of
passing as ownerless territory to an
‘owner’.” (p 73)

The process of re-division con-
tinued throughout the 20th century.

For example, in 1919 the
Versailles Treaty divided the
spoils of war amongst the victors.
Germany’s African colonies were
taken over by France (Cameroon),
Belgium (German East Africa —
Rwanda and Burundi), Portugal
(the Kionga Triangle) and South
Africa (German South-West Africa
— Namibia), and so forth.

Overthrow of
colonial system

The upsurge of national libera-
tion movements, in particular follow-
ing World War II, resulted in more
than 100 countries winning their
national independence by the end
of the 1970s. The people of these
countries had successfully launched
a struggle for freedom against impe-
rialist occupation.

The imperialist powers faced the
loss of a rich source of resources and
slave labour. A number of social-
ist-oriented governments nation-
alised key industries and resources
and addressed the serious structural
imbalances in their countries arising
from imperialist exploitation. The
capitalist monopolies from the colo-
nial powers had lost an important
source of their income.

The liberation struggles had
the generous support of the Soviet
Union, socialist countries in east
Europe and the People’s Republic of
China.

The imperialist powers resorted

to new methods — neo-colonialism
to regain and retain the resources of
these newly emerging independent
states. They interfered in elections,
funded candidates and spread propa-
ganda and did all they could to install
compliant puppets. They destabilised
progressive and independent gov-
ernments, attacked currencies, car-
ried out coups and assassinations and
occupied territories.

Whatever it took, governments
that nationalised key resources,
redirected funds to the benefit of
the people or took an independent
(of US imperialism) stance, had to
go. Witness the invasions of Iraq
to remove Saddam Hussein, the
fomenting of a “civil war” in Syria,
the US-backed coup in Chile against
Salvador Allende, attempts to desta-
bilise the government in Venezuela,
illegal blockade against Cuba or the
assassination of Patrice Lumumba,
the first Prime Minister of Congo
(Zaire) following its independence
from Belgium.

The economic interests of
monopoly capitalists lie behind
all of these coups, wars, invasions
and regime changes. In Iraq and
Venezuela oil is a first and foremost
consideration and any government
that nationalises resources and feeds
the profits back into the community
are on the hit list.

The present wars in the Middle
East, Yemen, Afghanistan and
preparations for war against the
Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea (North Korea), the People’s
Republic of China, Russia and pos-
sibly Venezuela have two things in
common.

First, their governments decided
to take an independent stand against
US imperialism. Second, they have
something that US monopoly capital
want — resources. In some instances
they are also of strategic importance,
for example, Afghanistan is strategi-
cally situated on the border of Russia
and China.

In Africa, diamonds, gold, pre-
cious minerals and other resourc-
es are highly valued by capitalist
monopolies. In the case of socialist
Cubea, it sets a dangerous example to
other countries, that there is an alter-
native to capitalism, and its strategic
location on the doorstep is also of
great concern to the US.

Colonisation continues by other
means, by neo-colonialism, where
governments might have the sem-
blance of political independence if
they toe the line but still do not have
economic independence.

The Bolivarian Revolution in
Venezuela, which is socialist-orient-
ed, is still not in a position to nation-
alise the mass media or much of the
infrastructure.

War industry

Wars are an important feature of
neo-colonialism. Not just because
of the outcomes in terms of regime
change and control over resources
or access to cheap labour and new
markets, but because war and war
preparations are highly profitable in
themselves.
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The economic inferests of monopoly capitalists lie behind all of these coups, wars, invasions and regime changes.

The largest military corpora-
tions are amongst the most profit-
able and corrupt monopolies of all,
raking in money from governments
and operating on lucrative contracts
that allow prices to blow out beyond
belief.

Four of the top five are
US-based. Lockheed Martin in first
place with total “defence” revenue
in 2016 of US$43.5 billion. It is fol-
lowed by Boeing with US$ $29.5
billion; BAE Systems from Britain
US$23.6 billion; Raytheon Company
with US$22.4 billion; and Northrop
Grumman US$20.2 billion. (defense.
news)

Australia is set to spend $1 tril-
lion over 20 years on war prepa-
rations and purchase much of its
equipment from these and other
leading corporations in the military
industrial complex. The purchases
are mostly from US corporations.
This is to facilitate interoperability
with the US’s forces.

In the US the military is very
big business. One of its biggest
customers is the US government
which recently asked Congress for
a 10 percent increase in its military
budget. The US maintains a global
network of over 1,000 military bases
and other facilities in more than 130
countries. It annually conducts 170
military exercises and 250 port visits
in the Asia-Pacific region alone.

Changes since Lenin

So much has changed since
Lenin wrote Imperialism, the
Highest Stage of Capitalism. 1t is
worth noting some of these changes:
» Development has been uneven as
predicted by Lenin

* The former colonies, mostly
underdeveloped by their
colonisers have found “freedom”,
but not complete independence
and often dependent in new ways

* The changes in technology and
science have accelerated at a pace
previously unimaginable
These developments are not
being put to the benefit of people
but to serve the interests of the
wealthy and monopoly capital, in
particular, the military or to spy
and collect data on citizens
The concept of “free market
competition” has become a
myth with the global domination
of financial capital and other
monopolies
There has been a global division
of labour with deindustrialisation
of the wealthier nations and
growth of service industries
Social and economic conditions
for the working class are
deteriorating
The gap is widening between
the rich and the poor nations
and their peoples. Even within
countries the gap is widening with
a large percentage of workers
being robbed of past gains in the
workplace
The trade union movement which
peaked in the 1960s and 1970s
in many countries, including in
Australia, is a shell of its former
self
Capitalism has found new ways
of heightening the exploitation
of workers — use of automation,
casualisation, overseas workers,
unpaid labour, wage theft, and so
on
The ideological offensive of
the capitalist class to dull class
consciousness and legislation for
laws to prevent industrial action
and dissent are taking effect
The development of nuclear
weapons and other powerful
weapons of war threaten the
future of humanity
* The loss of the Soviet Union and
socialist bloc in Eastern Europe

has empowered and emboldened

US imperialism, posing new

threats to the future of humanity
* The contradictions of capitalism
have intensified with droughts,
floods, famine, mass migration in
the millions, avoidable disease,
destitution and other crises as a
result of capitalism’s blind pursuit
of profits
The future of humanity and life
on the planet as we know it is
threatened by human- induced
climate change.

They are just some of the chang-
es since Lenin’s time. But one thing
comes through with the above
list — imperialism is capitalism; it
is not some new system “beyond
capitalism.”

Our future depends on defeating
imperialism, on defeating monopo-
ly capital through class struggle and
revolution.

The nature of this struggle in
the first instance is anti-monopoly,
anti-imperialist and in support of
democratic rights in all spheres —
political, economic, ideological, cul-
tural, environmental.

Capitalism has undergone qual-
itative changes within capitalism,
with the growth of finance capital
and the expansion of its tentacles
into every facet of life. It has become
even more powerful, its forms of
exploitation more insidious.

The features and contradictions
of monopoly capitalism that both
Marx and Lenin pointed to have
intensified to the point that if we
do not move on to a higher socio-
economic order — socialism — the
human race is doomed. Only social-
ism can remove the profit-motive
that drives the destructive forces of
capitalism. @&
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Jeremy Seabrook

BRITAIN: When Emma Dent Coad won
for the Labour Party the constituency of
Kensington in the election of June 2017,
this seemed a fitting symbol of divided
Britain. That one of the richest boroughs
in London should tilt narrowly towards
Labour was unparalleled, and revealed
why Prime Minister Theresa May’s call-
ing of an election (to make Britain “strong
and stable”, and to strengthen her hand in
Brexit negotiations) had been a grievous
error.

Her political ineptitude, her indifference to
those she had championed as the “just about
managing” and her refusal to take part in tel-
evised debates, left the field open for Labour
leader Jeremy Corbyn — almost universally
declared to be “unelectable” by commentators,
opinion-formers and other licensors of public
opinion — to increase Labour’s share of the vote
to within 2% of that of the Conservatives.

Within a few days of the election, one of
the greatest social catastrophes to strike Britain
in decades illuminated the extent of inequality
in Britain: in the richest borough in one of the
richest countries on earth, Grenfell Tower, a
24-storey block of “social housing”, burned,
and an unknown number of people died.
The fire spread upwards in minutes, in part
because of combustible “cladding”, designed
to modernise the 1974 structure but, accord-
ing to residents, to make it easier on the eye
to rich neighbours, for whom it was a dis-
tasteful reminder of the poverty in their midst.
Despite the efforts of firefighters to bring out
the trapped and injured, at least 80 people were
killed: in the absence of precise information,
people in the community estimate the toll to be
far higher than official figures show.

No sooner had the flames been extin-
guished than another storm arose, namely,
about the significance of the event and what
it showed — or did not show — about the “con-
dition of England”; a question that has rarely
been raised since Thomas Carlyle first posed
itin 1839.

The Right have blamed the Left for “polit-
icising the tragedy” of Grenfell Tower. The
Spectator accused Corbyn of “trying to turn
the tragedy into a morality play about rich and
poor”. Naturally, the Right would prefer to see
it as tragedy since this is impersonal, a cruel
blow of fate, even a visitation of God. What ill-
willed persons would want to turn such natu-
ral phenomena into “a political football”? This
is why the media have dwelt upon harrowing
personal stories: individuals who escaped the
burnt-out structure draw attention away from
the decaying social structure of which it is
an emblem, and in which many millions are
trapped without hope of rescue.

The first official response, after an indolent
show of compassion, was an attempt by those
in power to take control of the narrative. After
May’s initial reluctance to meet people who
had escaped the fire (she met only with senior
managers of firefighters and didn’t even deign
to speak to those who had actually confront-
ed the blaze), the Queen and Prince William
made a swift appearance in the Westway Sports
Centre to offer sympathy and support to those
whose lives had been devastated: the elect
stepped in where the merely elected feared to
tread.

The appointment of Sir Martin Moore-Bick
to head the inquiry (the terms of reference of
which he said would be unlikely to satisfy resi-
dents of Grenfell Tower) would ensure that the
story told focussed principally on the cause of
the fire and how it spread so quickly. He would
“gather evidence and establish the facts”; even
though evidence and facts (however indispen-
sable) are not what traumatised and anguished
people want when their wounds are so raw.

That kindness, compassion and protection
were in such short supply only confirmed the
insentience of rulers anxious to tell their own
version of events that threatened to run out of
their control. There will be no “inquiries” into
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the neglect of those who live in social housing:
this would demand a searching scrutiny from
which even the most eminent judges would
flinch.

When the head of the Kensington and
Chelsea Tenants Management Organisation
“stepped down” — as such luminaries usu-
ally do, in their elegant footwear — his resig-
nation was followed by that of council leader
Nicholas Paget-Brown and his deputy, the aris-
tocratic Rock Feilding-Mellen.

They were replaced by Elizabeth
Campbell, another Conservative member of the
council, and no doubt a person as thoroughly
committed to safeguarding the interests of the
poor as the imperturbable Paget-Brown (who
withdrew because of “perceived” failings by
the council, which suggested the faulty vision
of others). Ms Campbell admitted she had
never been in a high-rise flat; not surprising,
dwelling, as she does, in a £4.5 million house
in a borough which contains 12 of the 20 most
expensive streets in Britain.

There was much stress on “discovering the
truth”, “getting to the bottom of it”, as though
government and its appointees were confronted
by a dark mystery, in the solution of which they
vowed they would “leave no stone unturned”
— an unfortunate image in view of the charred
rubble of the tower block. Social injustice
scarcely requires the work of detectives.

The second element in the effort to keep
custody of the story was deployment of the
language of warfare — perhaps only natural,
given the number of military barracks in the
borough. The police referred to those “miss-
ing presumed dead”. Bulletins on “casual-
ties”, “survivors”, “victims” and “evacuation”
eerily evoked escapees of a devastated Middle
Eastern city. The government announced it
would send an “independent recovery task
force”. Wasn’t a “task force” what Margaret
Thatcher sent to the Falklands more than 30
years ago? Firefighters said the scene resem-
bled “a war zone”. A 12-month “amnesty” was
to be offered to undocumented migrants and
to those “living under the radar”. The black-
ened slab of the tower recalled a long history of
wrecked cityscapes, from Warsaw to Dresden
to Beirut to Aleppo.

Echoes of World War II were also rekin-
dled in the tribute paid by officialdom to “the
community”, those who, in the absence of any
visible help from their national or local govern-
ment, stood together and shared their deplet-
ed resources with one another. The people
were indeed heroic in the face of the shirk-
ing of responsibility by their nominal lead-
ers. Politicians, commentators and observers
gushed with admiration for the humanity and
fellow-feeling of residents; a poor consola-
tion prize to those who had indeed “lost every-
thing”, including lives, loves and their very
reason for existing.

It is not by chance that the Grenfell Action
Group had earlier referred to the council’s
redevelopment policy as a “scorched earth”
enterprise. The people understood that war had
long ago been declared upon them. Indeed,
struggle for possession of the narrative shows
that we are indeed in a form of not-so-low-lev-
el class warfare. And, contrary to all that we
knew — or thought we knew — about social con-
flict, the most committed class warriors are not
the poor and oppressed, but those who drive
the great juggernaut of “development” into the
heart of where people live and work and call it
“regeneration”.

If London has returned once more to its
radical roots, this is because we can now see
the real meaning of the rhetoric of “moderni-
sation”, “progress”, the “world-class city” and
“destination of choice” for the victors of glo-
balisation — that Third World War, in which
cleansing of the poor from Britain’s cities is
simply one local skirmish. The rich of the earth
see the London property market as a “safe”
haven for their wealth, whether merited or ill-
gotten. In the process, it is of course necessary
that “clearances” should occur — another word
with a long history, where spaces occupied by
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The “them” and “us” model of class was clear in the Grenfell Tower catastrophe.

others are required for more lucrative purposes.
As a consequence, “enclosures” are once more
on the agenda, fortified enclaves where the
overlords of humanity may enjoy in tranquil-
lity the fruits of their onerous labour; and if this
means large-scale removals, so be it, although
money, and not fire, is the usual instrument
for removing people from sites they lawfully
occupy.

“Demand” for housing comes, not from
those without shelter, but from construction
companies and development consortia, in the
service of a global property market. “Luxury”
is now the inescapable preface to any poky and
jerry-built apartment block; “affordable hous-
ing” the euphemism for accommodation out
of reach of the majority, while government-
funded social housing has fallen by 97% since
2010.

Beyond the official pieties, avowals of
“never again” and the ritual “learning of les-
sons”, the interests of class are inescapable.
The “them” and “us” model of class was clear
in the Grenfell Tower catastrophe, but so was
the hierarchical model. Monarchy set the
example by gracing the blighted area with its
healing touch, and elite castes quickly repos-
sessed (as with a property on which the mort-
gage is unpaid) the narrative of what happened.

Some local residents offered generous
material assistance, including accommodation
for the houseless; others, within days of the
horror, were tweeting that “these people” had
been offered money, food, clothing, housing
and full support, yet they still complain. One
Conservative councillor suggested they should
not forget “they actually came out of it alive”.
A more kindly majority were busy collecting
charitable donations and bringing help to those
in need, while long-suffering and ill-treated
public servants — firefighters, police, nurses and

doctors — proved that their worth was greater
than anything that the financial services sector
could put together in all its showy aggregate.

The humiliated and injured of Grenfell
sought to comfort one another, tend the
bereaved, the grieving and the disoriented as
best they could, consoling each other in a way
reminiscent of an older working-class tradi-
tion; while “community leaders” were sought
out by Authority after the example of an archa-
ic imperial order — a metaphor supported by
the ethnic composition of the inhabitants of
Grenfell Tower.

Here were made manifest some of the far-
from-hidden injuries of class. The class system
may have been reconfigured by the demands of
modernity — the richest people in the Borough
of Kensington and Chelsea are a mixture of the
traditional landowning and aristocratic class-
es, bankers and financiers as well as those who
“came up from nowhere”, including popular
entertainers and entrepreneurs — but it repre-
sents a return to Disraeli’s ‘two nations”, where
wealth and poverty bear no relation to any con-
ceivable human worth; a state of affairs we are
asked to bless as the natural embodiment of
“the nation”.

This event — even more than the election
— offered bitter confirmation of inequality in
Britain; a rift between rich and poor which
demands more than shallow piety and easy
pity, and cannot be remedied by the politics of
passing penitence. If Jeremy Corbyn’s Labour
Party grasp this, there is no reason why a
socialist should not, for the first time in Britain,
become Prime Minister when Theresa May’s
tottering regime falls apart; as it has done in
a borough where people in its rich areas can
expect to live 16 years longer than those in its
poorest neighbourhoods.

Third World Resurgence &



8  November 29, 2017

Military coup against Trump?

Finian Cunningham

In an extraordinary US Senate
hearing last week, lawmakers
and military officials rounded
on President Trump as being
a danger to world peace due to
his Commander-in-Chief powers
to launch nuclear weapons. The
highlight came when the hearing
was told military officers have the
constitutional right to disobey the
president.

This was, in effect, an open
call to mutiny against the presi-
dent’s authority. The Senate hear-
ing surely counts as an outstanding
moment in a year of topsy-turvy
politics since Donald Trump was
elected 45th President of the United
States on November § last year. Yet
that moment of potential sedition
seemed to pass off as a rather hum-
drum event.

The Senate Foreign Relations
Committee held its hearings last
week on the legalities surrounding
the presumed executive power of
the president to launch nuclear mis-
siles. It was the first time in over 40
years since such a debate was con-
vened on Capitol Hill, not since 1976
when Richard Nixon was about to be
ousted. That reference alone speaks
volumes as to what lies at stake for
Trump.

Time magazine ran the head-
line: “Should President Trump Have
the Sole Power to Launch Nuclear
Missiles?”

Senator Chris Murphy (D) set
the tone and purpose of the hear-
ing by saying: “We are concerned
the President of the United States is
so unstable, is so volatile, and has a
decision-making process that is so
quixotic that he might order a nucle-
ar weapons strike that is wildly out
of step with US security interests.”

Hinting at the severe constitu-
tional implication, Murphy added:
“So let’s just recognise the excep-
tional nature of this moment, of this
discussion we’re having today.”

It’s hard to imagine a more
demeaning way to refer to the head
of state. Basically, Trump is being

painted as a nutcase with his finger
on a button for Armageddon. How
is the president supposed to retain
authority after that?

These broadsides against Trump
have been rammed by political oppo-
nents, pro-Democrat media and the
US intelligence community for the
past year and more. Recall when
Democrat rival Hillary Clinton berat-
ed Trump during a televised debate
as a security danger because of his
volatile temperament and would-be
access to the nuclear codes.

Even members of Trump’s own
Republican Party have cast him as
a threat to national security. Last
month, Republican Senator Bob
Corker blasted his fiery rhetoric
toward North Korea as “putting the
US on a path to World War Three.”

Capping his first year in office,
Trump returned last week from
a 12-day Asian tour claiming it a
major success in terms of promot-
ing American business interests.
But former intelligence chiefs soon
rained on Trump’s parade by call-
ing him a “national security threat”
in high-profile media interviews.
Former CIA boss John Brennan, and
ex-Director of National Intelligence
James Clapper were referring to
Trump’s conversation with Russian
President Vladimir Putin during the
APEC summit in Vietnam. Both
former spooks, who presumably
still retain close contacts within
the security-military establishment,
denounced Trump for “accepting
Putin’s assurances that Russia did
not interfere in the US elections.”
Trump, they said, was “being played
by Putin” and was thereby endanger-
ing the security of the US.

These comments were echoed
again this week by Brian Hook, a
senior State Department official, who
told a conference in Washington that
“Russia is a clear and present threat
to the West.” As Radio Free Europe
reported: “Hook’s tough line on
Moscow appears to be in contrast
to stated attempts by the administra-
tion of President Donald Trump to
improve relations with Russia as a
means to solve global crises.”

International

Again, it is hard to imagine how
more derogatory the slurs against a
sitting president could be expressed.
The tenuous “Russia-Gate” accusa-
tions of “collusion” between Trump
and Russia purportedly to get him
elected have marked him down as
a “Kremlin stooge”. On top of that,
Trump is allegedly a national securi-
ty threat; and now this week, a crazy
buffoon who must be wrestled from
the nuclear button.

One US military official giving
evidence to the Senate hearings ques-
tioning Trump’s authority described
him as having “God-like power to
end the world.”

Bruce Blair, formerly a nuclear
launch commander, said in a later
media interview: “The power to
destroy human civilization is uni-
laterally wielded by one man, who
happens to be a career con artist and
reality TV star known for his impul-
sive petulance, short temper and
even shorter attention span.”

Perhaps the most signifi-
cant comment came from General
Robert Kehler, who commanded
US Strategic Command overseeing
the nation’s nuclear arsenal between
2011-2013. He told the Senate com-
mittee: “If there is an illegal order
presented to the military, the military
is obligated to refuse to follow it.”

Kehler said this obligation to
refuse orders applies to all presi-
dents. However, in the context of the
unique and relentless media attacks
on Trump over the past year, the call
for disobedience takes a special sig-
nificance. It is an open challenge to
Trump’s ultimate authority.

Let’s be clear. Trump’s personal-
ity and behaviour are suspect. He is
impetuous and reckless in his rheto-
ric. His threats to unleash “fire and
fury like the world has never seen”
on North Korea are deeply disturb-
ing. So too was his bragging at the
UN General Assembly in September
of “totally destroying” the Asian
nation due to its nuclear weapons
program. Trump’s cheap Twitter
shots at North Korean leader Kim
Jong-un as “Little Rocket Man”, and
more recently as “short and fat”, are
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gratuitously provocative and have
escalated fears that a nuclear war
could break out.

Nevertheless, there seems to be
an ulterior agenda of opportunism
going on among the American polit-
ical class which has never accepted
Trump’s election as valid.

Portraying Trump as a Russian
stooge, a traitor and a national secu-
rity danger are all par for the course
in the ongoing campaign to take him
down and to overturn last year’s
election result.

But here’s the intriguing thing.
The Senators this week in their hear-
ings on Trump’s nuclear powers did
not contemplate amending legisla-
tion to curb those powers. Senator
Bob Corker told reporters: “I don’t
see it happening.”

Brian McKeon, who served as
acting undersecretary for policy at
the Defence Department during the
Obama administration, said: “If we
were to change the decision-mak-
ing process because of a distrust
of this president, that would be an

unfortunate decision for the next
president.”

So, there you have it. US law-
makers and military officials seem
to have no problem with the fact
that a president could launch pre-
emptive nuclear strikes against some
perceived enemy state. If they did
object, then they would be pushing
through legislation to widen author-
ity and consultation to restrict the use
of nuclear weapons.

The real issue here should be
about how any American presi-
dent has been given the authority to
launch a nuclear war, not just Trump.

What Trump’s opponents within
the political and military-security
establishment are really aiming at is
to find some pretext for undermin-
ing his office, and ultimately to chal-
lenge his presidential authority on
the grounds that he is unfit.

The public call for the US mili-
tary to disobey Trump’s orders is a
shot across his bow that a coup is not
unthinkable.

RT - Russia Today &
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Frack fight

Peter Lazenby

BRITAIN: Efforts to stifle pro-
tests against controversial frack-
ing energy exploitation were
reinforced after a judge decided
to extend a court injunction
against obstruction and trespass
near sites. The High Court decid-
ed to extend an existing injunc-
tion against protesters in favour
of energy extraction firm Ineos,
prompting concerns that “the
right to protest is under threat.”

Judge Mr Justice Morgan made
an interim order against “persons
unknown” and two named indi-
viduals in September. Lawyers
representing environmental cam-
paigners in the latest hearing said
the injunction was both “unprec-
edented” and “draconian” and had
urged the judge to discharge it.

Green Party co-leader Jonathan
Bartley told the Morning Star after
the hearing: “This ruling places the
right to protest under threat. Ineos
have won a technical battle but
they are on the wrong side of his-
tory and will not win the war.

“I have visited fracking sites
across the country. [ have seen

the commitment, the energy, and
the passion of those who know
that fracking is bad for their com-
munities and their country. Their
opposition to fracking will never
be silenced and the campaign for
a future that’s clean and green will
win out in the end.”

Environmental campaigner Joe
Boyd, who challenged the injunc-
tion, argued that it was unlawful as
it had a substantial impact on the
rights of those wishing to protest
against fracking.

He argued that Ineos “did not
produce the evidence justifying
such a broad court order.”

Ineos Shale, which is involved
in exploratory work in the East
Midlands, said the order was to
“prohibit unlawful activities on
private and public land,” not to
“injunct lawful activity.” Leigh
Day lawyer Rosa Curling, rep-
resenting Mr Boyd, said: “Free
speech is at the heart of any
democracy.

“This case is about the right to
protest, a right which has always
been, and must continue to be, a
fundamental aspect of peaceful
political action in our society.

“Without the right to protest
effectively, the ability of citizens to
peacefully challenge injustices will
be severely curtailed.”

And Network for Police
Monitoring co-ordinator Kevin
Blowe said: “The intervention
by two campaigners has success-
fully removed an order against
alleged harassment from the pre-
vious interim injunction, because
the judge said Ineos had failed to
demonstrate there was any need
for it despite submitting over 1,500
pages of evidence taken from indi-
vidual’s Facebook pages.

“However, the rest of the
judgement is extremely worry-
ing, because it may potentially
threaten hundreds of people wish-
ing to exercise their right to pro-
test against drilling in their local
communities.”

As reported in the Morning
Star, action against anti-fracking
campaigners has included the use
of anti-union laws against protest-
ers, and increasingly heavy-handed
police tactics.
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Venezuela pushes back

WT Whitney

“The crisis in Venezuela today
poses a direct threat to inter-
national peace and security.
Venezuela is an increasingly
violent narco-state that threat-
ens the region, the hemisphere,
and the world.” This is what
US ambassador to the United
Nations Nikki Haley told the UN
Security Council on November
13. Venezuela, China, Russia,
Bolivia, and Egypt boycotted the
US-chaired session.

The week before, the US govern-
ment warned US bondholders attend-
ing an upcoming meeting between
Venezuela’s government and its
creditors that they would be violat-
ing US sanctions against President
Nicolas Maduro’s socialist govern-
ment. They risked imprisonment for
decades and the levelling of big fines
against their business entities. The
Trump administration also added ten
more Venezuelan government offi-
cials to a long list of others already
facing US sanctions.

Yet the Maduro government,
custodian of Venezuela’s social-
ist project founded by the late
President Hugo Chéavez, is hold-
ing on, despite fearsome econom-
ic challenges and a mobilised right
wing political opposition fortified
by a combative business class and
US support. Crucially, four months
of violent, even murderous, nation-
wide street demonstrations earlier
this year didn’t succeed in making
Venezuela ungovernable.

Coming together as the “Great
Patriotic Pole,” Maduro’s United
Socialist Party of Venezuela (PSUV)
and allies prevailed overwhelm-
ingly in elections on October 15,
securing governorships in 18 of 23
states. Defeat prompted former pres-
idential candidate Enrique Capriles
to abandon the Democratic Unity
Roundtable (MUD) electoral coali-
tion, the opposition’s political arm.

Polling in early November by the
“Hinterlaces” organisation showed
that the October election results and
anticipation of municipal elections

set for December have “contributed
to a climate of peace.”

On November 13, government
officials met with 400 representa-
tives of international creditors. As
the meeting closed, the Maduro
government indicated arrangements
were in place to re-structure US$3.5
billion worth of its US$9 billion debt
claimed by Russia. Nothing was
said about rescheduling payments to
China on obligations amounting to
US$23 billion, but a Chinese gov-
ernment spokesperson expressed
confidence that Venezuela was
“capable of adequately managing
the debt problem.” While the meet-
ing was in session, the credit-rating
agency Standard & Poor’s declared
Venezuela’s government to be in par-
tial default on its obligations.

The government’s financial
embarrassment and the serious infla-
tion ravaging Venezuelan society
stem in part from a worldwide fall
in oil prices beginning in 2014. A
recent 33 percent rise in oil prices
and a corresponding increase in
exports, mainly oil, may represent a
silver lining for the country.

Currently, a National Constituent
Assembly, installed on August 18, is
legislating in place of Venezuela’s
National Assembly, under right-
wing control since early 2016.
The Assembly has been con-
sidering six proposals from the
Maduro government aimed at sta-
bilising the economy. It approved
one of them on November 14,
a bill that would, according to
Venezuelanalysis.com, “stimulat[e]
good practices in production, dis-
tribution, and commercialisation”
in the food distribution system and
ensure “food sovereignty.”

Unfortunately, according to ana-
lyst Rachael Boothroyd-Rojas, the
proposed new laws “do not include
any concrete economic measures.
In general they seek to ‘establish a
policy of agreed prices,” based on
principles of ‘social peace.””

In the wake of the government’s
electoral victory in October, talks
with representatives of the MUD
opposition coalition will be resuming
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on December 1 in the Dominican
Republic. Negotiators held closed-
door meetings on procedural matters
under the eyes of former Spanish
President José Luis Rodriguez
Zapatero and the Dominican Foreign
Minister. Two earlier attempts at
talks failed.

Additionally, Maduro recent-
ly unveiled a plan to increase sugar
production. Speaking to members of
Workers’ Productive Councils and
to sugar workers, Maduro indicated
that, “All crop sectors, all produc-
tive areas of the country, must be
submitted to a process of productive
re-organisation as you (workers) are
doing with sugar.”

For Venezuela’s Bolivarian
socialist movement, the struggle is
uphill. The European Union is on
the way to inflicting travel bans and
freezing Venezuelan assets. Canada,
alleging human rights violations
by Venezuela’s government, has

imposed sanctions. It also hosted a
recent meeting of the “Lima Group”
of nations whose object, according
to TeleSur, is to isolate Venezuela.
Meeting in Toronto were representa-
tives of Argentina, Brazil, Canada,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Guatemala, Honduras, Mexico,
Panama, Paraguay, and Peru.

US machinations portend real
danger. A report appearing on
resumenlatinoamericano.org alleges
that the CIA has taken several thou-
sand young Venezuelan men under
its wing in the Amazonian regions
of Peru “in order to form paramili-
tary groups.” The report suggests
that they soon will be returning to
Venezuela to undermine Maduro’s
government.

Additionally, the US Southern
Command in November assem-
bled US, Brazilian, Peruvian, and
Colombian troops in Tabatinga,
a Brazilian town on the Amazon

River. They were operating under
the fagade of collectively prepar-
ing for natural disasters. Actually,
according to at least one critic, they
were gearing up for regime change
in Venezuela.

Meanwhile, Venezuela’s
United Nations ambassador, Rafael
Ramirez, denounced the United
States for “abusing its preroga-
tives” as a Security Council member
and for violating the UN Charter to
impose its “geopolitical agenda.”
He reminded the world: “It remains
paradoxical that the United States
tries to present itself to the world as
a defender of human rights when it
applies the death penalty, discrimi-
nates against its minorities, mistreats
and assaults immigrants, contem-
plates torture, has prisons like
Guantanamo and a long history of
wars and invasions.”

People’s World &

Distortions of truth in Ukraine

Poroshenko, Prime Minister Volodymyr
Hroysman and parliamentary speaker
Andriy Parubiy perpetuate the myth that
all the dead perished at the hands of secu-
rity forces, portraying the Euromaidan
events of four years ago as a simple case of
good versus evil.

Good was represented by demonstra-
tors who filled the square to protest against
then president Viktor Yanukovych’s deci-
sion to postpone plans to sign an Association
Agreement with the European Union and to
seek closer economic ties with Russia.

Evil was personified by Yanukovych, his

Ukraine of the Regions party, the Communist
Party of Ukraine (KPU) and, above all, by
Moscow. Yanukovych favoured Ukraine join-
ing the EU but believed it possible to maintain
ties with Russia, in light of trade links that
eastern Ukraine’s mining and heavy industry
enjoyed with its eastern neighbour.

He learned quickly that Brussels wouldn’t
compromise over the extent of its influence
as initially peaceful Maidan protesters were
joined, without discussion with the Kiev gov-
ernment, in the square by EU foreign policy
head Catherine Ashton and US Senator John
McCain and encouraged in their actions.

Sydney
Refugee solidarity
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Noam Chomsky has called Australia’s treatment of refugees “an indescribable disgrace” (personal
communication). Come and see the remarkable 2008 film, A Well-Founded Fear, followed by a discussion of
where to now for justice. Phil Glendenning of the Edmund Rice Centre, narrator of the film, will be taking part.
Free entrance, and refreshments provided

Phone 02 8762 4200

Matters swiftly took a violent turn when
snipers on roofs fired at both protesters and
police officers while detachments of far-right
paramilitary groups spearheaded attacks on
security forces.

Yanukovych subsequently fled the coun-
try to Russia, fascist groups were integrat-
ed into the armed forces and second world
war criminals, notably Stepan Bandera, who
slaughtered Jews and Poles, were honoured
with monuments as historic memorials to
Ukraine’s liberation by the Red Army were
vandalised.

Anti-fascist forces in the Donbass set up
people’s republics in Donetsk and Lugansk
provinces while the overwhelmingly Russian-
speaking population of Crimea, home to
Russia’s Black Sea Fleet, voted to return to
Russia.

Even though the Communist Party never
backed secession from Ukraine, Poroshenko’s
regime sought to ban the KPU and remains
set on doing so.

KPU general secretary Petro
Symonenko’s devastating critique of the post-
coup government’s plan to divest the coun-
try of 3,500 public corporations at fire-sale
prices to foreign speculators explains this
determination.

The justification for this treasonable act is
that these enterprises lose money, are a finan-
cial burden and would be better run under pri-
vate ownership.

Similar statements were heard when
the federal republic of Germany annexed
the German Democratic Republic, axing its
industries as outdated and plunging eastern
German workers into penury.

History suggests that new owners will
slash workforce numbers in quest of profits
or simply close these firms, dumping tens of
thousands more Ukrainian workers onto the
scrap heap.

As Symonenko points out, the capitalist
paradise promised for Ukraine’s workers has
proved to be a capitalist hell run by thieves.
Poroshenko and his allies are so determined
to enmesh Ukraine in the EU and NATO that
they undermine the national independence
they claim to revere.

It beggars belief that a country that suf-
fered so greatly under Nazi occupation could
elevate the likes of Stepan Bandera while
dropping its backing for Russia’s annual UN
general assembly human rights committee
resolution on combating the glorification of
Nazism.

Just Ukraine joined the US last week in
voting against the proposal, which moves on
now to the 193-member general assembly
next month.

Kiev’s subservience to Brussels and
Washington does not augur well for the future
of Ukraine’s working people.
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Warning on asbestos

Aussies are besotted with reno-
vating. We’re infatuated with DIY
lifestyle programs and the pletho-
ra of decorator products designed
to excite the renovator in us. But
what happens when we ignore the
risks and don’t take the warnings

about asbestos seriously? We
could be risking our lives and the
lives of our loved ones if deadly
asbestos fibres are inhaled.

Asbestos-related diseases are not
a thing of the past. Every 14 hours,
one Australian loses their life to mes-
othelioma. Every 13 hours another
13 families receive the tragic news
that a loved one has the disease that
will take their life, usually within
months.

All too often I’ve heard people
say that they don’t worry about the
warnings, that they don’t think it
will affect them, that they’re bul-
let-proof when it comes to asbes-
tos. Well, with one-in-every-three
homes containing asbestos in some
form or another, homeowners and
tradies could be risking their lives
and the lives of families (even their

kids) if they don’t take the warnings
seriously.

Asbestos could be lurking in
any home built or renovated before
1987 including brick, weatherboard,
clad and fibro homes. Asbestos was
used in the manufacture of hundreds
of products and if these products are
disturbed during renovations, that’s
when fibres can be inhaled and can
kill.

Death from asbestos is not a
thing of the past. While we don’t
know how many fibres it takes, what
we do know is that the more fibres
inhaled, the greater the risk to our
health. Today, asbestos remains
one of the greatest health threats to
families and tradespeople who dis-
turb asbestos during renovations and
maintenance.

We must stop the ongoing tragic

loss of Australian lives. Every

Australian needs to know that when it

comes to asbestos, they’ve got to go

slow, because asbestos is a NO GO!

Visit asbestosawareness.com.au to
learn what you need to know!”

John Jarratt

Ambassador,

Asbestos Awareness Month

Campaign

The State at
service of capital

There are many ways in which the
state supports its monopolies and
assists their expansion:
* Wars and seizure of territory
for new markets, resources and
investments;

Guardian

* Anti-union laws and suppression
of workers;
Subsidies such as the billions of
dollars in fossil fuel subsidies;
Protectionist measures such as
import quota, tariffs or restrictions
on foreign investments;
Tax concessions and generous
loans;
Deregulation giving corporations
a free-hand to ignore safety or
restraints on monopoly pricing;
Privatisation providing new
sources of profit-gouging;
Bank guarantees, bailing out
monopolies;
Through such means as the IMF,
WB, OECD, WTO and so-called
free trade agreements.

T Southern

Brisbame

The shadowy

think tanks that |

run the world

John Green shines a light on the powerful
neoliberal groups pushing the global free
market agenda.

In the establishment media it is invari-
ably communists and international social-
ists who are accused of being part of an
international conspiracy. Whereas the real
conspiracies set up by the right-wing capi-
talist elite are kept well-camouflaged by
academic and media collusion.

You may perhaps have heard of the
Bilderberg Group, but do you know about
the Mont Pelerin Society? If you don’t, you
should, because it is one of the most powerful
and influential semi-covert right-wing organi-
sations in the world today.

It was set up in 1947, in the wake of the
second world war, by Professor Friedrich
Hayek (author of the right-wing economists’
bible: The Road to Serfdom).

At its first meeting he invited 39 scholars
— mostly economists, with some historians and
philosophers — to discuss “the state, and possi-
ble fate of classical liberalism.”

The organisation’s aim was to promote
what its founders saw as the imperilled values
of Western civilisation and to discuss how
to combat the “ascendancy of the state and
Marxist or Keynesian planning that was sweep-
ing the globe.” In the early years the society
focused on the “problems” of “communism
and collectivism”. The group first met at Mont
Pelerin in Switzerland, thus the name.

Alongside Hayek, the founders and early
members included the neo-liberal economist
Milton Friedman, British philosopher Karl
Popper (a vigorous defender of “liberal democ-
racy” and a vocal opponent of Marxism), the
conservative Peruvian author Mario Vargas
Llosa and the late James Buchanan (Nobel
prize-winner, author of Public Choice Theory
and founder of the Virginia school of political
economy).

Members are hand-picked mainly from US
and western European countries, and include
high government officials, Nobel prize-win-
ners, journalists, economic and financial
experts, academics and legal scholars from all
over the world, who come regularly together
“to discuss current analyses of ideas, trends
and events.”

Members of the society have been brought

into government think tanks and become
instrumental in forming the economic policies
of many countries.

They are the invisible puppet-masters, pull-
ing the strings behind governments. The soci-
ety sees an acute danger in the expansion of
government, not least in state welfare and in
the power of trade unions.

It is not only conservative on economic
and political issues, but is also home to leading
pushers of climate science denial.

Still very much active today, the Mont
Pelerin Society now boasts a membership of
over 500 from over 40 nations. It meets on an
annual basis and its members hold powerful
and influential positions in academia and as
advisers to governments throughout the world.

But while the Mont Pelerin Society is one
of the most significant and influential right-
wing organisations in the world, it is only one
of many, all interlinked and working closely
with each other.

These organisations play an insidious role
in not only influencing, but largely determin-
ing the political and economic decision-making
processes in many countries. They do this by
bringing on board leading politicians, academ-
ics and media figures.

Most of them are lavishly funded by tran-
snational corporations, which allows them to
“buy” leading academics and prominent public
figures, who help to endow their agendas with
a patina of respectability.

Through grants, funding, fellowships,
sponsorships, publishing ventures and intern-
ships, they are also able to purchase access to
institutes of higher education and the media.

Alongside the Pelerin Society is the
Trilateral Commission, “a non-governmental,
non-partisan discussion group” founded by
David Rockefeller in 1973 “to foster closer co-
operation” between North America, western
Europe and Japan.”

Its current chairmen are former US assist-
ant secretary of defence for international secu-
rity affairs Joseph S Nye Jnr, the former head
of the European Central Bank Jean-Claude
Trichet and chairman of the board of the
Takeda Pharmaceutical Company Yasuchika
Hasegawa. He joined Takeda’s board of direc-
tors in 1999, became president in 2003 and is
a member of the Abe government’s Industrial
Competitiveness Council.

Another of these interlinked groups is the
Heritage Foundation, a Washington-based
lobby organisation, playing a powerful role in
the US.

Since its founding in 1973, its mission has
been “to formulate and promote conservative
public policies based on the principles of free
enterprise, limited government, individual free-
dom, traditional American values, and a strong
national defence.”

The Heritage Foundation boasts among
its so-called successes the defeat of the ABM
Treaty under George W Bush in 2002. This
paved the way for a massive expansion of
US missile defence systems: “After a 20-year
effort by Heritage in laying the legal, technical,
and policy groundwork, President Bush repeals
the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, clearing the
way for deployment of missile defences,” it
says on its website.

More recently, it said that “Donald Trump
drew his list of potential Supreme Court nomi-
nees from Heritage recommendations” as well
as “many of his policy recommendations.”

It continues to give big support to Trump.
Its website calls on everyone to “join the fight
to drain the swamp” and says it is there “to
help them do just that! ... Ramping up efforts
to get the administration to adopt conserva-
tive policy solutions that will shrink the size
of government, reform the tax code, dismantle
Obamacare and secure our borders. Become
a Heritage member and force the change you
want to see in Washington.”

Britain’s own Adam Smith Institute is also
an integral part of the same worldwide net-
work, as it grandiloquently states in its own
publicity: “Using free markets to create a
richer, freer, happier world.”

Founded in 1977, it is one of the world’s
leading think tanks, with significant influence
in the media and academia, and frequently
quoted as a source of information.

It was, in its own words, “one of the key
drivers behind the privatisation revolutions in
the 1980s and 1990s.”

On its recommended top 10 “to read”
books, which have contributed to or reinforce
libertarian ideas, it includes those by founding
members of the Mont Pelerin Society, such as
Friedman’s Capitalism and Freedom, Hayek’s
Constitution of Liberty and Road to Serfdom,
and Popper’s Open Society and its Enemies.

The Next Generation (TNG) is the Adam
Smith Institute’s “network for classical liberals
and libertarians under the age of 30.” It meets
in Westminster most months of the year.

Its gatherings, it says, “are welcoming,
informal and fun, generally taking the form of
a drinks reception followed by a 10-minute talk
by whoever interesting is in town.”

Recent speakers have included blogger
Guido Fawkes, historian Tim Stanley, cam-
paigner Peter Tatchell, MPs Liz Truss, David
Davis and Douglas Carswell, YaronBrook of
the Ayn Rand Institute and strip-club owner
Peter Stringfellow.

The institute also has close ties to a large
and complex network of think tanks co-ordinat-
ed by the Atlas Network, based in Washington
DC. The latter’s declared aim is “strengthening
the worldwide freedom movement.”

Atlas Network is a non-profit organisation
connecting a global network of hundreds of
free market organisations throughout the world
to “advance the cause of liberty.”

In its directory it includes 486 partners
in 93 countries — think tanks and right-wing
organisations. It argues that it and its partners
“have created some of the world’s greatest
improvements in freedom.”

It sponsors awards with lavish cash prizes,
funded by, among others, the Charles Koch
Institute (set up by Kansas-based oil billion-
aire Charles, brother of David Koch, and both
avid supporters of right-wing causes).

The Kochs have used their charitable foun-
dations to funnel tens of millions of dollars
into free market think tanks which fight envi-
ronmental protection and deny the dangers of
human-caused climate change.

The Bilderberg Group holds annual private
conferences of 120 to 150 people invited from
the European and North American political
elite, including experts from industry, finance,
academia and the media. It was established in
1954 by Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands.

Labour chancellor of the Exchequer Denis
Healey was a Bilderberg Group founder and a
steering committee member for 30 years.

The way to counter such opaque and dan-
gerous organisations as those listed above is
to continue to highlight their activities, show
where their funding comes from and expose
their undemocratic ways of operating.
Morning Star &
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Bill Meyer

TORONTO: Despite persistent foreign
aggression against their country, Iran still
has a flourishing cultural environment.
Its films are recognised the world over for
their deep humanism and artistic accom-
plishment. When Asghar Farhahi won
his second Oscar Award for Best Foreign
Language Film this year for his brilliant
drama The Salesman (the first was A4
Separation), he refused to attend because
of Trump’s cruelly imposed “Muslim ban.”

His powerful statement was read onstage:
“I’'m sorry I am not with you tonight,” the
letter read. “My absence is out of respect for
those in my country and those in the six nations
who have been disrespected by the inhumane
law that bans entry of immigrants to the US.
Dividing the world into the ‘us’ and ‘the
enemy’ categories creates fear,” the letter con-
tinued, “a deceitful justification for regression
and war. These wars prevent democracy and
human rights in countries which themselves
have been victims of aggression. Filmmakers
can turn their cameras to capture shared human
qualities and break stereotypes of various
nationalities and religions.”

He went on to say that films can create
empathy among people and nations, which is
sorely needed in today’s world.

Farhadi, and many other filmmakers were
deeply inspired by the late master Iranian film-
maker, Abbas Kiarostami, whose last film, 24
Frames, was featured this year at the Cannes
Film Festival. Kiarostami was known to offer
simple script ideas to many directors who
developed them into stories that contained an

Ava is about a young teenager who rebels as her parents question her virginity — directed by Sadaf Foroughi.

amazing wealth of character study and went on
to become world famous examples of Iranian
cinema art.

The Toronto International Film Festival
(TIFF) has always featured the best of Iranian
cinema, and film goers have been afforded a
rare opportunity to gain a deeper understand-
ing of the country and its people — especially
since so many of the films are rarely shown or
available in the West.

Although Iranian cinema doesn’t avoid
serious subjects, it usually avoids sex, violence
and offensive language, and often focuses on
universal human themes. The simple, basic
storyline in 4va is about a young teenager who
rebels as her parents question her virginity. The
mother takes her to a clinic to test for pregnan-
cy, and the resultant reactions are developed
into a deepening plot not much different from
what you’ve seen before. But here we are in
Iran and the characters are treated with respect.
They are soft-spoken, thinking people caught
in a dilemma in a country most of the world
knows little about, and the story is resolved in
a very human manner.

Excited about her first feature narrative,
director Sadaf Foroughi was hoping to share
the TIFF experience with her two young lead
actresses who were also invited but were
denied visas to enter Canada. The Canadian
Embassy stated it was concerned they might
not leave Canada after their stay.

Among the several other Iranian titles
shown at TIFF this year, Disappearance most
resembles Ava. Here it’s the Iranian version of
“the young girl who gets pregnant and goes to
the hospital with her boyfriend to get out of
the mess before her family finds out.” Another

simple story deftly developed into an engross-
ing study that appears as a documentary unrav-
elling before the viewer’s eyes.

Taking creativity several steps further,
director Abed Abest’s Simulation offers a col-
our-coded re-enactment of a crime where all
the characters wear solid colour blue shoes,
solid colour t-shirts, etc. The single set includes
partial walls with doors swinging into rooms
with minimal furniture. One room is the police
station, another is the living room where the
crime was committed, but it’s all obvious-
ly filmed in a studio garage with everything
painted in solid colours. The cameras moving
around the set are intentionally noticeable to
create a sense of intrusion and surveillance.

Reminiscent of Lars von Trier’s paint-
ed outlines on the floor in Dogville and
Manderlay, Simulation challenges the viewer
to determine what is real and not, who is telling
the true story, and who is telling the lies to the
police. Or are the police lying? No violence,
just solid coloured wooden prop guns and fake
fights, challenging not only reality but the near
impossible search for the truth. When it’s all
over, you feel like you actually lived through
the dramatic events unfolding in real time — the
magic of film and great acting and directing.

Then there were two films by Iranian
expats. New York-based Iranian artist and film-
maker Shirin Neshat assembled a unique trib-
ute to the legendary Egyptian female singer,
Oum Kulthum, who was adored and seen by
everyone from high-ranking leaders to people
on the street as the ultimate voice of the Arab
world. Looking for Oum Kulthum is a film
within a film addressing the theme of “life
as an artist-in-exile,” as artist-in-exile Neshat
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utilises flashbacks, discontiguous cutting and
vivid sets and costumes to attempt to under-
stand the unparalleled life of one of the world’s
best loved singers.

Neshat, although Persian, identifies with
the Egyptian icon while addressing the role of
women in art and the struggles to gain recog-
nition and respect. She plays the director in the
film she directs, and quite often has absorbing
discussions with the actress playing Kulthum.
It’s not coincidental that TIFF has showcased
this film: They’ve made it their goal to fea-
ture more female directors, this year proclaim-
ing that over one-third of all films shown are
directed by women. This extremely creative
undertaking, non-linear in design and themati-
cally daring, is captivating from beginning to
end.

And although not technically an Iranian
film but one directed by an Iranian living in
Chile, Alireza Khatami’s Oblivion Verses is a
philosophical parable about an old cemetery
caretaker attempting to address the ills of the
world. In a contemplative magical realist style,
Khatami tells the story of a man who is faced
with an unidentified young female corpse
dropped at the morgue by the secret police,
who are carrying on some manner of atrocities
in the nearby village. In his own quiet personal
way, he is determined to find a proper burial for
this symbolic victim of violence. Filled with
memorable images, minimal dialogue and a
thoughtful script of powerful beauty, the film
is a poem to history, memory and humanity.
It won the award for Best Screenplay at the
Venice Film Festival.
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By the wayside

Eimhin O'Reilly

Throughout May, Indigenous
protesters armed with spears,
bows and arrows rallied against
planned legislation put forward
by Michel Temer’s interim con-
servative government to strip
the National Indian Foundation
(FUNAI) of the power to deter-
mine Indigenous territories. In
the streets of Brasilia, protesters
faced the tear gas and rubber
bullets of Brasilia’s riot police.
The law, if passed, would leave
decisions about indigenous terri-
tories to Congress, dominated by
the powerful agribusiness lobby —
part of the so-called Beef, Bullets
and Bible Caucus.

Temer’s 2016 government take-
over has intensified efforts by agri-
business and ranching interests to
evict indigenous peoples from their
ancestral lands through intimidation
and violence. The Guarani-Kaiowa
tribe has often borne the brunt of
such repression — their home state
of Mato Grosso do Sul has the coun-
try’s highest rate for murders of
Indigenous peoples.

In fact, the Brazilian govern-
ment’s conservative turn appears to
have further emboldened local land-
owners — there are videos online
of hired gunmen driving through
Guarani reserves, shooting at
unarmed civilians. Last June, a vio-
lent attack in a Guarani community
left a health worker dead and six
others wounded, including a 12-year-
old boy.

The Guarani-Kaiowa have spent
decades as refugees on their own
lands, eking out a living on the few
overcrowded reserves they have
been granted (like Dourados, where
12,000 Guarani live on about 11.5
square miles of land) or in informal
camps, sandwiched between dusty
roads and vast, fenced-off farmland.

What the Guarani-Kaiowa have
suffered is often described as a “slow
genocide”. In the first century after
the arrival of the Portuguese in 1500,
over 90% of Brazil’s Indigenous
population were killed. Yet the
Guarani-Kaiowa were largely spared
the initial ravages of colonisation
because they inhabited the densely

forested and less accessible Brazilian
interior (Guarani-Kaiowa translates
as “people of the forest”, and Mato
Grosso do Sul as “thick forest of the
south”). Still, the ever-expanding
appetite for tea, beef, sugar and soy
pushed European settlers further into
Guarani lands. The 20th century saw
the mass displacement of Indigenous
peoples throughout Brazil, including
the Guarani-Kaiowa4, in a colonisa-
tion initiative known as the March
to the West.

Even after suffering evictions
from their own lands, the landown-
ers’ monopoly over local employ-
ment and a lack of land for hunting,
fishing and planting still leave the
Guarani-Kaiowa no choice but
to work for the same families
that occupy their ancestral terri-
tory. According to Fiona Watson,
campaigns director at Survival
International, wages are meagre,
barely reaching subsistence and
sometimes paid in alcohol.

By 1964, when tanks stormed
the modernist government buildings
in Brasilia, ushering in over two dec-
ades of brutal military rule, Brazil’s
Indigenous peoples were facing total
annihilation. As part of its nation-
al development plan, the military
government intensified colonisa-
tion efforts in the Indigenous territo-
ries of the Brazilian interior, which,
together with a pervasive judicial
impunity, effectively legalised the
murder of Indians.

Even with the 1985 return
to democracy, change remained
painfully slow. While the 1988
Constitution recognised native
Brazilians as human beings for the
first time and pledged to recognise
all Indigenous lands within five
years, less than half have been for-
malised today, nearly 30 years later.
Mato Grosso do Sul only granted
Indigenous people labour rights in
1999.

Given these conditions, the
Guarani have relied on retomadas,
or reoccupations of this ancestral ter-
ritory, to reclaim their homelands.

Cacique (chief) Marcos Veron
of Takuara village led several such
reoccupations, all of which failed. In
1997, a local judge ordered the tribe
to leave, and in 2001, heavily armed

police and soldiers forced them off
the land.

Veron was born on Guarani land,
sometime between 1928 and 1932.
Throughout his life, he had seen his
community become increasingly
marginalised, both physically and
socially. In 1953, after years of grad-
ual incursions, cattle ranchers forced
his community off their lands entire-
ly. However, he went on to become
an internationally recognised defend-
er of Guarani rights, and even toured
around Europe in 2000 to raise
awareness of the plight of his people.

In January 2003, Veron led his
final retomada, leading about 100
Guarani-Kaiowa onto the grounds
of the massive Brasilia do Sul ranch.

He was aware of the risk of
doing so. The day before, according
to his son Ernesto, he said, “We are
going back onto our land and we are
never going to leave again. If they
kill me, you will all continue to fight
because Takuara is our land. Do not
let them destroy our reserve.”
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That morning, Veron stood
his ground as a band of gunmen
descended upon their makeshift
camp. Suddenly, in front of nearly
100 witnesses, one of the assailants
thrust the butt of his rifle into Veron’s
head, fracturing his skull. Veron’s
family, friends and neighbours were
indiscriminately attacked while
Veron was struck again and again,
his blood soaking into the rich red
soil. He died a few hours later.

Marcos Veron’s son and current
cacique, Ladio Veron, retraced his
father’s journey in a speaking tour
around Europe in early 2017, bear-
ing a list of demands nearly identi-
cal to that of his father. “We want a
dignified life in Mato Grosso do Sul,
Brazil, far from the paramilitaries
who are there today. We want peace.
We want to live on our own sacred
lands,” he told audiences in 12 dif-
ferent countries.

These lands, just a tiny fraction
of the Guarani-Kaiowa’s former ter-
ritory, have already been identified
and declared. But landowners have
fiercely contested the final step that
would allow the Guarani-Kaiowa to
return — physical demarcation — and
forced suspension of the process in
2010.

Speaking in crowded lecture
halls and parliament buildings —
often wearing an ornate feather
headdress, his face painted in black
and red — it was clear that Ladio had
inherited his father’s righteous anger
and firm conviction. On each occa-
sion, he recited a litany of appalling
abuses, painting a vivid picture of
both gruelling hardship and resolute
defiance.

Ladio and his community have
been truly left by the wayside. Life
as a Guarani-Kaiowa today is pre-
carious at best. According to one

Guardian

report, 390 Guarani-Kaiowa leaders
were assassinated between 2003 and
2014, starting with Marcos Veron.
Poverty and hunger are rife, while
crowded, informal housing, together
with pollutants from the surround-
ing farms and roads, have led to
countless preventable deaths from
malnutrition, diarrhoea and other
illnesses. The life expectancy for a
Guarani-Kaiowa is just 45, while the
infant mortality rate is a staggering
38 per 1,000 live births, equal to the
rate in India or Uganda. In Ladio’s
view, “Brazil today puts the rights of
soy above the rights of Indigenous
children.”

What is harder to grasp is the
cultural violence these communities
experience. According to Guarani
legend, their ancestors spent centu-
ries searching for the mythical “land
without evil”. Where they settled
is known as Tekoha, the place of
being, of belonging. In the words of
Guarani ethnologist Tonico Benites:
“With no land to maintain their
ancient cultures, the Guarani-Kaiowa
feel ashamed and humiliated. Many
feel sad, insecure, unstable, scared,
hungry and miserable.”

These feelings, sharpened by the
upheaval of traditional social struc-
tures and incessant persecution, find
expression in tragic ways — rampant
alcoholism and suicide. The suicide
rate for the Guarani-Kaiowa is 34
times the national average, one of
the highest rates in the world.

Driven by a simple dream of
living “uma vida tranquila” — a
peaceful life — Ladio’s only recourse
is to tell his story. He hopes this will
keep the spirit of his father and his
people alive, even thousands of miles
away from his homeland.
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