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STRENGTH IN UNITY
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The decision of the Fair Work
Commission’s (FWC) order that Sydney
Trains’ workers call off their planned
legal strike action — set down for Monday
January 29 — and cease overtime bans,
as good as outlaws all strike action in
Australia. It has wide implications for all
trade unions and workers in Australia.

The FWC ordered that all industrial action
cease for six weeks. The secretary of the Rail
Tram and Bus Union (RTBU) Alex Claassens
said the union would abide by the decision.

The dispute relates to negotiations around
a new enterprise agreement in which the
NSW government has steadfastly refused to
budge on a number of important issues includ-
ing wage rises, staffing levels, the question
of excessive overtime and staff shortages. In
addition, the union is dealing with a govern-
ment that is pursuing privatisation, contract-
ing out and casualisation of labour.

The FWC’s decision takes an extreme-
ly broad interpretation of Section 424 of the
Fair Work Act which questionably goes well
beyond the original intent of the Fair Work Act.

The government, through its legal repre-
sentatives, claimed that the strike would bring
the city to a standstill, cost the economy $90
million and force the cancellation of elective
surgery.

ACTU secretary Sally McManus con-
demned the ruling, saying, “basic right to strike
in Australia is very nearly dead”.

“Rail workers followed every single rule
and law, and still the Minister of the day can
get an order to cancel bans on working exces-
sive overtime,” McManus said.

“When working people and their union go
through every possible hoop and hurdle and
are still denied these basic rights, it is no secret
why so many workers haven’t had a pay rise.

“We need to change the rules, because
Australia needs a pay rise.” But the dispute is
not just about pay rises.

In its decision the FWC claims that an
indefinite ban on overtime and the 24-hour
stop work planned for Monday this week
“threaten to endanger the welfare of part of the
population.”

Apparently overtired drivers working
excessive overtime do not!

The Commission’s senior deputy president
Jonathon Hamberger also ruled that the action
threatened “to cause significant damage to the
economy of Sydney, the largest and most eco-
nomically important city in Australia.”

The decision to send tired, stressed and
demoralised drivers and other staff back to the
dangerous working conditions is the govern-
ment putting the public at risk of accidents in
the network.

The overtime ban the previous Thursday
resulted in 1,300 services (40 percent) being
cancelled, This shows the extent to which the
government and Sydney Trains rely on workers
doing overtime.

Successive governments have cut staff-
ing and failed to train enough drivers. There

Wynyard Station.

One of the aims of the new timetable was to
create total chaos and frustration for the public.

was a shortfall of 150 drivers when the gov-
ernment introduced an additional 1,500 serv-
ices in November without any extra drivers.
They apparently did so without consulting the
drivers, guards, signallers, station staff, office
workers or their unions first, let alone training
and employing more drivers.

The Rail Service is now calling on retired
drivers to return!

The union is not only seeking job secu-
rity and additional staff but guarantees that
jobs will not be filled by contractors. The
use of contractors results in lower wages,
the undermining of working conditions and
de-unionisation.

Wages disgrace

NSW train drivers are the most qualified
in Australia and the lowest paid. It takes a year
to fully train a driver. There has been a steady
flow of drivers from NSW to Queensland and
Melbourne where wages are much higher.

The union is seeking a six percent per
annum wage rise over the coming three years
which would still leave them falling behind
their counterparts in those states. It is hardly
an unreasonable demand.

But NSW Transport Minister Andrew
Constance and Premier Gladys Berejiklian are

still immovable on their public sector cap of
2.5 percent per annum, although at one stage
during the negotiations they did test the water
with a 2.75 percent rise. RTBU members
resoundingly knocked that back.

At the same time as being grossly under-
paid, drivers are faced with poor mainte-
nance. The maintenance budget was cut when
Berejiklin was Transport Minister.

They are confronted with signals that fail,
impossible timetables that ignore speed restric-
tions on routes, broken rails due to mainte-
nance cuts and numerous other sources or
stress. Management are seen as pressuring staff
to break the Rail Safety Act just to keep the
trains running and “on time”.

Safety of passengers has deteriorated with
the removal of transit police and station staff
from most stations, leaving no one to assist if
someone becomes ill or it is necessary to deal
with an aggressive passenger. Corners have
been cut in every direction in preparation for
privatisation.

Privatisation

The Coalitions government is privatising
the state’s assets and services across the board,
and in the process overseeing de-unionisation,
casualisation and massive reductions in wages

and working conditions. Sydney’s trains are
being prepared for private operators to take
over.

Some bus routes and the ferries in Sydney
have already been privatised. When she was
Transport Minister, Berejiklian shut down the
rail service in Newcastle and replaced it with
private buses!

One of the aims of the new timetable was
to create total chaos and frustration for the
public. Then the government would be able
to point to the failure of the public sector —
not management and itself — and try to con-
vince the commuting public of the lie that
private, for-profit would be more efficient and
cheaper!

This attack on Sydney’s public transport
and the rights of its workers is a reflection
of the wider agenda of attacks on organised
labour and the privatisation of all but the most
basic services.

One of the priorities for the trade union
movement is to build unity around defeat-
ing the pro-employer legislation and the
governments imposing it. This necessitates
the maximum possible unity, not just within
the union movement but with the wider
community.

See CPA statements page 2 &
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Putting the squeeze on universities

Since 2011, federal funding for universities has been cut by
almost $4 billion. However, the Turnbull government will now freeze
its University Grants Scheme funding for two years.

Moreover, from 2020 universities will have to meet unspecified
government-determined performance targets ostensibly aimed at
reducing student dropouts and improving graduate employment, but
actually aimed at controlling the direction of university education.

The government has also removed funding for 3,000 unallocated
postgraduate places and dropped the threshold at which students
must begin repaying HELP loans from $52,000 to $45,000. It now
limits student loans for medicine, veterinary and dental courses
to $150,000, and for all other courses to $104,000.

Australian universities have entered financial commitments in
the expectation that continuing grant increases would meet the
soaring demand for university courses. However, the freeze will
leave them high and dry, especially regional universities, which
receive 45 percent of their funding from the grants.

Greg Hill, chairman of the Regional Universities Network
commented: “We won’t be hiring any staff. We’ll be reducing our
course offerings and if there’s no wriggle room we’ll be mothball-
ing courses”.

Enrolling at an alternative capital city university is often eco-
nomically prohibitive for regional students, and reducing student
drop outs and improving graduate employment depends on reducing
the crippling university fees.

The tertiary education umbrella organisation, Universities
Australia, says the freeze will result in a nationwide funding
shortfall equivalent to 10,000 student places in 2018.

It will also have an adverse impact on future national scientific,
industrial and cultural development.

The recent Australia Day honours have been dominated by
awards for science and medicine, and the Prime Minister has em-
phasised the national importance of science, technology, engineering
and mathematics for industrial and technological development.

Yet the government has overseen the virtual destruction of some
manufacturing industries, and the funding freeze will be a major
blow for university education, including courses in health, nurs-
ing, education and agricultural science, in which many regional
universities have specialised.

As for arts courses, which can enrich our lives and inform us
about history and human culture, the government despises them.
The Australian Financial Review agrees. It recently referred with
a sneer to “low value degrees that teach dubious subjects with little
rigour and don’t offer much in the way of job prospects”, adding
“Many [students] would have been better off doing proper vocational
and technical courses than dubious arts and media studies degrees”.

Education not a commodity

Education Minister Simon Birmingham says universities cur-
rently have an overall surplus of $1.6 billion, but seven universities
are currently running deficits and the number is growing. Victoria
University has been in deficit for four years and its current deficit
is $11.4 million.

Birmingham claims universities could cope with the funding
freeze by cutting spending on administration and marketing.
“There’s no reason universities could not tap into that funding and
grow enrolments for courses they see as having strong employment
outcomes”, he declared airily.

Successive governments have required universities to meet fund-
ing shortfalls by enrolling as many students as possible, and the
recent rise in administration costs mostly reflects soaring enrol-
ments rather than inefficiency.

The government believes the primary role of universities is to
serve the needs of the nation’s major industries. But tertiary edu-
cation should not be treated as a “cash cow”, a commodity to be
sold for the maximum profit. Nor is it simply a source of corporate
research or recruitment.

Rather, universities form a vital part of the nation’s scientific,
technical and cultural development, and access to education, includ-
ing tertiary education, is a human right, not a privilege.

The Financial Review scorned that idea, remarking: “The
Corbynite and New Zealand push for a return to ‘free’ university
education reflects such entitled delusions”.

Many conservative MPs who served as ministers in Australia’s
federal and state coalition governments in former decades received
university qualifications during the early 1970s, when university
education was free.

The Turnbull government opposes reinstatement of free tertiary
education. It’s sacrificing education, health, the environment and
many other matters of public interest while spending astronomi-
cal sums on military capability and corporate welfare, and now
it intends to impoverish universities and control the direction of
tertiary education by imposition of its performance standards.

The key to achieving a better deal for the nation regarding these
issues is to eject the Turnbull coalition government from office,
and as soon as possible.
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Right to Strike

The Communist Party of Australia condemns the
pro-NSW government decision of the Fair Work
Commission in overturning the rail strike planned
for January 29 being led by the Rail, Tram and Bus
Union (RTBU).

Rail workers jobs have been shed and rail services
cut, placing enormous pressure on the rail system and
workers. NSW trains only function on the basis of work-
ers working overtime at a time when job creation is a
major issue.

The CPA supports the demands of rail workers and
rejects the FWC or any other party having the right to
curtail the democratic wishes of the RTBU’s membership
in the only possible way that these workers can improve
their lives, wages and conditions at work.

This is yet another example of the broken nature
of laws for workers in Australia. The FWC, playing its

role as an arm of the state, has acted for the bosses and
Liberal government in stopping the strike.

The CPA fights to see that workers’ rights are restored
in this country through a huge rewrite of industrial laws
to give workers the unfettered right to strike and to col-
lectively bargain across industries. The entire Fair Work
Act is unfair and must be abolished and replaced with
new laws that can actually assist workers against the
huge power of their greedy corporate masters.

To achieve these changes a huge struggle will have
to ensue and the CPA is committed to working alongside
all forces dedicated to genuinely improving the lives of
workers in Australia.

Solidarity with the RTBU

Solidarity with rail workers

The right to strike for all &

Solidarity with

Oaky North miners

The Central Committee Executive
of the Communist Party of
Australia expresses our heartfelt
solidarity, gratitude and respect
to the Oaky North miners who are
in their 200th day of being locked
out by huge multi-national corpo-
ration Glencore.

The CPA stands by the miners
and their union, the CFMEU
Mining and Energy Division, who
are targets of the war on workers
being waged by the ruling class and
the Turnbull government.

The agenda of employers and
the Turnbull government is to

miners.
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de-unionise Oaky North mine. The
workers have stood up and are fight-
ing back against the reactionary
political agenda that destroys work-
ing people’s lives in favour of the
biggest possible corporate profits.
The CPA recognises the fight
of the Oaky North miners as the
struggle of all working people in
Australia. Our members are being
organised to provide active support
and assistance to the Oaky North

The struggle at Oaky North
does not however stand alone. The
attack on the miners in Queensland
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is unfortunately not isolated as

the workers at Esso Longford and
the Port Kembla Coal Terminal

can attest also being under severe
attack by their employers. The CPA
Executive considered the current
industrial struggles across Australia
and supports calls for workers’
rights to be strengthened.

The CPA advocates the full
right to strike for workers including
secondary boycotts, industry-wide
bargaining and the removal of the
ABCC. &
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‘em for the use and benefit of us.

QUOTE OF THE WEEK

I can assure you I was shocked at the first appearance of
human flesh exposed to sale. But surely God ordained

sugar planter from Bristol with plantations in the Caribbean (1770s)

J)

John Pinney,

Support The Guardian
by donating to Press Fund

PRESS FUND

The majority of respondents to a recent poll said they didn’t care when Australia Day was observed as
long as it was retained as a tradition. Former Labor leader Gough Whitlam gave the Gurringi people
their land back and Kevin Rudd issued a national apology for the treatment of Aboriginal people. Yet
Labor leader Bill Shorten backs the Turnbull government in opposition to changing the current date,
which offends Aboriginal people because it represents a day of invasion. Wake up Shorten, it’s time for
a change! The Communist Party supports the campaign of Australia’s First People for recognition of
their rights, but we need your help so please send in a Press Fund contribution for the next issue if you
possibly can. Many thanks to last week’s supporters, as follows:

C Greer $25, D McLaren $25.15, MM $10, “Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $14.85
This week’s total: $80 Progressive total: $645
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Julian Mundy

A United Nations committee has
asked the Australian govern-
ment to explain how it is going
to rid racism from the remote
area Community Development
Program (CDP).

CDP is the equivalent of
Jobactive (formerly JSA) and
Disability Employment Services in
the rest of the country.

This compulsory work-for-the-
dole regime. which unions label as
undermining basic rights to waged
work and income equality, mainly
for Aboriginal people, came to
the attention of United Nations
Committee on the Elimination of
Racial Discrimination at a hearing in
Geneva last month.

John Paterson. a spokes-
person for the Aboriginal Peak
Organisations NT (APO NT) alli-
ance, said the program has been
called out on the world stage. “We
already knew that the government’s
program is a racially discriminato-
ry one, which is displacing waged
work and causing suffering in remote
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
communities,” he said.

“What else will it take for the
government to listen to us and end
CDpP?”

Mr Paterson said CDP requires
people on welfare payments in
remote communities to work up to
760 hours more a year for the same
basic payment as people in non-
Indigenous majority urban areas.

APO NT says CDP has about
35,000 participants, around 83 per-
cent identifying as Indigenous. and
that penalties, such as stopping wel-
fare payments for weeks at a time,
are applied to CDP participants at
a disproportionate rate to Jobactive
participants.

Between July 2015 and March
this year, 299,055 financial penalties

CDP under attack

were applied to CDP participants,
compared to 237,333 applied to
Jobactive participants over the
same period — despite CDP’s
caseload being less than 5 percent of
Jobactive’s.

People being penalised are
some of the most economically
disadvantaged in the country, live
in communities with very few job
opportunities, speak little or no
English and have to contend with a
welfare system that regularly leaves
clients on hold for hours, if the
phone line works at all, when they
attempt to call.

In some cases they are simply
left with no food on the table.

Aboriginal people have
explained they have felt hood-
winked by the new system rolled out
with a similar name to the commu-
nity controlled CDEP (Community
Development Employment
Program).

Scrapped

The CDEP, which started in the
1970s and was applauded as instill-
ing a sense of pride and dignity, as
well as providing a basic income
to participants in remote communi-
ties, was scrapped under the Howard
government’s Northern Territory
National Emergency Response (the
Intervention) in 2007.

Last year. a spokesperson from
the Department of Prime Minister
and Cabinet told the Koori Mail that
the compulsory work-for-the-dole
program, is virtually the same as
CDEP, just under a different govern-
ment, and little more than getting rid
of the “E” in the name.

Cheryl Axleby, chief executive
of South Australia’s Aboriginal com-
munity controlled legal service, the
Aboriginal Legal Rights Movement
(ALRM), has likened the CDP
regime to the days of indentured
labour on cattle stations.

Australia

NO ROOM
= FOR RACISM
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She said the government does
not understand that when people are
kicked off welfare, it has a ripple
effect across families. “What wor-
ries me is our people who struggle,
through no fault of their own, that’s
the reality of life. Some people strug-
gle to get through one day. They’re
the fellas who get greatly impacted
all the time,” Ms Axleby said.

“Any wonder our suicide rates
are high, that our life expectancy is
a lot less and the level of stress we
live with is very high. These sort of
things just continue to perpetuate the
type of violence against our family,
because it is violence against our
communities, in my view.”

Ms Axleby said it appears
to be people being ordered to do

From the Archives

The Socialist, August 1980
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unrealistic things to tick a box to
meet government agendas. “It’s not
giving them good life choices with
employment. They might do train-
ing but it leads to no further employ-
ment. They go and do another
training, and another one ... Our mob
are the most trained people in this
country,” she said.

“And on very minimum wages.

“It’s a breach of basic-human
rights, and it’s sending a message
out there if you’re on a benefit that
you’re less of a human being for
being so. There’s a lot of circum-
stances why people end up on bene-
fits. If you look at Aboriginal people,
intergenerational trauma, intergener-
ational unemployment, it’s not easy
for people to just get up and make a
difference in their lives.”

Ms Axleby described the dis-
mantled CDEP as deadly.

“It (CDEP) led to genuine
employment and fostered collective-
ness and connectedness,” she said.

Ms Axleby said that since it was
scrapped, in some regions, there
have been disputes between levels of
governments over who is responsible
for municipal services. She criticised
CDP for its “punitive approach” and
accused the government of using it
as a way to boost employment statis-
tics to make itself look good.

“Why should our mob have
to have to work more than any
other general Australian? It’s slave
labour,” she said.

Strangling

Adrianne Waiters, a director of
legal advocacy at the Human Rights
Law Centre, said the program is also
strangling opportunities for waged
work in remote communities.

“Some people are required to do
work that they should be employed
to do,” she said. “Instead, they
receive a paltry social security pay-
ment that is nearly half of the mini-
mum wage in Australia.

“It shouldn’t take being hauled
over the human rights coals for
Australia to realise that this program
must come to an end and be replaced
by a community-led approach.”

In September, APO NT devel-
oped an alternative model -
the Remote Development and
Employment Scheme — aimed at
fair work and strong, resilient com-
munities, designed around servic-
es, opportunities and institutional
arrangements.

“Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander people in remote commu-
nities want to take up the reins and
drive job creation and community
development,” John Paterson said.

“Communities need a program
that sees people employed on decent
pay and conditions, to work on
projects the community needs. Our
alternative scheme will do just that.
It’s time for government to work
with us.”

A Senate Committee inquiry into
the appropriateness and effectiveness
of the objectives, design, implemen-
tation and evaluation of the CDP is
scheduled to table its report.

Submissions have criticised the
government for developing the CDP
without consulting with the people
it affects and called for the CDEP to
be returned.

Derek Harris, chairman of the
Ngaanyatjarra Council, in remote
Western Australia, wrote in a sub-
mission to the inquiry that his people
felt the government had stolen their
self-respect when the CDEP was
taken away, and they felt tricked by
the similar naming of the CDP.

“The Ngaanyatjarra people have
worked hard since before our grand-
parents’ time to learn how we can
look after each other now that we
live in communities.

“Living in communities has been
a big change for us,” he wrote.

“We now find ourselves in a sit-
uation where desert people cannot
feed their families.”

Mr Harris said they felt frus-
trated and helpless, and that people
had moved from their country to be
closer to Centrelink offices.

“Many get into trouble when
they are away from their country,”
he said.

Koori Mail &

Fave your say!
UWhite a letter ta the Editor.

email: tpearson@cpa.org.au
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The real problems
at Centrelin

The Turnbull government has once
again announced it will crack down
on people using our social security
system but is failing to deal with
the real problems with Centrelink.

Human Services Minister Michael
Keenan said that the Turnbull gov-
ernment is “committed to cracking
down on welfare fraud more than
ever before” after reports that the
Department of Human Services (DHS)
overpaid $2.84 billion last year.

Community and Public Sector
Union national president Alistair
Waters said: “The problems in DHS
are largely of the government’s own
making — poor quality IT systems and
cutting 5,000 permanent jobs means
huge waiting times for call centres and
55 million phone calls going unan-
swered each year.

“Because so many of the errors
and overpayments are the result of
staff cuts and system problems, the
priority for the government must be to

increase staff numbers and fast track
IT upgrades, to improve service stand-
ards and reduce mistakes. Most people
want to do the right thing, and govern-
ment should be making it easier to do
that.”

Waters stressed that it should be
quick and easy to use the system and
comply with the rules, but that the
government has made it very hard
for people to use Centrelink. And the
robo-debt program generated tens of
thousands of false debts for people
who had done nothing wrong — it is
not surprising that this has shaken the
public’s trust in the system.

“DHS does incredibly important
work and when it comes to detect-
ing overpayments and raising debts,
people have a right to expect speed
and accuracy,” said Waters. “But the
Turnbull government is letting us all
down — and causing huge stress to
DHS staff — by continuing its program

“The robo-debt disaster shows
that it’s pretty easy to get caught up
in the Centrelink system — that’s why
it’s so important to have enough staff,
backed up by good IT systems. Robo-
debt shows us what the real problem
is here — the Turnbull government is
relying on systems that don’t work
and then cutting staff in the mistaken
belief that broken computers can do
the work of trained public servants.

“So how can Australians have
trust and confidence in the social secu-
rity system?”

The union has called on the gov-
ernment to learn from the robo-debt
debacle and invest properly in world-
class IT systems, with enough perma-
nent staff to oversee them. Also, they
should reverse the cuts to permanent
staff, stop outsourcing work to compa-
nies like Serco, and provide DHS with
enough resources to provide the kind
of service that Australians need. &

of outsourcing and staft cuts.
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Glencore lockout continues

Glencore has locked workers
out of the Oaky North mine in
Queensland, Australia for 200
days in an ongoing industrial
dispute.

In what is believed to be the
longest lockout in Australian
industrial history, members of
IndustriALL Global Union affiliate
the Construction, Forestry, Mining
and Electrical Union (CFMEU)
entered day 200 of their lockout on
January 27.

The six-and-a-half-month
lockout continues after workers
rejected the company’s Enterprise
Bargaining Agreement (EBA) by

164 votes to 11 on January 24.
The EBA, which was mediated by
government arbitrator Fair Work
Australia, is the third offer from
the company that the workers have
rejected.

Workers at Oaky North reject-
ed the EBA because Glencore is
increasing the use of casual work-
ers and undermining union repre-
sentation. The union believes that
Glencore plans to replace the work-
ers with contractors and then wind
down and shut the mine, reduc-
ing their liability for redundancy
payments.

“The very clear message from

ALOLICINAL RICHIS
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our rank and file members is that
this agreement favours the company
over the worker,” CFMEU Mining
and Energy Queensland division
president Stephen Smyth said.

“For our members, this has
never been about money. At the
beginning of this dispute, they pro-
posed a continuation of their previ-
ous agreement without any wage
increases — which was rejected by
Glencore.

“This has always been about
drawing a line in the sand on hard
fought for conditions — conditions
that were traded through previous
enterprise agreements.

“It is disappointing that this
bitter and protracted dispute will
continue.”

Glencore is using contractors
to maintain production, while the
workers receive a solidarity wage
from their union. Many other union
branches have donated money to
support the locked-out workers.
Workers have said they are prepared
to spend another six months on the
picket line.

The workers were locked out
on the same day that the Paradise
Papers were released, revealing that
Glencore had paid almost no tax or

royalties in Australia for a number
of years.

IndustriALL assistant general
secretary Kemal Ozkan said:

“The workers at Oaky North
have showed tremendous cour-
age and resilience by standing
firm against Glencore’s bullying
for 200 days. They will not back
down. IndustriALL will continue
to support them, and continue to
campaign until Glencore treats its
workforce with respect.” @&

Taking action against
privatisation

Community and Public Sector
Union (CPSU) members have
been standing up against privati-
sation, getting involved and build-
ing support for our Proud to be
Public campaign.

Members across the country
have recently come together for
Campaign Forums to workshop ideas
to build our campaign against recent
moves to increase the use of Labour
Hire workers in DHS (Department of
Human Services) and outsource call
centre work to multinational compa-
ny Serco.

They were joined by supporters
from the community who are eager
to stop the privatisation. Our meet-
ings have been well attended and it
is clear members are well informed
on the issues and thinking creatively
about how they can get involved and
make a difference.

As well as building support
among CPSU members and asking
non-members to get involved and
join the union, there have been lots
of great ideas to:

* Build public support for our
campaign against privatisation

* Involve and gain support
from other organisations and
community groups

 Lobby politicians.

Victorian members are coming
together at our Melbourne office
on 10 February for their Campaign
Forum.

Our organising staff are also con-
ducting activities around the country
to get the input of DHS members in
their workplaces.

Our delegates in the ATO, mean-
while, have been meeting with MPs
to build political support for our
campaign against privatisation in the
Tax Office. The experience has been
overwhelmingly positive, with MPs
expressing support for keeping ATO
work in public hands.

Don’t privatise
our borders

CPSU members in the
Department of Home Affairs are
also taking action against the priva-
tisation of our visa system and the
Immigration call centre.

This month it was announced

that the Turnbull government
want to give multinational com-
pany Datacom the contract for the
Immigration call centre.

This is bad news for the 250 APS
staff who work in the call centre, and
the people who rely on this service to
help them navigate Australia’s com-
plex immigration system.

Now, the Department has
revealed that it is intending to priva-
tise the vast majority of visa process-
es. This puts up to 2,000 jobs at risk
and the security, privacy and quality
of services provided to the Australian
community.

At Christmas, Peter Dutton,
Minister for Immigration and Border
Protection, received over 1,000
Christmas cards from our campaign
supporters, telling him not to be a
Grinch and stop privatisation.

CPSU representatives are meet-
ing with Department management
as well as holding workplace meet-
ings for staff to discuss the propos-
als and how best to campaign against
them. &
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From public good to profit margin
How privatisation
is failing our communities

David Hetherington

In parts of Australia a quiet trag-
edy is slowly unfolding. Families
already beset by adversity are
seeing their last shreds of hope
and comfort carefully disman-
tled. And it’s happening under the
shield of one of the country’s most
impressive public initiatives.

The tragedy is the privatisa-
tion of public disability support
care, which is impacting families of
the profoundly disabled that have
entrusted their relatives to this high-
quality care system for decades.

The initiative being used by
state governments as a distraction
to privatise government services is
the National Disability Insurance
Scheme (NDIS), a scheme that great-
ly benefits many with a disability but
removes choice for others — putting
an enormous strain on those who
need support the most.

How could this be, you ask
yourself? Surely if these words were
true, you’d have heard about it. But
these families are used to adapting
to tough circumstances: they’ve been
coping without fuss for a long time.
Now they’re starting to speak up.

For several months, I’ve been
travelling around Australia as panel
chair of the People’s Inquiry into
Privatisation, hearing from local
communities about how the sell-off
of public services has affected them
and their families. The impact of
the submissions is deeply concern-
ing when considered in its entirety.
The privatisation of disability care is
just one of the stories we’ve heard
the narrative repeats in electricity,
health, education and many other
areas.

Disability services

Of all submissions made, the
decision to privatise disability servic-
es in NSW and WA, under the guise
of the NDIS rollout, had the great-
est impact on the panel. Personal sto-
ries abound of a lack of consultation,

of waiting three years or more for
answers, uncertainty about where a
loved one’s home will be, of choices
being taken away, of being told that
if you’re not happy, just find anoth-
er provider and of some for-profit
providers being unable to cope with
the complexity of care required by
people with complex disabilities.

Nationally, seven privatised
public hospitals have failed and
been subsequently handed back to
the government, sometimes at great
cost. At least another four hospitals
have had services badly affected
because of privatisation. Outbreaks
of infections and poor services have
been directly attributed to the push
for profits over care.

Within aged care, privatisation
was linked to plummeting levels of
staff, especially qualified staff, and
resultant decreases in the levels of

care. Childcare costs have risen
sharply in the absence of enough
affordable government-run services.

Electricity

Submissions made to the inquiry
show that despite promises of cheap-
er power costs in Victoria, prices for
consumers in Melbourne alone have
increased 85.9 percent since privati-
sation. At the same time profits are
flowing to private companies, wide-
spread evidence shows that our com-
munities are being damaged.

In 2009, 173 people died during
the Black Saturday fires. The inquiry
was told that:

“Victoria’s Bush Fire Royal
Commission made substantive find-
ings about the contributing factors
that led to the electrical fires which
caused 119 of 173 deaths. The major
contributing factors in all of the

Call for solidarity with
locked out Fijian workers

The Australian Council of Trade
Unions is calling on the govern-
ment of Fiji to take action over the
illegal treatment of Air Terminal
Services (ATS) workers, who
have been locked out by manage-
ment and replaced by unqualified
workers, potentially endangering
Australian travellers.

ACTU president Ged Kearney,
speaking at a solidarity rally in
Sydney last week in front of the
Fijian Embassy in support of the
workers.

Since December 16, 2017 work-
ers who carry out essential baggage
handling, check-in, engineering
and catering services for all airlines
have been locked out by the man-
agement of the government-owned
ATS.

The locked-out workers, who,
as shareholders, own 49% of the
company, returned from a share-
holders’ meeting on December 16
last to find themselves barred from
entering. The workers are being
targeted because they have raised
issues about the company’s poor
management.

ACTU president Ged Kearney,
speaking at a solidarity rally in
Sydney last week in front of the
Fijian Embassy in support of the
workers, said: “The fact that gov-
ernment has the ability to fix this
situation but refuses to do so is con-
cerning given the history of labour
abuses in Fiji which the internation-
al trade union movement had hoped
had changed.

“This illegal action by the

management of ATS is not only a
clear violation of basic workers’
rights in Fiji, it is also a risk to the
safety of Australian tourists. Since
the lockout, management has been
bringing in unqualified and unvetted
workers to carry out vital work on
Australian flights.”

Workers’ concerns include
not having received a pay rise for
11 years, and management failure
to resolve workplace grievances
including sexual harassment claims.

“The Fiji Labour Minister
should intervene immediately and
put a stop to the lockout and our
Government should use its dip-
lomatic relations with the Fiji
Government to resolve this dis-
pute,” said Kearney. &
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electrical fires were the age of the
assets and the reduction in inspec-
tion timeliness and quality.”

This is an industry quoted as
making S2.7 billion in profits while
reliability and quality have signifi-
cantly declined. Recent blackouts in
South Australia too were attributed
to the decisions of the private opera-
tor to withhold supply in the face of
high prices rather than a failure of
sustainable power generation.

The inquiry also heard that both
the Singapore and Chinese govern-
ments, as majority owners of distri-
bution companies in Victoria, have
stipulated that the purpose of owning
Victoria’s assets is to use the profits
to subsidise their national networks,
helping keep the cost of electricity
low in China and Singapore.

Depth of privatisation
These are some of the areas, but
not all. TAFE, cleaning services,
prisons, CSIRO, the ATO, land titles
registry, housing, home care, jobs
services: the list of services being
privatised or outsourced is far larger
than the community would believe.
Many not-for-profit NGOs that
participated in the inquiry raised
significant concerns about privati-
sation and the marketisation of serv-
ices, arguing that competition and
contestability do not work in serv-
ices that involve caring for people.
They talked about targeted services
being lost, about race-to-the-bot-
tom tendering and a lack of fund-
ing making it difficult to provide
the services the communities need,
of being swamped by the for-profits,
and that increasingly they are forced
to behave like for-profits to survive.
The hearings also brought out
the sense of loss that communities
feel when vital services are priva-
tised, when institutions that fulfil
a deeply human function: teach-
ing, caring for people at their most
vulnerable moments, are forced to
behave like businesses, whose pri-
mary concern is maximising profit,
not focusing on performing tasks

that rely fundamentally on empa-
thy. We heard that once these serv-
ices are privatised, it becomes so
much harder for communities to hold
anyone to account for the standard
of services. The people who end up
bearing that responsibility of care are
primarily women — and it shouldn’t
be theirs to carry alone.

The lack of planning for a fair
transition in the face of plant clo-
sures by a privatised electricity
sector in the Latrobe Valley is one
striking example of this community
impact. Evidence from towns such
as Traralgon speaks to the impact
of privatisation on local jobs, wages
and conditions.

Privatisation can be devastating
for workers and for the communi-
ties they are a part of — and can have
a genuine impact on the viability of
local economies in rural and region-
al areas. Unemployment in Latrobe
has risen around 3 percent since July
2015. Decades of privatisation have
resulted in services failing, and now
the power stations are closing, the
community is left to forge its own
future in uncertain times, with gov-
ernment once again left to try and
pick up the pieces after the compa-
nies have left.

From what we have heard from
the community, the privatisation
agenda is failing our communities,
as citizens, as workers and as users
of shared public services.

The People’s Inquiry into
Privatisation was chaired by Per
Capita’s David Hetherington, with
independent panellists, including
Yvonne Henderson (former Equal
Opportunity Commissioner WA)
and Action Aid’s Archie Law. The
inquiry visited 12 cities and region-
al centres including Perth, Darwin,
Adelaide, Hobart, The Latrobe
Valley, Melbourne, Canberra,
Wollongong, Sydney, Newcastle,
Brisbane and Cairns.

Source: per capita — Fighting
Inequality in Australia
The Beacon &
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Felicity Arbuthnot

What difference does it make to the dead, the
orphans and the homeless, whether the mad
destruction is wrought under the name of
totalitarianism or in the holy name of liberty
or democracy?

Mahatma Gandhi, 1869-1948

When the UN was established on October
24, 1945, a little over five months after the
end of World War II, the organisation’s
stated aims were to prevent further devas-
tating conflicts. In spite of the fact that 193
out of the world’s 195 nations are Member
States, it has failed woefully.

The US alone has been involved, since the
UN’s founding, in 57 overt murderous med-
dlings, government overthrows, bloody inva-
sions and/or occupations. One estimate is
that the US — supremely ironically the base
of the UN’s Headquarters — most likely has
been responsible since WW2 for the deaths of
between 20 and 30 million people in wars and
conflicts scattered over the world.

Donald Trump, addressing the UN General
Assembly last September 19, made it chill-
ingly clear that if he has his way he is headed
for numerous more international “September
11ths.”

The founding aims, for all its falling short,
of the UN:

We the peoples of the United Nations
determined to save succeeding generations
from the scourge of war, which twice in

our lifetime has brought untold sorrow to
mankind ... to reaffirm faith in fundamental
human rights, in the dignity and worth of the
human person ... of nations large and small
... to practice tolerance and live together in
peace with one another as good neighbours ...

Just prior to America’s Congressional
Budget Office announcing that the nation’s
nuclear weapons program will cost a mind-
bending US$1.2 trillion over the next 30
years to update and maintain, Trump used
the UN to threaten the annihilation of North
Korea and accuse Iran of pursuing “death and
destruction.”

At every level hypocrisy towers, along
with “might is right” threats. The US military
maintains plans to strike virtually anywhere on
the face of the Earth within 60 minutes.

Further, the US’s overall military capa-
bilities are unparalleled. The US has one of
the world’s largest military budgets, account-
ing for gross domestic product, spend-
ing roughly US$618 billion a year on arms
and other military capabilities. It has nearly
8,000 nuclear warheads in reserve, 13,900
aircraft, 920 attack helicopters and 72 sub-
marines, along with 800 overseas military
bases in 70 countries scattered across stra-
tegic areas throughout the world, and rough-
ly 150,090 soldiers stationed across 150
countries. The US employs about 1,066,600
soldiers.

The President and Commander in Chief
of this arsenal of Armageddon, referring to
North Korea, railed about “a band of criminals
arming itself with nuclear weapons ...” What
hypocrisy from the leader of the only nation
on earth to have used them — twice — and used
them again and again in the form of depleted
uranium weapons in Iraq, Afghanistan, Libya
the Balkans and almost certainly Syria.

The resultant cancers and birth defects are
the shaming, horrifying legacy of criminality
on an unprecedented scale — the medical legacy
of which will, of course, prevail for 4.5 bil-
lion years, the life of depleted uranium — and
the estimated life of the earth — lest it ever be
forgotten.

Given Trump’s terrifying threats of circum-
stances where “... we will have no choice but
to totally destroy North Korea ...” issued at the
UN, no wonder that nation, isolated, threatened
and vilified for over half a century, seeks what
it sees as defence.
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Trump, North Korea, Iran:
Some facis

The US has one of the world'’s largest military budgets, accounting for gross domestic product, spending roughly US$618 billion a year

on arms and other military capabilities.

Incredibly, Trump’s paragraph including
the total destruction of North Korea ended:

The United States is ready, willing and able
... That’s what the United Nations is all
about. That’s what the United Nations is for

Perhaps he was confusing the UN with
NATO.

Iran targeted

Iran is, of course, also in Trump’s sights.
Yet less than three weeks before his UN tirade,
the International Atomic Energy Agency,
charged with monitoring Iran’s nuclear power
program, had confirmed that Iran was abiding
by the 2015 multilateral agreement, which he
incessantly accuses the country of violating.

Moreover, The IAEA director, Yukiya
Amano, confirmed to the Associated Press that
the Agency has access to all locations “with-
out making distinctions between military and
civilian locations”. There is also a framework
for the Agency to visit even the most sensitive
sites.

In May last year, at a Press Conference in
Denmark on the Iran agreement, Amano stated:

Iran is now subject to the world’s most robust
nuclear verification regime. Our inspectors
are on the ground 24/7. We monitor nuclear
facilities remotely, using permanently
installed cameras and other sensors. We have
expanded access to sites, and have more
information about Iran’s nuclear program.

Peace, tolerance and international neigh-
bours, however, were reduced by the President
at the UN, to Iran being “a corrupt dictator-
ship”, exporting “violence, bloodshed and
chaos.” It also “funds terrorists that attack their
peaceful Arab and Israeli neighbours.”

Iran of course, has not attacked another
nation for over 200 years and fought only when
defending its own territory against encroach-
ment or attack. Current Middle East night-
mares have entirely sprung from, as General
Wesley Clark stated he was told shortly after
September 11, 2001: “We’re going to take
out seven countries in five years: Iraq, Syria,
Lebanon, Libya, Somalia, Sudan and Iran ...”

As for a “peaceful ... Israeli neighbour”,
Planet Trump is clearly set on disconnect.

In complete disregard of the IAEA, Trump
told the UN that “ a murderous regime” was

“building dangerous missiles” and that the
2015 agreement “provides cover for the even-
tual construction of a nuclear program.”

In an address on “Iran Strategy” on
October 13 in the misnamed “Diplomatic”
Reception Room he opened by saying he had
ordered a “strategic review” of policy “toward
the rogue regime of Iran.”

He was announcing “major steps ... to con-
front the Iranian regime’s hostile actions ...”

Our policy is based on a clear-eyed
assessment of the Iranian dictatorship, its
sponsorship of terrorism and its continuing
aggression in the Middle East and all around
the world.

Far from “clear eyed”, the all is blind, un-
statesmanlike, including a one-sided, context-
less, history of the US/Iran relationship, which
itself needs a lengthy article to address reality.

As for “sponsorship of terrorism ... con-
tinuing aggression in the Middle East ...
and around the world”, perhaps a glance at
Washington’s nationwide back yard and a bit
of introspection might be worthwhile.

Then there was this gem:

The regime also received a massive cash
settlement of US$1.7 billion from the US,
a large portion of which was physically
loaded onto an airplane and flown into Iran.
Just imagine the sight of those huge piles
of money being hauled off by the Iranians,
waiting at the airport for the cash. I wonder
where all that money went.

Iran had in fact been owed US$400 million
since 1979, over an order of US aircraft which
were never delivered after the severing of Iran-
US relations after the overthrow of the Shah in
1979. The interest has risen year on year and
Iran was awarded the US$1.7 billion compen-
sation by an international court in The Hague.

It was not in fact even paid in dollars, since
the US will not trade in dollars with Iran, so
had to scrabble around assembling various
other currencies to service the debt. Since, due
to the US embargo on Iran, there are no cur-
rency trading mechanisms, the compensation
had to be physically flown in and delivered.

Trump’s sabre rattling against Iran is chill-
ing — and of course has no mention of crimes of
enormity by the US against the country:

In August 1953, through the auspices of the

US Central Intelligence Agency and British
intelligence, in cooperation with forces loyal
to Mohammad Reza Pahlavi, the Shah of
Iran, the popularly-elected Prime Minister of
Iran, Mohammad Mosaddegh, was forcibly
removed from power.

Demolished vehicles line Highway 80, also
known as the “Highway of Death”, the route
fleeing Iraqi forces took as they retreated
from Kuwait during Operation Desert Storm.
The tank visible in the centre of the picture
is either a Type 59 or a Type 69 as evidenced
by the dome-shaped ventilator on the top

of the turret and the headlamps on the right
fender.

Source: tech.sgt. joe coleman
Wikimedia Common

To insure the Shah retained power, General
Norman Schwartzkopf, of Basra Road massa-
cre infamy, had:

Under a CIA operation called ‘Operation
Ajax’ been sent to Iran to encourage the Shah
to return to power and, most crucially, helped
him ... by forming and training security
forces that would be loyal to the Shah. These
... would eventually metamorphose into the
dreaded and feared SAVAK secret police, one
of the most brutal foundations of the Shah’s
power.

SAVAK basically served as an intelligence
agency with unlimited police powers — and
a very effective deterrent to any opposition to
the Shah. Officers of the organisation could
spy on or arrest almost anybody at will and
frequently used torture to gain information or
to simply intimidate the populace.

SAVAK’s presence deepened in the 1960s
and 1970s, when it arrested, tortured and
killed untold thousands of Iranians — anyone
who was perceived to be a threat to the
Shah’s one-party rule.

Trump’s chilling threats towards Iran
seem to include intended revenge for the hos-
tage taking of personnel in the US embassy in
Tehran in 1979.

North Korea and Iran have both indicated
willingness to talk.

Wake up world.
globalresearch.ca &



Guardian

Magazine

Trade as plunder

Elizabeth Hulm

I was hesitant to speak on this topic (trade
deals) today as I know many people in the
room will know much of the detail I will
be talking about. However, I know the
media blackout and the long time-frames
over which these negotiations occur can lull
people into a feeling that the issue has just
gone to sleep and nothing is further from
the truth.

Firstly, I would like to give you a few sta-
tistics on the global situation in which these
deals are being negotiated. The World’s top
100 economies are made up of 31 countries
and 69 corporations. Walmart comes in at #10,
two places ahead of Australia and in the top 30
there are 10 corporations.

Comrades, I would like to talk about a
trifecta of trade deals often referred to as the
Trinity — the Trans Pacific Partnership (TPP),
The Trans-Atlantic Trade and Investment
Partnership (TTIP) and the Trade in Investment
Services (TISA). Negotiations are done largely
in secret. At the table are many of the corpora-
tions making up the world’s largest economies
alongside trade ministers of the negotiating
countries.

The TPP negotiations commenced in 2005
and 12 years later the push for this deal contin-
ues despite the US under Trump withdrawing
from negotiations. There are 29 chapters in an
agreement that has little to do with trade.

The remaining 11 countries, including
Australia, were set to sign off the deal on
the sidelines of the Asia Pacific Economic
Cooperation summit in Vietnam before Canada
failed to appear. Speculation the TPP was gone
was short lived as Canada returned to the table
with new demands. One was the renaming of
the deal to the “Progressive Comprehensive
Trans-Pacific Partnership” (PCTPP). The
revived negotiations will suspend some of the
most controversial clauses and it is proposed
the new talks will occur over the next several
months. Some proposals for stronger medicine
monopolies, which would delay the availabil-
ity of cheaper versions of medicines, have been
frozen pending the possible return of the US
to the deal.

The proposed deal contains an Investor-
State Dispute Settlement (ISDS) to give special
rights to foreign investors to bypass national
courts and sue governments in internation-
al tribunals over changes to domestic laws.
This would prevent future Australian govern-
ments from re-regulating essential services like
energy or financial services, and would result
in more vulnerable temporary migrant work-
ers, without testing if local workers were avail-
able first.

The (PC)TPP will be the first agreement
which exposes Australia directly to cases from
US corporations. Under the North American
Free Trade Agreement, US companies launch
on average more than two cases a year against
Canada and Mexico. The (PC)TPP has long-
term implications for our national judicial
systems and even wider concerns about demo-
cratic governance.

Currently, the countries most hit by
claims are Argentina and Venezuela, show-
ing it is as much a political tool as econom-
ic. Prior to US withdrawal from negotiations
US Secretary of Defence Ashton Carter stated
that the TPP “makes strong strategic sense,
and it is probably one of the most important
parts of the rebalance, and that’s why it has
won such bipartisan support. In fact, you
may not expect to hear this from a Secretary
of Defense, but in terms of our rebalance in
the broadest sense, passing TPP is as impor-
tant to me as another aircraft carrier. It would
deepen our alliances and partnerships abroad
and underscore our lasting commitment to the
Asia-Pacific. And it would help us promote
a global order that reflects both our interests
and our values.”

Deals are signed without Parliamentary
scrutiny and the senate only votes on the
implementing legislation (the TPP has 29
chapters and only a few of these will require
changes to legislation) they don’t get to vote
on the whole agreement and they cannot make
amendments to it. Senators are hindered by the
lack of access to any independent, unbiased

assessment of the deal done to facilitate their
decision. Since the last Party Congress the
Central Committee has made a number of sub-
missions on the TPP and procedures to ratify
agreements in Australia to senate enquiries.

Australia has nothing to gain from a
revived TPP and analysis has shown that it will
deliver minimal extra market access and hardly
any economic growth after 15 years.

All the deals in the “trinity” are geared
for the expansion of the already considerable
power of transnational investors and greater
restriction over the regulatory power of gov-
ernments including preventing new regulatory
initiatives and reverse privatisations. The (PC)
TPP is set to have negative impacts on public
services, government procurement, SOE’s,
intellectual property, and finance regulation.

It will restrict the government’s ability to
legislate worker and food safety standards, pro-
vide affordable medical services and medicines
and protect the natural resources when looked
at from the interest of people and the environ-
ment giving greatly expand powers to transna-
tional capital.

The TTIP (described as the sister of the
TPP) involving the US, Canada and the EU
has been very much delayed. It has faced
fierce opposition from organised movements
with over 250,000 people marching against
it in Berlin citing the agreement as undemo-
cratic and warning it will lower food safety,
labour and environmental standards. In 2016
it seemed the TTIP had collapsed when
Trump put talks on hold but more recently US
Commerce Secretary Ross has said: “It’s no
mistake that, while we withdrew from TPP”
— the Trans-Pacific Partnership trade pact with
Pacific Rim nations — “we did not withdraw
from TTIP” indicating the US hopes to revive
those talks.

The most secret of the three is the Trade
in Services Agreement, TISA. It is the largest
trade treaty of its kind in history involving all
the countries who are party to the (PC)TPP and
the TTIP covering around 71% of world serv-
ices trade (66% of world GDP).

The predecessors of the TISA are the
Multilateral Agreement on Investment (MAI)
which failed because of people’s resistance and
the General Agreement on Trade in Services
(GATS) which came into effect in 1995. A very
important provision of the GATS that is miss-
ing from the proposed TISA is the provision of
protections of the interests of developing coun-
tries. Developing countries were given flexi-
bility for opening fewer sectors, liberalising
fewer types of transactions, and progressive-
ly extending market access in line with their

development situation. The TISA has no spe-
cial treatment for developing countries.

To address any impediments to further lib-
eralisation a group of some two dozen coun-
tries calling themselves “The Really Good
Friends of Services”, RGFS, (US, EU, Japan,
Canada, Australia, New Zealand, Switzerland
and South Korea are the wealthy core of the
group) set out in 2012 to pursue the TISA.
Of note the TISA is being negotiated outside
the World Trade Organisation process and
excludes the OPEC nations, the BRICS (Brazil,
Russia, India, China and South Africa) and
emerging economies.

The RGFS envisage the TISA becoming a
multilateral agreement that other WTO mem-
bers could join later. The hyper liberalised
TISA provisions would be established as the
global services standard and ultimately pres-
sure will be exerted on other countries to sign
on despite the agreement not being accepted
within the WTO multilateral trading system
and its agreements and rules.

A major expansion brings in new “disci-
plines”, such as domestic regulation, trans-
parency, and ecommerce, and new or revised
annexes on specific sectors, such as maritime
transport, telecommunications and financial
services. WikiLeaks releases from the TISA
show regulation of energy, industrial develop-
ment, workers’ rights and the natural environ-
ment are all included.

Proposals include “technological neutral-
ity” denying regulators the right to distinguish
solar from nuclear, wind from coal, or geother-
mal from fracking. There is a focus on envi-
ronmental regulations and public services that
allegedly interfere with free market efficiency.
TISA will aim to ensure that national environ-
mental protections within TISA countries will
be “harmonised down”.

Future environmental initiatives will be
inhibited. As we move towards an even more
unstable set of climate circumstances any such
agreement is irresponsible to current and future
generations.

In the competitive delivery annex in the
TISA, the market expansion of the major pri-
vate operators is given priority — an expansion
that depends entirely on breaking open state
ownership of post and delivery services in the
developing world.

Of serious concern, the TISA will reclas-
sify many, if not all, migrant workers as “inde-
pendent service suppliers” or worse, employees
of a third party, i.e. a manpower agency locat-
ed in the home country of the migrant that
deploys employees overseas. No international
agreement should be permitted to remove the
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responsibility of a country to protect employ-
ees and workers working in its jurisdiction.
Regardless of any international agreement, the
labour and employment laws of all countries
should apply to all employees and workers,
both domestic and foreign. TISA will strength-
en the gig economy.

TISA is intended to be ambitious with
members opening up far more services to for-
eign competition than they had through the
WTO or their bilateral agreements.

Together, the three treaties form not only
a new legal order that is hospitable for tran-
snational corporations, but a new economic
“grand enclosure” excluding China and all
other BRICS countries.

These treaties have huge implications for
almost every critical issue that affects workers,
their community and their environment; health,
education, the environment, privacy, access to
medicines, water, working conditions ... and
the list goes on.

These treaties must be met with the strong-
est possible resistance. In Australia too often,
the movement against the treaties talk about
clarifications, amendments, carve outs. This is
dangerous and there is a role for Party mem-
bers to play in these groups to ensure opposi-
tion is not scuttled by social democracy.

One way to do this is to reject these trade
deals outright and continue to put forward our
demands for the direct provision of services by
government, the rejection to privatisation of
services such as electricity and water utilities,
health and education. In the same way we need
to seek to clarify to our class that our elected
governments must be able to address serious
environmental concerns through intervention
that cannot be dictated to or hindered by “leav-
ing it to the market to decide”.

As a first step Party members need to keep
themselves informed. The TPP has had good
coverage in our paper the Guardian and 1 am
sure this will continue. I would encourage
comrades to access some of the back articles
and follow progress in the Guardian.

As a second step we must do everything
we can to get around the obvious blackout in
mainstream media. For those of us in a posi-
tion to do so we must use our roles in rousing a
much-needed union response that is currently
not happening. But all comrades can play a part
by broadening the distribution of the Guardian.

Branches should also consider forming
(PC)TPP/TISA broad committees working par-
ticularly with the trade union movement.

This is an address given by Elizabeth ot the
Communist Party’s 13th National Congress in
December last year. &
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Fundamentally erroneous

Finian Cunningham

The West’s own worst enemy is itself. Or
more precisely, the intellectual bankruptcy
of its political and military leaders and
their dominant public discourse.

Perhaps the clearest expression of Western
intellectual impoverishment and dishonesty is
the relentless Russophobia touted by US and
European politicians, military leaders, think-
tanks and mainstream corporate news media.

Hardly a week goes by without repetition
of this tired old trope alleging that Russia is a
threat to Western societies. Russian President
Vladimir Putin is portrayed as some kind of
“evil genius” hell bent on undermining the
West — without a plausible explanation ever
being given for why the Russian leader would
harbour such alleged dastardly designs.

And if it’s not Russia, it is some other sup-
posed malevolent foreign force, such as China,
Iran or North Korea. Yes, the latter has a nucle-
ar weapons program. But the Western public
rarely hears that North Korea has embarked on
developing these weapons due to decades of
warmongering threats from Washington and
its allies.

Arguably, though, it is Russophobia that
most preoccupies official discourse in the US
and Europe. For the past year and more, Russia
is accused of “interfering” in US and European
elections, “subverting” democratic process-
es, and “sowing divisions” among allies with
“fake news.”

Even President Donald Trump, who has at
times dismissed claims of Russian meddling
in the US elections, has at other times jumped
on the Russophobia bandwagon. He signed off
the US National Security Strategy last month
in which it is asserted that “Russia aims to
weaken US influence in the world and divide
us from our allies ... Through modernised
forms of subversive tactics, Russia interferes
in the domestic political affairs of countries
around the world .... The United States and
Europe will work together to counter Russian
subversion and aggression.”

The relentless Russophobia — an irration-
al, morbid fear of Russia — is now worse than
at any time during the former Cold War, says
Moscow’s Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov.

British Prime Minister Theresa May glibly
accuses Russia of “sowing division”; French
President Emmanuel Macron alleges that
Russian news media interfered in his country’s
elections last year. The EU’s Commissioner
on Security Sir Julian King last week casu-
ally smeared Russian news media outlets
RT and Sputnik as “Kremlin-orchestrated
disinformation.”

All these claims are never substantiated
with hard evidence or credible analysis. They
are simply asserted in the realm of speculation
and fantasy.

Surely, if there were any standard of intel-
lectual and journalistic integrity, the claims

made against Russia should be tested for objec-
tive credibility. But they never are tested or
challenged. They are simply mouthed, echoed
and amplified by politicians, think-tanks and
media.

US-based political analyst Randy Martin
says that Washington’s political class is espe-
cially bankrupt in intelligence. He says the
US narrative of accusing Russia “has become
exhausted” from lack of credibility. “It has
become so tired from lack of facts and cred-
ibility, ordinary common-sense citizens have
become weary of it. The official Washington
description of the world has no longer any rel-
evant application to international relations.”

Martin asks: “How can any country chart
a viable direction when its strategic thinking is
so fundamentally false and, in effect, based on
paranoid delusion?” He adds: “It is inevitable
that if a nation or group of nations construct
policies and allocate resources based on a fun-
damentally erroneous assessment of the world
then such a direction is bound to result in dis-
astrous failure and collapse.”

We have already noted the US National
Security Strategy signed off by Trump. Another
example is seen with the latest US National
Defence Strategy unveiled by Pentagon chief
James Mattis.

The Pentagon is claiming that Russia (and
China) is now a greater security threat to the
US than non-state terror groups. To coun-
ter Russia, the US is planning to increase its
annual military spending to even more astro-
nomical levels — some $700 billion a year.
Such expenditure will inevitably lead to fatal-
ly crippling national debt and decay of social
conditions from the cutbacks necessary to pay
for it.

Also, this week, the head of Britain’s
armed forces General Sir Nick Carter made
the same pitch as Mattis. In a telling repeti-
tion of narrative, Carter reportedly claimed too
that Russia presents a greater threat to Britain’s
national security than terrorism.

Again, the bottom line is for Britain, as
with the US, to allocate more resources to mili-
tary spending to “confront” the alleged Russian
threat.

A core problem, says analyst Randy
Martin, is that Western public discourse is
dominated by think-tanks which are closely
tied to the military-industrial complex and the
US-led NATO alliance.

These think-tanks, such as the Atlantic
Council, the American Enterprise Institute and
Royal United Services Institute, set the param-
eters for public discussion, which is, in turn,
adopted by politicians, military chiefs and
news media.

However, because of the intellectual bank-
ruptey in official Western discourse, there is
no rigorous interrogation of the false premises
and claims.

“There is no intelligent self-reflection,”
says Martin. “Without honest self-reflection the

The US narrative

of accusing Russia

“"has become exhausted”
from lack of credibility.

result is eventually a form of collective para-
noid delusion.”

It is as blatant as this: Western capitalism is
so dependent on military industry and financ-
ing, the ideology must be constructed to shore
up this warped economy. That, in turn, requires
casting a world of enemies and threats. For that
purpose, countries like Russia must be demon-
ised and slandered, otherwise, the whole cha-
rade would fall apart.

The function of think-tanks, politicians,
military chiefs and the corporate media is to
maintain the fiction of “enemies and threats”
to justify what is otherwise an obscene waste

of economic and social resources. This travesty
of discourse can only be maintained because of
intellectual dishonesty and bankruptcy in the
US and its NATO allies.

Why is that deplorable? Because such sys-
tematic deception is endangering the entire
world by fuelling tensions and risking all-out
war. It is also literally killing societies in the
West from poverty and social deprivation. Just
think of how much more humane and civilised
this world would be if economies were directed
away from militarism towards improving life
for the mass of ordinary citizens.

Information Clearing House &

Witch-hunt enters final stage

Mariana Noviella

Over 211,000 people have signed
the petition “Elections without
Lula are fraud,” among them
legal professionals, academics,
politicians, artists and union
leaders across the world, includ-
ing Noam Chomsky. Their target:
the tribunal deciding the former
Brazilian president Lula da
Silva’s political fate.

The corruption case against
Lula will be tried on appeal. He is
currently well ahead in the polls
for the presidential elections in
October this year, but if the appel-
late court decides to uphold the
conviction, which is very likely,
Lula will not be able to stand for
re-election.

Critics charge that political
actors connected to the coup gov-
ernment of Michel Temer have

fixed the outcome. They fear the
verdict is already in before the case
is even heard.

There is something rotten in the
Brazilian judicial system. An aver-
age appeal to the second-tier court
hearing Lula’s appeal, the TRF4
in Porto Alegre, typically takes at
least 70 days to be assessed. Lula’s
appeal was assessed in record time,
42 days, with the second judge
only taking six days to make up his
mind.

In addition, other cases were
put aside so it would be heard as
quickly as possible, raising suspi-
cions that the timing has more to
do with stopping Lula becoming a
candidate than it does with seeking
justice. Brazil’s stock exchange is
already celebrating in anticipation
of the verdict.

Lula was accused of ille-
gally receiving an apartment in

a popular beach resort as part of
the Operation Car Wash corrup-
tion and money-laundering scandal
swirling around the state oil giant,
Petrobras. The trial was not able

to prove Lula was the owner of the
apartment in question.

As of now, the apartment is still
in the name of construction com-
pany OAS and has been given as
security to a bank in exchange for
financial investment. This apart-
ment was meant to be the fruit of a
kickback related to three Petrobras
contracts with OAS.

No solid links were found,
however, between the fraudulent
contracts and Lula’s actions or the
apartment. Yet Lula was convicted
and sentenced to over nine years in
prison.

There are other problems with
the trial. Judge Sergio Moro was
the investigation judge and also the

trial judge, which is why human
rights lawyer Geoffrey Robertson
is taking Lula’s case to the UN.

Furthermore, Moro did not
convict Lula on the basis of the
evidence provided by the public
prosecutors. He agreed that no
links could be found between
Lula’s actions and the Petrobras
contract, so instead Lula was con-
victed on the basis of “undeter-
mined and unidentified” illicit acts
— essentially, he was found guilty
of an unknown crime.

The judge “attributed” the
apartment to Lula, even though he
did not specify what “attributing
a property to someone” involves.
That is why many people across
the world are defending Lula’s
right to have a fair trial and his
right to stand in the next presiden-
tial elections. There are major acts
in support of Lula in Porto Alegre,

where the trial is taking place, and
in many other cities in Brazil.

The coup government of Temer
has good reason for targeting Lula
for judicial persecution. The former
Workers Party president’s popu-
larity has soared. The latest polls
show the Brazilian people give him
a 45 percent approval rating, more
than double his two closest politi-
cal rivals, Geraldo Alckmin at 13
percent and Jair Bolsonaro at 15
percent.

Poll numbers indicate that
if Lula is able to run, he is most
likely to win the 2018 elections,
which means Temer’s rushed
agenda of privatisation would see
a likely reversal and his right-
wing administration would face an
investigation of its own misdeeds.

Morning Star
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Philip Giraldi

The Donald Trump administration is
planning to install a 30,000 strong armed
“security force” in northern Syria along the
borders with Turkey and Iraq. This pre-
sumably will tie together and support the
remaining rag-tags of allegedly pro-democ-
racy rebels and will fit in with existing and
proposed US bases. The manoeuvre is part
of a broader plan to restructure Syria to
suit the usual crop of neo-con geniuses in
Washington that have slithered their way
back into the White House and National
Security Council, to include renewed
demands that the country’s President
Bashar al-Assad “must go,” reiterated by
Secretary of State Rex Tillerson:

“But let us be clear: The United States will
maintain a military presence in Syria, focused
on ensuring ISIS cannot re-emerge.”

Tillerson also claimed that remaining in
Syria would prevent Iran from “reinforcing”
its position inside Syria and would enable the
eventual ouster of al-Assad, but he has also
denied that Washington was creating a border
force at all, yet another indication of the dys-
function in the White House.

The Syrians have not been asked if they
approve of an arrangement that will be put in
place in their sovereign territory and the Turks
have already bombed targets and sent troops
and allied militias into the Afrin region, also a
US supported Kurdish enclave on the border.
President Recep Tayyip Erdogan has indicated
clearly that Ankara will disrupt any US devised
border arrangement.

And then there is one other little compli-
cation, which is that the United States pres-
ence in Syria is completely illegal both under
international law and under the US govern-
ment’s War Powers Act. Syria is a sovereign
state with a recognised government and there
is no UN or Congressional mandate that per-
mits Washington to station its soldiers, Marines
and airmen within the country’s borders. The
argument that the recent Authorisations to Use
Military Force (AUMF) permitted the activity
because groups linked to Al-Qaeda were active
there and the local government was unable to
expel them is only thinly credible as the US has
also attacked Syrian Army forces and the mili-
tiamen linked to Syria’s ally Iran. That consti-
tutes a war crime.

Trump can under the War Powers Act take
military action to counter an imminent threat,
which was never the case from Syria in any
event, but after 60 days he has to cease or desist
or go to Congress for authorisation up to and
possibly including a declaration of war. The
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military offensive against Syria began under
President Barack Obama and it is far beyond
that two-month window already, so egregious-
ly in violation that some Congressmen are
actually beginning to take notice. Democratic
Senator Tim Kaine of Virginia has demanded
that no military initiatives in Syria be undertak-
en without a Senate vote. He said on Thursday
that:

I am deeply alarmed that yet again, the
Trump administration continues to raise the
risk of unnecessary war, disconnected from
any firm policy objectives and core national
security interests. To be clear, neither the
2001 or 2002 AUMFs provide authority to
target Assad or Iranian proxies in Syria, and
it is unacceptable for this action to be taken
absent a vote and approval of Congress.

The animus against Syria runs deep, to
include questionable claims from generally
hostile sources that al-Assad has deliberately
massacred hundreds of thousands of his own
people as well as dubious assertions about the
use of chemical weapons that led to a US cruise
missile attack on a Syrian airbase in Shayrat. A
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perfect example of how brain dead the western
media is over the issue was provided by last
week’s article by David Brunnstrom of Reuters
on the Tillerson speech, where he wrote,

US forces in Syria have already faced direct
threats from Syrian and Iranian-backed
forces, leading to the shoot-down of Iranian
drones and a Syrian jet last year, as well as to
tensions with Russia.

The uninformed reader would assume that
Americans were the victims of an attack and
aggression by Moscow whereas the reality is
quite different. Iran and Russia are allies of the
legitimate Syrian government that are in the
country by invitation to help in its fight against
groups that everyone acknowledges to be ter-
rorists. The United States is there illegally and
is as often as not using its proxies to fight the
Syrian Army.

Syria-phobia goes back to the George W
Bush Administration in December 2003, when
Congress passed the Syria Accountability Act,
House Resolution 1828. Syria at that time
was already in the cross-hairs of two principal
American so-called allies in the region, Israel
and Saudi Arabia. Both were actively working
to destabilise the regime.

The Syrian Accountability Act does indeed
read at times like the completely bogus indict-
ment of Saddam Hussein that had led to
the invasion of Iraq earlier in 2003. It cites
development of weapons of mass destruc-
tion and missiles, but its main focus is relat-
ed to the alleged support of terrorist groups by
Damascus.

It “Declares the sense of Congress that
the Government of Syria should immediate-
ly and unconditionally halt support for terror-
ism, permanently and openly declare its total
renunciation of all forms of terrorism, and
close all terrorist offices and facilities in Syria,
including the offices of Hamas, Hizballah, the
Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine,
and the Popular Front for the Liberation of
Palestine-General Command.”

One might note that the groups cited by
name are not identified as being a threat to
the United States. Rather, they are organisa-
tions hostile to Israel, which suggests that the
motivation for the bill was the usual dominant
pro-Israeli sentiment in Congress. The bill’s
sponsor was Eliot Engel of New York, a pas-
sionately pro-Israeli legislator.

Be that as it may, the drive to “get” Syria
has remained a constant in American Foreign
Policy to this day. When the US still had an
Embassy in Damascus, in December 2010
President Barack Obama maladroitly sent as
Ambassador Robert Ford.

Ford actively supported the large demon-
strations by anti-regime Syrians inspired by
the Arab Spring who were opposed to the al-
Assad government and he might even have
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openly advocated an armed uprising, a bizarre
interpretation of what Ambassadors are sup-
posed to do in a foreign country. He once stated
absurdly that if the US had armed opponents of
the regime, Al-Qaeda groups would have been
“unable to compete.”

Ford was recalled a year later, after being
pelted by tomatoes and eggs, over concerns
that his remaining in country might not be
safe, but the damage had been done and normal
diplomatic relations between Damascus and
Washington have never been restored.

The desire to bring about regime change
in Damascus gathered considerable steam in
2011. Government efforts to repress the dem-
onstrations that did take place inevitably led
to violence in both directions and the United
States, Saudis and the Gulf States subse-
quently began to arm the rebels and support
the formation of the Free Syrian Army, which
Washington assured the American public
consisted of only good people who wanted
democracy and fundamental rights. To no
one’s surprise many of the fledgling demo-
crats accepted US training and weapons before
defecting to the Al-Qaeda affiliate al-Nusra
Front or to ISIS.

Currently, the reconstruction of Syria is
proceeding. The Syrian Arab Army is wiping
out the last few enclaves controlled by ISIS in
Idlib Province and the so-called Syrian Civil
War will soon be over but for the mopping up.
Many internal refugees have returned to their
homes after the government reasserted con-
trol and also thousands who fled overseas have
reportedly come back.

Note that they are returning to areas where
the al-Assad government is firmly in charge,
perhaps suggesting that, while there were legit-
imate grievances among the Syrian people, the
propaganda insisting that most Syrians were
opposed to the regime was grossly overstated.
There is considerable evidence that Bashar al-
Assad is actually supported by a large majority
of the Syrian people, even among those who
would welcome more democracy, because they
know the alternative to him is chaos.

One would like to think that Syria might
again be Syria but Washington is baying for
blood and clearly would like to see a solution
that involves a fragmentation of the state ena-
bling containment and rollback of Iranian influ-
ence there while also satisfying both its clients
Israel and the Saudis as well as creating a pos-
sible mini-state for the Kurds. The destruc-
tion of Syria and the Syrian people will just be
regarded as collateral damage while building a
new Middle East.

Hopefully the Syrians, backed by Iran,
Russia and China will prevent that from hap-
pening and as the US did not directly engage in
much of the hard fighting that destroyed ISIS,
it has little leverage over what comes next.
globalresearch.ca &
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Lest we forget

Let’s change Australia Day from the
January 26 to the November 11, the end
of World War I as this was the first time
both Aboriginal-Indigenous and White
Australians shed their blood shoulder to
shoulder.

Remembrance Day should be so we can
also remember the treatment given to those
brave Indigenous soldiers on their return to
their native country and their families to this
day.

Allan Hamilton
CPA Western NSW Branch

Justice and a treaty

Friday is January 26, a day that marks 230
years of violence and dispossession against
Aboriginal people.

Australia’s treatment of and policies
towards Aboriginal people are a disgrace.
Aboriginal people are the most impris-
oned people in the world, five times as many
Aboriginal children are being taken than at
the time of the stolen generation report, and
the racist Northern Territory intervention
continues.

Our Greens MP colleague in Victoria,

Lidia Thorpe is a strong advocate for the cam-
paign to change the date and has called for
Aboriginal and Australian flags to be lowered
to half mast.

We think it’s crucial to stand in solidari-
ty with Lidia and all Aboriginal people in the
struggle for justice and treaty.

Jenny, Dawn and David
NSW Greens

Support for train drivers

We’ll be hearing a lot about trade unions
holding the country to ransom because of
the rail strike in NSW. Mind you, when the
government in its wisdom added on 1,500
services with the same number of workers
nobody seemed to mind very much.

The public was not very aware and so the
government thought it would get away with it.
Not quite.

Yes, there will be congestions and
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commuters will have to plan their trips with
more care. But commuters and train driv-
ers have a common interest in safe and reli-
able journeys. We are not idiots — we see what
is happening on the roads with heavy trucks
flying off in sometimes horrific accidents
because of impossible targets tired drivers have
to meet.

We want the same in accident and fatality
numbers on our trains? I don’t think so. I do
use public transport all the time and I whole-
heartedly support the striking workers who
fight for their conditions and our common
safety.

It’s not often that essential services work-
ers go on strike — I am glad they do it for our
sake as well.

Mati English
Sydney

Cult

by
Rob Gow

The bourgeois mass media, faith-
ful to the capitalists who own it,
consistently present an image of
the developed world as one in
which life is so much better than
it used to be: we all have plentiful
“labour saving devices”, multi-
roomed homes, new or near-new
cars and of course a job that pays
for all our needs.

The reality, of course is very dif-
ferent. Signs of poverty and social
distress are everywhere: there are
more people begging in railway
stations; the number of homeless
people sleeping rough on city streets
has grown dramatically; and chari-
ties that used to run TV commercials
urging people to sponsor poverty-
stricken children in Africa now do
the same for the children of the poor
right here in Australia.

Full employment is now some-
thing that hasn’t been seen for dec-
ades; those who are in work have to
cope with increasing casualisation
and job insecurity while prices and
rents inexorably go on rising.

These, of course, are not prob-
lems that concern the capitalist
class. The problems of the poor, no
matter how severe they might be, are
deemed to be their own fault, for not
being sufficiently enterprising. All
that concerns the capitalist ruling
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Homeless people in Los Angeles, California. “How do we justify poverty in a land of abundance?”

The increasing signs of poverty

class is whether their luxurious life-
style might be adversely affected. If
it is likely to be, they will take steps
to protect themselves — and only
themselves. They will happily move
their investments — their sources of
profit — offshore to a lower-wage
country, with scant regard for the
economic turmoil and distress such a
removal must inevitably cause. Any
job losses resulting from their clos-
ing down factories or moving whole
industries to low wage countries are
— in their opinion — neither their fault
nor their concern.

For capitalists, the poor — all the
poor — are undeserving. As filthy-
rich retailer Gerry Harvey expressed
it, “you could go out and give a mil-
lion dollars to a charity tomorrow to
help the homeless. [But] you could
argue that it is just wasted — they are
not putting anything back into the
community.

“It might be a callous way of
putting it but what are they doing?
You are helping a whole heap of no-
hopers to survive for no good reason.
They are just a drag on the whole
community.”

The significant point here is
that Harvey sees the homeless as
“no hopers”; it’s their own fault
they’re homeless. Capitalists and
their hangers-on have the same

attitude towards the unemployed,
the under-employed, the chronically
ill, towards all those whom capital-
ism’s chaotic, crisis-ridden system
has failed.

Punishing the poor for being
poor is a favourite ploy of the capital-
ist class. Late last year, US President
Donald Trump and his Republican
mates were gleefully triumphant as
Congress passed his “Tax Cuts and
Jobs Bill”. The main beneficiaries
of Trump’s tax cuts are big corpora-
tions: the bill cuts the corporate tax
rate from 35% to a piddling 21%, an
enormous gift to his business back-
ers. Naturally, the Republican Party
claim it will “create jobs”, hence the
grossly misleading name of the bill.

But slashing corporate taxes is
not all that Trump and the far-right
of the Republican Party want to do
to get rid of “big government”, the
disparaging term they use to cover
their attacks on welfare, public
health and education, in fact any-
thing not owned by private enterprise
— except of course that extraordinary
and extraordinarily profitable sacred
cow, the military. They want to slash
Medicaid, food stamps and welfare
generally. So, what if people starve
in the richest country on Earth?
They’re just no-hopers, after all.

Black American journalist

Nicholas Powers wrote this month in
US on-line journal Truthout: “How
do we justify poverty in a land of
abundance? The US is the wealthiest
nation in history. The annual federal
budget is nearly $3.5 trillion. ... Yet,
out of 326 million people, 43.1 mil-
lion live in poverty.”

He comments that “needed
programs” like food stamps and
Medicaid “lie on the Republican
chopping block. President Trump
has pushed drug testing for food
stamps and work requirements for
Medicaid.” Republican member of
the House of Reps Paul Ryan “wants
to cut Social Security and Medicare.”

It’s been half a century since
Hollywood regularly turned out
movies aimed at the mass market that
nevertheless took an anti-big busi-
ness position or exposed the machi-
nations of right-wing politicians. Of
course, one result of such films being
made was a counter-attack by the
capitalist establishment in the form
of the McCarthyite witch-hunts and
blacklists. Hollywood never recov-
ered and has never been so bold
again, except for infrequent and iso-
lated individual films or TV shows.

The spokespersons of big busi-
ness, on the other hand, holding
almost all the cards as they do, are
bolder than ever in trying to crush

the poor under foot. They have
revived without apology the race
card and under Trump in particular
they are playing it with a vengeance,
pandering to the ignorance and prej-
udices of their lumpen power base.

Powers observes that the
Republican Party “is led by a busi-
ness elite that does not have a nat-
ural base”. [It does, however, have
a strong class base.] “Since the
1970s, it has allied with Christian
Evangelicals, jingoists and racists
to ride reactionary movements to
power. It fuses our class and racial
hierarchies to cut off interracial,
working-class solidarity. It is kept
going by feeding their voting base
with political ‘red meat’ via Fox
News and other right-wing outlets,
which channel resentment at immi-
grants, the poor and especially the
poor of colour.”

Trump and the Republican Party
pandering to the racism of the far-
right in the US will have far-reach-
ing and long-lasting consequences.
It will take decades to undo the
effects of Trump’s politics of hate.
And it will only be achievable if the
ability to control the Mass media is
taken out of the hands of capitalist
media moguls like the odious Rupert
Murdoch. &
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Film Review by Randy Shannon
All the Money in the World

“If you know the enemy and know
yourself, you need not fear the
result of a hundred battles.” — Sun
Tzu, The Art of War

“The ideas of the ruling class are
in every epoch the ruling ideas, i.c.,
the class which is the ruling material
force of society, is at the same time
its ruling intellectual force.” — Karl
Marx, The German Ideology

Ridley Scott’s new film All the
Money in the World is an important
contribution to the development of a
counter-hegemonic culture, in other
words, a work of art that challeng-
es the dominant culture of the US
oligarchy.

The dominant culture exhibits
numerous objectionable features, for
example, patriarchal rule. Racism,
war, poverty, exploitation, and terror
also add powerful elements to the
culture of capital.

Now I’m not a professional film
critic. I don’t even play one on TV.
I’'m not going to get into the strong
acting, or the rich characterisations
in the screenplay. I won’t men-
tion the subplots and the supporting
roles, and I won’t comment on the
look, feel and style of the film, the
pacing, the setting, the lighting, or
any pertinent biographical and his-
torical background on the fortunes of
the J Paul Getty family.

After that disclaimer, you can
quit reading right now if you want.

But here’s what grabbed me: A//
the Money in the World is an articu-
late depiction of the inhumanity of
the human beings at the top, the One
Percent — or more accurately the 0.1
percent — who control all the wealth

and try to control the path of things
to come. This is a compelling reason
to see this film, to viscerally feel in
your gut what surpasses any abstract
thoughts concerning the evil of our
oligarchs.

All the Money first caught my
attention when director Ridley Scott
announced that he had cut all the
scenes with Kevin Spacey (caught
up in the sexual abuse scandals)
and reshot them with Christopher
Plummer. Actually, Plummer may
have portrayed the billionaire oil
tycoon J Paul Getty more effective-
ly given his advanced age and lower
energy level than Spacey.

The most striking element in
the film is the portrayal of Marx’s
famous critique of capitalist cul-
ture as the “fetishisation of com-
modities.” It means that people in a
capitalist society begin to treat com-
modities as if value is inherent in the
objects themselves, rather than in the
amount of real labour expended to
produce the object.

Getty’s character articulates his
love of things that substitutes for any
feelings for his grandson. While his
grandson’s mother Gail (Michelle
Williams) begs for his help, Getty
gazes lovingly at a Renaissance por-
trait of a mother and child that he is
bargaining to acquire — a vivid defi-
nition of the term “reification,” the
making of a thing out of real live
human relationships. This portrayal
exposes the commodity fetish as the
cultural product of the oligarchs, an
excrescence that poisons the working
class culture of solidarity.

Getty’s thousands of

Christopher Plummer as J. Paul Getty.

acquisitions, it bears stating, form
the heart and substance of the world-
renowned J Paul Getty Museum,
with its two sites in Los Angeles, one
in Malibu (the Getty Villa) and the
other, the Getty Centre, in West LA
off the 405 freeway.

The film goes to the heart of the
commodity fetish as a contradic-
tion of working class, or perhaps I
might say just plain human solidar-
ity. Getty’s 16-year-old grandson J
Paul Getty III (Charlie Plummer, no
relation to Christopher) becomes a
human commodity in 1973 when
he’s kidnapped. The ransom-seek-
ers house and feed him while wait-
ing to sell him, but Getty refuses to
buy. Then they sell him to a wealthy
Mafia crime family who start carv-
ing pieces of the human-commod-
ity Paul, beginning with an ear, to
advance the bargaining.

Although there are demonstra-
tions of empathy and humanity,
which eventually save the boy, the
thriller echoes the history of slav-
ery where millions of human beings
were held captive, forced to labour,
bought and sold on the open market
as objects.

The story of the commodifica-
tion of everything is very contem-
porary. What do we see now coming
out of the White House and Congress
but an attempt to utterly and com-
pletely financialise every aspect of
society, every human bond, every
worthy endeavour? — health care,
education, housing, infrastructure,
national parks, culture, media, faith,
work, love, family.
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People in a capitalist society begin
to treat commodities as if value is
inherent in the objects themselves,
rather than in the amount of real
labour expended to produce

the object.
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PETER FITZSIMONS ON
THE COMING AUSTRALIAN REPUBLIC

* An evening with Peter Fitzsimons

February 8

NUCLEAR THREATS: HOW CLOSE TO MIDNIGHT?
» John Hallam, People for Nuclear Disarmament

* Gemma Romuld, ICAN

February 15

CRISIS IN VENEZUELA:

CHALLENGES FACING THE BOLIVARIAN REVOLUTION
 Coral Wynter, Journalist, Co-author Voices from Venezuela

* Fred Fuentes, Journalist, Co-author Latin America's Turbulent
Transitions

February 22

A COMMON GOOD:

DEMOCRATIC FUTURES FOR PEOPLE AND PLANET
 Tim Hallo, Director of The Green Institute

» Professor Stuart Rees, Council for Justice & Peace, USYD

March 1
THE TOXIC INFLUENCE OF THE ZIONIST LOBBY
+ Cathy Peters, Coalition for Justice & Peace in Palestine (CJPP)

* Peter Slezak, Assoc Prof in Philosophy, Humanities & Languages,
UNSW

March 8

DOES EDUCATION IN AUSTRALIA NEED REFORM?

* Professor Robyn Ewing, Teacher Education and the Arts, USYD

» Dr Rachel Wilson, Snr Lecturer in Research, Methodology, USYD

March 15

FREEDOM THROUGH GUN CONTROLS
OR UNLIMITED FIREARMS?

» Sam Lee, Coordinator, Gun Control Australia
 David Shoebridge, Greens Upper House MP

March 22
WHITE SUPREMACY, WHITE “INNOCENCE”
AND INEQUALITY IN AUSTRALIA

 Alana Lentin, anti-racist critical scholar and lecturer UWS

» Ken Canning, Murri activist and campaigner with Indigenous Social
Justice Association

EASTER BREAK

April 5
DIRECT DEMOCRACY SWISS STYLE:
ARE POLITICAL PARTIES NECESSARY?

* Dr Arthur Chesterfield-Evans, Medical practitioner, peace activist
and former Australian Democrats MP

Every Thursday 6:30 pm

GAELIC CLUB
1/64 Devonshire Street Surry Hills

Joe Nagy 029489 0530
jnagy@froggy.com.au

www.politicsinthepub.org.au
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What Darkest Hour doesn’t

tell you ab

out Churchill

Callum Alexander Scott

The latest Winston Churchill film, Darkest
Hour, is already being tipped for the
Oscars, with Gary Oldman’s portrayal of
Churchill at the helm of speculation.

I can attest, having already seen the film,
that Oldman’s performance is indeed brilliant,
but let us be clear. While it is a great piece of
cinema that, artistically speaking, deserves,
and will almost certainly receive, numerous
awards, it is also a film that glorifies a certifi-
ably vile man.

When watching, we should bear in mind
that Sir Winston Leonard Spencer-Churchill,
the man voted “greatest Briton” by the British
public in 2002, was not just a “terribly incon-
siderate man,” as one of his secretaries once
described him. In fact, she said she’d “never
known anyone who was so inconsiderate.”
He was also a staunch imperialist, a racist
supremacist, and a eugenicist who advocated
the forced sterilisation of the mentally ill, pre-
vention of their marriage, and their internment
in compulsory labour camps.

In December 1910, aged 36, Churchill
wrote to Prime Minister Herbert Asquith warn-
ing of the “unnatural and increasingly rapid
growth of the feeble-minded and insane class-
es” (general terms then used to describe the
mentally ill and impaired).

Their rapid growth, he argued, coupled
with the “steady restriction [of the] thrifty,
energetic, and superior stocks” (folks like him-
self, of course), constituted “a national and race
danger which it is impossible to exaggerate.”

He argued that they should be “sterilised”
or “segregated under proper conditions so that
their curse died with them and was not trans-
mitted to future generations.”

He told Parliament of the need for

compulsory labour camps for “mental defec-
tives” and that for “tramps and wastrels [...]
there ought to be proper labour colonies where
they could be sent for considerable periods and
made to realise their duty to the state.”

As he put it, “100,000 degenerate Britons
should be forcibly sterilised and others put in
labour camps to halt the decline of the British
race.”

Only a decade earlier, at the age of 26,
Churchill had declared his life’s commitment
to the “improvement of the British breed.”

As historian John Charmley, author of
Churchill: The End of Glory: A Political
Biography (1993), wrote, “Churchill saw him-
self and Britain as being the winners in a social
Darwinian hierarchy.”

Indeed, the reality omitted from most
depictions of our “greatest Briton,” includ-
ing from Darkest Hour, is that he was both a
right-wing nationalist and a white supremacist.
It should be no surprise that the far right has
always idolised him, from the British National
Party, English Defence League, and Britain
First to neo-conservatives in the US.

When speaking in 1902 of the “great bar-
baric nations who may at any time arm them-
selves and menace civilized nations,” he
asserted that the “Aryan stock is bound to
triumph.”

In 1937, aged 62, he justified mass geno-
cide of Indigenous peoples on the grounds of
white supremacy, announcing to the Palestinian
Royal Commission: “I do not admit [...] that a
great wrong has been done to the Red Indians
of America or the black people of Australia.

“I do not admit that a wrong has been done
to these people by the fact that a stronger race,
a higher-grade race, a more worldly-wise race,
to put it that way, has come in and taken their
place.”

Of Palestinians themselves he said that
they are just “barbaric hordes who ate little but
camel dung.”

But what of the argument that he was a
product of his time — didn’t everyone think like
that back then?

As historian Richard Toye has shown in
his book, Churchill’s Empire: The World That
Made Him and the World He Made (2010),
they didn’t.

Many of Churchill’s colleagues saw him at
the more extreme end of racist and imperial-
ist ideology, referring to him as a “Victorian”
because of his outdated views.

Prime Minister Stanley Baldwin was
warned by Cabinet colleagues not to appoint
him and his doctor, Lord Moran, said of his
approach to Chinese and Indians: “Winston
thinks only of the colour of their skin.”

It should be no surprise then that he was
vehemently opposed to Indian independence,
declaring that Gandhi “ought to be lain bound
hand and foot at the gates of Delhi, and then
trampled on by an enormous elephant with
the new viceroy seated on its back. Gandhi-
ism and everything it stands for will have to be
[...] crushed.”

He would later remark: “I hate Indians.
They are a beastly people with a beastly
religion.”

It also warrants noting here his advocacy
for the use of chemical weapons to repress
other peoples under Britain’s imperial rule.

When Iraqis and Kurds revolted against
British rule in northern Iraq in 1920, Churchill,
then secretary of state at the War Office, said:
“I do not understand the squeamishness about
the use of gas. I am strongly in favour of using
poison gas against uncivilised tribes. It would
spread a lively terror.”

Of course, you will detect none of this

Gary Oldman as Winston Churchill.

side of Churchill from watching Darkest Hour
because, as usual, he is portrayed as a flawed
but lovable rogue who endeavoured virtuously
to save democracy and the free world from the
jaws of fascism.

The problem with this clichéd narrative,
however, is that, contrary to virtually every
mainstream account, Churchill was in fact
explicitly and openly supportive of fascism
prior to the second world war, notably in Italy.

He wrote lovingly to Mussolini: “What a
man! I have lost my heart! [...] Fascism has
rendered a service to the entire world [...] If I
were Italian, I am sure I would have been with
you entirely.”

As late as 1935, he wrote affectionately of
Hitler: “If our country were defeated, I hope
we should find a champion as indomitable to
restore our courage and lead us back to our
place among the nations.”

Like the US government and much of the
British Establishment at the time, including
the royal family and the intelligence services,
Churchill enthusiastically favoured fascism as
a bulwark against Bolshevism and only became
overtly anti-fascist when German expansionary
ambitions directly threatened the empire.

None of this is an exaggeration. You can,
as is nowadays fashionable to say, “fact-check”
it all. And this is to illustrate but a fraction of
Churchill’s odiousness.

The truth is that, behind the cult-like wor-
ship and glorification of him that plagues the
Anglosphere, manifested in films like Darkest
Hour, Churchill was in reality a horrid man
who, if around today, would most certainly be
ridiculed and reviled by decent-minded folk
for the hideously archaic views he possessed.
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