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Despite all the Coalition government’s 
denials to the contrary, it still plans to pri-
vatise Medicare. With a federal election to 
be called later this year, behind the scenes 
the parasitic private health insurance 
(PHI) industry is gearing up to take over 
Medicare. Privatisation of Medicare was a 
big issue in the 2016 general election and 
is shaping up to be of concern to voters in 
the next.

The Prime Minister is deliberately confus-
ing voters on what is meant by privatisation. 
By limiting the defi nition of “privatisation” to 
selling off Medicare or parts of it, the PM is 
being less than honest.

At present the PHI funds are prohibited 
from providing cover for Medicare items. They 
are pushing hard to get their grubby hands on 
Medicare and Turnbull is a willing partner. The 
governments plans to contract out the Medicare 
payments system to the private sector – in other 
words its privatisation. When those proposals 
were leaked, public pressure and an election 
forced the government to pull its head in for 
the time being.

The PHI industry has undergone a series 
of take overs and mergers. HCF and HBF, both 
not-for-profi t funds, are about to merge. The 
resulting fund hopes to be able to contain pre-
miums using its greater market power to com-
pete with the big for-profi t outfi ts.

It would have around 18.4 percent of the 
market, in third place behind the for-profi t 
BUPA and Medibank Private, both of which 
have around 27 percent. Along with NIB, four 
funds would dominate over 80 percent of the 
industry, giving them a powerful monopoly.

Takeover of Medicare
The Coalition’s policy, a continuation of 

the Howard government’s unfi nished agenda, 
will not only open the way for the private 
health industry (PHI) to move into areas cur-
rently covered by Medicare. It will also nor-
malise co-payments to see the doctor or have 
blood tests, X-rays and other examinations.

The government with the assistance of 
the mass media, is feeding the public with a 
constant barrage of myths about runaway 
costs of Medicare, unaffordability of the 
Pharmaceutical Benefi ts Scheme, the impor-
tance of “price signals” to contain costs, how 
supporting the private system will ease public 
costs and the need to relieve pressure on the 
public hospital system.

All the while it can fi nd billions of dollars 
for corporate tax cuts and an arms race to fi ght 
the US’s dirty wars.

Former Prime Minister Tony Abbott’s 
aborted attempt to introduce a $7 co-payment 
for Medicare services was to be the thin edge 

of the wedge to abolishing bulk billing. The 
$7 would creep up with every budget, just as 
student fees have risen from an initial $250 
“administration fee” to tens of thousands of 
dollars.

We have already seen the cost of prescrip-
tion medications rise with a patient contribu-
tion of up to $39.50 per script and $6.40 for 
commonwealth concession card-holders. This 
is almost double the amount paid 20 years ago.

When Medicare was set up, the Medicare 
rebate to general practitioners was 85 percent 
of the AMA recommended fee. Today it is 
close to half the recommended fee. Successive 
governments, Liberal and Labor have starved 
bulk-billing doctors of income with years of 
frozen rebates.

Many GPs are reluctantly abandoning bulk 
billing just to make their practice viable. In 
other words, the doctors are forced to do the 
dirty work and take the rap for introducing a 
co-payment instead of the government.

This is nothing less than a major step in 
privatisation of our health system as a greater 
percentage of healthcare spending comes from 
the pocket of the patient.

Private health insurance 
con

The Howard government introduced meas-
ures to scare people into taking out private 
health insurance. They were told they could 
have the doctor of their choice, be treated in 
the hospital of their choice, get better quality 
of care and the biggest carrot was no queuing 
on a long waiting list.

There was also an additional “incentive” 
to join before the age of 30 after which there 
would be a loading on premiums if they did 
not. The aim was to attract younger members 
who would be less likely to make claims and 
hence swell profi ts.

Of course, the promises did not always 
live up to expectations. The PHI funds did 
deals with specifi c hospitals or hospital chains. 
If you didn’t use one of these hospitals then 
you might receive a hefty bill of thousands 
of dollars. And if you did choose one of their 
favoured hospitals there was the possibility that 
the surgeon you chose did not practise there.

At the same time, public hospitals are 
being run into the ground with chronic under-
staffi ng and closure of beds, resulting in longer 
queues. Underpaid and overworked staff are 
trying to cope with impossible workloads.

For anyone taking out private cover, the 
system is a nightmare with literally thousands 
of possible policy options ranging from junk 
cover to full cover; from capped to uncapped 
benefi ts; varying policy excesses to be paid by 
the patient; and different premiums.

There are 27 private health insurance 

companies, including a number of indus-
try funds such as the Railway & Transport, 
Teachers, Police, Defence, Doctors, and some 
other small funds linked to corporations. They 
tend to be not-for-profi t mutuals that have 
lower operating costs, higher benefits and 
smaller profi ts. They operate in the interests of 
their members.

Highway robbery
The total paid in premiums to the pri-

vate funds in 2016-17 was more than $23 bil-
lion. Just over $16.6 billion of this was spent 
on hospital cover and $6.5 billion on general 
(extras such as physiotherapy, dental, etc and 
ambulance) cover. The government contribu-
tion through the tax rebate was close to $6.3 
billion.

Thus families, workers and other individu-
als spent a total of $16.7 billion on PHI!

Far from easing the pressure on public hos-
pitals, the private hospital system is draining 
government coffers of $6.3 billion that could 
have been spent on the public hospital system.

These are annual, not one-off payments.
Patients received a total of $19.6 billion 

in benefi ts. According to the Grattan Institute 
only 17 percent of policies had no gaps and a 

quarter of patients had out-of-pocket expenses 
of more than $5,000.

It would be interesting to know the total 
out-of-pocket expenses paid. There are cases of 
people with private cover losing their homes to 
cover bills. (Statistics from APRA)

Nationalised 
health care

The Communist Party of Australia supports 
accessible quality medical and dental treatment 
for all Australians, bulkbilled under Medicare, 
centrally funded through progressive forms of 
taxation and focused on the needs of working 
Australians and their families, the elderly and 
the sick.

It also calls for an end to the privatisation 
of Australia’s health system and, in the mean-
time, an immediate end to the wasteful private 
health insurance rebate which is driving further 
privatisation of Australia’s health system and 
which will lead to rationing of health care for 
those who need it and means-testing of public 
hospitals.

A full policy statement is available on the 
CPA website. Click on Resources and then 
Policies. 
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This Thursday, March 8, is International Women’s Day. It was fi rst celebrated in 
Europe in 1911 after Clara Zetkin, then leader of the Women’s Offi ce of the German 
Social Democratic Party, raised the idea at the 1910 Copenhagen International 
Conference of Working Women. Zetkin later played a leading role in the German 
Communist Party. 

IWD was fi rst celebrated in Australia by the Militant Women’s Movement, a divi-
sion of the Communist Party of Australia, in 1928.

According to the Australian Women’s Council, International Women’s Day is 
intended to celebrate the economic, political and social achievements of women. “It 
is an occasion for looking back on past struggles and accomplishments, and more 
importantly, for looking ahead to the untapped potential and opportunities that await 
future generations of women.”

Writing in 1889 about conditions for Australian women, Louisa Lawson, the indomi-
table fi ghter for women’s rights, asked: “Will it be believed a hundred years hence that 
such a state of affairs existed?” After 129 years, and with enormous struggle, much 
has been achieved. But much, much more remains to be done.

Discrimination in pay levels has been offi cially banned, but cases of underpayment 
still continue, especially where women work on contract. Women still have lower income 
levels. Further, an increasing number of women are now facing homelessness in old age.

Many gains have been won through the militant, organised working class in their 
trade unions – the eight-hour day, sick leave, annual leave, long service leave, work-
ers’ compensation, paid overtime, penalty rates, occupational health and safety laws, 
advances towards pay equity, paid maternity and paternity leave, minimum wage 
rates, the concept of a living wage, permanent full-time employment, trade union 
and other rights. Married women gained the right to permanent employment in the 
public sector, superannuation and unemployment benefi ts. Some of the biggest gains 
were made during the years of communist leadership in the trade union movement. 
Not one was handed to workers on a plate by benevolent employers.

Early childhood education is not regarded as part of the public education system, 
and with the privatised system single parents, mostly women, face high costs for private 
childcare, which are fi nancially crippling for women workers in low-paid jobs.

Australia’s fi rst woman Prime Minister took offi ce in 2009. But her period in that 
position was notable for vicious misogynistic attacks on her character, with one radio 
commentator even suggesting she should be drowned at sea.

Historically, under capitalism women have been treated as chattels belonging to men. 
Fathers gave their daughters away in marriage as property. Discrimination marginalis-
ing women is embedded in the system. Married women were not expected to enter the 
paid workforce and if they did, they were not paid a living wage. A “good” marriage 
was promoted as a vehicle to economic security. The historic Harvester case in 1911 
awarded women 54 percent of the male wage rate. Sexism prevailed in the trade union 
movement for much of the 20th century and has still not been completely eliminated.

Domestic and other violence against women was condoned. Rape was not considered 
a serious crime and it was extremely diffi cult to obtain a conviction. The lack of respect 
for and recognition of women’s rights in all spheres of life contributes to the culture 
of violence towards women.

During the 1970s and ‘80s women made gains towards pay equity and ending sex 
role stereotyping in the workplace and education, in particular under the Whitlam 
Labor government. Childcare, abolition of university fees, the development of TAFE 
and measures to support older women returning to study enabled many women to 
gain a measure of dignity and economic independence.

It was no longer acceptable to overtly discriminate in job advertisements or appoint-
ments or to use women as sex objects in advertising. Some sections of the church were 
changing and the law was also making advances but there was still a long way to go in 
changing a culture that condoned domestic violence. But still women are concentrated 
in lower paid and insecure jobs.

Domestic violence still remains hidden in the home, a taboo that brought shame 
on the victim. Police were instructed not to intervene. And where they did women had 
nowhere to go, no way to escape the perpetrators of violence, no shelter, no safe place.

The number of women trapped in situations of domestic violence, who are physically 
and psychologically brutalised – with two women per week murdered by their current 
or ex-partner – is increasing. Services set up specifi cally for women fl eeing domestic 
violence, in many cases with their children, have been defunded.

Legislation on abortion varies between the states, and the law does not fully recog-
nise a woman’s right to choose. Abortion is still subject to criminal law except in the 
Australian Capital Territory, but even there, exclusion zones may be set at the discretion 
of the ACT Health Minister. The only termination clinic in Tasmania recently closed 
because of a lack of funding and the Hodgman government refused to step in and save it.

Of course, many of the problems that women face are those they share with husbands 
and partners, including the high costs of housing and early childhood education, and 
the over-arching problem of corporate greed.

The Communist Party of Australia calls for:
• Equal pay for work of equal value
• Permanent full or part-time employment with full rights to leave and other 

entitlements
• An end to social security payments based on relationship status, which deny 

women access to an independent income
• The enforcement of anti-discrimination and affi rmative action legislation to 

economically assist Indigenous, migrant and disabled women
• Publicly-funded free childcare
• Paid parental leave
• Legislation to guarantee women the right to abortion, and 
• The elimination of sexual harassment and violence against women.

Discrimination and domestic violence against women shame and demean the nation 
and must be dealt with, but the nation’s political economy is the major problem facing 
both women and men.

The Communist Party declares: “Like men, women should be afforded the real 
value of their labour, and not simply the same wage as the opposite sex ... Capitalism 
cannot provide solutions to the problems that women encounter because the system as 
a whole is driven by the profi t ambitions of private companies.”

And the Party’s policy concludes: “Socialism promotes a balance between women’s 
social contribution through their work, their family life and their individual develop-
ment. Only socialism is capable of restructuring society to achieve this balance.”
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
The success of a revolution depends on the extent to 
which women take part in it.

VI Lenin
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International Women’s Day, as its name suggests, is celebrated around the world. 
It is a day that marks the struggle of women for equality and also for peace and 
socialism. In more recent times IWD as become recognised by social democrat and 
even some conservative forces who seek to hop on the “feminist” bandwagon. These 
force focus on equality, while dropping the class nature of the struggle of women for 
full equality and liberation. The Guardian fights not just for women’s equality with 
men under capitalism but for socialism, which ends the exploitation and oppression 
of both women and men. It expresses it solidarity with working women around the 
world. We hope you can support us. Thank you to those who contributed this week:
NH $100, MM $10, “Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $10
This week’s total: $125 Progressive total: $1,130

IWD: many gains, more to win

Perth celebrates 
IWD, One Billion 
Rising 2018
Vinnie Molina

This week Perth was honoured to welcome 
Monique Wilson, director of One Billion 
Rising, OBR movement. Originally from 
the Philippines, she has been involved in 
performing arts since an early age. She 
launched the OBR dance initiative on 
February 14, 2013 and has taken the world 
by surprise with OBR groups in most 
countries worldwide, including a number 
of cities in Australia.

Monique accepted an invitation by 
Migrante and Gabriela WA to visit Perth on 
March 2-3, 2018. The CFMEU WA hosted the 
event to celebrate International Women’s Day 
on Friday March 2, at the May Holman Room, 
Trades Hall.

Passionate contributions were made to 
an audience from several unions by Monique 
Wilson, Jo-Ann Whalley, NTEU Murdoch 
President; Sandy Taylor of Preventing 
Violence Against Women (PVAW), and 
Meredith Hammat, Secretary of UnionsWA. A 
vibrant discussion on the need to end all types 
of violence against women was followed by an 
OBR dance performed by all present.

It was noted that capitalism is the key 
driver of violence towards women through the 
relationship of power in society. Socialism cre-
ates the conditions to end the power relation-
ship bringing with it an end to violence against 
women and children. As well it eliminates 

the exploitation of working people, bringing 
greater fi nancial security and independence to 
women. Until we have socialism, grassroots 
movements such as OBR and unions are vital 
to alleviate the pandemic violence experienced 
by women globally and their role will continue 
even after revolution until the day all women 
are safe in the streets, workplaces and homes. 
In Australia reports show at least 1 woman is 
killed a week by her partner and this statis-
tic is shamefully growing. Australian women 
also lag behind men in the salaries they are 
paid, with a gender gap of 25 percent in some 
parts of the country. Unions continue their 
campaign to close the gender pay gap and are 
demanding domestic violence leave in indus-
trial agreements.

We honour women pioneers in the wom-
en’s liberation movement, such as Clara 
Zetkin who said: “When the men kill, it is up 
to us women to fi ght for the preservation of 
life”. And Alexandra Kollontai who fought 
for the liberation of working men and women 
added: “It is only in revolutionary struggle 
against the capitalists of every country, and 
only in union with the working women and 
men of the whole world, that we will achieve 
a new and brighter future – the socialist broth-
erhood of the workers”.

The event was chaired by Elly Hulm, 
Secretary of the CPA Perth branch, and sup-
ported by the Community Union Defence 
League, CUDL WA. 
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Richard Titelius

The Western Australian branch of 
the Communist Party of Australia 
held its fi rst Politics in the Pub 
for 2018 on the topic of the 170th 
anniversary of the publication of 
the Communist Manifesto writ-
ten by Karl Marx and Friedrich 
Engels. The book was fi rst pub-
lished in February 1848 and since 
then the spectre of Marx has been 
haunting not only Europe but the 
entire globe.

The first speaker was Dr 
Christopher Crouch a former profes-
sor in cultural history who, drawing 
from the Manifesto of the Communist 
Party, said that the advent of capi-
talism in the late 18th and 19th cen-
turies swept away traditional social 
relations and replaced them with 
relations that saw humans and nature 
generally as means to an economic 
end – as things to be exploited rather 
than as ends in themselves.

Consumer items were made for 
exchange and profi t by the capital-
ist system to be used, as Marx and 
Engels said, as capitalism’s “artil-
lery”. In a consumer culture, the 
appropriation of such weapons/com-
modities can also become manifes-
tations of alienation. The capitalist 
mode of production created two 
classes which existed in antagonism 
to each other – the ruling class or 
bourgeoisie and the working class or 
proletariat.

Whereas in previous societal 
orders there was more or less a place 
for everyone, under the capitalist 
system, “If you are unable to sell 
your labour you are excluded from 
the system.” This resulted in tradi-
tional relations being swept away by 
capitalism and workers becoming 
alienated from the work which had 
traditionally had given them mean-
ing and the means to live.

Marx and Engels in the 
Communist Manifesto proposed a 
list of ten introductory demands to 

address these circumstances, which 
included a heavy progressive or 
graduated income tax, abolition of 
all rights of inheritance, centrali-
sation of credit in the hands of the 
state, centralisation of the means of 
communication and transport in the 
hands of the state, factories and agri-
cultural production owned by the 
state and subject to long term plan-
ning, obligation of all to labour (and 
the abolition of child labour) and the 
establishment of industrial and agri-
cultural armies and free and public 
education for all children.

Many of these demands have 
been met at various times in our 
history since 1848 and in various 
places, but as Crouch reminded the 
audience in central Perth, none of 
this has been given freely by the 
capitalist class but achieved through 
struggle. With the crisis tendency 
of capital, the capitalist is always 
trying to erode or claw back these 
hard-won concessions and con-
ditions in order to maintain and 
increase profi ts.

Crouch said the current state of 
the world economy, which includes 
Australia, demonstrates the ongoing 
relevance of Marx’s ideas, especially 
the notion of capitalism being prone 
to crisis unless it is able to constant-
ly expand its profi ts and its markets. 
However, in the fi nite world we live 
in Marx foresaw that capitalism 
would begin to tear at the natural 
world and humanity.

The second speaker was a senior 
legal officer at the Construction, 
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union 
(WA), Kevin Sneddon, who sug-
gested that the legacy of Marx and 
Engels had been undermined by the 
pursuit of dogma by its adherents 
rather than a practical application 
of their ideas of improving the lot 

of man. Sneddon also believed that 
Marx had overestimated the abil-
ity of the working class to achieve 
the consciousness of their histori-
cal role and this was not helped in 
many countries including Australia 
where the left split into many fac-
tions which dissipated energy from 
the struggle against the class enemy.

Sneddon, who hails from 
Scotland, noted that at least those 
in the British Isles understood what 
class was, whereas in Australia with 
its myth of mateship and egalitarian-
ism the working class was distracted 
from their historical role – though 
the struggle at the Eureka Stockade 
at Ballarat in December 1854 dem-
onstrated that Australian workers 
were capable of being organised and 
resisting the demands of the ruling 
class.

The third speaker was Vlad 
Bychkov of the Murdoch University 
Communist and Socialist Club who 
began his talk by stating, “Young 
people are often misinformed about 
the politics of the world.” This 
resulted in many young people 
having bourgeois concepts of what 
socialism is rather than being edu-
cated in the real tenets of socialist 
principles from foundational texts.

This problem, said Bychkov, 
comes in part from the structural 
problems with social media which 
has been captured by capitalism. 
There is also a liminal relationship 
between the world and the individ-
ual who uses social media which 
increased the isolation and aliena-
tion experienced by people rather 
than decreased it. Therefore, con-
cluded Bychkov, “It is important to 
re-establish the fundamental form 
of human relationships which was 
the collective, of which the form 
of Politics in the Pub was a prime 
example”.

The speakers were followed by 
an extensive Q&A chaired by com-
rade Elizabeth Hulm in which the 
many young people in the forum 
were able to ask questions and 
express ideas about how the capital-
ist world was pressing on their world 
today. 

The WA Branch of the 
Communist Party of Australia is 
planning further Politics in the Pub 
for the remainder of the year, with 
the next being on Thursday March 
22, 6pm at 43 Below in Barrack 
Street Perth –subject, the Right to 
Strike. 
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The whole of Australia’s river system is 
threatened.

After decades of abuse the land and the 
river that nourishes are signalling yet anoth-
er warning. Water theft is perpetrated with 
impunity. The blue-green algae that periodi-
cally spreads over Australia’s river system 
sets some alarm bells ringing in government 
offi ces.

The algae is an effect, the result of phos-
phorous and nitrogen contamination from fer-
tiliser. The cause runs much deeper.

If you travel through the rich black soil 
plains of north-west NSW the most noticeable 
thing about the landscape is that it is almost 
completely cleared of bush. Sometimes only a 
few trees can be seen to the horizon, with this 
bareness emphasised in times of drought.

Cotton growing is a glaring example of 
the connections that tie rural communities, 
rural workers and the use and abuse of the 
environment.

Excess water usage, mainly by cotton 
growers, has had a devastating effect on the 
inland river systems and has worsened the 
bad drought conditions in much of NSW and 
Queensland.

On February 5, the Murray-Darling 
Declaration was signed by 12 leading experts 
on the Basin.

The Declaration is about how to fi x what 
is going wrong in the Murray-Darling Basin. 
The signatories emphasise that the statement 
is not about politics or playing the “blame 
game”. They have come together to make the 
Declaration to highlight their real concerns 
and to offer solutions and make clear there is 
no time to waste. The Basin remains in a poor 
state. While there have been improvements in 
specifi c sites, these have not resulted in meas-
urable improvements in key environmental 
indicators on a basin scale.

As of February 2018, some $4 billion has 
been spent on water recovery infrastructure 
projects, but for many of these projects there is 
no scientifi c evidence that they have actually 
increased net stream fl ows, which was a key 
goal of water reform. Despite allocating half a 
billion dollars in 2007 to upgrade water meters 
in the Basin, as much as 75 percent of all sur-
face water diversions in the northern part of the 
Basin may still not have water meters.

Many aspects of water reform need to 
change, but three steps are necessary to fully 
deliver on the key objects of the Water Act 
(2007).

These are:
1. Stop any further expenditures on subsidies 

or grants for irrigation infrastructure in 
the Basin until there is an independent, 
scientifi c and economic audit of what $4 
billion delivered in volumes of water and 
outcomes;

2. Audit all Basin water recovery and 
planned Sustainable Diversion Limit 
(SDL) Adjustments including details 
of environmental water recovered, 

expenditures and actual environmental 
outcomes, especially in terms of stream 
fl ows at all special environmental assets, 
including the Murray Mouth and;

3. Establish an independent and expert, 
scientifi c advisory body to monitor, 
measure and to guide all governments 
to ensure the full achievement of key 
objects of the Water Act (2007), namely, 
(a) to ensure the return to environmentally 
sustainable levels of extraction for water 
resources that are over-allocated or 
overused; and (b) to protect, restore and 
provide for the ecological values and 
ecosystem services of the Murray-Darling 
Basin.
“There is no time to waste for the Basin, 

its rivers, environments, traditional owners and 
communities. Our Declaration makes it clear 
what must be done.”

The Declaration
We, the undersigned, call for:
One: A halt to all publicly-funded water 

recovery associated with irrigation infrastruc-
ture subsidies/grants in the Murray-Darling 
Basin, until a comprehensive and independent 
audit of Basin water recovery is published;

Two: A publicly available, comprehensive 
and independent economic and scientifi c audit 
of all completed Basin water recovery and a 
full scientifi c review of planned Sustainable 
Diversion Limit Adjustments including details 
of environmental water recovered, expendi-
tures and actual environmental outcomes (to 
date and projected), especially the effects on 
Basin stream fl ows, including at the Murray 
Mouth, and on fl oodplain inundation; and

Three: An adequately funded, expert, sci-
entifi c and independent body to monitor, meas-
ure and give advice about delivery of the Water 
Act (2007) including: spatial and temporal 
hydrological and environmental changes in the 
Basin; comprehensive economic and scientifi c 
audits of the costs, benefi ts and outcomes of 
the Basin Plan and water recovery; river-scale 
assessments of effectiveness of measured water 
use from rivers and on fl oodplains; and evalu-
ations of the adequacy of State river manage-
ment and regulation to fully deliver the Water 
Act (2007).

Unless the Australian and State govern-
ments fully deliver on the key objects of the 
Water Act (2007), the Basin’s aquatic envi-
ronments will remain impaired and billions of 
public money risks being spent without leading 
to the long-term sustainability of either irriga-
tion or the environment and the support needed 
for key social-cultural values.

What is 
the Basin Plan?

The Murray-Darling Basin drains one-sev-
enth of the Australian continent, and represents 
one-third of its agricultural production.

It is home to more than two million people 
and 16 Ramsar-listed wetlands.

It is more than 2,500 kilometres long, on 
one of the driest continents in the world.

Trying to balance all of those sometimes-
competing priorities makes Murray-Darling 
water sharing one of the most divisive and 
complicated policy issues in the country.

That was brought into sharp focus during 
the Millennium drought (which ran approxi-
mately from 2002-2009), leading to the pas-
sage of the Howard government’s Water Act 
in 2007. 

That committed $10 billion towards a dec-
ade-long effort to reach a national agreement 
on water use in the Murray-Darling, to redress 
the over-allocation of water licences and to 
return water to the environment.

The 2012 Murray-Darling Basin Plan was 
the result of that long and painful process.

Broadly speaking, it plans to remove 2,750 
gigalitres of water from irrigated agriculture, 
and return that to the river system.

As of the end of June 2017, a little over 
2,080 gigalitres had been recovered through 
a mix of government purchases of water 
licences and taxpayer-funded infrastructure 
improvements.

In return for making their farms more 
water-effi cient, farmers surrender the water 
they save to the Commonwealth.

The head of the Murray-Darling Basin 

Authority (MDBA) has said the historic agree-
ment to protect Australia’s iconic river system 
for the environment and agriculture is in 
danger of collapse.

Key points:
• MDBA chief concerned NSW and Victorian 

governments will walk away from plan
• ALP announced it would support Greens’ 

bid to block a cut in the amount of water 
being returned to northern basin

• MDBA said cut would save 200 jobs in 
irrigation-dependent communities in NSW 
and Queensland

• MDBA chief executive Phillip Glyde told 
the ABC he was concerned the New South 
Wales and Victorian governments might act 
on their threats to potentially walk away 
from the Murray-Darling Basin Plan.

“It’s certainly under a lot of pressure at the 
moment,” he said.

“If it [the plan] does collapse, we go back 
to circumstances before 2012 where vari-
ous state governments use water as they may 
wish, but it doesn’t look after the basin as a 
whole.

“It would undermine the food bowl of 
the nation, undermine us having a sustainable 
basin that is environmentally sound.”
See murraydeclaration.org for signatories. 

Murray-Darling

No time to waste

Winter Olympics thaw
IPAN calls on the Australian Foreign Minister to publicly sup-
port the ROK and DROK engaging in joint talks to end the 
crisis.

Speaking on behalf of the Independent and Peaceful Australia 
Network, Dr Alison Broinowski, welcomed the more positive 
atmosphere between South and North Korea following the joint par-
ticipation by athletes from both countries in the Winter Olympics.

“Direct talks between the leaders of South and North Korea pro-
vides the only hope to counteract the perils of the current stand-off 
over the North’s nuclear weapons development.

“This initiative creates an opportunity to calm relations between 
South and North, and to set the stage for a resumption of the Six-
Party negotiations involving both Koreas, Japan, USA, China and 
Russia. It also restores to the South a direct role in working towards 
peace in the Korean peninsula”.

IPAN asks the Australian government to support these moves 
and to add its weight to a resumption of the negotiation process.

“The Australian government has the opportunity to remind its 

ally the USA, that Australians want to see a peaceful resolution to 
the confl ict over nuclear weapons development, leading to a com-
prehensive outcome that takes into account the concerns of all 
involved,” said Dr Broinowski.

“Australia should make it clear that it will not be part of aggres-
sive moves by the USA or the UN Security Council to impose fur-
ther sanctions on North Korea. It would also help if the planned 
military exercises in the region by the USA and allies were suspend-
ed and Australia should take no part in such exercises. Otherwise the 
opening created between South and North Korea will be lost”.

IPAN believes that a war to force North Korea to denuclearise 
its defences would be disastrous for the region and the world. All 
efforts should be focused on diplomacy and dialogue and reducing 
tensions in the region.

“It makes no sense to start a war, which the US is talking up, 
which could turn into a nuclear exchange, to ostensibly prevent one 
party achieving nuclear capability,” said Dr Broinowski. 
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Professor Jenny Hocking is 
Gough Whitlam’s biographer. The 
Dismissal Dossier: Everything You 
Were Never Meant to Know About 
November 1975 – The Palace 
Connection has just been pub-
lished by Melbourne University 
Press.

The recent revelation of British 
involvement in the dismissal of the 
Whitlam government, demolish-
es some long-standing historical 
“truths”, notably that Buckingham 
Palace was in any way involved. 
Despite repeated public and parlia-
mentary denials, it is now clear that 
British authorities pressed Kerr in 
person and through intermediaries 
on his “duty” to protect the Queen, 
in a staggering breach of Australian 
sovereignty.

The dismissal of the Whitlam 
government by the Governor-
General, Sir John Kerr, on 11 
November 1975 was the culmina-
tion of months of political sub-
terfuge, planned in secrecy and 
executed in deception. It created a 
deeply polarised history, marked as 
much by myth as fact, and rent by 
the same divisions as the dismiss-
al itself. In the 42 years since, even 
its most basic facts that were once 
considered settled, have proved to 
be false.

Kerr always claimed that he 
acted alone, that the Palace did 
not know, that the Leader of the 
Opposition Malcolm Fraser did not 
know, that this was a solo act taken 
in solitude. As he wrote in his mem-
oirs: “I made up my mind on my own 
part”. Kerr’s own archival papers 
have shown that this was simply 
untrue. In the months before the dis-
missal. Kerr confi ded in members 
of the High Court, legal academics, 
the Opposition and Prince Charles, 
drawing them into his thinking and 
planning, and creating a web of sup-
port for his action at the most senior 
levels.

In the decades since, the central 
pillars of the accepted history of the 
dismissal have crumbled and a dif-
ferent story, of collusion, deception 
and artifi ce, has emerged. It is now 
known that Kerr and Fraser were in 
secret communication in the weeks 
before the dismissal; that Kerr con-
ferred for several months with the 

then High Court justice, Sir Anthony 
Mason, about his powers and that 
Mason drafted a letter of dismiss-
al for Kerr; and we know that Kerr 
attended secret “tutorials” with 
senior legal academics at the ANU 
months before the dismissal, at 
which the theme for discussion was 
the Governor-General’s discretion-
ary powers, in particular the power 
to dismiss a government.

Kerr’s 1980 journal in his 
archives revealed that he told both 
Prince Charles and the Queen’s pri-
vate secretary, Sir Martin Charteris, 
in September 1975 that he was 
considering dismissing Whitlam. 
Charteris then wrote to Kerr about 
this prospect and Kerr noted in his 
papers, “Charteris’ advice to me on 
dismissal”.

This communication between 
Charles, the Queen’s private sec-
retary and the Governor-General, 

is politically and constitutional-
ly shocking. It reveals the Palace 
to be in deep intrigue with Kerr in 
the weeks before the dismissal – 
unknown of course to the Prime 
Minister, Gough Whitlam. It was to 
Kerr, a royal green light for contin-
ued deception of the Prime Minister 
– after all, the Palace was doing just 
that – and for the dismissal of the 
government.

With these documents from 
Kerr’s archives, first revealed in 
Gough Whitlam: His Time and on 
the record now for fi ve years, specu-
lation that the Palace was involved 
in the dismissal could no longer 
be rejected. Nevertheless, an ever-
diminishing coterie – a mix of 
NewsCorp recidivists, Kerr protec-
tors and monarchists, continue to 
deny as mere “conspiracy” what is 
now undeniable – that the Queen 
and the Palace were involved in the 
dismissal.

The fi les of the British Foreign 
and Commonwealth Offi ce (FCO). 
detailed in the latest edition of The 
Dismissal Dossier: The Palace 
Connection – Everything You 
Were Never Meant to Know About 
November 1975, contain extraor-
dinary evidence of further British 
involvement, in the name of the 
Queen, in the Australian elec-
toral process itself. The FCO and 
the British High Commission in 
Canberra discussed their intervention 
in Australian politics in the weeks 
before the dismissal. That they can 
intervene is never doubted in these 
discussions, the only question raised 
was one of timing:

“Any intervention by us (in 
effect in Australian domestic poli-
tics) could have serious implications 
and both the nature and the timing 
thereof would need very careful con-
sideration. Mr Whitlam, if he heard 
of it would inevitably suspect the 
UK’s involvement. We should do 
nothing for the time being, except 

to continue to watch developments 
carefully”.

By late October 1975, as 
Whitlam moved to end the crisis 
over supply in the Senate by calling 
the half-Senate election which was 
due at that time, the FCO discussed 
a more specifi c intervention – “the 
question of our possible involvement 
in the half-Senate election”.

British intervention
It is impossible to overstate the 

signifi cance of these words, as with 
them the FCO had entered into the 
manifestly improper domain of 
British intervention in Australian 
politics, specifi cally in the half-Sen-
ate election.

Let us just consider the enormity 
of what is being proposed here. This 
is not mere contemplation of British 
involvement in an Australian politi-
cal matter of mutual national inter-
est, this is the British Foreign and 
Commonwealth Office discussing 
British intervention in the Australian 
electoral process, specifi cally in the 
half-Senate election, which they 
knew that Whitlam was intending to 
call if supply was not passed since 
it had been unanimously approved 
as the government’s end-point to the 
crisis from the outset.

On the day that supply was 
blocked in the Senate, the most 
senior bureaucrat in the FCO, the 
Permanent Under-Secretary (des-
ignate). Sir Michael Palliser, vis-
ited Kerr and confi rmed that “the 
Governor-General could be relied 
upon” to protect the Queen in any 
action he might take in relation to 
the supply crisis. Palliser sought and 
received, from Kerr and Sir Roden 
Cutler, “comforting confi rmation” 
that, “Sir John Kerr could be relied 
upon” to protect the Queen.

This interest in protecting the 
Queen, whether from receiving con-
flicting advice or from becoming 
involved, is entirely and essentially 

a British interest. It has no place 
in, and should have played no role 
in, any decision by the Governor-
General of Australia. Yet there is no 
doubt that it did. Kerr later wrote 
that, in dismissing Whitlam, he had 
met “his duty to the Monarch” by 
ensuring that she had “not become 
involved in our crisis”. Kerr also 
told the British High Commissioner, 
just weeks after the dismissal that 
“a factor which weighed very heav-
ily on his mind had been the need to 
protect the Queen” – what “need to 
protect the Queen”?

The Governor-General of 
Australia has no duty “to protect the 
Queen”. The Governor-General’s 
Oath of Offi ce states that they will 
“do right to all manner of people 
after the laws and usages of the 
Commonwealth of Australia” – in 
which a “duty to the Queen” does 
not feature. The essence of a con-
stitutional monarchy is that the 
Governor-General acts on the advice 
of the Prime Minister, not on the 
advice of or to protect the interests 
of the former colonial power. It is 
an unforgiveable breach of our inde-
pendence and our national sovereign-
ty that British authorities approached 
the Governor-General at this critical 
time in our history – in pursuit of 
their duty, not ours, “to protect the 
Queen”.

What this remnant expression 
of colonial power reflects is the 
fundamental incompatibility at the 
heart of Australia as a constitution-
al monarchy – between independ-
ent democratic government and an 
unarticulated residual power of the 
Crown. The disjuncture this inter-
vention reveals, between protecting 
British self-interest and upholding 
Australian constitutional govern-
ment, can never be resolved until 
Australia becomes a fully independ-
ent republic – with an Australian 
head of state. It’s time.
The Beacon 

Australia

Kerr confi ded in members of the High Court, legal academics, the Opposition and Prince Charles, drawing them into his thinking and planning, and creating a 

web of support for his action at the most senior levels.

“Royal green light”
The Palace, The Governor-General and 
The Dismissal of the Whitlam Government

Politics in the Pub Perth

The Right to Strike
6:00pm - 8:00pm Thursday March 22

43 Below Bar and Restaurant 
43 Barrack St corner Hay St Mall CBD (Opposite the Perth Town Hall)

In violation of workers’ fundamental right to withdraw their labour and the 
International Labour Organization's recognition of the right to strike as a fundamental 

human right, Australian laws make it illegal and onerous for Australian workers to 
strike. Come listen to our speakers on this crucially important issue and participate in 

the discussion as to how workers can win back this right.

Chaired by the CPA. Speakers from Trade Unions and the Community to be confi rmed.

Free public event
Food and drink available at pub prices

For more info: 0419 812 872
https://www.facebook.com/events/138994056917883
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James Petras

The US empire spans the globe; it expands 
and contracts, according to its ability to 
secure strategic assets, willing and able to 
further military and economic power to 
counter emerging adversaries.

The map of empire is a shorthand meas-
ure of the vectors, reach and durability of 
global power and wealth. The map of empire 
is changing – adding and subtracting assets 
and liabilities, according to the successes and 
retreats of domestic and overseas power cen-
tres. While the US empire has been engaged in 
intense confl icts in the Middle East, the impe-
rial map has been enlarged elsewhere at lower 
cost and greater success.

Enlarging the Empire
The US empire has substantially increased 

its scope and presence in several regions, 
especially in Latin America. The additions 
and enlargements include Argentina, Brazil, 
Colombia, Mexico, Central America, Peru 
and the Caribbean. The most important asset 
redrawing the empire in Latin America is 
Argentina. The US has gained military, eco-
nomic and political advantages. In the case of 
Argentina , political and economic advances 
preceded military expansion.

The US provided ideological and politi-
cal support to secure the election of its client 
Mauricio Macri. The new Argentine President 
immediately transferred over US$5 billion dol-
lars to the notorious Wall Street Vulture specu-
lator, Paul Singer, and proceeded to open the 
fl oodgates for a lucrative multi-billion dollar 
fl ow of fi nancial capital. President Macri then 
followed up by inviting the Pentagon and 
US intelligence services to establish military 
bases, spy stations and training operations 
along its borders. Equally important, Argentina 
embraced the US directives designed to over-
throw the government of Venezuela, under-
mine Bolivia’s nationalist government under 
Evo Morales and pursue a policy of US-centred 
regional integration.

Client without a patron
While Argentina is a useful political and 

military addition to the US empire, it lacks 
access to the US market – it still depends on 
China – and has failed to secure a strategic 
trade agreement with the European Union. 
Washington has enlarged its military presence 
with a one-legged client.

Colombia and Mexico, long time US 
client states, have provided springboards for 
enlarging US infl uence in Central America, the 
Andean region and the Caribbean. In the case 
of Colombia, the US has fi nanced its war of 
extermination against anti-imperialist insur-
gents and their peasant and working class sup-
porters and secured seven military bases as 
launch pad for Washington’s destabilisation 
campaign against Venezuela.

Mexico has served a multitude of military 
and economic functions – from billion-dollar 
manufacturing platforms to multi-billion dollar 
laundering of narco-profi ts to US banks.

Brazil is the new addition to the empire 
with the ousting and arrest of the leaders of 
the Workers Party. The shift in political and 
economic power has enhanced US infl uence 
through its leverage over the wealthiest country 
in the continent. In sum, the US has enlarged 
imperial infl uence and control via its acquisi-
tion of Latin America. There is one caveat: At 
least in the cases of Brazil and Argentina, the 
US advance is tentative and subject to revers-
al, as it lacks fi rm economic and political 
foundations.

If Latin America refl ects an enlargement 
and upsurge of US imperial infl uence, the rest 
of the global map is mostly negative or at best 
contradictory.

The empire-building mission has failed to 
gain ground in Northeast Asia, the Middle East 
and North Africa. In Europe, the US retains 
infl uence but it appears to face obstacles to 
enlarging its presence.

The key to the enlargement or decline of 
empire revolves around the performance of the 
US domestic economy.

Imperial decline: China
The determination of the US in remapping 

the global empire is most evident in Asia. The 
most notable shift in US political and econom-
ic relations in the region has taken place with 
China’s displacement of the US as the domi-
nant investment, trading infrastructure building 
and lending country in the region. Moreover, 
China has increased its role as the leading 
exporter to the US, accumulating trade surplus-
es of hundreds of billions of dollars each year. 
In 2017, China’s trade surplus reached US$375 
billion dollars.

Against the relative economic decline of 
the US, Washington has compensated by wid-
ening the scope of its maritime-military pres-
ence in the South China Sea, and increased its 
air and ground forces in South Korea, Japan, 
Australia, the Philippines and Guam. As to 
how the bolstering of the US military pres-
ence affects the US “re-mapping” of its impe-
rial presence, it depends on the dynamics 
of the US domestic economy and its ability 
to retains its existing principal military cli-
ents – South Korea, Japan, Australia and the 
Philippines.

Recent evidence suggest that South Korea 
shows signs of slipping outside of the US eco-
nomic and military orbit. Seoul has trade issues 
with the US “protectionist agenda” and oppor-
tunities to expand its trading links with China. 
Equally important, South Korea has moved 
toward reconciliation with North Korea, and 
downgraded the US military escalation. As 
goes South Korea, so goes the US military 
power base in northern Asia.

The US military strategy is premised on 
sustaining and expanding its client network. 
However, its protectionist policies led to the 
rejection of a multilateral trade agreement, 
which erodes its economic ties with existing or 
potential military partners. In contrast to Latin 
America, the US remaking of the imperial map 
has led to economic shrinkage and military 
isolation in Asia. US military escalation has 
poured even more deadly strategic US arms 
into the region, but failed to intimidate or iso-
late China or North Korea.

Re-mapping the Middle East
The US has spent several trillion dollars 

over the past two decades in the Middle East, 
North Africa and West Asia. US intervention 
from Libya and Southern Sudan, Somalia, 
across to Syria, Palestine, Iraq, Iran and 
Afghanistan has resulted in enormous costs 
and dubious advances. The results are meagre 
except in terms of suffering. The US has spread 
chaos and destruction throughout Libya and 
Syria, but failed to incorporate either into an 
enlarged empire. The Middle East wars, initi-
ated at the behest of Israel, have rewarded Tel 
Aviv with a sense of invulnerability and a thirst 
for more, while multiplying and unifying US 
adversaries.

Empires are not effectively enlarged 
through alliances with armed tribal, sectarian 
and separatist organisations. Empires, allied 
with disparate, fractured and self-aggrandising 

entities do not expand or strengthen their 
global powers.

The US has waged war against Libya 
and lost the political leverage and econom-
ic resources it enjoyed during the Gaddafi  
regime. It intervened in Somalia, South Sudan 
and Syria, and has gained enclaves of war-
ring self-serving “separatists” and subsidised 
mercenaries. Afghanistan, the US’ longest war 
in history, is an unmitigated military disaster. 
After 17 years of warfare and occupation, the 
US is holed up in the walled enclaves of the 
capital, Kabul. Meanwhile, the puppet regime 
feeds on multi-billion dollar monthly subsidies.

Iraq is a “shared” imperial outpost – the 
result of 15 years of military intervention. 
Kurdish clients, Sunni-Saudi warlords, Shia 
militia, Baghdad kleptocrats and US contrac-
tor-mercenaries all compete for control and a 
larger piece of the pillage. Every square metre 
of contested “terrain” has cost the US fi ve hun-
dred million dollars and scores of casualties.

Iran remains forever under threat, but 
retains its independence outside of the 
US-Saudi-Israeli orbit. The US geo-political 
map has been reduced to dubious alliance with 
Saudi Arabia and its micro-clients among the 
Emirate statelets – which are constantly fi ght-
ing among themselves – as well as Israel, the 
“client” that openly revels in leading its patron 
by the nose!

Compared to the period before the turn 
of the millennium, the US imperial map has 
shrunk and faces further retrenchment.

The US-NATO-EU map
Russia has reduced and challenged the US 

pursuit of a unipolar global empire following 
the recovery of its sovereignty and economic 
growth after the disaster of the 1990s. With the 
ascent of President Putin, the US-EU empire 
lost their biggest and most lucrative client and 
source of naked pillage.

Nevertheless, the US retains its political 
clients in the Baltic, the Balkans and Eastern 
and Central European regimes. However, 
these clients are unruly and often eager to con-
front a nuclear-armed Russia, confi dent that 
the US-NATO will intervene, in spite of the 
probability of being vaporised in a nuclear 
Armageddon.

Washington’s efforts to recapture and 
return Russia to vassalage have failed. Out 
of frustration Washington has resorted to a 
growing series of failed provocations and con-
fl icts between the US and the EU, within the 
US between Trump and the Democrats; and 
among the warlords controlling the Trump 
cabinet.

Germany has continued lucrative trade ties 
with Russia despite US sanctions, underscoring 
the decline of US power to dictate policy to the 
European Union. The Democratic Party and the 
ultra-militaristic Clinton faction remains path-
ologically nostalgic for a return to the 1990s 
Golden Age of Pillage (before Putin). Clinton’s 
faction is fi xated on the revanchist politics. As 
a result, they vigorously fought against can-
didate Donald Trump’s campaign promises 
to pursue a new realistic understanding with 
Russia.

Russia-gate
The Russia-gate Investigation is not merely 

a domestic electoral squabble led by hysterical 
“liberals”. What is a stake is nothing less than a 
profound confl ict over the remaking of the US 
global map. Trump recognised and accepted 
the re-emergence of Russia as a global power 
to be “contained”, while the Democrats cam-
paigned to roll-back reality, overthrow Putin 
and return to the robber baron orgies of the 
Clinton years. As a result of this ongoing stra-
tegic confl ict, Washington is unable to develop 
a coherent global strategy, which in turn has 
further weakened US infl uence in the EU in 
Europe and elsewhere.

Nevertheless, the intense Democratic 
onslaught against Trump’s initial foreign policy 
pronouncements regarding Russia succeeded in 
destroying his “pivot to realism” and facilitated 
the rise of a fanatical militaristic faction within 
his cabinet, which have intensifi ed the anti-
Russia policies of the Clintonite Democrats. 
In less than a year, all of Trump’s realist advis-
ers and cabinet members have been purged and 
replaced by militarists.

Their hard core confrontational anti-Rus-
sia policy has become the platform for launch-
ing a global military strategy based on vast 
increases in military spending, demands that 

Mapping Trump’s Empire

Against the relative economic 
decline of the US, Washington has 
compensated by widening the scope 
of its maritime-military presence.
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John Wojcik

This past week the web of lies and crimes 
spun by the White House got more tangled 
and impossible to unravel than ever, as 
several major scandals played out on the 
national television news networks.

With the number of Mueller indictments 
having just grown to over 80 charges against 
19 individuals associated with Trump and with 
four top Trump aides having already plead 
guilty to crimes including conspiracy against 
the United States, it was revealed that Jared 
Kushner, the President’s son-in-law, has used 
his job in the White House to put himself in 
a position where he could rake in many mil-
lions in foreign loans to get his family out of 
billions in debt.

While everyone knew that Kushner 
was losing his top security clearance, the 
Washington Post went further with a bombshell 
report that four countries, at a minimum, have 
discussed ways they can manipulate Kushner 
by taking advantage of his debt. He owes 
US$1.2 billion on one property in New York 
alone. US intelligence agencies have apparent-
ly heard offi cials of the United Arab Emirates, 
China, Israel, and Mexico discussing the matter 
with one another. Chinese offi cials were heard 
talking about Kushner’s desire for a US$200 
million loan from that country.

The foreign offi cials were talking about 
what they considered both the naiveté and 
fi nancial desperation of Kushner, who is said 
to have sought the huge loan from a Chinese 
company just before that company was taken 
over by its country’s government.

If true, these types of actions by Kushner 
would constitute major crimes – using his gov-
ernment position to amass millions of dollars 
to take care of his family business. The degree 
to which all of this leaves him – and through 
him, the US – vulnerable to blackmail is also 
a problem.

To make matters worse, Trump’s national 
security adviser, HR McMaster and his chief of 
staff, John Kelly, knew these things were hap-
pening about Kushner but failed to report them. 
It is diffi cult, if not impossible, to imagine that 
almost everybody else in the White House 
didn’t also know all of this about Kushner.

If these were “normal” times, Kushner, 

McMaster, and Kelly would all have already 
been fi red and the President himself would 
already have been impeached over this 
Kushner business alone. But the scandals and 
potential crimes gushing out of the White 
House daily now turn everything into an almost 
incomprehensible, unbelievable blur in the 
public’s mind.

News, for example, that Ivanka Trump 
conducted offi cial business with South Korea 
and probably used her position to discuss 
family business there, all while she too lacked 
proper security clearance, got almost complete-
ly lost in less than 24 hours.

As did the news that White House 
Secretary Hope Hicks refused to answer 
any questions from the House Intelligence 
Committee relating to anything that happened 
during the transition or during the time Trump 
has been president. Buried too was the news 
that the GOP majority on the committee let her 
get away with this despite an attempt by the 
Democrats to force her to testify with a sub-
poena. It didn’t seem to be troublesome enough 
to the Republican lawmakers that in the tes-
timony Hicks did give she said that telling 
“white” lies was a normal part of her job as 
White House secretary.

That the White House accepts “white” lies 
surprises few these days since it regularly pro-
motes anything “white.” Presumably Hicks 
would have a much harder time, however, get-
ting Special Counsel Mueller to accept any 
lies, regardless of their colour.

Forgotten also was yesterday’s news that 
the Trump International Hotel in Panama was 
the scene this week of armed battles by teams 
of men, including Panamanian police. Folks 
were barricading themselves into rooms and 
fi ghting from room to room.

The Trump International in Panama was 
a brazenly built facility designed for launder-
ing international mafi a money. It is operated by 
the Trump International Company. Panamanian 
cops were in there investigating claims that 
Panamanian labour law, already hardly much 
to speak of as far as labour law is concerned, 
had been violated at the hotel.

For now it appears that even Panama, 
partly because of his horrible reputation in 
Latin America, wants Trump out. The results 
on that fi ght are not yet in, however.

Also, almost forgotten a day later is the 
news that Trump picked Brad Parscale as his 
campaign manager for 2020, signalling, of 
course, that the President intends to stay around 
for a while. Only hours after the announcement 
it was revealed that Parscale has close ties to a 
penny stock fi rm run by notorious fraudsters 
who regularly swindle buyers on Wall Street 
out of millions of dollars. The new campaign 
manager has already been interviewed by the 
special prosecutor.

Most observers say the move allows Trump 
to raise money he could use for other things, 
perhaps the legal defence of the many folks in 
his administration who face legal peril. Some 
80 individuals thus far have either quit or been 
forced out of the White House since he became 
president, a record number of such departures 
from any administration in US history.

The speculation about the money going 
to places other than the re-election campaign 
seems reasonable when one considers the 
under-the-radar establishment in the state of 
Delaware of an entity called the Patriot Legal 
Expense Fund LLC. It was incorporated as a 
“non- profi t” in corporate friendly Delaware. 
No one has offi cial knowledge yet of who will 
donate to and fund the entity. One clear thing, 
however, is that there a lot of folks Trump 
defi nes as “patriots” who are in need these days 
of legal defence.

Also in the last two days, at least 20 new 
charges of serious crimes have been filed 
against Trump’s Deputy Campaign Manager 
Richard Gates who is cooperating with the 
Special Counsel Robert Mueller.

Yet with all these charges of big crimes 
against Gates, Mueller is going after Gates for 
only two minor ones. This can only mean that 
his real targets are Manafort, Kushner, and of 
course Trump himself.

As good a prosecutor as he may or may not 
be, however, the ultimate responsibility here 
lies with all of us, the people. We must remain 
vigilant. We are dealing with an administra-
tion unlike any we have ever had to deal with 
before. Our democracy is at stake. Vigilance 
and determination to use the 2018 elections to 
sweep out of offi ce all the Republicans who 
condone the criminal Trump administration are 
required.
People’s World 

Tangle of lies

Jared Kushner has used his job in the White House to put himself in a position where he could rake in many millions in foreign loans 

to get his family out of billions in debt.

the EU nations increase their military budgets, 
and open opposition to an EU-centred military 
alliance, such as the one recently proposed by 
French President Emmanuel Macron.

Despite President Trump’s campaign 
promises to “pull-back”, the US has re-entered 
Afghanistan, Iraq and Syria in a big way. The 
Trump shift from global containment and 
realism to “rollback and aggression” against 
Russia and China has failed to secure a positive 
response from past and present allies.

China has increased economic ties with 
the EU. Russia and the EU share strategic gas 
and oil trade ties. Domestically, the US mili-
tary budget deepens the fi scal defi cit and dras-
tically threatens social spending. This creates 
a scenario of increasing US isolation with its 
futile aggression against a dynamic and chang-
ing world.

Conclusion
The Trump remaking of the global empire 

has had uneven results, which are mostly nega-
tive from a strategic viewpoint.

The circumstances leading to new clients 
in Latin America is signifi cant but has been 
more than countered by retreats in Asia, divi-
sions in Europe, turmoil domestically and stra-
tegic incoherence.

Remaking global empires requires realism 
– the recognition of new power alignments, 
accommodation with allies and, above all, 
domestic political stability balancing economic 
interests and military commitments.

The key shift from realism toward a recov-
ered Russia to militarisation and confrontation 
has precipitated the breakdown of the US as a 
unifi ed coherent leader of a global empire.

The US embraces prolonged losing 
wars in peripheral regions while embracing 
destructive trade wars in strategic regions. It 
budgeted vast sums on non-productive activi-
ties while impoverishing state and local gov-
ernments via sweeping tax “reform” favouring 
the oligarchs.

Global remapping now involves a vola-
tile and impulsive US-driven empire incapa-
ble of succeeding, while emerging powers are 
immersed in regional power grabs.

There is no longer a coherent imperial 
empire controlling the fate of the globe. We 
live in a world of political maps centred on 
regional powers and unruly clients, while the 
most incompetent, gossip-mongering politi-
cians in Washington compete with an arrogant, 
benighted President Trump and his fractured 
regime.
globalresearch.ca 
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Ramzy Baroud

In an article published in al-Monitor 
without a single verifi able citation, Israeli 
journalist Shlomi Eldar went to unprec-
edented lengths to divert attention from 
the corruption in his country. He spoke 
of Palestinian journalists, all speaking on 
condition of anonymity, who “applauded” 
and “admired” Israeli media coverage of 
corruption scandals surrounding the coun-
try’s right-wing Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu.

Eldar’s approach is underhand and journal-
istically unsound.

The Israeli media, which has largely sup-
ported Netanyahu’s devastating wars on Gaza, 
continues to relentlessly defend the illegal 
occupation of Palestine and to serve as a shield 
for Israel’s stained reputation on the interna-
tional stage. It is hardly praiseworthy, even if 
it arguably provides decent coverage for the 
Netanyahu investigations.

For an Israeli journalist to handpick a few 
Palestinians who, allegedly, praised the war-
crimes-apologist Israeli media is a remarka-
ble event that surely cannot be satisfactorily 
addressed in anonymity.

But Eldar’s journalism aside, one would 
think that seeking Palestinian admiration for 
Israeli media should be the least urgent ques-
tion to address at this time. Others are far more 
pressing.

For example, is corruption among Israel’s 
political elite symptomatic of greater moral and 
other forms of corruption that have affl icted 
the entire society? And why is it that, while 
Netanyahu is being indicted for bribery, no 
Israeli offi cial is ever indicted for war crimes 
against Palestinians?

In fact, well before Netanyahu’s corrup-
tion scandals included more serious charges – 
for instance, quid pro quo deals in which his 
advisers tried to manipulate media coverage 
in his favour and offered high political posi-
tions in exchange for favours – they included 
bribes pertaining to fancy cigars and expensive 
drinks.

What Israelis are trying to tell us is that, 
despite all of its problems, Israel is a good, 
transparent, law-abiding and democratic socie-
ty. This is precisely why Eldar wrote his article. 
The outcome was a familiar act of intellectual 
hubris that we have grown familiar with.

Eldar even cites a supposedly former 
Palestinian prisoner who told al-Monitor that, 
while in prison, “we learned how the demo-
cratic election process works in Israel. The 
prisoners adopted the system in order to elect 
their leadership in a totally democratic fashion, 
while ensuring freedom of choice.”

Others cited their favourite Israeli journal-
ist, some of whom have served and continue 
to serve as mouthpieces for offi cial Israeli has-
bara (propaganda). Many of Israel’s friends 
in Western governments and corporate media 

have also contributed to this opportunistic style 
of journalism. They come to the rescue when 
times are hard to fi nd ways to praise Israel 
and to chastise Palestinians and Arabs, even 
if the latter are not relevant to the discussion 
whatsoever.

Who could ever forget US Senator John 
McCain’s criticism of his country’s torture of 
prisoners at the height of the so-called “war on 
terror”? His rationale was that such a war can 
be won without torture, because Israel “doesn’t 
torture” and yet it is capable of combating 
“Palestinian terrorism.”

Thousands of Palestinians have been tor-
tured and hundreds were killed under duress 
in Israeli prisons, the last of whom was Yaseen 
Omar on the day when this article was written.

Moreover, according to the Palestinians 
Prisoners’ Club, 60 percent of Palestinian chil-
dren arrested by Israel are also tortured. If 
Israeli media was truly honest in its depiction 
of Netanyahu’s corruption, it would have made 
a point of highlighting the extent to which cor-
ruption goes well beyond the prime minister, 
his wife and a few close confi dants, but this 
would pierce through the entire legal, politi-
cal and business establishment rendering the 
system itself as rotten and corrupt.

Instead, the heart of the discussion is relo-
cated somewhere else entirely.

In Eldar’s article, for example, he quotes 
the anonymous Palestinian who speaks about 

how Palestinians prisoners “rejected the politi-
cal systems of Arab states and opted for the one 
they had absorbed from the ‘Israeli enemy.’ ”

This Israeli obsession with diverting from 
the discussion is an old tactic. Whenever Israel 
is in the dock for whatever problem it has invit-
ed upon others or itself, it immediately fash-
ions an Arab enemy to beat down, chastise and 
blame.

In the fi nal analysis, somehow Israel main-
tains the upper hand and self-granted moral 
ascendency.

This is also why Israelis refer to their coun-
try as “the only democracy in the Middle East.” 
It is a defence mechanism to divert from the 
fact that apartheid, racially structured political 
systems are inherently undemocratic. So Israel 
resorts to belittling its neighbours to confi rm its 
own self-worth.

When Israel facilitated and helped carry 
out the Sabra and Shatila massacre in Lebanon 
in September 1982, it used the same logic to 
defend itself against media outrage.

The then Israeli prime minister Menachem 
Begin was quoted as saying: “The goyim kill 
goyim and they blame the Jews.” By “they” he 
meant the media.

The bottom line is always this. Israel is 
blameless no matter the hideousness of the act. 
It is superior and more civilised and, according 
to Eldar’s selective reporting, even Palestinians 
know it.

But where is the outrage by Eldar and his 
Israeli media champions as thousands of black 
men and women are being caged in by Israeli 
police, ready for deportation, for committing 
the mortal sin of daring to escape war in their 
countries and seeking refuge in Israel?

How about the millions of besieged and 
subjugated Palestinians living a bitter exist-
ence under an inhumane military occupation? 
Should not the Israeli media be targeting the 
very legal and political structures in their coun-
try that make it OK to imprison a whole nation 
in defi ance of international and human rights 
law?

In some strange way, corruption is one of 
few things that is truly normal about Israel, for 
it is a shared quality with every single country 
in the world.

What is not normal, and should never be 
normalised, is that Israel is the only country in 
the world that continues to practise apartheid, 
many years after it was disbanded in South 
Africa.

The Israeli media would rather delay that 
discussion indefi nitely, a cowardly act that is 
neither admirable nor praiseworthy.
Ramzy Baroud is a journalist, author and 
editor of Palestine Chronicle. His latest book is 
The Last Earth: A Palestinian Story (Pluto Press, 
London, 2018).
Morning Star 

Shifting the blame

cubabrigade.org.au

Raid condemned
The South African Communist Party (SACP) has 
lashed out at a raid on the Western Cape home of 
journalist Jacques Pauw by the Directorate for 
Priority Crime Investigation, known as the Hawks.

Law enforcement authorities should be pursu-
ing those involved or complicit in the corporate and 
criminal capture of the state and other forms of cor-
ruption and wrongdoing exposed in Pauw’s book The 
President’s Keepers, the SACP declared.

The party said that actions by authorities that make 
them come across as frivolous, intimidating or seek-
ing to silence whistle blowers and state capture critics 
demonstrate how deeply the rot was entrenched prior to 
President Cyril Ramaphosa’s election last week.

“This and similar actions reminiscent of operations 
by a parallel state and its rogue elements call for urgent 
measures to reclaim all institutions of the state on behalf 
of the people of South Africa,” the SACP stated.

It pointed out that at the same time as the raid on 
Pauw’s house, “burglars” broke into the Johannesburg 
home of investigative journalist Pieter-Louis Myburgh, 
stealing his personal computer and electronic items.

There was also a raid on the Edenvale home of 
Saftu union federation spokesperson Patrick Craven 

by men claiming to be from the revenue service (Sars). 
Implying that they were conducting a lifestyle audit, 
they seized his mobile phone and laptop.

In addition, former intelligence minister Ronnie 
Kasrils was warned in writing by State Security Agency 
head Arthur Fraser to “desist from ventilating matters 
in media in a manner that may transgress the relevant 
intelligence statutes or any other legislation.”

Kasrils, whose lawyers wrote asking how he might 
have transgressed “relevant intelligence statutes or any 
other legislation,” is considering legal action against 
Fraser for allegedly forging his signature to authorise a 
massive covert operation from which billions of rands 
were looted, as revealed in Pauw’s book.

Although President Ramaphosa’s new ANC-led 
administration has been in offi ce for only a matter of 
days, the SACP considers it “vital that it moves rapidly 
to smash the state capture project and its corrupt ena-
blers in the state’s security cluster, state-owned enter-
prises and elsewhere.”

It welcomed incoming Police Minister Bheki Cele’s 
commitment to query the Hawks’ raid on Pauw’s home.
Morning Star 
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Victor Grossman

Speaking politically, Germany is 
holding its breath. The drama, 
the quarrelling and haggling 
since last September election, is 
approaching a climactic decision 
– on March 4.

Angela Merkel’s position had 
become unusually slippery, and 
not because of the icy weather now 
assailing Germany! But, aiming at 
a fourth and last stretch as boss, she 
again demonstrated sure-handed skill 
by proposing, at this past weekend’s 
special party congress, a new cabinet 
appeasing all three elements in the 
planned ménage à trois government.

To assuage hard-bitten Bavarian 
buddies in their special sister party, 
the conservative Christian Social 
Union (CSU), now facing attack 
from even further right-wing assail-
ants, she offered their former leader 
Horst Seehofer the key job of 
Interior Minister, in charge of police, 
immigration, weapons control, the 
mushrooming surveillance system, 
in other words “law and order.” That 
should keep the Alpine crowd happy!

To placate right-wing oppo-
nents in her own party, Christian 
Democratic Union (CDU), she 
named young Jens Spahn (37), 
her most vigorous opponent, to be 
Health Minister where, as part of her 
government, he can probably be de-
fanged. Unusually in this conserva-
tive party, he is gay, with a wedded 
husband. Also unusual with the patri-
archal CDU she named (aside from 
herself) three women for the cabinet 
and, as new party secretary-general, 
the governor in Saarland, Annegret 
Kramp-Karrenbauer, 55, conserv-
ative on immigration issues and 
against same-gender marriage but so 
popular in the party she got nearly 
unanimous approval – and whispers 
that Merkel is grooming her as her 
successor.

Another woman, a lone hold-
over from the previous cabinet and 
once seen as possible successor, was 
Defence Minister Ursula von der 
Leyen, who loves to greet troops in 
far-fl ung units, incessantly calling 
for more and more modern weapons 
so Germany can meet US demands 
for a huge increase in NATO weap-
onry, start building a swift, strong 
European army outside NATO, and 
be ready to pounce down in any con-
tinent to meet German “responsibili-
ties” and “defend its interests.”

Thus, Merkel safely bagged both 
“Christian Union“ parties. But the 
suspense remained. This week the 
entire membership of the other coa-
lition partner, the Social Democrats 
(SPD), was called upon to mail in 
their decision: for or against renew-
ing their junior partnership in the 
government for four more years. 
A strong surge within the party is 

opposed, even though shrewd, elastic 
Merkel offered the SPD an addition-
al cabinet seat, and two of the most 
important ones, Foreign Affairs and 
Finance.

SPD leaders have been racing 
from one meeting to another all over 
Germany, calling – no, demanding 
that members favour the grand coa-
lition, abbreviated GROKO. Voices 
of opposition were banned from the 
meetings, almost as a kind of trea-
son! The situation rather recalled 
the US Democratic Party leadership. 
The big business interests which 
have mixed into the SPD, infl uenc-
ing decisions, offering well-padded 
jobs to leaders when they retire or 
lose their positions – all favoured the 
GROKO coalition.

Those urging a NO-vote seem to 
be a strong minority, with a major-
ity of young party members. The 
leader of the Young Socialists, 
a boyish-looking West Berliner, 
Kevin Kühnert (28), has also been 
traveling, telling all he can reach that 
the coalition of past years, with the 
SPD going along with the conserva-
tive CDU, has reduced the party to 
an emaciated skeleton. Four more 
years would be suicidal. The party 
should stay out of the government, 
as fi rst planned, and grow in opposi-
tion to it.

The outcome is not certain. Both 
Merkel Christians and conserva-
tive Social Democratic leaders will 
be biting their nails until Sunday’s 
announcement. If the NO votes win, 
that means “back to square one” and 
probably new elections, with more 
painful losses likely for all three 
ruling parties.

It looks like a pro-coalition 
“YES” will win out. But win or 
lose, the SPD, one of two major par-

ties since World War II (and found-
ed way back in the 19th century), is 
facing disaster. Its lack of fi ghting 
spirit, its cuddling up to Merkel’s 
Christian Union, its ties with big 
business and, though most union 
leaders remain close, ebbing con-
nections with its former working-
class base have cut deeply. Add on 
the jockeying between its one-time 
but no longer leftish leader Andrea 
Nahles, its brief hopeful Martin 
Schulz, who proved to be hopeless, 
its nasty quarrel over who should 
become Foreign Minister, Schulz or 
the present minister, Sigmar Gabriel 

– all this has led to its drop in the 
polls to less than 20 percent (today 
again to a record low of 15.5 per-
cent, with the Christian Union at 
32.5 percent.)

Fascists
This downward plunge is not 

only alarming as a threat to its own 
existence. For the second time it 
was overtaken in the daily polls, for 
half a point, by the Alternative for 
Germany (AfD). This young party, 
now with 92 Bundestag seats, has 

varying factions but at least a third 
are genuine fascists, with the others 
at least in silent approval. Its vocifer-
ous leaders shout racist slurs against 
people of Turkish background, ref-
ugees and all Muslims and some-
times Jews – anyone who is not 
“pure German.” They often seize on 
socially positive causes, verbally, but 
are committed not only to homopho-
bic and misogynic ideas but to all 
the wishes of big business and big 
armaments.

While at fi rst ostracised by all 
other parties, the media helped them 
gain acceptance while some on the 

CDU-right seem increasingly willing 
to work with them. If new elections 
were held soon, they might emerge 
as the second strongest party, as in 
Austria, where a similar party joined 
the Christian party to form a coali-
tion government. The rise of fascis-
tic parties, always anti-Muslim, and 
their entrance into many govern-
ments all over Europe, is no longer 
only a faint reminder of the growth 
of the Nazi party in Germany and 
fascists elsewhere in the 1920s and 
1930s!

Like the AfD, they seize upon 
the disappointment and fears for 
the future of many strata of work-
ing-people. Like their soul mates 
in the US, they direct such feelings 
and worries not against those truly 
responsible, who hold tightly to their 
seats on top of their huge, increas-
ing piles of money, but against those 
who speak different languages, 
wear different clothes, go to differ-
ent churches and have different skin 
colours. If this does not suffi ce, they 
may turn to jingoist scares about 
perils from people in other countries 
or continents.

The Christian Union and, 
sadly, the leadership of the Social 
Democrats, could never confront 
such problems squarely or even 
escape accusations of collusion by 
default.

Only one force is genuinely 
suited to exposing the lies and redi-
recting emotions away from attacks 
on the poorest victims and towards 
solidarity with them against the truly 
guilty forces on high. It is the left.

In Britain, with Corbyn, it has 
achieved remarkable initial success 
in this. There have been partial suc-
cesses in France and elsewhere, but 
alarmingly few in Europe’s strongest 
country, Germany. Die Linke party 
makes important demands in the 
Bundestag: get out of Afghanistan 
and Mali, end weapons shipments 
to warring parties, increase pen-
sions and minimum wages and lots 
more. But despite courageous youth-
led rallies against fascists, it was 
often too torn by in-party confl icts 
to reach and mobilise people on the 
grass roots level, with genuine alter-
natives, including a future without 
fat cats on top of the pile.

Will a strong showing Sunday 
of rebellious young SPD members, 
and the congress of the Linke in 
June raise poll results now stagnat-
ing between 9 percent and 11 per-
cent, create new goals, new contact 
points, strong and effective new tac-
tics? We will see. It is urgent!
People’s World 
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To the people
The February 21 issue of the 
Guardian contains a review by 
Denis Doherty of a booklet pub-
lished by the Maritime Branch 
of the CPA. Entitled “Taking the 
Party to the People – a practi-
cal handbook”, the booklet is 
intended as a “how to” manual 
for comrades trying to carry out 
the slogan of our recent Party 
Congress.

The review is fairly inoffensive 
except for an unfortunate gaffe in the 
fourth paragraph. Comrade Doherty 
says: “The great majority of CPA 
members live in urban areas so it is 
important that the Party is active in 
that setting. ... The manual outlines 
ways to work in this environment 
so we campaign with and for urban 
dwellers.”

I think that Comrade Doherty 

meant to say that the great major-
ity of the Australian working class 
live and work in urban areas so it is 
important that the Party is active in 
that setting. But it is the next sen-
tence that is truly disconcerting. I am 
sure he did not mean – as his word-
ing suggests – that we do not give 
a toss for people who are not urban 
dwellers or that we only campaign 
“with and for” the latter.

This unfortunate connotation 
however can easily be placed on the 
last sentence of his fourth paragraph 
which has consequently been poorly 
received by comrades in rural areas. 
It should be the subject of some form 
of correction in the near future in an 
issue of the Guardian.

“Taking the Party to the people” 
means taking it to all the people who 
are exploited: workers, unemployed, 
small farmers, students, small busi-
ness-people, pensioners, academics, 
etc. In short, all who are not part of 
the ruling class. Our Party should be 
just as active among the rural poor as 
among the urban poor.

Historically, some of our Party’s 
greatest strengths have come from 
our ties to the rural poor.

Rob Gowland
Secretary, 

Sydney Central Branch
As agreed by Branch Meeting, 

February 25, 2018

Get angry and active
I always felt the only way that gun 
laws would change in the US, was 
when a segment of the American 
people, affected by another awful 
mass shooting and despite their 
immense grief, got angry and 
active on the issue.

After decades of frustrating 
inaction by adults, it now seems that 
time has come, with this generation 
of youth and children who have had 
enough of their friends and brothers 
and sisters being killed and injured 
in massacres and are prepared to act.

And it appears they are already 
being very successful in pressur-
ing politicians and companies to do 
something. May they achieve out-
standing results; at least they are 
making a fantastic attempt to make 
life safer and better.

Like many other Australians I 
send on my utmost heart-felt sym-
pathy in their profound loss and 
wish these brave young people and 
other Americans all the best in their 
efforts.

Steven Katsineris
Vic

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Capitalism is not a system that 
thinks small. Its ambition is 
simply to rule the world, to elimi-
nate any competing non-capitalist 
system and to make the world an 
obstacle-free playground for those 
engaged in the serious pursuit of 
profi t.

The tiny upper strata of capital-
ist society lead lives of extraordinary 
luxury while the toiling masses who 
actually produce the wealth the rich 
enjoy are begrudged the pitiful frag-
ment they are reluctantly allowed to 
retain. And they are only allowed to 
keep that so they can go on produc-
ing riches for a greedy minority.

Capitalists begrudge every 
penny that does not go into their 
own coffers. There is nothing, in 
their opinion, that governments do 
that cannot be done just as well by 
private corporations. Of course, 
private corporations will insist 
on making a profit from provid-
ing whatever government service 
or enterprise they are responsible 
for, but the public pays for that so 
where’s the harm, eh? Which is why 
the politicians they control try so 
desperately to privatise everything 
in sight.

However, capitalism has refi ned 
its goals over the last half-century 
or so. In the 20th century, its key 
goal was to gain control of global 
energy resources. Today, however, 
its goal is nothing less than gaining 

control over not only energy but 
also over global food and water sup-
plies. If it manages to do that it will 
have achieved what the American 
military terms “Full Spectrum 
Dominance”. Or we can use the 
name of the favoured instrument of 
the world’s fi rst billionaire, John D 
Rockefeller of Standard Oil and the 
Chase Manhattan Bank: a monopoly.

For the biggest capitalist cor-
porations, this is no more than the 
way things should be, the way the 
world should in fact be organised. 
In pursuit of this lofty aim, they uti-
lise all the techniques developed 
by their most useful creation, the 
advertising industry. To ensure suc-
cess, they expend substantial sums 
of money on bribes and hiring PR 
fi rms to “mould” public opinion to 
accept their tame politicians putting 
people’s health at risk or jeopardis-
ing their future supplies of essential 
commodities like food and water.

Notorious chemical giant 
Monsanto uses every trick in the 
book to “persuade” farmers – espe-
cially in Third World countries – to 
not only use its ferocious weed killer 
Roundup, but to also use Roundup-
resistant seeds from Monsanto when 
planting their next crop. That way 
they can go on spraying their crops 
with roundup but only the weeds 
will be killed, not the crop. The 
catch? These crops will not pro-
duce seeds that can be saved for 

future planting, leaving the unfor-
tunate farmer in the position of 
having ever after to buy seed from 
Monsanto or some other chemical 
giant if he wishes to have any crops. 
Monsanto’s bosses must really be 
laughing all the way to the bank!

Roundup kills weeds but in 
March 2015 the World Health 
Organisation’s International Agency 
for Research on Cancer classifi ed 
its active ingredient, glyphosate as 
“probably carcinogenic in humans” 
(category 2A) based on epide-
miological studies, animal stud-
ies, and in vitro studies. However, 
in November, 2015, the European 
Food Safety Authority concluded 
that “the substance is unlikely to be 
genotoxic (i.e. damaging to DNA) 
or to pose a carcinogenic threat to 
humans,” later clarifying that while 
carcinogenic glyphosate-containing 
formulations may exist, studies “that 
look solely at the active substance 
glyphosate do not show this effect.” 
The WHO and FAO Joint committee 
on pesticide residues issued a report 
in 2016 stating the use of glypho-
sate formulations does not neces-
sarily constitute a health risk, and 
giving admissible daily intake limits 
for chronic toxicity. The European 
Chemicals Agency (ECHA) classi-
fi ed glyphosate as causing serious 
eye damage and toxic to aquatic life, 
but did not fi nd evidence implicat-
ing it to be a carcinogen, a mutagen, 

toxic to reproduction, nor toxic to 
specifi c organs.

However, given the intense 
commercial pressures on these 
organisations and on governments 
implementing their fi ndings, many 
people in Europe feel that glypho-
sate is not something one should 
take chances with. They are under-
standably dubious about farmers 
spraying it on the food they eat.

Nevertheless, 18 member 
states of the European Union have 
approved the continued use of 
glyphosate for the next fi ve years, 
although nine voted against the 
extension and Portugal abstained. 
Sixteen votes were needed for the 
extension to pass; Germany swung 
the vote after having been on the 
fence in preceding weeks. About 
40 percent of crop-growing land in 
Germany is treated with Roundup. 
Monsanto would not want to lose 
that revenue earner!

Progressive opinion was out-
raged. Greenpeace EU declared 
that the European Commission’s 
new approval of the chemical was 
based on flawed science. “The 
people who are supposed to protect 
us from dangerous pesticides have 
failed to do their jobs and betrayed 
the trust Europeans place in them,” 
said the group’s food policy director, 
Franziska Achterberg.

“The European Commission 
and most governments have chosen 

to ignore the warnings of independ-
ent scientists, the demands of the 
European Parliament and the peti-
tion signed by more than one million 
people calling for a glyphosate ban.”

Friends of the Earth Europe also 
expressed dismay at the decision. 
“Today’s approval, even if only for 
fi ve years, is a missed opportunity to 
get rid of this risky weedkiller and 
start to get farmers off the chemical 
treadmill,” said the group’s senior 
food and agricultural campaigner, 
Adrian Bebb. “Five more years of 
glyphosate will put our health and 
environment at risk, and is a major 
setback to more sustainable farming 
methods.”

It is widely believed that the 18 
countries that voted for the license 
extension did so under pressure from 
Monsanto. There can be little doubt 
that Monsanto would move heaven 
and earth to protect its investment 
in Roundup, which is used widely 
in Europe. Monsanto has previ-
ously been accused of suppressing 
information about the potential dan-
gers of Roundup and ghost-writing 
research that portrayed the herbicide 
in a positive light, a typical manoeu-
vre from the playbook of the PR 
industry.

There were protest demonstra-
tions outside the HQ of the European 
Commission in Brussels. A typical 
protester’s sign read: “Our kids are 
not Monsanto’s lab rats!” 

Have a glass 
of glyphosate!

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

Meet Pacha Guzman
6:00 pm Tuesday March 13
43 Below Bar & Restaurant

43 Barrack St corner Hay St Mall CBD (Opposite the Perth Town Hall)

Pacha Guzman, an activist with the Ezequiel Zamora National Campesino 
Front, which is part of the Bolivar & Zamora Revolutionary Current. We 
are men and women from a diversity of cultural and ethnic backgrounds 
that belong to the working class, to the poor sectors of Venezuela, who in 
our desire for the emancipation of the poor have come together, united 

behind the idea of a better world, to allow us to coordinate and unify our 
efforts in order to convert Popular Power and the Bolivarian Process into 

actions and concrete acts.

More Info call Vinnie 0419 812 872

Perth
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Linda Burnup

Britain: We’ve all been alerted to 
the cruelty involved in universal 
credit conditionality by the inspir-
ing work of Charlotte Hughes, 
who has campaigned tirelessly 
against it.

Now, however, in spite of all 
the warnings about the dire impact 
of this fl awed and spiteful benefi t, in 
spite of rapidly rising child poverty 
and homelessness, the despicable 
Tories are pushing ahead, rolling it 
out across the country.

Even before austerity cuts, 
Britain’s social security benefits, 
including pensions, are among the 
least generous in Europe. Some 2.8 
million disabled people are in deep 
poverty – that is, they have 50 per 
cent below the median income.

Disabled people have faced cuts 
up to nine times more on average 
than non-disabled people.

For disabled people with the 
highest support needs, this fi gure 
rises to 19 times more.

Research has shown that the 
average extra cost of being disabled 
is £570 a month.

We know that disabled people 
have died directly as a result of the 
Tory “reforms” to our welfare state. 
They have been mercilessly hounded 
and assessed and reassessed although 
there is no hope that their conditions 
will improve.

Sadly so far we have seen only 
the tip of the iceberg in terms of the 
ideological attack against us and the 
terrors of future reforms to the social 
security system are only just starting 
as Iain Duncan Smith’s nightmare 
vision for change is rolled out.

Universal credit replaces six ben-
efi ts – child tax credit, housing ben-
efi t, income support, income-based 
jobseeker’s allowance, income-relat-
ed employment and support allow-
ance and working tax credit.

Seven million households will be 

affected, including over one million 
low-paid part-time workers.

For the fi rst time ever people in 
work could face having their bene-
fi ts stopped if they don’t prove to the 
jobcentre that they’re searching for 
better-paid work or more hours.

Pensioner couples will also be 
affected if one of them is under pen-
sion age. Holidays will become a 
thing of the past as people are forced 
to search for jobs 365 days of the 
year. Yes, that is Christmas Day as 
well.

For disabled people there are 
many problems, including the fact 
that universal credit is claimed and 
managed entirely digitally, which is 
diffi cult or impossible for many disa-
bled people.

Any mistakes on the form will 
probably lead to loss of benefi t or a 
claim being disallowed and, under 
universal credit, a GP fi t note is com-
pletely ignored and no claimants are 
seen as unfi t for work any more.

They must have a mandatory 
health and work conversation (HWC) 
during which medically untrained 
“work coaches” will decide what 
they must do to retain their social 
security payments.

Further, there are massive cuts to 
the amount of benefi t paid to severe-
ly disabled people as the severe and 
enhanced disability premiums have 
been scrapped. This means single 
disabled people lose over £2,000 per 
annum and a disabled couple over 
£4,000 per annum.

Many disabled people work part-
time or are self-employed, yet under 
universal credit both of these options 
will become more diffi cult to con-
tinue with. Permitted work, where a 
disabled person can work two days a 
week and earn a small amount, has 
also been scrapped under universal 
credit.

Mental health claimants are par-
ticularly at risk of coercion under 
universal credit as we are seeing the 

use of the Department for Work and 
Pensions (DWP) “nudge unit” and 
psycho compulsion in the Health and 
Work Program.

This effectively means the intro-
duction of forced treatment through 
the use of therapists based in job-
centres. If claimants don’t take the 
treatment prescribed, they face being 
sanctioned.

Changes to benefit payments 
will be made to the male partner in 
any relationship, which will make 
women financially dependent on 
men, trapping many in endless 
domestic violence. Disabled women 
are already much more likely to face 
domestic violence.

The appalling tax credit “rape 
clause” means that women can 
only get child tax credit payments 
for their fi rst two children unless 
they can prove they were raped. 
This involves fi lling out a detailed 
45-page form about the rape. How 
can any government be so vile to 
think this up?

Ignoring the human costs, at 
least £15.8 billion has been wasted to 
date on its implementation, yet even 
by 2022 only £1bn will be saved. 
Can anything illustrate more clear-
ly that these attacks are not based 
on logic but cruel political ideology 
where anyone who needs the safety 
net of our welfare state is victimised 
and scapegoated.

In spite of these cuts to basic 
benefi ts that are so vital to disabled 
people, the government happily pays 
private corporations to carry out 
inadequate testing on us.

The contract to assess people 
for personal independence pay-
ments (PIP) has cost £700 million in 
fi ve years, yet, when people appeal 
against not being awarded this ben-
efi t, 61 percent win their cases.

Similarly, Maximus, which 
assesses people for sickness ben-
efi ts, will be paid £1.6 billion for 
three years which the National Audit 
Office has said will cost nearly 
double the amount saved.

Nearly 400 citizens died from 
malnutrition or hunger in 2015 – up 
27 percent from 2008 and two people 
a day were admitted to hospital with 
malnutrition in 2016. Victorian dis-
eases such as rickets and scurvy that 
had been eradicated for years have 
returned.

Teachers have to provide food 
in schools for starving children and 
a further one million children will 
lose entitlement to free school meals 
under universal credit.

Disabled People Against Cuts 
(DPAC) says none of this is accept-
able in one of the richest nations in 
the world and we will keep fi ghting 
to change things.

We are not going away and we 
will not be silenced. Join us to add 
your voices to ours and demand MPs 
stop and scrap this punitive abolition 
of our welfare system.
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12 noon – 12:40 pm – March
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This year we will recognise the 20th anniversary of the 1998 Patricks Dispute and the ACTU Change The Rules campaign.
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“Fake news” may have shot to promi-
nence in 2017, courtesy of Donald 
Trump, but the power of the corpo-
rate media to mislead, misinform and 
under-inform for political purposes 
– usually to protect the interests of 
those who control the media and 
their powerful allies – has deeper 
roots. And when deployed in Latin 
America, it has had serious conse-
quences for ordinary citizens, as a 
look at three countries reveals.

In Brazil, privately owned news 
media, including O Globo, the second-
largest commercial TV network in the 
world, supplied wall-to-wall coverage 
of the anti-government rallies in 2016 
against President Dilma Rousseff.

The private media and right wing 
labelled her the head of the snake of 
Brazil’s corruption, despite her not being 
implicated or investigated for corrup-
tion. Instead she was accused of “budget 
manipulation.”

Large demonstrations helped pro-
vide political support for an illegitimate 
impeachment process which removed 
Rousseff. Michel Temer became presi-
dent without being elected and quickly 
set about implementing hard-line aus-
terity measures for which there was no 
popular support.

In contrast, when a nationwide gen-
eral strike against austerity took place 
in April 2017, supported by millions of 
workers, the media coverage could not 
have been more different. What was 
reported was not the numerically mas-
sive strike but rather “demonstrations, 
protests and vandalism,” according to 
one journalist.

A United Workers Centre (Central 
Unica dos Trabalhadores, CUT) spokes-
person also noted that “strikers and dem-
onstrators were never interviewed. Our 
arguments for the general strike were 
never heard. The mainstream media 
clearly had an editorial tendency to dis-
credit the strike.”

At the same time Brazil’s pri-
vately-owned media ignored Temer’s 
acknowledgement in September 2016 
of why Dilma was driven from offi ce. 
While addressing a meeting of US busi-
ness leaders and foreign policy experts, 
Temer admitted that it was Rousseff’s 
opposition to privatisation and greater 
austerity being urged by his party and 
its big business backers that triggered 
the impeachment process, not supposed 
“budgetary crimes.”

Most recently, some of the media 
were implicated in the desperate 
attempts by Brazil’s right wing to stop 
former president Luiz Inacio Lula from 
standing in the next presidential election 
in October.

According to Lula’s defence law-
yers, who include British-Australian 
Geoffrey Robertson QC, “constant leaks 
of baseless information keep on appear-
ing in the press intended to demonise 
Lula or his group. None of this informa-
tion can be proven, but it is leaked and 
appears in the press over and over again 
until the person is found guilty by the 
population.”

Turning to Honduras, in 2009, a mil-
itary coup brought down the progressive 

democratic government of President 
Manuel Zelaya. The business-owned 
media aligned itself with the coup, pro-
viding favourable publicity and support.

The coup was widely condemned by 
governments across Latin America, the 
EU, the Organisation of American States 
(OAS) and other regional blocs.

In contrast, in the US, Barack 
Obama and Hilary Clinton refused to 
call the political crisis a military coup. 
The subsequent elections included a 
media blackout and targeted pre-poll 
assassinations of opposition leaders. No 
international institutions monitored the 
elections.

Today in Honduras, news media is 
still concentrated in the hands of a pow-
erful business elite. Community radio 
stations have an ambiguous legal status, 
exposing them to harassment, particu-
larly when they report opposition views.

According to Reporters Without 
Borders, “The level of press freedom 
is still sinking in Honduras. Journalists 
continue to be the targets of judicial pro-
ceedings, violence and murder, reinforc-
ing a climate of fear and self-censorship 
that has worsened under Juan Orlando 
Hernandez, the president since January 
2014.”

Last December, Donald Trump rec-
ognised conservative US ally Hernandez 
as the winner of a strongly contested 
election, despite multiple allegations of 
fraud.

In doing so, he ignored poll observ-
ers’ fi ndings and calls for a new election 
by members of the US Congress and the 
opposition Honduran Alliance Against 
Dictatorship party.

Needless to say, Fox News provid-
ed a narrative that supported Hernandez, 
although even The Economist reported 
both vote-rigging plans before the elec-
tion and a vote surge for Hernandez 
“after a lengthy and still unexplained 
election-night delay in the results being 
published by the country’s Supreme 
Electoral Court (TSE).”

In Venezuela we see much the same 
picture where a powerful business elite 
dominates the country’s news media and 
sets the agenda actively engaging in pol-
itics against the current government led 
by Nicolas Maduro and perhaps in the 
hope of creating conditions for a future 
coup.

Four years after Hugo Chávez’s 
election in 1998, the implacable hostil-
ity of the country’s business elite, in alli-
ance with the US, led to the right-wing 
opposition launching a coup in 2002, 
which was fully supported by the pri-
vately-owned media.

This helped skew media coverage 
worldwide, since international news 
agencies typically depended on local 
journalists and those worked mostly for 
the private media complicit in the coup.

In Britain, the mainstream media had 
reported little about Chávez’s achieve-
ments since 1998 and fell readily for the 
local narrative of an oppressed people 
rising up against an authoritarian mili-
tary leader.

British corporate media report-
ing included a host of inaccuracies and 
mischaracterisations, such as labelling 
Chávez “not so much a democrat as an 
autocrat” and a “playground bully.”

Two days after the coup a popular 
uprising restored Chávez as the demo-
cratically elected president, but the right-
wing opposition’s narrative has persisted 
and has been picked up and amplifi ed by 
international media, particularly in the 
US.

Violent protests directed by extreme 
elements of the opposition has led to 
deaths – 40 in 2014 and over 120 in 
2017.

Much of the mainstream internation-
al media, has, characteristically, ignored 
the criminal arson, street barricades and 
attacks on crèches and hospitals, which 
have led to a large number of these 
deaths.

Every loss of life is a tragedy and 
those responsible for each death must 
be held to account. Venezuela’s govern-
ment is pursuing cases where security 
force members have been suspected or 
positively identifi ed as perpetrators of 
unlawful killings and arrests and indict-
ments have already taken place.

Despite this, the overriding impres-
sion provided by international media is 
that violence in Venezuela originates 
from one side only of the country’s 
deeply polarised political divide and 
can be taken as a green light by extreme 
sections of Venezuela’s right wing 
to use violence without international 
condemnation.

News stories need careful reading 
to work out whose interests are being 
served.

The distorted and repressive narra-
tives of the mainstream media seek to 
undermine those struggling for social 
justice in Venezuela, Brazil, Honduras 
and other Latin American countries 
and to preserve the privileges of the 
powerful.

All the more important, therefore, is 
the building of international solidarity 
rooted in understanding the actual expe-
riences of those struggles.
Morning Star 
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corruption, despite her not 
being implicated or investigated 

for corruption. Instead she 
was accused of “budget 
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