
It took the Australian Competition 
and Consumer Commission (ACCC) a 
15-month inquiry to fi nd out what every 
household already knew – that privatised 
electricity companies are rorting the 
system. Grossly infl ated electricity bills, 
housing unaffordability and stagnant or 
falling wages in the face of rising prices are 
the major factors driving more and more 
households into poverty.

The ACCC identifi es a number of impor-
tant problems with the present market-based, 
largely privatised and deregulated system. 
“The National Electricity Market is largely 
broken and needs to be reset,” ACCC chair-
man Rod Sims said.

Instead of recommending the obvious – 
nationalisation, regulation and planning of pro-
duction – it attempts to fi x the deregulated and 
highly monopolised markets!

The number of working poor is on the 
rise and social security payments for those 
still lucky enough to have successfully navi-
gated the increasingly punitive measures are 
at new lows. Sky-rocketing electricity prices 
are disproportionately affecting those on lower 
incomes.

With bitterly cold temperatures, heaters 
and many appliances turned off, pensioners, 
sole parents, the unemployed and low income 
workers are running up electricity debts and 
swallowing their pride as they increasingly turn 
to charities for help.

The ACCC’s report on its retail electric-
ity pricing inquiry makes interesting reading, 
making liars of government ministers and other 
fossil fuel industry advocates.

“Australia is facing its most challenging 
time in electricity markets,” the ACCC says 
in its opening remarks. “High prices and bills 
have placed enormous strain on household 
budgets and business viability. The current sit-
uation is unacceptable and unsustainable,” it 
continues.

Residential consumers have been hit with 
a real increase of 56 percent in electricity 
prices over the past 10 years. Average elec-
tricity usage from the grid has declined during 
those years, primarily due to the increase in the 
number of consumers with solar panels.

Solar customers are paying on average 
$538 per annum less than non-solar customers. 
With the cost of panels, this immediately dis-
advantages lower income customers who also 
can least afford the higher charges.

Driving higher prices
And the cause of these sky-rocketing bills?
“The current electricity market structure 

stems from government decisions made, com-
mencing in the 1990s, to privatise many state-
owned assets and open generation and retail 
markets to competition. This was accompanied 

by the formation of the NEM [National Energy 
Market]. The aim of these decisions was to 
drive effi ciencies and to ultimately benefi t 
electricity users through lower prices and better 
services.

It has, as was predicted by the Guardian 
and many others at the time, resulted in 
monopolies, lack of competition, layers of 
profi t, a host of ineffi ciencies and higher prices.

“The ACCC has found that elevated 
prices have generally been driven by high 
and entrenched levels of concentration in the 
market, combined with fuel source cost fac-
tors …” 

Another factor driving up retail costs, 
particularly those associated with acquiring 
customers such as marketing and third party 
comparators are significant and have been 
growing since privatisation and the opening up 
of private markets in the sector.

The comparators are the agencies that 
are constantly ringing people up and offering 
better deals.

Ripping off loyal customers
“Electricity retailers have also played a 

major role in poor outcomes for consumers. 
Retailers have made pricing structures confus-
ing and have developed a practice of discount-
ing which is opaque and not comparable across 
the market. Standing offers are priced exces-
sively to facilitate this practice, leaving inac-
tive customers paying far more than they need 
to for electricity.

So customers who do not regularly look 
around for cheaper deals are penalised. Those 
who do search are confronted with a minefi eld 
of different charges that are almost impossible 
to compare. These include supply and usage on 
sliding rates depending on when and how much 
is consumed.

Extortion
Discounts that are conditional on paying on 

time are excessive and punitive for those cus-
tomers hit by them. It is extortion, penalising 
those who can least afford it. 

They are presented as a percentage dis-
count of the total bill and are in reality a late 
payment fee which, depending on the size of 
the bill, can run into hundreds of dollars per 
annum.

The ACCC reports that these “discounts” 
are achieved only 56 percent of the time for 
payment plan customers and only 42 percent 
of the time for hardship customers.

To address this issue and to make it 
less complex for users to compare com-
panies, the ACCC recommends, “abolish-
ing the standing offer and replacing it with 
a lower-priced ‘default offer’ which can be 
priced no higher than a level determined by 
the AER [Australian Energy Regulator]” and 

“requiring any advertising of discounts by 
retailers to be unconditional and referenced 
to the default offer rate.”

The aim is to overcome the situation where 
a company which charges more (standing 
offer) might sound more attractive because it 
offers a larger discount. Because of the com-
plexities of charges, it is not always easy to 
determine which company is even charging 
more!

Smart meters
The ACCC urges state and territory gov-

ernments to speed up the installation of smart 
meters. These meters operate two-way between 
consumers and the electricity retailer. They 
have already been rolled out in Victoria.

Continued on page 2
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In the view of the Chinese government, globalisation is a his-
toric process which has unfolded over the past 400 years and is 
impossible to reverse. The world is becoming more interdependent, 
including relations between the US and China. Seen in this way, 
economic nationalism is doomed to fail but will create plenty of 
damage in the meantime.

From China’s perspective, the world is entering a fourth historic 
stage of globalisation characterised by integration of the global 
maritime economy with the inland economy and powered by the 
revolution in digital communications and smart technology, espe-
cially artifi cial intelligence.

The growing mutual interdependence and regional economic 
integration of the various Asian countries also characterises this 
“new era”. Trade volume among these economies now exceeds the 
volume of trade externally, accounting for 50 percent of world 
economic growth. Asia is the most dynamic region for future global 
economic growth.

“Openness brings progress, while self-seclusion leaves one 
behind. China will not close its door to the world; we will only 
become more and more open,” declared Xi Jinping in his address 
to the Communist Party of China’s 19th Congress in October 2017.

The economic and social developments in China since the start 
of socialist market economic reforms in 1978 and “opening up” 
to the global economy under the leadership of Deng Xiaoping are 
staggering and unprecedented in human history. President Xi called 
the achievements, “China’s second revolution,” despite the many 
problems, contradictions, and setbacks that have come with change.

The results of this shift speak for themselves. China has leapt 
from an underdeveloped economy to one with modern and advanced 
infrastructure. Within a decade, China will be world’s largest 
economy measured by GDP.

Seven hundred million people have been lifted from extreme 
poverty, which will be eliminated completely in the next three to 
fi ve years. Almost all Chinese will live a “moderately prosperous 
life” by 2020. Economic growth is nearly 7 percent per year, and 
China accounts for 30 percent of global economic growth. The 
country poured more concrete from 2011 to 2013 than the US did 
in entire 20th century.

The standard of living is also being raised – rapidly. Wages, 
while still low by Australian standards, have risen for factory 
workers by 64 percent since 2011 and are now on par with work-
ers in Portugal and South Africa. Workplace safety has also seen 
steady improvement.

The reforms were a shift from a model based on “egalitarian-
ism” to one based on the principle “to each according to their 
work.” This was done through the introduction of what eventually 
became known as a socialist market economy. The fi rst reforms 
were carried out in the agricultural sector with the initiation of the 
“contract” system, whereby each rural household was responsible 
for its own plot of land rather than being part of a collectivised 
communal farm system.

Production increased dramatically, and the reforms were ex-
tended to the manufacturing and service sectors.

Total state ownership of the economy and strict central plan-
ning also ended. Today, roughly 60 percent of fi xed investment in 
the Chinese economy is in publicly owned or publicly controlled 
enterprises that have a minority private stake.

The government directs short and long-term strategic social 
investment and asserts control over armaments, power generation 
and distribution, oil and petrochemicals, telecommunications, coal, 
aviation, and shipping.

Along with the many achievements, the breakneck pace of 
development over the past 40 years has also come with costs. 
This included subsuming worker rights to overall development, 
the growth of the capitalist sector with all its risks, economic 
inequalities, the emergence of a billionaire class and sharpening 
class struggle, imbalances between urban and rural economies, 
and severe environmental problems.

Social equality and consciousness have tended to trail behind, 
far behind in some instances. According to Xi, China is the world’s 
largest developing country, is still in the primary stage of socialist 
construction, and “will long remain in the primary stage.” The 
main contradiction China faces is between its imbalanced growth 
and the rapidly growing expectations and needs of the people.

Guardian
Issue 1831 July 18, 2018

QUOTE OF THE WEEK
To decide every few years which member of the ruling class is to 
repress and crush the people through parliament – this is the real 
essence of bourgeois parliamentarianism.

The State and Revolution – VI Lenin

”“

PRESS FUND
The father of Australian anaesthetist Dr Richard Harris, who 
played a crucial role in the wonderful rescue of 12 Thai boys and 
their soccer coach from a flooded cave, died in Australia during 
the operation. Political opportunism then shouldered aside simple 
human consideration. Despite a public appeal to respect Dr Harris’ 
privacy, PM Malcolm Turnbull immediately rang him in Thailand 
and gushed over the rescue operation, having organised for the 
conversation to be filmed and broadcast on national TV. Gross 
hypocrisy was also evident, because children are still trapped 
indefinitely by the government in offshore immigration detention. 
We want to assist in their rescue, but we need your help, so please 
send in something for next week’s edition if you possibly can. Many 
thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:
Dr G Dittura $10, A Johnson $50, MM $10, “Rough Red” $5, 
“Round Figure” $5, E Seymour $25
This week’s total: $105 Progressive total: $4,525

New era in globalisation
No justice, 
no peace
American actor and activist 
Danny Glover is in Australia and 
has spoken out in support of the 
Uluru Statement from the Heart.

At a forum, hosted by the 
Maritime Union of Australia, Glover 
spoke of the history of activism in 
the US including Paul Robeson and 
Harry Bridges – the inspirational US 
activists. Bridges was an Australian 
born union activist who moved to the 
US and was instrumental in setting 
up the International Longshore and 
Warehouse Union (ILWU).

“If we can’t tell ourselves the 
truth about our past we become 

trapped by it. How do we honour 
the past of the First Nations people? 
How does their voice become pri-
mary and central to the future of this 
nation?”, asked Glover.

He asked for support of the 
Uluru Statement “We have to support 
the Uluru statement from the heart 
and we have to work to fi nd the ways 
of justice. No justice no peace.”

On unions Danny said “Unions 
have always been allies in our strug-
gles for justice. We have to fi nd our 
allies not only to build but to change 
and to bring our First Nations people 
into our struggle for justice.”

MUA NT branch secretary 
Thomas Mayor said, “We have to 
fi ght for the Uluru statement, history 
tells us we need to fi ght for justice 
and to build a people’s movement for 
change,”.

The “Uluru Statement from 
the Heart” calls for the establish-
ment of a “First Nations Voice” in 
the Australian Constitution and a 
“Makarrata Commission” to super-
vise a process of “agreement-mak-
ing” and “truth-telling” between 
governments and Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander peoples. 

Privatisation showdown
The Maritime Union of Australia (MUA) has warned 
of potential disruption to the Port of Darwin if the 
new private port operator Landbridge does not 
come to the table recognising the legitimate claims 
of its workforce. MUA assistant national secretary 
Warren Smith said the controversial multinational 
company is sitting on top of millions of dollars of 
public assets and refuses to pass on decent outcomes 
to its workforce.

Workers are seeking a three percent pay rise per 
year and for Landbridge to provide income protec-
tion in lieu of the reduced job security as a result of 
privatisation.

“Workers are simply seeking a reasonable deal that 
refl ects the considerable concessions made when trans-
ferring to the private sector from previously secure 
public sector jobs,” Smith said.

“These workers’ claims are just and reasonable and 
refl ect an understanding of the new private operating 
environment in the port. Workers are steadfast in their 

view that this controversial multinational company 
needs to meet these demands before they settle any 
agreement.”

Smith said that the workers have listened to the 
company’s arguments but the company is not listening 
to their workforce who have worked tirelessly to see a 
seamless transition to private ownership in the Port of 
Darwin.

“It is fundamentally wrong that privatisation has 
led to a showdown with the workforce when there has 
never been industrial action in the public port authority.

“The MUA and it members will not stand for the 
lowest-ever offer in port authority history and are pre-
pared to mount a campaign to win justice in this transi-
tion from public to private ownership.”

Landbridge controversially took out a 99-year lease 
at Darwin port in 2015 amid concerns that Australia 
was leasing out a piece of critical infrastructure 
with national strategic importance to a multinational 
company. 

Electricity 101
Continued from page 1

They give retailers detailed 
consumption data, measured at 
30-minute intervals or less and also 
allow the supply to be cut remotely. 
Not very nice if it is done without 
warning!

The retailers claim that the data 
can be used to better manage peak 
usage times and make the electricity 
grid more resilient and better at sens-
ing outages and overloads and where 
they are occurring.

They give consumers ongoing 
detailed information enabling them 
to monitor and plan usage and to 
keep an eye on the bill as it mounts.

But they also can provide 
anyone who taps into the data that is 
being transmitted or hacks the elec-
tricity company’s computers highly 
valued data such as types of  appli-
ances that  are used, when anyone 
is at home.

Such information is like gold to 
advertisers and criminals.

Consumers also pay an annual 
fee for the meter. This is on top of 
supply and usage charges.

For energy retailers they offer 

huge savings enabling remote cut-off 
and start-up facilities, hence dispens-
ing with meter readers. They enable 
Time-of-Use tariffs to be applied 
with electricity retailers varying the 
charges according to demand at any 
point in time.

There are in all 56 recommenda-
tions in the report, which the ACCC 
says could by 2020-2021 result in 
annual savings for the average resi-
dential customer of between 20 and 
25 percent, depending on where they 
live.

The report recommends that 
the small-scale renewable energy 
scheme (SRES) should be abolished 
by 2021 – ten years earlier than 
planned. It also calls on state gov-
ernments to fund solar feed-in tariffs 
through their budgets, rather than 
through consumers’ energy bills.

Misleading
Federal Resources Minister Matt 

Canavan described the ACCC report 
a win for coal, claiming that it rec-
ommended the government back 
coal-fi red generation.

While it does support the 
National Energy Guarantee which 

still lacks detail, it does NOT come 
out in support of or argue for coal-
fi red power stations.

“The National Energy Guarantee 
seeks to provide a settled policy 
framework under which new invest-
ment is incentivised in a way that 
enables achievement of the objec-
tive of reducing carbon emissions at 
low-cost while promoting investment 
in a manner that ensures demand for 
energy is met,” the report says.

“ The ACCC agrees that this is 
an important policy objective and, 
with the policy incorporating appro-
priate safeguards for competition in 
the contract market, recommends 
that governments commit to develop 
and implement the National Energy 
Guarantee.”

It is this support for markets, 
the basic underpinning of the whole 
report, that is faulty. Under capital-
ism, competition always results in 
monopoly with high concentrations 
of capital and monopoly pricing.

The system is definitely 
“broken” but it can be fi xed. As a 
fi rst step electricity generation and 
distribution should be nationalised 
and prices regulated. 
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Denis Doherty

Students attending the Students 
of Sustainability conference, 
together with Disarm Universities 
and other organisations, occupied 
the entrance to the Administration 
Building of Melbourne University 
early on the morning of July 11, 
using barrel pipe locks across the 
main doors of the building. They 
were protesting over the universi-
ty’s links with the weapons trade.

The protesters called for the uni-
versity to cut all ties with weapons 
manufacturers, in particular to lock-
out Lockheed Martin, the huge US 
arms manufacturer, demanding a full 
disclosure of agreement between 
Melbourne University and Lockheed 
Martin.

Tessa Campisi, a geography stu-
dent at Melbourne University and 
participant in the action against 
Lockheed, made the following state-
ment: “I have always believed that 
universities should be institutions 
that provide us with the tools to build 
a cohesive sustainable society, not 
agents of our crumbling democracy 
promoting the annihilation of mar-
ginalised peoples.”

Spokesperson William Ross 
explained why they were there. “We 
have locked down the administration 
building today because we refuse to 
pay for education that is funding war 
and climate change.

“Melbourne University has 
recently partnered with the largest 
weapons manufacturer in the world, 
Lockheed Martin, on the STELaR 
Lab, a research laboratory that 
Lockheed Martin boasts is the big-
gest weapons laboratory it has estab-
lished outside the USA.”

Following an American 
trend, Australian universities are 

cooperating with the big US and 
European arms corporations to fund 
departments and institutes using their 
millions of blood money. Lockheed 
Martin is one of the most notorious 
merchants of death.

The July 11 student action high-
lights the role of Lockheed Martin 
in corporate, government and univer-
sity complicity in war preparations, 

and the militarisation of the univer-
sity and its educational functions.

The US trend of former high 
ranking military officers joining 
boards of armaments corporations 
has been replicated with the appoint-
ment of Gaydon Gates, former Rear 
Admiral of the Australian Navy, as 
Lockheed Martin Australia’s CEO.

The Australian government 

has announced that it cannot afford 
to keep the Adelaide Aboriginal 
Drug and Alcohol Centre going 
past January 2019 and has cut over 
$500 million from other Aboriginal 
organisations. It has the lowest aid 
budget in our history of 0.22% of 
GDP. Yet there is lavish spending for 
armaments.

Lockheed Martin Australia is 

contributing $13 million to the Lab 
at Melbourne University. However, 
it expects to tap into the govern-
ment’s $3.8 billion fund to subsidise 
Australian weapons manufactur-
ers and the $1.3 billion for the Next 
Generation Technology Fund 
as well as selling its products in 
Australia. 

Australia

From the Archives Guardian, August 1996

Students protest links 
between weapons, 
corporations and universities

Celebrate Comrade Max Hunt
The Sydney Central branch is celebrating Max Hunt’s 
95th birthday and 77 years membership of the CPA.

Join us to celebrate with him a life of inspiration and achievements.

Please contact the Party (Tom or Linda 02 9699 8844) if you would like 
to come down the south coast on Sunday July 29 from 10 am to 4 pm.

Special Guardian subscription offer:

10 issues for $10
See page 11 for subscription form

Looking for the truth?

Want a paper you can trust?

Which is on your side?
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Around 40 female detainees in 
Villawood are staging a protest 
hunger strike from July 12. The 
protest follows abrupt changes 
that confi ne all women to the 
Lima compound. The changes 
isolate the female detainees and 
deny them access to previously 
communal areas, and communal 
activities.

On July 9, Serco guards enforc-
ing the new Border Force rules bru-
tally arrested one woman who tried 
to take food back into the Lima com-
pound, a previously allowed prac-
tice, now outlawed.

Guards tried to prevent detain-
ees fi lming the arrest; but the expo-
sure of the guard’s use of excessive 
force has resulted in a noticeable 
“politeness” from guards since the 
exposure.

The changes in Lima are just the 
latest move by Border Force impos-
ing arbitrary controls on detention 
centres, in the wake of them taking 
overall control of the detention 
regime.

Among the changes introduced 
are changes to visiting that require 
elaborate visitor e-accounts to be 
established and require cumbersome 
application and fi ve days notice of 
request to visit, designed to severely 
restrict visits to the detention centres.

The ban on mobile phones, now 
overturned by the Federal Court, was 
also pushed to prevent scrutiny of the 
detention regime and create the most 
punitive possible conditions inside 
the detention centre.

The women in Lima are demand-
ing an end to the discrimination 
against them, the return to the previ-
ous conditions that applied in Lima, 
and an inquiry into the brutal arrest 
of a single female by nine male 
guards and the arbitrary powers of 
the guards.

Meanwhile, refugee advocates 
are calling for a full inquiry into an 
incident recorded on mobile phone 
footage inside Villawood detention 
centre revealing nine male guards 
using unnecessary force arresting a 
single female detainee.

Towards the end of the footage, 
the guards can be seen holding her on 
the ground, and probably (although it 
cannot be discerned), restraining her 
with handcuffs or fl exicuffs, the use 
of which is also standard detention.

The woman in the video was 
taken from female compound, 
Lima, to an isolation cell in Hotham 
Compound around midday on July 
10.

Tensions have risen in Lima 
compound when, without warning 
or explanation, Border Force offi c-
ers announced that Lima would be 
effectively locked down and sepa-
rated from the Villawood complex. 
Female detainees are now confi ned 
to the Lima compound, and are only 
allowed out of the compound if they 
are escorted by guards. Confi nement 
to the compound was previously 
used as a punishment; now all 
women are confi ned.

Under the new regulations, 
Border Force is preventing women 

taking their food on a tray into the 
Lima Compound; they must scrape 
the food on the tray into other bowls. 
When she attempted to take her tray 
of food into Lima compound she was 
pushed back by the guards, upsetting 
the food tray. Guards then seized 
her and dragged her out of Lima 
compound.

The footage is a small glimpse 
of what usually is unseen by the 
outside world, of the completely 
unaccountable but total control that 
guards exercise over people inside 

detention centres. Capricious rule 
changes, arbitrary brutality and pun-
ishment are a routine part of daily 
life in Australia’s detention centres.

“This footage exposes the real 
reason that Peter Dutton tried to ban 
phones from detention centres,” said 
Ian Rintoul, spokesperson for the 
Refugee Action Coalition.

“He wanted to prevent any scru-
tiny of the abuse that is integral to 
the detention regime. Border Force 
has a program of self-justifica-
tion, ridiculously militarising the 

detention centres and introducing 
restrictive visiting arrangements.

“Serco and ABF offi cers are a 
law unto themselves. Detention cen-
tres are worse than prisons. There 
is no oversight of the conditions in 
detention; no review or limits on pro-
longed detention.

“We are demanding a full inquiry 
into the Villawood incident and 
for the offi cers involved to be held 
accountable. The culture of abuse 
fostered by immigration detention 
must be stopped.” 

Brute force in Villawood

Backing Uluru Statement

Failure of Joyce move

The Australian Lawyers Alliance (ALA) fully sup-
ports the recommendation of the Referendum 
Council and the Uluru Statement for a referen-
dum to amend the Constitution, to provide for a 
representative body that gives Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander First Nations a Voice to the 
Commonwealth Parliament.

“The proposed amendment would serve a dual pur-
pose. It would constitutionally empower Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander people with a voice to Parliament, 
but at the same time respect parliamentary suprem-
acy and uphold the Constitution,” said Noor Blumer, 
national ALA president.

“The Uluru Statement powerfully expresses how the 
Australian legal system has disempowered and margin-
alised Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people.

“The law has been an instrument of oppression for 
Indigenous Australians for too long.

“We can see the effects of this every day in the 
over-representation of Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander people in prisons and detention centres, and 
in the way the law has been used to break up their 
families.

“The legal system has often failed to adequately 
represent Indigenous people and we believe the recom-
mendation in the Uluru Statement is sensible, pragmatic 
and legally moderate.”

The ALA believes that the ideas put forward in 
the discussion papers by the “Uphold and Recognise” 
organisation show that the Uluru Statement can be prac-
tically and realistically implemented.

The ALA has made a submission to the Joint Select 
Committee on Constitutional Recognition relating to 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people. 

Major fl aws with the forcible relo-
cation of the Australian Pesticides 
and Veterinary Medicines 
Authority (AVPMA) to the NSW 
regional centre Armidale, at the 
insistence of local MP and former 
Deputy Prime Minister Barnaby 
Joyce, have been confi rmed after 
chief executive Chris Parker 
today admitted up to a quarter of 
the workforce needed to remain 
in Canberra.

The Community and Public 
Sector Union, which represents 
workers at the agency, said the gov-
ernment had been repeatedly warned 
that the policy was short-sighted and 
not in the best interest of the agricul-
ture sector.

APVMA chief executive Chris 
Parker confi rmed that up to 40 sci-
entists and specialist staff would 
stay in the ACT, citing the unac-
ceptable risks imposed by relying on 

teleworking and external scientifi c 
assessors.

“The forced relocation of the 
APVMA was never about what 
was best for the Australian agricul-
ture sector or the authority, it was 
simply politically-motivated pork-
barrelling,” CPSU national secretary 
Nadine Flood said.

“Following news of the reloca-
tion, more than a quarter of the agen-
cy’s workforce quit, including a large 
number of highly trained regulatory 
scientists.

“The head of the APVMA has 
now been forced to admit that the 
added risks posed by moving the 
agency to Armidale can’t be miti-
gated and the only solution is to have 
up to a quarter of the workforce stay 
in Canberra.”

Flood described the debacle as 
a direct result of the Turnbull gov-
ernment putting the best interests 

of the Australian community a dis-
tant second to the demands of the 
National Party.

She said that rather than trying 
to pork-barrel electorates under 
the guise of decentralisation, the 
Turnbull government should be cre-
ating genuine regional jobs by over-
turning public sector job cuts.

“If the Turnbull government was 
serious about creating jobs in rural 
and regional Australia, they could 
start by creating new jobs in short-
staffed agencies that are currently 
struggling to maintain service stand-
ards,” she said.

“The Commonwealth has an 
important role to play in providing 
quality employment opportunities in 
the regions, but instead we’ve seen 
cuts to front-line services and the 
forcible relocation of an agency due 
to the demands of the then Nationals 
leader.” 

Saturday July 28
Doors open 7:45 pm

Hellenic Club of WA
75 Stirling Street Perth

Admission $20 (at the door)

Fundraiser for health projects in Cuba

For more information contact 
0419 812 872 or acfsperth@gmail.com

Organised by 
the Australia-Cuba Friendship Society – ACFS WA
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John Bachtell

BEIJING: The Trump administration’s 
declaration of a trade war with China has 
implications for that country’s latest round 
of ambitious economic reforms as well as 
for global economic development generally.

China refuses to be bullied by Trump’s 
imposition of US$34 billion in tariffs and the 
threat to impose $500 billion more. China has 
swiftly retaliated with its own $34 billion in 
tariffs on US goods.

The purpose of tariffs is not chiefl y to 
overcome the trade imbalance between the 
two countries and protect American work-
ers. Trump’s real goal, besides energising his 
base for the 2018 elections and splitting the 
ranks of the US labour movement, is to thwart 
China from becoming a direct economic rival 
and make it abandon its socialist-oriented 
economic strategy. This fl ows from Trump’s 
new national security strategy, which declared 
China and Russia strategic economic and mili-
tary rivals.

Until now, China has competed with other 
developing countries to produce consumer 
goods for advanced industrialised economies. 
In the future, it will be competing more directly 
with the US and other advanced capitalist 
economies in the advanced manufacturing and 
technological sectors.

Trump wants China to dismantle its “Made 
in China 2025” strategy, a 10-year plan to make 
the country a world leader in key scientifi c and 
technical fi elds and advanced manufacturing, 
with an aim to sharply increase productivity 
(which is approximately one-third that of the 
US economy).

Trump is demanding China abandon public 
sector investments in basic science, research, 
and innovation as well as its targets to raise 
the domestic content of its manufactured com-
ponents to 40 percent by 2020 and 70 percent 
by 2025.

Further, Trump administration officials 
wants China to eliminate requirements that US 
fi rms seeking access to its market must enter 
into agreements to share technology and its 
restrictions on US corporate investment. They 
say China has put US corporations at an eco-
nomic “disadvantage” by stealing intellectual 
property rights and technological secrets.

China disputes these charges and insists it 
is operating within World Trade Organisation 
guidelines. The fact China leads the world in 
patent applications exposes the racist lie that it 
doesn’t possess the wherewithal to develop its 
own intellectual and technological innovation.

The chief architect of this policy is White 
House National Trade Director Peter Navarro, 
who “took aim at China’s internal plan to 
develop cutting-edge industries like robotics, 

new energy vehicles, advanced rail and ship-
ping, and aerospace, saying the country could 
not be allowed to dominate technologies that 
will be an important source of jobs and growth 
for the United States in decades to come,” The 
New York Times reported.

Navarro is considered on the fringe by 
most economists and advocates some of the 
most extreme measures against China, which 
he sees as posing an existential threat to the 
US.

China sees the rise of economic national-
ism as a threat to its domestic economy and 
to global economic development. Despite 
Trump’s pressure, it has declared it will never 
agree to abandon its developmental path of 
creating a “modern, democratic, culturally 
advanced, harmonious, and sustainable social-
ism” by 2050.

Trump’s “America First” economic nation-
alism will actually hurt US workers and farm-
ers by closing markets and making goods 
uncompetitive. It undermines the dominant 
role of US imperialism and ironically opens 
the door for China to become the global eco-
nomic leader.

“Made in China 2025”
The 19th CPC Congress in October 2017 

projected a new round of openness and bold 
economic, social, and governance reforms that 
extend decades into the future. The socialist 
market economy will continue to dominate in 
the new era.

But instead of a model based on export of 
consumer products, the goal of “Made in China 
2025” is to remake the country into a global 
high-tech manufacturing power and radically 
increase productivity through innovation and 
cutting-edge digital technology, artifi cial intel-
ligence, and big data. The target is to gear pro-
duction toward quality over quantity.

“Although the goal is to upgrade indus-
try writ large”, writes Scott Kennedy, Director 
of Project on Chinese Business and Political 
Economy at the Centre for Strategic and 
International Studies, “the plan highlights 10 
priority sectors: 
1. New advanced information technology; 
2. Automated machine tools and robotics; 
3. Aerospace and aeronautical equipment; 
4. Maritime equipment and high-tech 

shipping; 
5. Modern rail transport equipment; 
6. New-energy vehicles and equipment; 
7. Power equipment; 
8. Agricultural equipment; 
9. New materials; and 
10. Biopharma and advanced medical 

products.”
The newly created industries will be geared 

fi rst to satisfying the rapidly growing domes-
tic market and then later compete in the global 
economy.

In addition to providing the conditions 
for private and public enterprises to promote 
innovation, China is in the midst of a massive 
modernisation of its infrastructure, including 
creating a world-class system of universities, 
research institutions, and hospitals with the 
expectation of attracting world-class scientifi c 
talent.

Development and sustainability will go 
hand-in-hand to create an “ecological civilisa-
tion.” China invested US$126 billion in renew-
ables in 2017, a 31 percent increase over 2016, 
making it to the world’s biggest investor in 
the fi eld. A high-speed rail system extending 
35,000 kilometres is half complete. Production 
of electric vehicles is ramping up.

Innovation zones
The approach toward promoting inno-

vation as an economic driver is clearest in 
Shenzhen, site of the fi rst special economic 
zone that opened to foreign capital. Forty years 
ago, Shenzhen, in the Pearl River Delta and 
close to Hong Kong and Macau, was a “sleepy 
fi shing village” of 30,000 people. Today, it is 
a modern planned bustling eco-metropolis of 
over 20 million.

At one time, Shenzhen was a vast produc-
tion and manufacturing zone that relied on 
imported innovation. Today, locally derived 
innovations typically make up 76 percent of 
products.

“Local fi rms that used to rely entirely on 
imported know-how and parts have started to 
work on their own inventions and methods. 
Foreign fi rms that used to come to the delta 
to harness its brawn are now tapping into its 
brains as well,” writes The Economist.

More international patents are applied 
for in Shenzhen than France and Britain. In 
contrast to the secretive corporate culture of 
Silicon Valley, in Shenzhen, businesses, uni-
versities, scientifi c research and development 
institutes, and manufacturing facilities all col-
laborate to signifi cantly streamline the produc-
tion cycle.

One of these “innovation hubs” already in 
operation in Shenzhen consists of a complex of 
19 buildings employing 300,000 workers. The 
new enterprises range from public to mixed to 
private ownership and include 69 incubator 
businesses.

Local authorities are encouraging young 
innovators by providing inexpensive space, 
free Wi-Fi and other resources.

The government’s role will be macr-
oeconomic management, including of public 
assets; market regulation; delivery of public 
services including health care, transit, and edu-
cation; law enforcement; and environmental 
protection.

The special economic zones will con-
tinue to experiment with less red tape, and 

restrictions on investment in the service and 
fi nancial sectors.

Belt and Road Initiative
China’s domestic economic development 

is inseparable from its deeper integration in 
the global economy. By far the most ambitious 
project is the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) 
launched in 2013. It is a massive $1 trillion 
development project comprising over 2,000 
local construction projects and is often referred 
to as “China’s Marshall Plan.” It is probably 
the most ambitious infrastructure project in 
modern history.

Once complete, 71 countries in Asia, 
Africa, and Europe, including some of the 
poorest in the world, will be linked via six land 
and sea corridors. These corridors will feature 
modern infrastructure, rail and road transport, 
modern ports, electric grids, refi ning capac-
ity, water sanitation, pipelines, and cultural 
exchanges.

China’s western provinces and the coun-
tries involved will experience substantial 
development. By cutting transportation costs in 
half, global trade could increase by 12 percent.

One other aspect of the BRI is worth 
noting. China’s economy is dependent on for-
eign trade, including 90 percent that travels by 
sea. The BRI is also a strategic plan to bypass 
any future threat of a US economic blockade, 
particularly of the Strait of Malacca.

To help fund the BRI, China is developing 
alternative fi nancial institutions parallel with 
the World Bank and International Monetary 
Fund. These institutions, including the Asia 
Infrastructure Investment Bank and the New 
Development Bank, threaten to upend the 
international fi nancial order.

Moving ahead 
with the world

The ambitious and mind-boggling devel-
opment plans and the new era of economic 
reforms means China will continue to take 
giant steps toward a modern socialist society 
and increasingly shape global economic and 
political developments along the way.

Trump and his economic nationalist plans 
for trade wars and white nationalist immigra-
tion policies will also shape global develop-
ment, though not always as he might intend. 
His haphazard tariff policies will not only 
hurt workers in the US and around the world, 
but also undermine the dominance of US 
capitalism in the world economy and global 
governance.

Trump’s policies run counter to the new 
stage of globalisation taking shape and are 
doomed to failure.

There is another option – that of fairly 
negotiated trade and international cooperation 
on a range of critical issues facing humanity.
People’s World 

Along class lines
China opens, Trump erects walls
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US “Masterstroke” against Ven

The United States and its partners are 
quietly preparing a brutal “Plan to end 
the dictatorship of Venezuela”: the 
“Masterstroke”, which is already under-
way and whose fi rst part would begin 
before the upcoming Venezuelan elections 
and, if they do not succeed in overthrowing 
President Nicolás Maduro with this new 
offensive, which will include the use of the 
whole propaganda and media apparatus 
available to them plus violent actions in 
“defence of democracy”, they will imple-
ment Plan B, which will bring in several 
countries to launch a “multilateral force” 
to intervene militarily.

Panama, Colombia, Brazil, Guyana are 
all key components of the military opera-
tion, with the support of Argentina and “other 
friends”, under Pentagon control. They already 
have made preparations on the bases they now 
occupy in the countries that border Venezuela 
with hospitals and centres to collect provisions 
for their soldiers.

All this is specifi ed in a real document, of 
11 pages, which bears the signature of Admiral 
Kurt Walter Tidd, current commander in chief 
of the US Southern Command (SouthCom).

The document analyses the current situ-
ation ratifying the war being waged against 
Venezuela, but also the perverse scheme of 
psychological warfare that justifi es the per-
secution, harassment, discredit and criminal 
lies that are used to end not only the popular 
leaders but to subjugate the peoples of the 
region.

Referring to the current situation in 
Venezuela, the Plan mentions that the 
“Chavista Venezuelan dictatorship is shaken as 
a result of its internal problems, with the great 
shortage of food, the exhaustion of income 
from external sources of money and unbridled 
corruption, which has diminished its interna-
tional support. This had been won with petro-
dollars, but now the national currency is in a 
steady decline.”

They assume that this scenario, which they 
admit having created themselves, with a ter-
rifying impunity, will not change. In this case 
they justify their actions affi rming that the 
Venezuelan government will resort to new 
“populist” measures to conserve power.

Paid “opposition”
It is amazing where they place the oppo-

sition that the United States itself handles, 
advises and pays, on the understanding that 
“the corrupt Maduro regime will collapse, but 
unfortunately the opposing forces that defend 
democracy and welfare of their people do 
not have suffi cient power to put an end to the 
nightmare of Venezuela because of their own 
internal disputes and corruption.

“They also lack roots that would allow 
them to take maximum advantage of this situ-
ation to pass over the state of poverty the left 
dictatorship has submerged the country into.”

What is frightening is that while they con-
sider that this is “an unprecedented criminal 
action in Latin America,” referring to the gov-
ernment of Venezuela – a government that 
has never acted against any of its neighbours 
and that has extended an intense regional and 
worldwide solidarity. The US plan argues that 
“democracy extends to America, a continent in 
which radical populism was destined to take 
control.” Argentina, Ecuador and Brazil are 
examples of this.

This “rebirth of democracy” (as they call 
it) is supported by the conditions of the region 
that is in their favour. “This is the moment 
for the United States to prove with concrete 
actions that it is involved in a process in which 
the overthrow of the Venezuelan dictatorship 
will surely result in a pivotal continental shift.”

On the other hand, they encourage US 
President Donald Trump to act considering 
that “this is the Trump administration’s fi rst 
opportunity to demonstrate and carry forward 
its vision of democracy and security,” and to 

convince him that “his active participation is 
crucial, not only for the administration but for 
the continent and the world. The moment has 
arrived.”

This means “intensifying the defi nitive 
overthrow of Chavism and the expulsion of his 
representative, undermining popular support” 
of the government and “To encourage popu-
lar dissatisfaction by increasing the process 
of destabilisation and shortages” [to] “ensure 
the irreversible deterioration of its current 
dictator.” 

“Besiege him”
If ones wants to fully understand the art of 

counterinsurgency perversion, it is enough to 
read the part in which the document refers to 
the president of Venezuela, Nicolás Maduro, 
encouraging to “besiege him, ridicule him and 
show him as a symbol of awkwardness and 
incompetence, and expose him as a puppet 
from Cuba.”

But it also suggests, “To exacerbate the 
division among the members of the govern-
ment group, revealing the differences in their 
living conditions and those of their followers 
and at the same time encouraging them to keep 
these divergences growing.”

The plan is designated to be executed 
quickly and furiously, such as the measures 
taken by the servants of Washington, Mauricio 
Macri (Argentina) and Michel Temer (Brazil), 
both with a scandalous history of corruption 
but transformed by the Empire into “lead-
ers of transparency” that “took measures” in 
very short time bringing the destruction of the 
national States with the same certainty of the 
fi ring of a missile.

The document signed by the head of the 
US Southern Command demands making the 
Maduro government unsustainable by forcing 
him to give up, negotiate or escape. This Plan 
to end in very short terms the so-called “dicta-
torship” of Venezuela calls to “Increase inter-
nal instability to critical levels, intensifying 
the decapitalisation of the country, the escape 
of foreign capital and the deterioration of the 
national currency, through the application of 
new infl ationary measures that increase this 
deterioration.”

Another goal is; “To obstruct all imports 
and at the same time discourage potential for-
eign investors”. And here one can really see the 
goodness of the Empire “to contribute to make 
the situation of the population more critical.”

Riots, looting, robbery
Also, the Plan includes in its 11 pages, 

“To appeal to domestic allies as well as other 
people inserted in the national scenario with 
the aim of generating protests, riots and insecu-
rity, pillage, looting, robbery, assaults and kid-
nappings of ships and other means of transport, 
with the intention of depriving the country of 
all goods, across all borders and other possible 
ways, endangering the national security of its 
neighbours.”

They consider it important to “cause vic-
tims” and to point out that the Venezuelan 
government is responsible by “magnifying, in 
front of the world, the humanitarian crisis, to 
which the country is subjected”, using the lie 
of a generalised corruption of the rulers and 
“linking the government to the drug traffi cking 
to discredit its image before the world and its 
domestic followers.” Also to “promote fatigue 
among the members of the PSUV “[Unifi ed 
Socialist Party of Venezuela] inciting dissent 
among themselves, to break up relations with 
the government and so that they reject the 
measures and restrictions that also affects them 
and make them as weak as the opposition is, 
creating friction between the PSUV and Somos 
Venezuela.”

The proposal goes up in tone when calling 
for “structuring a plan to achieve the desertion 
of the most qualifi ed professionals in the coun-
try, to leave them without any professionals at 
all, which will further aggravate the internal 

situation and in this sense once again blame the 
government.”

Part 2. The military hand
As in a thriller, the Plan calls “to use army 

offi cers as a defi nitive solution alternative” by 
“Continuing to harden the condition within the 
Armed Forces to carry out a coup d’état, before 
the end of 2018, if this crisis does not cause the 
dictatorship to collapse or if the dictator does 
not decide to step aside.”

Understanding that all the above can fail, 
and with evident contempt for the Venezuelan 
opposition, the Plan calls for “keeping 
steady the continuous fi re on the border with 
Colombia, multiplying the traffi c of fuel and 
other goods, the movement of the paramili-
taries, armed incursions and drug traffi cking, 
provoking armed incidents with the security 
forces on the Venezuelan Border”.

And additionally, “Recruit paramilitaries 
mostly from the refugee camps in Cúcuta, La 
Guajira and Norte de Santander, areas widely 
populated by Colombian citizens who emi-
grated to Venezuela and have now returned, 
fl eeing from the regime that intensifi ed the 
destabilisation between the borders between 
the two countries, using the empty space left 
by the FARC (Revolutionary Armed Forces 
of Colombia), the belligerence of the ELN 
(National Liberation Army) and the activities 
in the area of the Gulf Cartel (paramilitary).”

Here come the plans structuring the fi nal 
blow. “Prepare the involvement of allied forces 
in support of the Venezuelan army offi cers or 
to control the internal crisis in case the initia-
tive is delayed [...] to establish a fast timeline 
that prevents the dictator to continue gaining 
control of the internal scenario If it were nec-
essary to act before the elections stipulated for 
the next month of April.”

Actually, those elections were held on May 
20 and from now on the United States and its 
servile allies have made it known that they will 
not recognise them.

The essence of the question is; “To obtain 
the cooperation and support of the allied 
authorities of friendly countries (Brazil, 
Argentina, Colombia, Panama and Guyana). 
To organise the provisions of the troops, logis-
tic and medical support from Panama.

“Make good use of the facilities of elec-
tronic surveillance and smart signals; of 

hospitals and facilities deployed in Darién 
(Panamanian jungle), the drone equipment 
of Plan Colombia, as well as the lands of 
the former military bases of Howard and 
Albroock (Panama) as well as those belong-
ing to Río Hato. Also in the United Nations 
Humanitarian Regional Centre, designed for 
humanitarian catastrophe and emergency situ-
ations, which has an air landing fi eld and its 
own warehouses.”

As we can see, it is already an interven-
tion scenario where it is proposed, “To advance 
the stationing of fi ghter jets and helicopters, 
armoured vehicles, intelligence positions 
and special military logistics units of police, 
military offi cers and prisons. To develop the 
military operation under an international 
banner, sponsored by the Conference of Latin 
American Armies, under the protection of the 
OAS and the supervision, in the legal and 
media context, of its Secretary General Luis 
Almagro.”

Illegal
And moreover, “Uniting Brazil, Argentina, 

Colombia and Panama to contribute a good 
number of troops, make use of their geographic 
proximity and experience in operations in for-
ested or jungle regions. Strengthening its inter-
national status with the presence of combat 
units from the United States and the aforemen-
tioned nations; under the general command 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff led by the United 
States.”

The impunity with which everything is 
being prepared behind the backs of the people, 
in absolute illegality as are the recent military 
manoeuvres of the United States in this region 
on the border of Brazil with Venezuela, Brazil, 
Peru and Colombia.

The document goes on to say, “Using the 
facilities of the Panamanian territory for the 
rear-guard and the capabilities of Argentina for 
the security of its ports and maritime positions 
[...]”

But in addition, it is foreseen, “To pro-
mote international participation in this effort 
as part of the Multilateral Operation with con-
tributions from States, non-state organisations 
and international bodies and provide adequate 
logistics, intelligence, support, anticipating 
especially the most valuable points in Aruba, 
Puerto Carreño, Inirida, Maicao , Barranquilla 

Regardless of which corporate party is in power the Pentagon continues its plans 
and strategies for world domination from the Middle East to the Korean Peninsula to 
Africa and to Latin America. Here is an analysis of an internal Pentagon document 
by Stella Calloni, outlining a very real scenario to be carried out by the Southern 
Command to overthrow the democratically elected Venezuelan government.
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and Sincelejo in Colombia, and Roraima, 
Manaus and Boavista in Brazil.”

This is an incredible map of an announced 
intervention of war.

Strategic Information
The plan is to silence “the ever-present 

symbolism of Chávez, his representatives and 
popular support and to maintain the harassment 
of the dictator as the sole individual responsi-
ble for the crisis in which he has submerged the 
nation” and his closest supporters, who will be 
accused of the crisis and the impossibility of 
leaving it.

In another paragraph it calls, “To inten-
sify the discontent against the Maduro regime 
[...] point out the incompetence of the inte-
gration mechanisms created by the regimes 
of Cuba and Venezuela, especially the ALBA 
(Bolivarian Alliance of the Peoples of Our 
America) and Petrocaribe.”

Regarding the media theme, the plan 
designed by the United States calls to increase 
within the country, through local and foreign 
media, the dissemination of messages designed 
and based on testimonies and publications orig-
inating in the country itself, making use of all 
possible capacities, including social networks, 
and on the other hand “call through the media 
the need to put an end to the situation because 
it is essentially unsustainable.”

One of the last paragraphs of the docu-
ment is about “securing” or showing the use of 
violent means by the “dictatorship” to obtain 
international support, using “All the capabil-
ities of the Psychological War of the United 
States Army.”

In other words, repeating the same scenar-
ios of lies, armed with news, false photographs 
and videos, and everything already used in the 
colonial wars of the 21st century.

The document also states that “the United 
States should support internally the American 
states that support it”, raising the image of 
those states and the “multilateral order of insti-
tutions of the inter-American system, as instru-
ments for the solution of regional problems 
and to promote the need to send a UN Military 
Force for the imposition of peace, once the 
corrupt dictatorship of Nicolás Maduro is 
overthrown.”
Resumen – Cuba 

On Rolling Wood
Harry Golden

Rolling Wood is a predominantly white 
residential neighbourhood In Raleigh, the 
capital of North Carolina. It was a peace-
ful enclave until Mr and Mrs Caple and 
their children moved in at 2517 Remington 
Road, and the trouble began.

The Caples are Negroes. Mr Caple came 
to Raleigh to teach drama at Shaw University, 
a Negro school, where Mrs Caple too, is a 
teacher. They have been harassed and threat-
ened since they moved in with their nine-
month lease.

First their garbage was dumped on their 
lawn, then came the speeding cars whose white 
occupants shouted obscenities and “Nigger 
go home”. This was followed by the burning 
of Horace Caple in effi gy. The couple’s two 

children are bewildered. The little boy of four 
does not understand, but the 12-year-old girl 
understands well enough; she often goes into 
fi ts of crying.

When it was learned that Mrs Pat Juby, the 
white real estate lady who had rented the house 
to the Caples, had been threatened, Mrs Caple 
broke down completely and Mr Caple decided 
to arm himself.

The pattern of life is changing for the 
Caples. They live in constant fear and always 
go out together. The police are keeping vigil 
at the Caple residence but the Caples feel 
that they must move and the offi cials at Shaw 
University are looking for another house for 
them. The police, too, have suggested that the 
Caples move out.

This is the picture of “open housing” in 
North Carolina. A letter was sent to all white 

residents of Rolling Wood, expressing “sorrow 
for the misfortune of the invasion of our 
neighbourhood”.

“The Negro block busters are wards of the 
federal government,” said the letter, adding: 
“the niggers are protected by the govern-
ment and the housing law.” A poster distrib-
uted by the white residents warned, “We have 
to watch for any more contamination of our 
neighbourhood.”

Governor Wallace has encouraged these 
white people with his statement against open 
housing, and so has Mr Nixon with his like 
warm references to the housing law.

Meanwhile, the speeding cars circle the 
Caple home and Mr Caple says, “I didn’t real-
ise how much hatred exists in this world.”
The Nation, November 1968 
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Victor Grossman

Germany’s politicians played the 
chicken game last week, testing 
which party, Angela Merkel’s 
Christian Democratic Union or 
its Bavarian “sister party”, Horst 
Seehofer’s Christian Social Union, 
would be the first to swerve. 
When new parties were founded 
after World War II, Bavaria, 
Germany’s biggest state, saw the 
rise of the Christian Social Union, 
a separate party several degrees 
to the right of its big sister party, 
the Christian Democratic Union, 
in the rest of West Germany.

It was as if Texas had a Lone 
Star party, close to but not identical 
with the Republicans everywhere 
else. The two siblings (none of 
whose “Christian” names are really 
justifi ed) were supposed to get along 
in a happy combination known as 
the “Union.” Usually they did. But 
sometimes collisions did occur, and 
this recent one seems to have been 
the worst. The media are still arguing 
as to who chickened out.

The subject was “refugees and 
immigrants”, a major cause of quar-
rel since Merkel opened the doors to 
a huge wave of immigrants in 2015. 
Widely praised at fi rst for what was 
seen as a humanitarian move (though 
some cast doubt on her motivation), 
the move was turned more and more 
against her, as the welcome mat for 
the nearly one million who arrived 
became increasingly frayed.

Less than half the German popu-
lation had rejected the welcome, but 
their numbers grew as most of the 
media, after reciting standard com-
passionate superfi cialities, grew ever 
more brutal in a constant stress on 
misdeeds, most of them manufac-
tured, committed by the newcomers.

All it took was a single crime 
by a young male uprooted from hor-
rifi c conditions overseas and thrust 
into often unfriendly, even hostile 
new environment, without family, 
without a job or schooling in the 
new language. Any such crime was 
blown out of all proportion not just 
by nasty rags like the BILD news-
paper but also by “respectable” gov-
ernment–run TV channels that would 
dwell on such an event for weeks, 

even months, down to the last detail. 
Ignored were reports on crimes com-
mitted by “bio-Germans” (a new 
word), including hate crimes against 
the immigrants. Ignored too was the 
fact that crime rates by both immi-
grants and German-born citizens 
have dropped since the arrival of the 
people welcomed in by Merkel.

Fascistic yelps
This is where the young 

Alternative for Germany party (AfD) 
jumped in. At fi rst it had dwelt on 
opposition to the European Union 
from a nationalist point of view. 
Then it took up the fascistic yelps 
about the “Islamisation” of Germany, 
Sharia Law and terrorist dangers. 
Now its openly racist stress is on 
hating immigrants, who are “taking 
over” – in much the same way 
Latinos are supposed to be “taking 
over” the United States. Muslims, 
even after the immigration wave, 
number at most 5-6 million (out of 
a total 83 million in Germany) and 
a large proportion are the children or 
grandchildren of workers brought in 
from Turkey in the 1960s.

But the built-up hatred of 
“others”, worst in economically 
hard-hit areas like East Germany 
(where there are the fewest immi-
grants) turns at times into a lynch 
atmosphere, with the AfD denounc-
ing all other parties – but especially 
Angela Merkel. With about 15 per-
cent in national polls (27 percent in 
eastern Saxony), the AfD threatens 
to beat out the Social Democrats 
(now at about 18 percent) as second 
strongest party.

State elections are due In Bavaria 
on October 14. With one brief inter-
ruption decades ago, the CSU has 
always headed the state government 
there. Although it remains the strong-
est party, its expected skimpy result 
of about 40 percent, with no vis-
ible coalition partners in sight, will 
threaten the ruling position of both 
Seehofer and the eager rivals in his 
party. Their situation is becoming 
desperate – and that explains why the 
CSU broke with Merkel to take up 
a position so far to the right that, as 
it hopes, it can win back voters who 
deserted it and switched to the AfD.

Its basic position is: Close the 

borders, let almost no more immi-
grants or refugees in and throw out 
as many as possible of those already 
allowed in. “Transit centres” should 
be set up at border crossing points 
where all immigrants would be kept 
until their status was determined and 
if possible they could be sent back 
to the European country where they 
were fi rst registered, often Greece or 
Turkey. That line, the CSU hoped, 
should steal the thunder of those 
AfD racists, even though nasty 
comparisons might be drawn with 
Japanese internment camps in the US 
after Pearl Harbor – or even nastier 
comparisons.

Although Merkel and her CDU 
have been leaning ever more in 
that same direction, also in fear of 
a growing AfD, she could not go 
along with such a plan and keep face. 
But Seehofer, who is Minister of the 
Interior in her cabinet, rules over the 
federal police and threatened to go it 
alone at the southern border, joining 
defi antly with far-right-led Austria. 
When that extreme plan foundered 
he threatened to resign his post. That 
would almost certainly lead to a col-
lapse of the coalition government 
and probably to new national elec-
tions. These, frighteningly, would 
most likely bring big gains for the 
AfD – at the cost of all the others.

Thumbs down
After this clear, nasty and 

unprecedented ultimatum, Merkel 
begged for a two-week chance to 
get the other European Union mem-
bers to take in something approach-
ing a fair share of refugees. But the 
one-time “East Bloc” countries, who 
had so gloriously achieved “free-
dom” and “democracy” after 1989 – 
Poland, the Czechs, the Slovaks and 
Hungarians – wanted no non-Chris-
tian people of colour! Thumbs down 
– hard! Austria and the new govern-
ment of Italy loudly added their Nein 
and No. It was Nix all over and they 
refused to budge!

Things looked tougher than ever 
for Merkel. Right-wingers in her 
own party, who never liked her occa-
sionally almost moderate positions 

but had stayed docile because of her 
popularity, now began to circle men-
acingly in the clouding skies.

After some all-night sessions the 
chicken game was ended in a way 
aimed at placating both sides – but 
closer to Seehofer’s position. There 
would indeed be “transit centres” at 
the borders. Their inhabitants, wait-
ing for decisions on their fates, could 
move around freely – within these 
camps! European borders against 
“the South” would be tightened. But 
the whole affair still depends on the 
approval of the right-wing leaders 
in Austria and Italy, which is where 
most refugees come from – if they 
survive the Mediterranean storms, 
the interference of European-backed 
Libyan coastal vessels, and the walls 
and barbed wire fences now mark-
ing the many Balkan borders cre-
ated after the bloody break-up of 
Yugoslavia.

And the Social Democrats must 
also approve. They will, I’m sure, 
despite earlier pledges and the anger 
of many members. Their “Nein” – 
or the elections which could follow 
– would emasculate the party even 
further. To placate them, a 48-hour 
limit on the internment in the transit 
centres seems likely.

Speakers of the LINKE party say 
the game was less chicken than cha-
rades or some other sort of play-act-
ing, with the fi nal compromise worse 
than the original positions. Ironically, 
just as in the US, those big refugee 
waves of past years have been cut to 
a trickle; there is no longer any real 
problem with unmanageable num-
bers of immigrants. But the whole 
dispute distracted from burning 
social issues and from related but far 
worse threats, like the growth of the 
AfD and its grasping handclasp with 
those far-right governments all over 
Europe. The situation increasingly 
recalls 1930 or 1931 in Germany 
and Europe.

The European Union, never a 
force for basic progress but rather 
the favourite Lego game for Merkel 
& Co to build up German power, is 
visibly falling apart. And the recent 
game of chicken distracted – in a 

way also disturbingly reminiscent of 
past tragedies – from the unceasing 
growth of the German armed forces 
and their deployment, with annual 
manoeuvres, and together with the 
US and other NATO members, along 
the Russian border. There is a con-
stant danger of some igniting spark, 
planned or unplanned, with unimagi-
nable consequences.

The role of Donald Trump, 
like the man himself, is contradic-
tory and unpredictable. On the one 
hand he demands that NATO spend 
ever more billions for rearmament, 
just what Defence Minister von der 
Leyen wants – 43 billion euro next 
year, an increase of 4 billion. And 
she will get them – from the CDU, 
CSU and SPD! But Trump is also 
preparing to meet Vladimir Putin in 
Helsinki, offering a certain hope that 
the most dangerous hot spots, from 
Estonia and the Ukraine to Syria, 
could be defused.

Peace activists in Germany 
and elsewhere are clearly trying to 
diminish these dangers. Some 6,000 
demonstrated outside the recent con-
gress of the AfD in Augsburg. And a 
similar number travelled to the out-
of-the-way US base at Ramstein, 
from which all US killer drones are 
directed by electronic relay from safe 
spots in the USA. They protested for 
a week, even enjoying their own 
small-scale friendly soccer match 
between immigrants from Yemen 
and a left wing music band. They 
heard top-notch speakers in a local 
church, formed a kilometre-long 
human chain and defi antly block-
aded the main road to the base for 
a full 45 minutes. They are an ener-
getic and courageous bunch, far too 
few in number as in the US.

The peace activists here con-
stantly search for new ways to 
reach those millions for whom the 
bitter defeat of their soccer team 
in Russia worries them more than 
the on-going mass murder of men, 
women and children in the Yemeni 
port of Hodeida. Or the threat of a far 
greater confl agration.
People’s World 

German brand of Trumpism
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Sydney

VIGIL VIGIL 
DEMANDING THAT DEMANDING THAT 

THE USA STOP THE USA STOP 
THE BLOCKADE ON CUBATHE BLOCKADE ON CUBA

5:30 pm Friday July 20
Sydney Martin place outside the USA consulate

The 20th of each month will be transformed into days 
of struggle against all forms of blockade, denunciation 
of the interference of the empire and the low-intensity 
war that is being waged against sovereign countries, 
and the demand to the right to self-determination of 
people to decide their destiny and to live in peace. 

Long Live Bolivarian Venezuela!!! 
Long live International Solidarity!!!
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Emile Schepers

On Sunday, there was brief ela-
tion on the Brazilian left as it 
appeared as if former President 
Luiz Inácio “Lula” da Silva, 
known to all as just “Lula,” would 
be released on a writ of habeas 
corpus from a prison in Curitiba 
where he has been serving a 
12-year sentence on shaky charges 
of corruption and money launder-
ing. However, with minutes to go 
until the ex-president’s release, 
another judge countermanded the 
order, leading to a bizarre war of 
duelling judges. As of press time, 
Lula remains in jail.

Lula was sentenced to 12 years 
and one month of imprisonment in 
a case involving a private “triplex” 
apartment in Guarujá, near the huge 
city of São Paulo in the south of the 
country. Prosecutors alleged that the 
former president was to receive the 
property as quid pro quo for con-
tracts his government conceded to 
the OAS Company for work with 
the national oil company, Petrobras. 
Lula’s supporters contend that there 
is no evidence that Lula ever took 
possession of such a property.

Also, Lula’s lawyers had asked 
that he be allowed to remain free 
while exhausting all appeals, but this 
was denied by the Supreme Court, 
in a six-to-fi ve vote, at the beginning 
of April.

On Sunday, Judge Rogério 
Favreto of the Regional Federal 
Court of the Fourth Region issued 
the order for Lula’s immediate 
release, responding to a habeas 
corpus petition fi led by three mem-
bers of Lula’s Workers’ Party. While 
his supporters gathered outside the 
prison to greet the former president, 
another judge, Sergio Moro, who 
was on vacation and theoretically 
should not have been intervening in 
such a case, issued an order revers-
ing Favreto’s decision. Moro’s order 
was then confi rmed by the Supreme 
Court.

This duel of the judges has set 
off a hate campaign against judge 
Favreto, who is accused by the 
right of pro-Lula partiality and con-
nections with the Workers’ Party. 
However, the people who criticise 
Favreto are hardly impartial them-
selves and are clearly connected 
with the country’s right-wing politi-
cal networks.

Moro is well-known as the most 
aggressive prosecuting judge in the 
immense and long-running Operação 
Lava Jato (Operation Car Wash) cor-
ruption investigations. He has his 
own political links, though, to the 
right-wing Social Democratic Party 
of Brazil (PSDB), deadly enemies of 
Lula’s Workers’ Party.

On Tuesday, the country’s 
Attorney General Raquel Dodge 
asked the Supreme Court to open 
an investigation of Favreto. Dodge 
was appointed to the position a year 
ago by President Michel Temer, an 
extreme right winger considered an 
illegitimate president by many in 
Brazil, who himself is under multi-
ple corruption investigations. Temer 
took power in a constitutional coup 
against President Dilma Rousseff in 
August of 2016.

Temer’s current approval rating 
in the polls has reached an eye-
popping low of fi ve percent, which 
probably means he will not attempt 
to run for re-election this year. His 
government, meanwhile, has dedi-
cated itself to rolling back the many 
social protections that were gained 
for workers, the poor, women, 
Indigenous and Afro-Brazilian 
people, LGBTQ people, and others 
during Lula’s presidency.

The case is politically charged 
because Lula remains by far the most 
popular possible presidential candi-
date for the elections to be held on 
October 7 this year, with a runoff 
round scheduled for October 28 if 
necessary.

But Brazilian law forbids candi-
dates from running for eight years if 
they have been convicted of crimes. 

If Lula can’t run, his Workers’ Party 
and its left and centre allies will have 
to fi nd another candidate, and none 
with Lula’s popularity are obvious at 
the moment.

Polls currently show that the 
second most popular of the large 
number of presidential candidates, 
and the most popular if Lula cannot 
run, is Jair Bolsonaro, candidate of 
the right-wing Social Liberal Party. 
He is widely regarded as a fascist, 
who sings the praises of the military 
dictatorship which ruled Brazil from 
1964 to 1985. He has been quoted as 
saying that the mistake of that dic-
tatorship was that it tortured people 
instead of simply killing them (“o 
erro da Ditadura foi torturer e não 
matar”).

But in fact, the dictatorship 
killed many people, and one of 
those it tortured is none other than 
Dilma Rousseff, who succeeded 
Lula as president. Such comments 

are characteristic of Bolsonaro, who 
is also known for his violently anti-
woman and homophobic views. He 
has also called for the abolition of 
reserved lands for Brazil’s belea-
guered Indigenous population so that 
these lands can be exploited for their 
subsoil wealth. His comments on 
Afro-Brazilians have been blatantly 
racist, and his opposition to environ-
mentalist measures and gun control 
are popular with wealthy agricultural 
interests, which are an important part 
of his support base.

On Tuesday July 11, Supreme 
Court Presiding Judge Laurita Vaz 
denied no fewer than 143 third party 
habeas corpus petitions in support of 
Lula that had been submitted since 
Sunday. Explaining her move, Judge 
Vaz said, “The judicial power cannot 
be used as the basis for demands or 
demonstrations of a political or ide-
ological-partisan nature.”

Members of Lula’s own Workers’ 

Party, of both of Brazil’s communist 
parties (Partido Comunista do Brasil 
and Partido Comunista Brasileiro), 
others on the left, and the labour 
movement see the continued jail-
ing of Lula and the demonisation 
of Judge Favreto as a fundamental 
threat to democracy in Brazil. In 
particular, Sergio Moro’s actions are 
singled out for sharpest criticism.

On the webpage of the CUT 
labour federation (Central Única 
dos Trabalhadores), the Brazilian 
Association of Jurists for Democracy 
(ABJD) denounced Moro’s interven-
tion against the freeing of Lula as an 
abuse of power and a violation of 
judicial procedures. ABJD member 
Tania Oliveira added that Moro’s 
legal role in the Lula case ended at 
the point when he sentenced Lula, so 
he should not be jumping back into 
the case at this point.
People’s World 
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A coup and duelling judges

Former Brazilian President Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva.

EU’s crisis of legitimacy
Eugene McCartan

The European Union’s crisis of 
legitimacy continues to develop, 
as do the attempts by those ele-
ments that call themselves the 
“liberal centre” – that is, those 
political parties and the economic 
interests they serve that are cen-
tral to the EU’s further integra-
tion and are attempting to use 
that crisis to mask their agenda.

Towards the end of June, 
José Manuel Villegas, general 
secretary of the Spanish liberal 
party Ciudadanos (Citizens), and 
Christophe Castaner, executive 
offi cer of Emmanuel Macron’s 
party La République en Marche (the 
Republic on the Move), announced 
their intention of creating a common 
platform for the next EU Parliament 
elections, whose goal would be “to 
go beyond the right and left divide.” 
They want to rebrand the debate, 
opposing “progressives” to “popu-
lists,” and to “deeply” reform the 
EU.

Macron won the French general 
election by a similar stroke, posing 
himself as the only force capable of 
defeating the populism of La Pen 

and the hard right. Of course the 
forces of the right, together with 
the rump of the discredited French 
Socialist Party, rallied behind 
Macron – not only to defeat La 
Pen but to secure a majority in the 
French parliament so as to push for-
ward their real agenda, which is to 
attack the French working class.

This is what has happened. 
French workers have come under 
sustained attack. Many of the 
advances won by French work-
ers over many decades have been 
taken back with the stroke of a pen. 
Privatisation and the commodifi ca-
tion of public services continue to 
gather pace.

French workers need all our sol-
idarity as they continue to resist.

Macron dressed himself as the 
defender of democracy, but his 
party is in fact the cutting edge for 
an assault on democracy. Were the 
many advances in their economic 
and social conditions that workers 
won not advances for democracy?

This new development in 
French strategy could lead to the 
creation of a common platform in 
the next EU Parliament. The new 
platform would be open to parties 

from other European countries, with 
people close to the former Italian 
prime minister Matteo Renzi report-
edly in discussions with Ciudadanos 
and La République en Marche.

One of the proposals being 
pushed by Macron is the estab-
lishment of an EU fi nance min-
ister, to whom all other national 
fi nance ministers would be subor-
dinate. This proposal, if adopted, 
would further weaken the capac-
ity of people to change or infl u-
ence economic policies and would 
strengthen the power of lobbyists 
from fi nancial and business corpora-
tions, further subverting the demo-
cratic will of the people.

The political establishments 
throughout the EU want to fur-
ther undermine workers’ rights and 
advances and to restrict our capac-
ity to fi ght back. It’s just old wine 
in new bottles, but a poisoned cock-
tail nevertheless. They will use the 
threat of the crisis of legitimacy, 
as exposed by the populist right, to 
further consolidate the centralising 
structure.
Socialist Voice 
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Pollie pay
Hotel workers hit again; cuts to 
penalty hour rates yet our PM 
and hanger-ons are given huge 
salary rises.

Wake up Australia! get rid of the 
far right ASAP.

Remember – take from the needy 
and give it to the greedy.

Leslie S

Market farces
Gonski is one of the reasons why 
public education is a goner. As a 
so-called researched response to 
growing government underfund-
ing of public education it adopted 
the rhetoric of needs-based-fund-
ing in order to create a formula 
or SRS (schooling resource stand-
ard) which really is an exchange 
price ascribed to every child of 
school age.

Extra funds for particularly dis-
advantaged students and/or cohorts, 

as determined by the agencies of 
government, furthers the ideologi-
cally (lie) notion that so-called (or 
tested) merit is the ticket to success.

Equally, a kind of means-test-
ing of private school students is a 
weak compromise in the face of 
reduced progressive tax collection 
by government.

Institutional education is a 
weapon of the ruling class in repro-
ducing a state that serves its interests. 
Gonski is merely an expression of a 
nonsense [bad] common sense that 
“the market” determines all activity 
in our (capitalist) society.

Graham Drew
Blue Mountains

Some thoughts
I was honoured to once again 
attend the 2013 Congress; it was 
my fi rst since 2005. Then we had 
a discussion on “Land Rights” 
for Indigenous, Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islanders and how 
best to approach this problem 
that Capitalism imposed on our 
First Peoples.

Twelve years later when we 
raised the same subject, the first 
thing raised was what name we 
should use, whether it should be 
Aboriginal or Indigenous. We have 
not progressed very far.

At the time of the 2009 Congress 
I was living and working in Tennant 

Creek NT for just over 14 months 
with the Waripiri People. I made 
many friends and also witnessed 
many wrongs from both Indigenous 
and Europeans. On the Indigenous 
side most wrongs were caused by 
frustration and lack of education. On 
the European side it is a repetition of 
what they have done in every land 
they have taken by force, fi rst geno-
cide then assimilation; this is some-
thing we all know.

At no stage should any White 
Australian government have full 
control of Aboriginal, Indigenous 
moneys. No Tax to be paid for 25 
years on all profi ts made on produce 
sold from Aboriginal, Indigenous 
and Torres Straits Land Holdings. 
These are my thoughts I hope my 
elder party comrades will take some 
notice.

Ray Talbot
Western NSW Branch

On road kill
In Australia we are blessed with 
a wide variety of unique wildlife. 
The vast majority of Australians 
I believe cherish these beautiful 
animals. The expansion of hous-
ing estates around Melbourne has 
greatly impacted our native wild-
life. Some species have managed 
to survive in the areas of remnant 
bushland, paddocks, parks and 
gardens left on the urban fringes. 

These habitats still provide homes 
for the wildlife that continues 
to live on alongside us and our 
human settlements. Most people 
treasure co-existing with these 
animals and enjoy the observa-
tions, encounters and interactions 
with them.

In the Green Wedge regions of 
Victoria large areas are countryside 
and remnant woodland and so many 
wild animals still live here. But there 
are problems for native wildlife 
trying to survive in these regions; 
one is the road networks that connect 
our communities.

Where I live, we have a big 
problem with vehicles and wild-
life collisions. We have kangaroos, 
wombats, birds and wallabies among 
other wildlife living around here. 
Especially at night these animals 
wander about feeding and many are 
being killed on these rural roads. In 
winter time, with foggy nights and 
longer periods of darkness this situa-
tion is worse.

The past few weeks we have had 
fi ve dead kangaroos, a wombat, two 
possums and several birds killed in 
our street alone, with dozens more 
animals killed in the area. Hundreds 
of kangaroos and other animals are 
killed on the regions roads each year. 
I fi nd it so sad and distressing to 
observe dead wildlife on these roads 
every few days.

It is estimated that one in seven 
crashes on rural roads involve 

animals, mostly kangaroos. I’d like 
to see something done about this, 
like warning signs reminding people 
of the presence of kangaroos on 
these roads to slow traffi c down. This 
may stop some, hopefully most of 
the collisions between vehicles and 
wildlife. It may also prevent motor-
ists being hurt in collisions or crash-
ing trying to avoid wild animals.

I think a lot of these accidents 
between vehicles and wildlife could 
be avoided if we had signs to slow 
motorists down between dusk and 
dawn. After the deaths of several 
kangaroos in one week our council 
put up a sign warning of the presence 
of kangaroos. Since then no acci-
dents or deaths have occurred, these 
signs do make a difference and work 
in slowing most traffi c.

Perhaps the state governments 
and the RACV and other motoring 
groups would be willing to help rural 
councils with a project to fund the 
installation of these wildlife warn-
ing signs. Preventing accidents 
would have numerous worthwhile 
outcomes; it would mean the saving 
of some human lives and injuries, 
with fewer families suffering trauma 
and grief, save thousands of ani-
mals being killed and injured and 
many less vehicles damaged. It is a 
sensible and viable solution to this 
problem.

Steven Katsineris
Vic

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010
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BRITAIN: Tranquil rural Wiltshire is now 
the epicentre of Cold War 2.0 it seems. The 
dramatic events in Amesbury at the start of 
the month are once again creating a frenzy 
of media speculation and confusion, if not 
outright disinformation.

However idyllic this spot of the English 
countryside might appear, the Salisbury/
Amesbury area is ground zero for Britain’s 
chemical, biological, radiological and nuclear 
(CBRN) warfare infrastructure.

Amesbury’s closeness to the Defence 
Science and Technology Laboratory (DSTL) 
at Porton Down has been noted in some media 
reports, although usually with the implication 
that the location is a stroke of good luck in 
allowing super-swift scientifi c identifi cation 
of the mysterious “novichok” substance that 
apparently poisoned Charlie Rowley and Dawn 
Sturgess.

Less attention has been paid to the fact that 
the area is also home to the Defence Chemical 
Biological Radiological Nuclear Centre at RAF 
Winterbourne Gunner, Salisbury. This was 
originally established in 1926 as the Chemical 
Warfare School.

The centre, according to its website, is also 
“home of the joint CBRN medical faculty. The 
centre also provides CBRN medical training to 
all medical offi cers in the UK armed services 
as well as specialist medical training to UK and 
NATO/allied nations.

“As well as military training, [the Defence 
CBRN Centre] also supports civilian response 
in partnership with the Health Protection 
Agency and Department of Health.”

Amesbury is little more than 10 minutes 
away by car.

Also handily located nearby is Boscombe 
Down air base. The site is currently run, 
managed and operated by QinetiQ, a private 

military company created out of the breakup of 
the Defence Evaluation and Research Agency 
(Dera) in 2001 by the Ministry of Defence.

The other part of the former Dera is Porton 
Down’s DSTL. QinetiQ’s US arm produces a 
range of military robots. The QinetiQ Talon 
Hazmat is specially designed for the chemical 
weapons market and the company boasts it can 
identify “over 7,500 explosives, precursors and 
chemicals.”

At £4.5 million apiece, this is big business 
and with an increasing media focus on CBRN 
threats, real or imagined, this is very good news 
for the company’s shareholders, who snapped 
up its Dera parent for a song. Amesbury also 
sits close to Salisbury Plain Training Area, one 
of the largest military zones in Britain.

In February, just weeks before the Skripal 
attack, Salisbury Plain hosted Exercise 
Toxic Dagger, a three-week chemical weap-
ons training exercise involving 40 Royal 
Marine Commandos, Public Health England, 
the Atomic Weapons Establishment and the 
Defence Science and Technology Laboratory 
of Porton Down.

It’s in this neck of the woods that we are 
asked to believe that a Russian agent or agents 
skilfully avoided all detection and identifi ca-
tion and managed to attack the Skripals by 
smearing a doorknob.

These agents then left behind a chemical 
trail that could be traced all the way back to 
Moscow, rather than disposing of the substance 
securely. All this within miles of a cluster of 
NATO’s key chemical weapons facilities.

Then there’s the issue of timing.
The case might not cause quite so much 

scepticism if we only had the inconsistencies 
and absurdities of the Skripal case to contend 
with.

This fi rst police statement suggested that 

both victims were hospitalised at the same 
time, on Saturday evening and that it was 
being treated as a Class A drug-related inci-
dent. However, a few days later Metropolitan 
Police Assistant Commissioner Neil Video 
footage shown by BBC and Sky News claimed 
to show Rowley being put in an ambulance. 
One pictured paramedic was wearing a full 
hazmat suit, which is an uncommon response 
to an emergency call for what was supposedly 
a suspected drug overdose. However, three sep-
arate local Wiltshire media reports from July 1 
contradict the offi cial narrative.

The willingness of the Establishment 
media not only to echo offi cial narratives but 
to help create them is impressive.

The interlocking of media, military and 
political elites is also now on show.

The Amesbury event apparently provides 
a new sample of the substance, helpfully kept 
in a carelessly discarded container in a public 
space, safe from the elements.

This is presented as the fi nal missing piece 
of the puzzle that had so far eluded one of the 
biggest peacetime counter-terrorism hunts.

BBC diplomatic and defence correspond-
ent Mark Urban took to the air on Newsnight 
this week to outline what may become the offi -
cial standard explanation for the whole novi-
chok case. Yet only now has Urban revealed 
that he had in fact been meeting secretly with 
Sergei Skripal over a year ago.

“I met Sergei on a few occasions last 
summer and found him to be a private charac-
ter who did not, even under the circumstances 
then prevailing, wish to draw attention to him-
self. He agreed to see me as a writer of history 
books rather than as a news journalist, since 
I was researching one on the post-Cold War 
espionage battle between Russia and the West.

“Information gained in these interviews 

was fed into my Newsnight coverage during the 
early days after the poisoning. I have not felt 
ready until now to acknowledge explicitly that 
we had met, but do now that the book is near-
ing completion,” Urban wrote on BBC online.

Urban has strong military links, penning 
nearly a dozen books on British army units 
over the years, while collecting his BBC salary. 
He is a former second lieutenant in the fourth 
Royal Tank Regiment, which until 1993 was 
garrisoned in Tidworth, Wiltshire, 15 minutes 
or so from Amesbury.

Leaving aside Urban’s obvious contrac-
tual confl ict of interest and his commitment to 
writing a spy book supposedly overruling his 
duty as an impartial public broadcaster, it is a 
bombshell to fi nd that for four months the link 
between Skripal and a senior BBC journalist 
with intimate links to the British military was 
kept secret from viewers.

How much did Urban’s BBC managers 
know of his extra-curricular activities?

Did Skripal’s MI6 handlers introduce 
Urban to him, did they arrange his meetings, 
vet or coach Skripal’s answers?

It raises once again the question of just 
how cosy the links are between British intel-
ligence and many senior employees of Auntie 
Beeb.

And why is this information only being 
revealed now? Because of a looming and now, 
no doubt, ultra-lucrative book deal for Urban 
or instead to bolster the case that Skripal was 
indeed a likely target for Russian assassination 
due to continuing work for British and NATO 
intelligence services?

More and more questions, but don’t expect 
the Establishment media to ask, never mind 
answer, them.
Morning Star 

Cold War 2.0
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Kenny Coyle

The QinetiQ Talon Hazmat is specially designed 

for the chemical weapons market and the 

company boasts it can identify “over 7,500 

explosives, precursors and chemicals”.
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Fizz Perkal

As someone who was born and 
raised in the border state of New 
Mexico, I’m very familiar with 
political speak about immigrants 
and the border, especially when 
it comes to talking about safety. 
After 9/11, concerns about safety 
led to the passing of the Homeland 
Security Act, which created a new 
cabinet department as well as a 
new law enforcement agency: 
Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement, or ICE. ICE was 
given a never-before-seen level of 
criminal and civil authority – in 
theory, to keep America safe.

It’s now the largest investi-
gative branch of the Homeland 
Security department. Unlike other 
law enforcement agencies like the 
FBI or DEA, ICE doesn’t answer to 
the Department of Justice, which for 
decades has at least paid lip service 
to due process.

Far from being a law enforce-
ment agency, ICE has become the 
closest thing we have to a lawless 
organisation.

Rather than keeping Americans 
safe, the organisation has become 
a menace, wasting taxpayer money 
while doing tremendous violence 
to communities that pose no threat. 
From separating families to having 
3-year-olds stand trial for deporta-
tion, and from staking out churches 
to stealing immigrants’ identities to 
open up fraudulent credit cards, ICE 
embodies cruelty.

More worrying still, people are 
dying in ICE custody at alarming 
rates.

In May, a transgender woman 
from Honduras named Roxsana 
Hernandez died in ICE custody in 
New Mexico. Roxsana came to the 
United States seeking asylum from 
persecution and violence in her home 
country.

Rather than being treated with 
the dignity and respect befi tting all 
humans, and particularly those seek-
ing asylum, she was detained by ICE 
and held in a freezing cold cell with 
the lights turned on 24 hours a day. 
As a queer, gender non-conform-
ing New Mexican, this hit close to 
home for me. Not only did Roxsana 
come to this country because she 
wanted the safety to live her life as 
her authentic self, but she died in 
Albuquerque, my hometown. She 
died a terrifying and lonely death 
due to complications of pneumonia, 
likely caused by the frigid conditions 
of her detention.

In another devastating case, 
Pablo Villavicencio, an undoc-
umented man originally from 
Ecuador, was detained by ICE while 
he was delivering pizza to a mili-
tary base in New York City. Pablo 
lives in New York with his wife and 

young children, all of whom are US 
citizens. His detention and possible 
deportation certainly won’t make 
me, or anyone else, any safer.

At this point, ICE’s targeting of 
families and non-threatening individ-
uals makes it clear that it’s beyond 
reform. Immigrants aren’t threats 
to the nation’s security – they’re 
people, just like you and me, who 
are trying to make the best of their 
circumstances.

We need to fi nd better ways to 
make sure our communities are safe 
without relying on a lawless, violent 
organisation. It can’t be that hard 
– we did it for centuries before the 
Homeland Security Act. ICE must be 
abolished.

Meanwhile, in the city of San 
Francisco an estimated 20,000 dem-
onstrators gathered at City Hall 
on June 30 for a massive Families 
Belong Together march and rally, 
demanding an end to the Trump 
administration’s harsh policies of 
family separation and detention and 
its failure to reunite thousands of 
families. Many had marched to the 
rally from Mission Dolores Park.

The action was a family affair, 
drawing participants from the tiniest 
babes-in-arms to the very old, from 
a broad spectrum of racial and ethnic 
backgrounds. The San Francisco 
demonstrators joined marchers from 
some 700 cities nationwide – over 
100 of them in California. In the 
state’s largest action, some 70,000 
people rallied in Los Angeles.

Among San Francisco partici-
pants – and prominent on the speak-
ers’ list – were many immigrants and 
people with immigrant family back-
grounds from around the world and 
from different eras.

Immigrant rights organisa-
tions representing various commu-
nities joined with labour, political 
and LGBTQ groups in sponsoring 
the event. Among sponsors were 
MoveOn, Council on American-
Islamic Relations-San Francisco Bay 
Area, Chicana Latina Foundation, 
Carecen, SF Progressive Democrats 
and San Francisco Progressive 
Alliance. The San Francisco Labour 
Council was a sponsor, and labour 
speakers were well represented on 
the speakers’ platform, as were area 
state legislators and local elected 
offi cials.

Rally speakers recounted har-
rowing ordeals experienced by immi-
grants from Latin America, among 
them the story of a woman who suf-
fered horrendous abuse in her home 
village after her husband left for the 
US in search of work. She chose to 
fl ee with her young son, and after 
encountering border patrol agents, 
was forcibly separated from the boy. 
After some 23 days, she still has no 
idea where her son has been taken.

Two women, members of Causa 
Justa/Just Cause, a San Francisco 
Bay Area multiracial organisation 
working for justice in low income 
communities, told of children “going 
up and down the halls in detention 

centres, desperately looking for their 
families. Where are those 2,000 chil-
dren? What did you do with them? 
They are in peril right now!”

Parallels between today’s mass 
detention of immigrants and the con-
centration and internment camps of 
the last century were highlighted 
by several speakers. Steve Rapport, 
a volunteer with Indivisible San 
Francisco, told how his mother, then 
living in Lodz, Poland, was swept 
up with her parents in the Nazi 
Holocaust that took the lives of mil-
lions of Jews, other minorities and 
political opponents. By the end of 
World War II, he said, his mother had 
survived the Lodz ghetto and several 
Nazi concentration camps.

“If it seems like we’ve seen this 
movie before,” Rapport said, “it’s 
because many of us who have come 
from other countries to pursue our 
American dreams free from fear or 
violence or prosecution or worse, 
have seen a version of this movie, 
and we’ve been warning for many 
years about where it leads and how 

it ends. For 73 years, we’ve been 
saying, ‘Never Again!’”

San Francisco Public Defender 
Jeff Adachi told the crowd that 
his parents and grandparents were 
among the 120,000 Japanese-
Americans who were interned during 
World War II. “My mother was 6 
years old – she was separated from 
her parents and sent to Arkansas for 
four years. We said it would never 
happen again, and it is!”

Adachi emphasised immigrant 
detainees’ need for legal represen-
tation and urged efforts to make 
sure each of them has a lawyer. 
Elected offi cials among the speak-
ers included San Francisco’s interim 
Mayor Mark Farrell, state legislators 
Scott Weiner, David Chiu and Phil 
Ting; and San Francisco Supervisors 
Sandra Fewer and Hillary Ronen.

Among the nearly 30 other San 
Francisco Bay Area cities holding 
rallies were Oakland, Redwood City, 
Palo Alto, Santa Rosa, Livermore 
and San Jose.
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Ukraine’s resurgent far-right commit hate 
crimes with “full impunity”, say human 
rights activists. Now two Roma have been 
killed. Madeline Roache reports.

Drunk on power, seven masked men ram-
paged their way through a Roma camp 
in Lviv, a city in Western Ukraine, with 
knives and metal rods, tearing through the 
walls of the makeshift homes.

The residents grabbed their children and 
ran, leaving behind their homes and belong-
ings, fearing for their lives. But not every-
one managed to escape. David Popp, 23, 
was fatally stabbed in the head and chest by 
the ultra-nationalists. Several residents were 
wounded, including a 30-year-old mother who 
was stabbed shielding her 10-year-old son. The 
reason for the June 23 attack: blind hatred.

The alleged L’viv attackers, all under the 
age of 20, are said to be associated with Sober 
and Angry Youth, an ultra-nationalist group.

Just a few days later, on July 1, a Roma 
woman was found with her throat slit, in the 
city of Berehov, 800 kilometres west of Kiev.

Life for Roma people in Ukraine has 
become increasingly unsafe. Six far-right 
attacks on Roma settlements have been 
reported in the past two months. In April, 
members of the C14, a far-right nationalist 
group, burnt down a Roma camp in the sub-
urbs of the capital city Kiev. A prominent C14 
activist, Serhiy Mazur, posted photos of the 
camp of around 15 makeshift homes engulfed 
in fl ames and wrote on Facebook that the group 
used “legal means” to drive the Roma out.

Zola Kondur from the Chirikli Roma 
Foundation, an NGO which supports the 
Roma community in Ukraine, told New 
Internationalist that Roma have been migrat-
ing for seven years from Transcarpathia – the 
mountainous far western corner of the coun-
try – to Kiev, Odessa and Lviv in search of 
employment and a better quality of life.

“Over the last three years, the Roma have 
experienced similar attacks from far-right 
groups ... C14 is attacking the most vulnerable 
groups and it’s bringing them popularity,” she 
added.

Police have arrested seven suspects in the 
Lviv attack and opened a criminal case into 
the murder, which carries a sentence of up 
to 15 years. But the rest of the cases remain 
unsolved.

“In fi ve out of the six cases, we have not 
seen a proper investigation. Law enforcement 
call most of these cases ‘hooliganism’, not 
‘hate crimes’,” said Kondur. “We’re very much 
concerned by this situation.”

On June 14, Washington DC-based think 
tank, Freedom House along with other inter-
national organisations expressed their concern 
in a letter to the Ukrainian government over 
the rise in violent incidents initiated by radical 
groups, and the lack of police action.

“Time and time again the national police 
and other government bodies have failed to both 
prevent these attacks and threats ... violent radi-
cal organisations act with virtual impunity,” said 
Marc Berhendt, a Freedom House Director.

Not only is the government apparently 
turning a blind eye to the violence, it is also 
providing financial support to groups that 
many rights activists consider neo-Nazi. The 
government has given C14 a Youth and Sports 
Ministry grant of $16,800 for their “national-
patriotic education projects”, according to a 
June 13 report by Hromadske Radio.

The Maidan’s legacy
During the 2014 Maidan protests the police 

fi red at protesters, killing around 100 people. 
The new post-Maidan government overhauled 
the old patrol force – one of the most cor-
rupt in the post-Soviet bloc – with the aim of 
eradicating a police culture which normalised 
bribe-taking and extortion. But reports of the 
law enforcement’s inaction toward crimes by 

Ukraine’s far-right political groups has led 
many to question the success of the reforms.

Denys Kobzin, Director of the Kharkhiv 
Institute of Social Research, fears the new 
police reform is “decorative” – a façade of 
reform that merely masks the habits of the 
old. When confronted by journalists about the 
attack, Andriy Kryshchenko, the Head of the 
Kiev Police, continued to repeat earlier police 
claims that they had not received any com-
plaints of violence toward the Roma.

He insisted in an interview with the 112 TV 
channel that only trash at the camp had been 
burned. 

Halya Coynash, a member of the Kharkiv 
Human Rights Protection group (KHPG) 
told New Internationalist that C14’s patriotic 
rhetoric is deployed to help avoid police and 
the public at large from viewing the group’s 
actions critically. “I think C14’s real agenda is 
unpopular, but the patriotic rhetoric, the kind of 
hands-on ‘justice’ and other populist features 
have proven devastatingly effective, especially 
as the country is at war.”

But Coynash wrote shortly afterwards that 
the police “must have been aware of what was 
happening”.

Vyacheslav Likhachev, the head of the 
National Minority Rights Monitoring Group, 
which records hate crimes in Ukraine, told New 
Internationalist it was the fi rst time police have 
investigated C14’s violence. “Media pressure 
and strong, clear demands from civil society 
groups have played a big part,” said Likhachev. 
Likhachev considers C14 a far-right extremist 
group, but believes some of its members are 
neo-Nazi.

The Roma community are just one target. 
According to Amnesty, there have been at least 
30 attacks by members of far-right groups, 
that have targeted women’s rights defenders, 
LGBTIQ and left-wing activists, as well as 
Roma families.

Even more egregious examples of police 

support for the far right have been seen. On 
January 19 this year, when C14 disrupted a 
remembrance gathering for two murdered jour-
nalists, police detained peaceful demonstrators 
instead.

An odious nationalist cadre
C14 was established in October 2010 by 

29-year-old Evgen Karas, who until 2014 was 
a deputy assistant for the nationalist parliament 
party Svoboda. Karas, who considers 70 per-
cent of Ukraine’s police force to be corrupt and 
non-functional, said C14 plays a crucial role 
in protecting Ukrainian culture, language and 
keeping society safe.

He believes violence is often the only way. 
“The most violent actions come from people 
who want to defend their rights.” But he high-
lights that the group can be fi ned 500HR by the 
police if caught beating someone up, so it “has 
to be worth it.”

Activists worry that C14’s actions are set-
ting a dangerous precedent for other far-right 
groups. Just two days following its attack on 
the Roma camp, members of the nationalist 
organisation “Nemezida” (Nemesis) set fi re to 
several houses of the Roma in the Rusanovsky 
Gardens in Kiev. Members of the far-right 
group broadcasted a video of the raid on the 
messaging app Telegram and wrote, “we were 
forced to treat one of them with pepper spray.”

Likhachev points out that C14 is not only 
a threat to ethnic minorities and LGBT people, 
but also the government. “It corrodes state 
institutions like the police, since it claims to 
work in place of the police.”

The Poroshenko administration’s tacit 
approval of paramilitarism fuels far-right 
aggression and many Ukrainians continue to 
feel understandably threatened. If Ukraine’s 
government is to stop undercutting its own 
legitimacy it needs to put a stop to this far-right 
violence.
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