
The idiocy of capitalism
“We do not have one modern high-
effi ciency low-emissions coal-fi red power 
station, let alone with carbon capture 
storage.” So ran PM Malcolm Turnbull’s 
line on “clean” coal in 2015. His govern-
ment’s plan was and still is to subsidise the 
construction of coal power stations as well 
as trying to bribe farmers to lift bans on 
fracking for coal seam gas.

Add to this the push by the Liberals for 
the construction of coal-fi red power stations in 
Australia’s north using the $5 billion Northern 
Australian Infrastructure Fund (taxpayers’ 
money). In addition, monies from the Clean 
Energy Finance Corporation – created to fund 
renewable technologies such as wind, solar and 
battery storage – to be diverted into clean coal 
technologies (all taxpayers’ money for future 
coal mining profi ts).

Energy and Environment Minister Josh 
Frydenberg trumpeted that “we’re taking 
a non-ideological approach” to sources of 
energy supply, along the lines of Turnbull’s 
recent “technology agnostic” declaration. And 
in a fi t of typical rank opportunism the govern-
ment pounced on this month’s power outages 
in South Australia during the current record-
breaking heatwave as “proof” that renewables 
don’t cut it.

Thus we have the National Energy 
Guarantee that, for all its snakes-and-ladders 
complexity is in fact part of the much bigger 
battle over climate change and the govern-
ment serving its fossil fuel mining corporation 
sponsors.

Mining accounts for around seven percent 
of Australia’s total production of goods and 
services (gross domestic product), and employs 
around two percent of the workforce (com-
pared to 300,000 in agriculture, 400,000 in 
fi nancial services, 900,000 in manufacturing, a 
million each in education and construction, 1.2 
million in retail and 1.5 million in healthcare).

As far as paying tax, forget a 30 percent 
rate: they are highly accomplished at moving 
taxable profi ts offshore to low tax havens.

In this light, the massively polluting and 
Barrier Reef-threatening Adani coal mine 
project in Queensland should be seen in all its 
potential destructiveness in the context of the 
Turnbull government’s $1 billion taxpayer gift 
to construct rail and port facilities.

So, the facts and fi gures make it clear that 

the government’s push for fossil fuels is not 
only against all common sense and a looming 
danger to the planet.

Government in disarray
In 2015 the Liberal/National Coalition 

was staggering after losing state government 
elections in South Australia, Victoria and 
Queensland and a coup in the NT which was 
trumped by the Chief Minister who then made 
the coup leader his deputy. This was followed 
by a seething battle for power within the fed-
eral government came to a climax resulted in 
then Prime Minister Tony Abbott narrowly 
avoiding a leadership spill.

The jostling for power between Abbott 
and the then Minister for Communications 
Malcolm Turnbull was conducted with a bitter 
determination that exceeded personal rivalry 
and refl ects a massive struggle between oppos-
ing blocs of capital.

Abbott is absolutely committed to pre-
serving the dominance of the fossil fuel indus-
tries, particularly those involving coal and gas 
extraction, and his policies have inhibited the 
development of renewable energy production.

The coal industry wants coal production 

to increase and, if that proves impossible, to 
slow the rate of transition to renewable energy 
production.

And Abbott is in lock step with their inter-
ests. Despite the global threat posed to the 
environment and human life by the mining, 
export and combustion of coal and gas, he has 
claimed publicly that these industries must 
grow without restraint by government.

Unstable system, 
unstable government

The bourgeois democratic system is always 
vulnerable because it is inherently unstable, a 
refl ection of the system from which it comes. 
Even in the context of the relative short period 
from the global fi nancial crisis in 2008, it has 
become evident that capitalism’s characteristic 
cycle of periods of economic boom followed 
by a disastrous (for working people) bust has 
itself been severely curtailed – where is the 
boom?

This in turn is refl ected in the crisis in the 
political system itself, in Australia and in gov-
ernments globally that are attempting unsuc-
cessfully to manage the crisis on behalf of the 

capitalist ruling powers. Also in the ongoing 
and escalating confl icts being infl amed around 
the world.

The whole point of the supposed superior-
ity of capitalism is that it claims to provide a 
system for the natural and unencumbered func-
tioning of private property ownership. Since 
that system has been “discovered” – a truth 
found, like gravity – the less government, the 
better. Indeed, with such a system, government 
itself is but a necessary evil.

The fact is this federal government is car-
rying out the greatest attack on living and 
working conditions in the country’s history, an 
attack occasioned by the crisis confronting cap-
italism across the developed world.

Working conditions and wages won over 
200 years of often bloody struggle are being 
stripped away at the whim of capitalist govern-
ments facing economic “diffi culties” for which 
they have no solutions.

These current ructions will continue: 
this was fundamentally not about leader-
ship between Turnbull and Dutton, but was 
a small eruption in the increasingly dysfunc-
tional process that is held up as a beacon of 
democracy. 
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There are two connected details to note about the latest 
racist rant in federal parliament, this time from newcomer in 
the Senate, Fraser Anning: Rather than condemning and/or 
walking out on Anning, Senators from both sides applauded 
and shook his hand; the same senators only condemned him 
later because Anning had mentioned the words “fi nal solution” 
in his rant – if he had attacked only Muslims the embrace of 
his fascistic jibes by both Labor and Liberal would have been 
unstinting.

Further, their condemnation is diminished by their token 
nod to the victims of Nazism through their rank opportunism 
in toadying to that rogue mass murderer Israel, ally to our 
great master the USA.

To face our history squarely, we must fi rst acknowledge 
its racism. Historically, the invasion and colonisation of the 
continent called Australia brought with it racist ideas which 
were adapted by the British colonisers to rationalise and jus-
tify the massacre, dispossession and exploitation of Indigenous 
Australians and the devastating effects on Aboriginal society 
that the invasion and occupation entailed.

The theft of Aboriginal land was justifi ed on the grounds 
that Aborigines had no law, government or society and therefore 
no title to land. It was argued that they did not improve the 
land and that, in any case, nothing must be allowed to stand 
in the way of “progress” as represented by British Christian 
civilisation (British capitalism).

The need to rationalise the dispossession and exploitation of 
Aborigines was less important but where extensive use was made 
of cheap Aboriginal labour, as in the predominantly pastoral 
north, it certainly played a part.

Generations of non-Aboriginal Australians were educated in 
the racist ideas and prejudices that give rise to discrimination; 
social conditioning as habitual acceptance along the lines of 
policies of genocide.

However, people are not born with prejudices: Prejudices 
are implanted by the laws, physical arrangements and dominant 
culture of the social system under which we live.

Racism is deeply implanted by negative stereotypes built 
up and consolidated in the media, by a caricature of history 
taught in schools which through omission and distortion creates 
an image of the “other” as subservient objects of history with 
no accomplishments and no efforts on their own behalf – as 
inferior, skin, religious belief, ethnicity.

Part of this line on inferiority runs that Aboriginal people 
are “handicapped” in society because they have less education, 
poorer health, appalling housing. This approach is aimed at 
blaming the victims for their own plight. In reality, inferior 
education, health and housing are part of discrimination, not 
independent causal factors: Indigenous Australians face insti-
tutionalised racism throughout their lives.

From the beginning, communists have based their programs 
around the slogan of Karl Marx – that “labour in the white skin 
cannot be free so long as labour in the Black skin is in chains.” 
This applies in all aspects of racial discrimination.

The road to working class solidarity and the alliance between 
the working class and the oppressed national minority depends 
on the consciousness that develops in the course of the struggle 
for equality and recognition.

In a letter in response to the racist machinations increasingly 
given vent by Anning and others in parliament, Paolo Totaro, 
former NSW Ethnic Affairs Commissioner, warns:

“To those who say that a comparison to Hitler cannot be 
made, there is only one answer. Hitler went in stages and did 
not arrive at the ‘fi nal solution’ in one year.

“He sowed hate.
“He abused the masses’ ignorance. He prepared the ground 

to come. Those people who now abuse their freedom of speech, 
speak as he did at the beginning.”
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To appease its climate change deniers the federal Coalition 
will abandon its National Energy Guarantee (NEG) legislation, 
effectively dumping its commitment to the feeble emissions 
reduction target the government signed up to under the 
international Paris climate change agreement. The government’s 
alternative legislation won’t force energy corporations to lower 
their prices because it doesn’t involve taking over the national 
energy system, the only sure-fire way to guarantee price reduction 
and energy supply. Bushfires are breaking out worldwide and 
year-round, but the government is willing to retain dangerously 
high carbon emission levels rather than risk losing power because 
of a party split. You can help us in the battle to defeat the 
government’s appalling environment policies by sending in a Press 
Fund contribution for the next edition. Many thanks to this week’s 
supporters, as follows:
Dr G Dittura $10, AP $25, LR $50, “Rough Red” $5, 
“Round Figure” $10, Sparky $10
This week’s total: $110 Progressive total: $5,930

They sow hate
Rally for universal 
access to public 
housing
Denis Doherty

On August 16 outside NSW Parliament, Action 
for Public Housing – a coalition of public housing 
tenants and their supporters from across Sydney – 
staged a rally demanding universal access to public 
housing. They were backed by present and retired 
members of the Maritime Union of Australia and 
Public Service Association along with the Combined 
Pensioners, the Tenants Union, the Sydney Alliance 
and other groups.

The mid-week rally, which was timed to coincide 
with Parliament sitting, was well attended with a crowd 
that made a substantial impression on the surrounding 
citizenry.

MC Denis Doherty from Action for Public Housing 
told the rally that a new system of universally accessible 
public housing, with rents based on ability to pay is the 
only way the current housing crisis can be fought.

“The market should no longer be allowed to deter-
mine the availability of shelter for our people,” he said. 
“The common good is superior to the right of private 
property.”

The rally was opened by Barney Gardner who has 
experienced fi rst-hand the evictions and clear out of his 
neighbours from Millers Point and Dawes Point. Barney 
spoke of the tragedy of the removals and how the nearby 
massive Barangaroo development does not include any 
public housing.

Greens MPs Jenny Leong and Jamie Parker both 
spoke eloquently of the need for public housing and 
putting a stop to the evictions. It is time we valued public 
housing tenants and sought to protect them rather than 
vilify them, they stressed.

Jim McIlroy from the Socialist Alliance criticised 
the government for wanting to shed its responsibility 
for housing and called for far more public housing to 
be built.

Tania Mihaluk, ALP Shadow Minister for Social 
Housing, spoke of the now over 15,000 empty houses in 
the public housing system at a time of a massive waiting 
list for public housing tenants.

Alex Greenwich, Independent MP for Sydney, 
explained his passionate belief in relieving the homeless-
ness situation in Sydney. He condemned the state govern-
ment for leaving the purpose built social housing Sirius 
building empty while homelessness grows in Sydney.

Glebe public housing tenant and well-known local 
artist Emily Valentine blasted the government’s latest 
‘build to rent’ plan where public land is gifted to devel-
opers in exchange for a small concession on affordable 
housing.

Paul McAleer, Maritime Union Sydney secretary, 
closed the rally, speaking on the inequalities in society 
and pointed out that the police should be protecting the 
people wanting more public housing rather than protect-
ing the people inside Parliament who were stealing the 
houses of the poor and underprivileged. 
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Last week the Royal Commission 
into Misconduct in the Banking, 
Superannuation and Financial 
Services Industry heard explosive 
evidence about bank executives 
charging customers fees for no 
service, misleading the regula-
tor, and then thinking up creative 
ways to avoid paying the money 
back. When all that failed they 
tried stalling repayments. As a 
result the Commission required 
National Australia Bank (NAB) 
Executive, Consumer and Wealth, 
Andrew Hagger, to attend the 
Royal Commission again to pro-
vide an explanation for the bank’s 
behaviour.

Late last week the Finance 
Sector Union (FSU) wrote to NAB 
seeking clarifi cation about whether 
the fee for no service scandal 
extended to employee superannua-
tion accounts.

The union says it will be writ-
ing to each of the big four banks 
to clarify whether they have been 
charging fees for no service on 
employee superannuation accounts: 
“We will take all necessary steps to 
ensure FSU members have not been 
adversely affected.”

Workers 
not the problem

Bank Executives have tried hard 
to make the Royal Commission all 
about individual workers behaving 

badly but it’s really about toxic cul-
tural and systemic issues caused by 
poor leadership.

Confl icted remuneration struc-
tures are central to the communi-
ty’s loss of trust and confi dence in 
the sector. Despite the Australian 
Banking Association Review into 
product payments and commissions 
and their relationship to poor cus-
tomer outcomes, almost 18 months 
on, nothing has really changed.

Conflicted 
remuneration

Bank workers are still reporting 
daily and relentless pressure to sell 
products regardless of the best inter-
est of the customer. This confl icted 
position is bad for customers and bad 
for communities.

It only serves bank executives, 
who make millions of dollars each 
year in pay and bonuses as a reward 
for perpetuating this sales culture.

NAB executive Andrew Hagger, 
who oversaw the fee for no serv-
ice scandal that was exposed in the 
Royal Commission last week, also 
oversaw the Benefi ciary Nomination 
form issue. 

In 2017, while overseeing these 
epic systemic and cultural fail-
ings, his total remuneration real-
ised was over $2.8 million. He was 
graded as having “achieved” and as 
demonstrating NAB’s values and 
behaviours.

The double standard is stark.
The Commission heard evidence 

that, in the last four years, NAB 
had not provided breach notices to 
ASIC within 10 days as required by 
the Corporations Act on 84 occa-
sions. Eighty three of these fail-
ures had been breaches arising from 
the Wealth Division that Hagger is 
in charge of. If a front-line worker 
had failed to act within a time limit 
imposed by the Corporations Act on 
84 occasions, they would not be rated 
as “highly achieved”, and would not 
receive millions in bonuses.

Independent review
“It’s blatantly obvious that self-

regulation is failing workers, cus-
tomers and our community, says the 
FSU. “While banks remain addicted 
to confl icted pay models, culture will 
not change.”

The FSU has issued an open 
letter to Andrew Thorburn calling 
for an independent review of NAB 
culture. The issues identified at 
NAB are industry-wide. All banks 
have embraced pay models that 
incentivise the pursuit of short-term 
incentives and profits over good 
customer outcomes. NAB must fi rst 
acknowledge the cultural problem 
created by confl icted pay models, 
and work with the Union on indus-
try solutions that benefi t workers 
and rebuild community trust and 
confi dence. 
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Farmers attending the Royal Commission have a moment of refl ection.

Toxic banks

Public Meeting – ACT

Situation in Venezuela

6 pm - 8:00pm
Wednesday August 22

Fred Daly Room, Belconnen Labor Club, Chandler Street, Belconnen

A free information session on the recent situation in Venezuela

Featured speakers:
Daniel Gasparri-Rey

Venezuelan Chargé d'Affaires

Vinnie Molina
CPA President, Observer to Presidential election – May 20

Carlos Eduardo Morreo
Researcher at ANU, Venezuelan citizen

Time will be available for questions

Free parking is available in Chandler Street 
opposite the front entrance of the Club.

Australian Venezuela Canberra Forum
PO Box 437, Jamison Centre, Macquarie, ACT 2614

August 13, 2018

By email: Andrew.Thorburn@nab.com.au

CC: Catherine A Delaney@nab.com.au

Mr Andrew Thorburn

Chief Executive Offi cer

National Australia Bank Limited

Dear Mr Thorburn

At the Royal Commission into the Banking, Financial Services and the 
Superannuation Industry last week, we heard almost four days of evidence 
about NAB’s behaviour in relation to superannuation funds. The evidence 
was alarming. As a result of the evidence you issued a statement to employ-
ees which sought to allay concerns. The statement suggested that the issues 
were isolated, rather than systemic.

The issues raised by the evidence before the Royal Commission are not iso-
lated, nor were due to the conduct of front line employees. Rather there is a 
fundamental and ongoing crisis in management culture at NAB.

NAB’s cultural failure led to poor decisions such as the charging of adviser 
fees on superannuation accounts where there was no adviser to be paid (and 
then NAB keeping the money), and the charging of fees for services pro-
vided to superannuation fund members who were deceased. Critically, it also 
led to (and continues to lead to) an unwillingness among NAB leadership to 
be accountable for actions and to deal, fairly and ethically, with the conse-
quences of errors.

NAB employees and other members of our sector viewed with shame the evi-
dence before the Royal Commission that showed a pattern of behaviour from 
NAB management which focused on minimising costs to NAB, blame-shift-
ing and downplaying the seriousness of issues rather than genuinely confront-
ing problems and fi nding solutions in the interests of customers. This pattern 
of behaviour was on display in oral evidence given to the Commission. Both 
Mr Carter and Ms Smith appeared repeatedly to articulate that the mistakes 
were not their personal fault even where it had not been suggested they were.

The experience of successful banks internationally is that organisational cul-
ture is critical. Successful culture can be diffi cult to defi ne, but involves, as 
set out in the Banking and Finance Oath, a focus on an industry that “meets 
the community’s needs and has its full confi dence thereby fulfi lling its inte-
gral role in society”.

It requires a commitment to acting in good faith, with ethical restraint, hon-
estly, a willingness to own and address mistakes when they happen. It also 
requires providing all employees with the training and support so they can 
pro-actively contribute to a shared vision with the associated improvement in 
relationships of trust with consumers and each other.

Rather than downplaying problems, the union and its members ask that you 
recognise the opportunity that this moment presents. NAB can draw a line 
in the sand and commit to becoming the leader in Australian banking, with a 
commitment to an ethical culture of excellence.

The union believes that the fi rst step is to identify, honestly and fairly, what 
issues must be acted on. Such a process must involve a thorough and detailed 
cultural review, that permits all staff, without fear of retribution, to openly 
discuss what NAB is doing well and what it can do better. The review must be 
done with fresh and independent eyes, and be underpinned by a commitment 
to make the changes to culture the evidence before the Royal Commission 
has demonstrated NAB needs.

Yours faithfully,

Julia Angrisano – National Secretary, Finance Sector Union of Australia



4  August 22, 2018 GuardianAustralia

No to nuclear ports
The Maritime Union of Australia (MUA) is continu-
ing its long-running stance against the shipping of 
any nuclear material in or out of South Australia.

The Turnbull government has shortlisted three sites 
in South Australia that could be used to permanently 
hold low-level nuclear waste and temporarily store 
intermediate-level waste.

Two of these sites are at Kimba, on the Eyre 
Peninsula, while a third is near Hawker, in the northern 
Flinders Ranges.

Whyalla, Port Lincoln and Port Pirie were 
named as potential nuclear waste ports in three “Site 
Characterisation, Technical Reports” released by the 
Federal Department of Industry in July.

MUA South Australian branch secretary Jamie 
Newlyn said MUA members are long time opponents 
of nuclear waste storage in Australia and led the charge 
against the former SA government’s International Waste 
Dump Royal Commission and consequent citizens’ jury.

“The Turnbull government’s recent declaration that 
sites in Kimba and Flinders Ranges could be used to 
store intermediate-level nuclear waste is incredibly con-
cerning,” Newlyn said.

“The MUA is further alarmed that the Federal 
Department of Industry has identifi ed Whyalla and Port 
Pirie – where our members currently work – as poten-
tial ports to unload this toxic and unsafe material.

“The MUA, along with the mayors of Port Pirie and 

Whyalla, have been blindsided by this announcement 
yet the safety of port workers and the communities 
through which this hazardous material is transported is 
critical.”

A postal ballot will begin in Kimba and Hawker on 
August 20 to determine public support.

Federal Minister for Resources Matt Canavan 
has said the facility would need “broad community 
support” to go ahead, noting that he will take into 
account the views of neighbouring landholders and the 
Adnyamathanha Traditional Lands Association (ATLA).

Before the ballot, a Senate inquiry into the site 
selection process, which includes the impact a commu-
nity benefi ts program is having on support, will hand 
down its fi ndings.

“The Turnbull government is dividing communi-
ties, dividing families and dividing friendships over this 
decision and are trying to ruin the fabric of these coun-
try areas,” Newlyn said.

“The MUA will be discussing this with our mem-
bers in the region to explain the dangers and we are 
confi dent that our decisions will again be on the right 
side of history.

“The MUA is well-known for taking a strong stand 
against South Africa’s apartheid regime, supporting 
Indonesian independence, demonstrating against the 
Vietnam War and refusing to load pig iron to Japan in 
the lead-up to World War II.” 

Conduct unbecoming
The Community and Public 
Sector Union says the conclusions 
of a Code of Conduct inquiry 
have confi rmed their view that 
John Lloyd was never a fi t person 
to hold the position of Australian 
Public Service Commissioner.

T h e  M e r i t  P r o t e c t i o n 
Commissioner has reportedly found 
Lloyd breached the APS Code of 
Conduct by providing material to his 
former employer, right-wing think-
tank the Institute of Public Affairs 
(IPA) and failing to uphold public 
service values and the good reputa-
tion of his agency.

Information already available on 
the public record has shown that:
• Mr Lloyd used APSC resources 

to develop detailed research 
attacking public servants’ working 
conditions and personally sent it 
to the IPA

• The IPA rebadged the APSC 
research, much of it word for 
word, using it to attack CPSU 
members and the union itself 
during the Commonwealth 
bargaining dispute

• The IPA replied to Mr Lloyd 
saying the research was “very 
handy”

Lloyd denied attacks on work-
place conditions at the Senate 
Inquiry into Commonwealth 
Bargaining, while the IPA appeared 
at the inquiry using Lloyd’s research.

During the inquiry Lloyd was 
questioned about worker condi-
tions by Senator James Paterson, 
an ex-IPA Deputy Director whose 
name appears as author of the 
rebadged IPA report. Lloyd has never 
acknowledged his role in providing 
the IPA material used by government 
Senators in their dissenting report.

The APSC also sent the IPA 
detailed information on agreement 
ballots, which they used to attack the 
CPSU and our members.

Lloyd emailed the IPA about 
CPSU media statements on bargain-
ing, writing “More fan mail from 
your favourite union” and asking 

whether he had taken the title of 
“IPA pinup boy”.

CPSU national secretary Nadine 
Flood said: “John Lloyd is retiring 
in disgrace and he deserves noth-
ing less. His job was to uphold and 
enforce integrity across the APS, tell-
ing 150,000 workers what they can 
and can’t do, yet he couldn’t even 
uphold the Code of Conduct himself. 
The hypocrisy is astounding.”

“Mr Lloyd policed extreme 
standards for workers on $70,000 
a year, telling them they can’t 
even ‘like’ a Facebook post with-
out getting in trouble, while cash-
ing $700,000 himself as he misused 
his position to pursue his own 
extreme ideological ends, after his 
handpicked appointment by the 
government.

“Mr Lloyd failed to do his 
job and debased the office of 
Commissioner by using APSC 
resources to feed detailed research 
to the IPA so it could attack public 
services and workers’ rights, includ-
ing in a Senate Inquiry.

“Then Minister Michaelia Cash 
had nothing to say on this most seri-
ous matter, other than her repeated 
attacks on workers and the CPSU 
over this period. Mr Lloyd ensured 
the IPA was provided with detailed 
information on agreement ballots 
and otherwise acted as an advocate 
for a right-wing think tank rather 
than advocating for the public serv-
ice and its workforce.”

Flood noted that John Lloyd 
fought tooth and nail to hinder the 
inquiry and keep it secret, knowing 
his conduct would never be endorsed 
or cleared by an independent exam-
ination of his actions. He further 
confirmed his double standards 
around accountability and integrity 
by appearing to fast-track his retire-
ment in the hope the Merit Protection 
Commissioner’s inquiry would 
lapse. The fact this inquiry’s been 
fi nalised is a huge win for public 
service integrity.

“Mr Lloyd has done enormous 

damage to the APS and the people 
who work so hard to provide quality 
policy advice and public services, so 
it is only right that this bookends his 
time as Commissioner.

The end of his toxic tenure pro-
vides an opportunity for the Turnbull 
government to change direction and 
repair the considerable damage he 
has caused, which has hurt workers 
and the community’s faith in govern-
ment,” said Flood.

Meanwhile, the CPSU says 
profi t-hungry corporations providing 
low wages and insecure work are not 
the answer to Centrelink’s declining 
service standards.

The Turnbull government has 
announced further privately operated 
call centres to deal with complex and 
sensitive Centrelink cases.

The announcement means the 
government will be giving an esti-
mated $200 million per year to 
multinational corporations Stellar, 
Datacom, Concentrix and Serco to 
profi t from Centrelink services.

Nadine Flood said: “Let’s make 
no bones about it. These call centres 
are being set up to generate fat prof-
its for these multinational corpora-
tions, not help ordinary Australians 
struggling with declining Centrelink 
services standards. Centrelink 

desperately needs more well trained 
permanent staff, but is instead being 
forced to cannibalise its own work-
force and resources to pay for this 
ideological folly.

“Minister Michael Keenan is 
trying to pretend private call cen-
tres are the quickest and easiest way 
to improve Centrelink services. But 
this costly process has taken months 
while there are empty desks in 
Centrelink offi ces around the country 
that could be fi lled almost immedi-
ately to provide the quality services 
that come with decent pay and com-
prehensive training.”

Family support and the other 
cases that Centrelink workers deal 
with are extremely complex and sen-
sitive, and staff have detailed knowl-
edge of the relevant legislation to 
provide genuine help. The commu-
nity expects to deal with profession-
als, not get shunted around private 
call centres staffed by people being 
paid thousands of dollars less, with 
massive staff turnover. Often these 
wasted hours on the phone only 
end when clients are transferred to 
a direct Centrelink employee who 
knows what they’re talking about.

The clear indications are that 
these privately employed call centre 
workers will not be the much needed 

additional capacity that Centrelink 
needs. The Turnbull government has 
already slashed more than 5,000 per-
manent jobs from the Department of 
Human Services and it appears the 
cost of these new private contracts 
will come out of DHS’s existing 
Budget.

“The Turnbull government is 
selling off Centrelink piece by piece, 
proving once again that it cares only 
about its corporate mates. That’s ter-
rible news for Centrelink and the 
thousands of families and vulnerable 
Australians who interact with this 
agency. Minister Michael Keenan’s 
smoke and mirrors doesn’t change 
the fact that Centrelink staff numbers 
have gone down as corporate opera-
tions ramp up.

The four companies, Serco, 
Stellar, Datacom and Concentrix, 
don’t care about Centrelink clients 
or their employees working hard 
to help people, continued Flood. 
“These corporations will be subject-
ing their workforce to barely livea-
ble wages, insecure work and dodgy 
working conditions. The govern-
ment will be paying millions while 
a company like Serco pays its work-
ers just $20.90 an hour. It’s repul-
sive and we deserve better from our 
government.” 

John Lloyd was never a fi t person to hold the position of Australian Public Service Commissioner.
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Rob Gowland

August 6 marks the anniversary of the 
nuclear destruction of the Japanese city of 
Hiroshima. WW2 was drawing to a close. 
The Soviet Union – at a cost of 26 million
of its citizens – had clobbered the once 
invincible armed forces of Nazi Germany 
and had acquired a new global respect that 
infuriated America’s new leader, Harry S 
Truman.

Truman was much more fiercely anti-
communist than his predecessor Franklin 
D Roosevelt. As Truman took his place as 
US leader at the Potsdam Conference of the 
Big Three (Truman, Stalin and Atlee) after 
Germany’s surrender, he was hoping that the 
super weapon that Anglo-US scientists had 
developed – the as-yet untested Atomic bomb 
– would give him what he called “a big stick 
for those boys” (the Soviets), something in fact 
that he and his advisers thought would allow 
the US to rule the post-war world.

US scientists had developed two forms of 
the A-bomb: “Fat Boy”, a fi ssion bomb, and 
“Little Boy”, a fusion bomb. Both were capa-
ble of producing very big explosions, but they 
needed to be tested (or perhaps demonstrated 
would be more accurate) against cities of simi-
lar size and density to see which was the most 
destructive in practice.

At a previous meeting of war-time lead-
ers, the USSR had agreed that 90 days after 
the surrender of Germany, the Soviet Union 
would sever its non-aggression pact with Japan 
and launch its powerful “Red Banner Army of 
the Far East” against Japan though Manchuria, 
sealing Japan’s fate and ending any hopes 
Japanese leaders had that their large military 
forces on the Asian mainland would be able to 
continue to fi ght on even after the fall of the 
home islands.

The US leadership, however, was now 
more concerned with ordering the post-war 
world. Their objective now was to prove the 
power of their super-weapon and cow the 
USSR, so on August 6, 1945, 89 days after 
the surrender of Germany, one day before the 
Soviet army was due to move against Japan, 
they dropped “Fat Boy” on Hiroshima. Two 
days later they dropped their other A-bomb, 
“Little Boy” on Nagasaki, two cities of roughly 
equal size and type, cities the US had deliber-
ately refrained from bombing (unlike Tokyo, 
for example) so that there could be no confu-
sion over the damage caused by the A-bomb 
when it was time to drop it.

The tests were conclusive: 140,000 lives 
were lost in Hiroshima, “only” 74,000 in 
Nagasaki.

The US set about building up an arsenal 
of Hiroshima-type A-bombs, but they were in 
no hurry, believing the “backward” Russians 
would never be able to match America in 

developing an Atomic bomb. While the US 
enjoyed its nuclear monopoly, its politicians 
behaved as one would expect. One US Senator 
went so far as to advise US leaders on how to 
deal with Russia: “This should be our posi-
tion – put our bellies up against theirs and say 
‘Retreat, or we advance!’ ”

Fortunately for the world’s people, Stalin 
and the other leaders of the USSR held their 
nerve in the face intense provocation. US intel-
ligence agencies intervened in the elections 
in Western Europe to prevent the election of 
Communists who were enjoying enormous 
prestige at the time thanks to their leader-
ship of the Resistance to the Nazis through-
out occupied Europe. In most countries the US 
supported the election of the Vatican-backed, 
right-wing and very anti-Communist Christian 
Democrats.

In Greece, the US intervened against the 
Communist-led Left in the civil war which 
erupted when Britain foisted a pro-fascist mon-
archy on the country at the close of WW2. In 
Albania, which had embraced Socialism along 
with the rest of Eastern Europe, a “Bay of 
Pigs” style invasion by counter-revolutionaries 
was organised by British Intelligence (anxious 

not to be outdone by the Americans) but Kim 
Philby – a Soviet intelligence agent working 
inside Britain’s Secret Intelligence Service 
– tipped off the Albanian authorities and the 
“uprising” was nipped in the bud.

However, the US did intervene success-
fully to defeat the Reds in the Philippines civil 
war and Britain intervened similarly in Malaya. 
The US had supported Chiang Kai Check in 
China’s war against Japan and unsuccessfully 
tried to prevent his defeat at the hands of the 
Communist forces once WW2 was over. Once 
he fl ed to Taiwan the US used its navy to pro-
tect the remnants of his forces and to maintain 
the fi ction that “Nationalist China” still existed.

In fact, there were so many provocations 
they are hard to list. France set about the brutal 
suppression of the independence movement 
in Algeria and also in Indo-China. Britain 
did the same in Kenya. The US and its allies 
were determined to “roll back Communism” 
and the USA’s nuclear monopoly provided the 
ideal opportunity. And then, in 1949, the USSR 
exploded its own A-bomb. The monopoly had 
been broken.

The following year, the US puppet 
regime in South Korea provoked war on the 

Korean Peninsula but this effort to “roll back 
Communism” militarily ultimately failed. 
Although North Korea was devastated by mas-
sive bombing and invasion by the US and its 
allies, it was able – with the active support of 
Russia and China – to hold on and the invad-
ers were driven back to their starting point at 
the 38th parallel. US C-i-C General Douglas 
MacArthur wanted to A-bomb China but now 
that Russia had the Bomb it was too dangerous 
and President Truman sacked him instead.

Russia had proposed a total ban on all 
forms of Atomic weapons as early as 1946 
but the US dismissed the proposal as “propa-
ganda”, as it did every international peace con-
ference and all Soviet calls at the UN for such 
a ban.

The US remains the only country that has 
used nuclear weapons against other countries 
but their use is constantly threatened or held 
over all our heads as a way of asserting  power. 
The bombs that were dropped on Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki were puny in comparison to the 
nuclear weapons developed since then. 

A comprehensive ban on nuclear weapons 
is needed today more than ever. 

Along class lines

Remember Hiroshima!

Damning offshore detention
The coroner’s fi ndings in regard 
to the death of Hamid Khazaie 
have damned the government’s 
offshore detention policy. The 
coroner noted that the Pacifi c 
Solution Mark II version of off-
shore detention was created after 
the Expert Panel reported to the 
Gillard government in 2012 and 
deliberately included “disincen-
tives” to asylum seekers arriving 
by boat. 

While the coroner did not 
attribute responsibility to any partic-
ular individual, had Hamid’s “rapid 
deterioration been recognised, and 
responded to in a timely manner”, 
Hamid would still be alive.

“The coroner has confi rmed 
what the refugee movement has said 
all along; the lack of proper medi-
cal treatment and the bureaucratic 

delays killed Hamid,” said Ian 
Rintoul, spokesperson for the 
Refugee Action Coalition.

In particular, the coroner called 
for the Department of Home Affairs 
to produce a written policy on deal-
ing with medical transfers and said 
that approval for transfers should 
be entirely a matter for treat-
ing doctors. And that the cost of 
medical transfers should not be a 
consideration.

At the end of June, Border 
Force overrode recommendations 
when a critically ill two-year old on 
Nauru was taken to Port Moresby 
rather than Australia as doctors 
had recommended. It took a fed-
eral court order to fi nally force the 
Australian government to bring her 
and her parents to Australia.

The Coroner’s fi nding also put 

the lie to the government’s repeated 
claim that offshore medical care is 
anything like what is available in 
the Australian community; stating 
that the care available on Manus 
was even “not commensurate with a 
clinic in remote Cape York”.

“We call on the government to 
commit to accepting the Coroner’s 
recommendations that would imme-
diately save lives on Manus and 
Nauru,” said Rintoul. 

“Having offshore medical clin-
ics that were accredited to estab-
lished Australian standards (and 
subject to independent oversight) 
would mean that refugees would get 
more than Panadol and contemptu-
ous dismissal.

“At the moment Border Force 
decisions are overriding doc-
tors’ recommendations and are 

preventing physically and mentally 
sick people being transferred to get 
the treatment they urgently need.

“The coroner also made it clear 
that deaths could be prevented by 
relocation to places like Australia 
and New Zealand, where there are 
suitable health systems in place.

“The government’s offshore 
detention polices and Peter Dutton’s 
apologetics for the abuse stand 
condemned by the coroner’s fi nd-
ings. The responsibility for Hamid’s 
death lies with the government.

“The only way we can guaran-
tee there will be no more Hamids, is 
to close Manus and Nauru and bring 
all asylum seekers and refugees to 
Australia.”

A statement from Behrouz 
Boochani on Manus Island regard-
ing today’s fi nding is as follows:

“All of us detained for years on 
Manus and Nauru have been wait-
ing for justice. For a long time we 
have been asking Australian courts 
and independent organisations 
to investigate the deaths in these 
prison camps, there are enough 
documents and witnesses to prove 
the harsh living conditions and lack 
of medical care. We think what has 
happened in the court today is a big 
step toward justice and we ask once 
again that the courts and independ-
ent human rights organisations con-
tinue investigating the deaths on 
Manus and Nauru.”

We ask again that Australia 
close these prison camps and let us 
start a new life in freedom. 
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The enduring lie
Colonising the Western mind
Today we live beneath an invisible 
cultural hegemony, a set of ideas 
implanted in the mass mind by the 
US state and its corporate media over 
decades, says Jason Hirthler.
In Christopher Nolan’s captivating and vis-
ually dazzling fi lm Inception, a practitioner 
of psychic corporate espionage must plant 
an idea inside a CEO’s head. The process 
is called “inception”, and it represents the 
frontier of corporate infl uence, in which 
mind spies no longer just “extract” ideas 
from the dreams of others, but seed useful 
ideas in a target’s subconscious.

Inception is a well-crafted piece of futur-
istic sci-fi  drama, but some of the ideas it 
imparts are already deeply embedded in the 
American subconscious. The notion of incep-
tion, of hatching an idea in the mind of a man 
or woman without his or her knowledge, is the 
kernel of propaganda, a black art practised in 
the United States since the First World War.

Today we live beneath an invisible cul-
tural hegemony, a set of ideas implanted in 
the mass mind by the US state and its corpo-
rate media over decades. Invisibility seems to 
happen when something is either obscure or 
ubiquitous. In a propaganda system, an over-
arching objective is to render the messaging 
invisible by universalising it within the culture. 
Difference is known by contrast. If there are 
no contrasting views in your fi eld of vision, 
it’s easier to accept the ubiquitous explanation.

The good news is that the ideology is well-
known to some who have, for one lucky reason 
or another, found themselves outside the hege-
monic fi eld and are thus able to contrast the 
dominant worldview with alternative opin-
ions. On the left, the ruling ideology might 
be described as neo-liberalism, a particularly 
vicious form of imperial capitalism that, as 
would be expected, is camoufl aged in the line-
aments of humanitarian aid and succour.

Inception 1971
In a short span of time in the 1970s, 

dozens of think-tanks were established across 
the Western world and billions of dollars were 
spent proselytising the tenets of the Powell 
Memo in 1971, which galvanised a counter-
revolution to the liberal upswing of the Sixties. 
The neo-liberal economic model of dereg-
ulation, downsizing and privatisation was 
preached by the Reagan-Thatcher junta, liber-
alised by the Clinton regime, temporarily given 
a bad name by the unhinged Bush adminis-
tration, and saved by telegenic restoration of 
the Obama years. The ideology that underlay 
the model saturated academia, notably at the 
University of Chicago, and the mainstream 
media, principally at The New York Times. 

Since then it has trickled down to the gen-
eral populace, to whom it now feels second 
nature. Today think-tanks like the Heritage 
Foundation, Brookings Institute, Stratfor, 
Cato Institute, American Enterprise Institute, 
Council on Foreign Relations, Carnegie 
Endowment, Open Society Foundation and the 
Atlantic Council, among many others, funnel 
millions of dollars in donations into cement-
ing neo-liberal attitudes in the American mind.

The ideological assumptions, which serve 
to justify what you could call neo-colonial tac-
tics, are relatively clear. The rights of the indi-
vidual to be free of overreach from monolithic 
institutions like the state. Activist governments 
are inherently ineffi cient and lead directly to 
totalitarianism. Markets must be free and indi-
viduals must be free to act in those markets. 
People must be free to choose, both politically 
and commercially, in the voting booth and at 
the cash register.

Free market “democracy”
This conception of markets and individu-

als is most often formulated as “free-market 
democracy”, a misleading conceit that con-
fl ates individual freedom with the economic 
freedom of capital to exploit labour. So when 
it comes to foreign relations, American and 

Western aid would only be given on the condi-
tion that the borrowers accepted the tenets of 
an (highly manipulable) electoral system and 
vowed to establish the institutions and legal 
structures required to fully realise a Western 
market economy.

These demands were supplemented with 
notions of the individual right to be free of 
oppression, some fi ne rhetoric about women 
and minorities, and somewhat more quietly, a 
judicial understanding that corporations were 
people, too. Together, an unshackled economy 
and an unfettered populace, newly equipped 
with individual rights, would produce the 
same flourishing and nourishing demos of 
mid-century America that had been the envy 
of humanity.

A false promise
This “Washington Consensus” is the false 

promise promoted by the West. The reality 
is quite different. The crux of neo-liberalism 
is to eliminate democratic government by 
downsizing, privatising and deregulating it. 
Proponents of neo-liberalism recognise that 
the state is the last bulwark of protection for 
the common people against the predations of 
capital. Remove the state and they’ll be left 
defenceless. 

Think about it. Deregulation eliminates 
the laws. Downsizing eliminates departments 
and their funding. Privatising eliminates the 
very purpose of the state by having the private 
sector take over its traditional responsibilities. 
Ultimately, nation-states would dissolve except 
perhaps for armies and tax systems. 

A large, open-border global free market 
would be left, not subject to popular control but 
managed by a globally dispersed, transnational 
one percent. And the whole process of making 
this happen would be camoufl aged beneath the 
altruistic stylings of a benign humanitarianism.

Globalists, as neo-liberal capitalists are 
often called, also understood that democracy, 
defi ned by a smattering of individual rights 
and a voting booth, was the ideal vehicle to 
usher neo-liberalism into the emerging world. 
Namely because democracy, as commonly 
practised, makes no demands in the economic 
sphere. Socialism does. Communism does. 

These models directly address ownership 
of the means of production. Not so demo-
cratic capitalism. This permits the globalists 
to continue to own the means of production 
while proclaiming human rights triumphant 
in nations where interventions are staged. The 
enduring lie is that there is no democracy with-
out economic democracy.

What matters to the one percent and the 
media conglomerates that disseminate their 
worldview is that the offi cial defi nitions are 
accepted by the masses. The real effects need 
never be known. The neo-liberal ideology 
(theory) thus conceals the neo-liberal reality 
(practice). And for the masses to accept it, it 
must be mass-produced. Then it becomes more 
or less invisible by virtue of its universality.

A pretext for pillage
Thanks to this artful disguise, the West 

can stage interventions in nations reluctant to 
adopt its platform of exploitation, knowing that 
on top of the depredations of an exploitative 
economic model, they will be asked to call it 
progress and celebrate it.

Washington, the metropolitan heart of neo-
liberal hegemony, has numerous methods of 
convincing reluctant developing nations to 
accept its neighbourly advice. To be sure, the 
goal of modern colonialism is to fi nd a pre-
text to intervene in a country, to restore by 
other means the extractive relations that fi rst 
brought wealth to the colonial North. The most 
common pretexts for intervention depict the 
target nation in three distinct fashions.

First, as an economic basket case, a con-
dition often engineered by the West in what 
is sometimes called “creating facts on the 
ground”. By sanctioning the target economy, 
Washington can “make the economy scream”, 
to use war criminal Henry Kissinger’s elegant 

phrasing. Iran, Syria and Venezuela are rele-
vant examples here.

Second, the West funds violent opposition 
to the government, producing unrest, often vio-
lent riots of the kind witnessed in Dara, Kiev 
and Caracas. The goal is either to capsize a tot-
tering administration or to provoke a violent 
crackdown, at which point Western embas-
sies and institutions will simultaneously send 
up cries of tyranny and brutality and insist the 
leader step aside. Libya, Syria and Venezuela 
are instructive in this regard.

Third, the country will be pressured to 
accept some sort of military fettering thanks 
to either a false fl ag or manufactured hysteria 
over some domestic programme, such as the 
WMD restrictions on Iraq, chemical weapons 
restrictions on Syria, or the civilian nuclear 
energy restrictions on Iran. 

Given that the US traffi cs in WMDs, bio-
weapons and nuclear energy itself, insisting 
others forsake all of these is perhaps little more 
than racially motivated despotry. But signifi -
cant fear mongering in the international media 
will provide suffi cient moral momentum to ram 
through sanctions, resolutions and inspection 
regimes with little fanfare.

Schooling the savages
Once the pretext is established, the appro-

priate intervention is made. There’s no lack of 
latent racism embedded in each intervention. 
Something of Edward Said’s Orientalism is 
surely at play here; the West is often respond-
ing to a crude caricature rather than a living 
people. 

One writer, Robert Dale Parker, described 
Western views of Asia as little more than “a 
sink of despotism on the margins of the world”. 
Iran is incessantly lensed through a fearful dis-
trust of the “other”, those abyssal Persians. 
Likewise, North Korea is mythologised as a 
kingdom of miniature madmen, possessed of a 
curious psychosis that surely bears no relation 
to the genocidal cleansing of 20 percent of its 
population in the fi fties, itself an imperial coda 
to the madness of Hiroshima.

The interventions, then, are little different 
from the missionary work of early colonisers, 
who sought to entrap the minds of men and 
women in order to ensnare the soul. Salvation 
is the order of the day. The mission worker felt 
the same sense of superiority and exceptional-
ism that inhabits the mind of the neo-liberal. 
Two zealots of the age peddling different edi-
tions of a common book. One must carry the 
gospel of the invisible hand to the unlettered 
minions. But the gifts of the enlightened inter-
loper are consistently dubious.

It might be the loan package that effec-
tively transfers economic control out of the 
hands of political offi cials and into the hands 
of loan offi cers, those mealy-mouthed creditors 
referred to earlier. 

It may be the sanctions that prevent the 
country from engaging in dollar transactions 
and trade with numberless nations on which 
it depends for goods and services. Or it might 
be that controversial UN Security Council res-
olution that leads to a comprehensive agree-
ment to ban certain weapons from a country. 
Stipulations of the agreement will often include 
a byzantine inspections regime full of con-
sciously-inserted tripwires designed to catch 
the country out of compliance and leverage that 
miscue to intensify confrontational rhetoric and 
implement even more far-reaching inspections.

Cracking the shell
The benign-sounding structural adjust-

ments of the West have fairly predictable 
results: cultural and economic chaos, rapid 
impoverishment, resource extraction with its 
attendant ecological ruin, transfer of ownership 
from local hands to foreign entities, and death 
from a thousand causes.

We are currently sanctioning around 30 
nations in some fashion; dozens of countries 
have fallen into “protracted arrears” with 
Western creditors; and entire continents are 
witnessing huge outfl ows of capital – in the 
order of US$100 billion annually – to the 
Global North as debt service. The profi teering 
colonialists of the West make out like bandits. 
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The usual suspects include Washington and 
its loyal lapdogs, the IMF, World Bank, EU, 
NATO and other international institutions, and 
the energy and defence multinationals whose 
shareholders and executive class effectively 
run the show.

Whose interests?
So why aren’t Americans more aware of 

this complicated web of neo-colonial domi-
nation? Italian communist Antonio Gramsci, 
who pioneered the concept of cultural hegem-
ony, suggested that the ruling ideologies of 
the bourgeoisie were so deeply embedded in 
popular consciousness that the working classes 
often supported leaders and ideas that were 
antithetical to their own interests. Today, that 
cultural hegemony is neo-liberalism. Few can 
slip from its grasp long enough to see the world 
from an uncoloured vantage point. You’ll very 
rarely encounter arguments like this leafi ng 
through the Times or related broadsheets. They 
don’t fi t the ruling dogma, the Weltanschauung 
(worldview) that keeps the public mind in its 
sleepy repose.

But French-Algerian philosopher Louis 
Althusser, following Gramsci, believed that, 
unlike the militarised state, the ideologies of 
the ruling class were penetrable. He felt that 
the comparatively fl uid zones of Ideological 
State Apparatuses (ISAs) were contexts of 
class struggle. Within them, groups might 
attain a kind of “relative autonomy”, by which 
they could step outside of the monolithic cul-
tural ideology. The scales would fall. Then, 
equipped with new knowledge, people might 
stage an inception of their own, cracking 
open the cultural hegemony and reshaping its 
mythos in a more humane direction.

This seems like an imperative for modern 
American culture, buried as it is beneath 
the hegemonic heft of the neoliberal credo. 
These articles of false faith, this ideology of 
deceit, ought to be replaced with new declara-
tions of independence, of the mind if not the 
mainstream.
Third World Resurgence 

Magazine

Frederik Blauwhof

In the town of Goerlitz, located right on Saxony’s Czech border, 
the dangers of the current political polarisation are perhaps are 
laid bare for all to see. Workers in the Goerlitz district have suf-
fered disproportionally from neo-liberal onslaught following reuni-
fi cation, with wages at the lowest level of any county in Germany 
at barely two-thirds the national average and signifi cantly more 
unemployment at 8.3 percent.

Aside from Siemens and Bombardier, which have sizeable plants 
there and employ about 2,000 workers in unionised jobs, hardly any 
company pays signifi cantly above minimum wage.

Swathes of people expressed their anger by voting for the Alternative 
for Germany (AfD) in the last federal election, with 33 percent giving 
the extreme right party their vote.

When both Siemens and Bombardier announced plant closures in 
Goerlitz months after the election, many on the left in the labour move-
ment held their breath for fear of a further shift to the right.

Crucially, the trades union federation DGB and the industrial union 
IG Metall were able to stave off closures in negotiations last May, fol-
lowing massive demonstrations in Goerlitz, Berlin and other cities where 
Siemens announced cutbacks or closures – and push back the AfD in 
the process.

At the demonstration of Siemens and Bombardier workers in 
Goerlitz this January, one in eight inhabitants or 7,000 people joined to 
fi ght the closures.

Representatives of all political parties except the AfD were invited 
to speak, provoking the extreme right to organise their own, smaller 
manifestation and viciously attacking the unions in the ensuing months, 
isolating themselves from the union that had just fended off what would 
have been an economic death blow to the region.

This polarisation is in full swing all over the Federal Republic. 
Nationally, the AfD has gained a shocking 12.6 percent in the federal 
election last year, making the extreme right party the biggest opposition 
party in parliament.

Worryingly, the AfD won even more votes among manual workers. 
The share of the AfD vote here has been estimated at between 16 percent 
to 20 percent in various polls.

Fifteen percent of trade union members gave the AfD their vote at 
the last election, signifi cantly above the national average. In the former 
German Democratic Republic, regions where incomes tend to be lower 
and jobs scarcer, AfD had an even higher share of the vote at 20 percent.

These results as well as examples like Goerlitz further support con-
cerns that social deprivation following neo-liberal austerity economics 
have fed the rise of the extreme right – a development which fascist 
elements, which by now are a real force in the AfD, are keen to exploit.

Though the AfD started in 2013 as a populist right party focusing on 
criticism of the Merkel’s EU policy, the party has moved further to the 
right ever since. The neo-liberal economics professor and party founder 
Bernd Lucke was soon voted down as chairman in favour of the more 
extreme, and racist, Frauke Petry, who declared Islamophobia the new 
focus of the party.

She, in turn, was rejected in December 2017 to be replaced by the 
even more right-wing Alexander Gauland, who has employed several 
neo-Nazis and caused scandals by praising the Nazi-era Reichswehr or 
claiming that the Third Reich was just a bit of bird shit on an otherwise 
glorious German history.

In reaction to the success and radicalisation of the AfD, the estab-
lishment parties and media continuously shift to the right on migration, 
refugees and Islam – further legitimising their racism and allowing the 
AfD in turn to shift further to the right.

The growing fascist wing of the AfD have managed to gain ground 
in this atmosphere and has been able to win majorities in key questions. 
In March of this year, the fascists around fi gures like Bjoern Hoecke, 
Andre Poggenburg, Andreas Kalbitz and Jens Maier, succeeded in scrap-
ping the party statute rejecting open co-operation with extreme right 
street movements like Pegida, opening the way towards building racist 
street movements.

The more “respectable” conservative racists in the AfD fear such 
open association might jeopardise a potential future government mod-
elled on the Austrian OVP-FPO coalition.

The fascist wing is trying to gain infl uence with working-class 
voters by arguing for a “national-social” politics in opposition to the 
market radicalism of the national conservative wing.

Aiming to build mass right-wing movements, they address real 
social injustices and then offer their racism as an answer to them. The 
AfD has organised May Day events, often together with other organisa-
tions of the extreme right, and raise slogans like “social without becom-
ing red” and “no attacks on the welfare state.” They have at least the 
potential to drive a wedge in between the left and the workers’ move-
ment and especially unorganised, precarious workers.

AfD fascists also have set up “alternative workers’ organisations” 
like ALARM in central eastern Germany or “employees in the AfD” 
(AVA) and were deeply involved in the recent fascist drive to put up 
extreme right candidates at the works council elections in German com-
panies last spring.

For the moment, they continue to fail to put up candidate lists in 
most key companies, including Siemens in Goerlitz. The exceptions 
are mainly at Daimler. At the plant in Unterturkheim, where Oliver 
Hilburger, former member of the Nazi band Noie Werte, had already 
been elected and organised a list for years, his “Zentrum Automobil” got 
13.2 percent of the vote. At Daimler in Rastatt, the right list got four out 
of 45 seats. At BMW in Leipzig, the new “alternative” list got four seats.

The working-class movement in Germany is faced with an organ-
ised attempt of a growing fascist movement to divide workers with their 
racism and hatred of the left and unions.

They are well connected, have lost much of their social isolation and 
feel strengthened by an increasingly open racism of mainstream politics.

The recent strangulation attack of two AfD supporters on a shop 
steward on a demonstration in Hanau underlines the fact that they do 
not shy away from using crass violence against even well known union 
organisers.

Fortunately, the unions and the left in many places have started to 
take the threat seriously, clearly distance themselves from the AfD and 
take part in anti-fascist mobilisations on the streets.

Resistance to their hate also has massive potential and can count 
on mass support. There have been serious successes of the anti-fascist 
movements, like the tens of thousands that have protested against AfD 
party conferences, the 70,000-strong demonstration that dwarfed the 
AfDs national hate march last May in Berlin or the humiliation of Bjoern 
Hoecke who was kicked out when he tried to hijack a demonstration of 
Siemens workers in Eisenach last April.

It is victories like these that encourage the fi ghting left, inside and 
outside of the radical left party Die Linke, to step up building existing 
mass campaigns against the AfD and the wider extreme right. After all, 
our politics of class solidarity, regardless of borders, nationalities or 
religious lines, is the real alternative to the neoliberal onslaught of the 
German and European ruling classes.
Frederik Blauwhof works for the Die Linke fraction in the Bundestag.
Morning Star 

Contradictions 
sharpen
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Finian Cunningham

The dramatic, and seemingly 
unstoppable, surge of Taliban 
offensives across Afghanistan is 
proof that the US is fast becom-
ing the latest foreign power 
to succumb to failure in a land 
known for being the “graveyard 
of empires”. But unlike past 
empires defeated in Afghanistan, 
the US stands out as singularly 
contributing to its own ill-fate 
through excessive blundering and 
its legacy of criminal duplicity.

In particular, Washington’s 
obsession with confronting neigh-
bouring Iran and plotting regime 
change in Tehran could well be the 
tipping point in Afghanistan. The 
point, that is, where the US tips itself 
into a strategic, military grave it has 
been digging in Afghanistan over the 
past two decades.

After 17 years of US military 
occupation costing the US taxpayer 
trillions of dollars, the Taliban insur-
gents seem to be able to launch 
spectacular attacks at will against 
the Washington-backed govern-
ment in Kabul. By any measure, 
that portends a historic defeat for 
Washington’s imperial ambitions. 
And not just in Afghanistan.

Over the past week, a strategic 
city, Ghazni, only 150 kilometres 
south from the capital was under 
Taliban occupation for several days 
before the militants appeared to 
make a tactical retreat to surround-
ing areas.

Then in the capital, Kabul the 
Taliban mounted a gun battle on a 
military-intelligence training base, 
as if to underline the ineffectualness 
of US-backed security forces. A mili-
tary intelligence base caught in a sur-
prise attack?

Further north, in Faryab prov-
ince, an Afghan National Army base 
was reportedly over-run by mili-
tants with the apparent loss of 30 

troops and the remaining 70 cap-
tured. Provincial elders said the base 
was easily captured by the Taliban 
because it lacked reinforcements, 
ammunition and food. So much for 
US support.

Recall that Afghanistan was 
supposed to be the “Soviet Union’s 
Vietnam”. That was how US plan-
ners like Zbigniew Brzezinski glee-
fully referred to Afghanistan and 
their nefarious scheme to infl ict on 
the Soviets what the US had igno-
miniously suffered in Vietnam only 
a few years earlier. In 1979, Soviet 
troops were lured into the Central 
Asian country to prop up an allied 
government in Kabul coming under 
attack from US-backed tribal fi ght-
ers, the Mujahideen.

Like British imperial troops a 
century before, the Soviets suffered 
defeat in the rugged mountains of 
Afghanistan at the hands of fearless 
fi ghters.

Of course, the Soviets were not 
just up against Afghans. The CIA 
had weaponised the Mujahideen with 
Stinger anti-aircraft missiles and 
other sophisticated munitions. Along 
with Britain’s MI6, the Saudis and 
Pakistani military intelligence, the 
Afghan insurgents were turned into 
a jihadist army which later evolved 
into the Al Qaeda terror network.

The irony is, however, that the 
“Soviet Vietnam” has now turned 
into another US quagmire – an 
American Vietnam redux.

Following the September 11 
terror attacks in 2001 on New York 
City and Washington DC, the George 
W Bush administration rushed into 
Afghanistan in an act of revenge 
against Al Qaeda – the very organi-
sation that the Americans had earlier 
helped create.

Nearly 17 years later, the US 
military is still bogged down in 
Afghanistan with no viable exit 
plan in sight. The war is offi cially 
America’s longest war, surpassing 

the duration of the Vietnam War 
(1964-75).

Although US casualties are 
much less than was incurred in 
Southeast Asia, the fi nancial cost 
of Afghanistan to the US economy 
is crippling, estimated to be up to 
US$5 trillion, along with the Iraq 
war. That’s a quarter of the US total 
national debt of US$21 trillion.

US military operations were 
offi cially supposed to end in 2014 
during the Obama administration. 
When Donald Trump ran for the 
presidency in 2016, one of his win-
ning pledges to voters was to scale 
back US wars. Last year, however, 

Trump acceded to Pentagon advice 
to revamp military involvement in 
Afghanistan, albeit under the guise 
of “training and support” for local 
forces.

As this past week’s audacious 
attacks by the Taliban demonstrates, 
the US-backed government forces 
are fi ghting a losing war. Vast areas 
of the country are outside of their 
control. Even the capital appears 
vulnerable to heavily-mounted raids.

Moreover, the situation can only 
get worse for the US and its Afghan 
surrogates.

What may be a decisive factor is 
the Trump administration’s criminal 
policy of aggression towards neigh-
bouring Iran. In myopic fashion, 
Washington’s desire to squeeze Iran 
with “crushing” economic sanctions 
is liable to rebound, by signifi cantly 
worsening the security conditions in 
Afghanistan for US-backed forces.

That’s because as the US 
imposes tougher sanctions on Iran, 
following Trump’s abandonment 
of the international nuclear treaty 
in May this year, the deteriorating 
Iranian economy will have a direct 
deleterious impact on Afghanistan. 
Thousands of migrant Afghan work-
ers rely on Iran for employment. 
Their salary remittances are report-
edly a major lifeline for families 
back in Afghanistan.

With the Iranian economy 
already faltering under US sanc-
tions, droves of unemployed expatri-
ate Afghan workers can be expected 
to pack up and leave, cutting off the 
remittances that sustain much of 
Afghanistan’s economy.

A further impact from 
Washington’s sanctions on Iran is 
that landlocked Afghanistan will not 
be able to avail of Iranian sea ports 
for imports and exports. Trump is 
threatening secondary sanctions on 
any country continuing to do busi-
ness with Iran. Unless, the US gives 
Afghanistan a waiver, it will be cut 
off from commercial ties with Iran 
and its trading routes to the Indian 
Ocean.

So, as the US-imposed 

economic pressure on Iran intensi-
fi es through ratcheting up of sanc-
tions – Washington wants a total oil 
embargo by November – the inevi-
table result will be worsening social 
conditions in Afghanistan for the 
general population there. That lam-
entable outcome, it is reasonable 
to assume, will only boost popu-
lar support for the Taliban, making 
the US-backed Afghan forces even 
more insecure and ineffectual in their 
operations.

A third factor is that Iran could 
exercise a more malicious option by 
increasing military support covertly 
to the Taliban. Iran is reckoned to 
have developed a formidable arsenal 
of advanced missile technology. Last 
week, for example, Tehran show-
cased a new radar-evading ballistic 
missile.

Given that the Americans are 
trying to destroy the Iranian gov-
ernment through vicious economic 
measures, it would not be at all sur-
prising if Tehran fought back by 
supplying the Taliban fi ghters with 
devastating fire power to hit US 
forces.

Thus, by running a sanctions 
vendetta against Iran in the calcu-
lation that the economic pain might 
elicit social unrest and regime 
change, Washington is likely to end 
up infl icting serious blowback on its 
military campaign in Afghanistan.

America’s longest overseas war 
could turn out to be its most igno-
minious and wasteful. That’s saying 
something given the dozens of dirty 
wars that the US has engaged in over 
the past century. The repercussions 
for US global standing cannot be 
underestimated.

It not only ran a nearly two-dec-
ade war in Afghanistan, which was 
arguably illegal from the very outset, 
resulted in tens of thousands of casu-
alties and was fi nancially ruinous for 
the US economy, but the supposed 
almighty US power will have been 
defeated in the graveyard of empires 
largely by its own criminality, stu-
pidity and arrogance.
Information Clearing House 

Graves for US forces 
in Afghanistan

International

Protests against 
Israel’s apartheid
Steve Sweeney

More than 100,000 Arabs and 
Jews demonstrated in a show of 
unity against the recently passed 
“racist” nation-state law in Tel 
Aviv last week, the second large 
protest in eight days.

Protesters waved Israeli and 
Palestinian fl ags demanding the res-
ignation of Israeli premier Benjamin 
Netanyahu as the crowds called for 
the “fascist laws” to be scrapped 
saying: “We are all brothers. Jews 
and Arabs refuse to be divided.”

Saturday’s demonstration was 
organised by the Higher Arab 
Monitoring Committee and was 
backed by a broad range of organi-
sations, including the Hadash-
Communist Party of Israel, the 
Coalition Against Racism in Israel, 
and Koah La’Ovdim Worker’s 
Union.

More than 300 buses brought 
people from cities including Haifa 
and Nazareth with organisers saying 
“buses of Arabs are coming in 

droves,” mocking Netanyahu’s infa-
mous race-baiting during the 2015 
Israeli general election.

Anger is growing over the pass-
ing of the controversial nation state 
law in the Knesset last month which 
declared that only Jews have the 
right to self-determination in the 
State of Israel.

Critics have warned of the con-
solidation of Israel as an “apart-
heid state” through the legislation 
under which Hebrew is designated 
the country’s sole offi cial language, 
with Arabic downgraded to a “spe-
cial status.”

Israeli Arab Joint List group 
of parties spokesman Ayman Odeh 
warned at the time of “the death of 
our democracy” and said the law 
was one of “Jewish supremacy,” 
meaning Palestinians would always 
be second-class citizens.

Members of the minority Druze 
community joined the protest on 
Saturday, along with Israeli Arabs 
who make up around 17.5 percent 
of the Israeli population.

Communist Party of Israel 
spokesman Mohammad Barakeh 
told the rally: “Friends, you know 
that not all the Arabs here think the 
same. Neither do all the Jews. But 
all the Arabs and all the Jews came 
here in droves to protest.

“There will not be another 
Nakba. We are staying here. We 
shall overcome.”

Hadash former parliamentar-
ian and Communist Party of Israel 
executive committee member Issam 
Makhoul said: “This is one of the 
most important demonstrations, one 
that demands an alternative to the 
current way of thinking in Israel 
– that which is dangerous to both 
nations, which tries to delegitimise 
the Arab sector.

“We are part of this country’s 
landscape. Our citizenship stems 
from our sense of belonging to our 
homeland, and we will not allow 
anyone to harm our status, not our 
national status, and not our civil 
status.”
Morning Star 
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Jane Green

The next step in the undeclared 
war on Iran has been taken by the 
United States, with the fi rst wave 
of sanctions imposed last week, 
following the unilateral with-
drawal of the US from the Joint 
Comprehensive Plan of Action 
(JCPOA).

The JCPOA, widely known as 
the Iran nuclear deal, was agreed in 
2015 by the United States, Russia, 
and the European Union to halt the 
domestic uranium enrichment pro-
gram in Iran, in exchange for the 
relaxation of previously imposed 
sanctions. The deal was being mon-
itored by the International Atomic 
Energy Agency (IAEA) and, up until 
the most recent inspection earlier in 
2018, Iran was deemed to be follow-
ing the terms of the agreement.

President Donald Trump has 
never been a fan of the deal and 
promised to withdraw as part of 
his election campaign rhetoric. 
For Trump, relaxing sanctions on 
Iran simply allows the regime in 
Tehran to draw down international 
resources which it can then use 
to pursue its adventurous foreign 
policy in the Middle East through 
what the US deems to be its proxies 
in the region.

There can be no doubt about 
the anti-people credentials of the 
Iranian regime. For over 40 years, 
the Islamic Republic has been to the 
forefront in its abuse, arrest, and tor-
ture of the political opposition, trade 
unionists, women’s organizations, 
and in suppressing student protests. 
The regime in Iran is only matched 
in its vicious response to internal 
criticism by the United States’ key 
allies in the region, Israel and Saudi 
Arabia.

However, the sanctions imposed 
last week by the United States, 
which will be further intensifi ed on 
November 4, are not about acting 
in the interests of the Iranian people 
and freeing them from an oppres-
sive regime. The US sanctions are 
entirely about the power balance in 
the Middle East, with the US seeking 
to impose its will and maximize con-
trol of the region’s resources.

Ironically, the path being pur-
sued by Trump was initiated under 

President Barack Obama, as part of 
the United States’ New Middle East 
Plan, to reassert infl uence and bol-
ster resource control in the region. 
Obama’s version of the Plan resulted 
in the JCPOA and a more nuanced 
approach to containing the perceived 
threat of Iran to the regional power 
balance.

Not surprisingly, for Trump, 
there are no such niceties. For all 
intents and purposes, the gloves are 
off and the New Middle East Plan-
Mark 2 is aimed simply at bringing 
Iran to its knees, whatever the cost to 
the prospects for peace in the region 
or to the plight of the people of Iran.

That cost, as the protests which 
have engulfed the streets of Iranian 
cities since the turn of the year have 
shown, is already high and is only 
going to get higher. In December 
and January, protests against unem-
ployment, poor pay and conditions, 
and government corruption erupted 
across 80 cities in Iran and were met 
with a brutal response by the regime, 
resulting in hundreds of arrests and 
scores of deaths.

The protests, which have arisen 
from the economic diffi culties facing 
the country and the mismanage-
ment of the economy, are likely to 
be exacerbated by further sanctions. 
They continue to be an expression 
of the frustration of large sections of 
working class youth with the regime.

In the months since that ini-
tial wave of protest, the situation in 
Iran has worsened, with a drop in 
the value of Iranian currency to less 
than 30 percent of its April exchange 
value against the US dollar. This has 
meant the value of basic goods has 
quadrupled while wages remain stag-
nant, precipitating a sharp drop in the 
living standards of ordinary people, 
all the time amidst spiralling mass 
unemployment.

Water shortages, resulting from 
environmental degradation exac-
erbated by the ill-judged policies 
of the regime, have hit signifi cant 
swathes of central and southern Iran. 
Power cuts are a daily routine and, 
in the 40-50°C temperatures in these 
regions, drive people to despair.

Opposition sources inside Iran 
claim that it is not an exaggeration 
to suggest that 80 percent of the pop-
ulation now clamour for political 
change. They are held at bay by the 
regime’s use of repression and brute 
force. Reports and footage widely 
emerging from the streets in Iran 
show a regime clearly wary of the 
mood prevailing amongst the people, 
with a signifi cant deployment of its 
repressive machinery around central 
squares, main thoroughfares, and 
transport hubs, watching the popu-
lation and ready to move in on any 
sign of dissent.

Against this context, the latest 
round of US sanctions has resulted 
in those European companies which 
had begun to re-engage with Iran 
putting their plans on hold. German 
car and truck manufacturer Daimler 
has dropped plans to expand its 
business in Iran. French compa-
nies Peugeot and Renault have sus-
pended operations in Iran and have 
said they will comply with the US 
sanctions.

French energy giant Total has 
said it will quit the multibillion-dol-
lar South Pars gas project if it cannot 
secure a waiver from the US sanc-
tions – a request French Finance 
Minister Bruno Le Maire said last 
month had been rejected along with 
others by French corporations.

Total signed a contract in 2017 
to develop Phase II of the South 
Pars field with an initial invest-
ment of $1 billion and has not yet 
said what it will do with its 30 per-
cent stake should it pull out. It has 
until November 4 to wind down its 
Iran operations, barring any surprise 
exemption.

The widespread withdrawal and 
suspension of economic activity by 
European companies is remarkable 
because the US sanctions have no 
international force and no United 
Nations backing. The US strategy 
is essentially that of the playground 
bully. Companies are free to deal 
with Iran if they choose but they 
may fi nd it diffi cult to do business in 
markets with the US. For most com-
panies, the choice between sticking 

with Iranian business or losing 
access to the US market is no choice 
at all. The United States knows this, 
and the international community 
appears powerless to prevent it.

The latest round of sanctions will 
cripple even further an already crum-
bling Iranian economy. The confron-
tational position taken by the US is 
encouraging the hardliners in Iran to 
feel emboldened. Former President 
Ahmadinejad has recently called 
upon current President Rouhani 
to resign. Those who have always 
opposed the JCPOA are now regard-
ing the word of the US as worthless 
and are seeking to turn the current 
turmoil to their advantage.

Meanwhile the people of Iran, 
their suppressed trade unions and 
political activists, continue to orches-
trate regular strike action, street pro-
tests, and actions in opposition to the 
endemic corruption at the heart of 
the Islamic Republic.

Inside Iran, it is the view of 
the left, progressive, and pro-peace 
forces, including socialists and com-
munists, that the time has come to 
help strengthen the infl uence of the 
people’s protest movement through 
the taking of concrete and practical 
steps towards closer and more effec-
tive cooperation, most importantly, 
the establishment of a united front 
against the regime.

A democratic Iran would still 
face the threat of political sanctions 
and the ongoing danger of military 
intervention, by the US or one of its 
proxies in the region, but would be a 
huge step forward.

The worst-case scenario – a mili-
tary strike on Iran, which is some-
thing many in the US administration 
have not taken off the table – would 
still have the potential to gener-
ate chaos and political disintegra-
tion even greater than that seen in 
Iraq following Western intervention. 
Western foreign policy, specifi cally 
that of the United States, is currently 
treading a very fi ne line from which 
one slip could plunge the region into 
war.
People’s World 

International

Iran

Next step in undeclared war



10  August 22, 2018 Guardian

NEG for the vandal

Those pursuing profi ts from the 
exploitation of nature and of 
human labour have heated the 
globe and pushed the climate per-
ilously close to dangerous tipping 
points.

Urgent action to tackle climate 
change is now needed and to prevent 
dangerous climate change and build 
resilience to its impacts measures 
must happen urgently.

Those who are most liable for 
the problem must be made to account 

for their actions. It is essential to 
address the social issues, such as dis-
proportionate use of resources, ine-
quality, and colonisation – the whole 
of history – while responding to cli-
mate change.

The government’s National 
Energy Guarantee is fi rst and fore-
most about keeping profi ts churn-
ing for the fossil fuel environmental 
vandals.

We must resist the spread of the 
nuclear, coal and gas industry, and 
protect forests – our beautiful carbon 
sinks – from further devastation.

We must limit the greenhouse 
gas concentration level in the atmos-
phere to be safe for all life on planet 
earth, work in genuine collaboration 
with and be led by fi rst Australians 
in a process of de-colonisation of the 
economy, especially around mining 
issues, ensure that nuclear energy 
is not seen as a solution to climate 
change and ensure that an inclu-
sive renewable energy future is cre-
ated, primarily based on community 
owned and operated power, to ensure 

that no-one is left behind when deal-
ing with climate change.

T Southern
Brisbane

Respect
“Queen of soul” Aretha Franklin 
has died. Ms Franklin was the 
fi rst woman inducted into the 
Rock and Roll Hall of Fame in 
1987 and is known for hits includ-
ing “(You Make Me Feel Like) 
A Natural Woman”, “I Say a 
Little Prayer” and “Respect”. 
She learned to sing gospel at her 
father’s church.

She was also a prominent sup-
porter of the civil rights movement 
and friend of Martin Luther King Jr 
who performed at his memorial in 
2011. She also sang at Rosa Parks’s 
funeral as well as at the inaugura-
tions of two US presidents.

In 1970 Jet magazine reported 
her determination to post bail for 
communist revolutionary Angela 

Davis, then held in jail on charges, 
on which she was later acquitted, of 
having assisted an attempted court-
room breakout by George Jackson 
and the Soledad Brothers.

Ms Franklin said she was “ready 
to go Angela Davis’s bond, “whether 
it’s $100,000 or $250,000,’ ” Jet
reported.

“Angela Davis must go free. 
Black people will be free,” the singer 

said. “I’ve been locked up and I 
know you got to disturb the peace 
when you can’t get no peace.

“She’s a black woman and she 
wants freedom for black people. I 
have the money, I got it from black 
people and I want to use it in ways 
that will help our people.”

Vale.
Jo Dunleavey

Wodonga

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010
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Good children’s fi ction cultivates 
empathy, imagination, social con-
science, and historical awareness. 
Some of the best children’s novels 
written during the early 20th 
century also raise class conscious-
ness – Natalie Savage Carson’s 
The Family Under the Bridge, 
for example; socialist E. Nesbit’s 
Railway Children, Eleanor Estes’s 
The Hundred Dresses, and the 
original Mary Poppins books, 
which are wonderfully critical 
of capitalism and give magical 
superpowers to a nanny and her 
working-class friends.

While the politics of these older 
books hold up well, it’s hard to miss 
how very white the characters are. 
Fortunately, a new wave of multicul-
tural, politically attuned children’s 
fi ction is now hitting the shelves. 
Thanks in part to a movement called 
“We Need Diverse Books,” many 
new novels for middle graders and 
young adults include more people of 
colour, gay and lesbian characters, 
ethnic and religious minorities, and 
the differently abled.

The six novels discussed here 
offer nuanced portrayals of diverse 
characters confronting war, pov-
erty, racism, sexism, inequality, and 
emigration. They all avoid the near-
nihilism of recent bestsellers like The 
Hunger Games, which bring atten-
tion to inequality and then suggest 
no solution. At the same time, these 
books are so well written and engag-
ing that even reluctant readers won’t 
want to put them down.

Escape from Aleppo (2018), 
by NH Senzai, is a thrilling story 
of a young girl’s escape from the 
besieged city after becoming sepa-
rated from her family. Already suf-
fering from PTSD due to earlier 
bomb attacks, Nadia must force her-
self to overcome her paralyzing anxi-
ety. As she navigates the dangerous 
streets, hiding from different rebel 
groups as government forces close 
in on the city, readers gain a better 
understanding of the war in Syria. 
Nadia’s encounter with a network 
of people working to protect ancient 
manuscripts and artefacts from the 
bombing highlights the cultural 
costs of war. An elderly man who 
helps Nadia cross the border turns 
out to have a chequered past; with 
Nadia, readers learn that people who 

have made mistakes may be able 
to change and do good. This timely 
book is highly recommended for 
readers nine and up.

My Brigadista Year (2017), by 
Katherine Paterson, award-winning 
author of the much-beloved Bridge 
to Terabithia, is a true gem. It is a 
vivid, carefully researched account 
of one teenager’s positive experi-
ence as a teacher in Fidel Castro’s 
1961 literacy initiative. Lora has led 
a sheltered life in Havana, attending 
private school. But when the Batista 
regime is overthrown, she feels 
called to join the cadre of young 
people who travel to rural areas to 
teach the farm workers to read and 
write. The teachers and the farm 
families succeed in breaking down 
social barriers and learning from 
each other.

The real literacy campaign 
taught over 700,000 Cubans to read 
and write; the country still has one 
of the highest literacy rates in the 
world. Paterson shows how this ini-
tiative embodied true communist 
ideals. Highly recommended for 
readers nine and up.

The Land of Forgotten Girls
(2016), by Erin Entrada Kelly, traces 
the difficult but inspiring devel-
opment of two sisters from the 
Philippines. Soledad and Ming were 
brought to New Orleans by their 
father and young stepmother, Vea, 
who married opportunistically in 
order to emigrate.

Not long after arriving in the US, 
their father abandoned them. Isolated 
and unprepared for motherhood, Vea 
mistreats Soledad and Ming. Soledad 
remembers their “real” mother and 
older sister, both of whom passed 
away. She makes up stories to cheer 
her little sister, giving the grim real-
ity of a rat-infested apartment a mag-
ical other dimension. Neighbours in 
the building become mythical char-
acters. But Ming believes the sto-
ries. Will the stories come true, or 
has Soledad set Ming up for a ter-
rible fall?

There are no fairy tale endings, 
but this novel traces a plausible proc-
ess by which disadvantaged people 
living in the same place awkwardly 
start to help each other and form a 
community. Highly recommended 
for readers aged nine and up.

Esperanza Rising (2002), by 

Pam Muñoz Ryan, is the story of a 
privileged young Mexican girl, child 
of a landowner, who is forced to fl ee 
to the U.S. after her father’s death. 
Esperanza and her mother, stripped 
of their position and wealth, become 
farm workers alongside their former 
servants. Initially unable to handle 
the work, Esperanza slowly devel-
ops strength of character and learns 
to admire the people she formerly 
scorned.

This novel, set in the 1930s, does 
a good job of showing the positive 
values of cooperative working-class 
culture, and helps readers imagine 
what it is like to be an immigrant. 
However, striking workers are pre-
sented with ambivalence. Parents 
or teachers may want to discuss 
questions the novel raises about 
labour relations. Was Esperanza 
wrong to cross the picket lines even 
though she needed money so badly? 
Recommended for readers eight to 
thirteen.

Teens may prefer Muñoz Ryan’s 
Echo (2015), a much bigger book 
physically and conceptually. Using 
touches of magic realism, Echo
weaves together the stories of a 
Jewish boy in Nazi Germany, two 
orphans in the Depression-era US, 
the daughter of Mexican-American 
farm workers in California, and the 
grandchild of a Japanese couple 
interned during World War II. It is 
a sad but ultimately hopeful chroni-
cle of oppressed people helping each 
other survive, preserving beauty in 
their lives and passing along hope to 
the future. Recommended for readers 
aged thirteen and up.

Edward Bloor’s Tangerine
(1997) was published 20 years 
ago, but feels quite contemporary. 
When Paul moves to a new hous-
ing development in Florida, his 
biggest worry is how to convince 
the coach that he can play soccer 
despite his visual impairment. But 
when his school is swallowed up 
by a sinkhole (poor environmen-
tal planning), he faces new chal-
lenges. He and his friends are bused 
to a school in a lower-income neigh-
bourhood populated by Latinx fami-
lies who work in the citrus groves. 
Paul makes the soccer team at this 
school, and his teammates gradu-
ally come to accept and trust him. 
In turn, Paul comes to respect their 

work and their knowledge of the 
plants and the weather. But Paul’s 
older brother, a near-sociopath 
whose criminal behaviour has been 
covered up by their parents, almost 
ruins everything.

Bloor does an excellent job of 
tracing several possible outcomes 
when families from different class 
and ethnic backgrounds interact. 
The fi rst person narrator, Paul, is 
refreshingly insightful and may help 
readers understand their own feel-
ings in similar situations. The book 
won many awards for its subtle, 
perceptive depictions, and is highly 

recommended for readers aged thir-
teen and up.

While these novels stand out for 
what we might call their socialist 
tendencies, most children’s literature 
promotes values on helping, sharing, 
caring for the environment, cooper-
ation, empathy, respect, openness, 
acceptance, and equality – the very 
values that capitalism later works to 
negate. Why is taking turns good on 
the playground but not in business? 
This painful contradiction makes 
a good starting point for further 
discussion.
People’s World 

“We need diverse books”
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Chauncey K Robinson

NEW ORLEANS: The #MeToo and 
#TimesUp campaigns have sparked a 
movement putting sexual harassment and 
gender discrimination in the workplace on 
centre stage. Yet, for all the attention these 
campaigns have given to the uneven power 
dynamics in the workplace, the stories have 
often been limited to Hollywood movie sets 
and high-profi le celebrities.

Because of this, too many working people 
are ignored in the mainstream narrative around 
the topic. Many activists, unions, and low-
wage workers, however, are aiming to expand 
the conversation so that working class women 
in more vulnerable positions are protected and 
championed as well.

There remains a long way to go to combat 
the exploitation workers face on the job, that 
includes sexual harassment. In 2016, The 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission 
(EEOC), released a report detailing the fi ndings 
of the Task Force on the Study of Harassment 
in the Workplace. At least 45 percent of harass-
ment claims on the job are sex-based, and at 
least 25 percent of women experience sexual 
harassment on the job. That means one in four 
women will experience workplace sexual har-
assment in their lifetime.

Speaking out against harassment can also 
result in backlash, as the study found that 75 
percent of workers who reported harassment 
faced some form of retaliation for speaking 
up. In a time when the cost of living is get-
ting higher, yet wages remain stagnant, being 
a worker dependent on just your salary to 
make it can put you in a vulnerable position 
of having to endure the harassment just to to 
hold onto a job.

This was a topic of discussion at the 
NetRoots Nation 2018 conference held from 
August 2-4 in New Orleans. The panel, 
“#USTOO: Overcoming Invisibility and 
Battling The #MeToo Backlash,” centred the 
conversation of workplace harassment on com-
munities of people who are often marginalised: 
low-wage workers, workers with disabili-
ties, undocumented workers, and workers of 
colour. Panellists included Our Walmart leader 
Janie Grice, Executive Vice President of the 
American Federation of Teachers (AFT) Mary 
Cathryn Ricker, and senior public policy ana-
lyst for the National Disability Rights Network 
(NDRN) Dara Baldwin. The panel was moder-
ated by founding member of EduColor, Sabrina 
Stevens.

Stevens noted that it is important to frame 
the movement of #MeToo and #TimesUp as 
not coming from “out of nowhere” because it 
actually has “a lot of historical precedence.” 
Speaking on the history of the United States, 
she said:

“In this country, since Europeans and 
Native Americans [first clashed] there has 
always been this issue of power imbalance that 
has led to violence. And there has always been 
resistance to that balance. Resistance through 

enslaved Black women fi ghting for recognition 
and protection, and standing up to have safety 
in their own bodies. Recy Taylor, Rosa Parks, 
and others were pioneers in this struggle.”

Going further, she explained, “This issue 
[of sexual violence and harassment] is not just 
about individuals or ‘bad guys’ preying on 
individual women. This is systemic. We live 
under a system that ensures that some groups 
of people will be mistreated and some other 
groups of people will get away with mistreat-
ing those people.”

Dara Baldwin brought up the struggle of 
what is often deemed the “invisible commu-
nity” of people with disabilities, and how their 
identity is not monolithic, but intersectional. 
“Every aspect of a person with disabilities’ life 
is intersectional. They are workers, people of 
color, women, veterans, and so on.” Speaking 
to the fact that the Americans with Disabilities 
Act is less than three decades old, Baldwin 
noted, “Persons with disabilities didn’t have 
any rights and protections just 28 years ago. 
That base foundation still exists in everything 
we do.”

Mary Cathryn Ricker explained the 
struggles of female teachers and the uneven 
power dynamics faced in the teaching world. 
“[Teaching] is an overtly female profession 
historically, where the administration and the 
union leadership has been disproportionately 
male,” Ricker noted. “When it comes to hiring 
practices, women [teachers] are often in the 
less powerful positions. Since the administra-
tion is predominately male, women fi nd them-
selves throughout their career asking a man for 
a job. If there is harassment, this puts teachers 
in a position where they have to debate with 
going along with the harassment in order to 
stay employed,” she explained.

Janie Grice highlighted the work that the 
Organisation United for Respect, also known 
as Our Walmart, is doing to win protection for 
low-wage workers. 

“We’re working with women on the job 
who have been sexually harassed. Walmart 
has 1.5 million employees. Walmart is one of 
the largest employers of women – particularly 
Black and Latino women. Low wages keep 
many women in poverty. Sexual harassment 
is a big problem on the job,” Grice explained. 
She stated that in a recent survey the organi-
zation conducted, 48 percent of employees 
expressed being victims of sexual harassment 
at work.

In the midst of talking about the problems 
and struggles workers face, Stevens expressed 
that it was important for the future of the 
movement to look towards solutions. “How do 
we fi x this? We have to go beyond the sim-
plistic solutions. How do we make it so the 
world is safest for more than just the wealthiest 
and whitest among us?” the moderator asked 
panellists.

“There is an opportunity in education to 
create the sort of policies and practices that 
either prevent and repair [the problem] or harm 
and perpetuate it,” Ricker explained. 

“There is an increasing conversation hap-
pening in education circles to see what that 
[prevention] can look like. There’s a condi-
tioning of [women] teachers to believe they are 
powerless in their work. This is what we need 
to fi ght against,” the union leader said.

“There needs to be education and training 
to combat the societal conditioning. Things 
like disability sensibility training is necessary. 
Make it so your advocacy and justice-seeking 
is intersectional. Also, within the [progres-
sive] movement, leaders need to be retrained. 

A lot of leaders who have been around for 30 
or more years probably haven’t had updated 
training in that time. That needs to change,” 
Baldwin urged. 

“Make sure to vote. Voting is imperative. 
[We] can’t get certain policies passed with 
people in offi ce who are against everyday 
people’s rights. And until those people are out 
of offi ce we can’t get done whatever we need 
to do,” she expressed.

Grice echoed the sentiment that there needs 
to be a change in policies. “Workers are lobby-
ing and putting pressure on corporations and 
politicians. Our Walmart is putting survivors 
of sexual harassment in the forefront. We are 
giving them a space to tell their stories,” she 
said.

“Economic justice is tied to the fight 
against sexual harassment,” Stevens noted. “It 
is tied to our livelihood. They try to marginal-
ise [this fi ght] into so-called identity politics, 
but my identity is who I am at home and at 
work,” she said. “There’s societal grooming 
that we’re just supposed to sit and take it,” 
Ricker added. 

“Unions have a lot of power in screening 
and endorsing candidates. We need to bring 
these questions [on harassment and inclusion] 
into the endorsement process. Candidates who 
want our union’s endorsement need to know 
this is a serious issue to us,” she said.

Speaking to the history of the movement, 
Ricker concluded, “There is backlash against 
#MeToo, but that’s not new. We’re not the fi rst 
people to face this kind of backlash. We have 
to look to history and stay focused on fi ght-
ing sexual harassment on the job for every-
one, including the most vulnerable segment of 
workers.”
People’s World 
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Innovations in despair

Maria Clare Murphy

Essential services “are on the verge of 
collapse” in Gaza after Israel once again 
banned the transfer of fuel into the occu-
pied and blockaded territory, the United 
Nations Offi ce for the Coordination of 
Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA) stated last 
week.

Two hospitals – maybe more – will run out 
of fuel in less than two days, OCHA added.

Meanwhile 40 of Gaza’s 132 water and 
sanitation facilities only have enough fuel to 
last one or two days.

“1.2 million Palestinians are at imminent 
risk of possible sewage overfl ow around the 41 
main pumping stations,” OCHA stated.

These are the threats posed by the latest 
deliberately-designed and managed crisis 
imposed on Gaza by Israel to pacify the rebel-
lion among its population of two million.

“Israel must end restrictions preventing 
the import of UN-sponsored emergency fuel 
into Gaza and donors need to provide immedi-
ate funding to prevent the unfolding of a man-
made catastrophe,” OCHA warned.

Rights as bargaining chips
The basic humanitarian needs of Gaza’s 

population – half of whom are children, two-
thirds refugees – are being treated as bargain-
ing chips in indirect talks between Hamas and 
Israel mediated by the UN’s Middle East peace 
envoy and Egypt.

The multistage deal would reportedly see 
the easing of Israel’s blockade and the imple-
mentation of internationally funded humani-
tarian projects after the declaration of an 
immediate ceasefi re, including the halting of 
incendiary kites and balloons sent from Gaza.

Gaza’s civilian infrastructure as well as its 

economy have suffered badly after more than a 
decade of Israeli blockade and successive mili-
tary assaults. Half the population lives under 
the poverty line, and a third is in deep poverty, 
defi ned as living on less than $3.60 per day.

Unemployment stands at 49 percent – the 
rate is higher for young people (60 percent) and 
women (71 percent). Gaza households receive 
around four hours of electricity per day and 97 
percent of the water is undrinkable.

Only half of the 12,000 homes in Gaza 
that Israel destroyed during its 51-day assault 
in 2014 have been rebuilt.

Of the $3.5 billion pledged by international 
donors for the reconstruction of Gaza after that 
war, only about half had been disbursed as of 
March this year.

Impunity
Israel is the occupying power in Gaza and 

is therefore responsible for the humanitarian 
needs of the people living under its military 
rule. But a situation of impunity has allowed 
Israel to repeatedly destroy civilian infrastruc-
ture with third states and international bodies 
footing the bill for Gaza’s reconstruction.

Israel meanwhile enjoys total control over 
humanitarian projects subsidised by third 
countries.

The so-called Gaza Reconstruction 
Mechanism established by the UN, the 
Palestinian Authority and COGAT, the bureau-
cratic arm of the Israeli occupation, only con-
solidated Israel’s control.

Under the reconstruction mechanism, 
the UN gathers private information about 
Palestinian households to be passed onto Israel, 
which has a veto over which families get aid to 
rebuild their homes.

In a confi dential analysis exclusively pub-
lished by The Electronic Intifada in 2016, 

a leading international law expert warned 
UN officials that the Gaza Reconstruction 
Mechanism is illegal and violates the very 
“right to life” of the Palestinian people.

Yet Israel continues to use humanitarian 
aid as a lever to put pressure on Palestinians in 
Gaza for its own aims.

In July, Israel banned imports to and from 
Gaza, including the entry of emergency fuel 
supplied by the UN. The stated reason for the 
tightened restrictions was the launching of 
incendiary kites and balloons from Gaza, caus-
ing hundreds of fi res in southern Israel.

But statements made by Israeli leaders 
demonstrate that the measures are a form of 
collective punishment. “Gaza’s residents need 
to understand that as long as there are incendi-
ary balloons and fi res on our side, life on their 
side will not return to a normal routine,” Israeli 
defence minister Avigdor Lieberman stated last 
month.

According to three international develop-
ment organisations, water, health and sanitation 
projects amounting to tens of millions of dol-
lars are blocked under the tightened restrictions 
imposed in July.

These include a “major desalination plant 
in Gaza City which would provide water to 
200,000 people,” as well as water tanks that 
would provide water to more than 190,000 
people, and “facilities that would treat waste-
water for hundreds of thousands of households 
and reduce the contamination load discharged 
to the sea.”

“Water-related diseases are the primary 
cause of child morbidity and account for a 
quarter of illnesses in Gaza,” the international 
development groups state. “Every day of delay 
puts families at risk of illness and death, paying 
high prices for unsafe water and without access 
to safe toilets.”

Noting the extent to which the Israeli gov-
ernment controls “which Palestinians can pro-
vide for themselves and their families,” the 
development groups point out that Israeli offi -
cials have described such restrictions as being 
designed “to keep the Gazan economy on the 
brink of collapse without quite pushing it over 
the edge.”

And yet that isn’t the extent of Israel’s con-
trol over the lives of Palestinians in Gaza.

Cancer patients punished
Human rights groups revealed last week 

that Israel denied exit permits to more than 800 
Palestinians in Gaza on the basis that the appli-
cant was a fi rst-degree relative of a “Hamas 
operative.”

The rights groups are petitioning Israel’s 
high court on behalf of seven medical patients 
who were denied access to treatment on that 
basis. This new form of collective punishment 
was imposed by Israel’s security cabinet after 
the family of a slain Israeli soldier whose body 
is being held in Gaza petitioned the high court 
to deny medical travel permits for “Hamas 
operatives and their relatives,” as reported by 
The Jerusalem Post.

Until Israel allows the resumption of fuel 
to Gaza, the lives of more than 2,000 patients 
relying on electrical devices are on the line, 
including new-borns in incubators.

Meaningful action – not bland admonish-
ments – must be taken to end Israel’s cruel 
experiment in human despair in Gaza. The fi rst 
step is an unconditional demand to end Israel’s 
blockade. Basic rights must be guaranteed, not 
negotiated by the very bodies meant to ensure 
their protection.
The Electronic Intifada 


