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A meeting held in Melbourne of ABC staff 
on September 26 called for the chairman 
Justin Milne to stand aside while an inde-
pendent inquiry into media allegations took 
place. “The ABC is, and always has been, a 
fi ercely independent news organisation and 
it is of no concern to our program makers 
or journalists whether they are hated by 
any government”, the meeting declared in 
a resolution.

“We are dismayed that the chairman of our 
own board is exerting political pressure behind 
closed doors. Mr Milne’s position as chairman 
of the board is untenable if he does not support 
the ABC’s fi erce pursuit of journalism without 
political interference.”

Other meetings held in Sydney and the 
Tasmanian newsroom on the same day also 
called on Milne to stand aside while an inde-
pendent inquiry took place (see page 3).

Revelations of an email sent by Milne to 
the then managing director Michelle Guthrie 
were met by disbelief by shocked staff con-
cerned for the ABC’s independence.

“Get rid of her”
In the reported email, Milne wrote: “After 

two glasses of red of course there’s an agenda. 
They fricken hate her. She keeps sticking it to 
them with a clear bias against them. We clear 
her as ok. We r tarred with her brush. I just 
think it’s simple. Get rid of her. My view is 
we need to save the corporation not Emma. 
There is no g’tee they will lose the next elec-
tion [sic].”

The Emma being referred to is Emma 
Alberici, the ABC’s chief economics corre-
spondent. He was referring to the government’s 
hatred of Alberici and the possibility of further 
cuts to funding if she did not go.

It was this political interference that set the 
alarm bells ringing. A staff meeting in Brisbane 
called on the chairman “to publicly acknowl-
edge if the political interference in the reported 
email is true and, if so, immediately resign 
from his position.”

Milne failed to deny it, and under consid-
erable pressure from a broad range of political 
views, including some Liberal Party MPs, was 
forced to step down. The Media Entertainment 
and Arts Alliance (MEAA) has called for a full 
Senate inquiry regarding recent developments 
at the ABC.

“Shoot him”
It is not only Milne who needs to answer 

questions. The whole Board needs to explain 
why it failed to act after Guthrie sent them 
copies of the email revealing Milne’s inter-
ference in staffi ng matters which goes against 
the Australian Broadcasting Corporation Act 
1983.

Milne is a longstanding close friend of 
former Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull and 
a former business partner: It was Turnbull who 
appointed him to the position.

Independence compromised
The ABC has never been under greater 

attack in its long and storied history than it is 
now. Almost $340 million has been cut from 
its base funding since 2014 and it has had its 
funding halved in real terms over the past 30 
years. Staff work in an atmosphere of fear – 
fear for their jobs if they cause offence. Despite 
this, their investigative reporting remains of the 
highest standard and continues to have a big 
impact.

Revelations on Four Corners, for exam-
ple, have resulted in or played a major role in 
the freezing of live sheep exports and stricter 
conditions; a Royal Commission into fi nancial 
institutions; a Royal Commission into residen-
tial aged care ... to name but a few examples.

Radio National’s Background Briefing 
has exposed corruption, failings in the health 
system, consequences of deregulation, ongoing 
exposure to asbestos, the killing of people with 
disabilities by their carers and the apparent bias 
of courts and money laundering. And there is a 
forthcoming investigation into corporate dona-
tions to political parties

It is able to do this because under the 
Australian Broadcasting Corporation Act 
2013 it is prohibited from carrying adver-
tisements on any of its broadcasting or dig-
ital media services, including printed editions 

of books, magazines or newspapers: proudly 
independent.

“Mr Milne seems to have misunderstood 
that the role of the ABC is as a public broad-
caster, not a mouthpiece for the government 
of the day,” said MEAA chief executive Paul 
Murphy.

“The job of the chair of the ABC is to 
defend the independence of the broadcaster 
from political attacks, not to act as a messen-
ger or do a hatchet job because the government 
is unhappy with the coverage it is receiving.

“ABC journalists cannot do their jobs of 
reporting fairly and without fear if they do not 
have confi dence that the board and the chair-
man have their backs.”

Call for Senate Inquiry
Murphy said the announcement of a 

departmental inquiry into the affair was inad-
equate. “A departmental inquiry is simply not 
good enough and the public cannot have faith 
it will be anything but a whitewash,” he said.

“The only way for this to be fully investi-
gated is through a Senate inquiry, held in the 
open and with the power to force witnesses to 
testify,” Murphy pointed out.

“The government must co-operate with a 
Senate inquiry, and [communications minis-
ter] Senator Fifi eld, Prime Minister Morrison 
and former Prime Minister Turnbull should 
all be called to give evidence about how 
deeply they were involved in these attempts 
to interfere with the editorial decisions of the 
ABC.”

“MEAA’s ABC House Committee 
demands greater transparency and accountabil-
ity from the ABC board in light of a damaging 
week for the national broadcaster.

“The ABC’s interim Board has failed to 
fully address all the questions about political 
interference at the ABC, in particular what 
board members knew and when,” the MEAA 
said in a statement.” (29-09-2018)

“Each interim Board member needs to pro-
vide an account of their actions. As well, all 
relevant materials – emails, dossiers and other 
communications – should be made available to 
the inquiries into these matters. 

“The Australian people have a right 
to know the full picture of what has been 
happening.”

Public trust
Guthrie distributed a document to Board 

members on September 21 which included a 
copy of Milne’s email calling on her to “get rid 
of” Alberici. Days later, on September 24, the 
Board fi red Guthrie.

“I reiterated the need to maintain public 
trust and the ABC couldn’t be responding or 
be seen to be responding to pressure from the 
government of the day. In response, Mr Milne 
continued to yell at me and berate me and 
wouldn’t let me fi nish the call,” Guthrie said.

Guthrie had also failed to “shoot” Andrew 
Probyn, the ABC’s political editor as report-
edly requested by Milne in a conversation with 
her.

Continued on page 12
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This week Energy Minister Angus Taylor bitterly de-
nounced attempts to promote renewable energy generation 
in order to reduce carbon emissions. He unreservedly backs 
the fossil fuel industries, but he knows they’re about to be 
shouldered aside and trampled underfoot by renewable energy 
production.

The Morrison government’s new energy policy removes 
reference to carbon emissions, thereby denying the link be-
tween emissions and climate change. Climate change denial 
is now offi cial federal policy. Taylor himself refers to “our 
unambiguous focus on lower prices while keeping the lights 
on”. He represents a rural electorate, but he ridicules attempts 
to reduce carbon emissions and steadfastly turns a blind eye 
to the blatant evidence of extremely dangerous climate change, 
including Australia’s prolonged droughts and year-round 
bushfi res.

The government maintains there’s no need to subsidise 
renewable energy development because by 2030 Australia 
will have met its international non-biding target to reduce 
emissions to 26-28 percent below its 2005 levels. Yet our at-
mospheric pollution level climbed 1.3 percent in the year to 
March 2018, and the national Energy Security Board says 
without annual renewable energy targets the government will 
fail to reach our feeble international commitment.

The government also ignores carbon emissions from trans-
port and heavy industries. If those are factored in, there’s no 
way Australia will meet its international emission reduction 
obligations by the 2030 target date.

The government also perpetuates the myth that generat-
ing electricity from renewable energy sources drives up the 
price of energy and causes major power failures. It insists 
that power plants fi red by coal or gas are the only means of 
ensuring that electrical energy is both affordable and reliable.

Taylor said the intervention of emission reduction targets 
“... will drive up prices and drive down reliability by prema-
turely driving out coal and gas”.

Yet the only practical way to substantially reduce emissions 
is to increase the proportion of renewable energy produc-
tion, and the only way to “drive out” coal and gas energy is 
by using a cheaper means of generating energy. Ipso facto, 
despite what the government maintains, Taylor’s statement 
in effect admits that generating electricity from renewable 
energy sources is cheaper than using coal or gas. 

This has been confi rmed very recently by a slight reduction 
in nationwide electricity rates, as more renewable energy 
plants have opened up. And as PM Scott Morrison himself 
has admitted, electricity rates have in large part risen because 
private energy fi rms “gold-plated” electrical infrastructure, to 
take advantage of government agreements under which they 
can increase consumer rates in proportion to infrastructure 
expenditure.

Taylor’s statement took an astonishing turn when he de-
scribed cutting carbon emissions as “corporate greed dressed 
up as saving the planet”. He was referring to the corporate 
greed of companies involved in renewable energy generation, 
but he fastidiously avoided referring to the notorious greed 
of the fossil fuel industries.

While the coal and gas corporations have traded blows 
with their renewable energy counterparts, the earth’s climate 
has grown more threatening and the government has taken 
virtually no action to deal with the problem.

While fi res, droughts and massive storms break out all 
over the world, and the Great Barrier Reef dies, the govern-
ment ponders how it can preserve the energy status quo while 
appearing to be taking effective action on the environment.

It’s thinking of boosting the Abbott regime’s ineffective 
carbon reduction scheme, under which the government pays 
companies to reduce their emissions, rather than forcing them 
to do so. It’s also talking about having a Royal Commission 
into the price of energy. But it’s virtually ignoring climate 
change, which necessitates an immediate drastic reduction 
in carbon emissions and the phasing out of coal and gas 
production.

Taylor was correct in pointing out that greed is the prime 
motivation of renewable energy corporations. But it’s the 
driving force of capital itself, and the dog-eat-dog nature 
of capitalism’s modus operandi has been responsible for the 
appalling delay in taking action to mitigate climate change. 

And it’s useless telling energy companies – or the banks, 
for that matter – not to be greedy, because greed is what 
makes the system tick. Greed is the essence of capitalism, 
and capitalism has got us into the current climate change 
disaster. If we want a better deal for the planet we’re going to 
have to change the system, not just the current government.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
I am not now a patriot and no big hero. When I had to choose between 
loyalty to my mother and to myself, I preferred mother.

Lieutenant Amos Levinberg, an Israeli intelligence offi cer Lieutenant Amos Levinberg, an Israeli intelligence offi cer 
captured by the Syrians in 1973, who told everything he knewcaptured by the Syrians in 1973, who told everything he knew

 – quoted in  – quoted in Ha’aretz Ha’aretz newspaper.newspaper.
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The electoral dumping of Australia’s odious former Prime Minister John Howard was preceded by 
someone refusing to shake his hand during one of his shopping centre “meet the people” walks. The UN 
usually preserves diplomatic niceties, but last week US President Trump was greeted with laughter when 
he told the UN that his administration had achieved more than virtually any other in US history. When 
formal conventions are dropped like that it sometimes foreshadows the removal from office of the person 
concerned. Wouldn’t it be wonderful to see PM Morrison ousted by public laughter? Let’s work on that, 
but in the meantime we really need contributions to the Press Fund, so please send in something for the 
next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s supporters as follows:
D Cartwright $20, Dr G Dittura $10, “Round Figure” $15, “Rough Red” $5, Sparky $10
This week’s total: $60 Progressive total: $6,460

Dump the fossil fools
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Alcoa dispute

Victory for 
courageous workers
After 52 days, six picket lines across fi ve sites, and 
more than 1,500 courageous striking workers, the 
Alcoa dispute has ended with Australian Workers’ 
Union (AWU) members securing the job security 
provisions they were seeking.

The new agreement endorsed on Monday ensures the 
jobs of permanent full time workers cannot be replaced 
by contractors, labour hire, casual, or part-time workers.

AWU WA branch secretary Mike Zoetbrood said he 
was incredibly proud of the actions of members at Alcoa.

“We stood together, we fought hard and smart and we 
secured the result we were after,” Zoetbrood said.

“Job security is incredibly important when you are 
operating in this kind of environment and that is what our 
members have secured with this deal.

“There were a lot of dark periods over the past 52 
days when we could have wavered. But we held the line 
and this is the pay off.”

AWU WA branch president and site delegate Andy 
Hacking said today’s result was a victory for decency 
and common sense.

“All along we made it clear that we were not seeking 
to improve or extend existing pay and conditions. We just 

wanted security to keep doing our jobs without having to 
constantly look over our shoulders,” Hacking said.

“When job security comes under attack you have 
to stand up and fi ght. That’s what we did and I’m very 
happy with the result.”

AWU national secretary Daniel Walton said the result 
was inspiring.

“This has been one of the largest strikes Australia has 
ever seen. The resolve of those workers to remain out, 
without any pay, struggling to provide for their families 
in pursuit of a larger purpose has been nothing short of 
inspirational,” Walton said.

“The personal strain on each of these guys has been 
enormous. But it has been amazing to see the community 
get around them – everyone from real estate agents, to 
mechanics, to bakers.

“Collective strength is powerful and it’s about more 
than just directly-affected workers. This is a victory for 
the entire Australian trade union movement and for all 
who got behind these workers.”
More detailed coverage of the dispute in next week’s 
Guardian. 

Richard Titelius at the AWU picket line at Alcoa in Kwinana, Western Australia.
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Leadership failure
Community and Public Sector Union

Justin Milne and Michelle Guthrie have 
both failed our ABC, and they are doing 
further damage with this behaviour.

This is the last thing our ABC needs. It is 
unbecoming we have executives squabbling 
publicly while our national broadcaster suffers.

It is because of this that CPSU members at 
the Sydney headquarters passed a motion call-
ing on Justin Milne to resign.

ABC section secretary Sinddy Ealy said, 
“We’ve had devastating funding cuts to our 
ABC. Our members don’t want to talk about 
who emailed what to who: they want to talk 
about the empty desks, the regional stories 
going untold, their workloads and services not 
being provided.

“These events are a symptom of the prob-
lem. Our ABC is underfunded and under 
attack. We need executive leaders and a Board 
who will re-build the ABC, and a government 
that respects the ABC’s editorial independence 
and funds it properly.

It is this independence that makes the ABC 
the most trusted news source in Australia. We 
need a Board that protects the ABC, rather than 
interferes in our work.”

Democracy challenged
ABC Friends – 
president Margaret Reynolds

The allegation of direct political interfer-
ence in the employment of an ABC journal-
ist is very concerning because it warns us that 
some of our signifi cant national leaders have 
forgotten the principles of good governance in 
an open democracy.

In Australian democracy, we expect heated 
and often hostile political debate as our elected 
representatives battle to promote their priorities 
for public policy. Fair and factual reporting of 
these ideas is the job of professional journal-
ists who we expect to keep us informed about 
our options.

The ABC chairman told Michelle Guthrie 
to sack journalist Emma Alberici to appease 
the government.

But it is not the role of journalists to favour 
government or opposition or any other politi-
cal representative. Already we know that much 
media reporting will focus on the government 
of the day because it is responsible for imme-
diate policy decisions. It is then the media’s 
role to ensure that scrutiny and public debate 
follows to test the viability of specifi c policy 
announcements. At all times the information 
provided should be clearly defi ned as fact or 
opinion.

This week Australians have seen worrying 
warning signs that these assumptions about our 
democracy are being challenged.

Firstly, in terminating Michelle Guthrie as 
ABC managing director, the board included her 
leadership style and capacity to work with the 
federal government.

The ABC is valued and respected for bat-
tling against the odds to maintain independent 
journalism

No doubt ABC board members have inter-
nal knowledge about this performance area 
and it is up to them to exercise judgement. 
However, the relationship between a man-
aging director of the independent national 

broadcaster and the government is much more 
complex and needs some elaboration.

The ABC is responsible to the people of 
Australia, so a managing director needs a 
strong working relationship with viewers and 
listeners in providing national programming 
and services. The second priority is an abso-
lute loyalty and commitment to staff on whom 
the ABC relies.

Certainly, any wise managing director 
will aim to maintain a strategic relationship 
with government and all parliamentarians to 
ensure that ABC direction and priorities are 
understood.

But it is not the role of either the managing 
director or the board to allow for political inter-
ference or trade off particular staffi ng or pro-
gramming decisions in exchange for increased 
funding agreements.

In reality future reform of ABC funding 
agreements should consider fresh processes 
for more independent decision making and 
transparency.

The current allegation that there could have 
been any pressure exerted from either the fed-
eral government or the ABC board to silence a 
professional journalist is alarming because it 
suggests we are forgetting essential principles 
of Australian democracy. We know that some 
competing media organisations may already 
take their instructions from overseas moguls, 
but it must not become the environment in 
which our national public broadcaster operates.

The current debate about the role and 
responsibility of the national public broad-
caster is an important opportunity to remind 
ourselves and indeed our elected representa-
tives why we need a public broadcaster free 
from political interference.

Action by ABC staff
Media, Entertainment and Arts Alliance

Reports that the ABC chairman, Justin 
Milne, sought to interfere in editorial and staff-
ing decisions at the ABC. MEAA believes 

that, if true, they would indicate Mr Milne has 
no understanding of editorial independence, 
proper complaints handling processes, or the 
appropriate distance a board chair needs to 
keep from staffi ng matters.

Staff meetings were held at ABC offi ces. 
The resolutions below were passed by staff 
members at these locations.

Passed at ABC Ultimo, Sydney:
“We call for an independent inquiry into 

the allegations that have been made in the 
media today, and for the chairman to stand 
down in the interim while the investigation 
takes place. The idea behind the investigation 
is to secure the editorial independence of the 
ABC from top to bottom.”

Passed at ABC Melbourne:
“ABC staff in Melbourne are calling for 

the chairman Justin Milne to stand aside while 
an independent inquiry takes place. The ABC 
is, and always has been, a fi ercely independ-
ent news organisation and it is of no concern 
to our program makers or journalists whether 
they are hated by any government. We are dis-
mayed that the chairman of our own board is 
exerting political pressure behind closed doors. 
Mr Milne’s position as chairman of the board 
is untenable if he does not support the ABC’s 
fi erce pursuit of journalism without political 
interference.”

Passed by ABC Brisbane:
“This meeting calls on the chairman to 

publicly acknowledge if the political interfer-
ence in the reported email is true and, if so, 
immediately resign from his position”.

Passed by ABC Tasmania newsroom:
“ABC MEAA staff in the Tasmanian news-

room join calls for the Chairman Justin Milne 
to stand aside while an independent inquiry 
takes place. We are dismayed that the chair-
man of our own board appears to be exert-
ing political pressure behind closed doors. Mr 
Milne’s position as chairman of the board is 
untenable if he does not support the ABC’s 
fi erce pursuit of journalism without political 
interference.” 

Australia

From the Archives Guardian, October 1996

It’s your ABC
Statements

Sydney

An evening of inspirational songs from

George Mann
with guests

The Sydney Trade Union Choir and duo Christina Mimmocchi & Greg White

Thursday 6-8 pm October 18
Auditorium Unions NSW

377 Sussex Street Sydney

George Mann is a name synonymous with union struggles and 
social history through his labour and protest music.

www.georgemann.org
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The Maritime Union of Australia 
says World Maritime Day provides 
a timely reminder to refl ect on the 
great sacrifi ces made by merchant 
seafarers who worked aboard cargo 
ships during wartime, as the Abbott/
Turnbull/Morrison government 
continues to try to destroy coastal 
shipping.

MUA national secretary Paddy 
Crumlin said one in eight Australian 
Merchant Seafarers died in the Second 
World War and the Australian merchant 
fl eet continues to play an important 
role.

“The gallant efforts of Australian 
merchant seafarers to ensure that the 
supply chains remained open during 
the fight against European fascism 
and Japanese militarism will never be 
forgotten.

“The same must be said of the whar-
fi es working the docks in those extremely 
dangerous times – when Darwin was 
bombed in 1942 by Japanese fighter 
bombers, there were waterside workers 
killed on the job, and every single one of 
them knew they were prime targets of the 
air strikes.

“At the present time, global uncer-
tainty is rising, whether you consider the 
Korean Peninsula, South China Sea or 
Middle East yet the federal government is 
actively trying to decimate the merchant 
fl eet and expose our borders to some of 
the worst shipping on the planet.”

Crumlin said that without strong 
cabotage rules, Australian seafar-
ers would have to compete with cheap, 
exploited foreign labour on Flag of 
Convenience (FOC) vessels, the owners 

of which pay no tax and often fl out safety 
laws.

The Morrison government still has 
a Bill before the Parliament that would 
effectively deregulate coastal shipping 
and result in the loss of more than 90 per-
cent of domestic seafaring jobs.

“Australian workers cannot compete 
with slave labour and systemic tax avoid-
ance under the FOC system. Exploited 
crew on Flag of Convenience vessels 
earn as little as $1.25 an hour, often have 
inferior training and are often unaware of 
our fragile coastal environment,” Crumlin 
said.

“A strong, viable domestic shipping 
fl eet makes absolute sense from a national 
security, fuel security, and environmen-
tal standpoint yet instead of enhancing 
a vital national industry with a long and 
proud tradition, the Turnbull government 
wants to send the jobs offshore.”

Crumlin paid tribute to the merchant 
seafarers who have passed away during 
times of confl ict.

“For them, we have a tremendous 
feeling of gratitude. They weren’t prop-
erly armed to defend themselves yet they 
battled gallantly to keep supply routes 
open,” Crumlin said.

“The merchant seafarers who were 
lucky enough to survive the Second 
World War weren’t given ticker tape 
parades in the streets and their sacrifi ce 
and achievements often wasn’t acknowl-
edged until decades later.

“Everything that these wonderful 
Australian seafaring pioneers fought and 
died for would be sunk to the bottom of 
the sea by the politically cynical and hyp-
ocritical Morrison government.” 

Australia

Weather Bureau to 
abandon local forecasting expertise

Venice Film Festival

The Community and Public 
Sector Union (CPSU) says the 
Bureau of Meteorology’s (BOM) 
new plan to centralise all weather 
forecasting in Melbourne and 
Brisbane within two years will be 
a disaster for communities around 
the country, while undercutting 
the knowledge and experience of 
forecasters.

BOM director Andrew Johnson 
sprung the plan on the more than 
200 forecasters based around 
Australia in an email sent to all 
staff.

The memo says locally based 
teams in each state and territory will 

be reduced to “Customer Focussed 
Delivery Teams”, with all forecast 
production and specialist techni-
cal roles moved to Melbourne and 
Brisbane.

CPSU deputy secretary Beth 
Vincent-Pietsch said: “This 
announcement has come as a total 
bolt from the blue for Weather 
Bureau forecasters. They are abso-
lutely dismayed at the impact this 
is going to have on the critical fore-
casting services they provide to 
communities right around Australia, 
and of course the potential personal 
cost if there are job cuts or forced 
staff relocations.”

The union said that from the 
scant information available it 
appeared that BOM will be estab-
lishing two forecasting sausage fac-
tories, one in Melbourne and one 
in Brisbane, and the concern is that 
a relatively small number of fore-
casters in these two sites will be 
expected to churn out information 
for dozens of locations, inevitably 
downgrading quality.

Local knowledge plays a criti-
cal role in providing the best pos-
sible weather forecasts for local 
communities. Forecasters are able 
to manipulate computer simulations 
and other tools based on their own 

local experience to get the most 
accurate possible product, and are 
able to quickly issue warnings. It 
also means they can provide much 
more useful and relevant informa-
tion to local media and the general 
community.”

“This decision follows the cen-
tralisation that’s already occurred 
for aviation forecasting, with that 
operation also consolidated to 
Melbourne and Brisbane,” said 
Vincent-Pietsch. “Our members 
believe that the Weather Bureau 
is taking operational decisions 
almost entirely on the basis of cost 
rather than properly considering the 

impact on the quality of forecasting 
or on the lives of the highly quali-
fi ed staff caught in the middle of 
this.

“We’re urgently seeking more 
details from BOM management on 
what this restructure will mean for 
forecasters, including how many 
jobs will be retained outside of 
Melbourne and Brisbane and what 
sort of work those staff will be 
doing in the future. Unless BOM 
can show our members that this 
change will lead to better forecast-
ing, we’ll be campaigning strongly 
to have the decision reversed.” 

Rita di Santo

Venice, the world’s oldest and most elegant 
fi lm festival, reached the age of 75 this year 
in perfect shape. At the closing ceremony 
on Sunday, the prestigious Golden Lion 
went to Alfonso Cuaron’s Roma, a black-
and-white drama drawn from the direc-
tor’s memories of growing up in Mexico 
City in the early 1970s.

The film, which marks the director’s 
return to Spanish-language fi lm making, is 
clearly Cuaron’s most personal work, show-
ing immense respect in portraying the women 
who raised him.

It centres on two domestic workers of 
Mixtec heritage, who tirelessly take care 
of a small family in the middle-class neigh-
bourhood of Roma. The fi lm is good-looking 
throughout, fi nely observed and more than 
capable of moving an audience to tears.

The Favourite, Greek director Yorgos 
Lanthimos’s darkly comic period piece, won 
the Grand Jury prize and Olivia Colman won 
the best actress award for her hilarious per-
formance as Queen Anne, a dysfunctional 
monarch who suffers from gout and only occa-
sionally rises out of her four-poster bed to go 
around her palace in a wheelchair.

Australian writer-director Jennifer Kent’s 

The Nightingale, the only title in the compe-
tition directed by a woman, also scooped a 
couple of awards. The revenge thriller won the 
Special Jury prize, as well as the best young 
actor which went to Baykali Ganambarr.

In this sometimes violent fi lm, set in 19th 
century Tasmania, a 21-year-old Irish female 
convict and an Aboriginal tracker pursue the 
British army offi cer who wronged her family. 
The fi lm prompted a sexist outburst aimed at 
the director during the press screening, which 
resulted in the withdrawal of the offender’s 
press credentials.

French director Jacques Audiard took best 
director for The Sisters Brothers, his witty 

English-language Western starring Joaquin 
Phoenix and John C Reilly as sibling hit men, 
while best actor went to Willem Dafoe for his 
tour-de-force portrayal of Vincent van Gogh 
during the painter’s artistically illuminated but 
mentally dark fi nal period in Julian Schnabel’s 
At Eternity’s Gate.

Joel and Ethan Coen won best screenplay 
for their Western The Ballad of Buster Scruggs. 
The Coen Brothers are among the most origi-
nal fi lm-makers in the US and the fi lm turns a 
familiar genre, the Western drama, into some-
thing miles away from the ordinary.
Morning Star 

Remember our 
Merchant Seafarers

World Maritime Day in South Australia.
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Guardian: Do you see or hear 
much evidence that Australia is 
important to the US?

JG: What we mostly hear about 
is Pine Gap and its role in intelli-
gence collection in the US network 
of over 1,000 bases worldwide.

Pine Gap is very important 
in its role in the militarisation of 
space. The US is seeking to con-
trol space. This control is essential 
for running its wars whether they 
are drone, conventional, or nuclear 
wars. The base provides naviga-
tion for missile guidance and Pine 
Gap is especially important in that 
regard.

We have heard about the new 
Marine base in Darwin. This is 
clearly part of the US campaign to 
surround China, in preparation for 
military confl ict with China.

There is also the geopolitical 
situation. Australia is located in the 
vicinity of the South China Sea, 
control of the Western Pacifi c and 
up into the Indian Ocean. If you 
were located say where Tanzania is, 
then Australia would be much less 
important.

Guardian: Why did you accept 
the invitation to come to Australia?

JG: Honestly there is always 
the sense of curiosity but I must 
say that I pushed myself to do this 
trip after an arduous time in Japan 
because Australia has the potential 
to play a signifi cant role in opening 
nuclear arms policy diplomacy.

The nuclear prohibition treaty 
is an important step in moving 
towards the elimination of nuclear 
weapons. It has a possibility to 
build power from the non-nuclear 
weapons states against the nuclear 
weapons states.

The nuclear states have to fulfi l 
their treaty obligations to campaign 
for the elimination of these weap-
ons but so far they have not both-
ered to act on those provisions. If 
50 countries like Tonga, Tanzania, 
Venezuela and Cuba sign the 
treaty, this does not bother or infl u-
ence nuclear states and the US in 
particular.

Not that we are denigrat-
ing those countries but when or if 
a so called “umbrella state” like 
Australia, South Korea, Japan or 
a NATO state signs that treaty this 
would be much more powerful and 
infl uential. This would say that 
these states are so worried about 
human survival that they are will-
ing to break with alliances by join-
ing the call for the abolition of 
nuclear weapons.

This move has the possibility of 
exerting a strong tug on the illegiti-
mate consensus that exists among 
nuclear weapons states. We need 
the nuclear umbrella states to have 
the courage to step outside and 
challenge the international order 
based on the fear of genocide and 
even omnicide (the elimination of 
all life on this planet).

If we can get Australia as a 
key umbrella state to reject nuclear 
weapons then a signifi cant step 
would be taken to exert the kind 
of pressure we need on the nuclear 
weapons states and the US in 
particular.

Guardian: You have come to us 
via Japan where you spent time in 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Can you 
comment on how well the move-
ment for nuclear disarmament is 
doing in Japan?

JG: Japan is one of the very 
few countries where you have a 
social movement committed to 
nuclear disarmament. This grows 
out of the history that Japan is 
quite literally the only country to 
be attacked with nuclear weap-
ons in Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
and the fact that the country suf-
fered from the effect of the Bikini 
tests which irradiated a number of 
Japanese fi shermen as well their 
food supplies.

They know what nuclear weap-
ons do the way most of the rest of 
the world don’t so their movement 
is fairly strong.

I was at the World Conference 
against Hydrogen and Atomic 
Bombs which brought together 
about 9,000 people from across 
Japan for a rally. It was also 
attended by about 100 delegates 
including some highly placed dip-
lomats to exchange information and 
to do some joint planning.

In Japan, the culture is different 
and a major way they organise is 
through petition campaigns. In 2010 
and 2015, at the time of the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), 
they brought to the United Nations 
about 7 million petition signatures.

None of these were collected 
on the internet but they were col-
lected by people going out to work-
places, the streets and other public 
places with a petition calling for the 
abolition of nuclear weapons. They 
shipped them to the United States 
and presented them to the president 
of the NPT review conference and 
to UN offi cials.

They are now in the process of 
following up on a petition modelled 
on the “Stockholm appeal” from 
the 1950s during the Korean War. 
Their aim is not to get 7 or 10 mil-
lion signatures but hundreds of mil-
lions of signatures.

One thing all Australians can do 
is to take this petition off the web 
and to promote it here.

Their way of doing it is a little 

bit different to the way we would 
do it in the United States. They 
don’t begin by going out to the 
street corner to gather signatures. 
First they go to Governors, City 
Council Mayors and they get those 
“notables” to sign. This encourages 
other people down the line to do it 
and it also gets them some media 
attention.

In addition to the encourage-
ment that the Japanese movement 
gives internationally it also creates 
a break on Japanese nuclear ambi-
tions. The goal of having half the 
population signing a nuclear peti-
tion sends a powerful message to 
the military and government.

Guardian: As an outside 
observer, what similarities have you 
noticed about Australian and US 
militarism?

JG: I found similarities and dif-
ferences. The similarities are the 
degree of militarism and culture 
mixing which is very dangerous. I 
am struck by the exulting role and 
myth of ANZAC from World War 
I. I wrote to friends this morning 
explaining that it was counter intui-
tive that Australians by the thou-
sands were openly sacrifi ced in a 
war that had no meaning.

It was ostensibly in the West 
a “war to end all wars” but, in 
essence, it was a war for greater 
power between the British Empire 
and the rising German Empire. For 
this thousands of Australians risked 
and lost their lives and now some-
how this is to be honoured? It was 
a huge mistake and people should 
learn from that mistake rather than 
reify it.

The reality of the Australian-US 
alliance is that Australia plays 
such a junior role. It means that 
Australians have been involved in 
US wars for the Empire whether it 
be in Korea, South Vietnam, Iraq 
or Afghanistan. This should be a 
source of shame and embarrass-
ment for Australia.

I was in Canberra briefl y and 
looking at the layout of the city, 
there is a major road that leads 
up to the monuments of all wars 
Australians have participated in. 
Australians need to look at the 
sadness and tragedy of that and 
consider that there are far better 
things that could be honoured in 
Australian history and culture.

In the United State after the 
Vietnam War we had what was 
known as the “Vietnam syndrome”. 
Across the culture there was a 

perception that this war had been 
wrong, that young men and women 
had been unnecessarily sacrifi ced 
and for a period of time this served 
as a break on US foreign and mili-
tary intervention.

This was consciously attacked 
by the 1991 Gulf War with 
President Bush saying we had to 
“create a new world order” and cer-
tainly, after 9/11, we are in position 
where the military in the United 
States is increasing reifi ed.

The Pentagon spends millions 
and millions of dollars for adver-
tising to have military ceremonies 
in football matches and baseball 
games. So we are now in a period 
where the military is the most 
highly respected institution in the 
United States. This is deeply con-
cerning to us both in relation to 
present and future wars but also as 
a threat to our democracy.

It should also be deeply con-
cerning to people around the world 
and especially to people in Australia 
who are likely to get co-opted and 
to those who may be at the other 
end of the guns.

Guardian: You travelled to four 
different regions of Australia. What 
are your impressions of the peace 
movement in this country from 
what you’ve seen?

JG: I am impressed with the 
spectrum of who is involved in the 
movement. You’ve got the left, left 
labour, those across the religious 
sector, medical professionals and 
a number of scholars. That’s an 
impressive base to have. I have also 
been impressed by the movement’s 
ability to work with this cross sec-
tion of people.

The big sign of hope is the 
support for the nuclear ban treaty 
from the Greens and, at least by 
the pledge, of many ALP members 
of Parliament. So one can imag-
ine that if the Liberals are ousted 
from power there will be room for 
Australians to struggle to get the 
ban treaty signed.

If that happens that will move 
the Australian movement to the 
height of visibility and respect 
of the world’s peace and justice 
movement.

My guess is that if this opening 
appears there will be “push back” 
from the United States on Labor and 
from Britain as well. This will have 
to be a time when the peace move-
ment moves into a very high gear to 
keep the pressure on them. 

Australia

Empire and the Bomb
An interview with Dr Joseph Gerson

Dr Joseph Gerson speaking at Hiroshima Day Sydney.

Dr Joseph Gerson was in Australia for a speaking tour to four cities 
as the guest of the Sydney Hiroshima Day Committee. Dr Gerson is 
president of the Campaign for Peace, Disarmament and Common 
Security, vice president of the International Peace Bureau and the 
author of Empire and the Bomb: How the US Uses Nuclear Weapons 
to Dominate the World.

While he was in Australia for the annual commemorations of 
the 1945 atomic bombings by the USA of the Japanese cities of 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the Guardian took the opportunity to 
interview him.

Brisbane
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Criticising Israel does not 
equate to anti-Semitism
Con Hallinan

Does the British Labour Party and its 
leader, Jeremy Corbyn, have an “anti-
Semitism problem,” or has the party’s left 
wing been targeted by the Israeli govern-
ment for its support of the growing boycott 
and divestment movement that challenges 
Israel’s illegal occupation of Palestinian 
land? A group of Israeli lawyers and social 
activists would like to know the answer to 
that question and have fi led a Freedom of 
Information action in an effort to fi nd out.

Spearheaded by Israeli human rights activ-
ist Eitay Mack, the request targets Israel’s 
Ministry of Strategic Affairs and Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs to “verify that these play no 
part in the de-legitimisation waged in recent 
years on the UK Labour Party and Mr Corbyn.”

The Labour leader has been called an “anti-
Semite and a racist” by one of the party’s mem-
bers of parliament, and in a recent tweet Israeli 
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu accused 
Corbyn of honouring Palestinians who took 
part in the attack on Israeli athletes during the 
1972 Munich Olympics.

Fight against racism
Corbyn has long been a leader in the fi ght 

against racism and played a key role in helping 
to bring down the apartheid regime in South 
Africa. He has also made it no secret that he 
makes common cause with the Palestinians 
and supports the Boycott, Divestment, and 
Sanctions (BDS) movement aimed at forc-
ing Israel to withdraw from the Occupied 
Territories.

In 2014, the Labour Party went through a 
sea change politically, moving away from the 
centrist programs of Tony Blair and Gordon 
Brown and embracing left social democratic 
positions that Labour had not advocated for 
more than two decades. Corbyn resisted the 
endless austerity and privatisation program of 
the Conservatives – many of which Labour had 
gone along with – and called for a robust pro-
gram of re-nationalising transport and energy, 
pumping money into health and education, and 
raising taxes on the wealthy.

The platform re-energised Labour’s grass-
roots, and hundreds of thousands of young 
people joined up. At 600,000 members, the 
UK Labour Party is now the largest party 
on the European continent. In the 2015 elec-
tion, Labour picked up 33 seats in the parlia-
ment and turned the Tories into a minority 
government.

Almost as soon as Corbyn took over the 
Party, the attacks that he was anti-Semitic – or 
at least tolerated anti-Semitism – started up. He 
was accused of comparing Israel to the Nazis. 
He was charged with honouring the Black 
September Palestinian group, whose 1972 
attack in Munich resulted in the death of 11 
Israeli athletes. He was denounced for back-
ing a London street mural that had clear anti-
Semitic images.

Finally, the three leading Jewish newspa-
pers in the UK jointly declared that there was a 
“crisis of anti-Semitism” in the British Labour 
Party and that Corbyn was “an existential 
threat to Jewish life in the UK.”

But once one begins to unpick the charges, 
it is hard to fi nd much evidence for a “crisis”. 
Polls show the Labour Party is considerably 
less anti-Semitic than the Conservative Party, 
and it appears that anti-Semitism has declined 
since Corbyn took over. A number of the things 
Corbyn is accused of have been either distorted 
or fabricated.

Corbyn did not compare Israel to the Nazis. 
It was Holocaust survivor Hajo Meyer who did 
so in a 2010 panel discussion that the Labour 
Party leader took part in. Meyer was upset with 
the 2009 Israeli bombing of Gaza – Operation 
Drop Lead – that killed 1,391 Palestinians, the 
majority of them civilians. He was referring to 
the fact that Gaza’s residents could not leave 
the strip and compared it to Jews unable to fl ee 
the Warsaw Ghetto.

Corbyn did not place a wreath to honour 

the Black September group. The event was to 
commemorate a 1985 attack on the headquar-
ters of the Palestine Liberation Organisation 
in Tunisia by Israeli warplanes that killed 
47 people and wounded 65 more. The attack 
was offi cially condemned by the UN Security 
Council with the assent of the US. The Black 
September members killed in Munich are 
buried in Libya, not Tunisia, although one of 
the group’s leaders, Salah Khalaf, is interned 
near where the memorial took place.

On the basis of free speech, the Labour 
leader initially did defend a mural with anti-
Semitic elements. But when he looked at the 
painting closely, he apologised and said that 
free speech should never be used to mask 
anti-Semitism.

Curbing free speech
Lastly, Corbyn’s wing of the Labour 

Party is accused of resisting adoption of an 
11-point defi nition of anti-Semitism created 
by the International Holocaust Remembrance 
Alliance in 2016. Corbyn did resist parts of the 
defi nition because many Labour activists fear 
that the list confl ates criticism of Israel with 
anti-Semitism. Even the architect of the docu-
ment, Kenneth Stern, said it was meant to be 
a “working defi nition”, not a way to curb aca-
demic research and free speech. “Yet that is 
how it has come to be used.”

There is evidence that the Netanyahu gov-
ernment is trying to do exactly that when it 
argues that by “de-legitimising” Israel, the 
growing boycott movement constitutes anti-
Semitism, thus equating criticism of Israel with 
anti-Semitism.

A study by historian David Feldman, direc-
tor of the Pears Institute for the Study of Anti-
Semitism at Birkbeck College, found that the 
overwhelming majority of charges against 
Labour Party members concerned statements 
about Israel, not Jews.

Stephen Oryszcuk, foreign affairs editor 
of the leading Jewish newspaper, Jewish 
News, said that criticising Israel “was not anti-
Semitism,” and that the charges against Corbyn 
were “repulsive,” adding “This is a dedicated 
anti-racist we are trashing.”

As the two-state solution disintegrates 
under the relentless expansion of Jewish set-
tlements – one recent plan calls for reaching a 
goal of one million settlers by the end of this 
year – and the controversial move to favour 
Jewish Israelis over other citizens, Israel may 
indeed be more vulnerable to a boycott move-
ment. It is hardly surprising then that the 
Netanyahu government would try to nip the 
BDS in the bud.

Israeli lawyer Eitay Mack is looking for 
evidence that the campaign against Corbyn 
is encouraged and supported by the Foreign 
Affairs and Strategic ministries and is suspi-
cious that a “crisis” exists in the Labour Party. 
“Israel is strengthening its relationships in 
Eastern Europe, with countries like Hungary, 
Poland, Ukraine, where they have problems 
with anti-Semitism. On the other hand, you 
see the Israeli government making their politi-
cal struggle with Jeremy Corbyn a main issue.”

That suspicion is supported by a 2017 
sting operation by Al Jazeera that uncovered 
a direct liaison between diplomat Shai Masot 
of London’s Israeli embassy and organisations 
like Labour Friends of Israel that are leading 
critics of Corbyn. Masot works for the Ministry 
of Strategic Affairs. And more than encourage-
ment was exchanged. According to Al Jazeera, 
up to $1.3 million was made available to fuel 
the campaign.

The Israeli newspaper Haaretz published 
a cable from Israel’s London embassy com-
plaining that Strategic Affairs was breaking 
British law by encouraging political activities 
by Jewish charity groups.

Hue and cry
In addition to the Jewish establishment 

newspapers, virtually every tabloid in the 
British Isles has joined the hue and cry. The 
publication ColdType counted more than 500 

articles on the subject from July to August of 
this year. Nominally liberal publications like 
the UK Guardian have led the campaign. Most 
newspapers in the UK are more conservative 
than their continental – or American – coun-
terparts, and, in the Guardian’s case, the publi-
cation is carrying water for the Labour Party’s 
right wing.

In short, Corbyn is up against a power-
ful alliance of the mainstream media, the 
Conservative Party, and “Blairites” in the 
Labour Party, with Israel in the wings. And 
Corbyn’s response to apologise – what for is 
not exactly clear – and to drum dissidents out 
of the party has not quelled the fi res, but added 
fuel to them. Labour fi nally adopted the 11 def-
initions of anti-Semitism.

What about the effect of all 
this is on the electorate?

According to YouGov, many of the sto-
ries that “obsess the Westminster media” don’t 
resonate much with the wider public. In spite 
of non-stop and widespread coverage, only 
6 percent of the public say they are follow-
ing it closely, 20 percent fairly closely, and 54 
percent are either not following it or are una-
ware the story exists. The poll concludes that 
while the “affair may entrench existing nega-
tive views of Corbyn among those who already 
held them, it seems unlikely to do much to 
reduce his support.”

Labour leads in the polls, but its margin 
is thin, drawing between 38 and 40 percent 
support to the Conservatives 37 to 38 percent. 
The Liberal Democrats are polling around 
10 percent, and the racist United Kingdom 
Independence Party 5 percent.

However, British polling has been notori-
ously wrong-headed in the past. Polls predicted 
Brexit would fail. It passed. The polls predicted 
the Conservatives would trounce Labour in the 
2017 elections. The outcome was vice-versa.

Labour did well in this year’s local council 
elections, although the media made it seem like 
a failure by puffi ng up the numbers the party 
was projected to win. Labour picked up 79 
council, seats while the Conservatives lost 35. 
The Liberal Democrats secured 77 seats, but 
that was largely a rebound from the disastrous 

showing in 2014 local elections that saw the 
party lose 300 seats.

According to a BBC analysis, if the local 
election results were replicated in a general 
election, Labour would be the majority party 
in the parliament with 283 seats to the Tories 
280. While the Conservatives were down 3 
percent of the vote over the 2017 local elec-
tions, Labour was up 8 percentage points.

“People thought the general election was 
a fl uke,” said John McDonnell, the Labour 
Party’s Shadow Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
“We’ve demonstrated it wasn’t. We’ve con-
solidated that, and we’ve moved it forward in 
terms of percentage share of the vote.”

Polls do show that anti-Semitic charges 
may have had an impact on the Jewish com-
munity, but those polls require perspective; the 
Jewish community in Britain tends to be con-
servative, and many were opposed to Labour 
in general. In 2017, some 63 percent of British 
Jews voted Conservative, while 26 percent 
voted Labour.

Which doesn’t mean the controversy may 
not have an effect, especially if right-wing 
Labour supporters bolt and create a new party. 
That would drain some of Labour’s support 
and divide the vote in the next general election. 
Such a split would probably keep the Tories in 
power. There are some in Labour’s camp who 
would rather lose an election than have Corbyn 
and the left wing of the party in offi ce.

Internal risk
And there is a danger that worries Mack: 

“Israel is claiming that Corbyn and the 
Labour Party are putting British Jews at risk. 
But the bottom line is that the Netanyahu 
government itself is actually enlarging the 
risk for the Jewish people around the world, 
because they are not dealing with real prob-
lems, just the artifi cial problems. They are 
not concerned with real anti-Semitism, they 
only want to fulfi l their political agenda of 
taking the issue of the Palestinian people off 
the world stage.”

And there are growing numbers of “real 
anti-Semites” in Europe and the US who may 
not be a threat to Netanyahu, but most certainly 
are to Jews living outside of Israel.
People’s World 

There are some in Labour’s camp who would rather lose an election than have Corbyn and the left 

wing of the party in offi ce.
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Omar Karmi

This month marks the 25th anniversary of the beginning 
of the Oslo accords and the signing of the Declaration 
of Principles in Washington in 1993. The accords were 
touted as the only way to reach a permanent peace between 
Palestinians and Israelis based on the “principles” of 
mutual recognition and “land for peace.”

An agreement was presented as one where Palestinians 
would end up enjoying freedom and self-determination on 
their own territory. What that territory would be in law, as 
well as the status of Jerusalem and a resolution to the plight 
of Palestinian refugees, would be addressed over fi ve years of 
negotiations that were to culminate in 1998.

It was hoped that during this time, mutual trust and con-
fi dence-building measures would generate enough momen-
tum to ensure that a fi nal settlement would be unstoppable. 
Not only did it not happen, it all turned out to be unworkable 
subterfuge.

Obfuscation
Largely, the problem was the negotiating part. The process 

was deliberately set out with no sense of what a fi nal agree-
ment would actually look like. That way, both parties could 
claim that they were not compromising fundamental prin-
ciples. This became known as “constructive ambiguity,” a 
phrase suggesting that obfuscating fundamental issues would 
help prepare public opinion for the “painful compromises” 
that lay ahead.

But it was simply obfuscation and it served only the 
stronger party.

Both sides had been quite clear about what they wanted. 
The Palestine Liberation Organisation – which had secured 
just one achievement from the Declaration of Principles docu-
ment: formal recognition as the Palestinian representative – 
wanted a state with full sovereignty on all the territory of the 
West Bank and Gaza occupied by Israel in 1967, allowing for 
minor territorial adjustments on a one-to-one basis.

East Jerusalem would be its capital.
As for the right of return of refugees, the PLO was always 

more malleable, settling on a “just resolution”, a position that 
became more and more fl exible as time wore on.

Israel was equally unequivocal: there was no talk of state-
hood for Palestinians, only self-rule. Israel would retain the 
vast majority of existing settlements and control over inter-
national borders, airspace and water resources, all seen as 
national security interests.

Jerusalem would remain Israel’s “eternal, undivided capi-
tal,” and any mention of a right of return of Palestinian refu-
gees was a non-starter.

Constructive ambiguity also meant that while the par-
ties were free to assert their respective priorities to the media, 
the document they signed used only the language of lowest 
common denominators. In other words, the Declaration of 
Principles was set out on Israel’s terms.

Thus, there was no mention of Palestinian statehood, no 
mention of Palestinian sovereignty, and no mention of refugee 
rights. Jerusalem, refugees and borders were simply issues to 
be discussed in negotiations and to be resolved along the pre-
cepts of the famously vague UN Security Council Resolution  
242 that talks of an Israeli withdrawal from “territories occu-
pied” (not the occupied territories, thus leaving their defi nition 
inexact) and a “just settlement” to the refugee issue, without 
specifying.

Never at the table
What this did was legitimise the Israeli occupation. Once 

the PLO agreed to negotiate territory, it in effect acceded to 
Israel’s claim that these were somehow “disputed” rather than 
occupied.

At the same time, the PLO renounced its right to armed 
resistance. This reduced the PLO and its constituent parties, 
including Fatah, to an ambiguous role; neither state nor libera-
tion movement, it stood somewhere in the middle, frozen in 
an “interim stage” in exchange for the promise of an “Interim 
Self-Government.”

The PLO had therefore left itself almost entirely at the 
mercy of whichever Israeli government it was negotiating 
with. And, whichever it was, that government was surely only 
concerned with its own political hinterland.

Israel’s illegal settlement project in the West Bank and 
Gaza Strip is perhaps the best example. What transpired 
almost immediately after the signing of the Declaration of 
Principles was a massive land grab as Israel began consoli-
dating settlements up and down occupied territory, espe-
cially in the areas in and around Jerusalem and the Jordan 
Valley.

The settlement project had been planned since – some 
have even argued persuasively, long before – Israel seized the 
West Bank and Gaza in 1967. The only question for Israeli 
policy makers after the signing of the Declaration of Principles 
was which plan to follow, the military/security-oriented Alon, 
Drobless or Sharon plans, or that of the religiously inspired 
Gush Emunim (Bloc of the Faithful) movement.

The differences between them were minimal; a matter of 
outlook rather than content.

The former would, with variations, ensure Israeli sover-
eignty over: all borders, with the Jordan Valley border bol-
stered by settlements over an area some 20 kilometres deep, 
a united Jerusalem surrounded by settlements and control of 
most of the Judean desert, totaling some 50 percent of the 
territory of the occupied West Bank. The idea – the maxi-
mum land, minimum Palestinians paradigm – was to allow 
Palestinians limited self-rule over areas of greater Palestinian 
population density.

Gush Emunim advocated a settlement program every-
where, including near areas highly populated by Palestinians. 
The settlements around Nablus, for instance, were initiated, at 
fi rst in contradiction with the Israeli government, then with its 
permission, by this bloc. They saw these settlements as laying 

a historic and religious claim to land that was unique to the 
Jewish people.

Either way, the settlement question was never up for nego-
tiation with the Palestinians. It was a purely internal Israeli 
matter to be thrashed out between those who saw them pri-
marily in security terms and those who saw them as an ideo-
logical and religious priority. This was barely tempered by the 
necessity to keep Washington on board, an effort facilitated 
by later weasel concepts such as “natural growth”, with which 
Israel would mask its settle ment consolidation and expansions.

Palestinians were simply not at the table in any meaning-
ful sense.

The numbers speak for themselves. In 1993, there were 
some 255,000 settlers in the occupied West Bank in some 130 
settlements. By the end of 2016, there were nearly 600,000 
spread over 200 settlements.

Long descent into despair
The peace process took the wind out of the sails of the 

fi rst intifada, which had caused so much trouble for Israel. 
Nothing did more to undermine Israel’s carefully con-
structed image around the world as a state having to be in 
constant vigilance in a hostile neighbourhood than pictures 
of Israeli soldiers breaking the limbs of unarmed Palestinian 
protesters.

That bone-breaking policy was under the orders of one 
Yitzhak Rabin, the man who in 1948 was responsible for the 
Lydda death march, yet somehow managed to reinvent himself 
as a man of peace as prime minister without actually changing 
his positions on very much at all.

The portents were there and some saw them clearly. In 
the words of Edward Said, who resigned from the PLO’s 
Executive Committee in protest, the Oslo accords and their 
resulting peace process were meant to be one thing and one 
thing only: “An instrument of Palestinian surrender.”

Even to peace process supporters, the PLO position going 
into the negotiations was seen and understood as the great 
compromise; settling for 22 percent of historic Palestine and 
being willing to negotiate what a right of return of refugees 
might look like. There was, and is, almost no wriggle room, 
little to yield in actual talks.

Israelis may have understood this or they may have not. It 
didn’t really matter. The imbalance of power between the two 
and the equally unbalanced American approach to mediation 
meant Israel was negotiating with itself and – on rare occasion 
– Washington. What the Palestinians wanted mattered little.

It matters less now, 25 years later. US President Donald 
Trump and his administration has made it clear that any 
agreement will be fi rmly on Israel’s terms, having shown its 
hand on Jerusalem and refugees. Benjamin Netanyahu, the 
Israeli prime minister, has made it equally clear that whatever 
Palestinians end up with – “state minus, autonomy plus” – it’s 
not sovereignty and it’s not statehood.

All the surrender needs is a signature.
The Electronic Intifada 

Palestinians were 
never at the table
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Neil Clark

Libya remains a lawless land, 
with rival militias fi ghting battles 
in the streets of Tripoli and over 
one million people in need of aid. 
But the West’s “liberal interven-
tionists” aren’t interested in the 
catastrophe they created.

“Hundreds escape prison amid 
deadly clashes in Tripoli,” a headline 
on the BBC News website declared 
last week.

Over 60 people have died in the 
current fighting with many more 
injured and hundreds of ordinary 
citizens displaced. The latest dis-
turbances began after the Tarhuna’s 
7th Infantry Kaniat Brigade made 
advances into the capital from the 
south and clashed with a coalition of 
Tripoli militias.

It’s really hard to keep up with 
who’s fi ghting who. If you think the 
situation in Syria is complicated, you 
haven’t been paying much atten-
tion to Libya. As the BBC article 
acknowledged: “Libya has faced 
continuing chaos since NATO-
backed militia forces, some of them 
rivals, overthrew long-serving ruler 
Colonel Gaddafi  in October 2011.”

Libya has rival governments 
but even they don’t control the 
majority of the country. There is no 
“rule of law”, only the rule of the 

gun. Libya’s regression from the 
country with the highest Human 
Development Index figure in the 
whole of Africa just ten years ago, 
to a fragmented and very dangerous 
failed state, is hard to take in. Last 
year, the UN Agency IOM reported 
that slave markets had returned to the 
country.

Economic and societal collapse 
has had a devastating impact on the 
life of ordinary Libyans.

Take health care. A 2017 
Service Availability and Readiness 
Assessment survey, conducted by 
the World Health Organisation 
(WHO) and the Ministry of Health, 
found that 17 out of 97 hospitals are 
closed and only four hospitals were 
functional between 75-80% of their 
capacity. Over 20% primary health 
care facilities are closed and the 
rest are not “well ready for service 
delivery”.

In May 2016, the WHO also 
expressed “great concern” over the 
deaths of 12 new-borns in the Sabah 
Medical Centre neonatal intensive 
care unit in Sabha, southern Libya. 
It records: “The deaths occurred as 
a result of a bacterial infection and 
lack of specialised health staff to 
provide medical care.”

The education system is also in 
a state of collapse or near-collapse. 
In 2016, it was reported that the start 

of the school year was postponed 
because of a “lack of books, lack of 
security and many other factors.”

It was noted that the Libyan 
school year had not been regular 
since the fall of Gaddafi . This year, 
UNICEF said that 489 schools were 
affected by the conflict and that 
around 26,000 students had been 
forced to change schools due to 
closures.

UNICEF also says that 378,000 
children in Libya are in need of 
humanitarian assistance, 268,000 
are in need of safe water, sanita-
tion and hygiene and 300,000 are 
in need of education in emergency 
support. Overall 1.1 million people 
in Libya are in need of humanitarian 
assistance.

Given the dire situation it is no 
surprise that so many Libyans have 
left, or are leaving. In 2014, it was 
reported that between 600,000 and 
one million had fl ed to Tunisia.

If we add those who went to 
Egypt and elsewhere, the fi gure is 
likely to be in excess of two million, 
quite staggering when you consider 
that the 2011 population of Libya 
was around six million.

As I argued in a previous op-ed, 
the Western assault on Libya was an 
even worse crime than the invasion 
of Iraq because it came later. There 
was really no excuse for anyone, 

seeing how the “regime change” 
operation of 2003 had turned out, 
supporting a similar venture in North 
Africa.

Yet, those responsible for what 
happened have faced no comeback. 
The UK Prime Minister at the time, 
David Cameron, is blamed for Brexit 
(by Remainers), but not for what he 
did to Libya and the claims he made 
to justify the military action. This 
is despite a House of Commons 
Foreign Affairs Committee report 
concluding, fi ve years later, that “the 
proposition that Muammar Gaddafi  
would have ordered the massacre of 
civilians in Benghazi was not sup-
ported by the available evidence.”

Nicolas Sarkozy, the French 
President in 2011, faces a trial (or 
trials) in relation to three different 
investigations, including accept-
ing money from Gaddafi  to help his 
election campaign, but he has not 
yet been prosecuted for his role in 
the war.

Bernard-Henri Levy, the philos-
opher considered by some to be the 
intellectual godfather of the Western 
intervention – and who boasted “we 
are the fi rst to say that Qaddafi  is no 
longer the legal representative”, is 
performing a one-man anti-Brexit 
play, as the country he helped “liber-
ate” burns.

Stateside and in “liberal” circles 
across the West, Barack Obama and 
Hillary Clinton are lionised for not 
being Donald Trump, but what the 
duo did to Libya is far worse than 
anything Trump has done up to now.

And the British Home Secretary 
under whose watch, control orders 
on members of the anti-Gaddafi 
Libyan Islamic Fighting Group 
were lifted, one Theresa May, is 
now Prime Minister, and trying to 

take the moral high ground against 
Russia. To add insult to injury, it is 
a politician who opposed the NATO 
action in 2011, Jeremy Corbyn, who 
is under constant media attack and 
painted as beyond the pale. Just how 
wrong is that?

Returning to the current vio-
lence, a UN-brokered ceasefi re to 
end the fighting in south Tripoli 
is reported at time of writing to be 
holding, but bearing in mind how 
previous ceasefi res have collapsed, 
we can’t be optimistic. Part of the 
problem is that the country is awash 
with arms. The sad truth is that Libya 
is broken and probably will never 
be put back together again. A great 
crime has been committed, but you 
would never think it, judging by the 
lack of media coverage.

We’ve had a lot of debate this 
summer in Britain about Israel’s 
“right to exist” – and whether chal-
lenging this makes one “anti-
Semitic” but the reality is that Libya 
– as a modern, functioning state – 
has ceased to exist. And no one in 
elite, establishment circles seems 
the least bit bothered. Consider how 
many column inches were devoted 
to “saving” Libya in the build-up to 
NATO’s “humanitarian” interven-
tion seven and a half years ago, with 
the lack of opinion pieces about the 
country today.

Try googling the names of some 
of the leading media war hawks 
and “Libya” and you see they tend 
to go as silent after 2011 – shifting 
their attention to propagandising for 
“regime change” in Syria. The only 
conclusion one can draw is their sole 
interest in the country was seeing 
Muammar Gaddafi toppled. After 
that was achieved, who cares?
RT – Russia Today 

Libya

Chaos 
seven years 
after NATO’s 

“liberation”

International

China’s Peace Ark 
makes a visit
A Chinese hospital vessel has 
moored at a port near Caracas, 
where its staff will be providing 
free medical care to Venezuelans. 
Recently, a similar-class ship was 
sent by the US to Colombia to 
treat refugees fl eeing Venezuela.

The “Peace Ark”, a 300-bed 
Chinese Navy hospital ship, has 
moored at the port of La Guaira 
lying close to Venezuelan capital. 
The vessel, which was commis-
sioned back in 2008, is said to have 
eight surgery rooms and a medevac 
helicopter.

According to Venezuelan 
President Nicolas Maduro, the 
Peace Ark will stay in Venezuela 
for about a week. During the stay, 
the Chinese commander of the ship 
will meet with military and political 
offi cials and inspect Venezuelan and 
medical facilities.

China is one of Venezuela’s 
key allies, and the vessel’s visit was 
seen there as a sign of Beijing’s 
support for the crisis-hit country. 
Maduro himself only recently came 
back from a trip to China, where 
he sought to attract investment and 

new loans. Though Beijing leaders 
pledged to help Caracas, it made no 
reference to pumping more money 
in Venezuela’s economy.

Nevertheless, the Peace Ark 
had received warm greetings from 
Venezuela’s military top brass. 
Defence Minister Vladimir Padrino 
Lopez, who was on hand to greet 
the Chinese ship, told the crew: 
“This is how you undertake diplo-
macy in the world ... with concrete 
actions of cooperation and not stok-
ing the false voices of those who 
beat the drum of war.”

He later wrote on Twitter the 
visit was a manifestation of “a true 
diplomacy of peace” and main-
tained Venezuela and China “share a 
common destiny.”

Interestingly, the Chinese good-
will mission overlapped with a sim-
ilar one launched by the US. The 
Pentagon announced in August that 
it will send its own 250-bed hospital 
ship, the USNS Comfort to neigh-
bouring Colombia. While the US 
military maintained the Comfort’s 
mission has nothing to do with poli-
tics, it casually slammed Maduro 

and his policy. “We’re not sending 
soldiers; we’re sending doctors. And 
it’s an effort to deal with the human 
cost of Maduro, and his increasingly 
isolated regime,” Defence Secretary 
James Mattis said.

Nevertheless, Venezuela’s 
socialist government envisioned the 
deployment of the Comfort as part 
of an attempt by the US to pave the 
way for a military action against 
the country. It is unclear if this sus-
picion has grounds in reality, but 
Washington has indeed vowed to 
increase pressure on Venezuela and 
undertake “a series of actions” in 
the coming days.

Venezuela has recently seen a 
wave of anti-government protests 
around hyperinfl ation in the country 
and the drop in global oil prices, the 
main export for the Latin American 
state. On the back of snowball-
ing troubles in the economy, 
Venezuelans have protested against 
shortages of food and water, as well 
as soaring unemployment.
RT – Russia Today 
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Sarah Algerbawi

Rayan al-Najjar had hoped to study law 
when Gaza’s universities open this month. 
Israeli aggression caused her to change 
plans. On June 1, Rayan’s sister Razan, 
a medic, was killed as she treated people 
wounded during the Great March of 
Return. Her death has prompted Rayan 
to pursue a nursing degree at Al-Azhar 
University.

“This is the least I can do for my sister,” 
the 18-year-old Rayan said.

Before she could enrol for college, Rayan 
had to complete her fi nal high school exams, 
the tawjihi.

Rayan was actually revising for her tests on 
June 1. In their fi nal conversation, Razan had 
casually suggested that Rayan could help her 
work at the Great March of Return.

Thinking that Razan was serious, Rayan 
agreed, saying she could complete her revision 
after heading out to the protests. But Razan 
clarified that she was joking, encouraging 
Rayan to stay focused on her exam preparation 
so that she could obtain good grades and do the 
family proud.

Soon afterwards, Rayan had an unpleasant 
sensation.

“I was studying in Razan’s room,” Rayan 
said. “Suddenly, I felt some tightness in my 
heart, I felt that something wrong had hap-
pened. I asked my mother to phone Razan to 
check on her. But while we were talking, one 
of our relatives called to tell us that Razan had 
been injured.”

Approximately 10 minutes later, the family 
received another phone call with the news that 
Razan was dead.

Rayan was devastated. When friends and 
neighbors began calling on the family’s home, 
offering condolences, she sat among them at 
fi rst, crying quietly. Then her mother, Sabreen, 
took her hand and brought her to Razan’s bed-
room. Sabreen asked Rayan to remain as strong 
as she could and to concentrate on her exams.

Rayan had to sit one of those tests the fol-
lowing morning. Arriving at her school in the 
Khan Younis area in southern Gaza, she was 
taken to a different room than most of the 
pupils. The teachers felt it was best for both 
her and the other pupils if she sat her test away 
from everyone else.

The test took place at the same time as 
Razan’s funeral, so Rayan was unable to attend 
it. “I never expected that I would have to do a 
test under those circumstances,” Rayan said.

The results of her exams were provided via 
a text message the following month. Rayan had 
scored an average grade of slightly less than 
60 percent. It wasn’t as high a score as she 
had aimed for but was reasonable, considering 
what her family had endured.

By pursuing a nursing degree, she is seek-
ing to fulfi l an ambition that was denied to 
Razan. Although Razan had wanted to study 
nursing at the university level, her family 
did not have enough money for her fees. As 

a result, Razan was trained in nursing by the 
International Committee of the Red Cross.

Rayan’s own fees are being paid with the 
help of donations the family has received since 
Razan was killed. “I will follow Razan’s dream 
of studying nursing and provide treatment to 
those who need it,” said Rayan.

Deprived of a dream
Omar Abu Hashim begins his studies 

in information technology at the University 
College of Applied Sciences in Khan Younis 
this month. It was not his fi rst choice. He 
would prefer to be pursuing a degree in archi-
tecture but did not obtain the right grades in the 
tawjihi for that option.

“I’ve always dreamed of being an archi-
tect,” said the 18-year-old Omar. “But an 
Israeli sniper has deprived me of my dream.” 
The sniper in question shot Omar in the left leg 
on 14 May, the day Israel committed a massa-
cre of about 60 unarmed demonstrators.

Omar had joined the Great March of 
Return in Rafah, a city in southern Gaza.

His mother Mirvat had asked him not to 
participate in the protests. But Omar insisted 
on going, while promising that he would stay 

away from the boundary between Gaza and 
Israel.

Omar was around 700 metres from the 
boundary when he was shot. Along with other 
young men, he was throwing stones in the 
direction of the boundary fence. The injury he 
received was so serious that Omar had to have 
his leg amputated.

Doctors treating him told him that he 
would be able to take his exams. But he had 
to do so from a hospital bed. “I used to spend 
the night hours studying,” he said. “But I was 
often in pain and exhausted. It was extremely 
hard to focus.”

“Never give up”
After the fi rst in a series of exams, Omar 

said that he did not wish to take the remain-
der. Yet his mother persuaded him to continue. 
He managed to secure an average grade of 55 
percent.

“Insisting on completing my education is a 
message to Israel that we’ll never give up,” he 
said. As the college term begins, many families 
are mourning for those killed without having 
an opportunity to advance their education.

Salwa Abd al-Al recently learned that her 

son Khaled, a 17-year-old child, had scored 
an average grade of 51 percent in the tawjihi. 
She marked his success by offering sweets to 
neighbours in Rafah.

The gesture was symbolic. Khaled had 
been planning to study law in Turkey. Yet he 
was killed on July 2 – less than a week before 
his exam results were released. Khaled was 
among four people who had taken action 
against Israel’s occupation forces on that day.

The group of youths had breached the 
boundary fence separating Gaza and Israel. 
They had then set fi re to a post used by Israeli 
snipers during the Great March of Return.

Khaled was shot dead by Israeli forces. 
Two of the other three were arrested – one 
of whom had been wounded. Another young 
person, a child, was also injured by a live bullet 
but managed to fl ee the scene, the Palestinian 
Centre for Human Rights has reported.

Khaled’s body has not yet been returned 
to his family.

“Israel has prevented me from hugging my 
son for the last time,” said his mother Salwa. 
“And it has stopped me from seeing him go to 
university like his friends.”
The Electronic Intifada 

International

Following Razan’s footsteps

The Great March of Return.

World Cup of abuse
Contractor Mercury MENA, which is 
involved in building the marquee stadium 
for Qatar’s hosting of the 2022 Soccer 
World Cup, did not pay its workers, leav-
ing them stranded thousands of miles from 
home, according to a report released today.

The engineering and plumbing fi rm owes 
thousands in wages to workers from countries 
where many live on less than £1.50 a day, 
Amnesty International said.

Those employees helped build projects, 
including Qatar’s Lusail Stadium, which will 
host the opening and closing matches of the 
football tournament.

The company, whose website is now 
down and offi ces in Doha are shuttered, has 
not responded to requests for comment.

Qatar’s government said it was investi-
gating, but similar complaints involving the 
abuse of foreign workers have been common 
for years in both Doha and other oil-rich 
nations of the Persian Gulf.

“People from all over the world cheering, 
laughing, touring some of the beautiful stadi-
ums, recreational sites and hotels here ... Will 
they ever think what are the stories behind 
those structures?” one worker reportedly 
asked Amnesty.

“I guess not ... Blind eyes are common 
nowadays.”

Amnesty said it had examined the cases 
of 78 former employees of Mercury MENA, 
interviewing 44 and analysing documentation 
of another 34. Of those, 58 came from Nepal, 
15 from India and fi ve from the Philippines, 
Asian nations that send thousands of labour-
ers, taxi drivers and offi ce workers to the 
Gulf.

Mercury MENA worked on several 
projects in Qatar, including the stadium, the 
new Qatar National Library and a hospital 
and modern accommodation for labourers, 
Amnesty said.

Workers told Amnesty that the fi rm owed 

them on average between £1,039 to £1,873, a 
huge sum for their families back home. It said 
one worker was owed nearly £18,959 after 
over a decade of work.

Some workers found themselves stuck in 
Qatar without money and unable to leave the 
country as local laws require workers to get 
an exit permit supported by their employer 
before they leave.

Earlier this month, Qatar partially ended 
that requirement, part of its internationally 
criticised “kafala” system that ties expatriate 
workers to a single employer.

However, Amnesty refutes that claim.
“The exit permit is just one key of Qatar’s 

notorious ‘kafala’ sponsorship system. This 
system has fuelled widespread abuse and 
exploitation of migrant workers, including 
forced labour,” Amnesty said.

“Although today most workers no longer 
need their employers’ permission to leave 
the country, they still need a ‘non-objection 

certifi cate’ from their employer to change jobs 
in Qatar. Many employers refuse to provide 
such certifi cates and workers are forced to 
stay until their contracts fi nish, which can be 
up to fi ve years.

“Workers who leave their jobs without 
employer permission can be reported for 
‘absconding,’ attracting a criminal charge that 
could lead to arrest and deportation. This is in 
contravention of international labour laws and 
standards.”

Amnesty said Mercury MENA’s chief 
executive told them in 2017 that his fi rm “had 
been the victim of unscrupulous business 
partners resulting in ‘cash-fl ow problems’ and 
a number of disputes over payments with con-
tractors and clients.”
Morning Star 
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ABC crisis: need for 
full public inquiry

The resignation of chairman 
Justin Milne has worsened the 
leadership crisis at the top of the 
ABC, which will only be resolved 
with a comprehensive public 
inquiry.

Staff members made very clear 
yesterday their disgust with the tar-
geting of journalists behind the 

scenes from those who are supposed 
to uphold the ABC’s independence.

This is not a one-off attack on 
the ABC’s independence, but is the 
culmination of years of inappropri-
ate external meddling in the ABC’s 
affairs.

Media, Entertainment and Arts 
Alliance and ABC staff will continue 
to lobby the board, senior manage-
ment and political decision makers 
to armour plate the independence of 
the institution, which is so trusted 
and beloved by Australians.

Both the incoming chairper-
son and the board of directors must 
declare their unequivocal support for 
the independence of the ABC.

Mr Milne seems to have misun-
derstood that the role of the ABC is 
as a public broadcaster, not a mouth-
piece for the government of the day.

The job of the chair of the ABC 
is to defend the independence of the 

broadcaster from political attacks, 
not to act as a messenger or do a 
hatchet job because the government 
is unhappy with the coverage it is 
receiving.

ABC journalists cannot do their 
jobs of reporting fairly and without 
fear if they do not have confi dence 
that the board and the chairman have 
their backs. The announcement of a 
departmental inquiry into the affair is 
inadequate. A departmental inquiry 
is simply not good enough and the 
public cannot have faith it will be 
anything but a whitewash.

The only way for this to be fully 
investigated is through a Senate 
inquiry, held in the open and with the 
power to force witnesses to testify. 
The government must co-operate 
with a Senate inquiry, and Senator 
Fifield, Prime Minister Morrison 
and former Prime Minister Turnbull 
should all be called to give evidence 

about how deeply they were involved 
in these attempts to interfere with the 
editorial decisions of the ABC.

The leadership crisis had exac-
erbated the climate of instability and 
uncertainty for all ABC staff, who 
should be commended for continuing 
to work professionally in extremely 
diffi cult circumstances.

MEAA members and support-
ers will continue to stand up for an 
independent ABC. We thank all who 
supported our action yesterday, and 
our ongoing campaign to safeguard 
Australia’s journalism.

MEAA

Nightmare
Finding a suitable aged care 
centre for a loved one is a night-
mare. Waiting lists can be long, 
with no transparency, church-run 
centres favour their own.

It can be a frantic exercise vis-
iting facility after facility, checking 
the conditions, programs and serv-
ices provided.

Whether they are run by church 
organisations or private for-profit 
corporations, it can be a shock to see 
what is out there.

It is not uncommon to be met 
by a stench of stale urine, to see 
people having food forced down 
their throats because they cannot 
face eating a pile of brown sludge, 
or someone in their room repeatedly 
calling for assistance to no avail.

Even the fl ash looking centres 
that charge hundreds of thousands of 
dollars for a place, below the surface 
have their issues. Under-staffing, 
unqualifi ed staff, under-resourcing 
and lack of physical and mental stim-
ulation can be a problem.

T Southern
Brisbane

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

In late September of 2017 the State 
Department removed 60 percent of 
the staff at the US Embassy in Havana, 
ostensibly because their health was endan-
gered. A week later, for “reciprocity”, the 
Department expelled 15 Cuban diplomats 
stationed in Washington. A travel alert 
warned potential US visitors to Cuba of 
danger there to their health.

The alarm had sounded in August 2017 
in response to US diplomats in Havana and a 
handful of family members, one after the other, 
26 in all, having complained over months of 
one or more neurologic-type symptoms. These 
included: strange noises, hearing loss, head-
aches, impaired memory, confused thinking, 
dizziness, impaired vision, and more.

An understaffed US embassy in Havana 
quickly became unable to issue entry visas to 
Cubans seeking to visit the United States or 
migrate there. To do so, they’ve had to travel to 
a US embassy in a third country, which many 
couldn’t do. Dysfunction in both embassies 
impedes negotiations on a range of bilateral 
issues, among them: migration, environmental 
problems, maritime and air-traffi c regulations, 
illicit drug trade, and property claims.

The travel warning led to reduced numbers 
of US visitors to Cuba and diminished ben-
efi t there from their spending. Tourists from 
elsewhere evidently ignored it. Five million 
visitors to Cuba are projected for 2018, a new 
high.

The cause of the symptoms remains 
unknown despite a wide-ranging front-page 
article appearing September 2 in the New York 
Times that attributed them to microwaves. The 

Times thus revived the notion of a perpetrator 
with a weapon. From the beginning, US offi -
cials and the media had used terms like “sonic 
attacks” or “sonic incidents.”

The article fi lled a void created by teams 
of experts unable to explain the symptoms. 
University of Michigan scientists, Cuban spe-
cialists, US audiologists, and clinicians at 
the University of Pennsylvania had excluded 
possibilities like a viral agent, chemicals, or 
ultrasound.

The Pennsylvania specialists on February 
14, 2018 published the results of multi-disci-
plinary assessments of 21 of those affected. 
They concluded that “unique circumstances” 
and “the consistency of clinical manifestations 
raised concerns for a novel mechanism of a 
possible acquired brain injury from a direc-
tional exposure of undetermined etiology.” 
It was unclear “if or how” sound phenomena 
were involved.

But, according to the Times report, the 
“American military itself sought to develop 
microwave arms that could invisibly beam 
painfully loud booms and even spoken words 
into people’s heads. ... Now, doctors and sci-
entists say such unconventional weapons may 
have caused the baffl ing symptoms.”

William Broad, the report’s author, 
writes that Douglas Smith, lead author of the 
Pennsylvania study, now views microwaves as 
the “main suspect” in the epidemic. Broad cites 
the work of American scientist Allan H Frey, 
who in the 1960s “found that microwaves can 
trick the brain into perceiving what seem to be 
ordinary sounds.”

His article provoked a fl ood of criticism 

from Cuba and elsewhere. The Washington 
Post registered the negative opinions of several 
scientists. And yet, says the Post, “It’s impossi-
ble to disprove the existence of invisible agents 
... the agent is a theoretical weapon wielded 
by unidentifi ed assailants that leaves no trace.”

Adding to the confusion is the experience 
of similar symptoms by US diplomats in China 
and Canadian Embassy employees in Havana. 
There’s a report too that the fi rst four US diplo-
mats taken ill, and two more later on, were CIA 
agents working under diplomatic cover.

Cuba’s government has consistently denied 
responsibility for the illnesses and has facili-
tated four FBI visits to the island for investi-
gation. The US government has confi ned itself 
to blaming Cuba for not protecting its diplo-
mats. Florida Senator Marco Rubio called for 
the American Embassy in Cuba to be closed 
down unless Cuba’s government takes action.

What with Cuban and other investigators 
having rejected theories of brain injury, of hos-
tile agents, of weapons, the possibility remains 
that the sicknesses were fi ctitious, were associ-
ated with collective anxiety or drama staged for 
unfriendly purposes.

As the story was emerging in late 2017, the 
theory emerged that dissident Cuban factions 
may have been protesting Cuba’s rapproche-
ment with the United States. Times reporter 
Broad notes that “Russia, China and many 
European states are seen as having the know-
how to make basic microwave weapons that 
can debilitate, sow noise or even kill.” As if to 
blame Russia, he indicates that President Putin 
has resolutely sought to improve relations with 
Cuba.

Vermont Sen. Patrick Leahy’s words of 
September 2017 carry new meaning. Alluding 
to the long history of US aggression against 
Cuba, Leahy declared that, “Whoever is doing 
this obviously is trying to disrupt the normali-
sation process between the United States and 
Cuba. Someone or some government is trying 
to reverse that process.” That’s of course what 
the Trump administration intends to do.

Carlos Fernández de Cossío, head of the 
US section of the Cuban Foreign Ministry was 
more precise. The only winners from confron-
tation, he explained, are “those who for years 
have lived and benefi ted, and economically 
too, from a situation of hostility between Cuba 
and the United States.” These do not include, 
he added, the Cuban government, the Cuban 
people, or the US people.

In essence, US animosity toward Cuba 
adds up to so-called “fourth generation war-
fare.” That’s when guns are quiet and bombs 
aren’t falling but an aggressor is “bypassing an 
opposing military force and striking directly 
at cultural, political, or population targets.” 
In regard to Cuba, who in the United States 
decides on war?

Clearly it’s not the many who like Cuban 
baseball, Cuban dance, Cuban music, and the 
idea of health care and education available to 
all. It’s not the heirs to long habits of inter-
change between the two countries who think 
of Cubans as neighbours. We agree with Mr 
Fernández de Cossío that in the United States 
it’s the rich and powerful who tend toward 
war. If so, what’s needed for peace with Cuba 
is more democracy.
People’s World 

Trump heaps more abuse on Cuba
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Ian Sinclair

A common, dispiriting problem activists 
often face is the diffi culty in discerning 
any direct effects of all their hard work. 
This does not apply to Dr Rupert Read’s 
latest action on climate change. On August 
1 Read, who is chair of the Green House 
think tank and a lecturer in philosophy at 
the University of East Anglia, tweeted that 
he decided to turn down an invitation from 
BBC Radio Cambridgeshire to debate with 
a climate change denier.

“When the call came through, my initial 
instinct was to say ‘Yes’, just because it is a 
media opportunity”, he tells me. “But before 
the word ‘Yes’ left my mouth, something deep 
inside me made me hesitate – and say ‘No’. 
I couldn’t stomach it any more. I couldn’t 
see how, in the midst of a summer of cli-
mate chaos, it made any sense to be debating 
whether this was really happening.”

The next day Read published an online 
piece with the UK Guardian – retweeted by the 
former Head of BBC News Richard Sambrook 
– arguing that by giving climate change deniers 
“a full position, producers make their position 
seem infi nitely more reasonable than it is” 
even though “the scientifi c debate is as settled 
as the ‘debate’ about whether smoking causes 
cancer.”

“I will no longer be part of such a cha-
rade,” he pledged, calling on others to refuse 
to debate with climate change deniers.

This wish became a reality on August 27, 
when an open letter organised by Read was 
published in the Guardian pledging exactly 
this. Importantly, it was signed by the great 
and the good of the green world, including 
Jonathan Porritt, Greenpeace’s John Sauven, 
Caroline Lucas MP and George Monbiot, along 
with Morning Star editor Ben Chacko.

Then, amazingly, on September 6, Fran 
Unsworth, the BBC’s director of news and 
current affairs, sent a briefi ng note to BBC 
journalists on climate change, including the 
corporation’s editorial policy.

“Climate change has been a diffi cult sub-
ject for the BBC, and we get coverage of it 
wrong too often,” it reads. Under the head-
ing “What Is The BBC’s Position?” the note 
explains “Man-made climate change exists: 

If the science proves it we should report it,” 
before asking journalists to be aware of “false 
balance.”

“To achieve impartiality, you do not need 
to include outright deniers of climate change 
in BBC coverage, in the same way you would 
not have someone denying that Manchester 
United won 2-0 last Saturday. The referee has 
spoken.”

The note does say there may be occasions 
where “contrarians and sceptics” could be 
included in debates, though the example given 
is “debating the speed and intensity of what 
will happen in the future, or what policies gov-
ernment should adopt,” rather than whether cli-
mate change is happening at all.

Promisingly, it says the BBC should high-
light which organisation a speaker represents 
and “potentially how that group is funded” – 
something climate activists have long pushed 
for.

CarbonBrief news website, who published 
the internal memo, noted “this is the fi rst time 
the BBC has issued formal reporting guidance 
to its staff on this topic.”

“I think that this memo is a game-changer,” 
comments Read. “The BBC is a ‘world-lead-
ing’ media organisation, and it has been drag-
ging its feet on this for so many years. Now, 
perhaps, no longer. I am hoping that what we 
have done on this will ‘go international’; and in 
the meantime I am looking at seeking to ensure 
that other UK broadcasters follow or indeed 
exceed the BBC’s lead here.”

“What broadcasters need to do now is to 
have the right kinds debates about climate,” 
he adds. “Who wants a carbon tax, and why? 
What are the possible downsides of geoengi-
neering technologies? Et cetera. We need to put 
pressure on them to do this right.”

However, a note of caution needs to be 
added to the huge victory it looks like Read 
triggered with his actions.

As Justin Lewis, Professor of 
Communication in the School of Journalism, 
Media and Culture at Cardiff University, has 
noted, the erroneous presentation of climate 
change as a debate is just one problem with the 
media’s coverage of the topic.

For example, as well as providing news, 
the media is an important vehicle for adver-
tising, with the corporate press in the UK 

relying on advertising for more than half its 
income.

This pervasive advertising promotes “the 
pleasures of consumerism” and helps create 
“a set of cultural conditions that make us less 
inclined to deal with climate change,” accord-
ing to Lewis and his co-author Tammy Boyce 
in their 2009 book Climate Change and the 
Media.

“Advertisements may be individually 
innocent” but “collectively they are the propa-
ganda wing of a consumerist ideology ... our 
current growth in consumption is unsustaina-
ble,” Lewis argued in a 2011 Open Democracy 
article.

The Guardian, seen by many greens as the 
newspaper that best refl ects the environmental 
movement, is not immune to this humanity-
endangering ideology, with a December 2012 
editorial preposterously titled “Shopping: Your 
Patriotic Duty”.

Another connected problem with the news 
media when it comes to climate change is its 
reckless reporting of economic growth, the 
engine that is driving up carbon emissions.

For her new book Media Amnesia: 
Rewriting the Economic Crisis, the academic 
Laura Basu studied 1,113 news and comment 
items from the BBC News at Ten, Guardian, 
Telegraph, Sun and Mirror between 2007 and 
2015. She found just one of the 1,113 pieces 
challenged the assumption that economic 
growth was a good thing – a 2008 Guardian 
op-ed written by Monbiot.

In thinking about the media and climate 
change, Boyce and Lewis “insist that a media 
and telecommunications industry fuelled by 
advertising and profi t maximisation is, at the 
moment, part of the problem rather than part 
of the solution.”

If correct, this analysis creates additional 
obstacles to the central argument made by 
Naomi Klein in her 2014 book This Changes 
Everything: Capitalism vs The Climate – that 
stopping climate change will require mass 
social movements successfully “challeng-
ing the fundamental logic of deregulated 
capitalism.”

Because if Jeremy Corbyn’s leadership 
of the Labour Party has taught us anything it 
is that the British media is overwhelmingly 
hostile to signifi cant change that takes power 

away from the corporate-backed British elite, 
mass grassroots movements and any attempt 
to increase democracy within the Labour Party 
itself.

And though it may seem unconnected, 
the BBC’s pro-establishment coverage of 
the 2008 fi nancial crisis highlights just how 
wedded the media is to the current economic 
system.

There was, for a brief historical moment, a 
chance for fresh thinking and policies follow-
ing the crash.

Instead, in a 2012 study Cardiff 
University’s Mike Berry found in the weeks 
after the banking collapse the debate on the 
BBC Today Program “was almost completely 
dominated by stockbrokers, investment bank-
ers, hedge fund managers and other City 
voices.

“Civil society voices or commentators who 
questioned the benefi ts of having such a large 
fi nance sector were almost completely absent 
from coverage.”

“The evidence from the research is clear,” 
Berry notes. “The BBC tends to reproduce a 
Conservative ... pro-business version of the 
world, not a left-wing, anti-business agenda.”

Being positive, Read’s actions pushing the 
BBC to cover climate change in a more serious 
and helpful way shows that signifi cant changes 
can be made.

However, successfully challenging the 
media’s reliance on advertising, its assump-
tion that economic growth is positive and its 
de facto support of the neoliberal status quo 
– all of which will need to happen if we are 
to stand a chance of stopping climate change 
– is a substantially larger, far more diffi cult 
task.

Furthermore, time is very short. “Climate 
change is moving faster than we are,” Antonio 
Guterres, the United Nations secretary-general, 
recently warned.

Discussing the 2015 Paris climate agree-
ment, he noted “these targets were the bare 
minimum to avoid the worst aspects of climate 
change.” However, “scientists tell us that we 
are far off track.”

“Nothing less than our future and the fate 
of humankind depends on how we rise to the 
climate challenge.”
Morning Star 
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Continued from page 1
“On numerous occasions, in conversations 

with Mr Milne, I have defended the independ-
ence of the ABC from government and the fact 
that we can’t fi re journalists including Andrew 
Probyn and Emma Alberici because the gov-
ernment of the day complains about their 
reporting,” Guthrie told the Board.

It appears her refusal to allow interference 
from the government and Chair have played 
a role in her dismissal. According to media 
reports there are also other factors.

Role of ABC
One of the key duties of the Board and its 

members is to “maintain the independence and 
integrity of the Corporation.”

This has clearly not been done by the 
chair and it needs to be asked why when 
Board members were informed by Guthrie of 
the Chair’s actions they did nothing. It would 
appear from remarks made by the acting chair, 
Kirstin Ferguson, that they are closing ranks.

The ABC’s Charter is also clear on the dis-
charge of duties by Board members: “These 
duties are owed to the organisation as a whole. 
No duty is owed by any Director to any indi-
vidual or group. It follows that Directors owe 
their obligations to the ABC and not to any 
person or organisation who may have nomi-
nated them, or to any other individual or 
group.” This includes the government.

The Act also states: “Unless individual 
Directors receive specifi c delegations from the 
Board they must refrain from participating in 
the day-to-day management of the organisa-
tion, making representations or agreements on 
its behalf, or infl uencing management as indi-
viduals.” This includes the Chair.

Appointment process
The MEAA also called for a change to the 

way board members are appointed.
“Industry experience is crucial for an insti-

tution like ours. So too is a commitment to, and 
understanding of public broadcasting. We need 
to recruit directors who will uphold our inde-
pendence and who value our public ownership.

“It is unacceptable that the ABC board 
has over decades become a landing pad for 
appointed political mates for whom it is just 
another seat on the corporate circuit,” the 
MEAA said.

At present the Communications 
Minister determines the selection criteria 
for Directors and the Secretary of the Prime 
Minister’s Department appoints members to a 
Nominations panel.

This panel is required to select at least 
three applicants on the basis of merit to rec-
ommend to the Minister. If the appointment 
relates to the Chair of the Board, then the rec-
ommended list goes to the Prime Minister as 
well as Minister.

There is, however, a let-out clause that per-
mits the Minister or Prime Minister to ignore 
the Nomination Panel’s selection and arbitrar-
ily appoint anyone he or she chooses.

In this situation, the Minister (for Board 
members) or Prime Minister (for the Chair) 
must table the reasons for that appointment in 
each House of the Parliament no later than 15 
sitting days of that House after that appoint-
ment is made. Those reasons must include an 
assessment of that person against the selection 
criteria.

Fifi eld has made extensive use of this sec-
tion of the Act, bypassing the nomination body 
on almost all appointments, and doing so with 
minimal transparency and accountability to 
Parliament.

At least four, possibly five, of the six 
“independent” board members of the ABC 
were not recommended by the nomination 
panel, but instead were effectively government 
appointments made outside of the default proc-
ess. There is a seventh member who is elected 
by staff.

Of the appointments since 2015 under the 
watch of Mitch Fifi eld, two did not go through 
the nomination panel at all; two were consid-
ered but not recommended by the panel and 
were still appointed by the minister; and one 
was deemed by the panel to be “very suitable” 
but withdrew before the fi nal recommenda-
tions, only to be then urged directly by the min-
ister to accept a place.

In other words, all but one or two mem-
bers of the ABC Board are political appoint-
ments. Several have strong links to the mining 
and resources sector.

Kirstin Ferguson, who became acting 
ABC Chair last week, is a company director 
on ASX100, ASX200. Acting Managing direc-
tor, David Anderson, has worked his way up 
the ABC from the very bottom over 30 years.

Central to democracy
Radical changes are required to the gov-

ernance of the ABC, removing the ability of 
governments to interfere or make political 
appointments to its Board. Central to this is 
the democratisation of the public broadcaster 
with the replacement of board members hold-
ing directorships in for-profit companies 
– capitalists with a corporate outlook – by 
elected staff representatives and representa-
tives from trade unions and other commu-
nity refl ecting the wider community and its 
audiences.

An independent public broadcaster is a 
prerequisite to a democratic society. At a time 
when democratic rights are being severely cur-
tailed it is more important than ever.

As good as it is, there is still more that the 
ABC could do if freed from political and cor-
porate infl uence to expose human rights vio-
lations, report on public protests, and give 

voice to the people and their experiences and 
interests.

There needs to be full transparency and 
public accountability. It is vital that the ABC’s 
funding is fully restored and in future years 
based on needs. To enable forward planning 
there needs to be at least a guarantee of future 
funding levels for the coming four years in fed-
eral budgets.

The ABC is the media outlet most hated by 
Coalition politicians and they will not let up in 
their attempts to privatise or destroy it.

Under no circumstances should the ABC 
be privatised or advertising permitted. There is 
massive public support for the ABC. Aunty is 

the most trusted media outlet in Australia and 
kept at arms-length from government and the 
private sector can remain that way. But that 
will not happen automatically.

With federal elections fast approaching the 
Coalition will be all out to silence the ABC. We 
cannot let that happen. Write now and show 
your support for the ABC and the need to ade-
quately fund the public broadcaster, remove the 
present Board and to legislate for the democra-
tisation of the ABC.

For their names, addresses and ideas for 
your letters, visit the website of Friends of the 
ABC. 
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MEAA: What we are looking for from the next ABC boss
Managing Director – ABC
$900,000+ salary plus generous redundancy package
Convenient CBD location in the heart of Sydney
You will be:

• A champion of public broadcasting
• Opposed to any form of privatisation of the ABC
• An advocate for better and sustainable funding for the ABC
• A defender of the ABC’s independence from political attacks
• Someone who can articulate a clear vision for the ABC
• Prepared to back ABC staff to the hilt
• An investor in quality Australian content and specialist content


