
Change the Rules

Taking the fight to the bosses
Workers rally – Perth WA
Richard Titelius

More than 4,000 thousand workers in Perth 
defi ed weather and bosses’ threats to attend 
the ACTU Change the Rules National ral-
lies that kicked off in Perth on Thursday 
October 18. The rally took place at the 
historic Solidarity Park behind WA State 
Parliament. This place witnessed the defeat 
of the Third Wave of industrial reforms 
introduced by the Liberal state government 
in 1997 so was a fi tting place to kick off the 
start of the national rallies.

Before the Change the Rules rally com-
menced the state secretary of the CFMEU, 
Mick Buchan asked for a minute’s silence for 
the most recent workplace death on a build-
ing site in Mosman Park. A young trainee 
worker was trapped in a three-metre trench and 
drowned. It was the third workplace fatality in 
a week and Mick Buchan renewed calls for the 
introduction of industrial manslaughter laws.

MC for the rally, state vice-president of 
the Electrical Trades Union, Terry Hayes, 
introduced the main speaker, ACTU secretary 
Sally McManus, who said, “We are rallying 
because we will not accept inequality through 
record low wage increases while businesses 
have record profi ts and award their CEOs with 
record salaries.”

McManus said the new Prime Minister 
Scott Morrison has shown he has no concern 
about the use of labour hire going through the 
roof, insecure work affecting more than 40 per-
cent of workers and he just does not care about 
the plight of ordinary workers

The federal Industrial Relations’ Minister, 
Kelly O’Dwyer, attempted to stop workers 
having the rally. “They can try to dock our pay 
and jail our offi cials but they will not stop us 
from our historical mission which is to defend 
our wages, rights and conditions.”

“We do not want to be in the position 
where in the future we have to ask, ‘What did 
we do for our children as we watched our con-
ditions sail down the river?’.” Pointing to the 
imminent federal election McManus said: “We 
need to defeat the Liberals and their Muppet 
show when the time comes.”

Alan Hicks, national secretary of the ETU 
said building companies had tried to stop work-
ers attending the rally. Hicks spoke passion-
ately about his members who were picketing 
UGL/ESSO after the corporation had sacked 
their entire workforce and then offered them 
their jobs back at 30 percent less wages by 
removing them from their enterprise bargain-
ing agreement, which had been in place for 
more than 20 years, reverting to the award.

UGL/ESSO is part of Exxon/Mobil, the 
second largest corporation in the world. They 
engage in these tactics in a context where in 
Australia one percent of people own more than 

70 percent of the wealth and inequality is at 
a 75-year high. Hicks also accused the gov-
ernment of undermining workers and wages 
by signing off on the Trans Pacifi c Partnership 
Agreement, which will water down local 
market testing and skills recognition for 
migrants coming to look for work in Australia.

Chris Cain, the state secretary of the 
Maritime Union of Australia, told the rally that 
his members attended by closing the docks at 
the port of Fremantle. He called for an end 
to workforce casualisation and privatisation, 
which is creating insecure work and the sale  
of public assets for private gain. Cain backed 
Buchan’s call for strong industrial manslaugh-
ter laws and engaged the rally in loud chants 
of, “Kill a worker, go to jail!”

Steve McCartney, state secretary of the 
Australian Manufacturing Workers Union 
(AMWU) spoke of the struggles of his mem-
bers at workplaces around Australia where the 
bosses use the tactic of increasing their prof-
its by taking their workers off their EBAs and 

reverting to the award. Workers will take the 
fi ght up to the bosses; they will not give up 
their hard-fought wages, conditions and rights. 
Members in Collie, WA, stood together for one 
and half years outside the gates of Griffi n Coal.

Tim Dawson, state secretary of the Trans-
port Workers Union, said TWU members are 
currently in dispute with Transdev who provide 
public transport services for the state govern-
ment. Dawson said his members had been in 
dispute for over eight months and were yet to 
have a decent offer put on the negotiating table.

The union was also concerned about the 
increased rate of casual contracts being offered 
to drivers, going from 20 percent to 60 percent 
casual. He said most of his members had never 
taken industrial action before but have been 
solid in their resolve to face up to the dirty tac-
tics used by Transdev. This included standing 
them down for 48 hours when drivers as part 
of their industrial action, turned off their ticket 
machines for 24 hours. Union strategy however 
has seen an increase in public support.

The Australian Workers’ Union’s Mike 
Zoetbrood, spoke of the over 1,500 workers 
coming off a dispute at fi ve Alcoa sites in WA. 
They were on strike for over 52 days.

Unions WA secretary Meredith Hammat 
said that workers, their families and communi-
ties were often doing it tough in their struggle 
to resist the unfair laws that lowered wages, 
reduced conditions and increased inequality. 
The employers increasingly use “big sticks to 
force their workers into submission.” Hammat 
said the issues which the Change the Rules 
campaign seeks to address are widely and 
deeply felt and that the Perth rally was the start 
of nation-wide actions that will conclude on 
November 20 in Queensland.

The Communist Party of Australia calls for 
a change in the system, not just the rules. The 
CPA supports the ACTU campaign to Change 
the Rules and calls on all workers to join 
their unions and support the ACTU national 
rallies. 
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Against a background of surveillance capitalism, (including 
the Facebook Data Sharing controversy), Australians are about to 
have their confi dential medical data uploaded to an outmoded and 
insecure central database. The CPA condemns the federal govern-
ment’s decision to replace the original elective “opt in” My Health 
Record (MyHR) for those with severe or chronic complex illness, 
with a compulsory MyHR which will start collecting all Australians’ 
private medical information – unless they opt out by November 15.

In a statement, CPA General Secretary, Bob Briton, warned: 
“This is a calculated and cynical strategy that will have serious 
consequences for the privacy of individual’s medical data and quite 
possibly negative implications for their medical treatment.

“This has now changed from a useful tool for those with compli-
cated illness and their doctors to a cynical exercise by government 
and the big corporations and spy agencies, to collect mass personal 
data from the Australian community and using your doctor to 
get it”.

Over the last few weeks it has been revealed to the Senate 
Inquiry into MyHR that over 40 percent of Australians will be 
unknowingly “opted in” to an electronic database with doubtful 
medical reliability and massive privacy implications. A huge number 
of Australians are unaware that to avoid having their medical data 
shared online with over 900,000 “health” professionals they must 
actively “opt out” of MyHR within the next few weeks.

Many Australians and their doctors have been misled into be-
lieving that there will be secure control of the electronic medical 
records. This belief has been clearly debunked by IT experts in 
their submissions to the MyHR Senate Inquiry. Expert evidence to 
the Inquiry has been irrefutable in describing the existing security 
levels and patient controls as “shocking”.

This position is supported by expert submissions to the Senate 
Inquiry that have argued the data collected by MyHR will inevi-
tably end up in the hands of the big corporations, private health 
insurance companies, government including law-enforcement and 
spy agencies, and even Centrelink and employers. This will have 
disastrous implications for patient confi dentiality and for the doctor-
patient relationship.

It is totally unacceptable to proceed with the compulsory form 
of MyHR given the signifi cant security concerns which advantage 
the agenda of big business, and, as one witness to the Senate Inquiry 
pointed out, that the medical data will be useless at best, and at 
worse, dangerous for most Australians.

Widespread and mounting pressure across the community, in-
cluding from health professionals, is demanding that the compulsory 
MyHR process be scrapped immediately. “Opt-out is simply a way 
of pushing unpopular or unpalatable anti-people measures on the 
community”, said Briton.

The CPA says the government must immediately withdraw opt-
out/compulsory MyHR.

We call on trade unions and community organisations to cam-
paign against this anti-people initiative and work to overturn MyHR 
as a compulsory system in the interest of all Australians.

Having regard to the serious criticisms and questions about 
who will really benefi t from MyHR, and the dangers to ordinary 
people, the CPA calls for:
• A full and transparent investigation into the role played by 

Big Corporations, law enforcement and spy agencies including 
Big Pharma and the private health industry in the sudden 
about-turn from a simple electronic record system for chronic 
complex illness to a mass data collection exercise.

• The identifi cation and exposure of the corporations that stand 
to benefi t from the present MyHR model.

• Details of what has been spent so far to develop and push 
through a fl awed MyHR which will predominantly serve an 
anti-people agenda.

• An immediate stop to the practice of paying Doctors to upload 
their patients’ confi dential records and fi nancially penalising 
doctors who refuse to participate.

“The developments in MyHR expose the priorities of the gov-
ernment of the ruling class, which push the interests of the Big 
Corporations at every opportunity,” said Bob Briton. “What was 
initially a medically justifi able initiative to benefi t sick Australians, 
has been shamelessly turned into a grab for people’s private data 
on a mass scale”.
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Oppose anti-people 
My Health Record

Oppose destructive 
trade deal
Maritime Union National Council resolution on TPP-II
The MUA National Council opposes the Liberal/
National Parties and ALP Opposition’s support for 
the Trans Pacifi c Partnership (TPP-II) and calls on 
all MUA members, the broader labour movement 
and the community to oppose the adoption of the 
trade deal. The MUA sees the TPP-II as being a 
vehicle for the destruction of Australian coastal ship-
ping and jobs. We are extremely concerned about the 
potential capacity of foreign shipping multi-nation-
als to sue any government willing to make changes 
to protect Australian national seafarers.

The TPP is a tool of multi-national capital. 
Corporations are seeking unfettered access to Australian 
government contracts and are rallying against protec-
tions for workers that will destroy Australian jobs.

Free trade deals such as the TPP-II are the result 
of the globalisation of production and refl ect the desire 
of huge corporate powers to spread their infl uence and 
profi t-making excesses across the planet into new mar-
kets at the expense of the local working people and 
businesses.

Basic needs of the people are being challenged as 
corporate manipulation of trade will see changes to 
patenting laws that will jeopardise the ability of com-
panies to produce cheaper generic medicines. The big 
drug companies will have the ability to alter patent laws 
and processes, increasing their monopoly control over 
health care essentials for the community.

There are massive threats to worker’s rights with 
scope for company projects to import cheaper and 

highly exploited labour, with no labour market test-
ing, undermining hard-fought-for wages and conditions 
of Australian workers. This just creates a race to the 
bottom for working people and community standards.

These trade deals are negotiated in secret and at the 
table you will fi nd government ministers and the leaders 
of the corporate world.

These same corporations will now have the ability 
to sue a state or federal government for adopting legal 
and democratically formulated policies in Australian 
parliaments. This is a blatant sell out to corporate inter-
ests over Australian sovereignty.

TPP-II is bad because:
• Democracy: allows global corporations to sue 

governments over health, environment and public 
interest laws

• Essential services: locks in deregulation, promotes 
privatisation and prevents future governments from 
regulating in the public interest

• Workers: contains no real protection for labour 
rights or migrant workers and removes labour market 
testing for vulnerable temporary migrant workers

• The environment: lacks enforceable commitments 
to key international agreements, does not mention 
climate change and allows corporations to sue over 
new environmental laws.

The MUA National Council, the supreme govern-
ing body of the union, urges the federal parliamentary 
Labor caucus to withdraw support for the TPP-II.
Endorsed Unanimously MUA National Council 

PRESS FUND
TV is sometimes interesting because of what it doesn’t actually 
show you, rather than what it does. In the original screening of one 
episode of a TV courtroom drama series, a professor of biology 
testified that some scientists want mobile phone health warnings 
to be changed so they say the use of mobile phones is “probably” 
linked to cancer, rather than “possibly”. But in re-runs of the series 
shown recently that segment of the story has been entirely deleted. 
Now why was that done? Perhaps the mobile phone corporations 
just needed a little help. But right now we need your help by way of 
Press Fund contributions, so please send us something for the next 
edition if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s contributors, 
as follows:
Digireb $25, Dr G Dittura $15, SK $50, “Round Figure” $15, 
“Rough Red” $5
This week’s total: $110 Progressive total: $6,945

Politics in the Pub Perth discusses Education

What is the current situation?
We must fi ght for universal free access to education at all levels.

Guest speakers:
Louise Pratt

Shadow Assistant Minister for Universities, Shadow Assistant Minister for Equality and a Senator for Western Australia

Tony Mullen
Former General Secretary of the SSTUWA

Aaron Beardsell
Communist Party of Australia (WA) Youth Leader

Chaired by the CPA 

6-8 pm Thursday November 1
43 Below Bar and Restaurant

43 Barrack Street Cnr Hay St Mall – Perth CBD

www.cpa.org.au/x/pitp-perth
Food and drinks available from the bar

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

Find out more about the

Communist Party of Australia

www.cpa.org.au
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Russell Robertson*

As the mining union prepares to 
ramp-up its campaign for a “just 
transition” for workers whose 
future is disrupted by climate 
change, its leader has warned the 
Labor Party that to take power 
at the next election, it must win 
the Central Queensland seats that 
contain thousands of coal mining 
and power workers.

CFMMEU Mining and Energy 
Division general president Tony 
Maher told a just transition round-
table last week that “the key lesson 
that must be learnt from the chaos 
of the UK [Brexit] and the USA 
[Trump] – and elsewhere – is that 
economic development that leaves 
people behind produces a backlash 
that can topple governments”.

And the message on that front 
for federal Labor, he said, is that 
“there is no path to government in 
Canberra that does not pass through 
Central Queensland”, while noting 
that in general that “most of the 
power stations and mines are in 
the [federal and state] seats ... 

that help to determine who forms 
government”.

He said that on just transition, 
the federal Labor Party “is actu-
ally listening to us for a change and 
making noises sympathetic to our 
agenda”, while indicating he would 
wait to see if it resulted in policy 
change.

However, those pushing for just 
transition, face a “deeper problem”, 
he told the just transition roundta-
ble convened by the New Zealand 
Council of Trade Unions (NZCTU).

Maher fl agged that over the next 
few weeks the union will be releas-
ing research it has commissioned on 
just transition.

“We’ve looked across the world 
for the best and worst examples of 
how to restructure as if people mat-
tered”, he said.

The worst examples include the 
Appalachian region of the United 
States, where coal companies and the 
politicians in their pocket have dou-
bled down on a coal future – an over-
reliance which has already resulted 
in recession or near-recession for 
two decades

He said the Ruhr Valley in 
Germany provided a much better 
example, “where jobs in coal mining 
were phased out from 90,000 jobs to 
almost nothing today, with no worker 
being forcibly retrenched”.

In Australia, he said the closure 
program for the Hazelwood brown 
coal power station “shows the limits” 
of voluntary programs, at least in 
Australia where few fi rms voluntar-
ily participate in social dialogue and 
have little commitment to the com-
munities that host them.

He said that Hazelwood owner 
Engie failed to plan for the power 
station’s closure and planned to 
throw the 750 workers “on the scrap 
heap and nothing could be done 
about it”.

“But that’s crap, he said, “gov-
ernments intervene in markets all of 
the time”.

Maher said the belief that noth-
ing could be done to ameliorate the 
effects of the Hazelwood closure was 
one of the faults “commonly identi-
fi ed within structural adjustment pro-
grams in Australia and elsewhere”.

The other was that it was 

announced “on the run and after 
the fact of the closure announce-
ment”, while it was also designed to 
address electoral concerns as much 
as to create a long-term alternative 
future.

“We have known for most of a 
decade now that the existing coal-
fi red power stations will close and 
will not be replaced because of 
carbon constraints.

“Whether they are publicly 
owned or privately owned, the signs 
have gone up that these power sta-
tions will close.

Maher said that when Australia 
created its then 20 percent renew-
able energy target, unions failed to 
make it “conditional on ... an indus-
try policy”.

“So we’ve created jobs, but 
they’re largely overseas jobs, 
because the great bulk of jobs in 
renewables are in manufacturing.

“So if you’re importing every-
thing, all you’ve got is the assembly 
jobs.”

Meanwhile, NZ has recently 
established a Just Transition Unit 
within its Ministry of Business, 

Innovation and Employment 
(MBIE).

Its general manager, Gus 
Charteris, told the conference that 
the “relatively new entity” had been 
set up after Prime Minister Jacinda 
Ardern asked MBIE “to bring a just 
transition approach to its climate 
change work”.

He said one of two tasks she 
had set the ministry was to “start a 
national conversation on what a just 
transition could look like”.

The government, he said, would 
be holding a summit “to kickstart 
that conversation” on May 9 and 
10 next year in the north island’s 
Taranaki region (midway between 
Wellington and Auckland), which is 
the hub for the nation’s oil and gas 
industry.

The NZ CTU released a 10-point 
plan for a just transition at the 
roundtable.

It includes a “social guarantee” 
of “good jobs” and “making decent 
work a condition of new infrastruc-
ture funding and development”.
* Russell Robertson is the union’s 
lodge president at the mine. 

Australia

From the Archives The Socialist, January 1980

Push for “just transition”
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John Pardy

This article is Part One of a two-
part series, and considers the 
institutional beginnings of TAFE 
and highlights how TAFE came 
about and concludes by focusing 
on TAFEs’ distinctive role. Part 
Two, Unmaking TAFE, will focus 
on the policy trajectory that cre-
ated a national training frame-
work, a “training market” and 
then the introduction of VET FEE 
HELP and look at how these poli-
cies brought TAFE to near ruin.

Technical and Further Education 
(TAFE) has been the key govern-
ment-owned provider of post-school 
technical and vocational education 
and training since the 1970s. It is at 
the policy and institutional level that 
the contemporary challenges faced 
by TAFE in its mission to provide 
technical vocational and further edu-
cation becomes starkly apparent.

TAFE as an important Australian 
education institution has positively 
shaped and changed individual 
lives. TAFE has been instrumentally 
important for developing Australia’s 
workforce and in supporting commu-
nities to adjust with changing social 
and economic circumstances.

TAFE is a relatively young insti-
tution that began to garner serious 
consideration as a specifi c organi-
sation engaged in the provision of 
wide ranging technical and voca-
tional education. TAFE as a key 
aspect of education in Australia is 
made up of a network of organisa-
tions, institutions and campuses with 
multiple offerings that are dispersed 
geographically and spread across all 
parts of Australia.

It was the Whitlam government 
of 1972-1975 that in the year 1973 
breathed life into the acronym TAFE. 
The options and activities carried out 
in technical schools, technical col-
leges and the further education and 
those offered in adult and commu-
nity settings were reoriented through 
the strategic formation of a new type 
of education institution, TAFE.

A significant aspect of the 
Australian Committee of Technical 
and Further Education (ACOTAFE) 
was liaison with and responsiveness 

to the educations needs of Australian 
states. This was the time of the 
creation of the Australian Schools 
Commission (ASC), that progressed 
needs-based funding. It was also the 
era of the Australian Universities 
Commission (AUC) that initiated 
increasing access and widening par-
ticipation in university education. 
National policy coordination with 
regard to all education was a sig-
nifi cant policy achievement of the 
Whitlam government and has had 
lasting institutional effects.

Data gathering and the estab-
lishment of processes to build 
intelligence about the patterns of 
participation in technical education, 
further and adult education were the 
main policy drivers and basis for 
institutional goals in the creation 
of a distinctive TAFE sector. This 
resulted in state TAFE authorities 

making submissions about the objec-
tives and patterns of participation 
in TAFE along with expenditure 
requirements. Very early on in the 
national coordination of TAFE 
policy orientations to include com-
munity input were highlighted as 
being just as vital as industry input.

In ACOTAFE’s landmark 
“Kangan report”, TAFE in Australia 
(1974), the following defi nition of 
TAFE was developed;

TAFE should be regarded as 
describing all organised and sus-
tained programs designed to com-
municate vocationally oriented 
knowledge and to develop indi-
vidual’s understanding and skills. 
It should include all programs of 
education with a vocational pur-
pose other than those financially 
supported by other Commissions, 
whether the individual is using the 
program with employment as a pri-
mary aim or with the aim of gaining 
additional specialised knowledge 
or skills for personal enrichment. It 
includes what is usually known as 
adult education. (ACOTAFE, 1974, 
xxiii)

This defi nition was reactive in 
that it sought to defi ne an educa-
tional purpose and activity for TAFE 
that was distinctive from those that 
were covered by the AUC and the 
Schools Commissions. ACOTAFE 
would recommend in its fi rst report 
the establishment of the Technical 
and Further Education Commission 
(TAFEC). The establishment of the 
TAFEC conferred upon TAFE com-
parable legal status that was afforded 
to Universities and the Colleges of 
Advanced Education (CAE), through 
the AUC and that of schools through 
the Schools Commission.

By 1977 TAFE, during the Fraser 
government would come under the 
control of the Tertiary Education 
Commission (TEC). The TEC was 
in existence until 1984. The TEC 
included three constitutive coun-
cils, one for Universities, another 
for Colleges of Advanced Education 
and the TAFE council. The TEC, 
through the TAFE council estab-
lished the processes for submissions 
from the states and territories for the 
allocation of grants. With ACOTAFE 
having set the agenda from its fi rst 
report in 1974, with the next 15 years 

resulting in the rapid growth and 
expansion of the Australian TAFE 
systems.

The creation of TAFE meant that 
technical education would become 
exclusively identifi ed with tertiary 
education. This is historically con-
trasted with a broader technical edu-
cation that had existed in secondary 
technical schools where students 
were prepared directly for work, and 
higher technical education offered by 
Technical Colleges and Institutes of 
Technology.

The blending of skills develop-
ment in the pattern of technical and 
vocational education, together the 
ideas of lifelong education laid the 
basis of who would constitute the 
students in TAFE. In addition to 
skills and trade training, adult edu-
cation that sought to include those 
who had experienced exclusion 
from schooling and tertiary edu-
cation, such as women, migrants, 
Indigenous people, young people, 
and people with disabilities made 
TAFE an important education insti-
tution with regard to social cohesion 
and a skilled workforce.

Betwixt and 
between schools and 
universities

TAFE emerged from a dedi-
cated policy agenda that sought to 
create a more national footing for 
technical education. TAFE today 
has been bedevilled by an impov-
erished policy imaginary that has 
over-emphasised the economics of 
education as a result of discounting 
of what TAFE involves and who it 
includes.

Securing the future of TAFE 
institutions is dependent upon a 
cohesive policy approach that is 
refl ective of a well understood appre-
ciation of the breadth, diversity and 
value of the education options made 
possible through TAFE. For TAFE to 
continue to offer education, locally, 
nationally and internationally, qual-
ity education experiences depend 
upon secure institutions.

From the late 1980s the number 
of universities in Australia dou-
bled. Through the restructuring of 
Institutes of Technology, Colleges of 
Advanced Education and Teachers 

Colleges new universities were made 
through the Dawkins reform. In that 
same historical periods school par-
ticipation to the end of secondary 
school consistently increased. These 
changes, including the growth of 
TAFE signalled a changing educa-
tion landscape for Australia.

This landscape was characterised 
by changing social expectations of 
schooling and education. Education 
became the norm so much so that 
families increasingly expected their 
children to complete school and 
attend university or get a qualifi ca-
tion that will hold them in good stead 
in a changing labour market.

TAFE, as a result of its solid 
institutional foundations from the 
1970s, was able to “hold its own” 
along with increasing school reten-
tion and expanding university par-
ticipation. Yet the certainties that 
emerged from the cohesive national 
policy progressed by the Kangan 
report had started to be disrupted. 
In spite of this, TAFE continues to 
provide a place-based education 
responsive to community needs and 
changing industrial circumstances.

It has always been involved the 
provision of pre-tertiary along with 
tertiary education offerings. What 
TAFE does differently from univer-
sities and schools is applied learn-
ing and practical education in ways 
that are distinctive and grounded in 
networks of local employers, and 
communities.

Global rankings somewhat infl u-
ence the work of universities as do 
comparative national educational 
achievement scores do for schools. 
TAFE institutionally has contin-
ued to occupy that middle level 
organisational space of attending 
to local, community and industry 
and employment needs in ways that 
universities and school do not and 
cannot. TAFE today is surviving in a 
policy context that has become much 
more complicated and contested in 
contrast to 1970s Australia.
Part Two (unmaking TAFE) will 
examine that complicated and 
contested space that has made the 
work of TAFE that much harder.
Australian Education Union 

Australia

Making TAFE

Bendigo, Victoria TAFE.
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Director Damien Chazelle has had a mete-
oric rise in the Hollywood fi rmament. 
His 2014 hit Whiplash had a $3.3 million 
production budget and earned more than 
$13 million at the box offi ce, while 2016’s 
La La Land cost $30 million. Presumably 
because that musical scored fi ve times its 
costs, Chazelle’s latest movie, First Man, 
almost doubled La La Land’s budget. I 
usually don’t dwell on fi lm fi nances and 
focus instead on cinematic aesthetics, social 
commentary, fi lm history and the like, but 
in the case of First Man the movie’s money 
matters have impacted upon its style, and 
in a mostly negative way.

The fi lm’s title character is Neil Armstrong 
(Ryan Gosling), the fi rst man to step foot on 
the moon. Like Miles Teller’s wannabe drum-
mer in Whiplash and Emma Stone’s aspiring 
actress and Gosling’s striving jazz pianist in 
La La Land, First Man’s protagonist is – in this 
case, literally – reaching for the stars, against 
impossible odds.

In addition to being a biopic about this 
astronaut, First Man is also about the space 
race that pitted Washington against Moscow in 
the competition to scientifi cally dominate outer 
space – and in doing so, to have ideological 
hegemony down here on Planet Earth during 
the Cold War. 

Although this is not what First Man con-
centrates on, to its credit the movie depicts the 
US-Soviet rivalry, as well as the New Left’s 
opposition to the expensive space program, 
contending that money spent on the space race 
could be better spent on social problems at 
home, such as reducing poverty. 

(The movie doesn’t go into the whole 
“Space Force” issue of militarising the heav-
ens, although the aeronautics industry is part 
and parcel of the military industrial complex.)

However, just as the Great Society’s pro-
grams suffered from spending taxpayer dollars 
on war as well as on the expensive space pro-
gram, costs limit the scope of First Man. 

One would imagine that the space race 
and the fi rst manned moon mission would be 
a colossal cinematic extravaganza laden with 
special FX and the like, and would cost in 
excess of $100 million. But budgeted at a rela-
tively modest (by Tinseltown standards) $59 
million, First Man is more of mid-level movie 
than a top-tier production.

And the fi lm suffers because of it. Much of 
First Man’s camera work consists of close-ups, 
when the subject matter requires many grandi-
ose long shots on an epic scale. The fi rst lunar 
mission should look something like Lawrence 
of Arabia set in outer space. Instead, much 
of the cinematography looks as if Chazelle 
is standing too close to you, invading your 
personal space, instead of illuminating outer 
space. It is too often tight when it needs to be 
titanic.

To be fair, Chazelle is in part trying to 
make a personal movie about Armstrong 
and his family, which includes his wife Janet 
(Claire Foy) and their children. 

Armstrong’s tragic loss is an important part 
of the movie and helps to explain why he is 
so taciturn and reticent: At a press conference 
the only term he can utter to express how he 
felt upon learning that he was chosen to head 
the fi rst manned lunar landing is that he is 
“pleased.”

He comes across as an emotionally stunted, 
driven man unable to tell his little boys he 
loves them before he blasts off into the wild 
blue yonder and beyond, and may never 
return to them. It doesn’t help that as an actor, 
Gosling has a limited range. Brando he’s not.

When the big screen opens up, parts of the 
movie are briefl y spectacular. But the close-ups 
are often fi ller, repetitive and rather irritating in 
the huge IMAX format and I strongly suspect 
were shot in lieu of having the type of budget 

necessary for a movie about a mission of this 
cosmic calibre. 

It is as daft as Quentin Tarantino’s idioti-
cally deploying the panoramic 70 mm wide-
screen format to show characters mostly in 
confi ned spaces – a stagecoach and cabin. 

Chazelle’s attempt to cinematically bal-
ance an indie-like character study with cin-
ematic spectacle fails to launch. Thus much 
of First Man is ineptly directed and, like Ava 
Duvernay, who jumped from 2012’s indie 
Middle of Nowhere to 2014’s Selma, about the 
epic battle for civil rights, Chazelle is way over 
his head here.

First Man has drawn the ire of right wing 
snowfl akes, throwing temper tantrums over 
the fact that, like much of the moonwalk stuff, 
Armstrong is not shown planting the Stars and 
Stripes on the lunar surface. Never mind that 
Old Glory is glimpsed in some of the movie’s 
rare long shots: These cry-babies are the worst 
politically correct fanatics in America, just as 
white nationalists are the worst examples of 
identity politics in the USA. 

They get their undies into a twist over 
any perceived slights to their sacred cows – 
their make-believe wrathful God, police and 
vigilante murderers of unarmed non-whites, 
Pentagon war criminals, sexual assaulters and, 
above all, symbols like the fl ag. 

These reactionaries may love America, but 
they despise Americans, and like those neo-
Nazis in Charlottesville, wish the Union had 
lost the Civil War and the US had lost World 
War II to their fascist soul mates.

Along with winning WW2, the space pro-
gram was the only good thing Washington was 
able to accomplish on the international stage 
since the despicable nuking of Hiroshima 
(another hallowed totem of mindless conserv-
atives we’re not supposed to, you know, like 
use our Constitutional right of free speech to 
criticise).

The space race defi nitely had, as First Man
reminds us, a propagandistic purpose, as the 
Russkies had beat us in space: From Sputnik
to Laika, the fi rst dog in orbit aboard 1957’s 
“Muttnik” to cosmonaut Yuri Gagarin, the 
fi rst man in outer space in 1961, before John 
Glenn circled the Earth three times in 1962. 

Shortly after the truly miraculous Apollo 11 
mission served its ideological agitprop purpose 
by beating the Soviets to the moon, proving 
once again the sheer lunacy of the capitalist 
class and its governmental minions who only 
pursue what they perceive to be in their imme-
diate short-term self-interest, the manned lunar 
missions were abandoned.

Josh Singer, whose screen credits include 
the Pentagon Papers pic The Post (that com-
pletely downplayed Daniel Ellsberg’s role 
in exposing Washington’s Big Lies about 
Vietnam), Spotlight (about the Boston 
Globe’s exposé of clergy child abuse) and the 
WikiLeaks drama The Fifth Estate, adapted 
James R Hansen’s 2005 book First Man: The 
Life of Neil A Armstrong for this movie mis-
fi re. Corey Stoll’s depiction of Buzz Aldrin 
provides some comic relief and rehabilitated 
my opinion of the second man to walk on the 
moon. 

Around 2000 I had an unfortunate per-
sonal encounter with a loutish Aldrin who 
was – well, buzzed – and Stoll’s portrayal of 
him, in contrast to the emotionally constipated 
Armstrong, made me rethink the astronaut who 
is, after all, only human, with our fl aws and 
triumphs.

But this droll performance isn’t enough to 
balance Chazelle’s aborted movie moon mis-
sion, which reads as if Stanley Kubrick had 
shot the optically opulent 1968 sci fi  classic 
2001: A Space Odyssey consisting mainly of 
close-ups of Keir Dullea, Gary Lockwood and 
HAL the computer. In comparison to Kubrick’s 
sumptuous cinematography, Chazelle’s 
movie just looks cheap, even though Steven 
Spielberg, who is richer than God, exec pro-
duced this Dreamworks co-production.

By the way, the image of a helmeted 
Gosling being used to advertise First Man
walks that fi ne line between being a homage to 
or a rip-off of the far superior 2001. To para-
phrase Jesus in Matthew 20:16, “the First Man 
shall be last.” First Man is the wrong stuff and 
Chazelle should stick to making low budget 
indies, his real fi lmic forte. But then, maybe he 
has gone La La Land.
People’s World 

Australia

Film Review by Ed Rampell

First Man

Ryan Gosling as Neil Armstrong – Much of First Man’s camera work consists of close-ups, when the subject matter requires many grandiose long shots 

on an epic scale.

The director’s attempt to cinematically balance an indie-like character study with cinematic 

spectacle fails to launch.
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Cuba’s struggle for freedom
Ollie Hopkins

On October 10, 1868, Carlos Manuel de 
Céspedes, an educated, wealthy lawyer, 
sugar mill and slave owner, called for an 
uprising against Spanish colonial rule, the 
“Grito de Yara” (“Cry of Yara”), otherwise 
known as the “declaration of rebellion.”

The date continues to define Cuba’s 
national identity and is seen as the start of the 
Cuban people’s struggle for independence; the 
late Fidel Castro called the date the “beginning 
of the revolution.” October 10 – Independence 
Day – is an annual public holiday. Céspedes is 
renowned as “Father of the Homeland”, and 
Cuba’s national anthem, La Bayamesa, was 
also written in the same period, a century and 
a half ago.

Céspedes released the slaves owned by his 
family following the Grito de Yara and called 
for the abolition of slavery, reportedly urging 
the crowd of 500 people at his La Demajagua 
sugar mill to rise up against Spanish rulers, 
who had colonised the island since the begin-
ning of the 16th century.

“Citizens, that sun you see rising above 
Pico Turquino comes to illuminate the fi rst 
day of Cuba’s freedom and independence,” 
Céspedes is said to have told the crowd.

The Ten Years’ War, Cuba’s fi rst war of 
independence, followed the declaration.

In the eastern town of Bayamo, following 
a rebel victory against the Spanish in the Battle 
of Bayamo, Céspedes became the fi rst “presi-
dent of the Republic in Arms” in 1869.

Slavery and the 
independence struggle

In addition to independence, the abolition 
of slavery was a key issue in the war.

In 1868, Cuba was producing 40 percent of 
the world’s sugar, and slave labor was creating 
signifi cant riches for white landowners.

Although slavery was offi cially illegal in 
the US by this time, US-fl agged vessels played 
a crucial role in the illegal slave trade to Cuba 
and Brazil. US cities, including Boston and 
Baltimore, were built on the huge profi ts made 
by US slave traders who were reportedly still 
bringing slave ships into Cuba until 1876 – 
eight years into the Ten Years’ War.

A wave of slave liberations followed the 
October 10 declaration and large numbers of 
black Cubans actively fought for their own 
freedom and for an end to slavery as well as 
for independence.

The “mambises” rebel army was comprised 
of thousands of black Cubans, in addition to 
Cubans of Spanish and Chinese descent, along-
side a small number of white landowners who 
had also freed their slaves.

While Céspedes is called the “Father of 
the Homeland,” Mariana Grajales is renowned 

as the “Mother of the Homeland.” The Afro-
Cuban Grajales family serve as an iconic 
symbol of Cuban independence and Afro-
Cuban resistance to colonial oppression.

Mariana Grajales operated a rebel moun-
tain settlement and field hospital and was 
renowned for entering battlefi elds to rescue 
and treat wounded soldiers. Her son, Antonio 
Maceo Grajales, is arguably a more revered 
hero than Céspedes in Cuba. Maceo was sec-
ond-in-command of the independence army 
and was said to be heroic on the battlefi eld, a 
master of military strategy, and was known as 
“the bronze titan” by his comrades.

They faced the huge force of the Spanish 
army, with an estimated 250,000 heavily armed 
Spanish soldiers sent to quash the rebellion, 
which numbered closer to 12,000 mambises. 
The Spanish were supported by many recent 
white Spanish settlers on the island, who 
were determined to maintain slavery and were 
given free rein to respond with brutality to the 
uprising.

In addition to being greatly outnumbered, 
the mambises also faced challenges from divi-
sions on their own side.

As more regions joined the independ-
ence struggle, disagreements emerged on 
the battlefi eld and different visions of inde-
pendence emerged. Some factions wished to 
annex Cuba to the US, while others, includ-
ing Maceo, wanted true independence from 
foreign powers and were aware of the threat 
posed by US interests in maintaining slavery 
on the island.

Céspedes was ousted as president of the 
Republic of Arms by other independence fi g-
ures in 1873 and was killed by Spanish forces 
the following year. Over 20 members of his 
family are said to have died for Cuba’s inde-
pendence, including the infamous case of one 
of his sons, Oscar.

Oscar was captured and held hostage by 
the Spanish in an attempt to blackmail his 
father into renouncing the call for independ-
ence. It is said that Carlos Manuel de Céspedes 
wrote in a defi ant letter of response: “Oscar 
is not my only son, I am the father of all the 
Cubans who have died for Cuba.” Oscar was 
executed on June 3, 1870.

The Ten Years’ War ended with neither side 
“winning.” The Pact of Zanjon brought a truce 
to the war in 1878 but didn’t achieve independ-
ence or the full abolition of slavery.

For Antonio Maceo, the Pact of Zanjon 
was a betrayal of the aims of the independ-
ence insurrection – it did not bring the end of 
slavery in Cuba nor independence – it only 
included an amnesty and freedom for the black 
soldiers who had fought in the war.

Maceo responded by calling a conference 
now known as the Baragua Protest, but the 
rebellion was not large enough to continue the 
armed struggle.

Why did 
the independence war fail?

José Martí, who was a teenager during 
the Ten Years’ War, said the war was lost “not 
because the enemy wrenched the sword from 
our hand, but because we let it drop.”

Following the splits that emerged in the 
Ten Years’ War, unity became a key aim for 
Martí. The focus on unity against foreign inter-
vention in Cuba remains today.

Martí is largely credited with helping bring 
unity among Cubans in their independence 
struggle. Just seven years after the end of the 
fi rst war, in 1895, the next war of independence 
began, and Martí was killed.

This war proved to be successful in defeat-
ing the Spanish, but the Cubans ended with 
another imperial power effectively in control 
of their affairs – the United States, after its late 
intervention.

On May 20, 1902, following the US inter-
vention in the war against the Spanish, a faux-
independence agreement was signed with the 
US.

The agreement allowed the US the right 
to intervene in Cuban affairs through the infa-
mous Platt Amendment and gave the US an 
indefi nite lease of Cuba’s Guantánamo Bay. 
May 20 is still annually commemorated as 
Cuban “independence day” by the US presi-
dent and the hard-line anti-Cuba Florida pol-
iticians a celebration of a date when the US 
retained control of Cuba.

The legacy of October 10
One hundred and fifty years ago, 

Céspedes’s declaration started the highly 
improbable task of defeating a global super-
power with hundreds of thousands of well-
armed soldiers.

But it was the courage of the original 
independence movement that helped inspire 
the successful Cuban Revolution in 1959. 
Céspedes’s movement confi rmed the “axio-
matic truth,” Fidel Castro said, “if to fi ght we 
fi rst have to await ideal conditions, all the nec-
essary weapons and supplies, then the struggle 
would never have started.”

And the leading role played by black 

Antonio Maceo Grajales.

Sick chickens on your plate
Mark Gruenberg

WASHINGTON: Four years ago, at the 
behest of the nation’s big poultry proc-
essors, the Obama administration’s 
Agriculture Department planned to speed 
up poultry plant production lines, endan-
gering 250,000 workers and potentially 
putting sick chickens on consumers’ plates. 
It lost. Now the Trump government is 
trying again.

Protests, including an informational 
picket line in front of USDA headquarters in 
Washington, and a lawsuit by the Government 
Employees (AFGE), which represents poultry 
inspectors – whom that rule would also have 
replaced in many cases with plant supervisors 
– brought that speedup scheme to a screech-
ing halt.

But at least Obama put the idea out 
for consumers and workers to protest. On 
October 4, President Donald Trump’s USDA 
did virtually the same thing, the National 
Employment Law Project reports – but 
without telling anyone. Instead, it started 

exempting individual poultry plants from the 
rule, thorough USDA waivers.

NELP, whose attorneys defend the 
exploited poultry processing workers – many 
of them foreign-born, more than half of 
them women, and many of them minorities 
– noticed. So did the labour-backed National 
Consumers League. Its executive director, 
Sally Greenberg, states her organisation will 
do all it can to prevent sick chickens (and tur-
keys) from showing up on consumers’ plates.

“We opposed this four years ago, and 
we’ll do everything we can to oppose it 
again,” she says.

Poultry processing is one of the most haz-
ardous jobs in the US. Injuries are common. 
Workers suffer either repetitive-motion (ergo-
nomic) ills from having to perform the same 
job and use the same tired muscles over and 
over or, worse, they get a fi nger or a hand or a 
foot caught in a processing machine after slip-
ping on the bloody fl oors of processing plants. 
Amputations abound. Toxic chemicals do, too.

That doesn’t stop the poultry plants from 
trying to speed up the processing lines, which 

now go at least 40 birds a minute. The more 
bird carcasses go through every minute, the 
more the processors can ship out the door – 
and the more money plant bosses make, even 
when the plants are unionised. But most poul-
try-processing factories, quartered in the noto-
riously union-hating South, aren’t.

The result of the waivers, predicts 
Greenberg: Injured workers and chickens that 
go by so fast the inspectors can’t catch – and 
discard – all the diseased birds.

“The National Consumers League has 
always opposed speeding up the poultry fac-
tory lines,” Greenberg said in a telephone 
interview. “It puts the workers in danger and 
it’ll cause more worker injuries.

“And the faster the lines go, the more mis-
takes there are on the factory fl oor,” including 
more missed sick chickens, Greenberg points 
out. “There’s a direct link between line speeds 
and food-borne illness” caused by the pres-
ence of harmful bacteria on or in poultry car-
casses. “Safety for consumers” and workers 
“gets short shrift when those lines move more 
quickly.”

NELP Worker Safety and Health 
Director Debbie Berkowitz, a former 
senior Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration offi cial, blew the whistle on 
the Trump USDA scheme.

Trump’s USDA “declared it will start 
a new program to allow chicken plants to 
increase their line speeds, despite increas-
ing evidence this will endanger vulnerable 
workers, public health, and animal welfare,” 
Berkowitz said. She called USDA’s statement 
“stunning.”

“USDA already studied whether to 
increase poultry line speeds, and it adopted 
a rule in 2014, with enormous public input, 
that rejected any line speed increases in order 
to best protect public and worker health,” she 
explained, referring to the Obama USDA’s 
battle with AFGE, NCL and others over the 
prior line speed-up plan.

“Yet, with no additional evidence or data 
provided, the administration has now decided 
to bend all the rules to benefi t rich corpora-
tions at the expense of the well-being and 
safety of workers and consumers.” It’s doing 
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so by giving out the waivers from its rules, 
Berkowitz elaborated.

“Poultry workers suffer staggeringly high 
rates of work-related injury and illnesses 
– rates 60 percent higher than the average 
worker,” she noted. She told Congress four 
years ago the two biggest poultry process-
ing conglomerates, Tyson Foods and JBS, are 
fourth and seventh nationwide among all fac-
tories, enterprises and fi rms, in amputations 
and hospitalisations of workers for on-the-job 
injuries. The processors also are extremely 
profi table, controlling everything from the 
poultry farms on up.

“Overwhelming evidence supports the 
conclusion that allowing poultry process-
ing plants to operate with faster line speeds 
than allowable by law is inconsistent with 
the USDA’s waiver regulation, undermines 
the rule,” breaks the federal law that requires 
public notice and comment on such actions, 
“and most of all, endangers both workers and 
consumers,” Berkowitz said of the Trump 
administration’s waiver scheme.
People’s World 

Cubans, who eventually won their own free-
dom and the abolition of slavery, cannot be 
understated.

Like 1868, the conditions were certainly 
not ideal on July 26, 1953, for Castro and his 
fellow revolutionaries when they launched an 
attack on the Moncada Barracks.

The Moncada attack and the Grito de Yara 
both were failures in their military aims but 
led to a movement that fi nally triumphed on 
January 1, 1959.

Speaking at the United Nations General 
Assembly last month, Cuba’s new President 
Miguel Diaz-Canel also tied in the events of 
October 10, 1868 and the 1959 Revolution as 
two events of the same struggle: “The country 
will not go back to the opprobrious past that 
it shook off with the greatest sacrifi ces during 
150 years of struggle for independence and full 
dignity. By the decision of the overwhelming 
majority of Cubans, we shall continue the work 
that started almost 60 years ago.”
Morning Star 

Magazine

It is an irony much remarked upon by those 
that know about these things, that ignorant 
people are often also the most arrogant. 
Surely you too have noticed this? It was 
very much in evidence towards the end of 
last month when Donald Trump took his 
style of buffoonery to the United Nations 
General Assembly.

Apparently unaware that the UN was estab-
lished after the most devastating war in history 
with the purpose of promoting peace, Trump 
took to the podium to boast that his administra-
tion had secured “record funding for the [US] 
military”. That sentiment no doubt gladdened 
the hearts of arms manufacturers everywhere, 
but would surely have been poorly received by 
all those people around the world trying des-
perate to get clean drinkable water or to secure 
adequate funding to cope with the myriad seri-
ous diseases that still bedevil humankind or all 
those poor souls trying to mitigate the disas-
trous effects of global warming, like what to 
do when their island home disappears under 
rising sea levels.

Trump had the gall to boast to the UN that 
the US would not only spend an unimagina-
ble US$700 billion on the military this year, 
but – apparently not content with diverting so 
much money from peaceful, socially benefi cial 
projects – he added that they would increase 
America’s expenditure on war and war prepa-
rations next year by another US$16 billion!

“Our military,” he crowed, “will soon be 
more powerful than it has ever been before!” 
Whoopee! That’s not a cause for worry or con-
cern, is it? It’s not like the US military is ever 
used to create global mayhem, let alone devas-
tation and destruction, is it?

Some however would certainly have 
rejoiced. Trump’s massive boost to the 
Pentagon’s war chest would no doubt have 
been music to the ears of US clients the Saudi 
oil sheiks as they gleefully contemplated 
adding to the chaos and deadly destruction they 
have already funded in their former progressive 
rival for infl uence in the Third World, Libya, 
destruction that began with a US/NATO bomb-
ing campaign against that country.

At the same time, the Saudis, emboldened 
by their close relationship with the belligerent 
Trump regime, are killing thousands of men, 
women and children as they try to crush neigh-
bouring Yemen, and of course they are actively 
helping the Yanks in Syria, providing funds and 
“special forces” personnel for the mercenaries 
posing as rebels in that country. Syria of course 
is being punished by the US for daring to stand 
up to the US New World Order.

Libya stood up and was crushed, its leader 
brutally murdered. Venezuela is being sub-
jected to assassination attempts and also a 
continuing campaign to whip up another reac-
tionary “colour revolution”. In fact, the US 
military and intelligence services are interfer-
ing in so many countries at present that one 
must wonder how they manage to cope with 
them all.

But of course, the bright young men and 
women who devise the plots and deadly “exec-
utive actions” that comprise so much of US 
“foreign policy” these days are richly rewarded 
by their government paymasters, and so know 
that if they do their jobs well, after they leave 
the agency they presently work for, they will be 
guaranteed another well-paid job with a grate-
ful private corporation.

Trump – bizarrely – singled out Saudi 
Arabia for praise at the UN, along with 
Netanyahu’s racist regime in Israel, even 
though all his listeners would have been only 
too aware that both these countries were not 
only engaged in regularly attacking their neigh-
bours, but were also heavily involved in desta-
bilising countries and regimes from North 
Africa to Central Asia.

To adopt the pose favoured by almost all 
American leaders, that of champion of democ-
racy and freedom, while backing to the hilt an 
Israeli government that continues to forcibly 
impose an apartheid regime on the occupied 
territory of Palestine is so hypocritical that 
is it any wonder that so many of the world’s 

governments fi nd it impossible to go along 
with the US?

When the UN General Assembly votes to 
condemn Israel’s racism, only a couple of US 
client states join the US in voting against the 
resolution. And every time the UN body tack-
les the question of lifting the illegal US block-
ade of Cuba, the only two states in the whole 
world to vote against it are the US and its faith-
ful attack dog, Israel.

The numerous countries presently battling 
US-backed destabilisation or outright inva-
sion by mercenaries masquerading as “popu-
lar insurgencies” – Syria, Venezuela, Ukraine, 
Nicaragua to name only a few – know very 
well just what devastating consequences 
increased US military spending will have for 
countries that want to follow their own inde-
pendent line and not dance to whatever tune 
US corporations choose to play.

However, bragging about the USA’s 
bloated military budget was not all that Trump 
had to say to the UN. He also bragged that he 
had cut US funding to several UN agencies that 
did not conform to the Trump Administration’s 
political line, including those helping 
Palestinian refugees and those promoting 
women’s rights. (Trump’s notorious misogynist 
attitude to women, is of course, world famous.)

The US is currently the subject of a law-
suit wending its way through the International 
Criminal Court alleging war crimes by US 
forces in Afghanistan. Now that’s a shocker, 
isn’t it? War crimes by US forces? I mean, just 
because they made themselves notorious for it 
in Korea and then in Vietnam, not to mention 
Grenada, Nicaragua, Iraq and a score of other 
countries where US troops have trampled on 
“gooks”, both literally and fi guratively, that’s 
no reason to think they make a habit of it, is it? 
Yes, you’re right, it is.

The US has used the International 
Criminal Court in the past to attack countries 
and national leaders it opposed, perhaps most 
notably Serbia’s socialist President, Slobodan 
Milosevic, who had the gall to resist US efforts 
to break up Yugoslavia, a leading member of 
the non-aligned movement and consequently a 
constant thorn in the USA’s side.

The US organised for Milosevic to be kid-
napped, delivered into the hands of the ICC 
in The Hague (to ensure the actions of the 
USA/NATO were all “legal and above-board” 
– sure they were!). There he was imprisoned 
and subjected to a gruelling trial during which 
he successfully rebuffed the machinations of 
his Western accusers until his health collapsed 
under the strain and, to the relief of NATO 
heads of state, he conveniently died.

Now, however, with the US in the dock, 
the boot was on the other foot. Trump savaged 
the ICC, telling the UN delegates that it had 
no “legitimacy, jurisdiction or authority”, and 

declaring that his administration would never 
“surrender America’s sovereignty to an une-
lected, unaccountable, global bureaucracy”. 
Unless they can use it for their own purposes, 
of course.

In Trump’s simplistic world view, the only 
way to demonstrate that he is in fact the “leader 
of the Free World” is to threaten to rain down 
death and destruction on all other countries that 
don’t toe the US line. Last year, he threatened 
to “totally destroy” the DPRK (North Korea). 
That was prompted by the DPRK’s efforts to 
protect itself against US belligerence by devel-
oping its own ballistic missiles which could be 
used to strike US bases in the Pacifi c or US 
west coast cities.

Trump blustered and fumed, calling 
Korean leader Kim Jong Un “little rocket-man” 
and similar childish epithets, but the North 
Koreans held their nerve, and presumably 
Trump’s advisers pointed out to him the inad-
visability of starting another war with North 
Korea, since this time Russia and China would 
join in immediately, with potentially disastrous 
results for the USA.

Nevertheless, the US leadership appears to 
only know how to be a bully. At the UN, Trump 
abused the leaders of Iran, which refuses to let 
the US own its oil and also refuses to let the 
USA’s close ally Saudi Arabia dictate to the 
Arab world. Riled by Iran’s preference for 
co-operating with Russia and China, espe-
cially in the mammoth “belt and road” initia-
tive which potentially will see the US sidelined 
to a minor player, Trump railed at Iran’s lead-
ers. Apparently without any sense of irony, he 
asserted that “they do not respect their neigh-
bours or borders or the sovereign rights of 
nations” and declared that they “sow chaos, 
death and destruction”.

Many of Trump’s listeners must have been 
laughing to themselves as this farrago was 
paraded before them. But soon they simply 
could not help themselves and had to laugh out 
loud as Trump actually declared to his audience 
of world leaders and diplomats that he had 
accomplished more as President than almost 
any other US administration in history. Trump, 
of course, was reading his speech off the auto-
cue. No doubt his speechwriter thought it was 
a powerful statement that would impress eve-
rybody. The UN delegates thought otherwise.

Trump was clearly bemused by their laugh-
ter but did his best to remain upbeat: “I didn’t 
expect that reaction, but that’s OK”, he assured 
his audience. Too bad if he hadn’t thought it 
was “OK”.

Besides blowing his own trumpet, Trump 
used his time on the podium to attack OPEC for 
doing the capitalist thing and raising its prices. 
Some of the OPEC countries are American, of 
course. Do you think they would refund the 
price increase if Trump asked them? 

Taking Issue – Rob Gowland

Trumping the UN
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Eugene McCartan*

This is an important question under dis-
cussion. We certainly operate and struggle 
against the European Union in a complex 
situation in our country today. There are 
no simple answers, no easy or pain-free 
solutions to the many challenges facing our 
people, particularly the overarching role 
and control by the European Union.

Our understanding of the relationship 
between the Irish ruling class and the European 
Union should infl uence our strategy and tactics, 
and should inform our understanding when we 
are looking for allies and building alliances to 
advance our strategic goal.

The starting-point for Irish communists in 
evaluating any social, political or even insti-
tutional structures is a class viewpoint, a class 
understanding. Who stands to gain? Who ben-
efits? Whose interests are served? Does it 
strengthen and advance the interests of labour 
(workers) or consolidate and advance the 
power and control of capital (bosses)?

If you remove class from your understand-
ing, then you will not fully understand the 
processes that shape and infl uence society.

The Irish people today are caught in the 
triple lock of imperialist interests: British, 
European, and American. The Irish ruling 
class and the political establishment are trying 
to serve three masters – hence their confusion 
over Brexit.

We need to understand that imperialism 
has no friends – only interests.

The continuing and deepening economic 
crisis of the system is exacerbating the differ-
ences and the confl ict between the main impe-
rialist blocs, weakening the drive to economic 
co-operation, and may further deepen the crisis 
of the system. This continuing crisis is the 
backdrop to the Brexit negotiations between 
the EU and Britain.

Brexit
The referendum in Britain came about 

because of a split within the Conservative 
Party, the main political party of the British 
ruling class. These divisions are mirrored 
within the wider society, including the work-
ing class and the labour movement.

The continuing pantomime that is the 
“Brexit negotiations” is part theatre, part 
internal struggle among the EU ruling forces. 
The theatre is about shaping how the peoples 
of Europe understand why the people within 
the British state voted to leave, about fright-
ening the people into believing there is no 
survival outside the EU, that nothing exists 
but a black hole, which the people within 
the British state are about to be plunged into 

unless they take a “responsible” approach and 
do a rethink.

This is an ideological struggle against the 
workers of Europe, attempting to control and 
shape how they understand today in order to 
control them tomorrow. Fear is the strategic 
weapon of the EU, though they haven’t aban-
doned the honey trap of “social Europe.”

Brexit is at its heart a question of democ-
racy and sovereignty. The divisions within 
British society are a refl ection of real material 
forces and interests. I do not believe that the 
dominant sections of the ruling class want to 
leave the EU: it’s just that events have tripped 
them up. Time will tell whether the British 
state leaves or not.

While the Irish establishment present 
themselves as “players” on the EU stage, they 
are only two-bit gamblers. The question of 
a “hard” or “soft” border between the Irish 
people will not be decided by the Irish ruling 
class or any combination of political parties 
that represent their interests.

Our history shows us that this sham debate 
about Brexit is not the fi rst time, nor will it be 
the last time, that we have been pawns on the 
imperialist chessboard. Our people’s genuine 
democratic interests will be used by contend-
ing imperial interests to promote their agenda. 
It will be London and Berlin that will have the 
fi nal say.

Lived experiences 
of the people

Irish communists consistently opposed this 
state (the Republic) joining the EEC. We have 
opposed the numerous treaties that have fol-
lowed. Nothing over the last four decades has 
made us review this position.

The lived experience has confi rmed our 
view and our analysis of the class character of 
the EU and the forces that determine and shape 
it and that decide whose interests it serves. It is 
the political structure needed by imperialism at 
the European level.

All states arose where society was split as a 
result of irreconcilable class interests and con-
fl icts. The state is for protecting and advancing 
the dominant mode of production (capitalism), 
reproducing the dominant idea (ideology), 
managing differences within capital and con-
trolling and managing workers. The EU fulfi ls 
that role at the international level.

The EU is for protecting and promot-
ing the interests of monopoly capitalism at 
the European level but also for promoting its 
global strategy of domination and exploitation 
and hence continuing militarisation.

We cannot fully understand the EU if we 
do not understand it in class terms. We need to 

keep asking ourselves and our fellow-workers, 
“Whose interests does it serve?”

Perpetual illusions
The EU has pushed forward its agenda 

using a number of fi g leaves:
• that it is a “peace alliance”;
• that it is a social-democratic counterweight 

to the aggressive, crude, market-driven 
United States;

• that it is a guardian of workers’ rights;
• that it is the protector of “social Europe”;
• that it is a benign political force in the 

world.

Why and how 
did it come about?

The EEC came about primarily because 
of the economic priorities pertaining after the 
Second World War. European monopolies had 
to combine and co-operate in self-preservation, 
to halt the advance of the left across Europe 
and to counter the advance of socialism. 
Class interests drove them together, encour-
aged by the United States – despite the fact it 
was encouraging a potential competitor. For 
the United States the threat from the Soviet 
Union was greater than the fear of building up 
a competitor.

What has been the strategy 
contained in subsequent 
treaties?

The strategy of the EU was and is to close 
down at the national level the capacity of 
people, in particular working people, to effect 
real change. It was to neutralise the capacity 
and the impact of national class struggle, to 
hollow out democracy, to enshrine within the 
legal structures of the EU the primacy of the 
market, binding on member-states. Economic 
and social policies were defi ned and presented 
as mere technical issues, supposedly devoid 
of any specifi c class-political or sectional eco-
nomic interests.

Sovereign power was voluntarily trans-
ferred by member-states. This was not the 
actions of stupid, corrupt or incompetent indi-
viduals or a naïve establishment but a coales-
cence of shared interests between the EU and 
the Irish ruling class, in mutual support. It was 
a strategy for limiting the potential of the peo-
ple’s struggles to effect change at the national 
level.

In Ireland this coalescence of interests 
stretches right back to 1921 and 1922, when the 
Irish capitalist class – too weak and dependent, 
because of its subservient relation to British 
imperialism – settled for partition.

Things have not changed. The Irish ruling 
class is still subservient, still parasitic and 
dependent upon its relationship with imperial-
ism. It is a comprador ruling elite.

A special form of 
neo-colonialism

The relationship between this state and the 
EU – as indeed with all the peripheral states – 
is a special form of neo-colonialism. We see 
this in the debt imposed on the peripheral states 
by the core states – all former colonial powers 
– and in the imposition of various “programs” 
to facilitate the transfer of wealth from periph-
eral to core countries.

This understanding is vital, for it shapes 
the forces in whose interests it is to win back 
powers from the EU to the member-states.

Who needs to win back powers and estab-
lish national sovereignty and national democ-
racy? We have to ask the question: Which class 
needs the tools of national democracy and sov-
ereignty to advance their interests? And which 
class is subservient to and will collaborate with 
the EU and imperialism?

Is it not the Irish ruling class that is the 
benefi ciary of the handing over of powers to 
the EU? It was in their class interests to do so, 
because of their dependence and their subservi-
ent relationship with the European Union. It is 
this relationship with the EU and imperialism 
that they require in order to continue to rule, 
dominate, and exploit.

Are the political forces that are subservient 
and are the handmaidens of the ruling class not 
also doing very well and benefi ting from the 
largesse dispensed by the EU?

Has national democracy and national sov-
ereignty no class aspects? Is this not what 
James Connolly spoke about when he stated 
that “only the Irish working class are the 
incorruptible inheritors of the fi ght for Irish 
Freedom”?

Are not national democracy and national 
sovereignty the essential tools needed for 
advancing the interests of the Irish working 
class?

So, appeals to these forces to break with 
the EU are simply a waste of time and can only 
fall on deaf ears. True national sovereignty and 
national democracy can only be established by 
a radical government anchored in a mobilised, 
politicised working class. Radical change can 
only be brought about by the conscious actions 
of a political and class-conscious working 
class.
* Eugene McCartan is the General Secretary, 
Communist Party of Ireland
Socialist Voice 
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Riri Hylton

Supporters of the BDS – boycott, 
divestment and sanctions – move-
ment in Germany have won a 
two-year court battle against a 
local authority that could set a 
legal precedent for BDS activism 
in the country.

On September 27, the admin-
istrative court of the north-western 
German city of Oldenburg ruled 
that the municipality’s decision to 
cancel a 2016 BDS event had been 
unlawful.

It determined that the city coun-
cil had “undermined the fundamen-
tal right of the applicant’s freedom 
of assembly” as well as freedom of 
expression, which, it added, “was 
(and is) severely interfered with.”

“The fundamental right to free-
dom of expression is, as the most 
direct expression of the human per-
sonality in society, one of the most 
distinguished human rights of all.”

The ruling, the fi rst of its kind in 
Germany, could have broader politi-
cal implications for BDS activism, 
said Ahmed Abed, the lawyer who 
represented event organisers in 
court. “This ruling could have a great 
impact because it is the fi rst time an 
administrative court has said it is 
unlawful to disallow a BDS event.”

The case
In April 2016, the Oldenburg 

city council agreed to host a meet-
ing titled “BDS – the Palestinian 
human rights campaign introduces 
itself” at PFL, a municipal cultural 
centre. On May 13, fi ve days before 

the meeting was scheduled to take 
place, the municipality withdrew the 
permit, citing fear of violence.

Unconvinced, event organiser 
Christoph Glanz fi led a lawsuit, trig-
gering a long and protracted legal 
process.

The city claimed that at the time 
it had been warned to anticipate a 
protest of around 80-100 individu-
als if the meeting went ahead and so 
resolved to annul its written agree-
ment in order to prevent public 
disorder.

Oldenburg, Glanz told The 
Electronic Intifada, is “dominated by 
anti-Germans,” a part of the German 
left which equates criticism of Israel 
with anti-Semitism and which had 
reportedly begun mobilising.

“Instead of protecting the event, 
they [the city] withdrew space from 
us,” Glanz said.

The real reason for the cancella-
tion, however, became clearer over 
time. The court found that the deci-
sion to withdraw support had more 
to do with outside pressure than any 
fear of violence.

Court proceedings unearthed an 
email sent by Frank Hinrichs, a state 
offi cial, on 17 May to staff at the 
Lord Mayor’s offi ce:

“I’ve just spoken with the Lord 
Mayor again. The line of argument 
should not change. We’re pulling 
out for security reasons. If a court 
maintains otherwise, then so be 
it. We shall not buckle without a 
judgment.”

The city had suggested a local 
high school as an alternative venue 
for the meeting, only to withdraw 

its offer a second time. The court 
retrieved another email, also sent by 
Hinrichs on 18 May, the day of the 
scheduled event, which read: “The 
Lord Mayor wishes the event to 
remain cancelled.”

The court discovered that the 
German-Israeli Society had con-
tacted the offices of Lord Mayor 
Jürgen Krogmann, a member of the 
Social Democratic Party, urging him 
to cancel the event.

“This is about basic democratic 
rights and these rights were under-
mined by the pressures of the Zionist 
lobby,” Glanz told The Electronic 
Intifada.

Abed agreed.
“Before the court hearing the 

city council always denied that this 
was a political decision. In the court 
they changed their position and 
said that BDS was anti-Semitic. We 

rejected this and pointed out that it 
is about Palestinian human rights,” 
Abed said.

The municipality had, he added, 
simply “decided at one point that 
they would cancel [the event] 
because of outside pressure.”

Political response 
to BDS in Germany

Politicians have responded to 
growing grassroots support for BDS 
in Germany in a number of ways, 
often hoping to legislate the move-
ment out of existence. Last year, 
for instance, Frankfurt and Munich 
resolved to prevent BDS activists 
from using public venues for politi-
cal purposes.

In May, Berlin’s legislative 
council offi cially deemed BDS anti-
Semitic, while parties across the 

political spectrum in the German 
parliament passed a resolution direct-
ing the judiciary to examine whether 
BDS could be classed as a criminal 
activity.

In June, Uwe Becher, Frankfurt’s 
deputy mayor, was quoted as saying 
artists who support BDS were “not 
welcome” in the city and said that 
events with BDS supporters on their 
schedule risked losing city funding.

The Oldenburg case is therefore 
an important win for BDS activists in 
Germany, but a challenge could still 
be fi led in a higher court.

Abed, however, thinks this is 
unlikely.

“In this case, the violations to 
freedom of speech and freedom of 
association were so grave I don’t 
think they [the city] have a chance.”
The Electronic Intifada 

International

BDS win in Germany

Puma’s racism run

Swimming for Palestine

Ali Abunimah

German sportswear giant Puma 
is hoping to cash in on activism 
against racism by launching a 
campaign commemorating the 
50th anniversary of the coura-
geous and iconic Black Power 
salute at the 1968 Olympics 
in Mexico City by US athletes 
Tommie Smith and John Carlos.

Peter Norman, the white 
Australian athlete who was also on 
the winners’ podium, showed his 
support for his fellow athletes by 
pinning the Olympic Project for 
Human Rights badge to his tracksuit 
– an act of solidarity long recognised 
by Smith and Carlos, and for which 
Norman was posthumously hon-
oured this year. Puma is launching 
its #REFORM campaign coinciding 
with the anniversary of the salute.

The campaign features artists 
and athletes alongside Tommie Smith 
himself to speak out on such themes 

as universal equality, criminal justice 
reform and gender equality.

But while seeking to clothe itself 
in anti-racism and social justice 
activism, Puma continues to support 
racism and colonialism: specifi cally 
by sponsoring teams in settlements 
Israel builds on stolen Palestinian 
land in the occupied West Bank, a 
war crime under international law.

As Puma launches its campaign, 
Palestinian activists are calling on 
people to speak out against the glar-
ing inconsistency.

“Let’s tell Puma it can’t ‘encour-
age conversations around issues 
such as universal equality’ while 
sponsoring teams in illegal Israeli 
settlements that push Palestinian 
families off their land,” PACBI, 
the Palestinian Campaign for the 
Academic and Cultural Boycott of 
Israel, said in an action alert.

“Let’s thank Tommie Smith, 
WNBA player Skylar Diggins-
Smith and rap artist Meek Mill for 

their commitment to social jus-
tice and urge them to make ending 
Puma’s sponsorship of Israeli set-
tlement teams a priority for Puma’s 
#REFORM campaign.”

Historically there has been a 
strong affi nity between Black and 
Palestinian liberation movements, 
which has been reaffi rmed in recent 
years in initiatives by Black activists 
and intellectuals.

Puma’s hypocrisy is hardly sur-
prising, as the fi rm is driven by prof-
its, not altruism.

Puma executives will no doubt 
have looked on with envy at how 
competitor Nike saw a huge boost 
in sales after it ran ads featuring 
Colin Kaepernick, the American 
football player who launched the 
“take a knee” protests against police 
racism and violence and paid with 
his career.

This year, Puma stepped in to 
replace another competitor, Adidas, 
as a sponsor of the Israel Football 

Association, after the latter pulled 
out following a global grass-
roots campaign and warnings of a 
boycott.

In July, PACBI told Puma that 
by sponsoring the Israel Football 
Association, the fi rm is “associating 
its global brand with Israel’s expand-
ing settlement enterprise, whose 
illegal land grabs and home demo-
litions are driving out indigenous 
Palestinians through gradual ethnic 
cleansing.”

“The iconic leaping cat is sport-
swashing Israel’s military occupation 
and violations of Palestinians rights,” 
PACBI added. More than 200 
Palestinian sports clubs have already 
urged Puma to end its sponsorship 
of the Israel Football Association 
because of its inclusion of settlement 
teams.

Palestinians and human rights 
defenders campaigned for several 
years to get FIFA to exclude the set-
tlement clubs. But despite promising 

to address the issue, FIFA repeatedly 
bowed to Israeli pressure.

In May 2017, FIFA boss Gianni 
Infantino effectively rigged a vote in 
the body’s congress to protect Israel 
from sanctions.

A year ago, FIFA made what 
appeared to be the fi nal capitula-
tion, giving Israeli teams a green 
light to continue playing on occu-
pied land, in violation of FIFA’s 
own policies barring one member 
association from holding matches 
on the territory of another without 
permission.

Palestinians then shifted tactics 
to targeting their efforts directly at 
sponsors.

After the success of the Adidas 
campaign, they are hoping to enlist 
the athletes and artists associated 
with Puma to infl uence that com-
pany to also end its complicity in 
Israel’s violations of Palestinian 
rights.
The Electronic Intifada 

Fidaa Shurrab

Ruqaya feels that developing her swim-
ming skills is one way she can honour her 
mother’s memory. “My mother used to 
encourage me to do my best,” she said. “My 
dream is to fulfi l her wish and become a 
successful woman.”

She is among the participants in a swim-
ming program run by a Beit Lahiya youth 
club. The program began in 2015. The 30 
boys and 20 girls taking part all lost family 
members during Israel’s attacks on Gaza.

Sharaf Tantish, the coach, said that the 

program has managed to keep going even 
though “we have limited resources.” The 
costs of running it have been largely paid by 
charities.

These bills are considerable. Renting a 
pool costs approximately $20 an hour, the 
price of a bathing suit for each girl is between 
$15 and $30 and a pair of good quality gog-
gles can be as much as $50.

These goggles are diffi cult to fi nd in 
Gaza’s shops and markets. The club has man-
aged to secure donations of seven pairs of 
goggles from abroad but that is not enough 
for all participants in the program.

Muhammad Tantish, 13, is one of the 
newer participants in the Beit Lahiya pro-
gram. He joined it last year.

Muhammad’s prowess was proven in 
August when he won a 2-kilometre race. 
Provided that the Rafah crossing remains 
open, he will travel to take part in an Egyptian 
training camp for swimmers within the next 
few months.

Before he took up swimming, Muhammad 
– a cousin of the coach Sharaf Tantish – 
earned a brown belt in karate. He now prefers 
water sports to martial arts. He is a big fan of 
the American swimmer Michael Phelps.

The swimmers of Beit Lahiya are not only 
thinking about honing their skills in the pool.

Fatima Abu Shidiq is hoping to become 
a lawyer, specialised in human rights. 
Muhammad wishes to study medicine once he 
has fi nished high school.

“I’m proud of how we can challenge 
the diffi cult circumstances we have here in 
Gaza,” Muhammad said.

“We don’t have well-equipped clubs and 
yet we still do well at many sports. My dream 
is to go beyond our borders and represent 
Palestine in international competitions.”
The Electronic Intifada 



10  October 24, 2018 Guardian

The workers united …
Today, October 8, 2018, is the 16th day of 
the nationwide strike by Iranian truck-
ers and truck owners. These strikes and 
protests are occurring in most of the cities 
and ports, until the communications and 
its mechanism paralyse the ruling regime 
of Iran. 

The Islamic leaders, as ever, have 
responded to the demands of this vast section 
of the toilers with threats, intimidation and by 
gallows.

So many have been arrested and sent to the 
most appalling, dreadful, gruesome dungeons 

of the regime, and the detainees have been 
subjected to all types of punishment, including 
temporary suspension of permit and even the 
death penalty is being considered as a way of 
confronting the needs of truck drivers.

Parallel to this suppressive measure, the 
regime’s authorities attempted by sending in 
the military trucks to the transport sector to end 
the strike partly, while the vast majority of our 
people, along with their independent organisa-
tions, have expressed their sympathy, solidarity 
and support with these national protests of our 
country’s truckers.

As a result, the waves of this strong, 
nationwide strike not only did not diminish, 
but it has added to its scope. 

According to reports, these strikes are cur-
rently taking place in 300 cities of our coun-
try, and so far hundreds have been arrested. 
Consistency and the continuation of these pro-
tests have also sparked a wave of international 
support, and its news has been refl ected vastly 
in the global media.

Inside the country, many labour and other 
organisations, have issued statements in sup-
port of these strikes, and they have condemned 
the repressive methods used against the rightful 
demands of drivers and truckers.

Drivers and truckers, whilst announcing 

their demands for the most basic decent human 
life are also against the government and their 
corrupt actions. The corruption is rooted in the 
whole texture of this system, and only with 
struggle against it can we completely eliminate 
this cancerous organ from the political sky of 
our country.

With the recent crisis and staggering prices 
of basic needs of the ordinary people, the 
Islamic leaders who are not able to respond to 
these legitimate demands, will resort to mas-
sive repression, and the creation of a state 
police-intelligent atmosphere. Thereby, whilst 
with all efforts and means, we must report this 
news of strikes to social Media platforms, and 
we must attract the support of independent 
labour organisations, teachers, students, nurses, 
retirees, and international support and solidar-
ity as well.

Today, the struggle against widespread cor-
ruption and onerous staggering prices, which 
has led to an economic crisis, is relevant as a 
general demand, and nationwide and global 
solidarity with the struggle of truck drivers/
truckers for the current movement in our coun-
try will be a step forward towards the over-
throwing of the Islamic regime by the hands of 
Iranian people.

Alternative Workers’ News (Iran)

Clueless in Canberra
Scomo has no idea, it’s too late for him now 
as his bunch is on the way out.

Cuts to public transport, school funding, 
the public service. This has been done so their 
mates win contracts. Example - Serco and 
others.

The result, Australia is being stripped of its 
assets by the far right.

So is it better or worse?
Airports, seaports, shipping, road and rail 

transport, phone networks.
Will the ABC be next?

Leslie S

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Tam Kirby

BRITAIN: There is a famous 
often-used quote, “Those who 
cannot learn from history are 
doomed to repeat it.” That sen-
timent is the reason the wider 
labour movement continue to hold 
International Brigade Memorial 
events all over the country.

On October 6 in Fife, we held 
another event to commemorate the 
disbandment of the International 
Brigade. We were joined by mem-
bers of volunteers’ families, Labour 
councillors, trade union activists 
and members of the public.

We did this not just to remem-
ber the sacrifi ce made by all the 

brave men and women who went 
to Spain but to remember why they 
went. We hope to keep this history 
alive and pass the lessons learned to 
the next generation.

“We fi ght to free Madrid as 
the fi rst step to freeing Spain. We 
fi ght to free Spain as the fi rst step 
towards freeing the world of fas-
cism.” (Orders of the Day 15th 
Brigade, July 5 1937, the day before 
the battle of Brunete)

We are seeing a rise of the far 
right in this country, where National 
Action members are being arrested 
for terrorism charges. And where 
once the far right could only muster 
a few hundred to their rallies, the 
EDL/SDL, Football Lads Alliance 

and Britain First are now able to 
hold rallies of 15,000.

In Europe we have fascists 
marching in Germany, Poland, 
Ukraine, Italy, Austria, Sweden and 
Greece and neo-Nazis are winning 
elections and some hold positions in 
government.

That is why it is so impor-
tant to remember the International 
Brigades. These men and women 
recognised the dangers of the rise 
of fascism in ’20s and ’30s and we 
must learn and recognise the dan-
gers today if it is left unchecked and 
unopposed.

Communists, socialists and 
anarchists from all over the world 
went to Spain to defend not just the 

legitimate government but to defend 
democracy against a fascist dictator.

They went because their own 
governments had turned a blind eye 
to the German Nazis and Italian 
fascists who were pouring in troops 
and arms in support of the fas-
cist Franco, ably supported by the 
Portuguese government.

In Spain the German generals 
honed their tactics for the coming 
invasions of Poland, France, the 
USSR and the whole of Europe and 
north Africa.

We particularly remembered 
all the comrades from Fife who 
put their lives on the line to defend 
Spain against fascism. We paid 
homage to all the communities in 

Fife who raised funds to help the 
families of volunteers and collected 
clothes and other items to send to 
Spain.

There have been memorial 
events in Kirkcaldy since 1980, 
when the memorial was fi rst 
erected. It is important that this con-
tinues after we have gone.

This is an important part of our 
working-class history and needs to 
be remembered and celebrated.

It is up to us all to keep alive 
the memories and names of all these 
brave comrades. No pasaran!
Morning Star 

Remember the International Brigade

Something 
to say? 

Write to 
the Editor!

Maria Duarte

During an appearance on The Roseanne Show alongside Michael 
Moore in 1998, Donald Trump praised the fi lm-maker’s debut docu-
mentary and told the director how he hoped he would never make a 
fi lm about himself.

Fast-forward two decades. Trump is now US president and Moore has 
turned the full force of his cinematic prowess on this controversial fi gure, 
exploring the two most burning questions – how the fuck did we get here 
and how the fuck do we get out?

His fi lm opens with a heart-breaking montage of the run-up to the US 
presidential elections, showing voters full of an unwavering belief that 
Hillary Clinton was going to make history by becoming the country’s fi rst 
woman president.

It goes on to show how their optimism and jubilance were slowly 
crushed over the course of election night under the horrifying realisation 
and the shock and awe that Trump was the victor. Equally, the look of horror 
on Trump and his team’s faces at his surprise victory speaks volumes.

An angry Moore, on fi ghting form, then analyses Trump the man and 
what led to his rise to power. He points the fi nger at past presidencies and 
staunchly criticises the Democratic Party as well as the Obama administra-
tion for its apathy and not taking seriously growing disillusionment in the 
US with political leaders and the system which led them to sticking it to “the 
man” – or woman, in this case.

Moore keeps his trademark comic antics to a minimum here but shocks 
by drawing alarming comparisons between Trump’s ascension to offi ce and 
that of Hitler.

He re-examines Flint’s water crisis – the lead-poisoning of the town’s 
water supply – which he describes as resulting in ethnic cleansing, the 
Stoneman Douglas High School shooting and the West Virginia teachers’ 
strike.

As well as showing how unscrupulous and rotten the administration 
and establishment are, he also demonstrates the rise of ordinary people in 
becoming more politically engaged and their power.

Moore’s burning fury permeates the fi lm as he paints a stark and fright-
ening picture of US life under Trump.

With the midterm elections looming ever closer, this is Moore’s rallying 
political call to action to put the brakes on Trump and his administration.
Morning Star 

Directed by Michael Moore Fahrenheit 11/9
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Halloween
Forty years ago, Jamie Lee 

Curtis found shock-film fame as 
she faced the crazed masked killer 
Michael Myers in John Carpenter’s 
genre classic.

They’re back again, with Curtis 
playing the Laurie Strode character 
from the fi rst fi lm and its two sequels 
and facing Myers (Jude Courtney), 
who’s still slavering for serial 
slaughter despite being chained up 
in prison.

Ignoring previous story lines, 
director David Gordon Green, who 
co-wrote the script with Jeff Fradley 
and Danny McBride, has Myers 
escaping from jail and embarking on 
another, far bloodier killing spree, 
but Strode, having waited armed and 
dangerous all these years, is deter-
mined to kill him.

Cleverly, the old follow-ups to 
1978’s Halloween are ignored, so 
that the fi lm comes across as a very 
powerful, heart-thumping sequel to 
the original.

Curtis is superb, as is Judy Greer 
as her daughter driven away by her 
mother’s obsessional behaviour only 
to end up facing Myers on his new 
killing spree.

The suspense and gore-splattered 
slayings mount, but Gordon Green 
always ensures that the key char-
acters are credible and in tune with 
the environment of the small Illinois 
town where the fi lm is set.

AF

After the 
Screaming Stops

Bros fans are in for a treat with 
this candid documentary, which 
chronicles the stormy reunion 
between Matt and Luke Goss as they 
prepare to play again for the fi rst 
time in 28 years.

The twin brothers became teen-
age pop sensations as Bros back in 
the late 1980s with hits like When 
Will I Be Famous and I Owe You 
Nothing and they were also the 
youngest band to headline Wembley, 
with the opening credits very clev-
erly charting the rise and sudden fall 

of the band via pictures, fi lm footage 
and newspaper headlines of the time.

After their shock split both broth-
ers went to live in the US, where lead 
singer Matt continued in the music 
industry in Las Vegas while drum-
mer Luke became a Hollywood actor 
appearing in a couple of Guillermo 
del Toro fi lms. According to his co-
star Ron Perlman, Del Toro adores 
Luke.

But despite not being in contact 
for almost 30 years, the animosity, 
the rivalry, past grievances and twin 
complexes between the brothers are 
still alive and kicking and they make 
for gripping viewing as you wait for 
the pair to implode as they attempt 
an ambitious reunion gig last year.

Film-makers Joe Pearlman and 
David Soutar deliver an affectionate 
yet humorous portrait, underpinned 
by a number of poignant moments 
when the pair discuss their late 
mother and younger sister who died 
in a car crash when they were at their 
height.

It is a nail-biting “will they or 
won’t they make it to the gig?” kind 
of offering and it’s a riveting watch, 
even for non-Bros fans.

MD

Science Fair
Nowadays, documentaries more 

often than not ask more of the viewer 
than does the average fi ction fi lm.

They tend to be made for the 
small screen, so all praise then to 
National Geographic, producers of 
this charming, quirky and consist-
ently fascinating film for cinema 
release which follows nine high 
school students from all around the 
world as they compete for a place 
in the International Science and 
Engineering Fair in Los Angeles.

F i l m - m a k e r s  C h r i s t i n a 
Constantini and Darren Foster viv-
idly chart the progress of a fasci-
natingly mixed bunch of science 

and engineering hopefuls. These 
are scarily clever youngsters, but 
we’re willingly drawn into learn-
ing about them, their hopes, dreams 
and extraordinary experiments and 
creations.

The film truthfully charts the 
summation, or otherwise, of their 
work and hopes to fi nally make it 
to the fair and win a $75,000 prize. 
It’s genuinely suspenseful and a 
unique and thoroughly delightful 
experience.

AF

Hunter Killer
At the start of this this engaging, 

if not always entirely convincing, 
modern-day drama, US submarine 
Captain Joe Glass, played in stern, 
transatlantic style by Gerard Butler, 
is searching for a submarine in dis-
tress deep under the Arctic Ocean.

But this apparently routine 

rescue operation melds into a seri-
ous threat to world peace when Glass 
discovers that a rogue Russian admi-
ral is attempting to carry out a blood-
thirsty coup at a naval base in Russia 
and has to rescue the kidnapped 
Russian president in order to avert 
WW3.

An essentially Boy’s Own Paper-
style storyline comes off pretty well, 
with Butler’s stiff-upper-lipped hero 
in the grand tradition of similar naval 
men in fi lm history. His star power 
saves the show when, in a hard-
to-believe storyline, torpedoes are 
launched.

According to Butler, the fi lm’s 
“an exciting way to revive the sub-
marine thriller for these times. And 
right now, this story couldn’t feel 
more relevant.”

That’s his opinion, but, as fi c-
tion, the story fl oats along agreeably 
enough.

AF
Morning Star 
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European nations, including Germany, 
France, and Britain, are calling for a 
“credible investigation” of the disappear-
ance of Washington Post columnist Jamal 
Khashoggi.

Khashoggi entered the Saudi consu-
late in Istanbul on October 2 and never came 
out. Turkey said he was tortured, killed, and 
dismembered by a Saudi hit squad that had 
entered their country. The reactionary Saudi 
government, of course, says the charges are 
false.

Germany, France, and Britain framed their 
response in the context of freedom of expres-
sion and the protection of the rights of journal-
ists, which they said was the paramount issue. 
“We encourage joint Saudi-Turkish efforts (to 
investigate), and expect the Saudi government 
to provide a complete and detailed response,” 
their joint statement added.

The outcome of this investigation doesn’t 
look promising. Saudi Arabia and Turkey 
have formed a “working group” to investi-
gate. Considering the human rights records of 
both countries, the only question to be settled 
here is what price the Saudis are willing to pay 
for a Turkish-endorsed fi nding of “inconclu-
sive” or, better yet, a fi nding that the Saudis 
are innocent.

The world already knows, or at least that 
portion of the world that pays attention to 
things, that the killing of Khashoggi is part of 
an ongoing scandal that involves the Saudis, 
the United Arab Emirates, and the Trump 
administration. The only thing we don’t know 
is the exact extent to which Trump himself was 
involved in or at least knowledgeable of the 
mechanics of the killing. That this administra-
tion is culpable, however, we already know.

It goes back to a 2016 meeting at Trump 
Tower – not the meeting everyone has talked 
about for the last two years in relation to 
Russian election interference, however. The 
New York Times reported on May 19, 2018, that 
there was a second highly consequential meet-
ing on August 3, 2016, three months before 
the 2016 election. That gathering involved 
Donald Trump Jr meeting with George Nader, 
an emissary for the princes of Saudi Arabia 
and the United Arab Emirates, Joel Zamel, an 
Israeli specialist in social media manipulation, 
and Erik Prince, a Republican donor who had 
founded the Blackwater security fi rm.

After that August meeting, there were fre-
quent and regular meetings between Nader on 
behalf of the Arab princes and Jared Kushner, 
Trump’s son-in-law, and (now convicted felon) 
Michael Flynn on behalf of Trump. The Arab 
princes, through Nader, were pushing for 
a plan to destabilise Iran, the enemy of the 
Saudis. Since Nader is now cooperating with 
Special Counsel Robert Mueller, it is assumed 
Trump collusion with the Saudis to infl uence 
an American election is also a focus of the 
Mueller probe.

The Saudi Crown Prince, Mohammed 
bin Salman, backed Trump in part because of 
his unhappiness with then President Barack 
Obama’s nuclear agreement with Iran and 
statements of support for the Arab Spring 
uprisings all over the Middle East. The prince 
wanted a US president who would line up with 
him 100 percent against Iran.

Since he became president, Trump and his 
son-in-law have engineered a number of highly 
lucrative fi nancial deals with the Saudis and the 
UAE. Whereas Qatar backed out on a multi-
million-dollar loan to the Kushner family, the 
Saudis granted Kushner more than $900 mil-
lion to bail out his failing ventures. With the 
Saudis having backed Trump’s campaign and 
continuing to pour tens of millions of dollars 
into his and his son-in-law’s pockets, it is no 
wonder that the president has jumped through 
hoops to back the Saudis ever since he entered 
the White House.

It started with his fi rst trip abroad when he 
fl ew to Saudi Arabia to eat and dance with the 
princes at several opulent balls. When Qatar 
refused a huge loan to Kushner after having 
had the audacity to back the Iran nuclear arms 
deal, Trump announced support for Saudi 
efforts to isolate that country. He did it over 
the objections of Rex Tillerson who was then 
his own Secretary of State. Qatar had served 
as a loyal ally to the U.S. and had long backed 
Exxon’s plundering of the Middle East, the 
company from which Tillerson hailed.

After pleasing Mohammed bin Salman 
with his turnabout on Qatar, Trump then with-
drew from the Obama administration’s nuclear 
deal with Iran, giving the Saudi prince perhaps 
his biggest payoff up to that point.

It is not surprising then that MBS, as the 

Saudi prince is known, has become used to 
Trump doing his bidding any time he asks for 
something. MBS is getting what he expects 
from the hundreds of millions of dollars he has 
given the Trump family personally and from 
his promise to spend more than $100 billion on 
US weapons – armaments he needs to continue 
his mass extermination of civilian populations 
in Yemen.

The president has made clear that cancel-
ling those arms deals and sacrifi cing the prof-
its they bring to US companies like Boeing, 
Lockheed, and Raytheon is not an option he’s 
considering for punishing Saudi Arabia. “They 
are ordering military equipment. Everybody in 
the world wanted that order,” Trump said this 
weekend. “We got it, and we got all of it, every 
bit of it.”

US administrations have long preferred 
to remain silent when Saudi Arabia engaged 
in egregious human rights violations, brutal 
public executions, and the oppression of 
women. Trump departs from that tradition only 
in the extent to which he is prepared to bra-
zenly declare that it is profi t which determines 
his foreign policy.

As for MBS, killing a journalist here or 
there certainly would not be too much to ask 
the US to put up with, he is likely to have 
thought, when he ordered the torture-murder of 
Khashoggi. Trump had shown he was already 

willing to back the blockade of a long-time ally 
and risk world peace by cancelling a nuclear 
disarmament deal with Iran. Why wouldn’t 
he look the other way when a journalist who 
was critical of MBS was tortured, killed, and 
chopped into pieces?

US intelligence sources have already made 
it clear that they knew about the MBS plan 
to lure Khashoggi back to the Middle East to 
silence his criticisms of human rights by the 
Saudi government. It is impossible to believe 
then that Trump did not have this knowledge.

At the very least, Trump is guilty of con-
doning silence and not warning Khashoggi of 
what would happen to him if he stepped back 
onto Saudi territory or into a Saudi consulate 
or embassy.

At worst, the President of the United 
States is implicated in the actual murder of the 
journalist.

Given the history of his intimate collu-
sion with international criminals and auto-
cratic thugs who run some other countries, 
can anyone be blamed for thinking the worse 
when it comes to Donald Trump? All the more 
reason to wrest control of the House and the 
Senate from the Republicans on November 6. 
That’s Step 1 in ending the Trump’s grip on 
the nation.
People’s World 
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