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Encrypi your righis

Anna Pha

The Morrison government is frantically
attempting to ram surveillance legislation
through Parliament before the current sit-
ting ends. The aim is to give police and
security organisations such as ASIO new
powers to assist in their covert surveillance
of individuals and organisations.

This is being done in the name of increas-
ing security, but technology experts believe
it will increase security risks, weakening the
security of communications and increasing the
ability of the wrong people to be able to inter-
cept the transmission of data such as emails.

The main focus of the bill is to oblige tech-
nology companies to assist in the covert and
overt decrypting of private communications.

Ever since the series of so-called anti-terror
laws passed by the Howard Coalition govern-
ment in the early 2000s, successive govern-
ments have continued to erode the democratic
rights of the Australian people. In particular,
there has been an insidious over-riding of the
role of the judiciary and justice system by
arbitrary ministerial powers and an increase in
surveillance.

This latest bill on decryption continues
the process. A great many messages are now
sent using an application that encrypts them to
avoid risks to privacy and security from inter-
ception en route.

Not surprisingly, considerable opposition
is coming from technology companies includ-
ing Google, Twitter, Apple and Microsoft, as
well as from progressive organisations and
legal groups such as the Law Council and the
Human Rights Commission.

It also covers information associated
with online accounts such as an email serv-
ice or Facebook account. Everything on a
smart phone is encrypted, only accessible after
entering a pin or using finger or face scanning
technology.

Metadata collection

Legislation passed in 2015 required the
retention of users’ metadata, including internet-
browsing histories, by communications provid-
ers such as Telstra and Google’s Gmail.

The bill was touted as being necessary for
national security. The legislation named 20
security-related agencies as having the power
to request metadata, but the Communications
Alliance reports at least 80 government agen-
cies requesting metadata. They have used a
backdoor in the legislation.

The list of organisations seeking metadata
under the 2015 legislation extending beyond
the named agencies includes Centrelink,
the Fair Work Building and Construction
Commission, NSW Family and Community
Services, and anti-corruption bodies.

It is hard to believe that all of these
requests relate to suspected terrorism offences.
They appear to have more to do with hound-
ing trade unions in the construction industry
and pursuing social security recipients — a very
dangerous encroachment on democratic rights
and abuse of the stated intent of the legislation.

At the time of the 2015 legislation the

Guardian warned that one of the uses of the
legislation would be to pursue whistle blowers,
journalists and their sources as they exposed
fraud, corruption and other information in
the public interest. This was proven to be the
case. (“AFP raids an attack on press freedom”,
#1733, 01-06-2016)

The freedom of journalists and whistle
blowers to act without fear and the right of the
public to know go to the heart of any demo-
cratic society. So too are the rights to privacy,
freedom of speech and religion — all of which
are threatened by the 2015 legislation and now
by the most recent bill.

The 2015 metadata bill was only the thin
edge of the wedge, relating to record keeping
of communications. The decryption bill looks
into the contents of these communications.
The Coalition government has returned with
its next stage in digital surveillance in the form
of the Telecommunications (Assistance and
Access) Bill 2018.

Breaking encrypted
messages

The decryption bill was referred to the
Parliamentary Joint Committee on Intelligence
and Security (PJCIS) for review. It has received
submissions and has been carrying out hear-
ings. From the Hansard transcript of its hear-
ings, it is clear that even supporters of the main
thrust of the bill have serious concerns about
aspects of it.

But PM Scott Morrison is hell-bent on
passing the bill before Parliament rises for the
summer break, possibly with a view to going to
the electorate before it resumes in 2019.

He may be counting on Labor’s bipar-
tisan approach to all legislation carrying a

Perth Peacemaking
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“security” label. Or he may be looking for an
avenue to fight the next election on security
matters. So far Opposition leader Bill Shorten
has indicated that Labor will retain its biparti-
san approach but first wants the Parliamentary
Committee to finish its review.

Many people and organisations, including
companies and government departments use
applications that encrypt text messages, con-
versations and send other data on their mobile
phones, laptops and other digital devices.
WhatsApp is one example using encrypted
communications.

The bill contains powers for certain law
enforcement (police, etc) and security agen-
cies such as ASIO to direct services providers
to build new capabilities or provide techni-
cal assistance for covert surveillance activi-
ties such as breaking encrypted messages. This
applies to domestic and offshore companies.

Providers include telecommunication
companies, email providers, social media plat-
forms, developers and suppliers of software
and a range of others.

While the Department of Home Affairs,
ASIO, police and other agencies say they have
the equipment to intercept and decrypt the data,
they point out that decryption takes time. The
stated aim of this bill is to speed up this proc-
ess but the breadth of the bill and the ambigu-
ity of the new powers on offer suggest much
more is involved.

The Attorney-General and Director-
General of Security would be able to issue a
“technical compliance notice” without any
judicial oversight, obliging a provider to take
the necessary measures to be capable of giving
certain types of assistance to ASIO or an inter-
ception agency.

The bill provides for the introduction of

What's wrong with

new computer access warrants that enable law
enforcement agencies to covertly obtain evi-
dence from a device. This might be by such
means as seizing the device or accessing it
remotely to read information when it is not
encrypted. For example, someone receives an
encrypted message and then decrypts it on their
computer.

The onus will be on telecommunications
companies to provide access to information at
points where it is not encrypted. This might,
for example, involve the installation of soft-
ware to capture data as it is decrypted on the
receiving end.

It has wider security ramifications, rais-
ing concern among technology companies
that such removal of security might weaken
their whole security system, paving the way
for backdoor breaches across platforms and
systems.

A coalition of mostly American advocacy
groups and technology companies raised con-
cerns for online security overseas as well as
domestically in a submission to the govern-
ment. The government does not seem to care
or understand.

The drafting of the bill is ambiguous,
leaving the scope of the powers of police and
security agencies and obligations of serv-
ice companies wide open. For example, the
Director-General of Security or chief officer of
an interception agency may compel a provider
to do a range of “acts or things”. That could
mean almost anything.

The bill sets out the basis for a gross inva-
sion of personal and private information about
individuals and companies. The corporate
sector should also be worried! &
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Coal must go

The ALP’s new energy policy is infinitely better than the coali-
tion government’s policy, which is geared towards preserving the
coal industry’s domination of energy production and supporting
the generation of energy from coal, gas or hydro plants rather
than clean renewable energy sources.

In sharp contrast, Labor’s policy contains excellent initia-
tives, including rebates for installation of household solar power
batteries, the development of a Community Power Network, the
$10 billion doubling of financial backing for the Clean Energy
Finance Corporation (CEFC), provision of $5 billion for “future-
proofing” the national transmission and energy systems, and a
$206 million investment in the Australian Renewable Energy
Agency for specific concentrated solar thermal projects.

By 2030 Labor aims to achieve 50 percent renewable energy,
and 45 percent reduction in emissions, far better than the coali-
tion’s pathetic 26 per cent.

Nevertheless, the stark, simple truth is that Labor’s figures
are still not good enough for Australia to help the world meet
the titanic global challenge of climate change.

Labor’s policy’s centrepiece, the National Energy Guarantee
scheme (NEG), was adopted by the coalition, which then dumped
it to satisfy its hard-core faction of climate change deniers.

Shorten himself has described NEG as a second-best approach
to energy policy. One of its primary failings is that it treats
reliability and energy prices as equivalent in importance to the
reduction of carbon emissions.

Making renewable energy reliable will certainly necessitate
the costly installation of energy storage facilities. Nevertheless,
making the transition to renewable energy will still be cheaper
than building new coal-fired power stations, and failure to drasti-
cally cut emissions will cost Australia and the world far more,
in terms of lives as well as money, than moving rapidly to a
Zero-emission economy.

Labor’s energy policy fails to deal with Australia’s global
responsibility regarding coal-fired energy generation, a point
made last week by protesters who picketed the offices of Shorten
and Queensland premier Anastasia Palaszczcuk over the proposed
new Adani coal mine in central Queensland.

As Shorten says, operation of the Adani mine would not affect
Australia’s own emission reduction targets because the Adani
coal is intended to be exported to India. But the point is that
Australia is one of the world’s biggest exporters of coal, and
a Labor government could block the Adani mine and cut coal
exports, which would accelerate the international transition to
renewable energy generation.

Instead, Labor’s energy policy ignores not only the Adani
mine but also the proposed new China Stone mine. That would
be even bigger than the Adani monster, would also involve extrac-
tion of huge volumes of surface and ground water, and has just
been given the green light by the Queensland Labor government.

Shorten referred repeatedly to new jobs in the burgeoning
renewable energy industries, but made little reference to plan-
ning for the transition through finding workers’ jobs in the new
industries when coal mines and power stations close.

Broadening the CEFC’s role to include a “technologically
neutral” range of energy sources is also disturbing. To deal with
climate change the use of fossil fuels will have to end, and the
quicker the better. There’s no room for compromise on that point.

What must be done

The planet’s average annual surface temperature has risen
one degree Celsius since the industrial revolution began, but
60 percent of that rise occurred in the last 30 years. To avoid a
catastrophic “tipping point” rise of 1.5 degrees, global carbon
emissions must be savagely cut within 12 years.

The transition should not be left to the vagaries of the market.
That approach has already resulted in a delay of 20 precious
years in dealing with climate change.

Strong community support for climate change action was
demonstrated during the recent Victorian elections and the
Wentworth by-election.

Nevertheless, the fossil fuel corporations are still stonewalling
and manipulating public opinion against renewable energy. In
the developing crisis, sooner or later the government will have
to step in, nationalise the energy industry and enforce emission
reductions, if necessary with measures equivalent to martial law.

Labor’s plans for cutting emissions in transport, heavy in-
dustry and agriculture, had better be an improvement on its
energy policy. It could play a vital role in the crucial battle over
climate change, but only by being much more far-sighted - and
much more determined to take on the fossil fuel corporations,
the environmental enemies of humankind.
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End violence
against women!

The world rallies behind the International Day
for the Elimination of Violence Against Women

Vinnie Molina

Declared on November 25, 1981 by the United
Nations it was a step forward in the elimination of a
tragedy of international proportions.

Today we pay tribute to the Mirabal sisters murdered
by the Trujillo regimen in the Dominican Republic.

The Mirabal sisters (Las Hermanas Mirabal) were
four sisters in the Dominican Republic, Patria, Minerva,
Maria Teresa, and Dedé, who opposed the dictatorship of
Rafael Trujillo and were involved in activities against his
regime. Three of the four sisters (Patria, Minerva, Maria
Teresa) were assassinated on November 25, 1960. The
last sister, Dedé, passed away in February 2014.

The Mirabal sisters became symbols of both popular
and feminist resistance.

In 1999, in the sisters’ honour, the United Nations
General Assembly designated November 25, the
International Day for the Elimination of Violence against
Women.

They gave their lives in the struggle for political
rights of both men and women. Their sacrifice serves
today as a symbol of the struggle for the elimination of
all kinds of discrimination against women, transphobia,
racism, xenophobia and islamophobia.

In Australia today’s context is that more than one
woman every week is a victim of domestic violence.

Unions are currently working for paid leave for those
workers who are victims of domestic violence. Today
women are rising to change the rules and the system. &
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK

The American Dream will then die — on battlefields all over the world
— and a nation conceived in liberty will destroy liberty for Americans
and impose tyranny on subject nations.

George Boutwell - 1818-1905, Secretary of Treasury under Ulysses S Grant.
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Many people now enjoy using social media, but it can be employed as a weapon. Facebook is being used
by international security services to launch propaganda assaults against enemies and rivals, and by
religious fundamentalists to attack those of other beliefs, for example the Rohingya Muslim people who
were brutally persecuted and driven out of Myanmar. It’s also used to present distorted or fictitious news
coverage, leading one commentator to describe Facebook as “a land where there’s no line between truth
and lies”. The Guardian’s task is to cover the news accurately and in the interests of ordinary working
people, but we need your help, so please send in something for the next edition if you possibly can. Many
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Taking Issue — Rob Gowland
Flood-prone dirty work

Under capitalism, land is not so much a
resource to be used by society to provide
sites for housing or essential infrastruc-
ture such as schools, hospitals, factories
and shopping centres, but a resource to be
exploited by that money-grubbing band
of modern-day robber barons known as
“property developers”.

Their sole concern in life is to turn every
block of vacant land into a source of profit by
covering every inch of it with town houses,
home units, “project homes” or whatever else
they can squeeze on and then sell to people in
need of a home.

In their greedy haste they build these struc-
tures as quickly and as cheaply as is allowable
by law, a fact that is not reflected in the price
they charge for the finished house or unit. They
resent any land they are required to leave as
“green space” in a development (can’t build on
it so can’t make a profit from it).

If they are building houses they fit them so
close together their eaves seem to overlap and
there is seldom any room for a clothesline let
alone a yard for the kids (or the dog) to play in.
Commentators bemoan the fact that kids today
don’t get out in the fresh air, choosing to stay
indoors to play on their electronic devices. But
really, where else are they to go? Where else
can they go?

And if property developers do not use the
land for home units or the like, they can instead
make money out of it by turning it into Gerry-
built warehouse/factory space. As long as it has
four walls and a roof, they can make money
from unsuspecting but hopeful folk who have
been conned into believing that they can have
a better life, a life with a future, by “becoming
their own boss” and opening a small business.

Of course, you can make even more money
from property development if you have cooper-
ative or even helpful local authorities willing to
honour the intentions of the local planning reg-
ulations in the breech rather than the observ-
ance. On the NSW Central Coast, NSW State
Rail has agreed to purchase a site for a train-
checking and repair facility that is patently
unsuitable and which has been the subject of a
fierce community campaign against it.

Originally, eight sites in the Warnervale
area were chosen as potential locations for
the new rail facility. These had everything the
Department wanted, but the land they were
on was also wanted by another developer, the
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Ourimba railway station.

former mayor of Wyong, who had plans for a
commercial, run-for-profit university on the
site catering to fee-paying students from China.
He had previously been very gung-ho about a
Chinese “theme park” he planned on the site,
but that fell through.

If the site was to be kept available for a uni-
versity, State Rail would have to go elsewhere.
And as luck would have it, he happened to own
a piece of land at nearby Ourimba that he was
unable to develop for housing or anything else
because it was flood prone. Curiously, although
it was not one of the eight sites previously
identified by State Rail as potential locations
for the facility, and although one would think
its flood prone status would automatically rule
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it out, State Rail executives came up to inspect
it and “consult” with local residents.

They haughtily and amazingly informed
the residents “This is where the facility is
going. How can we help you?”

There is only one reason that most people
can think of why the relevant State Rail author-
ities would be so determined to acquire a
clearly unsuitable piece of land.

Meanwhile, the people of Wyong, also
on the NSW Central Coast, are still fighting
to stop a South Korean-owned coal mine from
being built in their main water catchment. The
project has previously been rejected by NSW
state governments as inappropriate in the area,
but the Berejiklian Liberal government seems

From the Archives

The Socialist, October 1979
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determined to get it up and running despite
opposition from local residents, the Council,
local MPs, scientists, almost everyone except
property developers and of course coal com-
pany executives (who are all for it — now
there’s surprise).

Mass action and campaigning has had no
effect on Berejiklian, so the locals made a legal
challenge which was heard a week ago. The
verdict will not be given until March, which
will be just before the next NSW state election.
People in the area affected by this proposed
long-wall coal mine — and that is virtually the
whole of the Central Coast — will presumably
be campaigning (or at least hoping) for a Labor
victory! @&

Politics in the Pub Perth presents:

Eureka & Beyond

6-8 pm Wednesday December 5

43 Below Bar and Restaurant
43 Barrack St Cnr Hay St Mall, Perth (BD

Join the discussion on the lessons from
the Fureka Stockade 164 years on.

Guest Speakers:

Bobbie Oliver
Australian Society for the Study of Labour History, WA branch

Meredith Hammat

Unions WA Secretary
Peter Limb

Professor and Anti Apartheid Campaigner
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...Cavght in the act!”
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Chaired by the CPA

Free entry — Food and drinks available on sale from the counter
For more information call 0419 812 872 or cpaperth@gmail.com
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Blessed are the peacemakers

Australia

Perth Peacemaking Conference

Richard Titelius

The world began with Adam and Eve,
But Australia started at Gallipoli.

Convict Street, Dave Warner, 1978.

In the shadow of the commemoration of
100 years since the Armistice marking the
end of World War I, on November 11, the
Ecumenical Social Justice Roundtable made
up of the socially progressive wings of the
Uniting, Anglican, Catholic Churches and
the Quakers held the Perth Peacemaking
Conference at Lower Burt Hall of St Georges
Anglican Cathedral. There have been far
too many wars and armed conflicts since the
“War to End all Wars” and wars continue to
rage around the world today causing damage
and disruption to families, communities,
other life forms on this planet and the planet
itself — our only home.

There were over 60 participants who enrolled
for the two day conference which involved pres-
entations by speakers and workshops which
allowed participants to engage with issues on
the nature of war and conflict as well as ways to
bring about peace.

The key speaker for the morning plenary
session was Dr Sue Wareham, President of the
Medical Association for the Prevention of War
and board member of ICAN (International
Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons) Australia
— the organisation which was the recipient of the
2017 Nobel Peace Prize. Warecham acknowledged
the importance of the need to change the powers
which commit a country to war. In the case of
Australia this means shifting the decision to go to
war from the government to the national parlia-
ment so that the decision is more representative
of the will of the Australian people.

It was also important for all Australians
to become involved to help bring about the
changes being sought. Wareham posed the ques-
tion, “What can we do?” The first thing to do is
to keep informed and then to talk with others
in the community. Part of the act of keeping
informed was to ensure we look for informa-
tion in the right places and this also involves
supporting good journalists who put out truthful
and accurate information on what was happen-
ing. “If we lose good journalists the issues will
not be raised,” added Wareham.

It was also necessary for Australia to have
an independent foreign policy which is a posi-
tion being advocated by IPAN (Independent and
Peaceful Australian Network) and also ICAN
in their international campaign against the nine
countries who use the threat of nuclear weap-
ons as a so-called deterrent. Wareham empha-
sised there was a growing threat to world peace
that rivalled that of nuclear weapons and this is
the threat caused by climate change — the envi-
ronmental impact on life on the planet should
a “small” nuclear war take place involving the
deployment of 100 nuclear weapons. It would
cause a significant loss of life as well as things
such as crop failure. This growing threat emerg-
ing today is of man-made climate change which
had what Wareham termed a built in “threat
multiplier.”

Our military history is only part of our nar-
rative of what it means to be an Australian. This
misuse of our military history was also on display
at the Invictus games during October in Sydney.
It has been revealed the games were sponsored by
companies such as Raytheon and Lockheed who
also profit from feeding the war machine which
injured these games participants.

Test Ban Treaty

Since 1945, 125,000 nuclear warheads have
been built and since the 1950’s there have been a
number of treaties created to place limits on the
number of nuclear weapons. These include the
Strategic Arms Limitation Treaties (SALT I &
II) and Non Proliferation Treaty (NPT) the latter
created in 1968. In April 2018, Donald Trump
threatened to withdraw the US from the NPT.

Wareham said this marginalising of the
impetus for nuclear disarmament led in 2007, in
Melbourne, to the creation of ICAN to promote
“adherence to and implementation of the UN

nuclear weapons ban treaty”. It did this through
a global campaign garnering support from 127
nations for a, “pledge to stigmatise, prohibit and
eliminate nuclear weapons.” ICAN successfully
lobbied the UN General Assembly to adopt a res-
olution for a mandate to establish a legally bind-
ing instrument to prohibit nuclear weapons. Over
120 countries have adopted the resolution and 50
countries signed on to the Nuclear Weapon Ban
Treaty in 2017, and once 120 have signed on the
treaty is enacted. Today 69 countries have rati-
fied the treaty.

As part of the process of delegitimising
nuclear weapons ICAN promotes the divestment
on ecthical grounds by superannuation funds,
banks and other financial institutions from those
companies which are involved in nuclear weap-
ons technology.

Tradition of Non-Violence

Former Nuclear Disarmament Party Senator
and Greens Senator, Western Australian social
and political activist Jo Vallentine spoke on
Australia’s non-violence tradition not only
on issues relating to the opposition to war and
nuclear issues but also anti-uranium mining, the
basic ingredient for nuclear weapons. Vallentine
insisted that, “Australia did not become a nation
at Gallipoli”.

It had earlier become a nation through other
struggles such as Eureka and the emancipation
of women in which Australian women won the
right to vote — in South Australia in 1894, WA in
1899 and Australia nationally in 1902. During
WW1 the then Prime Minister Billy Hughes
sought to appease the British Empire’s call
for more soldiers to die in its imperial war by
introducing conscription. The Australian people
through referendums on conscription — first in
1916 and again in 1917 — twice voted “no” to
conscription.

Valentine also spoke of protest against the
Iraq war in 2003, US bases in Australia espe-
cially at Pine Gap, the Noonkanbah Dispute in
the 1980’s and ongoing protests against fracking
and uranium mining — a measure of success being
that WA remains without an operational uranium
mine.

The participants were then invited to engage
in a number of compelling and informative
workshops on various topics associated with the
causes of conflict and the struggle and sources
of peace.

Jim Morrison, a leader in the Bringing
Them Home Committee and Stolen Generations
Aboriginal Corporation spoke on the efforts
and benefits of reconciliation and the stolen
generations. Kate Leaney of the WA Refugee
Lobby Group who workshopped the notion of
how people could work together to bring about
change to the way we viewed migrants and
helped them to overcome their trauma. Samya
Jabbour, a Palestinian Christian spoke of the
history and struggle which her people face
with the Zionist state of Israel. Jabbour said the
conflict was not a religious but a political one
which stemmed from the Balfour Declaration
after WW1 and the subsequent partitioning of
Palestine in 1947.

Pastor Chris Bedding of Love Makes a
Way spoke on how Non-Violent Direct Action
(NVDA) in the face of political cruelty can bring
issues which the political status quo believe
they have bedded down, back to the surface and
into people’s consciousness. They did this most
famously through three high profile NVDA sit
in’s at former Deputy PM Julie Bishops’ electoral
office in suburban Perth to highlight the issue of
children in off-shore detention centres and calling
for their removal to the mainland.

The Communist Party of Australia shares
the concerns for peace and justice which were
highlighted through the program of the Perth
Peacemaking Conference and many members of
the Party have been active in the same campaigns
of the world’s faiths against war and for peace.
An enduring peace requires a transformational
spiritual journey yet it also requires a transforma-
tion of the economic system which grips much
of the world, the capitalist mode of production
which is exploitative and unsustainable and its
replacement by socialism. &
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JO Vallentine and Richard Titelius.

Interfaith Panel.
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Cinema
On Mandy, capitalist media, an

Australia
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d the working class

Qisin O Murchi

Panos Cosmatos’s film Mandy (2018) has
received widespread acclaim for its visu-
ally arresting murder-and-revenge story,
set in a heavily aestheticised 1980s rural
America (thanks to the cinematography of
Benjamin Loeb). This article is not so much
a review of the film as a critical assessment
of some of the political implications of its
narrative, and the role played by screen
entertainment and the news media in the
class struggle.

Mandy is notable for its repetition of a
favourite trope of dominant film and television
production, one that might be termed “back-
woods evil.” The antagonists are (to borrow
the language of cultural stereotyping) vari-
ously hillbillies, hicks, yokels, and a witch,
all under the thrall of a cult leader, Jeremiah
Sand, played by Linus Roache. He is a Charles
Manson figure, whose lank hair, flowing robes
and costume jewellery signify both a certain
cheapness — a sort of “dime-store Jesus” — and
the curdled promise of the (predominantly
white apolitical) hippie movement.

He and his charges are unmistakably arche-
types of the rural poor, and, crucially, they
operate on the margins, if not the outside, of
normal society.

The depiction of evil with a proletarian
face is inextricably woven into the American
cinematic and televisual imagination. It is the
screen manifestation of a fundamentally bour-
geois neurosis. This dual process is manifested
most clearly in such films as Deliverance (John
Boorman, 1972) and Blue Velvet (David Lynch,
1986). The protagonists in each, drawn as ava-
tars of the white middle class, are hounded and

beset by representatives of a rapacious and vio-
lent subaltern class.

The extent to which these films engage
critically with their constituent iconography is
a point for debate; what is incontrovertible is
that each provides evidence that the dominant
cinematic vocabulary of class hatred is read-
ily available for directors to draw upon, as a
painter to his palette.

Furthermore, it should be noted that these
are all products of a culture that, in the most
warped sense imaginable, dramatised its colo-
nial genocide of the native population in the
genre of the Western and the Manichean logic
of “cowboys versus Indians.” In the cultural
arm of the class struggle, the ruling class has
always had a number of tools at their disposal,
not least the aesthetic and mythical qualities
offered by the medium of screen entertainment.

Prestige television products, such as “True
Detective,” Season 1, promote a similarly
malign logic. In it the vast conspiracy of child
sex slavery and murder uncovered by its heroes
finds its apogee in the Louisiana backwoods,
its ultimate villain a schizophrenic ground-
keeper who walks with a limp.

This is not to mention their weekly serial-
ised equivalents — “CSI,” “Law and Order,” etc
— in which the violence and perfidiousness of
the moneyed or political classes is studiously
depicted as exceptional, while the degeneracy
of the poor is beyond dispute.

More objectionable still is the dictate that
the police and the military be portrayed always
in favourable terms, with the occasional per-
missible exception of a “bad apple” or two,
who serve only to illustrate by contrast the
righteousness of their colleagues.

The active collaboration between film
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and television studios and the American mili-
tary, police and intelligence services has been
widely documented and criticised, and should
give pause to those who might idealistically,
or naively, expect any truly self-critical “mes-
saging” to emerge from an industry so deeply
compromised by imperialist and authoritarian
interests.

The recent media attention paid to revela-
tions of sexual abuse by wealthy and power-
ful men in Hollywood confirmed what was to
many already widely known: that the entertain-
ment industry as we know it is in part built on
the back of the systematic sexual exploitation
and silencing of women.

Appropriately, the detective stories pro-
duced within this culture, to an almost ritual-
istic degree, begin with a dead female body.
In many cases, women in police shows are not
there just to be killed but rather fo already be
dead. The woman as the victim of male vio-
lence, sexual assault or murder is the ground
zero of narratives that then seek to depict the
root of this evil as essentially proletarian in
nature: maybe a black gang this week, or a jan-
itor the next.

If these shows ever present the perpetrator
as a man of power or influence it is with the
commensurate fantasy that he faces justice of
some kind in the end. They aim to obscure real-
ity, rather than to reflect it honestly.

In Mandy, Cosmatos at least makes an
attempt to humanise the victim of a ritual
murder (played by Andrea Riseborough) before
depicting the act itself. However, her charac-
ter comes across as more of a loose collection
of middle-aged men’s projections of flighty,
mystical feminine beauty than as a real person.
From the outset, what defines her and Nicolas
Cage’s characters seems principally to be the
consumption of pulp entertainment and mind-
ing their own business while living in a big log
cabin in Reagan’s America. Of course, she will
soon be killed, and her husband will have the
opportunity to avenge her.

The narrative of backward yokels forming
the seat of American evil ties neatly in with
the liberal version of the story of how Donald
Trump became president, now repeated ad
nauseam, to a point where it has become the
mental wallpaper of the average bourgeois.
In this version of events the “white working
class” voted for Trump’s hateful, racist poli-
tics and against the alternative program repre-
sented by Hillary Clinton, laughably presented
as “progressive.”

We know that, in fact, it was white people
in general who voted in overwhelming num-
bers for Trump, who benefited also from
huge support among the bourgeoisie more

generally. Furthermore, we understand the con-
flict between the Democratic and Republican
Parties as one between competing interests of
the imperialist ruling class, and not at all the
simple Good v Evil, progressive v conserva-
tive, cosmopolitan v hillbilly narrative so per-
vasive in the news and entertainment media.
“The woman is dead, and it was the working
class that killed her”!

It is clear that the function of the domi-
nant media is to obscure the real class relations
that shape our society, of the exploitation of
workers by capitalists, with the aim of divid-
ing the working class against each other. In our
news media we can observe this in the relent-
less demonization of striking workers, whether
teachers, nurses, or bus and tram drivers,
simply for trying to agitate for better pay and
conditions. Workers are depicted as villains,
enemies of wider society, simply for standing
up for their own interests.

What the media so desperately try to
obscure is that striking workers stand up for
all our interests, and that a victory for them is
a victory for all workers. But for the capitalists
and their media apparatus the aim is always the
same: “Divide and conquer.” Paul Schrader’s
Blue Collar (1978), for example, illustrates
this dynamic with devastating effect. It is this
attempt at breaking working-class solidarity
that we must identify when it is operating, and
actively resist.

For the dominant media, this sort of thing
is a desirable outcome. They peddle big-
otry, misogyny and racism and refer to it as
“controversy.”

Whose interests, then, do news and enter-
tainment media serve, in this country and
abroad? We observe the constant repetition of
pro-capitalist narratives, reactionary aesthet-
ics, racist and misogynistic views, imperialist
lies, anti-worker propaganda; and we say that
this apparatus serves the interests of the ruling
class, now as it has done in the past.

It is crucial that we challenge the lies and
fabrications the capitalists offer to explain
the state of affairs in which we find ourselves
today. It is imperative that we attest that, if
such a thing as evil exists, it is found in the
boardrooms, suites, Oval Offices and military
headquarters of the imperialists, and not in the
hearts of the workers they try so desperately to
turn against one another.

We must disabuse ourselves of the idealis-
tic notion that capitalist media can ever serve
the interests of the working class but must
uphold those very interests ourselves wherever
and whenever possible.

Socialist Voice &
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with privatisation?

Rob Watts

For the last ten years of their long lives, my
parents Dot and Bill Watts relied heavily on
the City of Greater Geelong for home and
community care. My parents had retired in
their late sixties to Ocean Grove on the surf
coast. My mother died at 84 and my father
at 92, both in 2008. They lived well and in
their own home until my mother died at
home and then my father died a month
later in hospital.

Over the last eight years or so of their
life together, Geelong Council’s Home and
Community Care (HACC) program provided
Dot and Bill with weekly cleaning, which my
parents looked forward to, not least of all for
the company and the cups of tea and biscuits
they shared with a succession of wonder-
ful women; they also got monthly gardening
and general home tidying, and then in the last
few years, as Dot’s dislike for cooking really
kicked in, they agreed to take in meals-on-
wheels which provided them with healthy,
nutritious and affordable meals.

Finally, as they grew increasingly frail,
both got support with their personal hygiene,
such as showering, which my father seemed
to enjoy a lot.

What they got was care, offered with both
sensitivity and a regard for their dignity and
their wishes. It helped that it was a service
that was also affordable — and that many of
their friends and neighbours were also looked
after by the HACC program. I have no doubt
it extended the physical and emotional quality
and scale of my parents’ lives immeasurably.

In some ways HACC was a late add-on
to the old idea that governments should own
things, should invest in people, should regulate
various markets so as to ensure people could
own their own homes and should provide basic
services ... all in the name of promoting the
public good. Back in the 1980s, higher edu-
cation was free, governments owned banks,
shipping companies, oil refineries, brick-
works, pipeworks, flourmills, fishing trawl-
ers, timberyards, butter factories and clothing
manufacturers.

Then, as Michael Pusey put it, a “nation-
building state changed its mind” as politicians
talked up the idea that deregulation and priva-
tisation should be used to create “free markets”
and promote competition and efficiency.

Decades later we confront another “bright
idea”, that we privatise HACC, an idea pro-
moted by the Productivity Commission and by
a succession of Australian governments involv-
ing the Labor and Coalition parties. As you’ll
recollect, the HACC program was established
under the Home and Community Care Act
1985. It was a joint Australian Commonwealth
(Federal) and state/territory government pro-
gram run in collaboration with local govern-
ments around the country. It provided support
to all frail older people, younger people with
disabilities and their carers.

The program was designed to help people
like my parents stay at home and prevent inap-
propriate or premature admission into resi-
dential care. The HACC program was jointly
funded by the Australian government and the
state and territory governments who were
responsible for managing the program.

In 2011. over one million older Australians
(and their carers) each year got Australian gov-
ernment-subsidised services, with more than
half receiving low-intensity support through
the HACC program.

In 2014-15, over 812,000 people aged
65 years and over (50 years and over for
Indigenous Australians) used HACC services.
In 2014-15, 13 percent of Australian federal
government aged care expenditure was on the
HACC program.

However, in 2011 Australia’s Productivity
Commission reported that the HACC system
was “complex and difficult” to navigate with
“considerable discontinuity” between the
levels of private co-contributions paid for
HACC services. They made a recommendation
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to consolidate the many assessment processes
currently undertaken by HACC providers and
Aged Care Assessment Teams (ACATS).

In April 2012, the Gillard Labor gov-
ernment, in response to the Productivity
Commission report, published a package of so-
called reforms, Living Longer, Living Better.
The Living Longer, Living Better “reforms”
passed into legislation in June 2013. The Labor
government claimed that these “reforms”
would deliver “a less regulated, more con-
sumer-driven and market-based aged care
system”.

It was claimed that it would also provide
more support and care at home, additional
home and residential care places, a focus on
greater consumer choice and control, and
greater recognition of diversity and support
to carers. In the future it seemed that commu-
nity care packages were to be delivered under
a consumer-directed care (CDC) model from
July 2015.

From July 2015, the HACC Program
was consolidated into the Commonwealth
Home Support Program (CHSP) with fund-
ing of around $1.64 billion. The theory of this
is that consumer-directed care is intended to
give service users “greater choice by allowing
them to decide what types of care and serv-
ices they access and how the services are deliv-
ered”. CDC has already been in use for home
care packages since 2013 and its intention is to
allow greater transparency about what fund-
ing is available under a home care package of
care and how that money is spent, through an
individualised budget and a monthly statement.
From February 2017, the funding for “a Home
Care package will be allocated directly to the
end user.”

As a teacher, I get my students to focus on
just three questions. So let me ask these three
questions that really matter:

* What is actually going on?

* How do we best understand or explain what
is happening?

+ Can we do better?

This is what is actually happening. What
is actually going on is the effort of a political
class that is besotted with a neo-liberal project,
a delusional and deeply toxic policy commit-
ment to privatisation. Neo-liberals say they
want to shrink government, increase the role
played by markets in most aspects of life, and
promote Individual freedom and competition
so as to create an efficient and fair society.

That’s what they say. What they actually
do is quite different, as I’1l suggest shortly.
As Richard Denniss, the chief economist at
the Australia Institute has recently said, “The
era of ‘economic rationalism’, small govern-
ment and blind faith in market forces is dead”.
However, I am afraid that as Mark Twain
famously once said, after reading his obituary
in a local newspaper, “The report of my death
was an exaggeration”. Indeed, as Denniss goes
on to acknowledge, “Even as a corpse the idea
that what is good for business is good for the
country [still] has so much rhetorical and polit-
ical power ...”

What is privatisation?

Privatisation is not one policy. There are at
least six kinds of privatisation.

1. Governments get rid of vital welfare and
justice functions that they hand over to private
for-profit companies and not-for-profit chari-
ties, such as employment services, disability
services and home and community care.

2. Governments at all levels have sold
off valuable assets, such as Commonwealth
and state banks, Telstra, electricity, gas and
water utilities that had long been provided by
governments as a public service, along with
public transport systems such as rail, tram and
bus services and even the odd airline such as
QANTAS.

3. Governments have also decided to stop
investing ... directly in basic physical infra-
structure and services. Governments have
introduced so-called “public private” partner-
ships to provide basic infrastructure, such as
freeways, bridges, tunnels — and even prisons.

4. Governments have also deregulated vari-
ous markets, such as the labour market or the
banking and finance systems, arguing that they
are creating free markets and are committed to
competition, will impose discipline, increase
economic growth, employment and account-
ability, and so forth.

5. Cutting public investment to basic public
services, such as public education and health
and asking schools, universities and hospitals,
for example, to believe that they are now oper-
ating in education or the healthcare market, run
like businesses, sell their services, advertise
and introduce the language and behaviour of
corporate managers and use fake data/metrics
to show how the “new markets” and “competi-
tion works”, suggesting they’re actually doing
better (like customer satisfaction surveys).

6. Finally, governments have introduced
the user-pays principle. In the case of educa-
tion, this has meant requiring young people
to take on mountains of debt to pay for their
post-secondary education. The comprehen-
sive failure of vocational education privatisa-
tion is now universally recognised and it won’t
be long before the disaster it has achieved in
higher education is also revealed.

Privatising HACC is part of a long history
of bipartisan support by so-called Labor and
conservative governments for what we used
to call “economic rationalism” and now call
“neo-liberalism”.

Privatising HACC is just a part of a long-
term policy framework introduced first under
the Whitlam government on an experimental
basis and then really set loose by the Hawke-
Keating Labor governments between 1983-
1997, and added to on a continuing basis by
both Labor and conservative governments. The
rhetoric consistently adopted by both Labor
and Coalition governments has talked up the
value of a more “market-based, consumer-
driven aged care system”. In 2015, for exam-
ple, Senator Fifield said, “The move to open
up competition in the home care sector will
lead to enhanced quality, innovation and serv-
ice delivery”.

None of this is true. Neo-liberalism (and
privatisation) is both a failed and a fraudu-
lent policy; it doesn’t actually deliver what its
advocates say it will produce, such as smaller
government, or cheaper, more efficient services
or more competition or more economic growth.
Far worse is that it is a toxic policy that causes
serious social, economic and political harm.

As Damien Cabhill and Phillip Toner say
in their excellent new book, privatisation and
deregulation have reduced the quality of voca-
tional and education training at the cost of mas-
sive waste and malfeasance. It has increased
the costs of electricity to households and busi-
nesses, it has encouraged massive losses and
fraud in the banking and finance sectors, it has
promoted growing income and wealth inequal-
ity and sponsored the rapid increase in house
prices leading to a crisis of affordability over
the last decade.

A talk given at the Melbourne Unitarian
Church by Rob Watts, Professor of Social
Policy, RMIT University.

The Beacon &
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rather than any other concerns.

We know for sure that the president operates under the principle of “Trump and his Family
First,” however. The murderous Saudi prince and other Middle Eastern leaders behind the
war in Yemen have extended hundreds of millions of dollars in loans to Trump and to his

son-in-law, Jared Kushner.

They have spent millions of dollars in his hotels and on his business ventures around the
world. In exchange Trump has blessed their genocidal war in Yemen and US weapons
have been used in numerous attacks on civilians and in blocking the arrival of food into the
starving nation. Hundreds of thousands have died in the lead-up to Thanksgiving, 2018.
While Trump and his family feast on good food and wine this weekend it is doubtful they
will think about the tens of thousands of children who have paid for their cosy relationship
with the Saudi prince with their lives. Several journalists based in the region have
documented some of the plight of the Yemeni children. Their story follows.

Magazine

The Trump-Saudi
crimes against Yemen

Despite reports from intelligence agencies around the world, including his own CIA,
President Trump has insisted that it is not clear whether Saudi Prince Mohammed bin
Salman was behind the murder of Jamal Khashoggi, the Washington Post columnist. The
president said that, in any case, he operates on the basis of the interests of “America first”
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CAIRO: A leading international aid group
said that an estimated 85,000 Yemeni children
under the age of S may have died of hunger
and disease since the outbreak of the coun-
try’s civil war in 2015.

Save the Children based its figures on mor-
tality rates for untreated cases of severe acute
malnutrition, or SAM, in young children. The
United Nations says more than 1.3 million chil-
dren have suffered from SAM since a Saudi-
led coalition went to war with Yemen’s Houthi
rebels in March 2015.

The aid group said its “conservative esti-
mate” was that 84,701 children may have died,
based on historical studies that find that 20 to 30
percent of untreated cases lead to death. Save the
Children says it calculated the figure based on
the number of cases reported in areas where aid
groups were unable to intervene.

“For every child killed by bombs and bul-
lets, dozens are starving to death and it’s entirely
preventable,” said Tamer Kirolos, Save the
Children’s Yemen director. “Children who die
in this way suffer immensely as their vital organ
functions slow down and eventually stop.”

The war has given rise to the world’s worst
humanitarian crisis. Three-quarters of Yemen’s
people require life-saving assistance and more
than eight million are at risk of starvation. Tens
of thousands of people are believed to have been
killed in the fighting.

The Associated Press has reported from areas
of Yemen that are on the brink of famine.

Save the Children blamed the widespread
starvation on a Saudi-led blockade that was tight-
ened a year ago after the Iran-aligned rebels fired

John Woicik, People’s World editor-in-chief

The charity also cited recent fighting in
and around the port city of Hodeida, a lifeline
through which Yemen imports some 70 percent
of'its food and humanitarian aid.

It said commercial imports through the rebel-
held port have fallen by more than 55,000 metric
tons a month — enough to meet the needs of 4.4
million people. Save the Children said it had
been forced to bring supplies for the northern
Yemen through the southern port of Aden, slow-
ing aid deliveries.

The overwhelming poverty in Yemen, the
Arab world’s most impoverished nation, has
compounded the situation.

Children “have no access to food although
it’s available on the market ... families cannot
provide for their children and cannot afford it,”
said Sukaina Sharafuddin, a Save the Children
employee in Yemen’s capital, Sanaa.

The fallout from the killing of Saudi journal-
ist Jamal Khashoggi at the kingdom’s Istanbul
consulate has drawn renewed attention to the
war and devastation in Yemen. The United States
has scaled back its support for the coalition and
called for a cease-fire by the end of this month.

UN envoy Martin Griffiths says both sides
have agreed to attend peace talks “soon.”
Griffiths arrived in the Houthi-held Sanaa for
meetings with rebels, including their leader,
Abdul-Malek al-Houthi.

But the fighting is still raging in Hodeida
and other areas, and previous peace efforts have
failed to produce any agreement to stop the
violence.

People’s World &

Children “have no

access o food although
it’s available on the
market ... families
cannot provide for their
children and cannot
afford it.”

a ballistic missile at the Saudi capital, Riyadh.

Solidarity will not be broken

Dear Friends from the Solidarity
with Cuba Movement:

Once again our country has
been subjected to a shoddy cam-
paign to discredit it, using as a pre-
text the Ministry of Public Health’s
sovereign decision of discontinuing
Cuba’s participation in the Program
More Doctors for Brazil in response
to the threats and lack of respect
from the elected President of that
country, Jair Bolsonaro (see article
page 9).

Bolsonaro has repeatedly stated
he will modify the Terms and
Conditions of the Program, disre-
garding the Pan American Health
Organisation (PAHO) and ignor-
ing what this body had agreed with
Cuba; since, he has put in doubt the
qualification of our doctors and has
conditioned their permanence in the
program to a process of validation
of their titles and established that

contracts will only be signed on an
individual basis.

With absolute barefacedness,
Bolsonaro, the extreme right in
Brazil and the Miami mafia have
lambasted the triangular arrange-
ments PAHO-Brazil-Cuba based on
the fallacy that the Cuban govern-
ment steals the revenues of the med-
ical doctors and does not allow the
presence of their families in Brazil.

This goes as far as questioning
the dignity, professionalism and self-
sacrificing spirit of the Cuban collab-
orators that over and over again have
served in difficult and perilous spots
where Brazilian and foreign doc-
tors would not go to work; facing to
potential risks and dangers for their
noble calling of saving lives.

President Bolsonaro is very well
aware that, even under the uncer-
tain circumstances of the legisla-
tive and judiciary coup d’état that

took place against elected President
Dilma Rousseff, Cuba delivered on
its pledge on condition only that
the guarantees offered to the doc-
tors by the local authorities were
maintained.

Under the current circumstances
in Brazil, following Bolsonaro’s
electoral victory and considering
the presence of our medical staff is
at risk, we have decided to withdraw
our collaborators. Cuba, guided by
humanistic principles which rank the
human being over economic consid-
erations or of any other kind, was
forced to take the decision of protect-
ing, both physically and morally, its
professionals.

This determination has been
understood and supported by the
majority of friends worldwide,
making it more explicit through
messages and statements posted on
social networking websites.

The Cuban Institute for
Friendship the Peoples (ICAP), on
behalf of the government and the
people of Cuba thank the accom-
paniment of each and every friend
who has supported and still continue
to provide moral, political or mate-
rial support to our medical doctors
in whatever scenario they might be
facing. Likewise, we very much
appreciate the expressions of soli-
darity and understanding, but above
all the respect of the right for self-
determination and sovereignty of our
country.

Our medical personnel will soon
start returning to our homeland with
pride in having fulfilled their duty,
with their heads high, spotless, and
with the conviction of returning to
fulfil another mission in any other
brotherly country where needed.

We are sure that the farewell
activities, in each of the Brazilian

states in which they were welcomed
as distinguished guests will surely be
even more emotional than all those
big events that received them.

Furthermore, it is our conviction
that the deep bonds of fellowship and
solidarity that have been cemented
between our two nations shall never
be broken.

All that remains now is to reas-
sure each and every one of you our
commitment to keep human dignity
well on high, holding strong to our
truth without giving up any of our
principles. We know it won’t be an
easy task, but we are counting on
your support, eternal friends; those
of many struggles who have also
shared countless victories. Know that
we will not let you down!!!!

With revolutionary greetings,

Cuban Institute for
Friendship with the Peoples
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John Haylett

Israel’s next general election isn’t
due until November 2019, but an
early poll is virtually certain given
the outbreak of now traditional
mutually antagonistic willy-
waving engaged in by would-be
prime ministers in Benjamin
Netanyahu’s rancid right-wing
coalition.

No election is complete with-
out party leaders accusing each
other of supposed “weakness” in
dealings with the Palestinians and
stressing their own uniquely tough
qualities for the task. Yisrael Beitenu
(Israel is our Home) leader Avigdor
Lieberman led the charge, resign-
ing as Netanyahu’s defence minister
in the wake of the ceasefire in Gaza
facilitated by Egypt.

This followed a botched Israeli
commando raid into Gaza that
sparked renewed conflict in which
hundreds of rockets were fired
into southern Israel while Israeli
warplanes struck targets in the
territory.

Lieberman proclaimed his oppo-
sition to the ceasefire, asserting that
it was time to sort out Gaza once
and for all, as if Isracl has not tried
and failed to do this several times in
recent bloody history.

Education Minister Naftali
Bennett, the Bayit Yehudi (Jewish
Home) party chairman, then
scotched notions that he would step
into Lieberman’s shoes, announcing
his party’s withdrawal from the coa-
lition, only to flip-flop his resignation
and remain in post.

Bennett insisted he had been
convinced by Netanyahu’s recollec-
tion that premature dissolution of
a right-wing coalition in 1992 had
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resulted in Labour winning the sub-
sequent election.

However, he may also have
been swayed by objections to his
becoming defence minister voiced
by Finance Minister Moshe Kahlon,
a member of the prime minister’s
Likud party.

In the event, Netanyahu crowned
himself defence minister at the
weekend, declaring that it would
be “irresponsible” to dissolve the
government and call early elections
during the current period of volatil-
ity in Gaza.

Nevertheless, he pushed his own
hard-man credentials by threatening
to press on with the ethnic cleansing
of the West Bank Bedouin village of

Khan al-Ahmar, which lies between
the major illegal settlements Ma’ale
Adumim and Kfar Adumim that
were built to encircle East Jerusalem,
which Tel Aviv purports to have
annexed against international law.

“Khan al-Ahmar will be demol-
ished very soon, but [ am not saying
when. We are prepared for it,” he
swaggered.

The village, which was set up
by members of the Jahalin Bedouin
tribe originally driven off their land
in the Negev desert by the nascent
Israeli state in 1951, was designated
illegal by the occupation regime,
having been built without planning
permission.

Just 1.5 percent of all Palestinian
applications to build on their own
land are approved, while Israeli col-
onisers construct large modern settle-
ments without question even though
international law brands them illegal.

“We were forcefully evicted
from our original lands as Bedouins
in the Naqab (Negev) desert by
Israeli forces in 1951 and today we
are forced to live in steel huts and
struggle for the most basic of human
rights,” said Khan al-Ahmar commu-
nity leader Eid Khamis.

Earlier plans to demolish the
village and transfer the residents to
a landfill site on the outskirts of the
Palestinian village of Abu Dis, which
is designated a dumping ground for
inconvenient West Bank Arabs, were
deferred in the wake of an interna-
tional outcry.

Israeli settlers in Kfar Adumim,
with the connivance of political and
military authorities, have adopted
the additional harassment tactic of
opening the valves on their sewers to
flood Khan al-Ahmar.

Khamis knows the importance
of his village’s continued survival to
prevent Jerusalem’s total encircle-
ment by closure of the gap between
Ma’ale Adumim and Kfar Adumim.

“The issue is not that they will
be demolishing my home but that
they will be closing off the road
to Jerusalem. Our state will disap-
pear. How would you establish a
Palestinian state then?” he asks.

Khamis calls the impending
destruction of his village “a Zionist
project that is larger than all of us.
If Israel does not face more interna-
tional pressure than this, then it will
demolish the village.”

International Criminal Court
(ICC) chief prosecutor Fatou
Bensouda, a lawyer from Gambia,
reminded Israel that demolition
would constitute a war crime. “I
have been following with concern
the planned eviction of the Bedouin
community of Khan al-Ahmar in the
West Bank. Evacuation by force now
appears imminent and with it the
prospects for further escalation and
violence,” she said.

“It bears recalling, as a general
matter, that extensive destruction of
property without military necessity
and population transfers in an occu-
pied territory constitute war crimes
under the Rome Statute.”

Israel is not a member of the
ICC and does not recognise its juris-
diction, but its citizens suspected
of committing crimes on occupied
Palestinian territories could still face
charges.

Tel Aviv’s indifference to inter-
national law is matched by its
hypocrisy towards terrorism — Arab
terrorism bad, Jewish terrorism OK,
as evidenced by a friendly interview
hosted by Channel 20 with far-right
terrorist Yitzhak Gabai on November
11.

Gabai was sentenced to over
three years in prison for torching the
bilingual Hebrew-Arabic Hand in
Hand School in Jerusalem in 2014
and has no regrets over his actions.

Dov Khenin, a Knesset member
(MK) for the Communist Party of
Israel’s Democratic Front for Peace
and Equality (Hadash), who sits with
the Joint List, tweeted: “An outrage!
Laughing about the torching of a
school.”

Gabai and his two brothers,
who belong to the far-right Lehava
organisation, also spray-painted slo-
gans on the school walls, “There is
no coexistence with cancer,” “Death
to Arabs” and “Kahane was right.”

The last reference is to late rabbi
Meir Kahane, who set up the fas-
cist movement Kach, which was so
extreme as to be banned from stand-
ing in the 1988 elections for inciting
racism. He was assassinated in New
York in 1990.

Lehava, which is devoted to his
racist ideas, is not only tolerated
but invited onto TV programmes to
explain them.

Hadash and the Communist
Party of Israel issued a joint call for

speedy elections, declaring: “The
time has come to bring a better gov-
ernment to Israel.

“The time has come for demo-
cratic elections and the sooner the
better. Current affairs cannot be left
in the hands of a bunch of fascists
and settlers.”

They said that Lieberman’s res-
ignation “revealed what we have
already known for a long time. This
government doesn’t have a strat-
egy to put an end to the continuing
blockade of the Gaza Strip, the star-
vation of the Palestinian people in
Gaza, the ongoing occupation of the
Palestinian territories and its aban-
donment of the residents of the south
of Israel.”

Joint List chair Ayman Odeh
(Hadash) backed the call, saying:
“Lieberman is a corrupt fascist who
has endangered everybody. The rest
of the far-right and neo-liberal gov-
ernment needs to follow him.”

Netanyahu’s ministers have
tried also to outdo each other in
their condemnation of the US-based
Airbnb home-rental company’s
announcement that it will remove
listings of illegal Israeli West Bank
settlements.

Tourism Minister Yariv Levin
called it “shameful and miserable”,
Strategic Affairs Minister Gilad
Erdan urged snubbed Airbnb hosts to
sue the company and Justice Minister
Ayelet Shaked suggested that Airbnb
should be dealt with under Israel’s
anti-discrimination legislation.

While welcoming the company’s
decision, the Palestine Liberation
Organisation’s (PLO) negotia-
tion affairs department objected to
its description of the West Bank as
“lands subject to historical disputes.”

“Israeli settlements are illegal
and are built on occupied Palestinian
land in the West Bank, including
occupied East Jerusalem, and are not
‘the subject of historical disputes’,”
the PLO stressed.

Whatever coalition Israel’s elec-
tion results throw up in the coming
months, there will be no lasting
peace in the region until the reali-
ties voiced by the PLO are tackled
through honestly mediated negotia-
tions, based on respect for interna-
tional law.

Morning Star
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From Brexit to Brokexit
T

Finian Cunningham

Professor Philip Alston, the
UN Special Rapporteur, spent
two weeks visiting diverse com-
munities across Britain, and his
report on growing poverty makes
a damning case against the eco-
nomic policies of present and past
Conservative governments.

One-fifth of the British pop-
ulation — or 14 million people —
are living in poverty, according
to the UN report. The miserable
social conditions for communities
have become particularly worse
since 2010 under two successive
Conservative governments.

What’s more, the report con-
cludes that poverty in Britain is
likely to become even more acute
and widespread following the coun-
try’s departure from the European
Union. While the deadline for
divorce is at the end of March next
year — only four months away —
Britain is facing years of economic
uncertainty in its transition out of the
bloc, during which period the impact
will be hardest on low-income
people, according to the UN study.

Another factor is that Britain
will no longer receive social devel-
opment funds from the EU which
had helped mitigate deprivation
in many marginalized communi-
ties. Those who advocate for Brexit
often complain that British taxpay-
ers’ money is funnelled to Brussels
as part of its membership of the
bloc. They claim that after Britain
quits the EU, then these funds will
be available for spending on British
public services.

Such logic is questionable in
light of the UN poverty report.
Professor Alston’s investigation
found that social deprivation in
Britain has been compounded by
“mean-spirited” and “callous” gov-
ernment policies which have priori-
tised economic austerity cutbacks
over public welfare.

So, if successive British

governments have not shown much
care towards poor people over the
past eight years, out of a dubious ide-
ological conviction, then why would
they suddenly adopt a caring attitude
in a post-Brexit period?

Much more realistic is the
expectation that as Britain under-
goes wrenching changes to its econ-
omy over Brexit, the callous attitude
of the political establishment will
ensure that the disadvantaged
become even more disadvantaged
in order to pay for the costs of
transition.

Admittedly, if a Labour govern-
ment were to come to power in the
next few years, then social policies
could be more humane and progres-
sive to improve the conditions for
ordinary workers and their fami-
lies, the unemployed, pensioners
and those requiring long-term health
care. But that’s speculative. It might
not happen.

What we can say for now is
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that the present government under
Theresa May is making an insulting
appeal that her Brexit plan is in the
national interest. Whatever the con-
sequences for the rich elite, May’s
Brexit plan is certainly not in the
interest of low-income Britons and
the burgeoning ranks of the poor.

It is true that many working-
class Britons voted for Brexit in the
June 2016 referendum. But did they
envisage what the consequences
would entail? They were also sold
a lot of false promises by the likes
of Boris Johnson and other British
toffs who fantasise about rejuvenat-
ing Rule Britannia Empire.

The UN report notes that Britain
is the fifth richest economy in the
world. Yet it has one of the highest
rates of poverty among so-called
developed nations. That’s dysfunc-
tional capitalism for you.

Since Conservative governments
embarked on an ironclad policy of
economic austerity, over the past
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eight years some $50 billion has
been axed from public welfare and
services. Those cuts have directly
impacted communities and social
conditions turning cities, towns,
villages and housing estates into
depressed zones of blighted lives for
millions of people. The UN report
found record numbers of Britons
subsisting by going to food banks
and other charitable centres in order
to get their next meal. That is even
the case for people who have jobs,
such is the rampant poverty-in-work
culture across Britain.

Record numbers of people are
living rough on the streets. Some
have resorted to prostitution just to
buy food. Or joined criminal gangs
as a way to survive. Charles Dickens
would have lots to write about if he
were still alive.

A damning figure is this: the
$50 billion that Conservative gov-
ernments have cut in public spend-
ing over eight years is comparable to

what Britain spends every year on its
military budget.

The only way that Brexit would
be in the national interest is if the
country somehow acquires a gov-
ernment that is truly democratic and
committed to social justice. A gov-
ernment that is courageous and will-
ing to challenge the abysmal gap
between rich and poor, to embark on
social and economic policies that pri-
oritise the needs of workers and ordi-
nary people, not the rich elite.

The record of the British estab-
lishment shows that it has negligi-
ble concern for the working people
of Britain, and is only dedicated to
enriching the oligarchy and fuel-
ling its war machine for aggres-
sion against foreign “enemies” like
Russia.

Under prevailing British poli-
tics, one thing is sure. Brexit means
Brokexit — more hardship and pov-
erty for the people of Britain.
Im%/rmaﬁon Clearing House &

Cuban doctors to

WT Whitney

Cuba’s Ministry of Public Health
announced on November 14 that
some 8,000 Cuban doctors provid-
ing health care in Brazil will be
returning to Cuba. The action was
in response to Brazilian president-
elect Jair Bolsonaro’s harsh criti-
cism of their presence in Brazil.
Cuba’s Ministry of Health indi-
cates the doctors, 60 percent of
them women, will have left Brazil
by mid-December.

The Cuban doctors make up
80 percent of the doctors working
as part of Brazil’s “More Doctors
Program” initiated in August,

2013 by the Brazilian Workers
Party and former President Dilma
Rousseff. The Pan American Health
Organization (PAHO) collaborated.
The Cubans were there to serve
Brazilians who lacked health care,
many living in remote, rural areas.
Doctors from Brazil and other coun-
tries also participate in the More
Doctors Program.

Having earlier criticised the
competence and training of the
Cuban doctors, Bolsonaro several
weeks ago indicated that as presi-
dent he would require them to take
licensing examinations. He also
demanded that all pay for their serv-
ices be delivered to them and not

be sent to the Ministry of Health
in Cuba. He had charged Cuban
officials with not allowing the doc-
tors’ families to live in Brazil.
Now, he says, permission must be
granted for entire families to go to
Brazil. Bolsonaro offered perma-
nent residence — or “asylum” — in
Brazil to doctors who want to stay.
Bolsonaro’s term begins on January
1,2019.

Bolsonaro, a former military
officer and apologist for torture and
for Brazil’s former military dictator-
ship, had served in Brazil’s House
of Deputies since 1991. There he
had railed against the More Doctors
Program. In recent remarks he lik-
ened the pay arrangements to slav-
ery and held up exclusion of the
families as signalling repression.
“We don’t admit Cuban slaves into
Cuba, nor can we keep on feeding
the Cuban dictatorship,” Bolsonaro
told reporters.

More importantly, Bolsonaro
was harming the well-being of
many Brazilians, whose health care
presumably will soon revert to the
precarious state of years past. Over
the course of five years, 20,000
Cuban doctors have been respon-
sible for the care of 60 million
Brazilians living in 3,600 munici-
palities; 700 of them had not pre-
viously known a physician’s care.

leave Brazil

Some 113 million individual consul-
tations have taken place. In a survey
sponsored by Brazil’s Ministry of
Health, 95 percent of Brazilians
attended by Cuban doctors recently
expressed satisfaction with the care
they received.

According to one estimate, 44
million Brazilians will be without
medical care beginning in 2019.
Most are poor and marginalized.
Cubans doctors have worked in the
poorest districts of major cities and
in 34 Special Indigenous Districts,
especially in Amazonia state. They
care for 90 percent of indigenous
people in Brazil. Some 35 percent
of the Cuban doctors in Brazil work
in municipalities where at least
20 percent of the people live in
extreme poverty.

In ordering the doctors to return,
Cuba’s Ministry of Health con-
demned Bolsonaro’s “direct, derog-
atory and threatening references
to the presence of our doctors and
his disrespect to the Pan American
Health Organization and to the
agreement with Cuba.” And, “to
question the dignity, professional-
ism, and altruism of Cuban collabo-
rators who, with the support of their
families, currently provide services
in 67 countries [is] unacceptable.”

Besides, “In the overwhelm-
ing majority of missions completed,

the expenses have been covered by
the Cuban government. Likewise,
in Cuba, 35,613 health profession-
als from 138 countries have been
trained for free, as an expression of
our solidarity and internationalist
vocation.”

According to Cubadebate.cu, at
least 70 percent of moneys received
from Brazil as payment for services
provided by Cuban doctors goes
toward providing Cuba’s health care
system with new equipment and
improved facilities. The doctors, we
learn, gave up potential income vol-
untarily. The editorial team denies
that Cuba restricts doctors’ fami-
lies from living in Brazil, claiming
that Brazil sets the rules and that
family members do visit the doc-
tors in Brazil. And a few families
live there.

Also, a 2013 law signed by
President Dilma Rousseff exempted
foreign doctors working in Brazil
from having to sit for licensure
exams. Brazil’s current govern-
ment extended the law. In any case
Brazil’s medical profession has
arranged for only eight percent of
physicians taking the exam to actu-
ally pass it.

This story is about generosity
and solidarity, at least according to
a former Brazilian health minister:
“Bolsonaro doesn’t understand that

a doctor doesn’t practice medicine
only for money. Doctors work-

ing in areas of great poverty don’t
think solely about money.” That’s
true with Cuban doctors. Over the
course of 55 years, they’ve carried
out 600,000 individual medical mis-
sions to 164 nations where 400,000
health workers have provided care.

Dr Yonner Gonzélez Infante
soon will leave Brazil, unwill-
ingly. He wrote an open letter to
Bolsonaro.

“Bolsonaro, my son, when your
honour says that Cuba keeps my
salary, I only think of my mother,
brothers, nephews, cousins, uncles,
neighbours, my whole family. They
are guaranteed health care without
paying anything. I realise that my
education as a doctor was thanks to
the creation of public universities ...
where [everybody’s] children share
the same schools without discrimi-
nation by sex, colour, ideology, or
wealth. That, Bolsonaro, is called
equality. You don’t know about that
because it doesn’t exist in a country
where corruption and political privi-
leges eat up Brazil’s wealth.”

People’s World &
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Seriously inadequate

With a federal election fast approaching,
and the Coalition mired in infighting and
inaction, Labor have a unique opportunity
to lead the way on tackling our urgent cli-
mate crisis. But this just in: Bill Shorten
has released his new energy plan and it’s
simply not good enough.

Make no mistake: this is a seriously inad-
equate policy. At a time when we need deci-
sive measures, Labor’s target of 50 percent

renewables energy by 2030 falls badly short of
the action we need to protect Australians from
catastrophic climate change and clean up our
energy system.

That’s why together we must call on them
to do better. Much better. In a climate crisis, a
plan that fails to move us beyond coal will not
do. This is not the time for half measures.

There is still time for Labor to make this
right and come to the federal election next year
with a credible energy policy.

Climate change is not a problem for the
future. It is threatening our health and our
future, right now. Bushfire seasons are grow-
ing longer and more severe, the Reef is slowly
dying and we are facing some of the worst
droughts in our history.

We need ambitious and effective action to
avoid the worst effects of climate change, not a
substandard policy that fails to plan for a rapid,
orderly phase-out of polluting coal-fired power
plants. This is an urgent crisis that demands
urgent action.

In Wentworth (by-election) our politicians
were handed a historic mandate to act on cli-
mate. Labor have a chance to set the agenda,

but with this half-baked plan they are failing
us at the first hurdle.
Let’s demand more from our leaders.
Max, Alix, Nat,
Greenpeace Australia Pacific

Beyond belief

The recent commemorations of the cente-
nary of the Armistice 1918 are over. But the
proposed plans to enlarge the Australian
War Memorial using not only the $500
million promised by the government but
money provided by arms manufacturers
has caused and continues to cause strong
public reaction.

How can we talk about honouring the
fallen by promoting and encouraging the very
people who had manufactured the means to kill
and maim them? We are all familiar with the
stories of the young veterans who need help
and support after their military service.

It’s easy to pose with a poppy on your lapel
once a year — what about the horrors of wars
that linger on, ruining lives of not only veterans
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but their families and children? Thousands of
people visit the Australian War Memorial every
year, including thousands of children.

Arms manufacturers will be getting public
recognition and maybe even naming rights.
It’s beyond belief that this is even seriously
contemplated.

Brendan Nelson, the Museum director is
pushing very strongly for the arms manufac-
turers to be contributing to the War Memorial.
Will somebody tell me the difference between
putting up a plaque on the crematorium wall
in a Nazi camp with the name of the firm
which had produced the gas to kill people and
acknowledging the contributions from arms
manufacturers in this case?

How low can you sink? If there is one
thing that all the wars are supposed to teach
us, that is the value of peace. I’d honestly love
to see the Peace Museum where children are
taught to cherish peace and not glorify wars.

T Southern
Brisbane

Cult

by
Rob Gowl

I started school in 1945, halfway
through the year, when I turned
five. Woollahra Central School
was an odd mix of kids from
posh homes and others from the
working-class parts of the suburb.
The Great Depression had finally
ended with the outbreak of WW2,
but there was still plenty of pov-
erty to be found. When I started
there, there was no school uni-
form. Half the kids — especially
the boys — came to school in bare
feet.

About five years later they intro-
duced school uniforms — blue shirt
and grey shorts for the boys and a
blue tunic for the girls and black
school shoes — over loud misgiv-
ings from quite a few parents about
the added expense. After all, at that
time, many kids only had one pair of
shoes, the pair they kept for “best”
and certainly did not wear to school
(because that would wear them out
too soon if you did).

Although the “post-war boom”
saw more jobs created and a higher
standard of living slowly come to
pass, it took time and there was
still plenty of poverty which even
us kids were aware of. My first

scooter was a worn-out relic that
some other family had thrown out.
In fact, most of the larger toys that I
and my friends had were other peo-
ple’s discards.

Our house was a small semi-
detached cottage with a fuel stove,
a laundry open to the elements at
one end and with a fuel copper (it
was my job on wash-days to keep
it ablaze). The kitchen was separate
from the front part of the house. My
dad became a plumber and built a
bathroom (with indoor toilet) in the
space between the kitchen and the
rest of the house. Luxury!

He then ran a gas line from the
street (with a coin in the slot gas
meter) so we could have a gas stove
and a bath-heater. Double luxury!

In the 1930s, before my mother
married a Party organiser, she had
been the dining room manager
(overseeing three separate dining
rooms) in a large country pub in
Wagga. In the 1940s, she walked
me to school each morning then
walked on to the home of whichever
wealthy lady she was doing house-
work for that day.

It was a common scenario
across the working-class areas of

Lucky no more

Australia’s cities and varied only in
incidentals in country towns. Many
Australians lived in poverty.

Curiously, although the larger
charities like the Salvos or the
Smith Family were concerned with
the effects of poverty, they were still
more likely to be interested in eso-
teric issues, as they had been in the
19th century: raising money to pro-
vide children in outer Baluchistan
or Darkest Africa with pocket hand-
kerchiefs, as some 19th century wit
observed.

Anyone who has caught the cur-
rent Smith Family ads on TV (and
they’re hard to miss) will know that
the large charities have been obliged
by circumstances to acknowledge
that many thousands of Australian
children live in poverty today: they
cannot afford proper uniforms, they
can never hope to go on school
excursions (if these cost money and,
although they shouldn’t, they usu-
ally do), and they fall behind in their
schoolwork for various reasons to do
with poverty.

So now these charities are
having to cadge money for deprived
Australians, a mortifying admis-
sion for the champions of “the lucky

country”. We know, of course, that
many capitalist politicians and
spokespeople are convinced that the
poor are poor because they lack the
initiative to set up their own busi-
nesses, despite the fact that it is very
well known that the majority of
small businesses go belly-up in their
first year. But when did a capitalist
polly ever let the facts interfere with
his bashing of the poor?

Even bourgeois politicians who
claim to be on the side of the poor
usually leave them high and dry.
Take former Labor PM Bob Hawke,
the man who gave Australia the dis-
aster for working people known as
the Accord. The policy of class col-
laboration embraced by the misno-
mer “the Accord” was based on the
lie that workers and employers had
common interests.

The Accord disarmed the trade
union movement and saw workers
lose income and conditions as they
were conned into putting their faith
in bourgeois politicians. Hawke,
who championed it, now basks
incongruously in the status of an
elder statesman, a position assidu-
ously cultivated by the bourgeois
media. Meanwhile, income disparity

continues to grow, as do the number
of people actually living in real
poverty.

As George Bernard Shaw noted
in Pygmalion, those the upper
classes regard as the “deserving
poor” — widows and orphans — get
handouts from the well-to-do and
the “undeserving poor” — working
class people on low wages — get
nothing, although their needs are
just as great. Of course, charity is no
real solution to the ravages of pov-
erty, ever.

The only real answer to poverty
is a fundamental change in the social
system so that the wealth created by
the people’s labour is returned to
them, to be utilised for their ben-
efit and enjoyment. But as long as
capitalists cream off the lion’s share
of the wealth created by working
people — on the spurious grounds
that it somehow “belongs” to them
— poverty will continue to blight the
world’s working class.

And Australians foolish enough
to think that they do in fact live in
“the lucky country” are actually
living in a fool’s paradise. And that’s
no place for any sensible person to
be. @
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CJ Atkins

The morning before Thanksgiving, I
woke up to an urgent message from
someone back home in Arkansas. My
name, employer information, and a link
to my photo was just published on a neo-
Nazi website. (!) Feeling more than a bit
alarmed, I of course quickly checked it out.

There, on the homepage of an outfit call-
ing itself “The ShieldWall Network” was a list
of dozens of alleged members of the “Central
Arkansas Democratic Socialists of America
(Antifa),” along with the places they worked —
everything from Chipotle to universities to car
washes to theological seminaries.

Now, I haven’t lived back in my home state
for more than a decade and I’ve never been to
a meeting of the Central Arkansas DSA, but
I did recognise a good number of the names
on the list. Old friends and acquaintances from
anti-war groups and political campaigns [ was
a part of during my college days. Just a brief
glance at the list and I knew I was in good
company.

So what was the purpose of this list and
why was ShieldWall — an organisation that says
it’s “open to all heterosexual Whites who sup-
port the idea of independent White ethnostates”
— sharing it around on the internet?

The website’s administrator, Billy Roper,
said he was offering the list as an “early
Christmas present” to all his fellow white
nationalists out there. Roper is a former
Arkansas high school teacher and, according

Homer in “Pie Man to the rescue”. Report hate incidents and crimes to the authorities. Don't try to be a vigilante.

to the Southern Poverty Law Centre, a third-
generation hard-core racist. He’s bounced
around from one neo-Nazi outfit to another,
apparently never having too much success in
recruiting followers. His most recent public
event brought out nine supporters for a pro-
test near the Confederate monument outside
the Walmart Museum in Bentonville, Arkansas
back in March. To increase their influence, he’s
encouraged members to “volunteer with your
local Republican Party.”

What Roper and ShieldWall were up to
with their list is a practice known as “doxx-
ing,” sometimes spelled doxing. It’s the collec-
tion and publication online of detailed private
information about a person or people (name,
address, phone number, employer, relatives,
finances, etc) with nefarious intent. The term
comes from the act of dropping documents, or
“docs,” on a person. It’s a tactic that of course
long predates the internet, but with the power
of social media, such dossiers can spread far
and wide very fast.

The goal of doxxing someone might range
from prompting some low-level harassment to
trying to get them fired from their job, or even
go all the way up to enabling those who might
commit violence against targeted people and
their families or vandalise their property.

Legally, doxxing exists in a grey area, as
your typical laws against harassment don’t
cover activities like collecting and publish-
ing publicly-available information online.
Cyberbullying regulations haven’t caught
up; they’re incomplete and in some places,

by neo-Nazis

non-existent. Until some violent act is commit-
ted, other means of prosecution are also pretty
much closed. And even then, it might be dif-
ficult to charge a doxxer who didn’t actually
carry out the violent act.

For progressive activists, journalists, pro-
fessors, teachers, abortion doctors, and others
— and for women members of these groups par-
ticularly — the threat of doxxing is an increas-
ingly real one. It’s a time of intense polarisation
in the country. Trump’s racist, xenophobic, and
misogynist rhetoric is mobilising right-wing
extremism. And with those kinds of elements
unleashed, one doesn’t even have to be doing
anything too overtly political to become a
target of death threats.

But it’s not just the neo-Nazis who are
doing the doxxing. In fact, some of them are
on the receiving end of it. Many are the cases
of “alt right” personalities being outed as racist
organisers and propagandists by their ideologi-
cal opponents online.

The argument that vigilante-style doxx-
ing (i.e. outside the channels of journalism
and investigative research) can be an effec-
tive tactic against fascists and closeted white
nationalists can sound like a convincing one.
But as University of Maryland law professor
Danielle Citron has said, it can also lead to “a
downward spiral of depravity.” It’s equivalent
to bypassing the law and taking it on yourself
to inflict punishment.

The practice is meant to induce fear among
those targeted, discourage them from being
active politically, and expose them to possible
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retribution. That goal is the same whether it’s
the right or the left doing the doxxing, and it’s
dangerous.

Shine a light on the political activities
of the leaders and public figures of far-right
extremism by all means. That’s the job that
journalists and academics have been doing for
a very long time; it’s what the SPLC does.

But progressive activists, amateur sleuths,
and moral crusaders should pause before they
go spreading the home addresses, phone num-
bers, and emails of their adversaries online —
especially when they risk identifying the wrong
person and exposing them to danger.

Even if its consequences turn out to be
rather benign, an act of doxxing is soft-core
terrorism. At its worse, when a violent act actu-
ally results from it, the practice can be tanta-
mount to accessory to assault or even murder.

If you find yourself on a list compiled by
neo-Nazis or other unsavoury elements or are
already facing harassment online, check out the
Speak Up & Stay Safe(r) guide from Feminist
Frequency. Also helpful is the Anti-Doxing
Guide for Activists Facing Attacks from the
Alt-Right, produced by Equality Labs.

And if you find yourself tempted to expose
your local Nazi’s personal info online, think
twice. Report hate incidents and crimes to the
authorities. Contact the Southern Poverty Law
Centre or the media. Don’t try to be a vigilante.
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Avustralia’s

Anne Maxwell
Committee Member, Unemployed Workers' Union

The Australian Unemployed Workers’ Union (AUWU) works towards a future
where everyone has the right to dignified social security and employment. We
are all volunteer run, free to join, open to anybody, and we are non-partisan.

The bulk of our work falls into campaigning and advocacy. We are currently
focused on the Senate Inquiry into the jobactive system.

In order to receive an unemployment benefit, the government requires recipi-
ents to report to a job agency, which oversees a compliance regime of activities that
is one of the most onerous put upon unemployed workers in the OECD. This is the
essence of the jobactive system, which about 650,000 Australians are dealing with
at any one time.

As a result of the financial incentives for job agencies, and of the power imbal-
ance in the relationship between the Newstart recipient and their caseworker (who is
often under-trained, overworked and under-resourced and has the power to suspend
payments), relationships have a tendency to deteriorate from onerous into bullying.

People can contact our free advocacy services via our five-day per week hotline,
email and website. Our services are overwhelmed by calls and emails from people
who have had their payments cut off, are being forced into unsuitable activities, and
have nowhere else to turn.

For example, we hear many stories of sole parents forced to go to Work for the
Dole activities and leave their children unattended, young people told to do Work for
the Dole rather than attend the training they prefer, people forced to attend multiple
unnecessary appointments, or people who have their payments cut off because they
failed to attend an appointment due to illness.

It doesn’t have to be this way. For 30 years between 1945 and 1975, successive
governments maintained a full employment economy, and unemployment was kept
below two percent. Long-term unemployment and underemployment simply did not
exist.

Quite rightly during this full employment period, governments viewed unem-
ployment as a result of its macroeconomic policies. Since then, as the result of an
unjustified fear of inflation, governments have chosen to maintain a high unemploy-
ment rate. And in a further attack upon workers, even though there is currently an
average of 16 job seekers for every job vacancy, unemployment is seen as a failing
of the individual.

Thousands and thousands of unemployed workers are locked into a no-win situ-
ation and punished for being unemployed.

We believe that with the right political will we can have full employment again,
along with a strong social safety net to help people unable to work. This is the vision
the AUWU hopes to share with all workers, from school leavers to retired, from
invisible and under-employed to carers and disabled.
admin@unemployedworkersunion.com
www.facebook.com/unemployedworkersunion
www.UnemployedWorkersUnion.com
The Beacon &
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Taking Issue — Steven Katsineris

The wrong side of history

Australia’s ongoing statements on
the issue of Jerusalem have cre-
ated a terrible foreign policy mess.
Despite the Australian govern-
ment saying it acts in Australia’s
interests, it seems clear to me that
moving the Australian Embassy
to Jerusalem suits the interests
of the USA and is in the strategic
interest of Israel, but it is defi-
nitely detrimental to Australia’s
national interests.

Since the US moved its
embassy to Jerusalem in May,
the only other country to shift its
embassy there has been US ally
Guatemala. While Israel has con-
trolled West Jerusalem since 1948
and considers the city its capital,

other countries maintain embassies
in Tel Aviv because Jerusalem’s ter-
ritorial status remains unresolved.

The Israeli annexation of East
Jerusalem in 1967 is regarded as
illegitimate and Palestinians also lay
claim to Jerusalem as the capital of
their future state. Moving embassies
there strengthens the Israeli hold
over the occupied territory.

This is the latest action by
Australia to ally itself more with
the hard-line regimes in Israel and
the US against the vast bulk of the
world community. On October 16
this year the United Nations General
Assembly allowed Palestine to
head the biggest bloc of develop-
ing countries at the UN. The UN

General Assembly also voted over-
whelmingly to grant additional
rights and privileges to Palestine
for 12 months of its presidency of
134-nation Group of 77. A stagger-
ing 146 states voted in favour of the
resolution while only three coun-
tries the US, Israel and Australia
were opposed.

As well as this, in May 2018,
Australia and the US were the only
countries to vote in the UN against
a UN Human Rights Council’s
decision to investigate the kill-
ings of more than 100 protesting
Palestinian civilians in Gaza by
the Israeli military. Australia said
it opposed the investigation into
alleged violations and abuses of

International Humanitarian Law and
International Human Rights Law on
the grounds it “prejudged” Israel.

“Australia is on the wrong side
of history. Last night it was one of
only two countries, the other being
the United States, who voted against
the UN Human Rights Council’s
resolution to investigate the killings
of over 100 Palestinians, including
children and injuries to thousands,”
Diana Sayed, Crisis Campaigner at
Amnesty International Australia,
said in a statement.

So is Australia really making
principled and independent deci-
sions for the benefit of its people
or to carry favour with the USA.
Moving our embassy to Jerusalem

and other recent positions taken
by the Australian government on
the Palestinian situation show how
out of step Australia is with world
opinion.

And its actions won’t help the
prospect of peace or a just resolu-
tion of the conflict, but just further
emboldens an intransigent Israel
and isolates Australia from the rest
of the international community.
And Australia’s constant backing
of Israel makes it complicit in the
appalling crimes the Zionist state
commits against the Palestinian
people. &
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