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Last week Angus Taylor, federal Minister
for Energy and Emissions Reduction, wrote
a newspaper article praising to the skies a
product that will increase carbon emissions
rather than reduce them. He also created
the impression that marketing the product
- liquid natural gas (LNG or methane) - will
virtually solve the climate change crisis.

The biased article was attacked by business
leaders who own coal fired power stations, and
by others who represent the emerging renew-
able energy industries.

Taylor’s argument is based on the phoney
assumption that the use of gas instead of coal
will reduce the current level of emissions,
because LNG produces 50 percent less carbon
when burnt than coal does.

But LNG’s emission level is boosted by
“fugitive emissions”, the escape of gas during
extraction and processing, and methane is a far
more dangerous greenhouse gas than carbon
dioxide. Fugitive emissions are the fastest-
growing source of carbon pollution listed in the
latest quarterly official government figures for
greenhouse gas emissions in the energy sector.

The substitution of methane for coal would
be no panacea for carbon emissions, even if
there were no fugitive emissions. Coal and gas
used in energy production are responsible for
about 34 percent of Australia’s carbon emis-
sions. The remaining 66 percent comes from
transport, industry and agriculture. Assuming
that twice as much coal is burnt compared
to methane, and that methane produces half
as much carbon emissions as coal, then coal
would produce four fifths of the total emissions
from the energy sector.
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So even if there were no fugitive emissions
at all, substituting methane for coal would only
reduce Australia’s level of energy sector carbon
emissions by two fifths, i.e. by 13.6 percent
of the total emissions from all sectors. And
in order to tackle climate change we need to
reduce them by 100 percent as fast as possible.

Going backwards

Taylor has claimed that with its energy
plan the government is fulfilling Australia’s
commitment under the Paris agreement to
reduce our emissions by 26 to 28 percent com-
pared with 2005 levels by 2030. But there is
no such plan, and Australia’s greenhouse gas
emissions are rising.

Between 2005 and 2015 Australia’s emis-
sion fell from 610 million tonnes of CO2
equivalent to 530.7 million tonnes. According
to the 2015 Paris Agreement, by 2030 we are
expected to reduce our annual emission level
to 451 million tonnes. Yet our current emission
rate has risen to 537 million tonnes per annum
over the last four years, according to official
government greenhouse gas emission data. In
a TV interview Taylor’s boss, Prime Minister
Scott Morrison, denied that the official statis-
tics were correct, and last month he refused to
release the latest data.

Taylor boasts that the coalition government
is exceeding Australia’s Paris targets.

But the government’s calculations are
totally phony, because its emission reduction
claims include carry-over credits of reductions
previously achieved in excess of the former
Kyoto agreement. However, the Paris agree-
ment was intended to apply a “clean slate”
approach under which nations would have to
calculate their reductions starting from the
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signing of the Paris Agreement in 2015 with
no carryover credits.

The phoney figures are also achieved by
claiming some very dubious statistics which,
according to the Morrison government, show a
reduction in deforestation. The statistics have
been challenged by environmental groups
because the NSW government has weakened
its laws controlling the clearing of native veg-
etation and there has been a rapid rise in land-
clearing in Queensland over the last four years.

This year LNG production is expected to
increase by 12.9 percent. The government is
backing the development of the giant, malevo-
lent Adani coal mine in Queensland, and some
coalition MPs are arguing that the government
should underwrite construction of at least one
and possibly two new coal-fired power sta-
tions in Queensland. Others, including Taylor,
favour the establishment of a nuclear power
industry, despite the terrible danger, decades-
long delays and enormous cost. And others
argue that science will provide some fantas-
tically successful strategy for us later on, so
we don’t need to worry, or that we could use
the untested, hugely expensive and geologi-
cally dangerous system of carbon capture and
storage.

In Britain, Prime Minister Theresa May has
committed her country to reducing its carbon
emissions to zero by 2050. European nations
are likely to follow suit.

The government’s false and deliberately
misleading figures and its obsessive support for
fossil fuel industries demonstrate that it intends
to do as little as possible to develop renewa-
ble energy, while still claiming it is maximis-
ing Australia’s contribution to the international
struggle to deal with climate change.
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Head in sand

Climate change will damage Australia
no less, and in ways more than almost any
other country on Earth. Unless drastic climate
change action is taken, vast areas of the land
mass will become uninhabitable because of
heatwaves. Hundreds of thousands of people
from rural and regional areas will seek refuge
in the coastal fringe, which will shrink because
of the rise in sea levels. The Great Barrier Reef
will die and traditional agricultural food pro-
duction will collapse.

We need to transition as fast as possible to
renewable energy electricity generation, the
use of electricity to power vehicles, mass trans-
port and industrial equipment. Yet the coali-
tion is making hardly any preparations for what
may well be the most terrible period in human
history. Morrison sneered at South Australia’s
$90 million giant energy storage complex, call-
ing it “the big banana of energy”. Yet in its first
year of operations it stabilised energy genera-
tion and saved the state $33 million.

The government is determined to pro-
tect the interests of the fossil fuel industries
by slowing down the transition to renewa-
ble energy production. One corporate execu-
tive caustically described the government’s
approach to climate change as “the quiet
Australia policy, which is effectively we don’t
need to do anything.”

But we do! We need to block the gov-
ernment’s support for the fossil fuel indus-
tries. And we need to rid ourselves of the
loathsome Morrison regime at the earliest
opportunity. &
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Let’s build
the real alternative

The election of Anthony Albanese as the leader of the Labor
Party, his personal performance last week with a rejection of
the union movement as redundant unless it’s there to help the
ALP be elected to government is an example of the ALP’s ar-
rogance and contempt for the unions and by extension working
people in general.

The election to the Labor leadership of a nominally
“left” individual who grew up in the working class suburb of
Marrickville which is a part of his electorate may have been
meant to boost the expectations and hopes of the Party mem-
bership. It remains to be seen how this is reflected among the
Australian people.

The defeat of the Morrison government is put forward as an
imperative, but no real alternative is put forward as Labor is
set to continue its role as an enabler for the extremely conserva-
tive social and economic policies of the Coalition, including the
perpetuation of Australia’s role as US “deputy sheriff”.

It will follow that Labor will not back mass movements
against US wars, defend Medicare and public education, or
support refugee rights, Aboriginal demands or Australian in-
dependence and sovereignty.

It should not be forgotten that the Labor governments of
Hawke and Keating started the process of privatising public
enterprises and implemented a whole gamut of economic ra-
tionalist policies. Labor started the process of dismantling the
award system and based its foreign policies on the US alliance.
Hawke and Keating introduced university fees and failed to
increase payment of rebates to doctors thereby undermining
bulk-billing.

The ALP remains an out-and-out parliamentary party, mean-
ing that it focuses on winning government and concentrates its
activity on winning votes. It does not encourage its members
and supporters to demonstrate on the streets or go on strike
in support of its policies when in opposition or in government.

In terms of elections, at this point in time a defeat of the
Morrison coalition government would mean the election of a
Labor or Labor-led government with all its limitations. This
does not rule out the important step of electing more people
with consistent and progressive policies to both the House of
Representatives and the Senate.

There is already a “balance of power” in the Senate which
has the potential to in some extent restrain the objectives of the
Morrison government: part of the process towards the break-up
of the cosy two-party system that has dominated Australia’s
political life for so long.

More progressive candidates could also be elected to the
Senate acting not only as a break on the right-wing excesses
of either a Liberal or a Labor government but also using the
Senate platform from which to put real alternative policies to
the Australian people.

These would be really significant steps towards the formation
of a government made up of all the left and progressive forces in
the community. Then we have a dependable government defend-
ing and implementing policies in the interests of the working
people as a matter of principle.

A mere change from Liberal to Labor will not meet the needs
or hopes of the people of Australia.

PRESS FUND

Last week the mass media declared that Iran was the most likely
culprit in an attack on two oil carriers in the Strait of Hurmuz.
But others asked the obvious question, why would Iran attack its
own most important export? And why would they send out their
navy vessels to rescue sailors who had abandoned the burning
vessels, or attack the Japanese vessel just when the Japanese
Prime Minister was paying Iran a state visit? The attack has all
the hallmarks of the US oil blockade which has wreaked hardship
on the Venezuelan people. We’ll keep you informed on further
events, but in the meantime we need Press Fund contributions, so
please send in something for the next edition if you possibly can.
Many thanks to our supporters this week, as follows:

Dr G Dittura $10, “Round Figure” $10, “Sparky” $10,
R Simmons $100

This week’s total: $130 Progressive total: $2,860
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Lessons from
the Cuban Revolution

Graham Harrington

The Cuban Revolution did not begin as a socialist
revolution; in fact the original Cuban communist
party, the PSP (People’s Socialist Party), denounced
the attack on the Moncado Barracks in 1953 as a
“putsch,” and, while engaging with the rebels during
the guerilla campaign, it did not fully align with
them, believing instead in building mass support in
the cities.

After the overthrow of Batista, the PSP and the 26th
of July Movement moved closer together and eventually
formed the Communist Party of Cuba.

The Communist Party, then as now, is not an elec-
toral party; it does not stand candidates in the national,
provincial and municipal elections held regularly in
Cuba. Its members, however, do work within the mass
organisations, such as the Federation of Cuban Women
and the Committees for the Defence of the Revolution,
which have a presence in nearly every Cuban street
and tower block. This has made the Communist Party
keep its guiding role within society, without a reliance
on electoral success — something to ponder on for those
in Ireland who maintain illusions about a parliamentary
road to socialism.

Education is one of the pillars of the Revolution,
with all education provided as a right to all citizens, free
of charge. Cuba spends more of its GDP on education
— 13 percent — than any other country in the world. It
also leads the world in medical care, with the emphasis
on preventive medicine, provided by doctors who live
among the people they serve.

Women make up a majority of parliamentarians,
the second-highest proportion in the world. More than
60 percent of university students are women, as are the
majority of professionals. This is assisted by state-sub-
sidised abortion and child services as well as education
programmes that make men share the domestic duties,
such as cleaning, cooking, and looking after children —
something that has allowed Cuban men also to break free
of the negative effects of traditional roles.

These achievements make the Cuban standard of
living very attractive to those living in the Global South.
Travelling through Cuba, one will not find people living
in overcrowded barrios, run by armed gangs peddling
drugs and prostitution — in fact drugs of all kinds, includ-
ing marijuana, are illegal; instead one will find people
content to socialise in their communities, with children
playing even into the late evenings in the back streets of
Havana, free from concern. This is in stark contrast to the
everyday life of others in the Caribbean and elsewhere.

Cuba, a small country of 11 million people, has
always lent the hand of friendship to other peoples.
Cuban internationalist volunteers were instrumental in
preventing apartheid South Africa and the West from
defeating the national liberation movements in Angola

and Namibia, with the Cuban-led military victory at
the Battle of Cuito Cuanavale being a turning-point in
that conflict and contributing to the downfall of apart-
heid. Cuban medical volunteers keep up that tradition,
whether it be those who took part in Operation Miracle
in Venezuela or those who assisted in treating Ebola vic-
tims in Africa.

These achievements, impressive in any context, have
meant that Cuba is a prime target of US imperialism,
which has maintained an illegal blockade on the country
since shortly after the Revolution. The blockade differs
from an embargo, in that it prevents third-party countries
from trading with Cuba, meaning that the importing of
materials as diverse as oil and pencils is either extremely
expensive or, in some cases, impossible.

The cost of the blockade is in the hundreds of bil-
lions, and prevents Cuba from achieving even more suc-
cesses, not to mention depriving the world of Cuban
expertise in the fields of health and education.

The linchpin in the transformation of the Cuban
Revolution from a democratic to an explicitly socialist
revolution was the experiences of the people in the demo-
cratic struggle itself, with the role of the United States in
propping up Batista becoming more and more obvious,
as was the role of the criminal Cuban bourgeoisie as a
dependant on foreign capital.

The Agrarian Reform, one of the first major policies
of the revolution, proved to be much more than a mere
reform or tinkering with the system. It eliminated large
landholdings and thus, to quote an article in Granma, the
Communist Party’s daily paper, “led to greater transfor-
mations within the Revolution and, for some scholars,
established its agrarian, anti-imperialist, democratic-pop-
ular character, since the awarding of land to those who
worked it affected not only Cuban latifundistas [big land-
owners] but foreign owners of huge estates as well, espe-
cially from the United States.”

This was a transformative demand, which matched
where Cubans were in their political consciousness but
also allowed them to increase their standing in society
and give them the confidence to challenge the system at
its strategic weak points.

This allowed the revolution to combine political-eco-
nomic demands with a patriotic position. It was the unfin-
ished business of the Cuban War of Independence, which
ended in 1898, and in keeping with the life of Jos¢ Marti.
It was the risen people who came from this struggle that
endured the “Special Period” (the disastrous effects of the
overthrow of socialism in the USSR and eastern Europe
in 1989-91) and today continue to build a socialism that,
while proud of its past, is looking to the future.

Successful revolutions are never-ending, and the
Cuban Revolution does not plan to moderate any time
soon.

Socialist Voice &

Cuba vigil in Martin Place, Sydney.
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we could find no common language —

QUOTE OF THE WEEK

The grudges of centuries were now being aired,

this was the accursed legacy of the old regime.

on the eve of the October Revolution, Russia, March 1917
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Junior army officer
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Climate reb
fum

Ryan Burley

Nestled in the shadow of kunanyi, South
Hobart, is one of the more hip areas of
Australia’s southern-most capital city.
Young families and university students
populate this suburb of federation-era cot-
tages, trendy cafes and boutique dental sur-
geries. The locals walk designer dogs down
streets lined by luxury European sedans
that are conveniently on show due to a lack
of off-street parking.

In the late afternoon a dark fog tumbles
down kunanyi’s slopes, mingling with the
blue-grey smoke that rises from the suburb’s
chimneys. It is under this ominous cloud that
Extinction Rebellion is holding its first public
information session in Tasmania.

Just over 50 people have gathered in a
small South Hobart community building to
hear a talk from Jane Morton, former psy-
chologist and now the driving force behind the
Extinction Rebellion movement in Australia.

Extinction Rebellion is focused on coerc-
ing governments to take action on the climate
emergency. The movement has three core
demands:

* Governments must tell the truth by
declaring a climate and ecological
emergency, working with other institutions
to communicate the urgency for change.

* Governments must act now to halt
biodiversity loss and reduce greenhouse gas
emissions to net zero by 2025.

* Governments must create and be led by
the decisions of a Citizen’s Assembly on
climate and ecological justice.

The battle plan is simple: use non-violent,
mass civil disobedience to cause enough dis-
ruption that governments are forced to heed the
demands of the people.

Morton is not a powerful speaker. Her
delivery is calm with an undercurrent of
urgency. But Morton’s message is solid and it
falls on receptive ears. This particular crowd
does not need convincing. She runs through
the data on greenhouse gas emissions, melt-
ing polar ice caps, and all the other troubling
signposts that are familiar to those attuned to
climate science.

The mood in the room is bleak, but ex-
psychologist Morton knows how to harness
dark emotions and turn them towards a posi-
tive outcome.

In a particularly encouraging section of the
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kunanyi “Mount Wellington”.

presentation, Morton emphasises the impor-
tance of shifting the Overton window [the
range of ideas tolerated in public discourse]
and ratcheting up the language of fear as moti-
vators for the complacent. After all, recent poll-
ing from the Lowy Institute indicates that the
majority of Australians have serious concerns
about climate change. However, it is getting a
nation of people notorious for their laid-back
attitude towards serious issues to stand up and
take action that is the real challenge.

Within the period of its short exist-
ence, Extinction Rebellion has made definite
strides in pushing concerned citizens towards
real action. On the question of pursuing
broader systemic change, however, Extinction
Rebellion is conspicuously silent. When
asked whether the climate emergency can be
addressed in any meaningful way without dis-
mantling capitalism Morton is evasive, making
broad gestures towards the work of soft-left
darling Naomi Klein and reiterating the need
to hold governments to account as a first step.

To its credit, Extinction Rebellion has at
least gone further than the Occupy Wall Street
movement by having clearly defined demands
and a coherent structure. But from a socialist
perspective it is concerning that the movement
is focused exclusively on hassling our cas-
trated governments, as opposed to pressuring
the multinational corporations actually respon-
sible for the climate emergency.

Still, Extinction Rebellion is a genuine,
international movement committed to carry-
ing out acts of mass civil disobedience in the
name of halting the runaway climate catastro-
phe. Crucially, the movement calls for serious
protesters who are willing to be arrested for
taking part in acts of mass civil disobedience.
Extinction Rebellion is not content with lei-
surely parades and benign banner-waving. It
is a serious movement dedicated to disruptive
collective action.

The movement has already made sig-
nificant gains in the UK. London authorities
recently agreed to officially declare a state of

From the Archives

The Guardian, December 2003
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climate emergency following 11 days of dis-
ruptive activity from Extinction Rebellion
groups in the city. In Melbourne, Extinction
Rebellion activists clogged up the CBD in
late May by staging a large scale “die-in”.
Meanwhile, Extinction Rebellion activists
have been instrumental in coercing over 500
local councils to make climate emergency dec-
larations. The momentum is growing. There
are currently over 20 Extinction Rebellion
branches in Australia and more than 380
around the world.

Extinction Rebellion presents an oppor-
tunity for anyone desperate to take action on
the issue of the climate emergency. The move-
ment is thirsty for people with talents in areas
from graphic design to public speaking and, of
course, anyone with experience in acts of civil
disobedience.

To find out more about Extinction Rebellion in
Australia, go o
www.ausrebellion.earth &

Sydney
CELEBRATE

THE 60TH ANNIVERSARY
OF THE CUBAN REVOLUTION

12inoon Sunday July 21
Speakers; food, music and raffle prizes
Entry/by donation $10 if you can afford
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Tyranny will not return

The Revolutionary Government of
the Republic of Cuba condemns in
the strongest terms the measures
announced by the United States
government on June 4, further
tightening the economic blockade
imposed on Cuba for over 60 years,
at a cost for the Cuban economy
which amounted to over US$134 bil-
lion in 2018 at current prices, and to
the figure of US$933 billion, taking
into account the devaluation of the
US dollar vis-a-vis the price of gold
in the world market.

According to what has been
learned, this new escalation, effective
as of June 5, further strengthens the
hard restrictions already imposed on
US citizens to travel to Cuba, includes
an absolute ban on any vessels from
the United States and immediately pro-
hibits cruise ships from visiting our
country.

The intent continues to be to
extract political concessions from the
Cuban nation through suffocation of
the economy and hurting the popula-
tion. In this particular case, these meas-
ures are also aimed at preventing the
American people from knowing the
Cuban reality thus bringing down the
effects of the slanderous propaganda
that is fabricated on a daily basis
against our country.

Such actions disregard the major-
ity view of Americans, whose interest
to know Cuba and exercise their right
to travel was proved by the 650,000 US
travellers who came in 2018, together
with half a million Cubans residing in
the United States.

Last April 17, US National
Security Advisor John Bolton, at an
anti-Cuban show attended by the
mercenaries defeated in Bay of Pigs
and family members of the hench-
men of the Fulgencio Batista tyranny,
announced that his government would
restrict non-family travel to Cuba. This
individual is known for having taken
over the US foreign policy towards the
Western Hemisphere, which constitutes
the main threat to peace and stability of
the whole region.

The United States supports the
Monroe Doctrine openly, with which it
tries to deny the sovereign equality and
the right to self-determination of every
nation of the hemisphere.

The recent attacks against Cuba are
grounded on new pretexts. The best-
known excuse is the defamatory accu-
sation of Cuba’s military interference
in Venezuela. This lie has been publicly
and repeatedly rejected by the Cuban
government.

They have even gone to the unscru-
pulous point of proposing Cuba to

betray its convictions and the principles
that have sustained the foreign policy
of the Cuban Revolution, in return for
promises of negotiation or relief from
the draconian and criminal measures
making up the economic blockade.

The solidarity of Cuba with con-
stitutional President Nicolas Maduro
Moros, the Bolivarian and Chavista
Revolution and the civic and mili-
tary union of its people, is non-nego-
tiable. The more than 20,000 Cuban
cooperation workers who, on a volun-
tary basis and selflessly, are providing
social services in that country, most of
them in the field of health, will remain
there cooperating with that sister nation
as long as they are welcome by the
Venezuelan people.

For Cubans, betrayal is not an
option. We are not naive. It’s already
been 150 years of hard struggle for our
independence, having to face from the
outset the hegemony ambitions of the
US imperialism.

Cuba will not let itself be fright-
ened or distracted from the essential
and urgent tasks for the development
of our economy and the construction
of socialism. Closely united, we shall
be able to face the most challenging
adversities. They cannot suffocate us,
nor can they stop us.

Havana, June 5 &

Postcard from Havana

“A different kind of freedom”

Bob Treasure

Cubans are a fiercely independent people. They showed
that when they kicked out the Spanish colonisers in the
1890s and then their US Mafia successors, after many
attempts, in the 1959 revolution of Fidel, Raul, Camilo
and Che.

I met that same proud independence in interviews I carried
out among ordinary people across the breadth of the (Socialist)
Republic of Cuba, just recently.

Often, however, [ was asked in turn about my own coun-
try, Australia. “What kind of government do you have in
Australia?”

“In my country we are governed by a Constitutional
Monarchy. The Queen of England is our Head of State.”

Everyone who got this answer looked stunned and con-
fused. ““You mean you are ruled by the Queen from another
country?”

“It’s really more of a symbolic thing,” and I would show a
coin with the Queen’s head on it.

“Does this Queen have any power?” So I had to be honest:

“Well, once, back in 1975, her appointed representative,
the Governor-General, sacked the elected government and
appointed a new Prime Minister.”

“Have the laws changed since then?”

“Umm ... Not really.”

“Then why don’t you have a revolution?”

This last response only happened once, but it did reflect
the general disbelief from most Cubans I spoke to about our
constitution, and this niggled me.

At the International Friendship Camp where I was staying,
most delegates proudly hoisted the flags of their respective
nations: Brazil, Chile, Japan, Vietnam, Ghana, South Africa
etc. Yet the thought that my national flag still held a remnant
of British imperialism in the top left corner played heavily on
my mind.

In the face and presence of Cuba’s heroic self-reliance
I had to be frank and admit that [ was embarrassed. Maybe
Australians are deeply insecure ... maybe we are actually
afraid of true “independence” and “freedom”? Maybe we
will never grasp the nettle as the Cubans have done, and go
it alone? Maybe I am more proud of Vegemite than my own
national flag? &

Comrade Nazim

Nézim Hikmet, the great communist
poet, was commemorated on the 56th
anniversary of his death with an event
titled “Comrade Ndzim” on May 25,
2019, at the Nazim Hikmet Cultural
Centre in Kadikdy district of Istanbul.

“To understand what is gone and what
is on the way”, the great poet of the great
humanity says. “Nazim, who put the verses
of equality, freedom, patriotism, hope and
peace in the centre of his artistic production,
was the pioneer of a new generation of intel-
ligentsia not only in Turkey but also in the
world”, it was noted in the statement issued
for the commemoration.

“From the foundation of the Republic of
Turkey to the peace struggles in the 1950s,
Nazim Hikmet acted with his intellectual
responsibility and his strong belief in social-
ism. He was proud of being a member of the
Communist Party of Turkey (TKP), and he
managed to ‘overcome lies in the heart, in
the streets, and in the books’ with his faith in
being organised,” said the statement.

The event, which started with a Nazim

Hikmet’s poem titled “I think of you” read
by the stage actor Ender Yigit, continued
with a panel discussion participated by
Cagr1 Kinikoglu, TKP Central Committee
Member Mehmet Kuzulugil, and Kaya
Tokmakgioglu.

During the panel, participants also found
the opportunity to listen to two collected
recordings of Nazim Hikmet’s speeches
given in the radio programs he attended at
the Budapest Radio between the second half
of the 1950s and the early 1960s.

The panel ended with a documentary,
“Néazim’s Journey to Cuba” [in Turkish.
Nazim’m Kiiba Yolculugu (2008)], directed
by Cagri Kinikoglu and Gloria Rolando.

Nazim Hikmet had visited Cuba in 1961
due to the invitation of his colleague, the
Cuban poet Nicholas Guillen. After the US
attempt to invade Cuba during the Bay of
Pigs, Nazim went to Cuba for solidarity and
to observe the progress and enthusiasm of
the Cuban Revolution.

He died on June 3,
Moscow. &
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Religious privilege
is a huge concern

After Marriage Equality was achieved, the
right wing of the Coalition government
decided Christian rights were at risk. A
Religious Review was held due to concerns
about the rights of Christians.

Philip Ruddock, a conservative and former
Attorney General who was the architect of re-
wording the “marriage act” to read as “man and
woman” to exclude same-sex couples, was the
chairperson.

Eventually, after much delay the Review
showed there was very little concern for
Christians.

However, the government’s paranoia about
LGBTIQ people is a great concern to LGBTIQ
people and their loved ones.

Because:

» Welfare groups, aged care and hospitals are
predominantly run by religious bodies

+ Teachers working at Christian schools may be
retrenched and students expelled

» Businesses owned by Christian individuals
or organisations may all be given the right

to refuse service or care, just because their
clients, customers or staff involved are
LGBTIQ.

Additionally, there is the concern of the pro-
motion of hate speech. Christians may not believe
their words are harmful, or may not care but the
impact of what is said or written can be devastat-
ing for the LGBTIQ person and their loved ones.
Again, any freedom, including freedom of speech
should never be used as a tool for abuse.

The negative impact of hate speech, homo-
phobia and transphobia against LGBTIQ people
is extremely high.

So, as national spokesperson for parents with
LGBTIQ children, I am calling on Mr Morrison
and his team to do as he promised which was to
govern for all of the people which surely must
include the LGBTIQ people. They pay taxes,
contribute to society and vote.

Shelley Argent OAM
National Spokesperson PFLAG (Parents, Family
and Friends of lesbians and Gays| &
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The Stolen gather on Sorry
Day to reflect on the past

Ali Mc

On a cold, blustery day in Melbourne’s
inner-city, the stolen children gather. They
are Aboriginal people who were removed
from their mothers and families as part of
the policies of assimilation enforced by past
Australian governments.

They gather, along with their friends, fam-
ilies and supporters, to commemorate Sorry
Day, an annual marker of past trauma held on
May 26. A fire is lit and a smoking ceremony
performed as a welcome, where the leaves of
native gum trees are burnt in a cleansing ritual.

In decades past, Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander children from across Australia
were removed from their families, ostensi-
bly to enforce white, western values upon the
Indigenous population.

They were brought up in institutions,
foster homes and orphanages, or adopted to
white families. Many would suffer physical
and sexual abuse, some would never see their
Aboriginal families again, and all suffered
from a loss of culture and connection to their
heritage.

Yet the past is still present, as Eva Jo
Edwards (56) says, referring to the ongoing
trauma she faces as part of what is now known
as the Stolen Generations.

“We’ve still got a long way to go. There’s
so much hurt and pain within us.”

Eva Jo, a guest speaker at the event, was
removed from her mother at age five, and
spent the next 13 years in an institution in
Melbourne’s affluent eastern suburbs. She
would lose her connection to her culture, and
her brother, who was removed at the age of
nine months, and would eventually commit
suicide from the trauma he experienced.

At age 15 Eva Jo would finally meet and
reunite with her mother who, in the interven-
ing years, had turned to alcohol to deal with
the trauma. Her mother passed away not long
after the reunion.

Eva Jo reflects on the meaning of Sorry
Day.

“It always becomes a solemn day. You
think of those that have passed on, to those
who are still really struggling and still trying
to connect with family and community.”

Sorry Day was established in 1997, after
the seminal report Bringing Them Home was
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tabled in the Australian parliament. The report
investigated the endemic removal of Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander children throughout
the country.

For many non-Indigenous Australians, the
findings of Bringing Them Home revealed a
dark side to the country’s history that few had
been aware of.

Yet despite the evident trauma experienced
by people such as Eva Jo, the Australian gov-
ernment has yet to offer compensation to the
victims.

More than 20 years on from the inaugural
Sorry Day, people such as Eva Jo are still fight-
ing for justice.

“We need to keep this agenda to the fore-
front,” she says. “Ensuring that we are not
forgotten.”

“We are still looking at reparations, redress
and compensation for just being removed. So
when is the government going to look at this?”

Andrew Travis, 55, is a self-confessed
“angry blackfella”.

He was removed from his mother and
brought up in a non-Indigenous family, and
suffered different forms of abuse. Travis is his
adopted name and he finally found the name
of his biological mother — after much search-
ing — at age 45.

“I went to Link Up and they actually did

the search for me and found out who my mum
was.”
Link Up, who helped organise the Sorry
Day event in Melbourne, is a service run for
the Stolen Generations to assist people like
Andrew to find their biological families. Yet,
while Andrew was able to reunite with his
mother, he also received some bad news.

“Apparently I had brothers who have all
passed away. [ missed out on a lot with my real
family.” He says that coming together with
other members of the Stolen Generations on

Sorry Day is “a healing. It’s good to know it
wasn’t just me.”

Like Eva Jo, Andrew too expects the gov-
ernment to “accept responsibility”.

“I know blackfellas who couldn’t take it
and passed away, because they couldn’t deal
with all the issues of the Stolen Generations.
People don’t like to talk about it, but it
happened.”

Yet with a recently elected government
willing to accept preferences from right-wing
political parties, it would seem that any form
of assistance for the Stolen Generations is
unlikely to be forthcoming.

Instead, it is likely that May 26 next year
will simply see the stolen children gather
together once again around a fire, to cleanse
themselves in the ritual of gum leaf smoke.
Koori Mail &

Aged care staff ratios
Australian Nursing and Midwifery Federation

Aged care is chronically under-
staffed. Currently there are
no laws which provide for safe
minimum levels of care for older
Australians. The current system
of allowing providers to deter-
mine adequate care and staffing
has simply failed. That is why we
have a Royal Commission into
Aged Care.

Occasionally some providers
and consultants, accountants and
lobbyists will try to discredit argu-
ments, evidence and research which
show why minimum standards of
care in the form of staffing ratios
should be implemented, despite the
pleas from residents and families
about the shocking levels of care
being delivered in many aged care
facilities around Australia.

The ANMF suggests that those
making the claims about ratios and
minimum staffing levels have not
read or understood the ANMEF’s
research and reports, that they have
also not read or understood the evi-
dence provided by the ANMEF to the

Royal Commission and they have
not listened to the heart-breaking
stories of unnecessary pain and suf-
fering being experienced by some
residents in aged care.

It’s time for each and every
provider, accountant, consultant
and aged care lobbyist to start lis-
tening to the stories of those who
live in aged care and the families,
who have experienced the system
directly, as well as the staff who
work with the residents and families
directly.

CLAIM: There is no link
between mandated staffing ratios
and improved patient outcomes.

FACT: The number of patients/
residents assigned to a nurse has a
direct impact on their ability to pro-
vide best practice care. For every
patient added to a nurse’s workload,
the likelihood of dying increases by
seven percent.

CLAIM: Mandated staff-
ing ratios won 't meet the needs of
patients/residents because they
aren't flexible.

FACT: Ratios set a safe mini-
mum level of staffing, they set a
“floor”, not a “ceiling”. Ratios can
be flexible and vary according to
the complexity of care needs of
resident or patient acuity (this is
precisely how the ANMF’s staff-
ing model works, using variable not
fixed ratios). Ratios also provide
employers with the flexibility to
increase staffing as required, but not
to decrease staffing below the man-
dated minimum safe staffing level.

CLAIM: Implementation of
mandated staffing is unachievable
due to a lack of workforce supply.

FACT: The ANMEF proposed
a six-year implementation plan in
recognition of the need for time to
develop both the numbers and skills
of the staff required. The ANMF
further proposed that skills develop-
ment would need to occur in collab-
oration with the Aged Services IRC.
Many newly graduated nurses do
not secure meaningful employment
on completion of their courses, but
the poor conditions and impossible

workloads in the aged care sector
are failing to attract them to
positions.

CLAIM: Regional employers
cannot attract nursing staff.

FACT: 2017 Nurse Victorian
Labour force data indicated that
regional employers filled 80 percent
of registered nurse vacancies, from
fewer applicants, compared to 71
percent of vacancies filled in metro-
politan areas in the same period.

CLAIM: Non-nurse care work-
ers will lose jobs because staffing
ratios are only about increasing
nursing positions.

FACT: In jurisdictions where
safe nurse staffing ratios have been
introduced, i.e. California (USA)
and Victoria and Queensland
(Australia), non-nurse workers have
not lost their jobs. The ANMEF’s
staffing model proposes an increase
in all direct care workers in residen-
tial aged care, both nurses and care
staff, over 6 years.

CLAIM: Residential aged care
is a home, not a hospital.

FACT:

“So people come in [to residen-
tial aged care] and they’re told this
is your home now. Well, it’s not.
It’s an institution, and it’s where
you live. But it’s not a home, and
no matter how many times they tell
you, it’s still not your home. So my
answer always to anyone who tells
me that is, this is where I live but
it’s not a home.”

Evidence of Ms Merle
Mitchell, Aged Care Resident,
Sydney Hearing, Aged Care Royal
Commission, 6 May 2019

The ANMF’s national cam-
paign for the implementation of
mandated staffing ratios is based on
solid, evidence-based methodology
and research. Our work focuses on
facts, not fear with the overall aim
of addressing chronic understaft-
ing and improving care outcomes
for elderly Australians in the under-
resourced aged care sector. @&
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Al Neal

It’s a lonely two-lane stretch of Arizona
desert highway from Phoenix to Tucson. To
your left and to your right greenish-brown
desert brush, solitary cacti, and tan, rocky
valleys and hilltops seem to dance before
your eyes. A mirage.

Like Don Quixote mistaking windmills for
giants, the cacti around you transform into an
ominous roadside companion — the result of
hot air expanding, reducing its refractive index,
causing the path light travels on to bend.

And no matter how early you leave, the
summer sun will pierce your eyes. Blocking
your view for most of the scenic drive while
the arid heat keeps you reaching over for the
cool water canteen, constantly.

A little over an hour after getting on
Interstate 10 West — the outside temperature a
steady 98 degrees Fahrenheit — highway signs
welcome you to Tucson (7uk’ Son in Spanish
derived from the Native O’odham word Cuk
Son, “base of the black hill.”)

Tucson, also lovingly known as “The Old
Pueblo” by locals.

In stark contrast from the Phoenix metro
area, Tucson, by design and architecture, is
proud of its historic Spanish, Mexican, and
Native American roots — being only 60 miles
from the US-Mexico border in Nogales helps
in keeping the cross-border culture alive.

And as hard as it is to believe, given the dry
heat, excessive temperatures, and lack of rain-
fall, Tucson, along with much of the Southwest
region, is heavily dependent on agriculture for
its livelihood. It’s a major industry in Tucson,
drawing hundreds of migratory farm labour-
ers regularly for about $11.37 an hour. Many
local families point to farm labour opportuni-
ties when asked what brought their grandpar-
ents and great-grandparents to the region in the
first place.

With a bustling downtown area sur-
rounded by mountainous landscape, a top-rated
University (University of Arizona), and only a
short drive for a day trip over the border, it’s
easy to see why folks plant roots here.

It truly is a beautiful place filled with a rich
and storied history.

So, what was I doing all the way out there?
Going to talk with a living legend, of course.

Anita Torrez, 92, lives in a modest desert
home here. There’s plenty of shade from the
sun and greenery in her front yard, giving
you a sense of calm as you stare out the sit-
ting room’s large front window — accented
by the sounds of subtle wind chimes, singing
birds, and children playing with their family
dogs.

“I don’t get around much as I used to,” said
Torrez, mid-chuckle, as we took a seat on her
couch. “Nowadays I do everything very slow.”

Torrez is not a native of the Tucson area.
Most of her life was spent in the Southwest
with a few years out on the West Coast. “I was
born out in the country, Gila, New Mexico,
about 40 miles from Bayard, where the Empire
Zinc mine was,” said Torrez. “I came from a
big family, we were eight, all born in the same
town. My father was an agricultural worker,
working in the fields, and my mother stayed
home and took care of us.

“We all graduated from high school, that’s
where I met Lorenzo [her husband],” continued
Torrez. “We were from the same town, went to
the same high school ... you could say we were
sort of like high school sweethearts.”

Her husband Lorenzo quit school in 1945,
volunteered for the Army during World War II,
and was sent to France for two years. After his
discharge and return to the states, they were
married in 1948 and started working.

“After high school, I worked in what-
ever jobs I could find, cleaning, picking pota-
toes with the other farm workers, whatever. I
don’t remember how much we got paid — not
very much, and we worked from sunup to sun-
down,” she said.

“It was after we got married that Lorenzo
got a job at Empire Zinc as a smelter and joined
the union immediately. I didn’t get active with
the union at first and would just watch as he
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The revolutionary life of Anita Torrez

went to union meetings out in Bayard. But that
all changed once the strike started.”

The Empire Zinc strike, also known as the
Salt of the Earth Strike, was a 15-month-long
copper miners’ strike in Bayard, New Mexico,
against the Empire Zinc Company over dis-
criminatory pay and housing practices against
Mexican-American miners.

The strike kicked off October 17, 1950
and was led by members of Local 880 of the
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter
Workers — a militant and proudly “red” union
with roots in the Western Federation of Miners
(WFM). It was a founding member of the
Congress of Industrial Organizations (CIO).

Iconic labour leader “Big” Bill Haywood
of the Industrial Workers of the World (IWW)
got his start with the WFM.

By the ’50s the “Mine-Mill” union had
over 300 locals with a membership totalling
some 37,000 in the US and Canada, despite
being expelled by the CIO for ties to the
Communist Party USA.

I asked Torrez about the strike, her involve-
ment, and the movie (Salt of the Earth) that she
and other mining families starred in depicting
the strike. It was a Hollywood retelling of the
strike by blacklisted writers, directors, and pro-
ducers that put the workers into focus, not the
movie stars. To this day, it retains the distinc-
tion of being the only blacklisted film in US

history.
“Oh ... the strike started because there
was a lot of discrimination ...,” Torrez said,

scratching her chin, a faraway look in her
eyes as she went back in time. “There was
a lot of Mexican-American discrimination —
wages were lower, the housing was not good,
it was divided. Mexican Americans lived in
one part of the mining town, the whites in the
another; the whites had better homes, Mexican
Americans had no running water, the others
did. That was part of the reasons for the strike,
along with the pay — the pay was much lower
for Mexican Americans. ”As the strike went
on, Torrez remembered many non-union white
miners acting as “scabs,” strike breakers who
did whatever they could, along with the com-
pany, to scare off striking workers.

The company went as far as getting a Taft-
Hartley Act court injunction saying the work-
ers could not legally strike. This is where the
“Mine-Mill” Ladies Auxiliary came in.

“After the injunction, we, the women,
decided to take over the picket line,” she said.
“It was quite exciting and scary at times.

“Many women were hurt when cars tried
to drive through the picket line, and we did

:

whatever we had to stop them — raising their
hoods so they couldn’t go farther, blocking the
roads.”

From what Torrez was saying, the com-
pany was more afraid of the women on the
picket line than the men. So much so that
they called in the police to scare them off with
threats of mass arrest.

“The police were not very favourable, not
favourable at all. They would come to look
around ... I don’t remember if there was ever
an actual fight between police and strikers, but
there was a lot of propaganda (anti-union and
anti-communist),” Torrez said.

“As they strike grew, the police began to
arrest the women on the picket lines as a way
to scare them and their husbands. They had
arrest warrants for them, and then I learned
they had one for me too.”

At this point in the strike, Torrez was preg-
nant with her second child. After much discus-
sion, she was moved from the picket line to the
union office where she would sit at a typewriter
addressing envelopes. When the police came
around looking for her at the union office, she
casually replied: “Anita Torrez? I don’t know
who she is.” And with that, they left.

In the end, the strikers won — getting
improved pay, living conditions, and other
workplace standards. But for many leaders
of the strike, thought to be Communists by
law enforcement, the “red scare” and FBI
involvement let to blacklisting and unem-
ployment. Anita and Lorenzo Torrez were
themselves victims of the anti-communist
McCarthy era.

“When did you join the Communist Party
USA?” I asked.

“I can’t quite remember ... we just kept
going to meeting after meeting after meet-
ing, and before I knew it, we had joined,” she
replied laughing. “For a while, the union and
the party helped us pay our house note, we had
a two-bedroom and one refrigerator that was
it ... then Lorenzo was offered a job with the
party to be an organizer in Los Angeles. He
was asked to organize Mexican Americans in
the party ... so we moved there for only two
years.”

According to Torrez, she hated living in the
big city, being from the country and all. Then
came the mid-1970s which found the Torrez
family moving to Tucson. Lorenzo became
chairperson of the Tucson CPUSA club. Anita
Torrez went to work at a local garment fac-
tory and become a member-leader of her local
International Ladies” Garment Workers Union
(ILGWU).
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Both Torrez and her husband remained
CPUSA members well into their retirement
years.

“I worked at the factory for almost 20
years,” she said, “and I was active in the union,
but it was difficult because we were now in a
‘Right to Work” state.

“I used to help the ILGWU organiser do
house visits when they came up from Los
Angeles, but being such a small shop — only
50 total workers is what I remember — asking
my coworkers to join the union was hard, they
always had excuses: “My husband doesn’t want
me to join,” or ‘I have kids and can’t afford to
pay union dues.””

Her time at the shop was, for the most part,
without incident. But then came the issue of
sitting stools.

“I didn’t work at the needle machine, I
worked in packaging. And at first, we would
stand for 8 to 12 hours straight, so we fought
for stools because at the time the company only
provided stools to the needle workers. So, we
organised and did a workplace slowdown. A
few days later, after orders were backed up,
the company gave in and gave us stools so we
would get off our feet every so often while
packing orders.”

Torrez retired from the factory and still
gets a $65.00 pension check monthly. Never
one to sit down and take it easy, Torrez and
her husband founded the Salt of the Earth
Labour College in 1993 as a way to teach,
recruit, and encourage a new generation of
labour, community, and political activists.
Many future union leaders and activists,
locally and nationally, have gone to some
of the college’s classes, book signings, and
speaker series.

Her husband Lorenzo died in 2012, and
while Anita Torrez is no longer actively teach-
ing classes, she continues to maintain a pres-
ence in the small schoolhouse, hopeful of
its potential in creating a new generation of
socially conscious activists.

“Everybody I see at the college is new...
everyone else has retired,” said Torrez. “It’s
wonderful to see new faces, and I hope we con-
tinue to bring people together.

“And I’1l continue to do what I can, even if
it’s slower then what I’'m used to.”

I said goodbye and retraced my path out
the front door, a lightness in my step as I
walked back to the car. I stopped mid-step only
once to look back at her home, thinking aloud:
“What a life ... what a story.”

People’s World &
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emotionally intelligent
economy than capitalism?

Tim Libretti

Have you ever noticed that we often talk
about and even measure the effectiveness
of our economy in emotional terms? The
University of Michigan periodically reports
on “consumer confidence,” producing that
metric as a supposed indicator of the health
of the economy. The metric itself can and
does move markets because feelings have
a reality.

We talk of stock market “panics” and “irra-
tional exuberance,” of “economic anxiety.”

The feelings we have about our economy
influence the functioning of the economy;
our feelings are, indeed, an economic factor.
And the economy itself, at least as we talk
about it, seems to have feelings of its own,
as when we talk about “market jitters.” We
even refer to severe economic downturns as
“depressions.”

But while we tend to identify our feelings
about the economy, we rarely ever stop to think
deeply and analytically about them, the way we
might seek, when living in the healthiest way,
to understand our personal emotional states and
how they drive us, precisely so we can work
most effectively to manage these feelings most
responsibly and think most clearly.

In psychotherapy, for example, the idea
is that people become aware of the feel-
ings driving their behaviours and influencing
their relationships typically in ways not fully
acknowledged so that they can confront and
understand them. And the point of understand-
ing them is so people can have a better chance
of acting with greater consciousness and con-
trol and, especially, with a clearer sense of real-
ity. So, for example, a person who was abused
as a child and repeatedly beaten might very
well approach the world with fear and anxiety,
flinching in anticipation of being hit even when
someone else extends a friendly hand.

The feelings have their own reality, but
those feelings do not correspond to the reality
of the external world. Nonetheless, the feel-
ings, rooted in that abusive history, influence
that person’s relationships with others and the
world at large in a distorted way. The point of
the psychotherapy is to help individuals recog-
nise the emotional history distorting their per-
ceptions of the world so they can recognise the
reality that the whole world is not hostile to
them and approach and interact with the world
without being controlled by fear.

This kind of awareness is part of what con-
stitutes what we now term “emotional intel-
ligence.” When we are aware of our own
emotional responses to the world as well as
those of others, we can see and think more
clearly, with a greater sense of reality, and
respond more optimally in any situation.

As a matter of common wisdom and as a
teacher, I can tell you that people cannot think
clearly or learn effectively when they are afraid
and anxious. This is why teachers must work
to create a safe learning environment and help
students overcome their fears and anxieties in
the classroom.

Now let’s translate these emotional dynam-
ics and analyses to the economic level.

We can see quite clearly, for example, the
role of fear and anxiety in our economy — how
fear-driven our economic behaviours are, how
susceptible we are to fear, especially in this
day and age. Think, for example, of fears being
stoked around immigration. President Trump
represents them as an invading force of rap-
ists and drug dealers, threatening our social and
economic life when studies show immigrants
are a vital part of our economy. Think about
the dominant American fears of job loss and
loss of healthcare, which studies show stifle
creativity, mobility, and the overall productiv-
ity of the economy.

Have we collectively processed these fears
and anxieties?

If economies have feelings and people’s
feelings are a vital part of the economy, it
might be wise to wonder if some economies
might be more emotionally intelligent than
others.

While I’'m not sure this question is really
posed in terms quite like this, we can find
some guide for thinking through this question,
I think, in Albert Einstein’s lovely 1949 essay
“Why Socialism?”

In this essay, Einstein, I believe, identifies
a chief and fundamental fear that perpetuates
and is also generated by capitalism and that
also keeps us emotionally stupefied and in a
distorted relationship with the real conditions
of our existence, of the reality of the relation-
ships in which we live out our economic and
social lives.

Let me cut to what [ view as the core of
Einstein’s socio-economic, and really humanist
analysis, as it relates to our discussion of eco-
nomic emotional intelligence.

At one point in the essay, Einstein writes:

“I have now reached the point where I may
indicate briefly what to me constitutes the
essence of the crisis of our time. It concerns
the relationship of the individual to society.
The individual has become more conscious
than ever of his dependence upon society.
But he does not experience this dependence
as a positive asset, as an organic tie, as a
protective force, but rather as a threat to

his natural rights, or even to his economic
existence. Moreover, his position in society is
such that the egotistical drives of his make-up
are constantly being accentuated, while his
social drives, which are by nature weaker,
progressively deteriorate.

“All human beings, whatever their position
in society, are suffering from this process
of deterioration. Unknowingly, prisoners
of their own egotism, they feel insecure,

lonely, and deprived of the naive, simple, and
unsophisticated enjoyment of life. Man can
find meaning in life, short and perilous as it
is, only through devoting himself to society.”

Einstein here is really excavating the emo-
tional basis of economic behaviour. People
feel threatened by the reality of their depend-
ence on others, as though it somehow under-
mines or weakens them. While the feeling
has its own reality, in Einstein’s analysis this
feeling does not correspond with reality, as he
identifies the fact and reality of our depend-
ence on others “as a positive asset, as an
organic tie, as a protective force.” The result
of this feeling that distorts our perception of
the reality of our relationships, he asserts, is
that we get imprisoned in our own egotism,
weakening our social drives and hence disem-
powering us, leaving us “insecure, lonely, and
deprived of the naive, simple, and unsophisti-
cated enjoyment of life.”

Another effect of this emotionally unintel-
ligent approach to life and reality, for Einstein,
is that people then engage in economic behav-
iours antagonistic to those very people, those
very relationships, upon which they depend for
their own existence, strength, protection, and,
not least, enjoyment.

He writes, just following the passage |
quote above:

“The economic anarchy of capitalist society
as it exists today is, in my opinion, the real
source of the evil. We see before us a huge
community of producers the members of
which are unceasingly striving to deprive
each other of the fruits of their collective
labour — not by force, but on the whole in
faithful compliance with legally established
rules. In this respect, it is important to realise
that the means of production — that is to say,
the entire productive capacity that is needed
for producing consumer goods as well as
additional capital goods — may legally be, and
for the most part are, the private property of
individuals.”

Einstein describes capitalism as a system
that fosters emotions that make us fear our
dependence on others such that, fearing and
denying our dependence on others — the real-
ity of social existence itself — we compete
against rather than cooperate with others for
the resources we necessarily collaborated
with each other to produce. We find ourselves
“unceasingly striving to deprive each other of
the fruits of their collective labour.”

We then create socio-economic forms, such
as private property, that normalise and legiti-
mise an economic system rooted in a distorted
perception of reality generated by an irrational
fear of the reality of our necessarily coopera-
tive existence, our dependence on one another.

In this sense, Einstein shows capitalism to
be an emotionally unintelligent economy.

For Einstein, a socialist economy that hon-
estly and even joyfully recognises and cele-
brates our dependence — our inevitable sociality
and the necessary reality of our reliance on our
cooperative energies to sustain us — constitutes
a more emotionally intelligent economy, one
that conditions not fear-based behaviours but
behaviours recognized in an honest evaluation
and understanding of reality.

If we collectively create our world,
shouldn’t we collectively enjoy that world,
sharing what we create for one another as
needed, instead of antagonistically seeking to
deprive one another of life?

Maybe Einstein was not a psychologist,
but he sure provided us with a complex and
sophisticated — and yet in many ways oh so
simple — psychological, and psychotherapeu-
tic, approach to imagining a humane and real-
ity-based political economy.

While we have used the knowledge
his great mind produced to engage in mass
destruction with atomic bombs, let me suggest
it’s time we take wisdom to create a more emo-
tionally intelligent economy.

People’s World &
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The unipolar moment is over

Pepe Escobar

Something extraordinary began
with a short walk in St Petersburg
last week. After a stroll, they took
a boat on the Neva River, visited
the legendary Aurora cruiser,
and dropped in to examine the
Renaissance masterpieces at the
Hermitage. Cool, calm, collected,
all the while it felt like they were
mapping the ins and outs of a
new, emerging, multipolar world.

Chinese President Xi Jinping
was the guest of honour of Russian
President Vladimir Putin. It was Xi’s
eighth trip to Russia since 2013,
when he announced the New Silk
Roads, or Belt and Road Initiative
(BRD).

First they met in Moscow, sign-
ing multiple deals. The most impor-
tant is a bombshell: a commitment to
develop bilateral trade and cross-bor-
der payments using the ruble and the
yuan, bypassing the US dollar.

Then Xi visited the St Petersburg
International Economic Forum
(SPIEF), Russia’s premier busi-
ness gathering, absolutely essential
for anyone to understand the hyper-
complex mechanisms inherent in the
construction of Eurasian integration.

In Moscow, Putin and Xi signed
two joint statements — whose key
concepts, crucially, are “comprehen-
sive partnership”, “strategic interac-
tion” and “global strategic stability.”

In his St Petersburg speech, Xi
outlined the “comprehensive stra-
tegic partnership”. He stressed that
China and Russia were both commit-
ted to green, low carbon sustainable
development. He linked the expan-
sion of BRI as “consistent with the
UN agenda of sustainable develop-
ment” and praised the interconnec-
tion of BRI projects with the Eurasia
Economic Union (EAEU). He
emphasized how all that was con-
sistent with Putin’s idea of a Great
Eurasian Partnership. He praised the
“synergetic effect” of BRI linked to
South-South cooperation.

And crucially, Xi stressed that
China “won’t seek development to
the expense of environment”; China
“will implement the Paris climate
agreement”’; and China is “ready to

International

share 5G technology with all part-
ners” on the way towards a pivotal
change in the model of economic
growth.

So what about
Cold War 2.0?

It was obvious this was slowly
brewing for the past five to six years.
Now the deal is in the open. The
Russia-China comprehensive strate-
gic partnership is thriving; not as an
allied treaty, but as a consistent road
map towards Eurasia integration and
the consolidation of the multipolar
world.

Unipolarism had first accel-
erated Russia’s pivot to Asia.
Now, the US-driven trade war
has facilitated the consolidation
of Russia as China’s top strate-
gic partner. Russia’s Ministry of
Foreign Affairs better get ready to
dismiss virtually everyday state-
ments coming, for instance, from
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff, General Joseph Dunford,
when he alleges that Moscow aims

to use non-strategic nuclear weap-
ons in the European theatre. It’s part
of a non-stop process — now in high
gear — of manufacturing hysteria by
frightening NATO allies with the
Russian “threat.”

Moscow better get ready to
dodge and counteract reams of
reports such as the latest from the
RAND corporation, which outlines
— what else? — Cold War 2.0 against
Russia.

In 2014, Russia did not react to
sanctions imposed by Washington.
Then, it would have sufficed to
merely brandish the threat of default
on US$700 billion in external debt.
That would have killed the sanctions.

Now, there’s ample debate inside
Russian intelligence circles on what
to do in case Moscow faces the pros-
pect of being cut off the CHIPS-
SWIFT financial clearing system.

With few illusions about what
may pass at the G20 in Osaka later
this month, in terms of a break-
through in US-Russia relations, intel
sources told me Rosneft’s CEO Igor
Sechin is prepared to send a more
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“realistic” message — if push eventu-
ally comes to shove.

His message to the EU, in this
case, would be to cut them off, and
link with China for good. That way,
Russian oil would be completely
redirected from the EU to China,
making the EU completely depend-
ent on the Strait of Hormuz.

Beijing for its part seems to
have finally absorbed that the cur-
rent Trump administration offensive
is not a mere trade war, but a full-
fledged attack on its economic mir-
acle, including a concerted drive to
cut China off from large swathes of
the world economy.

The war on Huawei — the
Rosebud of China’s 5G supremacy
— has been identified as an attack
on the dragon’s head. The attack on
Huawei means an attack not only on
tech, mega-hub Shenzhen, but the
whole Pearl River Delta: a US$3
trillion yuan ecosystem, which
supplies the nuts and bolts of the
Chinese supply chain for high-tech
manufacturers.

The problem for the US is the

emergence of a formidable peer com-
petitor in Eurasia — and worse still, a
strategic partnership. It has thrown
these elites into Supreme Paranoia
mode, which is holding the whole
world hostage.

By contrast, the concept of the
Golden Ring of Multipolar Great
Powers has been floated, by which
Turkey, Iraq, Iran, Pakistan, Russia
and China might provide a “stability
belt” along the South Asia Rimland.

It might be more realistic to
assume that if Washington does
not go to war with Iran — because
Pentagon gaming has established
this would be a nightmare — all
options are on the table ranging from
the South China Sea to the larger
Indo-Pacific.

The Deep State will not flinch
to unleash concentric havoc on the
periphery of both Russia and China
and then try to advance to destabilise
the heartland from the inside. The
Russia-China strategic partnership
has generated a sore wound: it hurts
—so bad — to be a Eurasia outsider.
Information Clearing House &

Chilling death threats have been made
to a Brazilian parliamentarian after his
partner published a series of articles
exposing state collusion to keep former
president Lula da Silva in jail.

Leading LGBT activist David Miranda,
who is a federal congressman for Brazil’s
Socialism and Liberty Party (PSOL),
received a message from a Brazilian para-
military group threatening to murder his
mother.

The email also contained a demand for
$US10,000 to be paid in bitcoins by the end
of June in order to prevent her execution.

Miranda is the partner of journalist
Glenn Greenwald who published details of
leaked documents and recordings showing
how Justice Minister Sergio Moro advised
lead prosecutor Deltan Dallagnol on how to
structure the case against Lula.

Moro presided over “Operation Car
Wash” which targeted high-profile business
leaders and politicians accused of taking
bribes in return for the issuing of contracts.

Lula was sentenced to 12 years in jail
on corruption charges. He and his support-
ers reject his sentencing as a form of “law-
fare” designed to stop him winning the
2018 presidential race.

Moro handed the former Brazilian
leader a further 13-year sentence in

February but leaked documents, published
by The Intercept, show prosecutors agree-
ing that there was a lack of evidence that
Lula received bribes.

Miranda said last week: “This is just
one of the emails I have received. We aren’t
showing everything it contains because it’s
one of the worst things someone can read.
The person who wrote it is sick and is out
there.”

The message said: “We’re going to
blow her head off,” referring to Miranda’s
mother, adding: “Remember, we did not
leave any forensic evidence in [the murder
of] Marielle Franco — such a skinny black
hen.”

Miranda is in the same party that
Franco, an Afro-Brazilian lesbian femi-
nist and socialist politician shot dead after
giving a speech on March 14 last year, was
a member of.

Security advisers warned of similarities
between the messages sent to Miranda and
death threats made against his predeces-
sor Jean Wyllys, who was forced to leave
his post as PSOL’s congressman for Rio de
Janeiro state in January.

Mr Greenwald said he hopes Brazil’s
Supreme Court will review the leaked evi-
dence and conclude that Lula has been
jailed on false evidence. &

David Miranda, a federal congressman for Brazil's Socialism and Liberty Party (PSOL).
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Why Israel wants

Iran destroyed

Greg Shupak

Much worried commentary is being written
these days about the possibility of a US-led
war on Iran. The truth, of course, is there
is already a war on Iran. And it is one that
very much serves Israeli interests.

The US government is prosecuting an
economic war on Iran while intensifying its
military posture against the country, increas-
ing land, sea, and air positions on the basis of
unsubstantiated claims that Iran might some-
day develop nuclear weapons, is the engine of
violence in the Middle East, and is likely to
initiate attacks against US “interests” or those
of its proxies.

Such manoeuvres must be understood in
the context of the ways that Iran has functioned
as an obstacle to US ruling class goals in the
Middle East, a view shared by the Israeli ruling
class for its own interests.

US and Israeli planners despise Iran prin-
cipally because it is an independent regional
power. It has a strong military and a foreign
policy that includes providing material sup-
port for armed Palestinian resistance to Israel
and for Hizballah’s defence of Lebanon from
US-Israeli aggressions, including the joint
invasion in 1982 and the US-backed Israeli
assault in 2006.

Iran’s support was crucial to help Hizballah
resist the US-backed Israeli occupation of the
country.

Though in recent years Israel has come
close to attacking Iran militarily and suggested
in February that the US do so, it appears that
for the moment Israel would prefer that the US
not bomb or invade Iran because Hizballah
would be able to inflict significant damage on
Israel in response.

Instead Israel is hoping that Iran will be
subjected to enough socioeconomic asphyxia-
tion that its government will be overthrown or
it will be subjected to even greater outside con-
trol than it was under the nuclear deal — a deal
that Iran has abided by and from which the US
pulled out last year.

Iran now says that, if sanctions continue
to prevent it from profiting from its natu-
ral resources, it will also withdraw from the
accord.

Weakening Iran, with a view toward
regime change, has long been a major Israeli
preoccupation, highlighted by such Israeli poli-
cies as assassinating Iranian nuclear scientists.
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Iran hasn’t been close to having a nuclear
bomb for 16 years and there’s evidence to sug-
gest it never had anything resembling one.
Israel’s attacks on Syria are partly about Iran.
The Syrian government has partnered with
Iran in arming Palestinians and Hizballah. The
Syrian Baath Party has its own history — how-
ever uneven — of confronting Israel militarily.

Israel, of course, also remains in occu-
pation of Syria’s Golan Heights — whatever
Donald Trump might say — and Israel has
deepened its colonisation there while arming
anti-government groups and carrying out fatal
bombings of Iranian and Hizballah targets in
the country.

Furthermore, the threats against Iran need
to be read against the backdrop of the anti-Iran
alliance being forged between the US, Israel
and several of the pro-US Middle Eastern dic-
tatorships, notably Saudi Arabia and the United
Arab Emirates.

As Adam Entous of The New Yorker
points out, the central ambition of Benjamin
Netanyahu’s government has been “to dimin-
ish the Palestinian cause as a focus of world
attention and to form a coalition with Saudi
Arabia and the United Arab Emirates to combat
Iran, which had long supported Hizballah in
Lebanon and Hamas in Gaza.”

The leaders of both the UAE and Saudi
Arabia have said that they regard Iran as a
problem. And both the Emirates and the Saudis

are “working together behind the scenes with
Mossad” — Israel’s spy agency — against Iran.

Because the measures being taken against
Iran are linked to the Palestinian issue, these
machinations must also be seen in the context
of the “Ultimate Deal,” the proposal for resolv-
ing the Palestinian question being put forth by
Trump and his son-and-law and adviser Jared
Kushner. This “peace package” aims to both
permanently extinguish Palestinian national
aspirations and neutralize Iran.

Making Palestine disappear

Reports suggest that the proposal involves
the “enshrining of Israeli control of disputed
territory” as well as denying Palestinian claims
to sovereignty, the right of Palestinian refugees
to return and offering Palestinians only non-
contiguous territory.

The plan involves trying to bribe sectors of
Palestinian society into accepting it with funds
that the US is hoping will largely come from
the US-allied governments in the region. And
the UAE and Saudi Arabia, have been pressur-
ing the Palestinian Authority into accepting the
ludicrously unfair deal so that the Palestinian
issue will disappear and the anti-Iran axis —
bringing together the US, Israel and the Gulf
states — can be fully consummated.

Another manifestation of this anti-Iran alli-
ance is Israel’s support for the attack on Yemen

by a coalition involving the US, Saudi Arabia,
the UK, the UAE and Canada — a war that is
ostensibly aimed at Iran’s purported Houthi
allies and that has left the country suffering the
world’s worst humanitarian crisis.

Israel has shared intelligence with mem-
bers of the coalition. The UAE is understood
to have bought military equipment from Israel.
And Israeli-manufactured ordnance has been
used in the attacks on Yemen.

These sales, alongside the obscene
amounts transferred between the US and its
Saudi and Israeli clients in weapons deals,
underscore that the US-Gulf-Israeli aggres-
sion against Iran is not only about politics but
also an economic system in which the ruling
classes of each country enrich themselves at
the expense of the Palestinians and other dis-
enfranchised and exploited peoples.

The prospect of further lucrative ties to
Israel no doubt helps explain why the undemo-
cratic governments of the Gulf are racing to,
as The Electronic Intifada’s Tamara Nassar
puts it, sacrifice the Palestinians for a marriage
with Israel — a ceremony at which the US is
officiant.

The political and economic assault on Iran,
as well as any military attack against it, should
one materialise, is not only a war for Iran’s
future. It is a war for the entire region.

The Electronic Intifada &

Michael F Brown

David Friedman, the US ambas-
sador to Israel, has asserted that
Israel has the right to annex West
Bank land. “Under certain cir-
cumstances,” Friedman told The
New York Times, “I think Israel
has the right to retain some, but
unlikely all, of the West Bank.”

He put it differently in his 2017
Senate confirmation hearing when
he declared he did not personally
support Israeli annexation of the
West Bank.

In the US, Senate Democrats,
unnerved at the impending
Netanyahu and Trump-led foreclos-
ing on the two-state solution, have
pushed forward a resolution this
month “noting that Israeli annexa-
tion of territory in the West Bank
would undermine peace.”

Co-sponsors include presiden-
tial candidates Bernie Sanders and
Elizabeth Warren.

The resolution, however, is
deeply flawed. Democrats are
rightly expressing alarm at the

prospect of annexation, but they
embrace Israeli propaganda in
noting that annexation would under-
mine “Israel’s future as a Jewish
and democratic state.”

Such language is overtly racist
and echoes the commonly expressed
view in Israel that Palestinians, if
given full rights, would constitute
a “demographic threat” to Israel
merely for being born and existing.

The insistence on maintaining
a Jewish majority — and therefore
Israeli Jewish political power — at
the expense of Palestinian rights
is no different in principle than
if Democrats, or Republicans,
supported a white and Christian
“democratic” United States of
America.

Yet most 21st century
Democrats would see such a
“white and Christian democracy”
as a farce, antithetical to bedrock
Democratic principles.

But when it comes to Israel they
ignore how a “Jewish and demo-
cratic state” is totally incompatible
with the rights of Palestinians.

A similar resolution introduced
in the House claims that “the United
States has long sought a just and
stable future for Palestinians, and
an end to the occupation, includ-
ing opposing settlement activity and
moves toward unilateral annexation
in Palestinian territory.”

Setting aside Democratic myth-
making that the US has seriously
sought an end to the occupation and
justice for Palestinians — when it
has long helped finance the occupa-
tion and armed Israel during hor-
rific military attacks on Palestinian
civilians, while denying Palestinian
refugees’ right of return — the House
resolution has similar problems to
the one in the Senate.

Representative Alan
Lowenthal’s resolution, with its 122
Democratic co-sponsors, resolves to
“ensure the State of Israel’s survival
as a secure Jewish and democratic
state.”

There is nothing there about a
state for all its people.

Israel has effectively imposed
an undemocratic one-state solution

— in other words apartheid — and is
on the path to formalising it.

But members of Congress are
still insisting on a two-state solu-
tion — without calling for any
effective measures to hold Israel
accountable for blocking it — rather
than demanding that everyone
living in the territories currently
under Israeli rule be granted full
and equal rights.

They are late to understand
what is happening, indeed, they still
do not even understand Netanyahu,
President Donald Trump and
Friedman are changing the fun-
damental realities on the ground
toward entrenching the system of
apartheid Israel has spent decades
creating without anything more than
verbal opposition from the United
States and the so-called interna-
tional community.

Partial annexation would leave
Palestinians in their truncated and
disconnected bantustans, but would
kill the pretence that Israel ever
intends to leave the West Bank.
And it may well prove to be only

another step towards a future Israeli
goal: full annexation of all the land
between the Jordan River and the
Mediterranean Sea.

Yet even partial annexation
may leave Democrats slumbering
and oblivious that Israel is hewing
closely to South Africa’s bantus-
tan model. In fact, members of
Congress and some in the inter-
national community may be more
likely to accept partial annexation
because it would permit Palestinian
municipal government over remain-
ing Palestinian cantons.

Only one sitting member
of Congress, Minnesota’s Betty
McCollum, has had the courage to
name the system Israel has created
as apartheid. Her name is on the
House resolution as well.

Trump and Netanyahu’s trial
run with the Golan Heights cer-
tainly gives no reason to think that
Democrats will rise to the occasion
when it comes to similar moves
against the West Bank.

The Electronic Intifada &
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The US alliance
must end

The American alliance ceased
being of benefit to Australia
back in 1945 after the Second
World War. Since then it has
cost Australian lives in wars of

intervention for regime change
resulting in war crimes against
women and children, and it has
diverted billions of dollars of
Australia’s finances to produc-
ing wasteful armaments instead
of infrastructure for our econ-
omy such as, more public hospi-
tals, schools, child care facilities
and a modern public transport
system.

However, both major parties
are wedded to the American alli-
ance through the capitalist system
and are willing participants in impe-
rialist interventions led by America
to secure other countries’ resources
such as oil and minerals.

Their tactic is to make the econ-
omy scream by placing trade embar-
goes, finance the opposition, if

possible assassinate the president,
sabotage the peace process, call the
leader a dictator, interfere with elec-
tions, attack infrastructure, install
a puppet government, and exploit
human needs.

The present attacks on Venezuela
is a classic example of cunning and
brutal interference in a country
whose legitimately elected govern-
ment nationalised the US owned oil
companies and has the world’s big-
gest reserve of oil.

All fair-minded people must
oppose this American Alliance and
we must double our efforts to change
the system, as the best weapon
against conservatism of our current
major political parties.

Len Lean
SA

Speak out

I find it deeply distressing, heart-
breakingly so, that our Prime
Minister and other politicians talk
about freedom and human rights
while denying the basic rights of
refugees held for years in island
detention.

These politicians continue to
play their political games after young
men have died on Manus Island and
many others have suffered injuries.
Do these politicians live on another
planet; this is real life, where people
are suffering and in pain.

They seemingly have no sem-
blance of dignity or respect for other
people’s rights. Have they so com-
pletely lost any sense of compassion
and empathy?
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I find this attitude utterly appall-
ing and a terrible disgrace to this
country. We must put an end to
this sordid offshore processing and
rediscover our humanity. Australians
cannot ignore, or remain silent about
the conditions that exist on offshore
detention camps where our govern-
ment has a direct responsibility of
care.

To not express our indignation
on this serious matter is to condone
these blatant abuses and mistreat-
ment. We have a duty to speak out
about injustice, including this awful
wrong being done to these asylum
seekers.

Steven Katsineris
Vic

Cult

by
Rob Gowla

Shorter hours and the USA

I took a straw poll recently among an
admittedly small selection of employees
at Gosford Hospital (nurses, pink ladies,
etc). The question I posed was simple:
who works the longer hours — Australian
workers or workers in the richest capi-
talist country on Earth, the USA? There
was some initial hesitation on the part of
some participants while they thought about
it, but the answer was always the same:
American workers, no question about it.
And they were right.

Despite all the propaganda that US movies
and television shows — not to mention political
leaders — pump out about the privilege of living
in the most powerful country in the world, it
is common knowledge among working people
that their counterparts in “God’s own country”
get a very raw deal.

Not only do they put in more time on
the job than workers in any other devel-
oped industrial country (and they certainly
do that!), their health care system is a sick
joke (no pun intended — it’s just a fact) and
their lack of affordable housing is a scan-
dal. Homelessness is rife. Even people who
have jobs are living in their cars because they
cannot afford an actual roof over their heads.
And most American workers, even those who
have jobs — don’t get paid annual leave or
paid public holidays!

As I have commented on before: the out-
skirts of every town and city in the US are sur-
rounded by acres of trailer homes, inhabited
by folk the “American dream” has passed by.

In any other country they would be called what
they are: shanty towns, slums for the poor.

But things could be changing: as Dean
Baker reported in the US on-line journal
Truthout last month, “This week New York’s
city council will begin to consider a meas-
ure put forward by Mayor Bill de Blasio that
would guarantee workers in the city at least 10
days of paid time off per year. This proposal is
an important step toward bringing the United
States inline with the other rich countries in
guaranteeing its workers some amount of paid
vacation.

“As a new report from Adewale Maye
at the USA’s Centre for Economic Research
shows, the United States is very much an out-
lier from its peer countries in not guaranteeing
its workers any paid vacation days or holidays.
Countries in the European Union all guarantee
workers at least four weeks of paid vacation
(it’s a condition of EU membership). Many
provide five weeks, in addition to an average
of 10 paid holidays.” But American workers
get zip.

The USA’s next-door neighbour, Canada
“guarantees workers 10 days of paid vacation
in addition to nine paid holidays. Even Japan,
which has a reputation as being a workaholic
country, guarantees workers 10 paid vacation
days and 15 paid holidays. The 10 days of paid
time off proposed by de Blasio would still be at
the bottom of the list among wealthy countries,
but it would at least be a step in the right direc-
tion,” says Dean Baker.

It certainly would, and it is something that

US workers through their unions have cam-
paigned for many years, but they have usu-
ally traded such “luxuries” as paid holidays
for something that in America is an absolute
necessity: getting a health or dental plan in
their employment contract.

No wonder bosses in Australia — and their
political parties, notably the Libs — are so keen
to see a US-style “health care” system intro-
duced here!

As for the actual number of hours worked
each week, this used to be similar in the US to
other developed countries. “If we go back to
1970, the average [American] worker put in
somewhat more time than people in Denmark
and the Netherlands, but less than people in
France, Finland, and much less than workers
in Japan.

“However, over the next five decades, the
average length of the work year fell sharply in
all of these countries, while just edging down
by 5.0 percent in the United States. As a result,
workers in the United States now put in more
time than workers in any other wealthy coun-
try, including Japan,” notes Dean Baker.

In earlier years in the United States, when
unions were much stronger than they are today,
they negotiated employment contracts with
bosses in which high-cost elements like health
care insurance and pension benefits were pro-
vided primarily by the employer. Employers
responded by requiring workers to put in more
hours each year rather than allowing for shorter
hours and hiring more workers, because — as
Marx showed years ago — the longer hours

workers can be made to work, the higher a
boss’s profit from each worker.

However, the decline in union membership
and strength in recent decades has seen a cor-
responding decline in the number of employ-
ers willing to pay their employees’ health
insurance.

Workers know that they should share in
any gains from higher productivity because
it is their labour that creates the products and
services in the first place. They are entitled to
receive more leisure and a shorter working day
as business profits and productivity go up. “Of
course,” says Baker, “the big problem of the
last four decades is that most workers [in the
US] have not gotten their share of productiv-
ity growth at all.” This is a situation employers
wish to see continue, and one way of achieving
that is increased reliance on automation and the
use of robots.

Of course, replacing workers with robots
may boost profits but who will buy your prod-
ucts? Increasing productivity should mean
shorter working hours, something employers
regard as anathema. However, in Germany, the
Netherlands and some other European coun-
tries with strong economies and also strong
unions, workers already put in 20 percent fewer
hours each year than in the United States.

Many US companies are shifting their
businesses to low wage countries, to gain
immediate benefits in lower overheads. But
also because they know that in the longer
term, workers in the US will not tolerate being
exploited like this for ever. @&
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Abortion
one laugh at a time
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Chauncey K Robinson

An office comedy — set in an abortion clinic.
That’s the main concept of the returning
short form series CTRL ALT DELETE.
The idea is extremely relevant in our cur-
rent political climate, which features a
full-fledged attack on reproductive health
rights. The series, with its second season
debut this year, seeks to normalise the idea
of abortion with levity and balance, while
incorporating the office comedy formula
that is a beloved standard in mainstream
entertainment.

Self-described as a pro-choice comedy,
the series was co-created by Roni Geva and
Margaret Katch. The first season of the series,
which was independently produced, received a
number of accolades and awards, including a
2018 Emmy nomination. Season two features
Ed Begley Jr (Ghostbusters), Naomi Grossman
(American Horror Story: Apocalypse), Rosalyn
Coleman (Vanilla Sky), Alice Lee (Take Two),
Kate Duffy, Rachel E Crane, and Ashley
Rickards (Awkward).

Each episode of season one zeroed in on
individual women and their stories of abor-
tion, their common denominator being the
abortion clinic they went to. The eight-episode
season two gives viewers more of a look into
the day-to-day antics of the staff of the clinic
itself, while again highlighting a number of
stories of the diverse women who come in for
a procedure.

A number of aspects work well within
the framework of CTRL ALT DELETE. The

diversity of the cast, along with the different
aspects of the characters they play, meshes
together well to give a number of angles sur-
rounding the issue of abortion access. Some of
the staff treat working at an abortion clinic as
any other job that comes with its trials, tribula-
tions, and benefits. Other employees give mini
speeches amplifying the reproductive rights
advocacy intertwined in the clinic mission.
There’s workplace drama, budding romances,
and comedic antics that we get to witness as
we journey through a day’s work at an abortion
clinic. There’s even outside so-called “pro-life”
protestor characters featured, and the threat of
a bomb in the form of a pizza box.

The episodes also do well balancing the
sillier moments with the more serious issues.
Some of the conversations, such as the age
at which a woman can still get pregnant, are
played for more laughs than others, but each
one is given some aspect of humour. The key
way it is done is not to make fun of the sce-
nario, or light of the abortion procedure itself,
but to clearly showcase that these are everyday
people in a variety of scenarios that actually
do happen in reality. The approach gives per-
mission to laugh with these characters at times
— and cry with them if the emotion calls for it.

A standout performance of season two is
given by Ashley Rickards, who plays a young
woman who is 15 weeks along in pregnancy
and has found out that there is something
wrong with the foetus. She and her partner visit
the clinic in order to terminate the pregnancy
due to the extremely low chance of survival if
the pregnancy is brought to term.

Rickards displays a wide array of emo-
tions given the fact that her character wanted
to get pregnant but now finds herself needing
to have an abortion. Heartbreaking points but
also moments of laughter break through, giving
a different perspective on what might be seen
as a tragic end to a story, rather than simply a
detail of one’s life.

Another highlight of the series is the way
it intertwines facts and statistics into the dia-
logue without coming off as a stoic educational
video. The viewer is bound to learn things
regarding reproductive health while watching,
but it’s done in a way that doesn’t feel too on
the nose.

The one drawback to the series, which
doesn’t necessarily count as a negative but a
testament to its value, is the length. Viewers
will be able to binge the second season (and the
first if they want to catch up) in under an hour,
as each episode is no more than five minutes
long. With interesting characters, fun dialogue,
and truly funny comedy, the audience will want
to sit with the staff of this clinic a lot longer
than is allowed to see what else they get into.

A major trait of the series is the way
it tackles topics surrounding abortion, an
approach that may come off as taboo. Although
there’s currently a political fight surrounding a
woman’s right to choose what to do with her
body, moral arguments can get thrown in from
both sides. While some advocate for abortion
access, they may place conditions and restric-
tions on what is “allowed” or “right,” as well as
how often or when a woman can get an abor-
tion procedure.

The series doesn’t treat getting an abor-
tion as a tragic tale that should be allowed but
also shamed and kept secret. Instead, it aims to
portray the act of going to an abortion clinic
as equivalent to any doctor’s office visit. The
message is that abortion access is a form of
healthcare and should be treated as a normal
right rather than a special interest vulnerable
to attack and debate.

As the new season of the show premieres,
there have been 304 abortion restrictions of
various kinds introduced in states across the
country in 2019 alone. Louisiana has become
the fifth state to pass a foetal heartbeat ban,
joining Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, and
Ohio, which have all passed bills seriously
restricting a woman’s right to safely terminate a
pregnancy. The last abortion clinic in Missouri,
Planned Parenthood of the St Louis Region and
Southwest Missouri, is currently under threat
of being shut down, while the state enforces
unnecessary and intrusive pelvic exams for any
woman seeking to have an abortion.

The assault on Roe v Wade is no longer a
will-o’-the-wisp pipe dream of the “pro-life”
crowd now emboldened by the hard conserva-
tive majority on the Supreme Court. A show
like CTRL ALT DELETE is a necessary one as
art is a means to bring messages to the masses.
The message the series transmits helps to coun-
ter the rhetoric aimed at dismantling rights
fought for over long decades by women and
allies to decide what goes on with their bodies
and lives.

People’s World &

Subscription to The Guar didn

NAME:

(112 months: $100 ($80 conc/$150 solidarity) (16 months: $55 ($40 conc/$80 solidarity)
(1 Special offer: 10 issues for $10 (new subscriptions only)

ADDRESS:

POSTCODE:

Phone in details on 02 9699 8844 or
to: Guardian Subscriptions

or by credit card: dMastercard dVisa
Card#

Amount: Expiry Date: /

Signature:

Pay by [dCheque dMoney order (Payable to “Guardian Publications”)
info@cpa.org.au Or send

74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010
*$20 minimum on cards

Date:

The Guardian

Editorial Office
74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010
Ph: 02 9699 8844 Fax: 02 9699 9833
Email: guardian@cpa.org.au

Editor: Tom Pearson

Published by
Guardian Publications Australia Ltd
74 Buckingham St,
Surry Hills, 2010

Printed by
Spotpress
24-26 Lilian Fowler PI
Marrickville 2204

Responsibility for electoral comment
is taken by T Pearson,
74 Buckingham St,
Surry Hills, 2010

Sydney

Friday June 28 @ 6pm
Harold Park Hotel — 70A Ross Street, Forest Lodge

OUR CHINA ANXIETY

* Dr Hugh White, Emeritus Professor,
Strategic and Defence Studies Centre, ANU

Sarat Chandran 02 9674 9179  psaratchandran@gmail.com
www.politicsinthepub.org.au

IN THE PUB




12  June 19 2019

High-rises still at risk

Will Stone

BRITAIN: Stark warnings have been
projected onto “unsafe” tower blocks
across Britain to mark the second
anniversary of Grenfell Tower blaze
tomorrow.

Two years on from the devastating fire
of June 14, 2017, which left 72 people dead,
many tower blocks are still wrapped in the
same dangerous cladding that caused the
Grenfell blaze to spread.

Survivors organised projections on
high-rise blocks in London, Newcastle and
Manchester, which also show others without
sprinklers or fire doors.

A projection on the 246-flat NV Building
in Manchester warned that “dangerous clad-
ding” is still wrapped outside the structure.

Campaign group Manchester Cladiators
helped with the protest and says 12 blocks in
the city have fire safety issues.

On the 25-storey Cruddas Park House
in Newcastle, designated for over-50s, a
statement read: “Two years after Grenfell
and the fire doors in this building still don’t
work.”

And on the 20-storey Frinstead House
in west London, sited on the same estate as
Grenfell, a projection warned: “Two years
after Grenfell this building still has no sprin-
klers #demandchange.”

Natasha Elcock, who survived the
Grenfell blaze and co-chairs campaign group
Grenfell United, said: “We needed to send a
strong message.

“It’s been two years since Grenfell and
people are still going to bed at night wor-
ried that a fire like Grenfell could happen to
them.

“After the fire we were promised that
blocks would be made safe. Two years later
we cannot wait any longer, we need action
now so everyone is safe in their homes.”

The action comes after a fire destroyed
20 flats at a block in Barking, London, at the
weekend.

Residents claim they first raised safety

concerns about cladding on the building in
the aftermath of the Grenfell tragedy.

Barking Reach Residents’ Association
treasurer Venilia Amorim said the building
was covered in a wooden cladding that resi-
dents had been told was safe.

“We have got a lot of residents now not
wanting to go back to their homes, not even
to the adjacent blocks, because there’s no
guarantee that this won’t happen again,” she
said.

Bellway, which built the flats, said the
fire was “a very serious issue” and it was
investigating the matter.

Fire Brigades Union (FBU) general sec-
retary Matt Wrack said: “The second anni-
versary of Grenfell must be a moment of
both heartfelt reflection and determined
action.

“In the time since the fire, the govern-
ment’s facile approach has utterly failed all
those involved that night and the thousands
of people who are at risk across the country.

“Countless homes are still wrapped in
flammable materials, while warnings from
tenants about risks to their safety go ignored.

“Fire and rescue services are, in the face
of continued cuts, unable to prepare for a
similar incident, with no national structures
or coordination from government.

“As things stand, we risk sleepwalking
into another catastrophic loss of life. We
demand urgent action from government to
ensure that the events of Grenfell Tower can
never happen again.”

Survivors and bereaved families of the
Grenfell tower tragedy will gather for a
memorial service at nearby St Helen’s church
tomorrow as part of a day of remembrance.

Prime Minister Theresa May said:
“Grenfell was both a local and a national
tragedy with far-reaching consequences.

“In the months and years ahead, I hope
future governments will continue to do
everything necessary to support all those
affected and make certain the voices of the
Grenfell community are heard.”
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“Nothing legitimate” about
exiraditing Assange fto US

BRITAIN: Home Secretary Sajid
Javid has signed a request for
Julian Assange to be extradited
to the United States, where cam-
paigners warn he faces a possible
death sentence.

The WikiLeaks founder is due
to appear via video link before
Westminster Magistrates’ Court
for a case management hearing
after Washington requested his
extradition over computer hacking
allegations.

Assange is serving a 50-week
prison sentence after being dragged

out of the Ecuadorian embassy in
April and jailed for a bail violation.

“I am very pleased that the
police were finally able to appre-
hend him and now he’s rightly
behind bars because he broke UK
law,” said Javid.

“There is an extradition request
from the US that is before the courts
tomorrow.

“But yesterday I signed the
extradition order and certified it and
that will be going in front of the
courts tomorrow.”

He said the final decision over

whether Assange should be extra-
dited is now with the courts.

Stop The War convenor Lindsey
German said “there is nothing legit-
imate” about extraditing Assange to
the US, where she argued he does
not face a fair trial, and called for
all proceedings to be dropped.

She added: “The rottenness of
this Tory government has been fur-
ther confirmed with the announce-
ment that Home Secretary Sajid
Javid has signed the extradition
warrant for Julian Assange.

“While not unexpected, this

makes more likely the extradi-

tion of the WikiLeaks founder,

for the ‘crime’ of whistleblowing
about the secret activities of the US
government.

“Extradition to the US will
mean a life sentence — and possibly
a death sentence given Assange’s
health — and it should be opposed
by every anti-war and peace cam-
paigner, and all those who believe
in democracy and civil liberties.”

A Home Office spokesman said:

“Mr Assange was arrested in rela-
tion to a provisional extradition

request from the United States of
America.

“He is accused of offences
including computer misuse and the
unauthorised disclosure of national
defence information.

“We have received the full
extradition request, which has been
certified by the Home Secretary.

“This case is now before the
courts and it would be inappropriate
to comment further.”
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