
Hannah Middleton and Denis Doherty

Tensions are rising in Asia and the Middle East as the US intensifi es threats 
and force to maintain its control of markets, resources and energy routes in 
these regions. The spectre of nuclear confl ict looms large once more.

This is not the time to promote a debate on Australia acquiring its own nuclear 
arsenal yet this is just what politicians and the media are doing, using a new book, 
How to Defend Australia by Hugh White, emeritus professor of strategic studies 
at ANU. Professor White writes that because US infl uence in our region is waning 
and Chinese infl uence is rising, “there are circumstances in which the development 
of nuclear forces could be justifi ed”.

Why after a 45-year commitment to nuclear disarmament under the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty and the South Pacifi c Nuclear Free Zone are radio, tel-
evision and the print media canvassing the idea of Australia acquiring nuclear 
weapons?

Why would Australia make its advocacy in other areas less credible? Who will 
believe government claims to want peace and security if Australia develops its own 
nuclear arsenal and undermines the non-proliferation treaty?

China
One reason is clearly that the US would be pleased to have a nuclear armed 

Australia supporting its plans to push back the growing economic and political 
power of China. Public opinion in Australia does not support nuclear weapons. A 
2018 poll showed that 78.9 percent of Australians support joining the UN Treaty 
on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons but the government remains opposed to it.

The current debate draws attention away from trying to get Australia to sign 
the treaty and redirects it to whether Australia should develop its own nuclear arse-
nal. Another factor may be that with the current availability of cheaper, renewable 
energy in Australia, the economics of nuclear power generation are less convinc-
ing. Is talk about nuclear weapons being used to accustom us to the idea of nuclear 
power?

The only way the industries needed to build a nuclear capability could be devel-
oped would be if Australia added nuclear power to its suite of power generation 
technologies.

So perhaps this is one of the reasons for the current furious debate?

Humanitarian consequences
A major reason for rejecting the notion of nuclear weapons for Australia (and 

every other country) is that their destructiveness is immense. Nuclear weapons pose 
an intolerable threat to all humanity and our planet.

Any use would cause catastrophic human suffering and long-lasting environ-
mental damage.

Myth of deterrence
The case for Australia to have its own nuclear weapons relies heavily on the 

fl awed concept of nuclear deterrence, the myth that these weapons deter acts of 
aggression. It is argued that a nuclear-armed Australia would never use its weapons 
because their purpose is only to deter nuclear attack by others. This makes no sense.

If the threat to use nuclear weapons is to be effective, then Australia would have 
to be prepared to actually incinerate millions of people.

Discrimination
A small number of states have nuclear weapons but other countries are not 

allowed to develop them. This situation is highly discriminatory and unstable. The 
possession of nuclear weapons by any state is a constant stimulus to other states 
to acquire them.

If Australia gets the bomb, why not other nations? 

Treaty
Every class of indiscriminate and inhumane weapon that has been abolished has 

been dealt with through a treaty. Dum-dum bullets, chemical and biological weap-
ons, landmines, cluster munitions and so on so why not nuclear weapons?

It is hoped the UN Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons, which pro-
hibits states from developing, testing, producing, manufacturing, acquiring, pos-
sessing, or stockpiling nuclear weapons, will lead to the elimination of all nuclear 
arms.

The risks of regional nuclear war, nuclear terrorism and catastrophic accidents 
are rising. This cannot continue. The only solution is the elimination of nuclear 
weapons, assurances that they will never be produced again, and for Australia to 
remove US bases in this country.
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WHAT YOU CAN DO

• The US nuclear attacks on Hiroshima and Nagasaki in 1945 are commemorated every year in August to 
remember the victims of nuclear weapons. Over 200,000 were killed by just two bombs, an act of appalling 
inhumanity. Organise an event or join an activity near you.

• In August the new ICAN report will be launched around Australia, featuring contributions from experts, 
faith groups, parliamentarians, unions, poets and lawyers. Join a launch event near you:

Adelaide
Sunday 4 August at 2:30-4:15pm
Hiroshima Day Commemoration
Australian Red Cross offi ce 212 Pirie St
Contact: Petra Ball pball@redcross.org.au

Alice Springs
Yami Lester Memorial Dinner
Friday 9 August 6:30pm
Kungkas Can Cook, Larapinta Drive
Bookings: mcifali@bigpond.com

Brisbane
Saturday 17 August at 2-4pm
Griffi th University, details TBA.
Hosted by WILPF Australia.
Contact: truffl e157@gmail.com

Darwin
Friday 2 August 6:30pm
IPAN Public Meeting, Charles Darwin University
www.ipan.org.au

Fremantle
ICAN Report Launch and Peace Constellation
Thursday 8 August at 5:30-7pm
City of Fremantle Council offi ce and library
70 Parry St
Contact: mayorsforpeace@fremantle.wa.gov.au

Hobart
Hiroshima commemoration ceremony
Tuesday 6 August
Hosted by Lord Mayor Anna Reynolds
Details TBA

Melbourne
Hiroshima Never Again
Tuesday 6 August at 7:30pm
Black Rock Civic Hall, 
cnr Balcombe Rd and College Gve
Australians for Nuclear Disarmament

Newcastle
Sunday 4 August at 6pm
Hiroshima Remembrance and report launch
Christians for Peace Newcastle
Adamstown Uniting Church
228 Brunker Rd, Adamstown

Sydney
Choosing Humanity: forum 
with the Hon Michael Kirby AC CMG
Tuesday 6 August at 6:30pm
NSW Parliament House, 
Preston Stanley Room
Macquarie St
Bookings essential

NO NUKES FOR OZ!
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Human civilisation is at a crossroads as future life on the 
planet is threatened. Humanity must reduce net emissions of 
greenhouse gases to ZERO by 2050 if we are to have a chance to 
limit global warming and to save the world for future generations!

The UN Inter-Governmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) 
warns that even l.5° warming will have “brutal consequences” 
– that if we keep warming to that level, at least this and coming 
generations will have “a fi ghting chance” for the future!

The world’s governments have pledged to the UN to cut emis-
sions, but the targets they have set for themselves would deliver 
a disastrous 3°C of global warming by 2100. These pledges are 
not enforceable, but worse, at current global rate of emissions 
we are on track to pass 4°C warming.

This level of warming will trigger unprecedented ecological 
catastrophe – pushing us past possible tipping points, causing 
out of control runaway warming.

“Technically,” says IPCC – we can reduce emissions suffi -
ciently to keep global warming to l.5°C (it has already risen 1°C 
above preindustrial levels), but to do this, HUMANITY MUST 
ACT NOW – at a speed and scale that is without “documented 
historic precedent” – if we are to avoid triggering a major ex-
tinction event.

The IPCC’s urgent recommendations were presented to the 
UN climate summit in Poland in November 2018, attended by 200 
governments. Yet, this summit ignored the key question – how 
can governments step up their targets to keep emissions to 1.5°C.

The USA and Australia, went so far as to join in a “celebra-
tion of coal” at the summit. The US swore to withdraw from any 
further climate agreements. Politicians and governments owned 
by vested fossil fuel interests, will do nothing substantial about 
the impending threat to civilisation and life on the planet.

It is increasingly obvious governments no longer even make 
a pretence of serving the people! They serve the masters of a 
system that ruthlessly exploits humanity and nature in a relent-
less, worldwide pursuit of profi t. 

The capitalist system cannot and will not prevent global eco-
logical catastrophe. Its heedless drive for profi ts and growth 
regardless of social or environmental cost has created the crisis 
in the fi rst place.

Uncontrolled greenhouse gas emissions are a symptom of the 
depth and extent of the crisis in which this system has placed 
humanity. The present global political-economic system is drag-
ging us inevitably toward a global disaster, that includes:
• Impending environmental catastrophe – global warm-

ing; widespread habitat destruction, and a march to mass 
extinction;

• extreme economic inequality; and re-emergence of global 
economic crisis, that will feed revolt and affect the livelihood 
of billions;

• and exacerbating all other environmental and economic 
crises – societies increasingly taking on the features of police-
surveillance states; growing militarisation and re-emergence 
of fascism, and a drift towards disastrous, worldwide war.

People desire to live in a sustainable – and sustaining – society, 
but our society is geared to serve the insatiable needs of capital. 
It is deeply hostile to the life forces on the planet.

It is in the collective power of people that will give humanity 
a chance to pull back from the ecological disaster towards which 
the present course is sweeping us.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
Keep the tricolour if you want to as the symbol of our nationality. 
But remember that the red fl ag represents the fi nal revolution.

Pierre-Joseph Proudhon, March 1848, Pierre-Joseph Proudhon, March 1848, 
implying the need to spread the revolution beyond the borders of France.implying the need to spread the revolution beyond the borders of France.
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PRESS FUND
Four multi-storey housing complexes in Sydney have had to 
be evacuated recently because of serious structural failures. 
Last week NSW Premier Gladys Berejiklian declared, “We let 
the industry self-regulate and it hasn’t worked.” But the NSW 
Coalition government supported self-regulation, removed the 
right of local governments to approve major projects, and allowed 
developers to hire their own certifying authorities. In some 
states consumer protection legislation including compulsory 
home warranty insurance has also been overturned. Big business 
doesn’t serve the public interest, it’s based on greed, and greed 
knows no limits. We need to change the system altogether, and 
you can help us at the Guardian by sending in a Press Fund 
contribution for the next edition. Many thanks to this week’s 
supporters, as follows:
T Costa $20, “Digireb” $25, Dr G Dittura $10, DM $5, 
Round Figure” $15, “Sparky” $10, E Seymour $25
This week’s total: $110 Progressive total: $3,260

It is Class War!
Vinnie Molina*

Everything is about class struggle. When the govern-
ment tells us that cutting penalty rates will create 
jobs, everybody knows that it is not true, it is class 
struggle.

Tax cuts for the wealthy and companies instead of 
pay rises or job creation is a class position that is in the 
interest of the bourgeoisie.

Avoiding land rights and sovereignty for Aboriginal 
Australians and instead offering a few words in the 
Constitutional is a class perspective in the interest of the 
status quo and a perpetuation of the dispossession of the 
original peoples of the Australian continent.

The war on trades unions, the organised working 
class, is a class position in defence of multinational cor-
porations and the owners of the means of production.

The defence of the undemocratic two-party electoral 
system perpetuates capitalist exploitation.

Destroying the public sector for the benefi t of the 
private sector in education, health and other sectors of 
the economy is part of the class war against the people.

When the government abandons working people and 
their families that is class struggle. The lack of job crea-
tion and the destruction of the environment are just other 
characteristics of the class struggle. The capitalist system 
won’t just disappear or create a more humane capitalist 
society. That is something that must be fought for.

Some believe it is possible to reform this system of 
exploitation, that all that is needed is to work within the 
system to bring about a better government.

Governments delivered by the two-party system have 
few differences and they share the common interest for 
the survival of capitalism.

Organised workers and the people in general are the 
only ones who can change the current situation. Building 
an alternative in which communists work together with 
all progressive forces in society can make a difference. 
Defending and building unions is essential. Unions must 
bring workers to join them; workers must feel unions are 
an essential tool to improve their wages and conditions.

Workers and the people in general need to get organ-
ised politically. And as communists we must strive to 
continue to build up our working-class party.

We must strengthen our unity, working inside Party 
norms, fi ght against factionalising and those trying to 
force decisions that haven’t gone their way. We must 
build a strong and disciplined party.

We must fi ght against those who would reclaim the 
long history of the Communist Party in Australia; defence 
of our history is part of the class struggle.

The recent attacks on social media accusing the 
CPA of wage theft and demanding the former general 
secretary to be paid for the job to which he was elected 
by the Central Committee is fraudulent and dishonest. 
Claiming there was a split in the CPA is a lie used to con-
fuse the people of this country and our fraternal parties 
internationally.
* Vinnie is CPA President 

Sudanese Communist Party

On the present situation 
in Sudan
July 15, 2019
Confusing and contradic-
tory news have surrounded 
the “Agreement” between 
the Alliance of the Forces for 
Freedom and Change and the 
Transitional Military Council 
(TMC).

However, after the dust set-
tled, it has become clear that the 
“Agreement” with its two docu-
ments; political and constitutional, 
is not acceptable to the forces for 
Freedom and Change.
1. In a statement the Central 

Committee of the Sudanese 
Communist Party made clear 
that the “Agreement” that had 
been received does not meet 
neither the aspiration nor the 
achievement of the goals of 
the revolution. It called for the 
continuation of the mass actions 
until achieving civil rule.

2. The statement stressed that 
the “Agreement” accepted 

all the undemocratic laws of 
Albashir’s regime. It approved 
all international and regional 
agreements made by the defunct 
regime, especially the Arab 
Military Alliance waging the war 
in Yemen, the agreement with 
Africom, and the facilities given 
to the CIA station in the country. 
All of which constitute a clear 
violation of Sudan’s sovereignty.

3. The Central Committee 
condemned the retreat from the 
previous agreements regarding 
the immediate establishment 
of the Legislative Council 
and the acceptance of a local 
national committee, rather than 
an international committee, to 
investigate the crimes of the 
junta.

4. The “Agreement” kept intact 
the interests of the parasitic 
factions, the repressive organs of 
the state and militias, including 
the Rapid Support forces and 

the National Intelligence and 
Security. It stated that as such 
the “Agreement”, rather than 
providing the framework for 
dismantling of the dictatorial and 
deep state, actually maintains it.

5. The proposal for the Sovereignty 
Council goes a long way to 
establish a presidential republic 
through the powers bestowed 
on it to appoint the head of the 
judiciary, the public prosecutor 
as well as other top state posts.

6. The “Agreement” has provided 
the Transitional Military Council 
(TMC) with protection against 
any future prosecution.

7. Based on the above mentioned, 
the Central Committee decided 
that the Sudanese CP will not 
participate in any of the three 
levels of government during the 
transitional period.

Fathi Alfadl
Secretary of Information

Sudanese Communist Party
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Tara Callinan

Twelve years ago, the Northern Territory 
Intervention was announced by former 
Prime Minister John Howard, in response 
to the Little Children are Sacred report. 
Without any warning or consultation, 
600 Australian Defence Force personnel 
entered 73 remote communities in an act 
described as “damaging” and “disas-
trous” by journalist and fi lmmaker, Jeff 
McMullen.

“In my view, the Northern Territory 
Intervention is by far the worst and most dam-
aging government policy in Australia since 
the policy that created the original Stolen 
Generations,” he said.

“I would urge this nation to use the 12th 
anniversary of the Intervention disaster to look 
at how we could immediately work together to 
reduce suicide, family breakup, and the over-
incarceration of Indigenous people, especially 
Indigenous children.”

Welfare quarantining, school attendance 
monitoring, and community policing were 
some of the policies introduced by the Howard 
government in 2007 to “protect” Indigenous 
children.

Now, 12 years on, Northern Territory com-
munities are calling for the repeal of such “pro-
tective” policies, which have long deprived 
Aboriginal people of their basic human rights.

In an open letter to Minister for Indigenous 
Australians Ken Wyatt (see page 12) the 
Intervention Rollback Action Group, who 
support Aboriginal voices in the Top End, 
articulated the devastating impacts of the 
Intervention.

The loss of community control, the pres-
sure to sign over land, the increased removal of 
children from families, and the over-incarcera-
tion of children are listed among many devas-
tating consequences.

Alastair Nicholson, former Chief Justice 
of the Family Court of Australia, proposes an 
immediate measure to reduce the alarming 
number of incarcerated Indigenous children 
by raising the age of criminal responsibility to 
14, in accordance with the UN Convention on 
the Rights of the Child.

Mr McMullen similarly calls for imme-
diate action and reshaping of detention cen-
tres, which comprise of 100 percent Aboriginal 
children, according to the NT Families 
Department.

“The age of criminal responsibility should 
be raised to 14, as a fi rst step,” Mr McMullen 
said. “All states and territories should intro-
duce legislation to recognise that Foetal 
Alcohol Spectrum Disorder (FASD) is a major 
intellectual impairment that is shaping much of 
the seemingly impulsive behaviour that leads 
to criminal acts. Over one-third of the children 
in youth detention centres are in the spectrum 
of FASD through no fault of their own. They 
need special education, not prison.”

Mr McMullen believes that the accu-
mulative impacts of extending the harsh 
Intervention measures under Labor’s Stronger 
Futures legislation has also been accompa-
nied by an increase in suicide, with more than 
60 Aboriginal people committing suicide this 
year, some as young as 12.

“The contagion of suicide is a very alarm-
ing consequence of policies that exacerbate 
depression, alienation, and despair,” he said.

“As a former health and education admin-
istrator, Minister Ken Wyatt has all of the 
experience and learning to appreciate that loss 
of control over one’s destiny is the constant in 
all of Australia’s suicide hotspots. Within fami-
lies, the contagion expands when there is inad-
equate early response to the distress signals. 
The community-controlled response, demon-
strated in other settings such as Yarrabah in 
Queensland, shows how the local expertise 
and knowledge of family stresses is essential 
to end the pattern of suicides.”

The open letter to Mr Wyatt from Barbara 
R Shaw, Elaine Kngwarraye Peckham, and 
many other Aboriginal voices in the NT further 
calls on the government to veto the removal of 
Aboriginal children from their families, bring 
home those already taken away, and increase 
support for community initiatives for children 
at risk. 

Thirteen recommendations for improving 
the current state of Indigenous disadvantage 
are included in the letter – with community 
consultation and widespread education listed 
among the top priorities.

“Many Australians have seen images from 
the past of children being brutally taken from 
their parents; they need to be shown more 
such images from the present,” said Professor 
Jon Alman, one of Australia’s leading ana-
lysts on the impacts of the Northern Territory 
Intervention.
Koori Mail 

Australia

From the Archives The Guardian, September 2003

Open letter calls on Wyatt to 
stop the Intervention

IPAN WA presents

The Coming War on China by John Pilger
How likely is war on China?

What might it mean for Australia?
Screening on Sunday, August 25 at 2 pm

Venue Trades Hall, 82 Beaufort Street, Perth (opposite WA Museum)
Gold coin donation

Enquires, contact: Elizabeth on 0421 113 343
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Rob Gowland

Prior to the 2007 NSW State election, the 
NSW Labor government supported mining 
wherever mining companies wanted to dig. 
Nevertheless, Labor, just like the Libs, had 
no long-term plans to ensure continued 
jobs for mine-workers despite the obvious 
growth in the realisation that the use of 
coal was a serious threat to the future of the 
environment, possibly even a threat to the 
future of life on Earth!

The Lib leader at the time, Barry O’Farrell, 
came up to address meetings of residents on 
the NSW Central Coast and assured them that 
a Liberal government would reverse Labor’s 
perceived pro-coal policy. Referring to Korean 
company Kores’ highly controversial proposal 
to establish a long-wall underground coal mine 
(Wallarah 2) beneath the main water-catchment 
valleys on the coast, O’Farrell gave a commit-
ment to stop the mine and thereby protect the 
water supply of more than 300,000 residents: 
“No ifs, no buts, a guarantee”, he said.

It proved to be a worthless “guarantee”. 
As soon as the Libs got into government they 
dropped their pretence of an environmentally 
based approach and became as supportive of 
the “coal with no questions asked” policy as 
Labor had ever been. (Could the judicious 
sharing out of coal company money have had 
anything to do with that?)

Mind you, although previous Labor gov-
ernments had shown a clear bias in favour of 
the coal companies, it was not by any means 
simple or straight forward or supported by all 
ALP politicians. 

As the member for Dobell, Emma McBride 
– a Labor MP – noted, “Under the previ-
ous Labor government, a ‘water trigger’ was 
written into the Environment Protection and 
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 to pro-
tect precious water catchments from the well-
known impacts of long-wall coal-mining.

“Labor established an Independent Expert 
Scientifi c Committee (IESC) on Coal Seam 

Gas and Large Coal Mining Development 
to ensure proposals for new coal mines were 
examined for their impact on critical water 
resources and endangered species.” However, 
in 2013, when the IESC raised a long list of 
potential impacts of the Wallarah 2 coal mine, 
the Liberal Party federal government – rather 
than listening to their advice – recruited new 
IESC members who would tell it what it 
wanted to hear.

The result as that on January 18, 2019, the 
Federal Environment Minister Melissa Price 
approved the Wallarah 2 mine despite the 
fact that it has been estimated that the mine 
will result in the loss of between 900 to 1,300 
megalitres a year from the Central Coast’s 
drinking water catchment during its 28-year 
lifespan. Melissa Price is an ex-mining com-
pany lawyer.

The mining company, Wyong Coal Pty 
Ltd, is owned by the South Korean govern-
ment and Korean and Japanese mining inter-
ests. An indicator of just how questionable the 
whole project is may be gleaned from the fact 
that despite having the ear of the government, 
no less than 120 conditions were imposed on 
the mine’s operators. Alan Hayes, Campaign 
Director of the community group the Australian 
Coal Alliance, that for years now has lead the 
fi ght to protect the Coast’s precious water from 
profi t-hungry mining companies, commented 
that the imposition of “that many conditions 
alone clearly indicates that this mine should 
never have been approved.

“Conditions have never halted a mine 
project”, he said, “when they start adversely 
impacting on or destroying water resources. 
The Dendrobrium mine south of Sydney is 
a prime example of conditions being useless 
and not effective. The mine cracked the water 
catchment of the Cordeaux Dam, which pro-
vides water for a million people.”

Alan Hayes also pointed out that the his-
tory of long-wall coal mining in Australia is 
“appalling”, observing that wherever long-wall 
coal mining occurs directly beneath or in close 

proximity to water resources, “the water either 
disappears or is so badly polluted it is rendered 
useless.”

Why then are so many state and federal 
politicians in Australia so eager to promote 
long-wall coal mining? For some, because 
there is still big money to be made from it if 
they can get in before it is possibly phased out 
on environmental grounds. For others, because 
if Australia is to develop its economy as it 
must, then it needs to produce iron and steel − 
and at present production of both requires the 
use of coal.

Some of the more reactionary of our pol-
iticians even advocate that we abandon coal 
in favour of nuclear power, despite the disas-
ters at Chernobyl and Fukushima! And despite 
the unsolved problem of what to do with all 
that long-lived radioactive waste. It is hardly a 
legacy that can in good conscience be left for 
future generations to deal with.

The response of many green activists to 
this complex problem is to simply demand a 
ban on coal. But that unjustly condemns coal 
miners and their families to massive unemploy-
ment (and Australia to being effectively de-
industrialised). Punishing workers for the greed 
of their employers is hardly fair. Meanwhile, 
coal mining produces other ill effects, apart 
from the obvious one of pollution.

Rural Grapevine, the local news jour-
nal in the area affected by the Wallarah 2 
mine project, said in its February 2019 issue: 
“Recent revelations in the mainstream media 
by four whistle-blowers on corruption, partic-
ularly in respect of coal mine approvals, has 
had communities across the state demanding 
an investigation and that approvals be put on 
hold until the fi ndings of an investigation are 
known.

“It was during the ICAC ‘Operation 
Spicer’ investigation that many questions were 
asked about the alleged ‘goings on’ between 
former Liberal lobbyist and ‘spin doctor’ for 
the Wallarah 2 coal project, Nicholas ‘Nick’ 
Di Girolamo, executives of the mine project’s 

parent company Kores, and certain Liberal 
politicians.”

Needless to say, intimations of corruption 
have not put the Kores project on hold. The 
protests of the residents and even the objec-
tions of scientists have been overridden in the 
interests of advancing Kores’ opportunities for 
making profi ts.

What is clearly needed in Australia is an 
all-round energy/industry policy that takes 
into account such disparate factors as climate 
change, pollution generally and the need for 
Australia to have an industrial base if this 
country is to be truly independent. But any 
industry needs to be developed with people’s 
needs always in mind. The threat to people’s 
health from coal dust in coal mining commu-
nities presently is already a very real problem, 
calling for urgent government investment in 
developing new types of industry that are not 
dependent on fossil fuels, so that workers in 
the coal fi elds can move over to clean healthier 
jobs in the future.

Despite knowing that they are beset by lies 
and corruption accompanied by deliberately 
confusing messages, the concerned residents 
of the Central Coast are determined to continue 
fi ghting to protect the integrity – and the qual-
ity – of their drinking water supply while look-
ing to a future of clean, green jobs. The coal 
companies are trying to use workers’ need for 
jobs to pit them against the environmentalist 
forces, in order to prolong the profi t-making 
life of the fossil fuel industry.

But really, both should be united in their 
goals: full employment in producing clean 
green energy in modern, safe workplaces, pro-
viding the community with power that does not 
pollute and does not endanger life during its 
production.

That is not a pipe dream but a perfectly 
achievable target that is already within our 
grasp. But it requires government planning 
and co-ordination on a scale bey ond the profi t-
driven capabilities of private enterprise. 

Lies and broken promises

Australia

Wherever long-wall coal mining occurs directly 
beneath or in close proximity to water resources, 

“the water either disappears or is so badly polluted 
it is rendered useless.”
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Eileen Whitehead

The defi nition of a whistle-blower 
is: a person who exposes any kind 
of information or activity that is 
deemed illegal, unethical, or not 
correct within an organisation 
that is either private or public. 
The information of alleged 
wrongdoing can be classifi ed in 
many ways: violation of company 
policy/rules, law, regulation, or 
threat to public interest/national 
security, as well as fraud, and 
corruption.

Whistleblowing is not a new 
pastime. The earliest known whis-
tle-blower was Samuel Shaw in 
1777, who during the American 
Revolutionary War, reported two 
naval offi cers for torturing English 
prisoners-of-war. This act saw 
the whistle-blower protection law 
enacted in July 1778 – over 270 
years ago. 

Looking through the cases of 
whistle-blowing from that time, all 
were made by people of integrity 
who realised that unconscionable 
crimes were being committed by 
the “powers that be”. It is interest-
ing that, when trolling through the 
list of whistle-blowers since 1777, 
the majority have been Americans 
uncomfortable with the unethi-
cal behaviour of American govern-
ment departments and powerful 
organisations.

A more recent whistle-blower 
is Daniel Ellsberg, a RAND 
Corporation military analyst who, in 
1971, together with Anthony Russo, 
leaked the Pentagon Papers – a secret 
account of the Vietnam War – to 
The New York Times. The endemic 
practices of deception by previous 
administrations which were revealed 
had the effect of eroding public sup-
port for the war and triggered a legal 
case regarding the government’s 
efforts to stifl e the publication of 
classifi ed information.

This was heard by the US 
Supreme Court in the case New 
York Times Co. v. United States, 
and the ruling was a landmark deci-
sion making it possible for both The 
New York Times and The Washington 
Post newspapers to publish without 
risk of government censorship or 
punishment.

Why does it appear that there 
has been an increase in the past 50 
years in the need for upright, ethical 
citizens to feel it necessary to blow 
the whistle? Could it be that there is 
an increasing need to question the 
behaviour stemming from diminish-
ing ethics in today’s capitalist soci-
ety? What has also increased is the 
violence perpetrated against jour-
nalists all over the world: Kamal 
Khashoggi’s recent murder a case in 
point.

This can also be seen in the sta-
tistics of journalists imprisoned 
worldwide: in 2000, 81 journalists 
were detained in prison but the fi gure 
in 2018 reached 251. This is indica-
tive of the increasing curtailment in 
freedom of speech and journalistic 
integrity.

Today, instead of whistle-blow-
ers being hailed as heroes, the capi-
talist press denigrates them at every 
opportunity. The lies being told about 
Julian Assange being a case in point. 
Assange, as the founder and direc-
tor of WikiLeaks, received classifi ed 
information from the Army intelli-
gence analyst, Chelsea Manning.

This material included videos of 
the July 12, 2007, Baghdad airstrike, 
the 2009 Granai airstrike; 250,000 
US diplomatic cables; and 500,000 
army reports that became known as 
the Iraq War Logs and Afghan War 
Logs. Manning was convicted of vio-
lating the Espionage Act and other 
offences and sentenced to 35 years 
in prison.

Many people, including me, 
were horrified – though not sur-
prised, at these disclosures. Without 
the brave selfl essness of Manning 
and Assange, we would not only 
remain in ignorance but remain 
deceived. As the saying goes: “A 
lie told often enough becomes the 
truth”. A maxim Donald Trump fol-
lows daily.

So, the facts of the case is that 
WikiLeaks, in 2010, published 
information obtained from Manning 
about the unethical, evil acts being 
perpetrated by the US Army in Iraq 
and Afghanistan. Assange is an 
editor, publisher and investigative 
journalist, whose job is to inform his 
readers. So, how is this any differ-
ent to the case, in 1971, where the 
US Supreme Court decided in favour 

of The New York Times and The 
Washington Post for publishing the 
leaked Pentagon Papers? Assange’s 
lawyers have rightly branded the 
charges by the US as “an outrageous 
and full-frontal assault on journalis-
tic rights”.

Naturally, there is no evidence to 
prove any “behind the scenes” pres-
sure eight years ago to have Assange 
extradited to Sweden on a charge of 
alleged rape. But after he had handed 
himself in to the police in 2010 and 
been granted bail, a British judge 
ruled for his extradition to Sweden, 
which Assange feared would then 
expose him to extradition to the US 
– a very good reason to break his 
bail conditions and seek political 
asylum at the Ecuadorian Embassy 
in London. It is very interesting that 
the rape accusations were subse-
quently dropped, but have now reap-
peared – again with no evidence of 
political string-pulling.

This year there seems to have 
been collusion between the newly-
installed Ecuadorian govern-
ment of Lenin Moreno and the US 

government – no doubt in the form 
of a nice, fat brown envelope – to 
expel Assange from its Embassy. 
All events conspiring to divert eve-
ryone’s attention from the simple 
matters of the case – that WikiLeaks 
exposed the information it obtained 
from Manning nine years ago for 
the benefit of our understand-
ing of what was being done in our 
name. So why is Assange facing an 
18-count indictment from the US 
Department of Justice, that includes 
charges under the Espionage Act? 
It is purely to intimidate any future 
whistle-blowers and those that pub-
lish their material so those who rule 
us can continue to lie and mislead as 
they see fi t.

We should all be up in arms at 
this closing down of our right to 
know, of our democracy, which is 
happening with frightening rapid-
ity – the press in Australia is over 
80 percent run and owned by Rupert 
Murdoch, so we are brainwashed on 
a daily basis into believing what-
ever lies he and his editors feel like 
feeding us. Whistle-blowers make 

totalitarian regimes of any sort 
nervous.

What would Richard Nixon have 
got up to if Mark Felt (Deep Throat) 
had not fed information to Bob 
Woodward and Carl Bernstein at The 
Washington Post; Daniel Ellsberg 
releasing the Pentagon Papers; 
the police corruption exposed by 
Frank Serpico; the American tech-
nician and labour union activist, 
Karen Silkwood, who testifi ed to the 
Atomic Energy Commission about 
corporate practices related to health 
and safety at a nuclear facility – later 
dying in a mysterious one-car crash.

The list is endless of whistle-
blowers informing us of misdemean-
ours or worse in large corporations 
or, in the case of Edward Snowden 
(now forced to live in Russia) infor-
mation about the National Security 
Agency, and our own Guy Pearse in 
exposing the Australian “Greenhouse 
Mafi a”!

I’m grateful to such brave 
people: I regard them all as 
heroes. 

Australia

Support Julian Assange

Linfox anti-union bid 
rejected
An attempt by Linfox Australia to stop industrial 
action by employees of Aurizon Operations Ltd has 
been rejected by the Fair Work Commission.

Linfox, the country’s major road transportation 
company, sought an order to stop industrial action 
at one of its recently acquired subsidiaries, Aurizon 
Operations Limited. Linfox alleged it would sustain 
”signifi cant harm” from current and future industrial 
action.

In the lead-up to the hearing, Rail, Tram and 
Bus Union (RTBU) and Australian Federated Union 
of Locomotive Employeees (AFULE) members at 
Aurizon Operations Limited had already taken stra-
tegically orchestrated industrial action in the way of 
24-hour stoppages at various locations and overtime 
bans.

At the time of the hearing itself, the only action 
occurring was a seven-day overtime ban, although other 
industrial action had been notifi ed.

Linfox produced evidence to show the impact that 
the industrial action was having on the company as a 
third party.

Linfox argued that the Full Bench had set too high a 
bar in the earlier decision of Woodside v Burrup on the 
meaning of “signifi cant harm” in section 426 and that 
the correct interpretation of the statute was that the term 

should be taken to mean “ordinary, of importance or of 
consequence.”

Commissioner Spencer rejected this proposition 
stating that this would “obviate the structure of pro-
tected industrial action as a right for parties under the 
Act.”

Although the Commissioner found that Linfox’s 
evidence did not meet the “signifi cant harm” threshold 
as established by the Full Bench in Woodside Burrup, 
she went further, fi nding that Linfox was not even able 
to show that the industrial action was “of consequence” 
as the harm was of the ordinary type arising from the 
industrial action and that the costs of the industrial 
action could clearly be accommodated by the overall 
profi ts of Linfox as the parent company.

RTBU national lawyer, Mark Diamond, said the 
Fair Work Commission has never made an order under 
s.426.

“If one is made in future, it seems clear on 
Commissioner Spencer’s reasoning that the order would 
require that all industrial action cease, rather than just 
that which causes the harm. This would be in line with 
other suspension provisions in the Act,” Diamond said.

“Since the federal election we have seen a surge 
in novel arguments and unexpected applications by 
employers who seem to have a renewed audacity.” 



6  July 17, 2019 Guardian

Richard Titelius

On July 3, at 43 Below in Perth, the 
Communist Party of Australia held a 
Politics in the Pub calling for an end to 
the war on journalism. This was follow-
ing the Federal Police (AFP) raids on the 
ABC headquarters and the home of a News 
Ltd journalist. WikiLeaks founder Julian 
Assange had just been removed from the 
Ecuadorian Embassy where he had sought 
refuge for seven years.

The AFP raid on the ABC occurred on 
June 5, mere weeks after the Coalition gov-
ernment of PM Scott Morrison came to 
power, emboldening his government to go 
after a media organisation that was not its 
lapdog. The AFP seized information stored 
on a number of USB drives and gave the 
ABC two weeks to stop them being accessed. 
Lawyers for the ABC succeeded through the 
courts to prevent access to them the details of 
whistle-blowers and how the information on 
government wrong-doing came into the pos-
session of the ABC.

Assange, after his forced removal from 
the Ecuadorian Embassy on April 11, was on 
May 1 sentenced to 50 weeks imprisonment 
for breach of UK bail conditions. While in jail, 
the US fi led a request for his extradition to face 
charges of espionage with the UK government 
which was duly granted. Assange’s lawyers 
have responded by opposing the extradition but 
also to say they will mount a vigorous defence 
of the indictment of espionage.

Meanwhile, in Australia, our government 
shows no interest in defending the rights of one 
of its citizens who was defending free speech, 
open and accountable government and a free 
press.

In the shadow of these attacks on the media 
and free speech, the CPA WA Branch secured 
three speakers at short notice: Tibor Meszaros, 
director of West TV, Peter Lim, academic and 
political activist; and Seamus Carey, an activist 
member of the CPA. The event was chaired by 
Dr Christopher Crouch who opened by observ-
ing that the gathering would also be a tribute 
to Julian Assange whose birthday fell on that 
day,one of a number of tributes to be held in 35 
cities around the world.

Tibor Meszaros opened the proceedings 
by advising the 30 people who were in attend-
ance that he had been able to speak with Julian 
Assange’s father, John Shipton, about his well-
being. He advised that Julian’s dramatic weight 
loss had stabilised and that his legal team will 
be putting everything possible on the table for 
his release. Julian’s legal team had also been 
able to secure more regular visits by friends 
and family. Meszaros said that while we are 

living in a society developed for democratic 
life we were in danger of losing freedom of 
speech and a free press which are necessary 
for democracy.

Many of these restrictions to free speech 
and a free press have come about in the after-
math of 9-11-2001. “They are dressed up 
to look nice as though they are for our own 
good but often they are not,” noted Meszaros. 
Australia also has one of the highest levels of 
media concentration in the world, which today 
amounts to a duopoly with differences in what 
is reported being like the difference between 
shopping at Woolworths or Coles.

The next speaker, Peter Lim, noted that 
“journalism is not a crime”, but that after the 
“despicable raid by the Australian Federal 
Police on ABC News headquarters in Ultimo, 
Sydney” and the detention of Julian Assange in 
London, awaiting his extradition to the US on 
trumped up charges of espionage, that is cer-
tainly what it is looking like. However urged 
Lim, “A healthy democracy cannot function 
without its media being free to bring to light 
uncomfortable truths and be able to scruti-
nise the powerful.” We needed to fi ght back 
against the increasing dictatorial powers of the 
ruling class which is clearing a path towards 
fascism.”

Part of the way this is accomplished 
is through a concentration of media own-
ership of which Lim said Australia was in 
some respects, “The worst in the world”. A 

concentration of media ownership increas-
ingly limits a diversifi cation of opinions 
being expressed in the public sphere about 
the actions of our government and other 
institutions of the state.

Lim fought back against claims by some 
commentators that Assange was neither a jour-
nalist nor a publisher, saying Assange is a 
journalist and a publisher of a new kind in the 
digital age. Assange is following in the tradi-
tion of Australian journalists such as William 
Burchett who was one of the journalists on the 
ground after the Hiroshima bombing and John 
Pilger who has pursued a courageous cam-
paign exposing the terrible racism in Australia 
and has also rallied to the defence of Julian 
Assange.

Journalists are also being co-opted by the 
state militaries of various countries including 
Australia and the United Kingdom by embed-
ding them in war zones to repeat ad nauseum 
government press releases. The corporate 
media has also launched attacks on various 
minorities including refugees and Indigenous 
Australians and then demonised and tried to 
muzzle media which exposes corporate and 
government involvement in their attempts to 
demonise these groups.

When Chelsea Manning provided the 
information to WikiLeaks of the US mili-
tary cover ups over attacks on civilian tar-
gets – including the now infamous July 2007 
video, “Collateral Murder”, of the US Apache 

helicopter attack on a journalist and civilians, 
the corporate media sought to criminalise the 
journalists and whistle blowers who brought 
this to light.

Lim concluded by saying, “Once telling the 
truth becomes a crime through the demonising 
of people such as Assange, Chelsea Manning 
and Edward Snowden and the journalists at 
the ABC who receive news of offi cial wrong 
doing from whistle blowers – then the fate of 
democracy is sealed while the powerful enjoy 
immunity from scrutiny of their corrupt and 
improper conduct.”

“The bourgeoisie want a democracy for 
themselves.”

The fi nal speaker was Communist Party 
member Seamus Carey who was sceptical of 
the democracy that good people such as Julian 
Assange, Eric Snowden, John Pilger and the 
journalists were seeking to defend. If democ-
racy was the rule of the many for the benefi t 
of the many then the working class would win 
every time, However, the working class do not 
and instead the interests of the One Percent are 
what predominate in the world. Democracy is 
often reduced to a confl ict between two fac-
tions of the ruling class with similar but not 
identical interests.

Governments, when they are voted in, said 
Carey, make reforms which tinker away at the 
edges while preserving intact the rule of the 
bourgeoisie. The bourgeoisie want a democ-
racy but for themselves – which is needed to 
operate capitalist production/consumption and 
capitalist markets. We are seeing a decaying 
democracy added Carey.

In addition to attacks on free speech and 
a free press that we are seeing in Australia 
and elsewhere, we do not have a guarantee of 
human rights in our constitutional document 
– we only have the implied freedom of politi-
cal expression to be found in the exercise of 
common law. Carey added that we’ve seen 
where these attacks have led us before in his-
tory and whose interests they serve.

The evening fi nished with “Candles for 
Julian” and a singing of happy birthday in front 
of the statue of Percy Button in the Hay Street 
mall where various speakers also made tributes 
to Julian Assange and called for his release. 
The tribute to Julian Assange was also reported 
on WTV’s Undercurrent program and released 
internationally.

The Communist Party of Australia calls for 
the politically motivated charges against Julian 
Assange to be dropped and for the Australian 
government to be more proactive in petitioning 
the UK and US government for Australian citi-
zen Assange’s release and return to Australia. 
The CPA also calls for the withdrawal of the 
investigation against the journalists of the ABC 
News as well as News Ltd and the introduction 
of more robust laws to protect whistle blowers 
and journalists. 
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Months after US National Security 
Advisor John Bolton announced the “new 
Africa strategy”, the US’ new policy 
has killed civilians, exploited Africa’s 
resources and used the continent as a 
battleground for provoking tensions with 
Russia and China.

Cale Holmes and Erica Jung

In February 2011, then-US Defence 
Secretary Robert Gates stated at West 
Point military academy that “any future 
defence secretary who advises the president 
to again send a big American land army 
into Asia, or into the Middle East or Africa, 
should have his head examined”. While 
blood was spilled in Libya by NATO coali-
tion forces, killing hundreds from the sky 
and giving cover for religious extremists 
to kill thousands, Gates’s advice was argu-
ably taken and military engagement has 
been stretched thin, quietly and discreetly, 
especially in Africa.

One of the new War on Terror projects the 
Obama administration inherited from the Bush 
administration was the United States Africa 
Command, or AFRICOM. By the time Donald 
Trump won the presidency in 2016, AFRICOM 
had grown into a US$250 million behemoth. 
Much of AFRICOM policy consists of train-
ing local forces with a focus on “counter ter-
rorism”. Jessica Piombo, editor of The US 
Military in Africa: Enhancing Security and 
Development?, writes, “The US military has 
attempted to create new programs that involve 
a range of government and non-government 
actors in security programmes that focus on 
more than training and equipping African 
militaries.”

In 2018, the administration declared 
interest in downsizing US military presence 
in Africa – offi cially at about 6,000 troops, 
including 300 who trained forces in Cameroon 
ahead of the 2018 re-election of France’s neo-
liberal favourite Paul Biya, greenlighting deep-
ened confl ict there. However, in 2018 Trump 
gave free rein to the CIA to expand drone war-
fare throughout Africa.

There are at least 34 US military sites in 
Africa now, including three in Libya, where 
tensions between rival militias have displaced 
3,400 and may soon plunge Tripoli into chaos. 
The focus of AFRICOM’s presence is largely 
in oil-rich nations in West Africa and in the 
Horn of Africa, adjacent to the oil-rich Arab 
Peninsula.

Like other military expansions undertaken 
from Washington, there are very clear eco-
nomic, profi t-driven motives for AFRICOM, 
and those motives serve as the backbone for 
US National Security Advisor John Bolton’s 
“new Africa strategy”. While petrodollars are 
on the mind, the continued ability to exploit 
African economies is a cornerstone of US 
fi nancial dominance on the continent.

Frontline for arms race
Last year at the Heritage Foundation, 

Bolton said that the West needs to “wake up” 
to the threat posed by China and Russia in 
Africa, warning that “China’s foreign direct 
investment (FDI) toward Africa totalled $6.4 
billion” between 2016 and 2017, well above 
US direct investment, which has continued 
to slump. According to the United Nations 
Conference on Trade and Development, the 
FDI decline stems from corporate income tax 
cuts. From 2017, US multinational enterprises 
have embarked on a large repatriation of accu-
mulated foreign earnings, indicating a growing 
reluctance to engage in investment abroad. The 
speech came months after China’s pledge of 
$60 billion to Africa in aid and loans.

Djibouti, a focal part of the strategy, is 
home to the largest known US drone com-
plex in the world, as well as the fl agship US 
base under AFRICOM, Camp Lemonnier, a 
former French Foreign Legion outpost. The 
base hosts 4,000 US and allied personnel, and 

is close to a Chinese Liberation Army Navy 
base staffed by 400 personnel. The disparities 
were just enough to gain the ire of the US last 
year when the Department of Defence accused 
China of unverifi ed laser attacks on US pilots, 
used to justify additional US military spend-
ing in Africa.

Bolton’s concerns stem from the fact that 
Djibouti may allow Chinese state-owned 
enterprises to partially control the Doraleh 
Container Terminal, a Red Sea shipping port. 
“Should this occur,” said Bolton, “the bal-
ance of power in the Horn of Africa – astride 
major arteries of maritime trade – would shift 
in favour of China, and our US military person-
nel at Camp Lemonnier could face even fur-
ther challenges in their efforts to protect the 
American people.”

Wall Street is 
under-developing Africa

For an Africa strategy, Bolton’s speech 
seemed to express more interest in China-in-
Africa’s implications for “American national 
security”, while mentions of the national secu-
rity of African nation-states were quite sparse 
– perhaps appropriate, as any mention of the 
security of African peoples would call into 
question the arrival of forces from the same 
country that took enslaved people from the 
continent mere generations ago.

Bolton did talk of trade though, calling on 
African countries to practise fi scal responsibil-
ity, promote fair and reciprocal trade, deregu-
late their economies, and support their private 
sector. He touted negotiations of bilateral trade 
agreements and the basing of the new Africa 
strategy in the Marshall Plan, stating how “the 
Marshall Plan furthered American interests, 
bypassed the United Nations, and targeted key 
sectors of foreign economies rather than dissi-
pating aid across hundreds of programs”.

Bolton’s seemingly new strategy mirrors 
the Clinton administration’s “trade not aid” 
doctrine promoted in the late 1990s. China may 
have not been a threat to the empire back then, 
when annual trade of China with Africa totalled 
only $10 billion in Clinton’s last year in offi ce, 
compared with the current $170 billion.

“Prosper Africa” is the Marshall Plan-style 
approach the administration is taking to reduce 
aid on top of promoting unregulated capital-
ism. The potential risks attached to fi nancing 
infrastructure development will most likely 
fall on the government rather than the pri-
vate sector, compromising the transparency of 
such projects, as seen in the case of Southern 
Europe. Moreover, there is strong evidence 
that shows large companies, including multi-
national corporations and international banks, 
engage in illicit fi nancial fl ows from Africa.

In line with Bolton’s priorities, the lack 
of oversight from the United Nations repre-
sents the trend of neoconservative attempts to 
subvert aspects of the UN system that allow 
for checks on US power. Zimbabwe, histori-
cally known as the “breadbasket of Africa”, is 
set to join the six fastest-growing economies 
on the continent, despite being held back in 
recent years by US sanctions. The geopoliti-
cally rising albeit economically isolated coun-
try voted against US interests 69 times in 2017 
and voted in support only six times. On aver-
age, African countries vote in line with the US 
at the UN 31 percent of the time, providing the 
Trump administration a clear motive to oper-
ate on the continent with as little multilateral 
accountability as possible.

Bolton’s plans for a new US strategy 
towards Africa remain vague and largely non-
specific. For example, the US Agency for 
International Development (USAID)’s GEEL 
project in Somalia calls for coordination 
between the national government and the local 
private sector, but the details of this partner-
ship fostered by USAID are not provided and 
therefore do not take into account the severe 
corruption that continues to plague the coun-
try. According to the Devex development news 
website, USAID released its fi rst Acquisition 
and Assistance Strategy “outlining changes 
to design and procurement systems promot-
ing innovative methods of collaboration”. 
However, the page cannot be found.

The absence of a transparent and func-
tional fi nancial sector serves as a major obsta-
cle to economic growth in Somalia, especially 
if there is a de-emphasis on state-led social 
investment, which Bolton would favour.

While Kenya and Ghana are leading ini-
tiatives to promote intra-continental trade, 
Bolton has been calling for bilateral trade deals 
between the US and Africa, highlighting the 
administration’s commitment to its ‘America 
First’ policy. The US is pushing for the devel-
opment of an expensive project in Kenya 
that would cost $3 billion, which the govern-
ment will likely need large credit facilities to 
fi nance. With countering China a main prior-
ity, the US will be incentivised to take over 
debt management, putting in place additional 
measures such as demanding the extension of 
International Monetary Fund (IMF) bailouts 
to African countries on the condition that such 
fi nancial assistance would not be used to repay 
China.

On Libya, much of US diplomatic effort in 
recent days follows the spike in oil prices that 
the civil war there is provoking. While Khalifa 
Hafter is threatening the current government in 
Libya, which has been working with Western 
governments, he is genuinely Europe’s man 
in Libya – one who intends to guarantee the 

fl ow of profi ts from newly discovered low-sul-
phur petroleum northward and westward, as 
opposed to staying in Africa or going to China 
or Russia, Libya’s long-time allies. As such, 
US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo, in a break 
from his usual modus operandi, is more inter-
ested in de-escalating civil tensions in Libya, 
hoping to get in on the spoils.

“Peace” by pacification
Under the pretext of fi ghting Al-Shabab, 

the resurgence of airstrike diplomacy doesn’t 
skip a beat as US policy, even when the lead-
ership of the people we victimise comes to 
Washington. Said Bolton: “Under our new 
strategy, we will also take additional steps to 
help our African friends fi ght terrorism and 
strengthen the rule of law. We will assist key 
African governments in building the capacity 
of partner forces and security institutions to 
provide effective and sustainable security and 
law enforcement to their citizens.”

The US drone war in Africa has hit south-
ern Somalia particularly hard. With General 
Thomas Waldhauser admitting the US killed 
14 Somali civilians in March in fi ve airstrikes, 
anti-American sentiment is mounting on top of 
an already existing Somali public debate criti-
cal of US policy. It follows last year’s deadly 
US assaults, accompanied by AFRICOM-
backed Somali forces, on Somali rural work-
ers in Afgooye, killing people the Pentagon 
alleged were Al-Shabab militants. After US 
attacks on Somali people, many local lead-
ers now anticipate how stories will be spun to 
paint victims as terrorists.

US policy in Africa intends to put more 
effort into Vietnamisation-style operations 
in Niger, Mali, Libya and Somalia, and since 
the French invasion of Mali in 2012, the US 
has tried to exert its infl uence within the G5 
Sahel Force (with the intent of adding 5,000 
troops – Bolton’s favourite number) of which 
Mali is a key member. Mali’s northern oil 
reserves – bordering fellow G5 countries such 
as Mauritania – are being pursued by oil inter-
ests among businesses in Australia, France and 
Qatar.

The Trump administration is justifying an 
expansion in US military presence in these 
African countries as a means of securing an 
environment that would be stable enough to 
clear the way for economic pursuits – mainly 
for US businesses to take advantage of Africa’s 
light industry while profi ting from mineral 
wealth across the continent. As such, it is per-
haps no surprise there is very little public sup-
port within these countries for US military 
intervention.
Third World Resurgence 
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John Wojcik

BERLIN: In an election last week in 
Bremen, Germany’s poorest state, the 
voters put into power the fi rst red-red-
green coalition ever elected in a state that 
was part of the old West German Federal 
Republic of Germany.

The victory for the left there is satisfying 
not just because it contrasts with recent gains 
in some parts of Germany for the extreme right 
but because of the way it happened. The Social 
Democrats (SPD), defying the example of their 
party on a national level, decided to hook up 
with Die Linke (the Left Party), rather than 
the Christian Democrats with whom the fed-
eral SPD is allied in what is called a “Grand 
Coalition.”

The Green Party in Bremen is also noto-
riously to the left of the Green Party nation-
ally, which has lately been allying itself with a 
number of the nation’s largest corporations. In 
Bremen, the Green Party has often sided with 
labour unions and with Die Linke on a range of 
issues, including the fi ghts for affordable hous-
ing and improved education.

Even Die Linke in Bremen has staked out 
positions to the left of those taken by the party 
in some other states. In Bremen, Die Linke has 
been an outspoken advocate of and leader in 
more militant actions, stressing demonstrations 
and mass protests in addition to electoral work.

Unity of the left-of-centre and left forces 
there paid off on election night because it pre-
vented the conservative Christian Democrats, 
who came in first with 27 percent of the 
vote, from using the advantage of the fi rst-
place vote-getter to form a government. The 
“Christians” were prevented from doing that 
when the Social Democrats joined with Die 
Linke and the Greens to form a majority gov-
ernment in Bremen.

Part of the motivation for the Social 
Democrats to join with Die Linke was, of 
course, their desire to save their own skins and 
remain in the government which they had led 
in Bremen up until the election. The other part 
was undoubtedly how disastrous the Grand 
Coalition with the “Christians” has been for 
their party.

Nationally, the Social Democrats are 
polling at 12.7 percent, behind the Christian 
Democrat/Christian Social Union tally of 25.7 

percent, the Green Party total of 24 percent, 
and the AfD (neo-Nazi) tally of 13 percent. 
Those Social Democratic numbers have been 
dropping rapidly ever since the federal SDP 
threw most of its principles out the window and 
jumped in bed with the Christian Democrats. 
For many years, the SPD had been the leading 
party in Germany.

In the national polls, Die Linke is polling 
fi fth with 8.5 percent of the vote and the Free 
Democrats (a pro-small and mid-sized business 
party) is polling sixth with 7.7 percent of the 
vote.

The big news in the national polls is the 
rise in popularity of the Green Party, especially 
among young people. Fuelled by the growing 
national and worldwide concern for the envi-
ronment, the party is also benefi ting from the 
fact that many voters are looking for an alter-
native to the system, and they see the Greens 
as just such an alternative.

The Greens, however, are no longer the 
left-wing radical party they were when they 
started out more than 30 years ago. While they 
sometimes align themselves with the left, as 
they did recently in Bremen, there are many 
places where they line up with the Christian 
Democrats and the corporate interests that back 
that party.

The AfD, while it has 13 percent nation-
ally, is far stronger in some areas, like Saxony 
in the east, where it gets a quarter of the vote. 
So far, it has been kept out of ruling coalitions 
in the states but its support has been steadily 
growing, particularly in areas where working-
class people have seen little or no economic 
gain in recent years. Like the Trump campaign 
did in the US, the AfD appeals to whipped up 
anti-immigrant propaganda.

Die Linke, despite lower votes nationally, 
has scored major success now in four German 
states, three others in addition to Bremen.

In Thuringia, formerly part of the socialist 
German Democratic Republic (East Germany), 
all the right-wing parties have been kept out of 
the government with Die Linke. It is the lead-
ing party there in a three-party governing coa-
lition of itself, the Social Democrats, and the 
Greens.

In Brandenburg, too, the right has been 
held back from the government with a red-red 
governing coalition of the Social Democrats, 
the leader, and Die Linke.

And in Berlin, too, there is a governing 
red-red-green coalition consisting of the lead-
ing Social Democrats, Die Linke, and the 
Greens.

The importance of these successes should 
not be underestimated, as the Berlin govern-
ment is now in the early stages of taking over 
a voracious real estate magnate, Deutsche 
Wohnen. There is a full-fledged campaign 
underway in the city for a rent freeze.

On the downside in the most recent elec-
tions: in Bremen, although they were able 
to save their political skin and remain in the 
government, the Social Democrats were out-
numbered by the “Christians” for the fi rst time 
since 1949. They were able to save themselves 
only by joining with Die Linke, which itself 
made gains in the recent elections in Bremen.

The new coalition government in Bremen 
will be a test of whether the left wing of 
three different political parties – the Social 
Democrats, Die Linke, and the Greens – work-
ing together can make some improvements in 
the lives of the people, improvements in sala-
ries, housing, and education. Recent upswings 
for each of those three parties in Bremen 
should continue if they succeed.

The other big question will be how the 
right wing reacts. No one puts it past even the 
so-called “respectable” conservatives to join 
with the neo-Nazis, if it’s the only way they 
can maintain a system of control by the one 
percent.
People’s World 

Germany

Red-red-green win 
in poorest state

International

The big news in the national polls is the rise in popularity of the Green Party, especially among 

young people. Above Chancellor Angela Merkel.

Israel’s illegal wall 
turns 15
Israel’s apartheid wall is still 
standing, 15 years after it was 
deemed illegal by the United 
Nations.

And rights groups warned that 
the structure has formed “the matrix 
of control” of Palestinians in the 
occupied territories.

A 2004 International Court of 
Justice (ICJ) advisory opinion found 
the wall was illegal. The UN judici-
ary body demanded an end to con-
struction of the wall and said that it 
violated international law. It ruled 
that reparations should be paid to 
Palestinians.

Judges warned the wall – 
deemed a security barrier by Israel 
– would be tantamount to de-facto 
annexation of Palestinian territory.

But Israel ignored the non-
binding decision and continued 
with construction of the 470-mile 

separation wall in the occupied 
Palestinian West Bank.

Then-Israeli Prime Minister 
Ehud Barak approved the project 
in 2000, with work starting in 2002 
during the second intifada. Its con-
tinued extension violates the “green 
line” agreed after the 1967 Six-Day 
War.

Human Rights Watch director 
Omar Shakir said: “The wall itself 
is part of the matrix of control and 
rights abuses that are part of the 
daily Palestinian experience.”

Palestinian rights group al-Haq 
spokesman Isam Abdeen said: “The 
issue is not with the ICJ ruling or 
international law or [UN] general 
assembly resolutions but with the 
continuing culture of impunity that 
exempts Israel, an occupying power, 
from punishment.”

More than 6,200 people were 

displaced from their homes between 
2006 and the end of 2018, with 
Israel demolishing at least 1,401 
Palestinian residential units in 
the West Bank, excluding East 
Jerusalem.

A 10 percent increase of Israeli 
demolition of Palestinian struc-
tures in the annexed territory was 
reported in 2018 by the UN offi ce 
for the co-ordination of humanitar-
ian affairs.

About 500,000 Israelis live in 
the occupied West Bank and East 
Jerusalem, home to more than 2.6 
million Palestinians.

The completion of the wall will 
amount to the annexation of about 
46 percent of the West Bank.
Morning Star 
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Mark Gruenberg

WASHINGTON: Under attack 
from across the political spectrum 
for his prior lenient plea bargain 
deal with serial sexual predator 
Jeffrey Epstein, embattled Trump 
Labour Secretary Alexander 
Acosta resigned on July 12.

President Donald Trump 
announced Acosta’s resignation, 
with the secretary by his side, before 
boarding a helicopter for an out-of-
town trip. Acosta called his departure 
the right thing to do.

Acosta resigned just after two 
more women stepped forward, in 
public and on TV, to detail how 
Epstein raped them when one was 
14 and the other was 12 – both since 
the plea deal Acosta arranged for him 
11 years ago. They spoke after New 
York federal prosecutors arrested 
Epstein on July 6 on a 14-page multi-
count indictment for being a serial 
sexual predator and for traffi cking in 
underage girls.

In his formal resignation letter 
to Trump, Acosta never mentioned 
Epstein or the plea deal.

Acosta was pushed out for aiding 
serial sexual predator Epstein. But 
Epstein himself is part of a larger 
pattern: Rich, powerful capitalist-
class men who believe cash and 
clout can let them get away with 
exploiting everyone else of every 
class below them: Workers, women, 
people of colour, LGBTQ people, 
and others.

Epstein was a multi-millionaire 
venture capitalist who hobnobbed 
with the powerful, including (the 
Access Hollywood video showed) 
Donald Trump and former President 
Bill Clinton. But other buddies of his 
ilk include the late right-wing media 
mogul Roger Ailes, creator of the 
infamous Fox “news” propaganda 
machine, and various Hollywood 
movie studio maestros.

In a July 10 hour-long press 
conference, which People’s World 
attended, Acosta engaged in a lot of 
“pass the buck” language while call-
ing Epstein “a bad man” who should 

go to jail. Acosta blamed local prose-
cutors in Florida who would have let 
Epstein walk before his federal offi ce 
intervened – an account the former 
local chief prosecutor said later was 
untrue.

Former Palm Beach State 
Attorney Barry Krischer said, “Mr 
Acosta should not be allowed to 
rewrite history.”

Acosta also said Epstein’s attor-
neys tried to use political clout 
in Washington, gained through 
Epstein’s millions and his connec-
tions, to push Justice Department 
superiors to weaken the plea bargain. 
DOJ refused, he said.

So did his own prosecutors, 
Acosta stated. They stood fi rm on the 
eventual deal: An 18-month prison 
sentence, public listing as a sexual 
predator and ordering Epstein to 
pay restitution to his two dozen or 
more underage female victims. But 
the deal let Epstein leave the Palm 
Beach jail during daylight hours to 
go to his offi ce and run his business. 
He never went to federal prison. 
Epstein served only 13 months in the 
jail, however, and only on days.

And then after fi nishing his leni-
ent plea bargain, Epstein went right 
back to being a sexual predator, the 
New York indictment shows.

Acosta claimed he and his staff 
OKd the plea bargain because while 
they had enough evidence to indict 
Epstein on strong and multiple sex-
trafficking charges, they weren’t 
sure they could convict him. He said 
that’s because of conditions and atti-
tudes then, including blame-the-vic-
tim tactics Epstein’s high-powered 
attorneys planned. Conviction would 
have jailed Epstein for life.

Just months before, though, 
Acosta’s offi ce, with just as much 
evidence, threw the book at a non-
billionaire sex traffi cker and won a 
decades-long prison sentence at a 
trial, news reports said.

Acosta didn’t tell Epstein’s vic-
tims about his deal, thus breaking 
federal law. They were understand-
ably upset when they found out, 
last November, from a series in the 

Miami Herald and from a federal 
judge who blew his stack at Acosta’s 
plea bargain. He ordered Epstein’s 
attorneys to negotiate a new agree-
ment with the victims’ attorneys.

“Alexander Acosta is a disgrace 
to the offi ce of the Secretary of Labor 
and if he had any sense of decency 
he would resign immediately,” Elise 
Bryant, president of the Coalition of 
Labour Union Women, e-mailed to 
People’s World after Acosta’s press 
conference performance.

“Mr Acosta gave a known sexual 
predator a ‘sweetheart’ deal that 
allowed the perpetrator to remain on 
the streets for 12 hours a day while 
he was supposed to be in jail. Mr. 
Acosta, by his actions, is an acces-
sory after the fact and should be 
prosecuted for breaking the law that 
he swore to uphold.”

“The Coalition of Labour Union 
Women joins voice with all who 
are outraged by the past actions of 
Alexander Acosta and demand his 
immediate resignation.”

Teachers (AFT) President Randi 
Weingarten tied Acosta to the sexual 
exploitation of women by his boss, 
Trump. “While we can’t count on 

our sexual predator president to take 
action, we can make sure the public 
knows just how dangerous it is to 
have a cabinet full of people who 
break the law and then try to get 
away with it,” she told Politico.

Acosta’s post is important to 
workers. The viciously anti-worker 
GOP president has ordered DOL 
through Acosta to scotch worker 
rules ranging from overtime pay to 
tipped wages to job safety and health 
protections. In May, National Nurses 
United provided yet another instance 
of Acosta’s negative impact on work-
ers, especially woman workers.

“Under the misleading pretext 
of religious freedom, the admin-
istration is promoting a sweeping, 
restrictive rule that exposes millions 
of women, in particular, to severe 
health and safety risks, as well as 
denying patients choice over their 
own medical decisions and care,” 
said NNU President Jean Ross, 
RN. “At its heart, this discrimina-
tory rule prioritises a political gift to 
conservative lobbyists ahead of the 
safety of American women. That is 
reprehensible.”

Acosta’s “conscience rule” 

letting medical providers refuse to 
provide contraceptive services, along 
with abortion, “denies the science 
of reproductive health,” fi rst-year 
Representative Lauren Underwood, 
a registered nurse, told Acosta at a 
May 1 hearing on DOL’s budget. 
Some women also use contracep-
tives, she explained, to treat poly-
cystic ovary syndrome, anaemia and 
endometriosis.

At  the  same hear ing, 
Representative Frederica Wilson, 
whose district includes Miami, 
brought up Acosta’s role in the 
Epstein case – long before all other 
Democrats, who are now calling for 
his head.

“Although the prosecution was 
ordered to notify the victims” of the 
settlement so they could comment 
or object, “you ordered them not to 
do so. Either you don’t care about 
the victims – little underage girls 
he (Epstein) molested” or you have 
another reason, Wilson told Acosta. 
“I’m extremely concerned that we 
could expect a similar pattern in your 
role as Labour Secretary.”
People’s World 

International

Toppled by 
sexual predator scandal

In his formal resignation letter to Trump, Acosta never mentioned Epstein or the plea deal.

Inalienable part of China
China will hit US companies 
with sanctions if they sell arms 
to Taiwan after Washington 
approved sales of $2.2 billion in 
tanks, missiles and related mili-
tary hardware.

Beijing warned that the provoc-
ative move “harmed China’s sov-
ereignty and national security” and 
that the sanctions were necessary to 
protect its national interests.

Defence Ministry spokesman 
Wu Qian said the government had 
made “stern representations” to the 
US not to interfere in China’s inter-
nal affairs.

“Taiwan is an inalienable part 
of China. China’s fi rm opposition 
to US arms sales to Taiwan is clear 
and consistent,” he said.

“The erroneous actions of the 
US … interfere in China’s internal 
affairs, harm China’s sovereignty 
and security interests … [and] seri-
ously harm peace and stability 
across the Taiwan Strait,” Mr Wu 
added.

He called for the US to end 

arms sales to Taiwan and “stop all 
forms of military contact” with the 
island to avoid “further damage to 
the relations between the two coun-
tries and their armed forces.”

The People’s Republic of China 
claims sovereignty over Taiwan 
under its one-China policy.

Taiwan has been governed 
separately from the mainland since 
1949, when the defeated nationalist 
government fl ed there following the 
victory of communist forces led by 
Mao Zedong.

But the island is not part of the 
United Nations and has diplomatic 
ties with just 16 out of the 193 UN 
member states.

Mr Wu warned: “The Chinese 
armed forces have the fi rm will, full 
confi dence and suffi cient capability 
to thwart any form of interference 
by external forces and separatist 
acts of the ‘Taiwan independence’ 
and will take all necessary measures 
to safeguard national sovereignty, 
security and territorial integrity.”

News of the arms deal came 

as Taiwan President Tsai Ing-wen 
arrived in the US as part of a tour, 
including four Caribbean countries, 
which has angered Beijing.

Ms Tsai was accused of “play-
ing a game of brinksmanship” 
by building up Taiwan’s military 
defences.

In a meeting in New York she 
demanded UN recognition for her 
island of 23 million people.

She declared: “Taiwan will 
never succumb to any threats [from 
Beijing], now or in the future. 
Any obstacles will only strengthen 
Taiwan’s resolution to join the inter-
national community.”

US-China relations appeared 
to have thawed last week after the 
countries agreed to restart negotia-
tions in a bid to end a bitter trade 
war.

President Donald Trump has 
imposed a series of sanctions on 
Chinese goods, triggering a tit-for-
tat escalation.
Morning Star 
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Dirty money
What has been revealed by the Royal 
Commission into the Banks is simply a 
microcosm of the appalling lack of ethics 
throughout an increasingly corrupt society. 
Many workers at the banks knew many of 
the practices pursued by the banks were 
immoral and even reported such misde-
meanours to the higher echelons – to no 
avail.

This is symptomatic of the capitalist ideol-
ogy currently corrupting society. The ordinary 
working class person knows the system stinks 
– as whistleblowers keep informing us. As has 
been proved by the banks’ behaviour, anyone 
questioning the system gets short shrift, and in 
the case of whistleblowers, ends up in jail, and 
we become even more susceptible to the lies 
and, in some cases, fraud.

The checks and balances supposedly put 
in place by our government are like a toothless 
dog, and kept that way on purpose by those it 
suits. In 1843 Marx wrote that “money is the 
universal, self-constituted value of all things. It 
has therefore robbed the whole world, human 
as well as natural, of its own values.”

This “greed is good” ideology is ruining 
not only our society but the planet. Marx also  
got it right when he said: “All social rules and 
all relations between individuals are eroded by 
a cash economy, avarice drags Pluto himself 
out of the bowels of the earth”.

I rest my case.
Eileen Whitehead

WA

CP of China proud road
The Chinese people greeted a historic 
moment in the struggle for hewing out their 
destiny on July 1, 98 years ago. That Day 
the Communist Party of China (CPC) was 
founded.

The foundation of the CPC was a great 
event as it brought about an epochal turn in the 
development of the Chinese revolution.

Thanks to the leadership of the CPC the 
Chinese people could wage an organisational 
and stubborn struggle against foreign forces 
of aggression and won a victory in the fi erce 
struggle with domestic reactionary forces to 
greet the birth of a new China. As a result, a 
new era of prosperity opened on the vast tract 
of land of China.

The CPC has put forward lines and poli-
cies refl ecting Chine’s actual conditions and 
the interests of the people in each period of the 
developing revolution and overcame diffi cul-
ties in reliance upon all the people.

It directed big efforts to the work for 
maintaining social stability and achieving 

sustainable development of the economy and 
face-lifted the appearance of the country by 
achieving great development and changes in 
politics, economy and culture and all fabrics 
of social life. By developing science and tech-
nology it put the overall national power on the 
world level of advance and increased weight 
and infl uence in the international arena.

Today the Chinese people, all out in the 
struggle for attaining “Two Centenary Goals” 
in accordance with the strategic assignments 
set forth at the 19th Party Congress under the 
seasoned guidance of the CPC with Xi Jinping 
as the core, are striving to bring about a new 
prosperity.

The Korean people rejoice over their own 
achievements and those of the Chinese people 
who are gaining in the struggle for building 
socialism with Chinese characteristics in a new 
era in the face of diffi culties and challenges 
under the guidance of the CPC. 

We sincerely congratulate the Chinese 
people on the 98th founding anniversary of the 
CPC.

Jo Thaek Bom

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Only someone who is particularly thick can 
have failed to realise that the boss class 
and their wealthy mates have decided to 
ramp up their never-ending war against the 
workers. They are attacking economically, 
diplomatically and even militarily any and 
all governments around the world that are 
– or are even considering – pursuing poli-
cies that might be considered inimical to 
the interests of big business.

US imperialism in particular, is backing or 
promoting attacks on democratic rights, both at 
home in the USA and abroad. As these attacks 
intensify, spreading to include attacks on wom-
en’s rights and health care, more people and 
governments in other countries are driven to 
oppose them, prompting imperialism to resort 
to military force, either directly with its own 
bloated armed forces or through the use of 
proxies from client states like Saudi Arabia.

With Donald Trump at the helm, the US is 
even trying to eliminate its most serious eco-
nomic rival, China, through a ruinous trade war 
and civil disruption that US leaders apparently 
believe can lead to “regime change” in China 
and the return of that industrious country to 
unfettered exploitation.

With the help of the gullible (and treach-
erous) Gorbachev they were able in 1989 to 
overthrow Socialism in the USSR, but even 
then they were unable to do as they would 
have liked and open that vast country’s colos-
sal mineral and other resources to exploitation 
by the capitalist West. Instead, distressingly, 
Russia under Putin’s leadership keeps allying 

itself with the USA’s bête noir China and a col-
lection of independent-minded former colo-
nial countries. Together they are known by 
the acronym, the BRICS states (standing for 
Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa).

With China and Russia in the group, 
BRICS already has tremendous economic 
clout, which China’s “Belt and Road” initiative 
can only make even more effective. No wonder 
US imperialism is trying desperately to frog-
march its allies into joining it in a trade war 
against China. And no wonder they are just as 
desperately resisting the US pressure to do so.

All the USA’s allies and clients are, how-
ever, more than willing to attack the work-
ing class in their countries. That’s an internal 
matter and has nothing to do with trade, as 
far as they are concerned. The leaders of both 
Russia and China are all too aware that the 
governments of the imperialist states (as well 
as the wannabe newer imperialist states) would 
happily join in a war against them in return 
for a share of the spoils – if they thought they 
could get away with it unharmed.

Ever since WW2, Russia has had to live 
with a nuclear-armed variant of this threat 
hanging over it.

Their scientists and technologists have 
successfully produced a series of weapons 
and potential weapons (space rockets, etc) that 
have given imperialism pause. Now, experts in 
military hardware are openly speaking of the 
USA being the underdog as far as new genera-
tion weapons are concerned.

No wonder some in the Trump 

administration want a war with Russia and 
China as soon as possible! We must all hope 
that saner, cooler heads will prevail (although 
sanity, even common sense, is not noticeably 
plentiful in the Trump White House!)

Meanwhile, the attacks continue on not 
only workers and their organisations but on any 
and everything that does not actively contrib-
ute to boosting corporate profi ts. In the USA, 
people are having to cope with an incumbent 
President who actively denies the reality of cli-
mate change, with (ironically) potentially dis-
astrous results for the US economy.

Only days after Trump took offi ce, employ-
ees of the US Department of Agriculture 
began being discouraged by their new boss, 
Sonny Perdue, a former Governor of Georgia, 
from even using the term “climate change”. 
According to Camille Goldmon, in US online 
journal Facing South, “Perdue has a history of 
making statements hostile to climate science.

In 2014, for example, he had an essay pub-
lished in the conservative National Review in 
which he criticised “liberals” for connecting 
extreme weather events to climate change – a 
connection scientists say is real. As recently as 
last month, Perdue dismissed climate change 
in a CNN interview, attributing its effects to 
‘weather patterns’.”

But people with their head in the sand like 
Sonny Perdue notwithstanding, climate change 
is a very real agricultural emergency, and coun-
tries like the USA whose goofy President and 
his toadying followers prefer to think it doesn’t 
exist will live to rue the day. Unfortunately, 

working class Americans will bear the brunt of 
the chaos Trump’s folly will cause.

Camille Goldmon notes that the USA’s 
Southern states in particular “are especially 
vulnerable to the higher temperatures, chang-
ing precipitation patterns, and more fre-
quent and extreme natural disasters wrought 
by climate change. [The US Department of 
Agriculture’s own research as far back as 2017 
shows that] “climate change would increase 
agricultural pollution and nutrient runoff in 
the Lower Mississippi River Delta, and 2018 
research show[s] that the Southern Plains area 
that includes Texas is increasingly vulnerable 
to the effects of climate change.”

Pooh says president Trump. They’re scien-
tists: what would they know?

What indeed? Reduced agricultural yield 
caused by global warming and increased pro-
duction costs from the same cause will result 
in higher food costs in the poorer, rural parts 
of the USA where food insecurity is already 
high. While the Trump White House uses its 
infl uence to arrange the withholding of criti-
cal information on the likely effects of climate 
change “puts these communities at even greater 
risk” says Goldmon, “of failing to make the 
necessary adaptations to withstand weather dis-
asters, sustain industries, or protect vulnerable 
populations from extreme heat and polluted air 
and water.

“Simply put, the South [of the US] cannot 
afford for the US Dept of Agriculture to ignore 
climate change.” Any more than Australia can 
afford to pretend it will not be affected too. 

Climate change and 
burying your head in the sand

Culture
&Lifeby

In May fl ood waters surround homes in Fort Smith, Arkansas. (Photo: Hannah Grabenstein)

Rob Gowland
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“Where have you been this trip?”
“Cuba and México.”
“ Did you travel with a license from the State 
Department?”

“ On the advice of attorneys, I decline to 
answer that.”

“ You do know you’re not allowed to go there 
without a license?”

“ On the advice of attorneys, I decline to 
answer that.”

“Did you buy any Cuban products?
“ On the advice of attorneys, I decline to 
answer that.”

Thus we were coached to answer any 
question not on the standard US re-entry 
questionnaire, which is limited to what 
countries we visited, whether we have farm 
products, and such. We, the members of 
the US-Cuba Friendshipment organised by 
Pastors for Peace (PfP), had just committed 
civil disobedience, having openly defi ed a 
travel ban that carries the potential penal-
ties of ten years in prison and a quarter-
million-dollar fi ne, publicly refusing to 
apply for a license, even refusing one when 
it was offered in a previous year.

So far – and ours was the 30th Friend-
ship ment – there have been no arrests, even in 
these Trump years, but we never know what 
to expect. For two years in past decades, let-
ters threatening fi nes were sent out, but no 
one paid anything. Other than that, the worst 
any member ever suffered was being taken to 
another room and interrogated, told to fi ll out 
and sign a paper listing 17 questions – which 
the participants declined to do.

Another question which was suggested that 
we might be asked was, “Are you with Pastors 
for Peace?” Well, uh, I was proudly wearing 
my T-shirt proclaiming that I am, but I was still 
prepared to give the same answer to that one: 
“On the advice of attorneys, I decline to answer 
that.”

However, the reception we were prepared 
for was not what we got.

I don’t know how many thousands of US 
Americans have visited Cuba illegally, know-
ing that Cuba did not stamp passports carried 
by citizens of the only travel-banning nation. 
But that little deception is over now, because 
our passports currently have GPS chips in them 
that tell Big Brother where we’ve been.

So I put my passport into one of the 
machines in the airport security room, touched 
the screen to answer the few questions asked, 
removed my glasses to have the machine take 
my photo, took the slip of paper that it spit 
out, and prepared to present it to the “Border 
Protection” offi cial at the end of the long laby-
rinthine queue.

As I snaked through, my mind alternated 
between practicing the line and recalling 
our amazing visit to that inspiration of hope 
which this capitalist/imperialist nation is so 

determined to wipe out, so afraid to have us 
experience.

I remembered our private meeting with 
President Miguel Díaz-Canel, our meeting 
three of the Cuban Five, our stay at the Martin 
Luther King Ecumenical Centre, my long talks 
with our Cuban translator on the bus, the inter-
religious event we attended, our visits with 
both Cuban students at the Higher Institute of 
International Relations and US students at the 
Latin American School of Medicine.

I thought of the love that Cubans poured 
out to us everywhere we went, of the gorgeous 
countryside and the wondrous old buildings in 
the cities we visited. I thought of the illegally 
bought items that I had mailed home to myself 
from Mexico so they wouldn’t be confi scated – 
everything from a T-shirt celebrating the 500th 
anniversary (this year) of the city of La Habana 
to magnets with photos or with clay decora-
tions. (We are asked by PfP not to buy rum or 
cigars.)

I thought of the books in my suitcase that 
I had bought in the airport that morning to use 
up the last of my Cuban money, books that 
they aren’t supposed to confi scate because the 

First Amendment recognises our right to share 
culture and information, ironically exempting 
from the travel ban that which they would most 
like to keep us from bringing back.

And then, fi nally, I was up to the place 
where I would hand my incriminating slip of 
paper to the offi cial.

“Where did you travel to?”
“Cuba and Mexico.”
With that, he stamped my slip and handed 

it back, looking to the next person in line.
I walked on, my suitcase and backpack 

unopened, wondering if someone would nab 
me and seize my backpack when I handed the 
stamped slip to the offi cials by the exit. But 
no. Nothing.

“What’s with you guys?!” I shouted 
silently. “Don’t you know I just broke your 
law?!! You’re letting me just walk out of here?”

“Well, that was anti-climactic,” I said when 
I reported to the New York offi ce by phone 
afterwards.

But it tells us we have triumphed. The fact 
is that they have had this draconian law on the 
books for decades, but as soon as an organised 
force challenges it, they start fi zzling out. They 

may or may not later send us threatening let-
ters, but they know there would be an upris-
ing if they were to actually go after us. They 
won’t even harass us at the border any more. 
Of the 35 of us, only one group was ques-
tioned. Briefl y.

What this means is this: Do it! Plan now 
on going on the 31st Friendshipment next year. 
You’ve always wanted to go to Cuba? Don’t 
leave this world without doing it. Check out 
the website of the Interreligious Foundation for 
Community Organisation (IFCO)/Pastors for 
Peace, the Harlem-based organization that was 
the fi rst to stand up to the US government on 
this matter, risking arrest.

I’ll be writing more about this organisation 
and the Cuba visit itself, but for now, know we 
are winning, and that there’s a place for you 
in all this.
*Carol Frances is board member of the ICUJP 
(Interfaith Communities United for Justice and 
Peace), activist, poet, screenwriter, retired 
elementary school teacher.
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Travel to Cuba; don’t let 
the blockade stop you

Back streets of La Habana.
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21st June 2019 marks 12 years since the start of the Northern Territory Intervention 
(now called Stronger Futures). Although Aboriginal people have become conditioned 
to the detrimental impacts of those racist laws, the trauma is deeply entrenched and 
continues.

The Intervention has been devastating in many ways: 
• Loss of community control, governance and assets 
• Closure of community organisations 
• Pressure to sign over land 
• Imposition of income management which publicly humiliates and “marks” people when 

shopping, particularly in supermarket queues
• Increase in racism and negative stereotyping 
• Denigration of Aboriginal men 
• Labelling Aboriginal men as child abusers 
• The Intervention has taken away people’s control over their lives and is insidiously and 

seriously affecting health. A sense of control now and in the future is known from wellbeing 
research to be a fundamental factor in both physical and mental health. 

• Rise in suicide rates 
• Excessive policing 
• Increasing rise in incarceration rates 
• Increase in number of children removed from families and communities 
• Entrenching a sense of helplessness in future generations. 

Conclusion
This situation in the Northern Territory is untenable. 
All reports, recommendations and fi ndings state that the situation for Aboriginal people will 

not improve until they are the ones at the forefront in tackling the issues impacting on them. The 
fi rst recommendation of the Ampe Akelyernemane Meke Mekarle (Little Children Are Sacred) 
report emphasised “the critical importance of governments committing to genuine consultation 
with Aboriginal people in designing initiatives for Aboriginal communities.”

Mr Fred Chaney (quoted in the report): “... you need locally based action, local resourcing, 
local control to really make changes ... I think governments persist in thinking you can direct 
from Canberra, ... that you can have programs that run out into communities that aren’t owned 
by those communities, that aren’t locally controlled and managed, and I think surely that is a 
thing we should know doesn’t work.”

What needs to happen
• Repeal of Northern Territory Intervention/Stronger Futures laws
• Empowerment of Aboriginal communities through local governance
• Support for people to live on their homelands
• Inclusion of First Nations history and learning of local Aboriginal languages in all 

education systems; encouragement and support for bilingual education 
• Justice reinvestment; shut youth prisons
• Increased and ongoing funding for housing; community control over housing and local 

employment on building programs
• Jobs programs to suit community needs devised by communities 
• Scrapping of income management / transition to voluntary basis 
• Veto on removal of Aboriginal children; bringing back children already taken; working with 

communities and families and supporting community initiatives to care for children at risk
• Lifting the ban on customary law
• Action on Alcohol Management Plans which have stalled in Canberra for years
• Restoration of funding taken from Aboriginal organisations; cease funding non-government 

organisations to do the work that Aboriginal organisations can do
• Recognising that sovereignty has never been ceded; enabling Treaty processes to be set up 

and run by First Nations people
• Incorporating the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples into law 

and using it as a tool for working with First Nations people.
“Article 38 (Nation) States, in consultation and cooperation with Indigenous peoples, 

shall take the appropriate measures, including legislative measures, to achieve the ends of this 
Declaration.”

“Article 43, The rights recognised herein constitute the minimum standards for the survival, 
dignity and wellbeing of the Indigenous peoples of the world.”

We wish you as the new Minister working with and for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
people all the best for the future and look forward to the situation improving for Aboriginal 
people in Central Australia, particularly those still struggling under the Northern Territory 
Intervention.
Elaine Kngwarraye Peckham, Barbara Shaw

On behalf of the Group Intervention Rollback Action
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“The voices of people 
struggling under these racist 
laws have not been heard, or 

their pleas have been distorted 
to impose further repressive 

laws on them.”

Stop the Intervention
Open letter to Ken Wyatt, Minister for Indigenous Australians


