#1897 December 4, 2019

G The Workers’ Weekly
Guards

COMMUNIST PARTY OF AUS

RALIA

We acknowledge the Sovereignty of Ausralia’s First Nations’ Peoples.

WWW.CPU.Org.au

Anna Pha

The Senate failed to pass the Ensuring
Integrity Bill, leaving an over-confident
government shocked and humiliated. While
it is great news for the trade union move-
ment and the families of working people,
the fight is not over.

The vote was 34 to 34 with the two One
Nation Senators and Jacqui Lambie joining the
Greens and Labor to defeat the union-bashing
bill.

Attorney-General Christian Porter wasted
no time in warning that the government had
not given up on the bill and intended to reintro-
duce it “at an appropriate time.” On their part,
employer organisations were on the front foot
calling on the government to bring the bill back
to the Senate.

“The Senate needs to revisit the govern-
ment’s integrity measures as quickly as pos-
sible and decide whether they are acting in
the long-term interest of all Australians or in
the short-term interest of a few,” the Business
Council of Australia said. The BCA represents
the largest corporations in Australia.

“The determination of the Federal
Government not to give up on the Ensuring
Integrity Bill is welcome and reflects how
important it is to the community to stop the
worst behaviour of a small number of law-
breaking unions,” Ai Group CEO, Innes
Willox, said following the failure of the bill to
pass. The Ai Group is another major employer
body.

But this legislation does not just apply to
“a small number of law-breaking unions.” It
applies to ALL trade unions, whether or not
they are militant, whether or not they try to
operate within the confines of draconian anti-
union laws that outlaw legitimate trade union
activity.

Australian Council of Trade Unions
(ACTU) president Michele O’Neil described
the laws as an attack on basic democratic
freedoms. “Unions are democratic organisa-
tions and attacking them hurts all working
people,” she said.

“This law will undermine workplace
safety, increase wage and superannuation
theft and make it harder for workers to get pay
increases and be represented when they need
help.” That is the aim of the bill, a bill written
by employers for employers to clobber trade
unions and boost profits.

The impact of previous union-busting leg-
islation can be seen in the decline of real wages
and loss of working conditions experienced by
workers. Wage growth is sluggish at best or
falling where employers refuse to negotiate
new agreements, workers back onto inferior
modern awards.

In its submission to the parliamentary
inquiry into the bill, the International Centre
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In Sydney, several thousand Ark Tribe supporters gathered outside Unions NSW, 2009. (Photo: Anna Pha)

for Trade Union rights said that there is: “[...]
no precedent for the degree of state interfer-
ence in the functioning and establishment of
trade unions in comparable industrialised lib-
eral democracies.”

The Ensuring Integrity Bill applies to all
registered unions and their members. It pro-
vides for employer and government interfer-
ence in the affairs of trade unions. It could see
trade union officials disqualified, trade unions
deregistered, massive fines imposed on indi-
viduals, and even jail sentences imposed for
minor infringements of unjust laws.

The bill contains a catch-all, “not a fit and
proper person” clause, that can be used to dis-
qualify a union official. This includes situations
where a right of entry permit has been revoked
or suspended, or there have been certain crimi-
nal or civil findings as well as for “any other
matter the Court considers relevant.”

The bill’s defeat last week gives trade
unions, working people, and the community
more time to campaign, to bombard their MPs
and Senators with their reasons for opposing
the legislation. But as soon as the government
feels confident that it has Hanson firmly on
board it will be back again.

Back room deals

The bill hangs in the balance, depending
on the crossbench in the Senate. The Centre
Alliance Senators voted for it. They have been
bought off in secret back room deals.

Likewise, there are secret deals being
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negotiated with Hanson and Jacqui Lambie. It
can hardly be called democratic when the fate
of trade unionism in Australia is being deter-
mined behind closed doors and not in princi-
pled and open debate.

It appears that Hanson changed her mind
at the last minute over the government’s fail-
ure to treat corporations, in particular Westpac,
the same way as trade unions. She also warned
the government: “[...] clean up the white-collar
crime, go after the banking officials and prove
to the people of Australia that you’re here
for everyone.” Her fellow Senator Malcolm
Roberts is a strong supporter of the bill.

Lambie is obsessed with having Victorian
construction union (CFMEU) official John
Setka removed from office before supporting
the bill.

She had a message for the unions: “I’'m
telling the unions: get your act together, clean it
up, and don’t use your bullying or corruption.”

Her previous threats not to support the bill
if Victorian leader of the construction union
(CFMEU), John Setka, was still secretary,
focus on an individual. They fail to acknowl-
edge and recognise the seriousness of this bill.

Her previous threats to support the bill
if Victorian leader of the construction union
(CFMEU), John Setka, was still secretary,
focus on an individual. They fail to acknowl-
edge and recognise the seriousness of this bill.

This bill is an attack on a/l trade unions,
on all workers. When Setka moves on, the bill
will still be there.

New Communist

As the Guardian wrote, “Setka is being
used by the Coalition and mass media to rally
support for the Ensuring Integrity Bill. It is real
gutter politics to subject the whole trade union
movement to this fascistic piece of legislation
on the alleged and unproven basis of the con-
duct of one man. The vilification campaign
against Setka mixes the personal with politi-
cal.” (Editorial, #1892, October 30, 2019)

Unions are not corporations

The government claims it is putting trade
unions on the same footing as corporations. In
doing so it has increased maximum penalties
and widened the scope of offences. For exam-
ple, the maximum fine for a trade union com-
mitting a secondary boycott offence under the
Competition and Consumer Act was raised
from $750,000 to $10 million.

Corporations ruthlessly exploit workers.
Their aim is profit-gouging on behalf of their
senior executives and shareholders. They are
not democratic.

Whereas trade unions are democratic, not-
for-profit, organisations, protecting the inter-
ests of their members who are being exploited.

The construction unions, their officials and
members have been hit with millions of dol-
lars in penalties for alleged minor infringe-
ments of unjust laws that breach Australia’s
international commitments to International
Labour Organisation conventions and the UN’s
Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

Continued on page 2
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Paranoia over China

Australian mainstream media paranoia over China has begun
to reach extremes of hysteria not seen since the Cold War era.

New and ever more colourful allegations of covert Chinese
influence over Australian politics and economy are made with
accelerating regularity. The language of these claims is adopting
an increasingly ideologically charged tone.

The fact that most of these claims tend to be conclusively (albeit
quietly) debunked within a week of their appearance, seems not
to dull the appetite for more.

For decades after the overthrow of socialism in eastern Europe
and the dissolution of the Soviet Union, the Western narrative of
a decisive victory over communism made the continued existence
of several socialist states led by communist parties — covering
over a fifth of the world’s population — a little inconvenient to be
acknowledged too loudly.

Thus, a decade ago, reporting and public discourse on China
mostly stuck to the phrase “the Chinese government,” a distinct
habit more apparent in hindsight now that the phrase “the Chinese
Communist Party” has suddenly taken its place.

The new norm of naming and shaming the Communist Party
of China indicates a strategic shift in the command centre of US
imperialism.

US Vice President Mike Pence delivered a long lecture on
US-China relations on October 24, full of glorification of Trump’s
America in contradistinction to “Communist China.”

He even quoted a speech of Chinese President Xi Jinping from
2013, recommending that China “conscientiously prepare for all
aspects of long-term cooperation and struggle between the two
social systems.”

But it is clear that while for the Chinese government the
greater emphasis should be on cooperation, the US government
has more interest in “struggle.”

Similarly, during a speech at NATO on the 20th November,
US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo declared “our alliance must
address the current and potential long-term threat posed by the
Chinese Communist Party.”

The US’ insistence that its European allies must copy its an-
tagonistic stance towards countries like China, Russia, and Iran,
with no concern for the respective national interests of those allies,
has begun to wear thin. French President Macron’s comment on
“the brain death of NATO” highlights this.

However, the Australian government persists in its doglike
obedience to the wishes of US foreign policy and betrays the
interests of the Australian people. Australia is almost always one
of the first to imitate even the most poorly considered American
policy — e.g. the embarrassing episodes of the unilateral recogni-
tion of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel and Juan Guaido as the
President of Venezuela. Likewise, the shift in Australian public
discourse on China has mirrored successive pronouncements of
US state dogma with tedious precision.

So who is the real threat to Australian sovereignty and in-
dependence, China or America? One of those countries has its
soldiers stationed on our territory, pulls us into constants illicit
wars we have no stake in and exerts persistent influence over
Australian economic policy.

Former Prime Minister Paul Keating gave a speech on
November 18, where he highlighted that the Australian govern-
ment and media must adopt a more reasonable approach to
dealing with China;

“The Australian media has been recreant in its duty to the
public in failing to present a balanced picture of the rise, legiti-
macy and importance of China, preferring instead to traffic in
side plays dressed up with cosmetics of sedition and risk.”

China is soon to become the largest economic player on the
world stage, especially in our region. The present return to Cold
War-style ideological hysteria, in service of the United

States’ weakening grip on world power, is a betrayal of the
interests of the Australian people and must be abandoned.

“Australia still has choices, but it cannot ignore or go on down-
playing the importance and import of the largest economic shift
in world history — with all its attendant strategic implications.”

PRESS FUND

Last week arch reactionary Pauline Hanson voted to defeat the
anti-union federal Ensuring Integrity Bill. But her integrity
isn’t squeaky clean. She’s posing as the workers’ friend, but her
real ambition is to retain her Senate seat. She’s hoping to win
the approval of mining workers, not only through defeat of the
Bill, but also through climate change denial and her support for
construction of a new coal-fired power station in Queensland.
In contrast, we support a just transition program for displaced
miners to be trained for new jobs using renewable energy
technology. But we really need Press Fund contributions, so please
send in something for the next issue if you possibly can. Many
thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:

Dr G Dittura $10, K Manski $50, “Round Figure” $14,
E Seymour $5, “Sparky” $10, “Wrappers” $126, K Manski $50,
Digireb $25.

This week’s total: $290 Progressive total: $6,140

Around 40 people gathered at Perth Trades Hall to watch the documentary Nae Pasaran by Chilean film maker
Felipe Bustos-Sierra. A great expression of solidarity with the people of Chile fighting the Pifiera government and
Pinochet's inspired Constitution. Chilean speaker Lorena Trigo gave an update on the campaign and how to get
involved. Event organised by Union Solidarity WA.

The Fight Continves -
Join Your Union!

Continued from page 1

On November 20, the finan-
cial intelligence agency AUSTRAC
charged Westpac for breaching
Australia’s anti-money laundering
and counter-terrorism finance laws
23 million times, including failing
to properly vet thousands of trans-
actions that could be linked to child
exploitation and live child sex shows
in the Philippines and other parts of
south-east Asia.

According to a statement issued
by AUSTRAC, each of the 23 mil-
lion alleged contraventions attract a
civil penalty of between $17 million
and $21 million. In all likelihood the
case will drag on for years, the full
penalty will not be paid if Westpac
is found guilty. Westpac’s CEO and
chair were forced to walk the plank
under considerable shareholder pres-
sure. albeit with $2.7 million in his
pocket. The chair followed.

All too often, as was seen in the
Banking Royal Commission and its
aftermath, CEOs and others respon-
sible might be publicly shamed, per-
haps a small slap on the wrist and
then business as usual. Their crimes
are serious, they hurt people, they

destroy the lives and livelihoods of
thousands of people.

Hypocrisy

There is no equivalent of the
Ensuring Integrity Bill for offend-
ing corporations. Integrity is sorely
lacking in the corporate sector and
the government.

Rarely are the avenues open for
punitive measures taken in the case
where serious breaches of corporate
legislation occur. At best an industry
might be required to introduce a vol-
untary code.

In the building and construction
industry, there is a code. This Code
is NOT voluntary. Its aim is to curb
trade union rights and hold down
wages and working conditions.

Hanson said the prosecution
of Westpac was a key factor in her
decision to vote against the work-
place bill, which would have made it
easier to deregister trade unions and
disqualify officials.

This week, the government
plans to kill off the Medevac leg-
islation that permits the transfer of
asylum seekers to Australia for medi-
cal treatment. Morrison is hard at it,

trying to secure the numbers needed
in the Senate.

What is the government doing
about the alleged 23 million breaches
by Westpac of anti-money-launder-
ing laws? Where’s the ensuring
integrity bill for banks and the big
end of town?

Last week’s vote gives the trade
union movement, the wider commu-
nity, and left and progressive par-
ties a little more time in which to
campaign for its defeat. It must be
defeated.

The priority now is to make
our voices heard, to build the trade
union movement and unite to defeat
the Ensuring Integrity Bill and abol-
ish the Australian Building and
Construction Commission.

Lobby hard. Contact your
Senators. If enough voices are heard,
then Senators may fear for their jobs
and reconsider their position. Tell
Lambie and Hanson that workers
in their states will be hit hard by the
bill. Workers across Australia will be
affected.

Kill the Bill! &
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In a country well governed, poverty is something to be ashamed of. In a
country badly governed, wealth is something to be ashamed of.

Confucius

Find out more about the
Communist Party of Avusiralia

weh www.cpa.org.au

emiil cpa@cpa.org.au

phone 02 9699 8844

Due to butts for the Guessing Competition not having arrived at the CPA
Head Office in time, the raffle will be drawn on Monday December 9, and
announced in the final Guardian for the year — December 11.
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Global risk to rivers

el

Madison Dapcevich

Some of the world’s most iconic
rivers contain antibiotics in con-
centrations that exceed safety
standards, according to a global
study testing hundreds of rivers
across six continents.

An analysis looking for more
than a dozen common antibiotics in
711 rivers in one-third of the world’s
countries found that concentrations
in some rivers were some 300 times
higher than “safe” levels, in what
researchers say could lead to more
resilient strains of antibiotic-resistant
bacteria around the world.

“Until now, the majority of envi-
ronmental monitoring work for anti-
biotics has been done in Europe,
North America and China. Often
on only a handful of antibiotics.
We know very little about the scale
of [the] problem globally,” said
researcher author John Wilkinson.
“Our study helps to fill this key
knowledge gap with data being gen-
erated for countries that had never
been monitored before.”

Nearly 100 testing kits were
flown to rivers around the world to
water systems such as Indochina’s
murky Mekong River, the serene
Seine River in Paris and London’s
central Thames. At each loca-
tion, local scientists collected and
froze samples to ship back to the
University of York in the UK to com-
pare against “safe” levels established
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by the AMR Industry Alliance. These
levels typically range between
20,000 and 32,000 nanograms per
litre (ng/1).

“The results are quite eye-open-
ing and worrying, demonstrating the
widespread contamination of river
systems around the world with anti-
biotic compounds,” said researcher
Alistair Boxall.

Concentrations represent a
global concern. Safe levels were
most frequently exceeded in Asia
and Africa while Europe and North
and South America also had levels
of concern. By far the worst were
levels tested in Kenya, Ghana,
Pakistan, Nigeria and Bangladesh —
and the discrepancy between wealthy
and poverty-stricken nations is evi-
dent. For example, metronidazole,
a common antibiotic used to treat
mouth and skin bacterial infec-
tions, clocked in at levels 300 times
greater than the safety level at one
site in Bangladesh. By comparison,
tributaries of the River Thames had
a maximum total of 223 ng/1 of anti-
biotic material — 170 times less than
those captured in Bangladesh.

Trimethoprim, a drug mostly
used to treat urinary tract infection,
was most prevalent and found at
almost half of the 711 sites, while
ciprofloxacin was documented as
going over the safety threshold in 51
different tested sites.

“Many scientists and policy-
makers now recognise the role of
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the natural environment in the anti-
microbial resistance problem. Our
data show that antibiotic contamina-
tion of rivers could be an important
contributor,” said Boxall. “Solving
the problem is going to be a mam-
moth challenge and will need invest-
ment in infrastructure for waste and
wastewater treatment, tighter regula-
tion and the cleaning up of already
contaminated sites.”

The highest-risk sites were those
found next to wastewater treat-
ment plants, waste, sewage dumps
and places of political turmoil,
CNN reported. Regardless of their
source, antibiotics in rivers present
the potential for bacteria to develop
resistance that further reduces effi-
cacy in human treatment.

United Nations estimates suggest
“alarming levels” of antibiotic resist-
ance could kill 10 million people
in the next 30 years as some of the
world’s most common diseases are
becoming untreatable. “There is
no time to wait. Unless the world
acts urgently, antimicrobial resist-
ance will have disastrous impact
within a generation,” wrote the UN’s
Interagency Coordination Group on
AMR in its 2019 report.

Researchers suggest that invest-
ing in infrastructure for safe water,
sanitary hygiene and establishing
standardised wastewater treatment
protocols could help protect against
such outcomes.

Third World Resurgence &

From the Archives

Indigenous unite with unions — The Guardian, September 1988
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The government’s statement
from the Prime Minister and
the Ministers for Health, Aged
Care and the National Disability
Insurance Scheme, in response to
the Aged Care Royal Commission
Interim Report, is once again a
disappointment.

It fails to address the real
causes, as described by the Report,
of the “shocking tale of neglect”
that is the Australian Aged Care
Sector, the Australian Nursing and
Midwifery Federation (ANMF)
says.

ANMF federal secretary Annie
Butler said: “The government’s
announcement promises pockets
of money for three areas identi-
fied as requiring immediate action
by the Report, increasing Home
Care Packages, reducing chemical
restraint, and transferring younger
people out of residential aged care,
but does not provide any clear
policy guidance on how taxpay-
ers can be assured that their money
will actually be directed to deliver-
ing improved care and better quality
lives for older Australians requiring
support and those living in residen-
tial aged care.

“The statement does not explain
how the government will ensure
taxpayers that an additional $496.3
million will guarantee that 10,000
additional Australians will receive
a home care package to suit their
assessed needs in a timely fashion
rather than going into increased
administration fees for providers or
into the increasing pool of unspent
funds. And the statement does not
explain how an additional $10 mil-
lion to increase dementia training
and support for aged care workers
and health sector staff will guaran-
tee that there will be enough appro-
priately qualified staff available in
residential aged care facilities to

ensure the effective implementa-
tion of non-pharmacological strate-
gies and interventions for caring for
people with dementia.”

The union says the statement
does not explain how an additional
$4.7 million will be directed to
building additional accommoda-
tion suitable for younger people
currently living in residential aged
care but instead suggests establish-
ing a taskforce and, astonishingly,
undertaking a “detailed analysis” of
younger people living in aged care.
The government, despite having
called a Royal Commission, which
has just provided the analysis on the
need to transfer younger people out
of residential aged care, is calling
for another report.

The Royal Commission’s
Report has laid out the extent of
the problems in aged care and the
work that will need to be done. The
reform that is needed will require
additional funding, which will have
to be underpinned by informed
policy guidance and accountability
measures, noted Butler.

“However, this announce-
ment is little more than a politically
expedient attempt to try and con-
vince Australians that the govern-
ment is ‘doing something’ about
aged care. In fact, it is simply more
of the same — throwing taxpayers’
money in a number of directions
in the hope that the problem will
disappear.

“Surely, the Royal
Commission’s Report has made
abundantly clear Australians’ right
to expect safe quality care for older
Australians and the government’s
responsibility to provide it by using
their tax dollars to ensure the best
outcome. The ANMF is calling on
all politicians — we need to do much
better than this.” &

Support the Guardian
by donating to Press Fund
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Inseparable links between
health issues and climate
change in focus

Len Lean

Apparently, it’s bad manners
to talk about burning houses,
loss of life through devastat-
ing bushfires, and the long-term
impact of inhalation of bushfire
smoke — an attitude reminiscent
of the “don’t talk about the war”
days. However, the frequency and
intensity of bushfires are caus-
ing catastrophic impact in NSW,
QLD, VIC, and SA and climate
change is the predominant cause.

Health authorities are not reveal-
ing the full impact of health effects.
Instead, State health authorities are
telling the public only what is evi-
dent from bushfire smoke: uncom-
fortable eyes, coughing, and
increased asthma episodes. They’re
telling people with pre-existing lung
or heart conditions to stay indoors to
reduce exposures.

But what are the
scientific facts?

Professor Brian Oliver, from the
University of Technology, Sydney,
gave an interview to the BBC News
on March 21, 2019, which told the
British public some of the facts of
the consequences on public health
of the bushfires in Australia. He dis-
closed to the listeners that Australian
firefighters and those who live close
to the blaze were exposed to levels
of smoke inhalation that were 10-15
times higher than the average. He
also stated bushfire smoke could
cause stroke, lung cancer, chronic
obstructive pulmonary disease, acute
respiratory infection, and ischemic
heart disease.

Federal/state
governments known
since 2011

The federal and state govern-
ments have known about the health

hazards caused by breathing smoke
from burning houses and buildings
since 2011. The federal government
lead by Julia Gillard, with opposition
leader Tony Abbott passed legisla-
tion to provide firefighters compen-
sation if they developed any of the
12 listed cancers and have served
as a firefighter for the relevant time.
The scientific evidence presented
to parliament was demonstrated
beyond doubt. They declared “it will
be presumed that the cancer is an
occupational disease and therefore
compensable.” (Fair protection for
firefighters Bill 2011).

Outdoor workers
particularly at risk

The gases released from bush-
fires contain carbon monoxide,
carbon dioxide, and nitrogen oxides
at high levels near the bushfires.
Levels diminish with distance from
the source. The particulate matter
PM2.5 is the most dangerous on per-
sons exposed according to the US
Environment Protection Agency. The
National Institute for Occupational
Safety and Health (NIOSH) warns
that respirators and surgical masks
are designed for different functions
and do not provide the same type or
level of protection against fine and
ultrafine particulates.

Outdoor workers such as build-
ing/construction workers can be
exposed to all of these compounds
via bushfire smoke inhalation. There
is a risk of developing mild to severe
health symptoms, including dif-
ficulty breathing, scratchy throat,
runny nose, irritated sinuses, reduced
lung function, asthma attacks, chest
pain, heart failure, or even death.
Outdoor workers should not have
to work in such hazardous environ-
ments when smoke haze from bush-
fires is evident (smell), or when dust
storms occur. It must also be con-
sidered that building/construction

workers are already being exposed
to hazardous dust particulate such as
carcinogenic crystalline silica, toxic
vapours from glues, paints, solvents,
varnishes, wood dust, welding fumes
and probably diesel exhaust fumes,
all of which can cause cancers, par-
ticularly when one or more substance
is in the breathing zone.

Every child will be affected by
climate change.

The respected Medical Journal
Lancet reports wildfires (bushfires)
increase the likelihood of respiratory
illnesses for residents in California
and Queensland Australia. A new
report warns that such health risks
will become increasingly common
without action to address climate
change. Given the magnitude of the
issue, the lead author Nick Watts
described what an individual child
born today would face in the future if
the current trajectory holds — a world
that is at least 4° C above preindus-
trial temperatures.

Children will suffer the brunt of

negative health impacts from climate
change, the effects will touch people
at every stage of life, from in-utero
development through old age. Global
crop yields tracked since 1960 have
declined, threatening production and
subsequent food security.

The World Health
Organisation (WHO)
key factors

The WHO key factors published
May 2, 2018, include:

Air pollution is a major environ-
mental risk to health. By reducing air
pollution levels, countries can reduce
the burden of disease from stroke,
heart disease, lung cancer, and both
chronic and acute respiratory dis-
eases, including asthma.

The lower the level of air pol-
lution, the better the cardiovascu-
lar and respiratory health of the
population will be, both — long and
short-term.

Policies

and investments

supporting cleaner transport, energy-
efficient homes, power generation,
industry and better municipal waste
management would reduce key
sources of outdoor air pollution.

A climate change step
forward if

Our federal/state governments
with their negative approach to cli-
mate change will inevitably, through
public pressure, change. If they don’t
they will be replaced with people
prepared to do what is right. A reduc-
tion in greenhouse gases can be
achieved through closing coal-fired
power stations and replacing them
with renewable sources, the elec-
trification of public transport, plus
vigorous improvement in increased
routes, frequency, cheap fares, clean,
and routes where workers work.

Out of combustion vehicles into
public transport must be promoted in
party publications. &

Dissent is not Anarchy

Eileen Whitehead

Elizabeth Farrelly recently wrote an article
for The Age newspaper titled “Nation on fire
cuddles up to coal.” In it, she reminded the
reader of all the times citizens dissented about
practices they could see were morally wrong
and damaging — such as slavery, thalidomide,
asbestos, tobacco, and coal — and suffered
accusations by the establishment of the day as
“loners, nutters, and anarchists.”

Without the dissent of William McBride in
1961, perhaps the anti-morning sickness pill (tha-
lidomide) might still be on the market? Perish the
thought. How long did the fight with Big Tobacco
last? And was it won? People in Asia are still
smoking and dying of lung cancer.

Remember the battle with James Hardy about
asbestos and the disgraceful and immoral antics of
that company? Asbestos is still being supplied and
used in Asia, knowing that it will kill many people
slowly and painfully also knowing it gives a lot of
time to keep making a profit.

And here we go again, this time we’re fighting
for our way of life and the survival of the planet.
The establishment can’t handle the huge problems

that the transition from fossil fuels present. Our
way of life without coal and oil will have to
change exponentially, and knowing this, why
weren’t alternatives put in place three decades
ago? Because our pollies have been bought by the
fossil fuel companies. By now, we would at least
have some hope about the future of the planet.

As people realise the impending catastrophe,
especially with the increasing fire storms taking
hold in drought-affected tropical forests, they’re
coming together to protest. What is the establish-
ment’s response? An increasing and deliberate
inhibiting of dissent. Farrelly, quite rightly, says
that “Protestors aren’t anarchists. Dissent isn’t
anarchy. It centres civilised life. But so headlong
is this pro-coal push, and so resistant are both
major parties to the obvious solar alternative,
that Native Title has been wantonly extinguished
to enable the Adani mine. Now the Wangan
Jagalingou people can be jailed for ‘trespass’ if
they conduct corroborees on their own land. No
wonder many Australians believe our govern-
ments are corrupt on coal.”

She even makes an oblique reference to so-
called Christianity destroying God’s earth, but as
an atheist, I won’t go there. &
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Latinos for democracy -
protest in Fremantle

Richard Titelius

Sunday afternoon November 24,
2019, Kings Square became the
site for Latin Americans to gather
in solidarity to protest recent
events in Chile. About a hundred
people from many ethnic and
occupational backgrounds joined
in solidarity.

In Chile, an increase in public
transport fares of 30 pesos was the
tipping point of social demonstra-
tions for students on low incomes
trying to pay for the high cost of uni-
versity education. On October 30, a
million people marched in Santiago,
Chile to protest the absurdly low
salaries and other forms of inequal-
ity in that country. Where the mini-
mum wage is US$400 per month,
many workers are in precarious
employment — as are many work-
ers in Australia, where the salaries
of the elite are 33 times higher than
the minimum wage. The right-wing
president of Chile, Sebastian Pinera
(or Pinerachet to many Chileans),
responded to the protests by saying
the country is at war and put the
army on the streets to fire tear gas,
water cannons, and rubber bullets at
protesters, shooting pellets at pro-
testers’ faces that have left many
blind. Several speakers spoke on the
economic and political situation in
Chile, which has produced physical
and financial trauma amongst the
Chilean working class.

Lorena Trigo, of Latinos for
Democracy, spoke of the privatisa-
tion of over 90 percent of the water
supply in Chile. Electricity prices
have been increasing by nine percent
annually for the past few years. Trigo
added that there was also a crisis of
the pension system in Chile where
many people must try to survive on

US$200 per month. The people of
Chile have said, “basta” — enough!
They are pushing back against social
and economic maltreatment.

A speaker from the Australian
Cuban Friendship Society (ACFS),
Elizabeth Hulm added that social and
economic inequality had been build-
ing in Chile for some time under
successive left and right-wing gov-
ernments, and it would only be a
strong and united social movement
which would change the inequal-
ity, injustices, and attacks on the
working class of that country. She
expressed the solidarity of the ACFS
with the working class of Chile.

Vinnie Molina, an organiser with
the Construction, Forestry, Mining
and Energy Union (CFMEU) spoke
of the hardship caused by the neolib-
eral policies of the right government
of President Pinera which made it
difficult for young people to gain an
education when they were required
to pay the high fees in a privatised
system. Jobs in Chile are often
scarce and incomes have contracted
even though they were often already
absurdly low. Molina demanded that
Neoliberalism has to go and that we
have the responsibility to change the
world for this generation and the
generations to come.

Molina also spoke about the
renewed attacks on the Bolivian
working class and the exploitation
of the Bolivian people. The illegiti-
mate government of Bolivia signed
an agreement with Germany for the
expropriation of the resources of the
Bolivian people — for access to that
country’s vast lithium resources —
one of the primary resources for the
manufacture of lithium batteries.

In Bolivia, where Indigenous
President Evo Morales legitimately
won an election on October 20,

POLITICS AT LUNCHTIME

Chile, Ecuador, Venezuela:
Unexpected Insurrections?

with Robert Austin
(Ph.D, History & Latin American Sfudies, La Trobe)

2019 has been an explosive year in Latin America. In Chile, a

tumultuous several-million-strong uprising unseen since the Pinochet
dictatorship. In Ecuador, the largest and most violent uprising in a
decade; and Venezuela has experienced a fresh round of US
intervention and controversial government responses.
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2019, the right-wing, with the sup-
port of their backers in the United
States government, began a cam-
paign of disruption of the country,
undermining of the election result
and persecution of the mainly indig-
enous majority in that country.

The discussion on Bolivia was
continued by another speaker from
the Australian Cuban Friendship
Society (ACFS), who spoke about
Bolivian coup masters stamping their
authority on the country by expelling
all the Cuban medical staff from the
country as a repudiation of their pro-
gressive humanism and ties to the
socialist revolution of their home-
land. This follows close on the heals,
said the speaker, of the action by the
Brazilian President Jair Bolsonaro to
withdraw recognition of the Cuban
medical staffs’ qualification in that
country which forced them to leave.
The political leaderships of Brazil
and Bolivia have close ties to the
US government which was evident
by the prompt legitimacy bestowed
upon them by right-wing conserva-
tive US President Donald Trump.

There were also musical and
other cultural performances of tradi-
tional Latin American origins from
Chile, Bolivia, Colombia, and Brazil
which helped add a festive note to
the calls for social and political
action on the upheavals occurring in
South and Central America and the
Caribbean. Further demonstrations
and cultural activities are planned in
support of the campaign by Latinos
for Democracy, WA, and raise the
consciousness of the West Australian
people.

The Communist Party of
Australia supports the call for soli-
darity and unity with the working
class of Chile, Bolivia, Colombia,
Ecuador, El Salvador, Honduras,
Uruguay, and Brazil in their strug-
gle against fascist governments and
neoliberal exploitation and for social,
political and economic justice and in
all other countries in Latin America
and the Caribbean. &

Vinnie Molina, an organiser with the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union (CFMEU) addresses the rally.

Win a painting by celebrated artist George Gittoes
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overseas and to end the genocidal war in Yemen.
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The Modi years

Magazine

The Narendra Modi years in India have witnessed an authoritarian imposition upon
society by an increasingly centralised state, the sefting up of one segment of society
against another and the promotion of a cult of hatred, behind which the state acts

directly in corporate interests.

Prabhat Patnaik

In its attack on civil liberties, its restructur-
ing of the state to effect an acute centralisa-
tion of power, and its pervasive purveyance
of fear, the Narendra Modi years resem-
ble Indira Gandhi’s Emergency. But the
resemblance stops there. In fact, the two
differ fundamentally in several ways.

First, there were no lynch mobs or street
thugs terrorising people and giving them les-
sons in “nationalism” during the Emergency.
It was only the state that repressed people
then; now we have gangs of Hindutva hood-
lums who force critics of the government to
apologise for their “misdemeanours”, with the
additional threat of arrests still hanging over
these intimidated critics. One cannot easily
forget the sickening sight of a professor being
made to ask for forgiveness on bended knees
for a Facebook post that was critical of the
government.

Second, unlike the Emergency, the current
repression invokes an ideology, that of “nation-
alism”, interpreted as being synonymous with
Hindutva but cashing in opportunistically on
the prestige of India’s anti-colonial national-
ism despite having nothing in common with
it. As a result, while Indira Gandhi’s repres-
sion had the effect (no doubt unwanted by her)
of making her critics appear honourable, the
current repression deliberately portrays them
as dishonourable, as “enemies of the people”.
This vilification is further magnified when state
agencies are used to accuse these opponents
of “corruption” and “wrongdoings” of various
kinds; the idea is to destroy their moral stand-
ing before the people.

The third difference is the government’s
capturing of the media. During the Emergency,
the print media was subject to pre-censorship;
papers would appear with vast spaces inked
out, because of which they actually gained
people’s respect. Now the media, barring a
few honourable exceptions which, too, may not
remain so for long, are totally in the Hindutva
camp, and the task of destroying the moral stat-
ure of the opponents is facilitated because of
the media’s complicity in it.

The media’s changed role, in turn, is linked
to the fourth difference between then and now:
the Modi government is entirely in cahoots
with corporate interests, while the Indira
Gandhi regime maintained its difference with
the corporates and even presented a “progres-
sive” anti-corporate image. Indeed, no govern-
ment in post-independence India has been as
close to the corporates as the Modi govern-
ment, a point exemplified by his travelling in
an Adani Group-owned aircraft to New Delhi
to be sworn in as Prime Minister.

(It is worth recalling, by way of contrast,
that Jawaharlal Nehru, the Hindutva béte noire,
did not have enough funds to visit his wife,
Kamala, when she was dying of tuberculosis in
a Swiss sanatorium and had refused GD Birla’s
offer of financial assistance; eventually Nehru
himself managed to raise the money.)

The fifth difference is the Modi govern-
ment’s thrust against minorities, especially
the hapless Muslim minority. Indira Gandhi’s
repression did not have any specific ethnic or
communal or caste target. It was repression
pure and simple, directed at her opponents and
those of her son Sanjay, who was notorious for
his shenanigans. Correspondingly, it did not
have any grandiose projects of rewriting his-
tory, of presenting a narrative vilifying a par-
ticular religious community, and of using state
power to thrust this narrative down the throats
of even schoolchildren, inculcating in them a

sense of hatred towards fellow countrymen
belonging to a different religion.

The sixth difference, associated necessarily
with this project, is a promotion of unreason, a
prioritisation of faith over rational discourse,
a cultivation of disdain for evidence and even
for the internal consistency of argumentation.
This phenomenon has for long characterised
the Rashtriya Swayamsewak Sangh, but it has
now invaded official public discourse, with
even the Indian Science Congress not in a posi-
tion to free itself of this discourse.

The difference is the destruction of institu-
tions was initiated by the Modi government.
This is especially true of public universities
and other publicly funded centres of learning.
All these institutions are faced with a “heads I
lose, tails you win” situation. If they cave in to
the demands of the government to change their
ambience and curricula, they become intellec-
tually dead since intellectual survival requires
independent critical thinking.

But if they persist with independent criti-
cal thinking, then they are starved of funds and
charged with harbouring “anti-national” sedi-
tious elements, as has happened to Jawaharlal
Nehru University (JNU). The fact that some of
the finest institutions in the country, from JNU
to the University of Hyderabad to the Film
and Television Institute of India, Pune, to the
Tata Institute of Social Sciences and the Tata
Institute of Fundamental Research, have been
struggling for breath is symptomatic of our
times. Nothing like this has happened before;
no government in the past has ever shown such
disdain for thought.

“Emergency” and Modi

These differences between the Emergency
years and the Modi years can be summed up
as follows. The Emergency was an authori-
tarian imposition by the state, which had got
extremely centralised by then, upon society or
upon the people at large; it was no doubt a fall-
out of the contradiction between the logic of
capitalist development and a democratic polity,
but it did not represent direct corporate rule.
The Modi years have witnessed not just an
authoritarian imposition upon society by the
state, which has also got extremely centralised,;
they have witnessed in addition a setting up of
one segment of society against another and the
promotion of a cult of hatred, behind which the
state acts directly in corporate interests.

The difference in a word is between
authoritarianism and fascism. The statistics
of repression, such as the number of persons
jailed, were worse during the Emergency. But
the potential for repression being built up now
is much greater, more far-reaching.

Every single one of the characteristics
mentioned above as being specific to the Modi
years is in fact a characteristic of fascism: the
rampaging mobs, the “fusion of corporate and
state power” (supposed to have been Benito
Mussolini’s definition of fascism), the targeting
of a hapless minority, the promotion of unrea-
son, the destruction of universities, and so on.
To say this, does not mean that we shall have
a re-enactment of the 1930s. We have fascist
elements in power but not yet a fascist state.

To be sure, as in the 1930s, the current ten-
dency towards fascism, which is not just an
Indian phenomenon but a global one, arises
from the crisis afflicting capitalism. Such a
crisis brings with it a threat to the hegemony of
the corporate-financial oligarchy, which there-
fore looks for an additional prop to retain its
hegemony, one that can shift the popular dis-
course away from the flaws of the system to
the danger supposedly posed by the ‘other’,

Narendra Modi.

some hapless minority that can be made the
focus of anger. Corporate capital in such situa-
tions picks up some “supremacist” fringe group
(such groups spewing hatred against a minority
exist in most modern societies) and pushes it
centre stage through massive financial backing:
what the renowned Polish economist Michal
Kalecki had called a “partnership of big busi-
ness with fascist upstarts” comes into being.

This is what has happened in India too,
with the promise of neo-liberal capitalism
waning because of the prolonged stagnation
that the world economy has entered into after
2008; Modi has been instrumental in effecting
this “partnership” between big business and the
Hindutva crowd, whence his current political
importance.

There is, however, a basic difference
between the 1930s and now, which consists
in the fact that the corporate-financial oligar-
chy in the capitalist countries then was nation-
based and engaged in acute rivalry with similar
oligarchies of other nations; the apotheosis of
militarism which is necessarily associated with
fascism inevitably led to war in that situation.

War preparations

This had two implications: one was that
military spending in preparation for war,
financed mainly by government borrowing, got
the fascist countries quickly out of the Great
Depression and its associated mass unemploy-
ment (Japan was the first to recover, in 1931,
followed by Germany, in 1933). There was
even a brief interregnum, therefore, between
the recovery from the Depression and the dev-
astation unleashed by war when the fascist
governments actually became quite popular for
having overcome unemployment. The second
implication was that fascism also burned
itself in the process, through the war. The cost
extracted for this extinction was, no doubt, ter-
rible, but it did mean the extinction of fascism.

Today, by contrast, we do not find rival
corporate-financial oligarchies engaged in
intense rivalry. All of them are integrated into a
structure of globalised capital, which does not
want the world broken up into separate “eco-
nomic territories” through war; it would rather
have a world that remains open for capital,
especially financial, flows. This does not rule
out wars, but wars today are directed by lead-
ing powers against those states that either are
not under the hegemony of globalised finance
capital or are challenging it.

Likewise, since finance capital dislikes
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fiscal deficits, and since the writ of globalised
finance capital must run against any nation
state (otherwise it would quit that country’s
shores, causing an acute financial crisis),
increased government spending, even mili-
tary spending, cannot be financed by a fiscal
deficit. Nor can it be financed by taxes on cap-
italists, which finance capital would obviously
oppose.

But these are the only means of financ-
ing government expenditure that can lead to
an increase in employment (for government
spending financed by taxes on workers who
consume most of their incomes anyway does
not add to aggregate demand). Contemporary
fascism, therefore, is incapable of making any
difference to the state of unemployment under
neo-liberal capitalism. And being corporate-
financed, it cannot challenge neo-liberal capi-
talism either.

This means both that it cannot acquire
political legitimacy by improving the material
conditions of life of the working people, and
at the same time, it is not going to extinguish
itself through war as fascism in the earlier era
had done.

It cannot also do away altogether with the
institution of parliamentary elections because
of the precious legitimacy that such elections
provide to the hegemony of globalised finance.
(It is significant that the coups we are witness-
ing these days against progressive regimes in
Latin America that have dared to break away
from neo-liberal policies are parliamentary
coups, which are undertaken in the name of
preserving democracy, unlike the Central
Intelligence Agency-sponsored coups of an
earlier era, such as those that toppled Iran’s
Mossadegh or Guatemala’s Arbenz or Chile’s
Allende.)

Fascification of society

It is in this context that the following
denouement becomes a distinct possibility.
Notwithstanding unwarranted interference
with the electoral process, notwithstanding
the discourse shift away from issues of mate-
rial life to jingoistic nationalism which occa-
sional terrorist actions make possible (there is
a dialectic here between terrorism and the fas-
cist elements in state power, each, objectively,
serving to strengthen the other), the Modi gov-
ernment could lose the forthcoming parliamen-
tary election.

But the government that follows, if it does
not break away from the neo-liberal paradigm

The Modi years have wiltnessed not just an auvthoritarian imposition up
the state, which has also got exiremely centralised; they have wiiness
a selting up of one segment of society against another and the promof
of hatred, behind which the state acts directly in corporate interests.
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to provide succour to the peasantry and other
segments of the working people, will also lose
its popular support after some time, which will
once again enable the fascist elements to come
back to power in a subsequent election.

We may thus have oscillations with regard
to government formation, with the fascist ele-
ments never getting extinguished, but on the
contrary enforcing a gradual fascification of
the society and the polity through such oscilla-
tions. For instance, the way that the Congress
government that has succeeded the Bharatiya
Janata Party in Madhya Pradesh state is emu-
lating the latter in cashing in on the appeal of
Hindutva is a pointer to this phenomenon of a
gradual fascification of society through oscilla-
tions in government formation.

We could, in short, witness a fascification
of society over time, under pressure from the
fascist elements who continue to remain strong
whether or not they are actually in power. This
would be a case of fascification without a fas-
cist state actually being imposed on society in
the classical fashion of the 1930s, a case of
“permanent fascism”, unless the conjuncture
that gives rise to fascism is itself eliminated.

This conjuncture is one of neoliberal-
ism in crisis. To counter fascification effec-
tively in India, it is necessary to go beyond
the current regime of neo-liberal capitalism
that has reached a dead-end and has envel-
oped the world in a crisis, from which even
Donald Trump sees no way out for the United
States except by imposing trade protec-
tion (which amounts to a certain negation of
neo-liberalism).

A step towards such a transcendence of
the current neo-liberal capitalism would be the
formulation of a program of action that brings
about an immediate improvement in the mate-
rial conditions of life of the working people.

To say all this is not to underestimate
the importance of ensuring the defeat of the
Hindutva forces in the coming election and
the importance of unity among all the secular
forces to achieve this. But while that is a first
step, rolling back the fascification of our soci-
ety and polity would require a lot more than
that; it would require above all a programme
that provides relief to the people from the dep-
redations of neoliberal capitalism. Only if such
relief is provided (and appropriate measures
to sustain it are made to follow) can we suc-
ceed in overcoming the fascistic legacy of the
Modi years.
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Will Turkey
bomb next?

Conn Hallinan

When Turkish President Recep Tayyip
Erdogan told an economic meeting in the
city of Sivas on September 4 that Turkey
was considering building nuclear weapons,
he was responding to a broken promise.
When Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu accused the government of Iran
of lying about its nuclear program, he was
concealing one of the greatest subterfuges
in the history of nuclear weapons.

And the vast majority of Americans
haven’t a clue about either.

Early in the morning of September 22,
1979, a US satellite recorded a double flash
near the Prince Edward islands in the South
Atlantic. The satellite, a Vela 5B, carries a
device called a “bhangmeter” whose purpose
is to detect nuclear explosions. Sent into orbit
following the signing of the Partial Test Ban
Treaty in 1963, its job was to monitor any vio-
lations of the agreement. The Treaty banned
nuclear explosions in the atmosphere, under-
water, and in space.

Nuclear explosions have a unique foot-
print. When the weapon detonates, it sends
out an initial pulse of light, but as the fireball
expands, it cools down for a few milliseconds,
then spikes again.

“Nothing in nature produces such a
double-humped light flash,” says Victor
Gilinsky. “The spacing of the hump gives
an indication of the amount of energy, or
yield, released by the explosion.” Gilinsky
was a member of the US Nuclear Regulatory
Commission and a former Rand Corporation
physicist.

There was little question who had con-
ducted the test. The Prince Edward islands
were owned by South Africa, and US intel-
ligence knew the apartheid government was
conducting research into nuclear weapons, but
had yet to produce one. But Israel had nukes,
and both countries had close military ties. In
short, it was almost certainly an Israeli weapon,
though Israel denied it.

In the weeks that followed, clear evidence
for a nuclear test emerged from hydrophones
near Ascension Island and a jump in radio-
active iodine-131 in Australian sheep. Only
nuclear explosions produce iodine-131.

Nuclear lies

But the test came at a bad time for US
President Jimmy Carter, who was gearing up
his re-election campaign, a cornerstone of
which was a peace agreement between Israel
and Egypt.

If the Israelis were seen to have violated
the Partial Test Ban, as well as the 1977 Glenn
Amendment to the Arms Export Control Act,
the US would have been required to cut off all
arms sales to Israel and apply heavy sanctions.
Carter was nervous about what such a find-
ing would have on the election, since a major
part of Carter’s platform was arms control and
non-proliferation.

So Carter threw together a panel of experts
whose job was not to examine the incident but
to cover it up. The Ruina Panel cooked up a
tortured explanation involving mini-meteors
that the media accepted and, as a result, so did
the American public.

But nuclear physicists knew the panel
was blowing smoke and that the evidence was
unarguable. The device was set off on a barge
between Prince Edward Island and Marion
Island (the former should not be confused with
Canada’s Prince Edward Island) with a yield of
from 3 to 4 kilotons. A secret CIA panel con-
curred but put the yield at 1.5 to 2 kilotons.
For comparison, the Hiroshima bomb was 15
kilotons.

It was also clear why the Israelis took the
risk. Israel had a number of Hiroshima-style
fission bombs but was working on producing
a thermonuclear weapon — a hydrogen bomb.
Fission bombs are easy to use, but fusion
weapons are tricky and require a test. That the
Vela picked it up was pure chance, since the
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satellite had been retired. But its bhangmeters
were still working.

From Carter on, every US president has
covered up the Israeli violation of the 1963
Partial Test Ban Treaty, as well as the 1968
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). So
when Netanyahu says Iran is lying about its
nuclear program, much of the rest of the world,
including the US nuclear establishment, rolls
their eyes.

Broken promises

As for Turkish President Erdogan, he is
perfectly correct that the nuclear powers have
broken the promise they made back in 1968
when they signed the NPT. Article VI of that
agreement calls for an end to the nuclear arms
race and the abolition of nuclear weapons.
Indeed, in many ways Article VI is the heart of
the NPT. Non-nuclear armed countries signed
the agreement, only to find themselves locked
into a system of “nuclear apartheid,” where
they agreed not to acquire such weapons of
mass destruction, while China, Russia, Great
Britain, France, and the US get to keep theirs.

The “Big Five” here not only kept their
weapons; they are all in the process of upgrad-
ing and expanding them. The US is also shed-
ding other agreements, like the Anti-Ballistic
Missile Treaty and the Intermediate-Range
Nuclear Force Agreement. Washington is also
getting ready to abandon the START treaty that
limits the US and Russia to a set number of
warheads and long-range strategic launchers.

What is amazing is that only four other
countries have abandoned the NPT: Israel,
North Korea, Pakistan, and India (only the
latter three have been sanctioned by the US).
But that situation cannot hold forever, espe-
cially since part of Article VI calls for general
disarmament, a pledge that has been honoured
in the breach. The US currently has the largest
defence budget in its history and spends about
47 percent of what the entire rest of the world
spends on their militaries.

While the US doesn’t seem able to win
wars with that huge military — Afghanistan and
Iraq were disasters — it can inflict a stunning
amount of damage that few countries are will-
ing to absorb. Even when Washington doesn’t
resort to its military, its sanctions can decimate
a country’s economy and impoverish its citi-
zens. North Korea and Iran are cases in point.

If the US was willing to cover up the 1979
Israeli test, while sanctioning other countries
that acquire nuclear weapons, why would
anyone think that this is nothing more than
hypocrisy on the subject of proliferation? And
if the NPT is simply a device to ensure that
other countries cannot defend themselves from
other nations’ conventional and/or nuclear

forces, why would anyone sign on or stay in
the Treaty?

Turkish President Erdogan may be bluff-
ing. He loves bombast and effectively uses it
to keep his foes off balance. The threat may
be a strategy for getting the US to back off on
its support for Israel and Greece in their joint
efforts to develop energy sources in the eastern
Mediterranean Sea.

But Turkey also has security concerns. In
his speech, Erdogan pointed out: “There is
Israel just beside us. Do they have [nuclear
weapons]? They do.” He went on to say that if
Turkey did not response to Israeli “bullying,”
in the region, “We will face the prospect of
losing our strategic superiority in the region.”

Iran may be lying — although there is no
evidence that Tehran is making a serious run at
producing a nuclear weapon — but if they are,
they are in good company with the Americans
and the Israelis.

Sooner or later, someone is going to set off
one of those nukes. The likeliest candidates are
India and Pakistan, although use by the US and
China in the South China Sea is not out of the
question. Neither is a dustup between NATO
and Russia in the Baltic.

It is easy to blame the current resident of
the White House for world tensions, except that
the major nuclear powers have been ignoring
their commitments on nuclear weapons and
disarmament for over 50 years.

Returning to sanity

The path back to sanity is thorny but not
impossible:

One: re-join the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty, thus making Russia’s medium-range
missiles unnecessary, and reduce tension
between the US and China by withdrawing
ABM systems from Japan and South Korea.

Two: re-instate the Intermediate-Range
Nuclear Force Agreement and find a way to
bring China, India, and Pakistan into it. That
will require a general reduction of US military
forces in Asia coupled with an agreement with
China to back off on its claims over most of the
South China Sea. Tension between India and
Pakistan would be greatly reduced by simply
fulfilling the UN pledge to hold a referendum
in Kashmir. The latter would almost certainly
vote for independence.

Three: continue adherence to the START
Treaty but halt the modernisation of the Big
Five’s nuclear weapons arsenals and begin to
implement Article VI of the NPT in regard to
both nuclear and conventional forces.

Pie in the sky? Well, if we don’t make
these moves we might not be around for the
worst part of climate change.

People’s World &
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Reflections on a visit fo
Bolsonaro’s Brazi

Richard Titelius

PM to well past 9 PM. The reason
for this is there is no tram or light
rail in Vitoria. Most people are on
buses, while those who can afford to
drive their own cars. However, car or
bus, everyone moves very slowly in
peak hour traffic in Brazil so it can
be a great equaliser. I did see a tram
museum near the city’s most famous
landmark, the Convento da Penha, so
at one stage the city’s civic leaders
had the right idea.

While I found travel on the
buses to be reasonably safe, wait-
ing at a bus stop after dark in cer-
tain neighbourhoods could result in
a robbery or assault. My girlfriend
found this out when she was robbed
of her mobile phone late one night
after work.

Could Bolsonaro’s Brazil seem
that far away from an Australia
where the people had on May 18,
2019, elected Scott Morrison as
Prime Minister, a man who had
worked in various industrial organ-
isations, a devout Pentecostal
Christian who had married at 21, and ik IR B
joined the New South Wales Liberal
Party in 2000? Also, like Bolsonaro,
our Scott Morrison is not a leader
who believes in human-made climate
change and actively supports indus-
tries that contribute to a worsening of
this condition.

In October 2019, I landed in
the city of Vitoria, the capital of
Espiritu Santo province in the
central coastal region of Brazil on
a visit to see my girlfriend for four
weeks. We did not have a car and
spent most of our time travelling
in and around Espiritu Santo in
various city and regional buses.
This allowed me to view the daily
life of the people in the city of
Vitoria and the surrounding areas
at close hand. Espiritu Santo is
also one of the states of Brazil
with the highest number of Afro
Brazilian people — at 63.3 percent.
Until last year, most people out-
side of Brazil viewed the country
as an easy-going and progressive
society of tropical rhythms, palm-
lined beaches, and home to the
lungs of the earth in the Amazon
jungle.

On October 28, 2018, that pro-
gressive image of Brazil was shaken
with the election of an ultra-con-
servative President Jair Bolsonaro, a
former army captain. He had come
to power on the back of a campaign
which demonised the left as com-
munists and portraying himself as a
family man and supporter of family
values, the church, and the mili-
tary. Bolsonaro had also relied on
the spreading of Fake News about
political opponents and the left
through Whatsapp. When I arrived in
Brazil and travelled on public trans-
port, I saw how many people used
WhatsApp, and I realised how potent
this type of manipulation could be —
and how it has been used since in
right-wing coups or attempted coups
in Venezuela and Bolivia through
the creation of fake Twitter and

Billboard from Vitoria from a church, “God or God, Jesus has the answer, pray”.

but that the charges were politically
motivated.

As I waited at the airport to
board my plane back to Australia on
Friday 8 November, Lula was indeed
released from custody as a conse-
quence of a legal challenge mounted
by his lawyers, though he still has
charges pending — which do not
require him to be in custody. Upon
his release he began a comprehen-
sive tour of Brazil to meet with trade
unionists and political activists who
had campaigned for his release.

four-wheel drive vehicles which
said, “I voted for Bolsonaro.”

Either way, left or right, most
people don’t want to stand out, but
when I did gain the confidence of
Brazilian people, they were quite
forthright in the condemnation of
their current president, his policies,
and government.

Brazilian people were concerned
and at times, alarmed by what was
happening to their environment
which has manifested in two ways by
events which occurred while 1 was
there; the Amazon forest fires and the
large oil slick that occurred off the
northeast coast of Brazil.

While it may seem an admira-
ble riddle with a simple answer for
those of religious faith, for others it
contains a more sinister proposition,
believe in God, keep praying, and
don’t question the close connection
between state and religion.

Culturally, Brazil is also famous
for its passionate and intense tel-
evision soap operas (“telenovelas™)
which are shown all over Latin
America and the Caribbean — includ-
ing Cuba. I noticed in telenovelas
that the usual big differences in
classes were a staple in these shows.
Here, these differences were por-
trayed as an immutable and natural

Churches, religion
and State

One of the first things I noticed
about Vitoria and surrounding cities
in Espiritu Santo was not only how
many churches there were but how
affluent these churches appeared.
The private schools and universi-
ties are usually associated with the
conservative and often right-wing

Anti Imperialist

WhatsApp accounts.

Utilising public transport in
Espiritu Santo I also saw how peak
hour traffic stretches out longer than
it does in my home city of Perth,
Western Australia, even though Perth
has slightly more people than the
metropolis of Greater Vitoria which
includes Vila Velha and Jardim
Camburi. In Perth, peak hour traf-
fic usually winds down after 7 PM
whereas in Vitoria it can go from 4

(but not always), evangelical and
Pentecostal type churches. Amongst
the ways the churches demonstrated
their wealth and power was through
advertisements placed on billboards.
One billboard campaign in
Espiritu Santo which was promi-
nent above all others had a message
which expressed the proposition,
“Deus o Deus. Jesus tem a reposta,
ore...” (God or God. Jesus has the
answer, pray...).

way of life.

There is social and politi-
cal resistance in Brazil, but it was
not overtly present in daily life.
I found it odd for instance that
on the occasions I wore a Che
Guevara t-shirt in Brazil people
would commend me for wearing
the garment but nowhere did I see
other Brazilians wear Che Guevara
t-shirts. Conversely, I think I saw
two bumper stickers on large US

At the time of writing this
report it had reached the beaches of
Espiritu Santo itself. It is not exactly
known how the oil slick started, but
Bolsonaro was quick to blame the
Venezuelan government and even
Greenpeace — much to the disbelief
of ordinary Brazilians I spoke to. The
Venezuelan government had mean-
while issued a very detailed denial of
the accusations by Bolsonaro.

Bolsonaro had earlier also made
similar absurd claims about the

Forum - Havana,
Cuba

After T left Brazil I attended the
Anti-Imperialist Forum of Solidarity
for Democracy and against Neo-
Liberalism from November (1-3),
2019, in Havana, Cuba. I was one
of three Australian delegates and
attended with 1,332 delegates from
85 other countries representing 789
organisations.

Representatives from each
country recounted the struggles

o dcd 4 2 causes of the Amazonian forest fires. ~ which they confronted with impe-

L SRt A T A . Consistent with the Brazilian peo- rialism, including from Cuba itself

=Tk & I i ples’ concern for the environment with that country’s struggle with
T sl s they were also committed to sustain-  the 60-year financial and economic

il = = able, community-based waste man- blockade by the US. They came

agement where all waste is sorted
and processed rather than ending up
in a landfill.

At the apartment complex where
I was staying people brought their

from US, Venezuela, Bolivia, Chile,
Spain, England, Philippines, Mali,
Burkina Faso, Palestine, China, and
Brazil. The Brazilian delegate, from
the Workers’ Party, described the

% L 5 ! g ke daily waste (wrapped in plastic bags)  struggle to free Lula who had been
\ = to a central shed where there were politically criminalised by the right-
B paid staff who would open the bags wing governments of Temer and
,' and sort the waste into the various  Bolsonaro.
: R categories for recycling or disposal. As 1 left Latin America I pon-
oy ; However, I noticed at shopping dered the experiences which I had
] - g centres there was still an overreli- been exposed to in Brazil and Cuba
= 3 “lad=n ance on plastic wrapping and shop- and was left with the overall impres-
wer = [ o ping bags — above what we would sion the people who make up the 99
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On the streets of Vitoria, two young Brazilians wanted a p

hoto of me (right) with our party flag.

use here in Australia.

Lula Livre!

In 2014 an investigation com-
menced in Brazil called Operation
Car Wash (Lava Jato) into corruption
at the country’s state-owned petro-
leum company Petrobras. In April
2018, the former popular left-wing
President Lula Da Silva, maintained
his innocence and a national and
international campaign was mounted
to prove not only that he was framed

percent of working-class know and
believe a better world is possible and
are prepared to fight to achieve that
outcome.

My experiences in Latin America
showed that this is best achieved
through the unity and solidarity of
the working class and through a sus-
tainable system of socialism where
the workers own and manage the
means of production and look after
the environment which sustains
them. &
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New Communist beginnings

in New Zealand

the NCPA

Franc Stregone

On November 21-22, the New Communist
Party of Aotearoa (NCPA) held its inau-
gural congress. The congress marked the
end of the 25-year absence of Marxism-
Leninism in New Zealand. Held in
Wellington, the congress had repre-
sentatives from the Communist Party of
Australia (CPA), the Embassy of Cuba, and
the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences
(CASS) in attendance. David Matters,
Assistant General Secretary of the CPA,
led the CPA delegation.

The first day of Congress was marked
with speeches, reports, and the election of
the Central Committee and its office-bearing
positions. Opening the Congress, Katjoesja
Buissink, Chair of the Central Committee,
remarking on the absence of New Zealand
Socialism, noted that the birth of the NCPA
did not come “from the void, but as a result of
the workers’ struggle both internationally and
at home in New Zealand.” Continuing on this
topic, Buissink stressed the importance of party
unity by highlighting that the NCPA can “learn
from both the successes and the ultimate failure
of the 20th century New Zealand communist
movement. It suffered from unfortunate splits
that divided the movement and harmed its
ability to form links with the masses. For this
reason we take a position of Marxist-Leninist
unity. [...] We welcome all Marxist-Leninists
into the New Communist Party and seek to
resolve all differences through internal, com-
radely debate. Small differences, particularly
those centring on international issues, should
not create splits, and we must always prioritise
unity in the domestic situation.”

Regarding domestic issues, the CC NCPA,
in its work report, presented by Secretary of
the Central Committee Jamie Morgan, stressed
the importance of the Party’s presence in the
union movement stating, “Based on a Party-
wide effort guided by Marxism-Leninism, we
set on a course of strengthening unions where
they do exist, and creating new, class-oriented
unions where they do not. The scale on which
this is done will naturally expand as the Party
does.” In his report, Morgan stated that the
NCPA, with its commitment to strengthen-
ing pre-existing unions, has met with several
union leaders, working closely with them to
build union density in the various workplaces.
In creating “new, class-orientated unions,”
the NCPA has established their One Class,
Two Unions strategy, referring to labour and
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tenant’s unions, which has seen the develop-
ment of a new hospitality workers” union (The
Hospo Workers’ Union) and a tenants’ union
(Aotearoa Community Union). Morgan high-
lighted the difference in character between
this tenants’ union and those in other coun-
tries such as the US and UK stating the “sig-
nificant difference [in New Zealand]” was that
“to a large extent there are not the mega-land-
lords that exist in the USA or the UK, but a
significant number of petty landlords.” Thus,
the Aotearoa Community Union (ACU) will
be “a mass organisation of working commu-
nities” and will “focus on broader issues such
as public works, amenities and community
life. Therefore, the ACU eventually “should
have the ability to develop into essentially [a]
proto-Soviet power channelled into the form
and name of a union. As it grows, Community
Union branches will increasingly function as
democratic and popular organs.” Morgan noted
the new grounds the NCPA was venturing on
stating that this work was “not normally a key
point of Marxist-Leninist practice” and that
“what revolutionary housing unionism looks
like has largely been independently synthesised
by New Communist Party cadre.”

Matters delivered greetings and a speech
on behalf of the CPA. He also spoke on the
Union movement and assessed the situation
in Australia stating, “In Australia there is a

massive disconnect from the political proc-
ess. Rightist elements are trying to adapt this
social sentiment to create racist and other cul-
tural divides. Anti-Communism is being fanned
along with draconian attacks on the Union
Movement. The extreme right raises the slogan
of ending the two-party system, not as we do
on the basis of extending democracy, but as an
end to bourgeois democracy and in support of
further restrictions on democratic rights. [...]
In these circumstances building our party is of
extreme importance. The founding of a new
Party in Aotearoa fills us with optimism, and
we look forward to standing shoulder to shoul-
der with you against our Imperialists and their
lackeys.”

The elections were also held on the first
day of the Congress which saw Jamie Morgan
become Secretary of the Central Committee,
Samuel Buitrago Deputy Secretary, and
Katjoesja Buissink reelected to Chair of the
Central Committee. In the afternoon, NCPA
delegates and the CPA delegation visited the
new Cuban Ambassador of New Zealand,
Edgardo Valdés Lopez, who had arrived in
the country just a few days before. The dis-
cussions were productive and insightful and
marked the continuation of the fruitful rela-
tionship between the NCPA and Cuban Party
and State. Earlier in the month Morgan, as
Deputy Secretary, had visited Havana for an

anti-imperialist solidarity conference and met
with leaders of the Communist Party of Cuba
and its Young Communist League.

The second day of the congress opened
with a report on the current events happen-
ing in Latin America. Buitrago reported on
the situation countries like Venezuela, Bolivia,
and Chile were currently facing and placed
it within a larger political context. After the
report, Buitrago opened the floor to discussion
where comrades expressed their concerns and
opinions on the matters affecting the region.
Following the report, the congress discussed
and debated the contents of the constitution and
party program. Delibrations were productive
and comradely, open to all party delegates. In
the evening, a dinner was held, which the CPA
delegation attended. It was a lovely event to
conclude the congress.

Overall, the congress was a well-organ-
ised, well-attended, event. The comrades in
Aotearoa are young but don’t let their age fool
you — they’re committed Marxist-Leninists
with an incredible grasp of party and political
organising. What they have done, in the little
time they have been together, is extraordinary.
The NCPA, from my discussions with various
members, is focused and committed. Moving
forward, I believe the NCPA will be a true van-
guard party, one that will represent the proletar-
iat in the most principled way imaginable. &
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Struggle story

Before colonisation, the many Indigenous
nations of the Australian continent lived
self-sufficient lives by their own means.
These ways of life were violently and per-
manently obliterated by the British colonial
settlers, and today the remaining remote
Indigenous communities are so called
because the “less remote” and more desir-
able areas, arable land, now with urban
centres, were all stolen by the colonists and
their bullets and bayonets.

The Indigenous communities have

been denied an independent life, and even
been accused of not having assimilated into
European Australian capitalist society.

In 1949, the longest strike in Australian
history was organised by Indigenous mine
workers in the Pilbara. The workers, who had
been treated as virtual slaves by the mining
magnates with government approval, were
aided in their efforts by white activist and
Communist Party of Australia member Don
McLeod. Comrade McLeod’s leading role is
usually pointed out by mainstream retelling
of the events, although his Communist alle-
giance is often omitted.

Although the workers were unsuccess-
ful in their original struggle against those
exploiters, many banded together and suc-
cessfully founded independent mining opera-
tions on unoccupied land, and for a short time
achieved genuine economic independence.
This was, however, crushed by the capital-
ists and their state, which assigned the land
to white capitalists and expelled the rightful
inhabitants.

This story of a hard-fought struggle by
Indigenous workers for an independent live-
lihood, brutally crushed by the capitalist
state, should be a lesson for today. Would Mr

Abbott have been any kinder in dealing with
a similar action?

The bourgeois state’s treatment of the
Indigenous people should serve as a wake up
call to all the Australian working class. If they
could get away with treating the rest of the
working class the way they treat Indigenous
people, the capitalists surely would. And they
are currently trying their hardest to push, little
by little, our society in that direction.

Seamus Carey
Perth

Out of sight

There are about 300 million people
worldwide who are affected by diabetes.
Australia has its share of those who need
treatment for either diabetes or its com-
plications. Diabetic macula edema (DME)
is treated with eye injections. Another eye
condition, called wet age-related macular
degeneration (wet AMD) also requires
regular eye injections.

These injections deliver sight-saving
treatment which allows people with these

Guardian

conditions lead productive lives. Most people
receiving this treatment are elderly and many
struggle to afford out-of-pocket costs associ-
ated with the treatment — which is in many
cases ongoing and indefinite.

It’s no secret that there are very few public
services people can turn to for an eye injec-
tion if they can’t afford a private treatment.
Medicare provides a rebate for about 5,700
services, which are listed on the Medicare
Benefits Schedule (MBS). The government set
up a MBS Review Taskforce with the purpose
of reviewing each item on the MBS.

The Taskforce has almost finished review-
ing the ophthalmology items and as part of its
draft report has recommended the rebate pro-
vided to patients for an eye injection to be cut
from $259.75 to just $80.85.

This is almost a 70 percent cut to the
rebate. If this recommendation goes ahead,
there is a very real danger of some patients
not being able to cope with the costs and thus
go blind as a result.

What the government should really be
doing is to provide more sight-saving public
services for all who need them.

Mati English
Sydney

Film Review

The Irishman

Ed Rampell

In conjunction with the American
Film Institute’s annual film festi-
val, the portentous screening of
The Irishman at the world’s most
famous movie palace, Hollywood
Boulevard’s capacious TCL
Chinese Theatre, was preceded
by an in-person interview with
one of the world’s greatest living
directors, Martin Scorsese. Clips
from his half-century oeuvre were
screened, reminding us of the
cinematic realms Scorsese has
unspooled. His personal appear-
ance was punctuated by sincere,
enthusiastic applause.

Interestingly, if I heard correctly,
the loudest clapping came when
Scorsese was lauded as a foremost
film preservation advocate — but then
again, what would you expect from
a film festival audience packed with
fervent cineastes like moi?

Scorsese’s latest is a sweep-
ing, endless epic reminiscent of
some of Bernardo Bertolucci’s his-
torical films. Among other things,
Scorsese, who is in his mid-seven-
ties now, has created a rumination on
aging. At three and a half hours long,
you’ll feel as if you’ve aged consid-
erably sitting through this sprawl-
ing saga. In The Irishman, Scorsese
has returned to the organised crime
genre he paid homage to in 1990°s
Goodfellas, 1995’s Casino, and 1
guess his early 1973 Little Italy-set
feature, Mean Streets.

In doing so, Scorsese has reu-
nited with some of his “stock”
players over the decades, includ-
ing Robert De Niro, Joe Pesci and
Harvey Keitel (in a small role). For
the first time ever, Scorsese has cast
Godfather co-star Al Pacino in a
movie and the great New Zealander
actress Anna Paquin, who won
an Oscar as a child for 1993’s The
Piano (opposite Keitel).

Scorsese’s [rishman looks at
American history through the lens
of the mob and the Teamsters union,
which has allegedly been mobbed-
up. In addition to class struggle, the
epic follows the course of events
in the USA from the late 1940s or
1950s for around 30 years or so,
and we get a Mafioso-eye view of
the Cuban Missile Crisis, the JFK

administration, including Attorney
General Bobby Kennedy’s war on
organised crime followed by his
brother’s assassination, and more.
It’s a period piece, complete with
references to Jerry Vale (Steve Van
Zandt is cleverly cast as the crooner)
and “insult comic” Don Rickles (Jim
Norton).

In a bravura performance,
Pacino plays Teamster president
Jimmy Hoffa (previously portrayed
by Sylvester Stallone and Jack
Nicholson), who could be called
the “Godfather of working-class
heroes.” The Irishman seems to sug-
gest that the Mafia and Teamsters
were somehow involved in these
major historic events, with De Niro
as the title character who rises from
racketeer to union local president, at
the centre of it all. His Frank Sheeran
is under the tutelage of Pesci as mob
boss Russell Bufalino, who unlike
the memorable manic mobster he
portrayed in Goodfellas, tries to run
things more by brains than brawn
here.

There is a competition between
Bufalino and Hoffa, whom Pacino
cannily plays as a hubristic Icarus-
like figure who flew too close to the
sun, courting disaster from RFK’s
Justice Department to the mob.
Bufalino and Hoffa compete for
Frank’s loyalty and strangely for
the affection of his daughter Peggy,
played as a little girl by Lucy Gallina
and as a young woman by Paquin.
Throughout the years Peggy always
prefers Hoffa to Bufalino, which
may play a role in The Irishman’s
denouement.

I enjoyed this epic three-quar-
ter of the way through, but I could
have lived without the final hour or
so, which basically deals with grow-
ing old. To be fair, it is very truth-
ful, if not dramatic or eventful. Will
Frank fall off his walker? And so
on. I suppose this is what happens
when you’re a superstar and pre-
sumably get final cut. After sitting
through four hours you might feel as
if you’ve just endured “mean seats.”
But the first 75 percent of the maes-
tro’s The Irishman is well worth the
effort for lovers of near-great (if
way too overblown and long) movie
making.

People’s World &
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Film Review

American

Chauncey K Robinson

Freddie Gray, Sam Dubose, Oscar Grant,
Alton Sterling, Tamir Rice, Michael Brown,
and Atatiana Jefferson are just a fraction
of the names of Black people shot and
killed by police in the United States in
recent years.

A 2019 study in the Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences has found that
1 in 1,000 Black males can expect to die at the
hands of law enforcement. The tragedies sur-
rounding the aforementioned names and the
bleak facts of that study can create frustration
over the fact that the present, much like the
past, is still riddled with racial discrimination
and anti-Black violence.

The Netflix original movie American Son
places this frustration on screen, attempting
to lay bare the emotions and sentiments from
various sides on the issue of police brutality
against the Black community. The film presents
no clear answers, never lets up on the inten-
sity, and provides no true comfort. It is not a
movie for casual viewing, but aims to make
you uncomfortable and affected.

Directed by Kenny Leon and written by
Christopher Demos-Brown, American Son is
based on the Broadway play of the same name,
also written by Demos-Brown. The small
cast features Kerry Washington (Scandal),
Steven Pasquale (Rescue Me), Jeremy Jordan
(Supergirl) and Eugene Lee (NYPD Blue).
Washington and Pasquale lead the cast as
estranged parents waiting at a Florida police
station to find out what has happened to their
teenaged son Jamal, who happens to be Black

and has not returned home after a night out.
The 90-minute film takes viewers on a roll-
ercoaster ride of emotions that leads to the
answer of what happened to Jamal. It’s not
a pretty journey, but the acting and fast pace
will compel one forward to see it through to
the end, even if the answer you seek is the one
you dread.

The performance by the cast is a driving
force of what makes the movie engrossing.
Washington shines bright as the Black mother
in turmoil, all too familiar with the sense of
foreboding that neither she nor her son is truly
safe in the so-called land of the free. Viewers
spend the most time with Washington’s char-
acter Kendra, receiving a heart breaking and,
for some, very relatable portrayal of anxiety
and anger. Kendra is symbolic of the Black
mother we see all too often on the news who
gathers strength to speak to the tragedy of her
child’s demise at the hands of those sworn to
protect. Kendra is who that mother is before
the demise, holding onto some hope that her
son has not become another statistic. The pow-
erful portrayal will draw the viewer in to have
hope for Kendra despite the odds.

Pasquale plays Kendra’s estranged white
husband Scott, who also happens to work for
the FBI. This introduces a variety of interper-
sonal dynamics and angles that play out during
the film. Scott has to deal with his own per-
sonal biases as someone who works in law
enforcement while being confronted with his
son’s growing sense of racial alienation. Scott
loves his son and wants to see him safe, but
he’s shown not to be able to fully grasp the
justified fear and anxiety that Kendra has for
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their son’s wellbeing. Kendra understands the
systemic anti-Black violence that hangs like
an axe over the heads of Black bodies in the
United States; Scott believes it’s just a matter
of following the rules and not getting mixed up
with the “wrong crowd.”

Pasquale does a fine job creating sympa-
thy for a character that has the potential to be
outright disliked. He exists in a grey area, as
all of the characters do. No character is pre-
sented as completely good or completely bad.
Caricatures and stereotypes often associated
with racism are left out here, as the viewer is
forced to hear out various angles regarding
police brutality. For better or worse, you will
be made to see not only the viewpoint of the
Black mother, but that of the white cops, and
the Black cop.

Although what currently dominates the
mainstream media is the latest controversy sur-
rounding President Donald Trump, American
Son is a thoroughly relevant piece of cinema.
The police murder of Atatiana Jefferson in
October of this year in her own home is evi-
dence of this. As reports have repeatedly
revealed, police killings affect people of colour
at an exponentially higher rate than their white
counterparts. Black men ages 15 to 34 are
between nine and sixteen times more likely to
be killed by police than any other group. The
American dream that should include equality
under the law is still an elusive one to Black
Americans.

We never see Jamal’s face in the film, and
this is an effective choice, because it forces
the viewer to understand that Jamal is sym-
bolic of the statistics we read about, the names

associated with tragedy, and the Black boys
and girls with hopes and dreams of prosper-
ity who may never live to realise them. Jamal
could be your neighbour, your co-worker, your
student, your son. Jamal is someone’s son.

All of the action takes place in one room,
yet fancy sets and multiple scene changes
aren’t needed, as powerful performances and
fast pacing will keep viewers invested in what
happens in that room where Kendra awaits to
learn the fate of her son.

One shortcoming of the film could be seen
as the loaded dialogue. Characters will at times
give elaborate speeches and replies that may
not come off as natural. As mentioned before,
each character is not only an individual but
serves a symbolic role on the issue of police
brutality. Because of this, talking points on race
and politics sound closer to academic debates
rather than casual conversation. American Son
is attempting to convey a lot in just an hour and
a half, so characters get right to the point of
what side they represent. Subtle this film is not.

The overall messaging of American Son
appears to be that nothing is completely cut
and dry, and that there are sides and feelings
involved from every angle. This may not be
enough for some viewers who want a better
answer beyond looking at the issue from all
sides, and who grow tired of the repeated news
stories of Black people dying at the hands of
police. It’s powerful storytelling that will make
you feel particularly angry, but may leave you
frustrated, as it gives no pointers on where to
direct that anger next.
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A quick facts check

Bob Treasure

On October 25, US Vice President Pence
issued forth with a landmark lash-out at
China’s “human rights abuses”, citing
religious repression, torturous treat-
ment of Uighurs, the isolation of Taiwan
and violence in Hong Kong as instances
of Communist oppression. Pence was at
pains to point out that such abuse does
not happen in the USA, because it is a
“democracy”.

His speech “opened the floodgates™ for
a classic “human rights” onslaught upon the
Peoples Republic of China, regardless of the
fact that most of these so-called “abuses” have
been ongoing for the last several years. Now,
suddenly, it is a matter of urgency to “call
China to account”.

Keen to demonstrate Australia’s junior
partnership in the “democracy” camp,
Ministers for Home Affairs Dutton and Foreign
Affairs Marise Payne echoed the puppet-mas-
ter’s narrative, attacking China’s record and
warning darkly, “China must be held account-
able for its human rights abuses”.

For its part, the response from the Peoples
Republic of China’s spokespeople, despite
being labelled by our local media as “angry”
and “scolding”, was remarkably calm. There
was no threat to the trading relationships — as
there probably could have been, or will be —
merely a suggestion to “look at the facts” and
possibly examine our own affairs. A hint, in
fact, that people in glass houses shouldn’t
throw stones.

The Big Glass House

So let’s compare the Human Rights record
by looking at a few basic facts, starting with
the most basic of all, life itself. In 1949, when
the Communists took power in a chaotic, pros-
trate and poverty stricken China, the average
life expectancy was 35 years. By 1980 it had

N

risen to 65 years and now, in 2019, it is 77,
an improvement of 42 years overall. No doubt
this has something to do with the fact that the
Peoples Republic had managed to lift some 800
million people out of abject poverty over this
time (UN figures).

The USA over the same period went from
67 to 79 years, an improvement of some 12
years, not all that impressive when one con-
siders its wealth, its massive health industry
and the number of large pharmaceutical mul-
tinationals based in the country, and especially
when one considers a nation like Australia
could achieve an average life expectancy of
82, although Indigenous Australians still lag
10 years behind, at a rate of 72 years.

On the issue of freedom, a much touted
benefit of democracies, the US fares much
worse. Most of the world knows it is the worst
incarcerator on the planet, with an imprison-
ment rate of 655 per 100,000 people (over 2
million people overall). Australia’s rate is 169
(although Indigenous people, being 2 percent
of the total population, are 28 percent of pris-
oners) but China’s rate is significantly lower
at 118.

With so much law enforcement one would
expect the personal safety of American citi-
zens might be enhanced. Not so. On a measure
of the Global Peace Index for personal safety,
New Zealand ranked 2nd, Australia 14th,
China 102nd, and the USA 128th — this ranking
has fallen each year since 2016, when Trump
took office. Several innocent Australians have
felt the impact of low level personal security
in the US over those years and have paid with
their lives.

Yet “freedom” surely means greater power,
more dissent, more opportunity to fix things
and make oneself happier. Well, not if sui-
cide rates are any indication. Australians are
rightly concerned at the moment at our exces-
sive suicide rate, which stands at 41st in the
world, though we are in a better position than

the USA, which has the 27th highest suicide
rate on Earth. China stands 69th, significantly
below both.

The massive kerfuffle over “foreign inter-
ference” in its own “democratic process”, the
2016 presidential election, is one of the bitter
ironies of Glasshouse USA. Surely this impe-
rialist state is the greatest purveyor of inter-
national dirty tricks on Earth! It was this
holier-than-thou nation that contrived the tor-
ture prison at Guantanamo Bay (still going!)
and Contra-Gate, where the Reagan adminis-
tration presided over cocaine sales to its own
citizens in order to fund anti-Sandinista rebels
in Nicaragua!

In sum total, counting only wars where
distinct battles have taken place, the USA has
been engaged in 24 major conflicts since 1949,
amounting to many millions of deaths, China
has been in 6. As the self-proclaimed global
cop, US aggression has spanned the globe,
from Korea to Congo to Vietnam to Iraq and
Afghanistan. Most of these wars were unde-
clared (who can forget the secret bombing of
Cambodia “into the Stone Age™!) and illegal in
the eyes of the UN.

By contrast, all of China’s wars have
involved neighbouring states (Korea, Tibet,
India, Vietnam) and were usually over border
and sovereignty issues — the PRC has never
threatened any state beyond that vicinity, any-
where else on the globe. As far as Australia is
concerned, no aggressive word or intent has
ever been uttered, despite the Trump/Pence
administration having a global/satellite spy
centre at Pine Gap and a military base in the
Northern Territory.

Additionally, however, the US has another
800 major military bases in 70 countries across
the globe, the PRC has two tiny bases: one in
Djibouti and one in Tajikistan.

Currently a bunch of hawkish right-wingers
led by Andrew Hastie, egged on by ASIO and
American-informed and armament-sponsored

Guardian

“Think Tanks” like the Australian Strategic
Policy Institute (ASPI) as well as the hysteri-
cal copycat media, are all ramping up hostil-
ity towards “expansionist” China so that any
peaceful relationship is made impossible and
we can again start considering another war at
the behest of the United States.

Hysterics

In all this hysteria, it is worth remembering
that in 1967, when the British — undemocrat-
ically — ruled Hong Kong, 51 “rioters” were
killed in demonstrations against the adminis-
tration. After 6 months of constant demonstra-
tions, provocations, vandalism of public places,
Molotov cocktails, intentional blockades to
undermine the economy, and now bricks and
arrows directed at police, there has been a total
of one death (and that was an accident!) in the
ongoing riots, yes, “riots” that have divided
Hong Kong.

Let’s be honest about this: the Hong Kong
authorities have bent over backwards to deal
with protest actions in as peaceable manner as
possible because they know that any deaths
would only intensify the anti-communist cru-
sade of numerous small groups of fanatics
seeking to lead it.

During the same period, between March
and the end of October, 441 people have died
in mass shootings in the US and 1,466 have
been wounded, making a total of 1,907 victims,
and nothing changes.

Can we please have some perspective in
our reportage of events, so all anti-communists
are not painted on a fluffy white Democracy
Cloud and can do no wrong, while pro-
China people are painted as godless, murder-
ous agents of the Chinese Communist Party?
Surely, by now, we have grown aware of the
hysteria and lies generated by mouthpieces of
the global “military-industrial complex”, and
will not fall for it again. Or will we? &
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