Rally for Palestine/Boorloo, Sunday 27 October.

William Briggs

The United Nations Relief and
Works Agency for Palestine Refugees
(UNRWA) has long been the target
of Israeli aggression. Now a massive
vote in the Knesset, the Israeli parlia-
ment, has made the aggression offi-
cial. The Knesset has passed a bill that
declares UNRWA a terrorist organi-
sation, banned from operating inside
Israeli territory. It has deliberately
and successfully brought civil and
military structures into one genocidal
machine. There is now just an Israeli
military state.

The bill to ban UNRWA from conduct-
ing “any activity” or providing any service
inside Israel passed by a majority of 92-10.
A second bill, declaring UNRWA a “terrorist
organisation” passed 87-9. Only one Jewish
member of the Knesset voted against this
appalling bill. Not surprisingly that vote
came from an Israeli communist. The Party
has two members in the Knesset; one Jewish
and one Arab Israeli.
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Israel’s war on aid

HISTORY OF AGGRESSION

The vote sends a chilling message to the
Palestinian people, to the Israelis who oppose
the genocide and to the world. The rulers of
Israel do not care a fig for public sentiment.
They can and do act with total impunity.

The attacks against UNRWA go to the
very heart of Israel’s decades-long aggres-
sion and hostility towards the Palestinian
people. The UN relief agency came into being
when the first Palestinian refugees came
into being. The state of Israel was declared
in 1948. It resulted in the expulsion of 80
per cent of the Palestinian population, or
750,000 men, women, and children. The
Nakba or ‘catastrophe’ quickly led the
United Nations to create UNRWA in 1949.
Its role then, as now, was to administer to
Palestinian refugees.

The Nakba was an exercise in wholesale
ethnic cleansing. The Israeli newspaper,
Haaretz, recently said that “grave suspicions
have arisen that Israel is effectively perpe-
trating ethnic cleansing in northern Gaza,”
and that the military is actively engaged in
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an operation to “permanently empty this
area of Palestinians.” After more than 70
years, the story has not changed.

Israel’s war on the Palestinian people
has been brutal. The last weeks have seen
the level of brutality increase. The assault
in northern Gaza has outstripped all that
has gone before it. Northern Gaza has been
sealed off from aid, from medical support,
from food and water. Those that can move
south do so. Those who cannot are dying in
increasing numbers.

While this goes on, Israel has turned its
fire on UNRWA, often literally.

Commissioner-General of UNRWA,
Philippe Lazzarini, called the vote to ban the
agency a “dangerous precedent.” Outlawing
the relief agency violates the principles of the
UN charter and Israel’s obligations under
international law.

UNRWA only exists to take care of Pal-
estinian refugees. The state that created the
problem is denouncing the primary relief
organisation. If Israel really wanted to get
rid of UNRWA, then it could stop the oppres-
sion, work towards a just settlement, and

promote a state for Palestinians. Then there
would be no need for UNRWA and no work
for it to do. Instead, there is greater misery
and greater bloodshed.

Since October 2023, 237 UNRWA work-
ers have been killed. Two hundred buildings
used by the agency have been destroyed or
damaged. That’s two thirds of all UNRWA
infrastructure in Gaza. Thousands of Pales-
tinians have sought refuge in these build-
ings, many of which had once been schools.
560 Palestinians who sheltered in UNRWA
facilities have also died.

The assault on this relief agency has
spread beyond the border of Gaza. UNRWA'’s
office in the West Bank refugee camp of
Nur Shams, was bulldozed by Israeli forces.
Lazzarini issued a statement saying that the
office had been severely damaged and was
no longer usable.

Continued on page 2
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Not restrained by
conscience

Heard about Optus? Our second-biggest phone
company after Telstra is in the Federal Court
charged with ‘unconscionable conduct’ selling
phone plans and products that people didn’t need,
didn’t want, and often couldn’t afford, then using
debt collectors to go people for the cost of purchases
they shouldn’t have made in the first place. A lot of
the customers were vulnerable people; Indigenous
Australians living remotely, people with limited
English or knowledge of Australian law, people
with disabilities which made them vulnerable to
misselling.

It’s only last year Telstra was found to have
ripped off hundreds of Indigenous customers, con-
ning them into buying things they couldn’t afford
and didn’t need. The ACCC talked about “misleading
sales practices to vulnerable communities” then too.

This isn’t how privatisation is marketed to the
public. Dividing an essential utility like phone serv-
ices up between different companies is meant to
give consumers good choices, and make life cheaper
for everyone, while giving government a cash bonus
for selling off electricity, water, or telecommunica-
tions. Choice is good, isn’t it?

That’s the myth of privatisation. The reality is
that capitalists don’t want competition that helps
consumers. They want to maximise profit, the first
priority for any business under capitalism. That’s
why it feels like you need a science degree to under-
stand the information on the side of cereal boxes,
or to compare different phone or power plans.

As for the benefit of selling assets, the govern-
ment gets that exactly once. Once the asset built
from the taxes of working people when the phone
lines were laid or the power lines were built is sold,
that’s it. Sell once, then pay forever.

Once privatised, companies don’t play fair, be-
cause they’re in it to win it, not to make people’s
lives better. If they can make a few million by
tricking people into phone plans they don’t need,
they’ll do that.

Another reality of privatisation is that it shields
bourgeois politicians from responsibility or blame.
They get to play the good guys, on the working peo-
ple’s side against the evil corporation. The fact that
the politicians are the ones who let the corporation
run something that working people used to own is
somehow left to one side. If the privatised asset is
doing okay, people are happy. If there’s a problem,
the politicians get to attack it on the working peo-
ples’ behalf, maybe threaten it with fines or loss
of contract, but never change the corrupt set-up
that allowed the abuse to happen in the first place.

This is usually the point at which concerned
liberal commentators tick the company off. One
Nine papers’ business columnist has said “big
brands must clean up their acts,” and talked about
“optics,” in other words how it looks. Telstra was
ordered to pay $50 million in penalties after its
unconscionable conduct. That didn’t do the trick.
Maybe regulations need to be tightened up. Perhaps
the regulator needs more resources.

The problem is too deep to be fixed by fines big
companies can easily afford, or damage to the
‘brand’ that will eventually be forgotten. The prob-
lem is privatisation in the first place. The problem
is capitalism.

Unions get massive fines and administration if
they obstruct capital. Companies like Telstra or
Optus get fines, and the chance to do it again later.
That’s what’s unconscionable.
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MUA, unions stand

with traditional
owners

Gomeroi traditional owners and union mem-
bers including members from the New South
Wales Nurses and Midwives Association, New
South Wales Teachers Federation, Maritime
Union of Australia, and Lock The Gate Alli-
ance, united to speak with members of the
NSW government about the importance and
cultural significance of the Pilliga Forest to
the Gomeroi, as well as raise their concerns
around the climate and health impacts from
CSG mining associated with the proposed
expansion of the Narrabri gas project and
the part the state plays in the Native Title
redetermination.

Michelle Cutmoore from the New South Wales
Nurses and Midwives Association & Gomeroi woman
says “I'm against the destruction of Gomeroi lands &
Cultural sites, it will block reclamation of culture and
be detrimental to the health and wellbeing of Mob.”

Proud Gomeroi woman Karra Kinchella says “I've
been lobbying at NSW Parliament to speak to politicians
about the Narrabri Gas project & pipelines. Joining
with unions to gather support and show there is no

social license for the Narrabri Gas Project ... the gov-
ernment needs to back their promise from the election
around climate and a just transition to renewables.”

Peggy Smith from the New South Wales Nurses
and Midwives association says “We are asking the
state government to follow its own Climate Change Act
and ministerial statements on energy and emissions.”

MUA assistant National Secretary Thomas Mayo
joined the delegation at NSW Parliament and com-
mended the grassroots organising across unions to
defend Gomeroi cultural sites and First Nations’
peoples rightful claims to their land.

“We are seeing a groundswell of activism at the
intersection between environmentalism, climate
action and First Nations justice. CSG will wreck the
local environment, increase emissions and prevent
Gomeroi people from exercising their lawful claim
under Native Title laws,” Mayo said.

Courtney Houssos has not responded to requests
to meet with the First Nations representatives. They
are all still very eager to meet with her.

Maritime Union of Australia &

Israel’s war on aid

Continued from page 1

The fact that Israel is capable
of tearing up all international law,
and that it treats the United Nations
with contempt, is only possible
because it has its “ironclad” guar-
antee of support from the USA.
There are hollow calls for Israel
to moderate its behaviour, to find
ways to end the conflict. The US
has made vague threats of limit-
ing arms shipments. These are all
hollow calls. Israel feels safe in the
embrace of its major sponsor, the
USA, despite the charade of finger
wagging.

ATTACKS ON UN

Palestinian Ambassador to the
United Nations, Riyad Mansour,
spoke at a session of the Security
Council, immediately after the anti-
UNRWA legislation was passed.
In his speech he made reference
to the fact that UN Secretary-
General, Antonio Guterres, had
been declared persona non grata
and barred from entry into Israel.
Mansour also reminded the Secu-
rity Council that Israeli forces have
“killed, detained and tortured UN
staff and UN peacekeepers.”

He went on to point out that
many countries, member states
of the UN, have condemned the

outlawing of UNRWA, “and yet
Israel still sits among us and uti-
lises its seat to incite against the
UN. When will the condemnations
lead to actions and accountability?”
Mansour made it clear — the Israeli
decision is “a new level in this war
against the UN and an integral
part of an all-out assault on the
Palestinian people.”

He is right. Israel, in wantonly
destroying UNRWA infrastructure,
killing its workers, destroying its
capacity to do the work it has been
doing for seven decades, is waging
war on the UN. By declaring the
agency to be a terrorist organisa-
tion, the Israeli military will have
carte blanche to increase their
attacks.

The ban will not come into
effect until the end of January 2025,
cold comfort for those already suf-
fering. With or without any legal
backing, the Israeli forces have
been, as Riyad Mansour, said,
waging war on the UN.

GENOCIDE
CONTINUES

While the world looks on,
aghast at such brazen behaviour,
the tanks, the planes, the soldiers
go about their grisly work. The last

weeks in Gaza have seen some of
the worst atrocities yet recorded.

In just one day, two separate
attacks on residential buildings in
northern Gaza left 84 dead, 54 of
them children. It was the same day
that the USA repeated its rather
tired mantra that more needs to be
done to find a way to a ceasefire.
Hamas made it clear that Israel was
not taking any talks of a ceasefire
seriously.

Northern Gaza remains cut off
from aid. A statement, signed by the
heads of UNICEF, the World Food
Programme and other UN agencies,
calls the situation “apocalyptic.”
The statement declares that “the
entire Palestinian population in
north Gaza is at imminent risk of
dying from disease, famine, and
violence.” The scale of the crisis
in northern Gaza is now such that
humanitarian efforts are not able
to keep up with demand, “due to
constraints on access for aid work-
ers ... Basic, life-saving goods are
not available. Humanitarians are
not safe to do their work and are
blocked by Israeli forces and by
insecurity from reaching people
in need.”

After all this, the Knes-
set calls UNRWA a terrorist
organisation.
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Robodebt and the paper tiger

Anna Pha

When Labor’s new National
Anti-Corruption Commis-
sion (NACC) decided not to
inquire into the referral of
six public figures from the
Robodebt Royal Commission,
the victims, their families and
the wider community were
stunned. This was Labor’s
national integrity body dis-
missing one of the worst cor-
ruption scandals of all time
that had devastated thousands
of people with illegal ‘debts’
and financial ruin.

The NACC claimed it “would
not be in the public interest” and
would not be of any material ben-
efit to the victims of Robodebt to
investigate them. Really?

Robodebt was an illegal, com-
puterised social security system
that averaged incomes over a
year, when they should have been
considered fortnight by fortnight
according to when people had or
hadn’t worked. This produced false
debts and resulted in social security
recipients being hounded by private
debt collectors for money they did
not have and did not owe. These
‘debts’ often ran into thousands of
dollars and there was no limit on
how far back the computer could go
in pursuit of its innocent victims.

This resulted in considerable
pain and stress for tens of thou-
sands of the most vulnerable people,
including 3 known suicides. Com-
plaints about it were ignored, even
when its illegality was known to
those running the scheme and Coa-
lition politicians who defended it.

It took a massive campaign
before the Labor government
agreed to establish a Royal Com-
mission into the scheme in 2022,
following the defeat of the Coalition.
The Royal Commission found that
Robodebt was illegal.

The Robodebt Royal Commis-
sion (RRC) found that “Robodebt
was a crude and cruel mechanism,
neither fair nor legal, and it made
many people feel like criminals. In

el

"

essence, people were traumatised
on the off-chance they might owe
money. It was a costly failure of
public administration, in both
human and economic terms.”

The RCC referred six public
officials to the NACC for official
investigation. The names of these
people are in a sealed chapter of its
final report. Five people have been
given access to the sealed section.
One is the Attorney-General Mark
Dreyfus, who is reportedly consid-
ering its release.

As far back as December 2014,
Department of Social Security
lawyers had given internal advice
that fortnightly incomes could not
be based on averaging an annual
income.

So far, no one has been held to
account let alone punished for their
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role in the scheme — neither public
servant nor politician.

INVESTIGATING THE
INVESTIGATOR

The Act establishing the NACC
also provides for an independent
Inspector of the NACC to oversee
its operations and conduct. Gail
Furness SC was appointed as the
first inspector last year.

She has raised questions about
the chair of the NACC and how the
Commission reached its decision
not to investigate the six referred
to it. She did not review the deci-
sion itself but looked at whether or
not it was influenced by the Chair,
Paul Brereton’s potential conflict
of interest. Brereton had a long-
standing professional relationship
with one of the six.

She drew the conclusion that
Brereton had failed to “manage”
his conflict of interest. His “involve-
ment in the decision-making was
comprehensive, before, during
and after the 19 October meeting,”
when the decision was made. He
had declared a conflict, but had not
removed himself from the process.

In June 2024, Furness
announced that she was launch-
ing an investigation into the
NACC after receiving almost 900
complaints within a week of the
NACC’s Robodebt decision. This
later rose to 1200.

Furness found that Brereton
had engaged in “officer miscon-
duct,” a technical term which does
not necessarily mean illegality. She
also recommended that Brereton
appoint an appropriate person to
reconsider the NACC’s decision not
to investigate the six.

NACC,

Furness also asked ex-Federal
Court Judge Alan Robertson to
inquire into the NACC’s decision-
making that led to the refusal to
investigate the Robodebt six.

“It gets worse: as Furness’
report discloses that before the
NACC made public its Robodebt
decision, it circulated its draft media
release to the lawyers acting for the
Robodebt Six, so they could vet its
wording. Which they did, request-
ing changes that watered it down,
which the NACC accepted,” writes
lawyer Michael Bradley in Crikey.

“Yes, you read that right: the
people the NACC was supposed to
investigate over alleged corrupt con-
duct were allowed to help redraft
the wording of the decision that let
them off the hook.” Bradley went
on to describe the NACC as “the
ship that torpedoed itself.”

“Yet, since making its decision
not to investigate, it has become
the subject of a corruption inquiry
itself into how it made the decision.”

Furness in her report on
30 October recommended that
Brereton appoint an “appropriate
person” to reconsider the Robodebt
decision. The NACC agreed and
then announced it would revisit
its decision.

SET UP TO FAIL

The NACC was only established
under considerable pressure to set
up a body to investigate corrup-
tion in the public sector. Labor,
true to form, appeared to establish
such a body but in reality set up a
paper tiger.

This particular paper tiger is
completely opaque. NACC inquir-
ies are held in secret, the names
of those being investigated cannot
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revealed except under “exceptional
circumstances.”

The NACC has spent more than
$100 million so far, and has had
more than 3,000 referrals since
June. As with Robodebt, no find-
ings of corruption have been found.

Corruption under the Act
includes breach of public trust,
abuse of their office as a public offi-
cial, misuse of information gained
as a public official or adversely
affecting a public official’s honest or
impartial exercise of official duties.

When the Royal Commissioner,
Catherine Holmes, provided the
confidential chapter to just five
people in July last year, she issued
a simultaneous non-publication
order preventing its disclosure
to any person other than official
investigating agencies or by people
referred for possible prosecution.

The penalty for any person
who makes any publication in
contravention of such a direction
for non-publication is a fine of no
more than 20 ‘penalty units’ or
imprisonment for a period not
exceeding 12 months (a penalty
unit is currently $330).

Labor should repeal those pro-
visions and open the sealed chapter
to the public.

The Coalition ministers and col-
laborating public servants should
face justice for knowingly operating
an illegal scheme, such a cruel and
devastating scheme that ruined
the lives of thousands of the most
vulnerable people.

As for the NACC, it should be
abolished, and new legislation pre-
sented to Parliament for a genuine
integrity body that operates inde-
pendently, with transparency and
has teeth. &

‘the ship that
torpedoed itself’
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Not just a spooky
story: HR Nicholls
Society and the war
on workers’ rights

C Bartholomew

Halloween may not be a firmly
established tradition in Aus-
tralia, but the HR Nicholls
Society has decided to deliver
a holiday scare to the Austral-
ian working class with its new
policy platform for industrial
relations. ‘The Employment
Act: A Modern Blueprint for
Workplace Reform’ is the
name of HR Nicholls Soci-
ety’s self-proclaimed “most
extensive reform paper to
date,” which union leaders
have labelled a return to “the
dark ages” for workers’ rights.
Taking aim at the Fair Work
Act, the paper blames “complex-
ity” and “excessive regulations”
(aka labour rights) for slowing pro-
ductivity growth. The HR Nicholls
Society’s thinly veiled hatred for
collective bargaining permeates the
paper as they demand a return to
individualised negotiations between
employers and workers. Let’s be
clear: individual bargaining only
serves the interests of the owning
class. It strips labour of its voice
and enables far easier exploitation
of workers. As the old song goes,
“there is power in a union.”
Other aims include the aboli-
tion of awards and award pay rates
to be replaced with a single, lower
minimum adult wage (one of those
tricky “complexities” the paper
whinges about). Independent con-
tractors, gig economy workers, road
transport workers, and labour hire
workers are also targeted by propos-
als to cut all manner of rights such
as Same Job Same Pay. They want
the right to strike to be abolished
for anyone earning over $125,000.
The Fair Work Commission and
Fair Work Ombudsman are also
on the chopping block, while the
Australian Building and Construc-
tion Commission is to be restored.
The paper also seeks the aboli-
tion of redundancy pay and seeks to
redefine small businesses to weaken
unfair dismissal protections for
workers in firms with less than 50
employees. The society demands

that penalties for employers who
engage in wage theft be cut. They
seek to undermine union-based
superannuation by placing super
regulation exclusively into the
hands of legislators. They also seek
to implement a ‘no disadvantage
test’ for changes to employment
standards, which will enable
extraordinary pay cuts so long as
they don’t fall under a vague defini-
tion of “disadvantage” tied to bare
minimum wages and conditions.
Frankly, a discussion of every
attack on workers contained within
this so-called blueprint would
require more space than this entire
newspaper. What is important
to stress, particularly in light of
the newly elected governments
in Queensland and the Northern

Territory, are the close ties between
the HR Nicholls Society and the Lib-
eral Party. Michael Sukkar shadow
Minister for Housing, NDIS, and
Social Services gave a speech at
the conference which unveiled
this blueprint. Union leaders have
called on Peter Dutton to rule out
the policy changes called for in this
paper. Their fears are well-founded.
This blueprint represents one thing:
a comprehensive assault on work-
ers’ rights and wages.

The timing of this blueprint
is also important. As attacks on
the CFMEU continue, anti-union
and anti-worker policy is not just
a spooky story. It is a real threat
being carried out against workers
right now. &

Peter Farmer

The HR Nicholls society was formed in 1986
by a group of legal, political, and business fig-
ures “united by their opposition to Austral-
ia’s ‘industrial relations club,
Dominic Kelly says. The society didn’t accept
that there was any power imbalance between
employers or employees and argued that work-
ers and bosses should be able to “bargain har-
moniously.” As for unions, they talked about
‘reform,’ but it seemed pretty obvious that the
HR Nicholls-ites would be happy for unions

to just disappear altogether.

Something to say?

29

HR who?

Although the society was too purist for some on
the right of politics, with one employer representative

as historian

editor@cpa.org.au

talking about its “fascist tendencies,” it had a lot of
influence on the Liberal Party. The Howard govern-
ment hired two HR Society members to make a plan
to confront the Maritime Union of Australia. Their
suggestions were put into practice by the govern-
ment and Patrick Stevedores in an effort to destroy
the Maritime Union of Australia in 1998.

The views of the “small clique of political warriors”
are, sadly, more mainstream than they were in 1986,
and its membership has been in steady decline, but
what’s left of the HR Nicholls Society still has the ear
of the Coalition.
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“We have a health system that is universal, but with that
comes an obligation for Australians to contribute. We
have an obligation to care for our own health and we have
an obligation to contribute through our taxes,” the then
Minister for Health Tanya Plibersek told Parliament in
2012. Universal access is central to Medicare and the fee-
free public hospital system. So too is centralised funding
through the taxation system.

The more progressive the tax system, the greater the fair-
ness and equity. Under a progressive tax system, those on
higher incomes pay a higher rate in the dollar, and contrib-
ute a higher proportion of their income to the public purse.
The rate of taxation is based on ability to pay. Access to
publicly funded services should be on the basis of need.
There is nothing fair or equitable about a two-tier system
in which the government’s private health insurance (PHI)
rebate (currently around $9 billion) subsidises the second,
private tier.

Continued Plibersek: “Our public system gives high-qual-
ity and accessible care — security for every Australian
that, should the worst happen, they will receive the care
they need. Our private systems offer choice and flexibil-
ity and provide competition and comparison, contributing
to continued improvements.” The private system is not
universally accessible; it offers “choice” to those who can
afford it. Even by the government’s own criteria, it is hard-
ly “fair and equitable.” It is heavily subsidised out of taxes
paid by Australian taxpayers, including many who have no
choice but the public hospital system. Plibersek’s claim
that “We will no longer see poorer Australians subsidising
the health insurance of wealthier Australians,” was and is
a lie.

ASIO — currently in a PR exercise involving the ‘human
face’ of Australia’s secret police, its director-general — was
set up (by a Labor government, let us not forget) in the lat-
ter stages of the Second World War. Britain and the US,
who had let the USSR bear the major burden of the war
and inflict most of the casualties on the Third Reich, had
unblushingly withheld vital information from their Soviet
ally and indeed had waged the war with the public aim of
defeating Fascism and the private aim of preparing the
ground for the defeat of socialism.

Their eyes were on the main prize — post-war global domi-
nance — and they did not intend the anti-fascist alliance to
be permanent. So, long before the War ended, and long
before Churchill's infamous ‘iron curtain’ speech, they
were planning how to achieve an anti-communist post-war
world.

It was a big task: they had to undo all the pro-Soviet prop-
aganda the Allies (and the USSR’s colossal anti-Hitler
achievements) had thrown up and turn today’s anti-Hitler
heroes into tomorrow’s potential enemy. Suspicion had to
be thrown on to anything Soviet and anyone who was — or
had been — pro-Soviet.

PARASITE OF THE WEEK: is Wesfarmers, one of
Australia’s biggest monopolies. With a market capitali-
sation of $77 billion it has under its monopoly umbrella
Kmart, Bunnings, Officeworks, Wesfarmers Chemicals,
Fertiliser and Energy, Priceline Pharmacies, Target and
Soul Pattinson Chemists. Last week Wesfarmers bleated
via the mass media that politicians were criticising the cor-
porate parasites for their own political ends. “They should
be celebrating the success of such companies,” cried
Wesfarmers chairman Michael Chaney. “Profit seems to
be a dirty word.”
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Yvonne Doley and Ron Hall
(CPA Port Adelaide Branch)

Alarming revelations about the dubi-
ous background to the one-sided
AUKUS deal emerged at a packed
public information forum organised
by PACOA (Port Adelaide Citizens
Opposing AUKUS). A panel of expert
and well-informed speakers detailed
the welter of shortcomings overlooked
by our politicians.

At the opening of the meeting former
Western Australia senator, Jo Valentine,
noted peace activist and environmental-
ist, greeted the gathering with a forthright
video presentation wishing for a successful
overall outcome.

A surprise guest was Senator Jacqui
Lambie whose visit to South Australia
included a trip to Whyalla with one of the key
speakers, Rex Patrick who is recontesting his
former position as a South Australian sena-
tor. He made a telling critique of AUKUS.

Apart from the surrender of Australian
foreign policy to the UK and US, our fed-
eral governments have had little internal
discussion, not even caucus scrutiny, about
the full ramifications of the AUKUS deal. A
virtual duopoly of the major parties forced
the necessary legislation through parliament
without debate. Rex Patrick explained that
Jacqui Lambie had unsuccessfully attempted
to move amendments, for example, to allow
notification to premiers in related situations
crucial to their states’ interests.

Patrick, a former submariner, predicted
the AUKUS submarines “won’t happen.” It
seems that many Labor politicians believe
this too. He also issued a warning that “if we
don’t get the submarines, there is no refund.”
The US needs to build at least 2.4 subs per
year to meet demand whereas currently it
is only managing about 1.5. The alternative
will be US subs operating out of Australian
ports as part of a potential war with China,
which would be against our national inter-
est, China being our most important trad-
ing partner.

Nuclear radiation also looms as a poten-
tial threat especially since the site of Osborne
close to Port Adelaide has become a “desig-
nated nuclear hub,” similar to Garden Island,
near Rockingham in Western Australia.

Australia

Port Adelaide says NO to AUKUS
Not in our interests!
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The possible disposal of nuclear waste in
South Australia coupled with the ultimate
danger of weapons manufacturing facilities
becoming nuclear targets, threatens not only
Aboriginal land but also has a high level of
risk, especially to children. The resultant
toxicity lasts for thousands of years, warned
registered nurse Amanda Ruler, one of the
founders of PACOA. Now specialising in
health science research, Ruler said that any
level of ionising radiation can cause cancer.

Talking about how AUKUS would affect
Port Adelaide, Adjunct Professor Al Rainnie,
an industrial sociologist from the Univer-
sity of South Australia, drew attention to
Barrow in the UK which has had 60 years of
experience in submarine manufacture. The
county of Cumbria in which it is located still
remains among the poorest in that nation.
Professor Rainnie who had just returned
from a visit to Whyalla, emphasised from
the environmental point of view, the need
for scrap steel in order to produce “green
steel,” scrap that could readily come from
decommissioned oil rigs.

Professor Rainnie reminded everyone
that Port Adelaide was declared a nuclear
free zone 30 years ago. Now, ‘ironically’ it’s
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a defence hub. No community consultation
has taken place. In his view we must use
participatory democracy!

As a politician, Greens MLC Tammy
Franks was critical of the lack of scrutiny
that AUKUS had received. In affirming that
Aboriginal people had never ceded their
sovereignty she urged Australians to stop
ceding theirs. She cited Boris Johnson’s
autobiography. In reference to the AUKUS
deal he boasted how in great secrecy he
had “pulled it off” in order to be a positive
nuisance to President Macron. At the same
time, Australia spent $4 billion breaking its
submarine deal with the French.

A Q&A session after the speakers bought
up more revelations — notably that a local
high school was offered a special $4 mil-
lion grant but only on the condition that a
“defence stream” was offered to students.

A former local mayor with years of
“nuclear experience” stressed that waste is
the biggest issue with involvement in this
industry. It is clear that Australia simply lacks
enough qualified technicians and that our
officials generally possess little knowledge
of project risk or risk management, vital in
a project like AUKUS.

Past failures like the nuclear tests at
Woomera, a disaster for Aboriginal people,
offer little comfort in any proposed joint
venture arrangements, particularly with the
UK. Suggestions that defence will be a driver
of our economy for the next 20 years seem
questionable at the very least.

An expert member of the PACOA com-
mittee, David Noonan, explained that
Finland stands out as the only nation to
have so far developed an effective nuclear
waste management strategy. The Finns
are not in the business of accepting other
countries’ waste.

Apparently it would be possible to pur-
chase 20 conventional submarines on the
international market for around $30 billion,
vessels that would better serve Australia’s
true needs. According to PACOA’s advice,
“they are quieter, lighter and better in shal-
low operations.”

PACOA has performed a fine commu-
nity service in enlightening people about
the dangers of our Australian governments’
cringing acceptance of such a potentially
disastrous deal as AUKUS, especially for
future generations. @&

Public school underfunding debacle

Australian Education Union
President Correna Haythorpe
has called on the Prime Min-
ister to “urgently resolve the
public school underfund-
ing debacle for all states and
territories.”

Haythorpe put out a state-
ment after Education Minister
Jason Clare and Tasmanian Edu-
cation Minister Joanne Palmer
announced a special bilateral deal
in Tasmania which delivers an
additional 2.5 per cent of Com-
monwealth funding for Tasmanian
public schools by 2026.

Haythorpe said fast tracked
deals between the Commonwealth
and the WA and Tasmanian gov-
ernments, have shown the Alba-
nese government’s willingness to
do special deals when it comes to
federal funding.

WA and Tasmania will receive
22.5 per cent of the Schooling
Resource Standard (SRS) from
the Albanese government by 2026,
while all other states are facing
funding uncertainty which may
extend across the next decade.

New South Wales, Victoria,
Queensland, South Australia, and

the ACT face uncertainty as to
whether they will receive a single
Commonwealth dollar from Janu-
ary 2025 if they do not bow to the
federal government’s pressure and
sign up to an inadequate offer of
22.5 per cent.

While additional fast-tracked
funding is welcomed in WA and
Tasmania, teachers on the ground
know that this deal is not full fund-
ing as Minister Clare and Minister
Palmer have claimed.

Tasmanian public schools will
not reach 100 per cent of the SRS
by January 2026 — instead they are

on track to reach 96 per cent of the
SRS at most, with a sneaky clause
that allows the state government
to write off 4 per cent of funding
for other non-school based costs
never intended to be included in
the SRS.

New South Wales, Victorian,
Queensland, and South Australian
governments will be wondering
why the Albanese government is
prepared to fast track their offer
of 22.5 per cent of the SRS to WA
and Tasmanian students by 2026
when all other states are facing a
funding cliff.”

Heythorpe said that there has
never been a better time to fix the
public school funding shortfall.

The Albanese government and
State and Territory governments
have all declared their commit-
ments to public school funding.
Now the Australian Education
Union says they need to back that
with dollars on the ground, and
deliver true full funding as prom-
ised, so that every child can reach
their full potential.

Australian Education Union &
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WA ‘serious risk’ to prisoners

Western Australia’s Inspec-
tor of Custodial Services has
released an Annual Report
painting a grim picture of the
state’s prison system.

Inspector Eamon Ryan’s Annual
Report 2023-24 highlighted consist-
ent findings in the Office’s reports
and monitoring activities that
found the system was struggling
to cope with increasingly complex
and growing populations, while
stretched resources failed to meet
demand.

Western Australia’s rate of over-
incarceration of Indigenous people
is roughly four times the national
average. The over-representation
of First Nations people is particu-
larly stark in WA’s notorious youth
detention system.

“The tragic loss of Cleveland
Dodd to suicide was the most
impactful event for the reporting
year,” Ryan said.

While limiting comments in
the Annual Report due to the
ongoing coronial inquiry into the
death of Cleveland, a 16-year-old
Yamatji boy, Ryan said that despite
increased ongoing monitoring
and advocacy from his Office, not
enough was being done to secure a
safer environment for young people
needing extra support.

“For over 10 years we have
reported on the growing issues
and risks about how young people
in custody were being managed in
Western Australia, but our advice
did not result in the systemic
changes needed. It is essential that
with Cleveland’s passing, and that
of another young man this August,
urgent, meaningful, and system-
wide reform is made,” he said.

This year the Office of the
Inspector diverted “significant
additional resources” to youth
justice, conducting 12 visits to the
youth facilities, daily and weekly
data analysis of out of cell hours,
staffing levels, critical incidents and
acts of self-harm. In May 2024 the
Office also commenced a follow up
review of our 2023 inspection, with
those findings due to be published
by the end of 2024.

“Our reports for 2023-2024 all
reflected the stresses of overcrowd-
ing, understaffing and an inabil-
ity for those in custody to access
services needed for rehabilitation
programs and support services
that lead to a safer community,”
Ryan said.

The Inspector noted most
prisons were now operating at,
or above, capacity and condi-
tions were “increasingly poor and
breaching human rights standards”
and, combined with challenges
in recruiting and retaining staff,
this was resulting in daily staffing
shortages and prisoners being
locked in cell for “unacceptable”
periods of time.

The impact of these pressures
gave rise to such a serious level
of concern during the May 2024
inspection of Hakea Prison, that
Ryan issued a show cause notice
to the Department of Justice under
Section 33A of the Inspector of Cus-
todial Services Act. This is a rarely
used power only exercised when
the Inspector has an extreme level
of concern about the conditions of
people in custody.

“Following our inspection of
Hakea, I believed that the safety,
care, and welfare of prisoners was at

Image: Vectorportal.com (CC BY 4.0)

serious risk, and in some instances
were subject to inhuman or degrad-
ing treatment,” Ryan said.

In the notice Ryan detailed
evidence that prisoners were:
being held in conditions that failed
to meet minimum international
standards; regularly not accessing
fresh air and exercise or time out
of cell; not being able to maintain
contact with family; being held in
unhygienic conditions; forced to
eat in cell; and evening meals often

served at 4:00 pm so prisoners went
without further food for 15 hours.

The Inspector found prisoners’
lockdown hours were increas-
ing, culminating in some days
where some prisoners were not
unlocked at all. Ryan noted that
self-harming and attempted sui-
cide events had also increased,
with a correlation evident between
more restrictive unlock hours and
harming events.

“The correlation was clear and

evident — the risk to the wellbeing
and lives of prisoners cannot be
ignored,” he said.

The Annual Report also reflects
on the significant challenges of the
escalating growth in prisoner popu-
lation. On 30 June 2024 there were
7,792 people in Western Austral-
ian prisons, a 15 per cent increase
from the same time last year. The
increase was mostly driven by a
sharp rise in remand prisoners.
New Indigenous Times &

Whose Rescue Helicopter?

Westpac may have recorded a 7-bil-
lion-dollar profit in its latest financial
accounts, but its contribution to the
iconic rescue helicopter which bears
its name and logo is much less than
most people think.

It costs around 50 million dollars a year
to keep the lifesaving chopper in the skies
above northern New South Wales.

Westpac contributes less than 10 per
cent of that cost.

New polling research by The Australia
Institute reveals most NSW residents think
Westpac contributes significantly more.

Almost half (48 per cent) think the big bank
funds half or more of the cost of the rescue
service, including 13 per cent who think
Westpac funds the entire Westpac Rescue
Helicopter service in Northern NSW.

Just 7 per cent of those polled correctly
identified that Westpac contributes less than
10 per cent.

It is NSW residents who overwhelm-
ingly fund the rescue helicopter’s operations,
despite Westpac taking credit for the services
it buys the naming rights for.

In 2023, the NSW government contrib-
uted most of the operation’s $57 million in

revenue, followed by donations. All sponsors,
of which Westpac is just one, contributed
just $3.8 million (77 per cent).

“Westpac gains a great deal of goodwill
and community support for the Northern
NSW Rescue Helicopter, but it is the NSW
taxpayer who funds the rescue helicopter’s
operations,” said Bill Browne, Director of The
Australia Institute’s Democracy & Account-
ability Program.

“Residents of NSW can be proud that it
is their tax dollars that fund the vital work
done by the Northern NSW Rescue Helicop-
ter, even though Westpac takes the credit.

“Major companies making billions of
dollars of profit use clever marketing to exag-
gerate the small contributions they make to
the community. Publicly listed corporations
should be required to be transparent about
the nature and volume of corporate philan-
thropy that they engage in.

“Corporate donations are no substitute
for paying taxes when it comes to contribut-
ing to Australian communities.”

Australia Institute &

Victoria:

Labor praised and blamed

Maka Ciftci

Some have welcomed Premier
Jacinta Allan’s recent reforms
aimed at making the Victorian
rental market fairer, which
include a ban on no-fault evic-
tions, and lease break fees
capped at four weeks.

According to progressive
think tank Per Capita, tenants in
Australia “enjoy far less security
in their homes than do renters in
comparable countries”.

Per Capita argues that Australia
has “low levels of protection for ten-
ants from eviction” by international
standards.

Dr Kate Raynor, Director of
the Centre for Equitable Housing
approved of the reforms, saying
that they not only increase hous-
ing security for renters, but also
“address some of the fear and power
imbalance that stops renters asking
for basic repairs in their homes.”

On the down side, Labor is
pressing ahead with plans to
demolish public housing towers
and replace them with new, and
also mixed — not public — housing.
Premier Allan described people who
oppose Victorian Labor’s plans as “a
small number of people ... backed
by the Greens political party, who
have demonstrated that they don’t

want particularly vulnerable Victo-
rians to have the dignity of a new
modern home.”

The Residents and Housing
Union (RAHU) responded: “If
Allan’s government truly cared
about the ‘dignity’ of vulnerable
people in rentals, they would not
be ploughing ahead with plans to
completely destroy and privatise
one of this state’s greatest assets,”
and argued that Allan should
instead be doing more to protect
people in precarious situations from
eviction or massive rental increases
when requesting basic repairs. &

www.cpa.org.au
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Conroy puts war on
the election agenda

Long-range Naval Strike Missiles and Joint Strike Missiles to be manufactured in Australia with Norway’s
Kongsberg Defence. Photo: Kongsberg (CC BY 4.0)

William Briggs

Pat Conroy, Australia’s Min-
ister for Defence Industry
and Capability Delivery, has
delivered a disturbing speech
to the National Press Club. It
was akin to a Party election
broadcast. It celebrated every
dollar spent by the Albanese
government in its campaign to
militarise Australia. It poured
scorn on Dutton for not pledg-
ing more money and resourc-
es. It talked up the idea of a
‘sovereign Australian defence
industry.’ Billions of dol-
lars will be pumped into the
‘industry.’ The speech looked
forward to a ‘khaki-election’
campaign speech.

Conroy warned that “these
are troubling times” and that “we
face the most challenging strategic
outlook since the Second World
War,” as though Australia has
nothing to do with the threat. In
fact, Australia’s blind adherence
to American foreign policy has
created the capacity for threat and
confrontation.

The minister admitted that the
“strategic competition between the
United States and China is a pri-
mary feature of Australia’s security
environment.” An independent
foreign policy would immediately
obviate this challenge.

There are no cogent arguments
to support the claim that Australia
is in any way threatened. There are
no rational voices arguing that even
in the event of a war between the
USA and China, Australian territory
would have to be under attack, or
occupied. This country is already
occupied by US forces, bases, air-
craft, and marines. Sovereignty is
a fading memory.

STRAW MAN

The straw man of our dangerous
‘environment’ has become govern-
ment policy. Conroy declared that
that’s why the Labor government
is “making record investments to
deliver the men and women of
the Australian Defence Force the
capabilities they need to defend
our nation and help make our
region more secure. It is why we
are investing record amounts to
grow a sovereign Australian defence

industry, including spending more
than $22 billion on domestic capa-
bility acquisition and sustainment
last financial year.”

The spending does not stop
there. The Albanese government
has, in the minister’s words, “adopt-
ed a Defence Industry Development
Strategy that commits to develop-
ing a sovereign ability to produce,
maintain, repair, and overhaul
select weapons.” This means the
commitment of an additional $75
billion over the next decade for
“targeting and long-range strike,
missile defence, and our new guided
weapons and explosive ordnance
initiatives.”

He spoke with pride of how the
ALP government is embarking on
the “biggest increase in Australian
missile capabilities in history.”

The purchase of missiles, mis-
sile delivery systems and long-range
strike capacity is very much in
the ‘strategic’ thinking of Conroy,
Marles and the rest. Even more
important is the establishment of
the facilities, the factories, the joint
partnerships with other nations in
order to build these weapons here.
Preparations for war become ‘indus-
try policy.” Any rational being might
think that socially useful production
is a better option for re-booting a
manufacturing industry. That is not
the way that the government, as a
loyal ally of the USA, sees things.

The Labor government focuses
so closely on an ability to “project
force” far beyond our national
borders, and still calls it “defence.”

Conroy treated his audience to a
history of the missile, from Hitler’s
VI and V2 rockets, to the present,
in an attempt to drive home the
importance of these weapons and
why our military must have them
in abundance.

The Navy will be getting more
than 200 Tomahawk missiles with
arange of 2,500 kilometres before
the end of this year. “Australia,”
the minister gushed, “will be only
the third nation to have them, after
the United States and the United
Kingdom.”

The Airforce will be getting
Extended Range missiles that can
strike highly defended targets at
ranges of up to 900 kilometres.

The army will be equipped with
“Precision Strike Missiles, which

will initially have a range of 500 kil-
ometres, with future development
taking it out to 1,000 kilometres.”

Conroy asked “what does it all
add up to?” He answered his own
question. “More missiles, ... with
longer range, greater stealth, and
higher sophistication.”

The Australian government,is
pumping billions into the promo-
tion and manufacture of these
weapons systems on behalf of its
US sponsor. As Conroy said “We
can work closely with our ally, the
United States, and with other key
partners in the Indo-Pacific, such
as Japan and the Republic of Korea
— partners that share our concerns
and are prepared to strengthen
cooperation in support of shared
interests.” On the one hand, talk
up a nationalist line for a domestic
market and on the other, reaffirm
our subservient role to the USA.

There is really no contradiction
here. Australia is being encouraged
to play a more obvious role in US
imperialism. The procurement of
long-range missiles serves this end.
Conroy describes this as “critical to
denying any potential adversary’s
attempt to project power against
Australia through our northern
approaches.” This returns us to the
straw-man argument of a threat to
our shores, and the desire to build
an arms industry.

Australia, the minister informed
his audience, has not been manu-
facturing these weapons, so we
are “dependent on imports for
these critical national security
capabilities.”

Conroy, Marles and the rest
of the Albanese government are
arguing that there must be a com-
bination of being armed by our
allies and providing arms. There
is a desire to “grow our national
munitions and missile stockpile,
while building the industrial base to
manufacture guided weapons and
explosive ordnance in this country.”

The minister is pleased that
progress is being made in this area,
preparing for a threat we help to
create. The people of the region,
were not featured in the speech.
Conroy didn’t explain the price, in
taxes and missed opportunities, the
working class will pay. &
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Zero the hero
Anna Pha

In Spain torrential rain has battered the eastern region of
Valencia, and taken the lives of hundreds of people. It has swept
away bridges, buildings, and cars, and submerged farmland as
a year’s worth of rain fell in just 8 hours. The economic cost is
huge. The region produces two-thirds of citrus fruit grown in
Spain. Spain is the world’s largest exporter of oranges. Schools
were closed, essential services suspended and power was lost
as soldiers stepped in to assist emergency service workers.
People had almost no warning of the deluge before it hit.

“Extreme weather events pose an increased risk to nature,
buildings, infrastructure, and human health. These events,
expected to increase in frequency and intensity because of cli-
mate change, are already causing substantial damage and loss.
We must adapt and prepare for life in a changing climate,” the
European Environment Agency says.

Summer 2024 was the hottest on record for Europe with more
than 370,000 hectares of forest destroyed by wildfires in the first
nine months of 2024. Around two million people across Central
Europe were affected by the severe flooding in September alone.

Over the past decades, Europe has experienced frequent
and severe weather and climate-related natural hazards like
droughts, forest fires, heatwaves, storms, and heavy rain. Wind
speeds have reached levels never previously experienced.
Climate change will make these events even more intense and
more frequent, taking a huge toll on human life and nature and at
huge economic cost.

Meteorologists believe the warming of the Mediterranean, which
increases water evaporation, plays a key role in making torren-
tial rains more severe. “Events of this type, which used to occur
many decades apart, are now becoming more frequent and their
destructive capacity is greater,” said Ernesto Rodriguez Camino,
senior state meteorologist and a member of the Spanish
Meteorological Association.

Of course, it is not just Europe that is experiencing extreme and
catastrophic weather events as “the earth is boiling,” to quote
UN Secretary-General Antonio Guterres. Across all continents,
climate change is accelerating and governments are failing to
take the necessary and urgent action to address it and save
humanity.

Greenhouse gas levels surged to a new record in 2023, commit-
ting the planet to rising temperatures for many years to come,
according to a report from the World Meteorological Organization
(WMO). Carbon dioxide (CO2) is accumulating in the atmos-
phere faster than at any time during human existence, rising by
more than 10 per cent in just two decades! Every year more CO2
is being poured into the atmosphere by fossil fuel production and
usage. Wild fires also make a significant contribution. Australia,
on average, has warmed by 1.51°C since national records began
in 1910, with most warming occurring since 1950.

As CO2 has a long life, the atmosphere, the temperature level
already observed will persist for several decades, even if emis-
sions are rapidly reduced to net zero. The last time the Earth
experienced a comparable concentration of CO2 was 3-5 million
years ago, when the temperature was 2-3°C warmer and sea
level was 10-20 metres higher than now. It is imperative for the
survival of humanity to reach zero emissions as quickly as pos-
sible. ‘Net zero’ implies the continuation of emissions and is an
excuse for fossil fuel companies to keep expanding while claim-
ing they can store emissions or even cool the earth by other
means.

Governments and businesses must act now to drastically cut
carbon emissions in order to slow down and limit climate change.
At the same time they must prepare for the consequences of
future, more severe weather events.

We must not let short-sighted, profit-driven corporations drive
humanity to extinction.

The loss of life and economic cost of climate change is already
unacceptable. The economic cost of acting now is a fraction of
the cost and harm that inaction now will do.
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Cuba night at the Semaphore

Ron Hall

As the home of progressive music and
thought in Adelaide, the Semaphore
Workers Club was the ideal venue to
highlight Cuban culture and values.

The La Bomba Dancers involved eve-
ryone in a vibrant presentation of Salsa
dancing, an iconic Latin American dance so
strongly associated with the Cuban nation.
Following La Bomba was Follow Your Feet,
amusical group led by flautist Sean Dempsey
whose lyrical playing was a wonderful treat.

As a fundraising activity, there was a
multi-prize raffle. This featured a bottle of
coveted spiced Havana Club rum, chocolates
and other tempting items, a small hamper,
and a souvenir fruit cake. Possibly the most
appropriate prize was a voucher for a box
of organic produce, representing where the
funds are to be directed, that is, to support
an Agro Vivo urban agriculture project in
Playa Giron. All these raffle prizes were
donated by members and supporters.

Another really appropriate prize was a
valuable heath care package from Cultivate
Health, so appropriate as health care and
medical treatment in Cuba is freely avail-
able to the whole community. This gives
Cubans a superior life expectancy and low
infant mortality rates while many Western
nations, including the United States have an
appalling record. The US disgracefully tried
to deny Cubans access to anti-COVID vac-
cines during the pandemic. Cuba accepted
this challenge by developing their own safer
vaccine which was made readily available
to Third World nations at minimal cost.

Two other prizes appropriate to a celebra-
tion of the Cuban revolution were a green
Fidel cap and a red Che beret — wonderful
pieces of revolutionary memorabilia —
donated by the Follow Your Feet band leader.

The Australia Cuba Friendship Society
across Australia has accepted the task of rais-
ing the sum of US$20,000 for this project
over a period of two years. As a result of
a special national campaign called From
Australia to Cuba With Love, $8,700 has
already been raised, including $1,700 plus
a further $150 in South Australia.

Go to the Australia Cuba Friendship
Society website and discover more about
how you can join in activities to support
Cuba and the Cuban people. &

Despite being dropped by some gov-
ernments for its involvement in the
slaughter in Gaza, Israel’s Elbit Sys-
tems continues to attract contracts
and investments from Australia.

Australia’s sovereign wealth fund stands
somewhat modestly at A$272.3 billion. It
has crawled into some trouble of late. Inves-
tors, especially those who are tinged with
a sense of morality, are keeping an eye on
where the fund’s money goes. Inevitably,
a good slice of it seems to be parked in the
military-industrial complex.

A freedom of information request filed
last October by Greens Senator David Shoe-
bridge revealed that as much as A$600 mil-
lion of public funds had found its way into
defence company assets. In December, it
was reported that 30 defence and aerospace
companies featured, including the following;:
Thales (A$3.5m), Lockheed Martin (A$71m),
BAE Systems (A$26m), Boeing (A$10.7m),
Rocket Lab USA (A$192m) and Elbit Systems
(A$488,768).

The findings gave Shoebridge a chance to
spray the Board of Guardians administering
the fund with gobbets of chastening wisdom.

“The Future Fund is meant to benefit
future generations. That rings hollow
when they are investing in companies
making equipment that ends future
generations.”

Some cleansing of the stables was on
offer, and the choice of what was cleaned
proved popular, at least for the Canberra
security establishment. In May, the Board

Elbit’s luck

upped stakes and divested from funds asso-
ciated with the People’s Liberation Army of
China. Eleven companies were noted, among
them Xinjiang Guanghui Energy, a natural
gas and coal producer whose chairman, Sun
Guanggxin, teased US officials by purchasing
ranches to build a wind farm in proximity
to a US Air Force base in Texas.

Relevant companies included Jiangsu
GoodWe and LONGI, both with expertise in
solar energy generation. “Taxpayer funds and
Australians’ retirement savings should never
be invested in companies linked to serious
human rights abuses, sanctions evasion or
military suppliers to an authoritarian state,”
gloated a satisfied opposition home affairs
spokesman, Senator James Paterson.

Paterson seems fine with taxpayer funds
and Australian retirement savings invested
in companies linked to human rights abuses,
military suppliers, or the murder of an Aus-
tralian civilian, as long as that state is alleg-
edly democratic Israel.

To that end, things are somewhat murkier
when it comes to the companies of other,
friendlier powers. For some obstinate reason,
Israel’s military poster company, Elbit Sys-
tems, continues to make its presence felt in
the field of Australian defence and finance.
Despite a spotty reputation and a resuming
lethal drone production; despite the ongoing
murderous conflict in Gaza; despite all of
this, the Israeli defence company managed
to convince the Australian government to
throw A$917m its way in a contract signed
in February. The contract is for a period
of five years for the supply of “advanced

protection, fighting capabilities and sensors”
for the Infantry Fighting Vehicles (IFVs) of
Korean design.

With wonderful opportunism, the vehicles
are being constructed in the constituency of
Australian Defence Minister Richard Marles.

And what of the near half-million dollars
invested by the Future Fund in Elbit Systems?
In October 2023, a list of the Fund’s direct
holdings in various companies was published,
and Elbit Systems was among them. An odd
matter, given that the company, since 2021,
is supposed to be precluded from investment
by the Fund because, as Shoebridge tells us,
of the ratification by Australia of various
“military weapons-related conventions or
treaties.” The Future Fund Board, therefore,
had to explain “how it continues to invest in
Elbit Systems despite the publicly announced
direction it gave to withdraw those funds
because of Australia’s international legal
obligations.”

The internal correspondence of 7 Decem-
ber 2023, prompted by Shoebridge’s FOI
request, including the prodding of Michael
West Media, proved arid in detail. A Canberra
bureaucrat in finance asks an official associ-
ated or attached to the Future Fund (both
names are redacted) to clarify the status of
Elbit Systems in terms of the exclusion list.
The reply notes the role of “expert third
party service providers” (no names given)
who keep an eye on company activities and
provide research upon which a decision is
made by the Board every six months.

Elbit had been excluded previously as
an investment option “in relation to its

involvement in cluster munitions following
its acquisition of IMI [Systems]”. IMI, rather
than Elbit, was the spoiling consideration,
given its role in producing technology that
violates the Convention on Cluster Munitions.

As of April 2023, Elbit was “no longer
excluded by the portfolio. This reflects the
updated research of our expert research
providers.”

The response is not obliging on the exact
details of the research. Banal talking points
and information stifling platitudes are sug-
gested, crude filling for the news cycle. The
Board, for instance, had “a long-standing
policy on portfolio exclusions and a robust
process to implement” them. The policy was
reviewed twice a year, buttressed by expert
third party research. Recent media report-
ing had relied on an outdated exclusions list.
The Board did not invest in those entities on
the exclusions list. For the media establish-
ment, this would have more than sufficed.
The Board had said, and revealed, nothing.

Last month, Michael West noted that
efforts to penetrate the veil of inscrutability
had so far come to naught. The Future Fund
and its Board of Guardians persisted in their
refusal to respond to inquiries even though,
“Since our last media request for comment,
Israel has ramped up its war crimes in Gaza
and the West Bank.” Given various interim
orders by the International Court of Justice
warning Israel of a real risk of committing
genocide, even as it ponders South Africa’s
application to make that finding, what are
those “expert researchers” up to?
Declassified Australia &
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Karl Marx talks work and monopoly

A Caruthers & Anna Pha

Marx wrote extensively on the rela-
tionship between wages and prices. He
showed that the relationship between
a worker and their employer is that
of a buyer and seller. The employer
buys and the worker sells their labour
power i.e. the capacity to labour, not
only simple physical labour, but all
forms of labour — skilled and unskilled,
manual and professional, mental and
physical.

Marx went on to show that, having bought
the worker’s labour power, the employer
puts it to work producing goods or providing
various services. The amount paid for the
labour power is the wages the employer pays.

This amount does not determine the
volume of goods produced or services pro-
vided by workers whose labour power has
been bought. That is determined by a number
of factors such as technology, the speed at
which workers are forced to work, the length
of the working day, the skill and know-how
of the workers, and managerial competence.

Wages are not included in that list. Wages
paid do not determine how much an employer
can expect to be paid or actually receive for
those goods and services when they are sold.

The amount received from the sale of the
goods and services is determined by their
comparative value — their value compared
with other goods and the state of the market,
that is, the relationship between supply and
demand. Or so it was when we lived in the
world of free markets.

The employer pays wages and other costs
such as raw materials, utilities, transporta-
tion, from the income received from the
sale of the goods produced or the services
provided by workers. The remainder is gross
profits, or surplus value as Marx called it. If
there was no surplus value then the company
would simply go out of business.

Thus an increase in the cost of labour
power (wages) the employer purchases does
not affect the total volume of output, but it
may reduce profits.

MONOPOLY CAPITAL

With high concentration of capital and
growth of large monopolies, prices can be
fixed by manipulation and the formation
of cartels.

Under monopoly capitalism there is a
tendency for prices to continually rise. When
free competition capitalism was dominant,
this did not happen.

Supply and demand still operates, but
to a lesser extent. Who could forget the $12
iceberg lettuces during the Queensland floods,
the pandemic, and fertiliser shortages! Supply
could not meet demand, so suppliers hiked
the prices. There were no wage rises then.

Woolworths and Coles account for 67
per cent of supermarket retail sales nation-
ally. It is no coincidence as prices soar in
supermarket, profits reach record heights.
The workers in the supermarkets and the
warehouses are not receiving real wage rises.

Qantas (including its offshoot Jetstar)
and Virgin account for more than 95 per

cent of Australia’s domestic aviation market,
a dominance that dwarfs industries such as
banking and supermarkets.

The Big Four banks command more than
70 per cent of the total market share in the
country’s financial sector.

These corporations make monopoly prof-
its pushing prices to the limits that markets
will bear. In the case of Qantas, the number
of seats was restricted placing pressure on
demand.

They collude to control prices and supply.

Prices are determined, irrespective of
wage levels, by market conditions. That is by
supply and demand, or by monopoly pricing.

High demand and a limited supply drives
up the price of products and services. Not
wages. The housing market is one such
example. Investors are sitting on empty
properties, creating an artificial shortage of
housing for sale or rental accommodation.

Inflation is systemic under capitalism.
Every “solution” that governments or cen-
tral banks find causes other crises. RBA
interest rate hikes aimed at shrinking the
economy (real value of household income)
lead to recession.

TENDENCY OF RATE OF
PROFIT TO FALL

Though prices rise, and while monop-
oly capital is making record profit, Marx
and Engels argued that eventually all the
excesses of capitalism never end well. They
claimed that just as profits for monopolists
rise, historical evidence showed that the rate
of profit will eventually fall. Most serious
economists agree that this tendency exists.
Marxists interpret the solution differently.

In Das Kapital Volume IIT Marx begins
to develop this idea from the advances
made in the previous two volumes. This is
what causes the periodic crises of monopoly
capitalism. This is why also China survived
the Global Financial Crisis of 2008 with an
economy more intact than others. Not only
because it had a robust industrial system of
production, but because it had a powerful
state mechanism to regulate and reign in
the excesses of capital expansion.

Marx and Engels always stressed the
fact that economics only makes sense from
the ground up. People and labour are the
building blocks of their analysis of capital-
ism. The problem with monopoly capitalism
is not just that it is monopolistic (socialist
systems can also be monopolistic in a dif-
ferent way, as in public-owned monopoly of
transport, post, healthcare, education, social
needs), but rather that it affects labour, and
destroys livelihoods. In Australia, small
businesses are closing everywhere as well
as some large ones.

Insolvencies in construction, retail and
hospitality are at the top of the list. There is
no sign of improvement, but the RBA contin-
ues to hold tight on high interest rates. These
insolvencies are not caused by wage rises. In
the case of construction there are additional
factors such as high cost of imported build-
ing materials and delays in receiving them.

Inflation has a disproportionate impact
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In capitalist
society, industrial
peace is a myth

on more vulnerable households. Low income
households have less discretionary consump-
tion and also smaller saving buffers.

In capitalist society, industrial peace is a
myth, unless workers completely surrender.
Class struggle is the only way to bring about
a workers’ victory. Though capitalism falls
into crises, and though these crises destroy
lives, it doesn’t fall of its own accord, given
the lengths that the corporate dictatorship will
go to defend its system, and its willingness
to use violence, coercion, punitive measures.

The struggle between capital and labour

over the price of labour power is part and
parcel of the capitalist system. It cannot be
overcome by legislation, forms of concilia-
tion or arbitration or any other means, no
matter who prescribed them or brings them
into being.

It is the action of workers and their
trade unions which are decisive. The only
way workers can counter and overcome the
impact of inflation is through united and
militant struggle in their trade unions for
higher real wages and other benefits. That
struggle never lets up under capitalism. &

During recent meeting in
Cairo, Palestinian armed
defense group Hamas and
Fatah, the main ruling party
of the Palestinian National
Authority (PNA), have agreed
on a future management of
the Gaza Strip when the con-
flict with Israel ends that pre-
serves the unity of Palestine.

The Hamas delegation was
headed by the deputy head of the
politburo, Khalil al-Hayya, and

Hamas and Fatah agree on

included the member of the polit-
buro, Basem Naim, and the head
of national relations, Hussam
Badran. On the other hand, the
Fatah delegation was composed of
Vice President Mahmoud al-Aloul,
PLO Executive Committee member
Azzam al-Ahmad and Palestinian
National Council chairman Rawhi
Fattouh.

Egyptian sources close to the
negotiations, where the Arab
country participates as mediator,

pointed out to the Spanish press
agency EFE that both Fatah and
Hamas “showed more flexibility and
positivity” for the establishment of
the so-called “Community Support
Committee,” the body that would
govern the Gaza Strip, affiliated
with the PNA and would administer
the territory with the presence of
independent figures in its ranks.
“The Community Support Com-
mittee will be formed by a presi-
dential decree of the Palestinian

management of the Gaza Strip

president Mahmoud Abbas and
will be responsible for the admin-
istration of the Gaza Strip. It will
be affiliated with the ANP and will
include independent figures,” the
source said.

A possible agreement would
allow the committee to manage
humanitarian aid, civil affairs and
crossings in Gaza. However, the
Palestinian Authority (PA) and
Fatah are not interested in forming
anew government at this time, and

Egypt has reservations about solu-
tions that cannot be implemented
quickly.

For its part, a Hamas official
said the group was open to solu-
tions proposed by Palestinians,
but anticipated that Israel would
obstruct any agreement. In addi-
tion, the PA rejected a plan for the
participation of the United Arab
Emirates in the post-war govern-
ance of Gaza.
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BSW and Left Unity

Dear comrades,

My name is Maxim Nicola and I am a
member of The Left party from Germa-
ny. A comrade of mine from Australia
sent me one of your newspapers with
an article about the then newly found-
ed “Biindnis Sahra Wagenknecht” (or
BSW for short) of the former Left party
politician Sahra Wagenknecht. In your
article you described this project as a
new actor on the German political left,
if I recall correctly. I strongly disagree
with the sentiment that the BSW has
anything to do with leftist politics.
Wagenknecht voiced her support for
Stalinist policies in the 90s and has
since come around to quoting Ordo-
liberalism as her guiding philosophy
this year. Her split from our party was
mainly motivated through her rejec-
tion of progressive social values, such
as queer issues or migration.

Within our party framework she and
her small band of die hard fans were unable
to push for these regressive positions, and
so she continuously went on talk shows or
gave interviews where she openly attacked
the party on those issues that she couldn’t
influence within the internal democratic
process. Since she founded the BSW, her
opposition to migration (which already has

quite barbaric aspects due to neglect, racism,
and various inhumane EU policies on the
topic) has been stronger than ever. She pits
working class Germans against working
class migrants and refugees (for example
from Ukraine) and has shown time and time
again that she most certainly does not want
to actually make progressive politics.

I admit, I may be biased, since I am a
proud and active member from the party
she left and attacked so much in the past,
but I truly think that no objective analysis of
Wagenknecht and her politics can come to
the honest conclusion that her brand of right
wing populism can be described as left wing.

Best wishes from Heidelberg,

Maxim Nicola
Heidelberg, Germany

Humphrey McQueen

Dear editor,
Unfortunately I remain somewhat
unaware of the titles and/or substance
of the publications by Humphrey
McQueen that A Carruthers refers
to in their mis-headed book review
(Guardian #2122, 28/10/2024). What I
do know is that the vitriol of the piece
besmirches an Australian historian
who has over a long time actively con-
tributed to the cause of socialism. And
whilst I have not always agreed with
his observations and analyses, I would
suggest that A Carruthers hostile so-
called, book review does not help in
building unity on the left.
Regards,
Graham Drew

A Carruthers responds:

When a defensive reader reads a nega-
tive review, they often overlook the good
parts. I would like to remind the reader
that there are positive elements in my
review that should not be overlooked: for

example, I stated that McQueen’s contribu-
tions to Australian cultural history are to
be recognised.

But let me repeat my original accusation:
McQueen’s attempt to bring Capital down
to earth is a catastrophic failure. It fails
as a program to action, on the one hand,
which is what we need in such handbook-
style works, and on the other hand as a
distillation or interpretation of Capital. I
suggested as a model the extraordinarily
creative Manifesto of Marx and Engels; the
10 points, say, or the 12 in Engels’ Principles
of Communism. There are myriad ways
theoretical works could be “brought down
to earth.” This is not it.

What I did not point out also was stylistic
blunders: the writing is messy. Parts don’t
make sense. Writing of this kind requires
attention to argument and structure. To
come down from heaven and connect with
the people of earth, it can’t be a series of
roughly strung-together sentences and
condensed ramblings.

What we in the working class need right
now is clearly-worded programs for action,
crystallised in clear language.

One of the problems I noted was the
notion of enriching individuality; most com-
munity activists or communists, of course,
won't take issue with enriched individual-
ity. But in our time, when the working class
of Australia is having to fight on multiple
Jronts, we want collectivity. We’ve had our
New Culture. But capitalist conformity
cannot be fought on the side of social rela-
tions. We want workers’ power, workers’
state power. The pamphlet doesn't offer us
a credible path in this direction.

As to vitriol: what does this compare to
our Marx’s ‘The Holy Family’? Unity cannot
be forged by avoiding debate.

Crying foul

Dear Editor,
The Opposition was quick to cry out
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Something

to say?
Write to the Editor!
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over Albanese’s election carrot of cut-
ting existing student debt by 20 per
cent. We heard the usual right-wing
commentators join the chorus, pro-
testing against the reduction in debts,
and not just because it was a carrot to
win over disaffected younger voters.

“Why should these students not pay it all
back? It’s not fair on those taxpayers who
never got the benefit of university. They
shouldn’t subsidise uni students who will
go on to earn high incomes.” And so the
chorus goes on.

Take a closer look at those who crying
foul. Many of them went through uni when
it was free. The Whitlam Labor government
introduced free tertiary education. They are
more likely to afford private health insurance
and skip public hospital waiting lists. I can’t
hear them complaining about it being unfair
that many taxpayers who cannot afford pri-
vate health insurance are subsidising them.

Bring back free education and redirect
private health insurance subsidies to the
public health system, I say.

M Santos

China condemns Japan expansion

Graham Holton

The Chinese Foreign Minis-
ter, Mao Ning, has condemned
Japan’s unilateral move to
increase the size of its conti-
nental shelf, in contravention
of the United Nations Commis-
sion the Law of the Sea (UNC-
LOS). Japan has expanded its
size by 120,000 square kilome-
tres in the Ogasawara Plateau,
1,000 km south-east of Tokyo.
Mao Ning told the Chinese
media website Xinhua: “What
Japan has done contravenes
the provisions of the United
Nations Convention on the
Law of the Sea and the inter-
national practice.” Japan has
contravened “the stipulations

of UN Convention on the Law
of the Sea and universal prac-
tice,” said Mao Ning.
According to the reporter Qin
Lizhi of the China Military Online,
Japan has expanded its continental
shelf to the largest extent possible,
maximising its maritime rights,
while maintaining its stand on
the “freedom of navigation” in
the South China Sea. China notes
that Japan is active in the United
States’ “Indo-Pacific strategy,” it has
significantly increased its defence
budget, been politically involved
in China’s South China Sea, and
discharged nuclear-contaminated
water into the ocean. “Such selfish
behaviours will erode the legitimacy
of international norms, undermine
the existing maritime order, and

aggravate territorial disputes on
the sea and the upgrading of a naval
arms race.”

UNCLOS requires that the
maximum extent of a country’s con-
tinental shelf cannot be more than
350 nautical miles from the 100
nautical mile limit. A country can
claim control of the seabed beyond
the traditional 200-nautical-mile
limit for its exclusive economic use
only if it can prove the ocean floor
is connected to its continental shelf.

For Japan to extend its new
continental shelf beyond its Exclu-
sive Economic Zone (EEZ) it needs
approval by the UN Convention
on the Law of the Sea, and agree-
ment from relevant countries.
Japan’s minister for ocean policy,
Yoshifumi Matsumura, said: “The

expanded continental shelf rep-
resents around half of the area of
Japan’s Honshu main island to
exercise our sovereign rights to
explore the continental shelf and
develop natural resources.” The
move will give Japan the rights to
the fishing and mineral resources
of that area.

Japan is striving to secure its
own mineral resources by extracting
rare metals from Japan’s deep-sea
floor, which contains significant
amounts of copper, nickel, and
yttrium. These minerals are cru-
cial for high-tech industries, such
as batteries and semiconductors.
Japan’s 2023 National Security
Strategy emphasises the importance
of minerals in an increasingly tense
Indo-Pacific region. Mining rare

earths is in conflict with China’s
economic interests, as it holds a
large market share of the world’s
rare earths. Japan has recovered
rare earth minerals from depths
of more than 6,000 metres, and
plans to begin industrial-scale
mining in 2027.

Japan’s continental shelf
expansion will embroil the region
into conflict with China. In April
2024, Japan was cleared to join
the AUKUS group, giving Japan
access to nuclear powered subma-
rines. Japan is now seeking to join
the Five Eyes intelligence alliance,
along with the US, UK, Canada,
Australia, and New Zealand. &
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Crossword Answers - Russian Revolution (4 November)

1. Petrograd — Former name of city where the revolution took place 3.
2. RedFlag — Iconic Symbol of the Bolshevik movement

3. Smolny — The Bolshevik headquarters before and during the revolution
5. Ochrana — Tsar’s secret police active during the revolution who tortured

Across

Crossword Answers - Royal Visit (4 November)

TerraNullius — False doctrine used to justify British settlement and
disregard for indigenous land rights

Taxpayers — The people who pay for the parade of the bourgeoisie
Colonialism — What the Monarchy is symbolic of

suspects (English Spelling)

»

overthrown in the revolution

Across

revolution

sparked revolutionary sentiment

. Kerensky — Leader of the Bourgeoisie Provisional government

4. WinterPalace — Symbolic target of Tsardom by the revolutionaries
7. PeaceLandBread — Famous battle cry of the revolutionaries
8. Duma - Aristocratic parliament dissolved by the Bolsheviks after the

9. Julian — Name of calendar system, which gives explanation to the
October Revolution’s rather confusing name

10.BloodySunday — 1905 massacre of peaceful demonstrators that

® N o
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late 20th century

represents imperial shackles

the monarchy

Homeopathy — Pseudoscience King Charles supports funding towards
9. BlackWar — A genocide in Tasmania committed by settlers

1. Slaves — What many Australian First Nations people became until the

2. KingsBirthday — The most pointless holiday in Australia
4. UnionJack — Regrettable part of “Australian” iconography that only

6. Rosetta — Name of stone plundered by British Imperialists
7. ACM — Anagram for an organization of fruitcakes who support retaining
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Congo: Corporate plunder
and conflict

Pavan Kulkarni

Teach-ins, concerts, screen-
ings of films and documenta-
ries, rallies, demonstrations,
and other actions and events
were organised in several cit-
ies around the globe from 13
to 19 October to raise global
consciousness about the strug-
gles of the Congolese people
for peace and justice.

Organised by Friends of the
Congo (FOTC*) “Breaking the
Silence: Congo Week” has been
observed annually in the third
week of October since 2008 to
commemorate the more than 5.4
million killed over the last 10 to
12 years, amid what the UN called
the deadliest conflict since World
War II.

On average, between 1996 and
2008, 1,500 lives were claimed
daily, either by violence or by the
hunger and diseases brought about
by this conflict. Hundreds of thou-
sands of women were raped in this
war fought for control over the vast
mineral wealth of this country the
size of western Europe along the
equator in the heart of Africa, bor-
dering nine neighbours. Especially
along the border with Rwanda and
Uganda, where they mine its min-
eral wealth that feeds aerospace,
automobile, electronic, and military
industries around the world.

Rwanda and Uganda, which
had invaded Congo with the back-
ing of the US and Britain in 1996
and again in 1998, withdrew their
troops in 2002. Militias they had
spawned continued to fight until
the peace agreement in 2009.

One such precious mineral,
two-thirds of whose global reserve
is concentrated in Congo, is coltan.
UN studies have described the
multinational corporations buying
coltan illegally mined by foreign-
backed militias as “the engine of
the conflict in the DRC.” Over half
a dozen of these companies are
US-based.

“Once the coltan is processed
and converted to capacitors, it is
sold to companies such as Nokia,
Motorola, Compagq, Alcatel, Dell,
Hewlett-Packard, IBM, Lucent,
Ericsson and Sony,” according to
FOTC. It is used in devices such
as cell phones, cameras, laptop
computers, gaming consoles, jet

engines, rockets, and the GPS and
ABS systems in automobiles.

Another key mineral used in the
rechargeable batteries of cell phones
and electric cars is cobalt. Sixty per
cent of the global cobalt supply
comes from the DRC. Companies
using this mineral range from
automotive giants such as General
Motors, Ford, Toyota, Volkswagen,
and BMW to manufacturers of
electronic goods like mobile phones
and computers including Samsung,
IBM, Dell, Apple, etc.

Copper, zine, gold, diamond,
silver, magnesium, germanium,
uranium and petroleum are some
of the other minerals found in
substantial quantities under the
Congolese land.

“Corporations like Apple make
trillions of dollars off of the profits
of these minerals. Yet, the people
in Congo are living on less than
$2.15 a day,” said Keerthana Kulen-
dran with the Answer Coalition in
Philadelphia, addressing a protest
organised by the Black Alliance for
Peace, Free Congo Philly, the Party
for Socialism and Liberation (PSL),
and others, outside an Apple store
in Philadelphia, in the US state of
Pennsylvania.

Another protester remarked
that taxpayer dollars to go to
Rwanda, dollars which are “fund-
ing, training and arming the M23
... one of the many militias respon-
sible for the atrocities. The West,
and the US in particular, wants us
to stay ignorant and silent about
Congo. Today the ignorance ends
in Philadelphia.”

Stanford University also held
its inaugural Congo Week this
year, organised across the univer-
sity’s departments by an alliance
of student organisations. It kicked
off with a teach-in on mining, tech-
nology, human rights abuses, and
environmental challenges affect-
ing Congo.

“We literally carry the Congo
around with us in all our elec-
tronic devices, but we don’t really
understand Congo’s long history,
and particularly US foreign policy
towards Congo,” said environmen-
tal justice lecturer Dena Montague,
who has researched DRC for over
30 years.

People from 600 university
campuses and communities from
over 75 countries have participated
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Members of a community farming group at work in their community fields, Bandundu Province, DRC.
Photo: Russell Watkins/Department for International Development — flickr.com (CC BY-SA 2.0)

Corporations like Apple make trillions of
dollars from these minerals. People in Congo
are living on less than $2.15 a day

in Congo Week since 2008 when
the FOTC started organising it.

“Congo is arguably the richest
country on the planet in terms of
natural resources,” FOTC main-
tains. Apart from its mineral
wealth, it has the agricultural and
hydroelectric potential to provide
the food and electrical needs of the
entire African continent.

However, the vast majority
of Congolese people languish in
poverty while their resources are
extracted by outside powers. In
1885, European powers, meeting
in Berlin, handed over the Congo
to King Leopold II of Belgium, who
massacred 10-15 million Congolese
in the process of extracting ivory
and rubber.

The rule of its first democratic
government elected by the Con-
golese people after winning inde-
pendence in 1960 was brought to
an end in less than seven months
with the murder of pan-Africanist

leader Patrice Lumumba in a coup
supported by Belgium and the US,
which installed dictator Joseph
Mobutu in power.

It was well over half a century
later that Congo witnessed the
first peaceful transfer of power
when Felix Tshisekedi became the
president in 2019 after winning
the election. He was re-elected
in December 2023. However, the
armed conflict has also risen in the
meantime, with the resurgence of
the M23 in 2022, capturing a large
area in North Kivu province by
June 2023.

Noting Rwanda’s support for
this militia, Bintou Keita, special
representative of the secretary-
general and head of the UN Stabi-
lisation Mission in the Democratic
Republic of the Congo (Monusco)
warned that the “rapidly escalat-
ing M23 crisis carries the very real
risk of provoking a wider regional
conflict.”

“In spite of the remarkable
challenges faced by the Congolese,
they can be overcome, especially in
light of Congo’s incredible human
and natural potential,” reads a
flier issued by FOTR ahead of the
Congo week.

*Friends of the Congo is an
advocacy organisation based in
Washington, DC. The FOTC was
established in 2004 to work in
partnership with Congolese to bring
about peaceful and lasting change in
the Democratic Republic of Congo
(DRC), formerly Zaire. Mission: Raise
the consciousness of the world
community on the challenge of the
Congo and support Congolese
institutions in bringing about a
peaceful and lasting change. Vision:
A peaceful and prosperous Congo
wherein Congolese are able to fulfil
their enormous human and natural
potential.
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Japan’s election and a broken system

William Briggs

The Japanese election, the uncer-
tainty that came with it, and the loss
of a majority for the almost perpet-
ual ruling Liberal Democratic Party
(LDP), has set more than a few polit-
ical cats among the pigeons. Before
this ‘snap’ election, the LDP had been
in power for all but six years since it
was formed in 1955.

For some , the fact that the LDP has
been enveloped in scandals, operating ‘slush
funds’ for corporations that fund the party
and guilty of broad and general corruption,
is at the heart of voter dissatisfaction. That
discontent is why former prime minister
Kishida stood down was replaced by Shigeru
Ishiba. Nothing changed. It is true that
there was a degree of dismay when the close
links between the LDP and the rabidly anti-
Communist cult of the Korean Unification
Church, or ‘Moonies’ were revealed.

Others point to the LDP’s determined
push towards militarisation as a driving force
behind the result. Japan has been advocating
for longer-range missiles, removing restric-
tions on arms exports and in reconsidering
its ‘anti-war’ constitution. It has been openly
hostile to China and the DPRK, and avow-
edly pro-US.

These issues; corruption and foreign
policy have an effect, but there is something
deeper at play.

The last time the LDP lost majority gov-
ernment, there was a strong sense that the
Japanese people wanted change. That was
less evident this time around. Rather, there
was an almost audible sigh and a feeling of
ennui and apathy. Only half of the elector-
ate voted. The Pew Research Centre report
that only one third of Japanese are ‘satis-
fied’ with the ‘state of Japanese democracy.’
Even fewer express any belief in any of the
major parties.

As former US president, Bill Clinton, once

said “it’s the economy.” The global capitalist
economy is in deep crisis. Japan is no dif-
ferent. In some ways the crisis is sharper in
Japan. Years of deflation have been biting.
Prices of consumer goods and services have
been badly affected.

Real wages have been declining. There
have been calls to get rid of Japan’s sales tax
but Ishiba rejected this on the grounds that
money was needed to pay for social security.
Prices were rising, wages falling and there was
a huge social security bill to support. Some
saw the vigorous spending on the military
as exacerbating the problem.

Since the 1980s, there has been a steady
decline in the share of national income that
goes to working people. It had been 60 per
cent in 1980. It has since shrunk to 55 per
cent. This means a transference of wealth
from labour to capital.

When former PM Kishida came to office,
he promised a ‘new capitalism.” It was a fool-
ish pledge. Capitalism is simply capitalism.

Kishida implied he would reject “neoliberal-
ism,” and support small business in order
to “level up” society. The neoliberal strategy
had attacked the working class, cut pensions
and welfare spending, and deregulated the
entire economy. Kishida’s ‘new capitalism’
went the way of all hastily developed ideas
to save a system that was collapsing.

Today there is low productivity, zero
GDP growth and recession.

Politically there is lethargy and there is
uncertainty. Many Japanese are not interest-
ed in scandals, corruption, and slush-funds —
one reason for the malaise. Another is dislike
of the LDP’s push to remilitarisation, and a
lack of clear alternatives to being the USA’s
original ‘unsinkable aircraft carrier.” @&
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Brazil, Belt and Road and the
USA’s Monroe Doctrine

William Briggs

The decision of the Brazilian govern-
ment not to join the Belt and Road
Initiative (BRI) is being regarded by
Washington as something of a setback
for China and a victory for the United
States. Brazil is a key member of the
BRICS group of countries but is geo-
graphically close to the USA.

It is no secret that the USA has been
applying none-too-subtle pressure on Brazil.

US Trade Representative Katherine Tai’s
remarks were not ambiguous. She made
the statement that Brazil should “look at
the risks” before joining the BRI. China
is Brazil’s biggest trading partner, but the
significance of the US cannot be overlooked.
Direct US investment in Brazil is $125 bil-
lion, or 17 per cent of Brazil’s total inflow
of investment. In this sense, the “risks” are
there for all to see.

The pressure from the USA assumes
a political as well as economic form. Tai’s
comments invoked, if obliquely, the Monroe
Doctrine of the 19th century that designated
Latin and South American countries to be
part of the US ‘sphere of influence.” There
are clear echoes of this policy in Tai’s implied
threat. The US position was made crystal
clear when US General Laura Richard-
son, head of the US Southern Command,
commented while on a visit to Brazil that
participation in the BRI might “undermine
Brazil’s sovereignty.”

Richardson may be a competent mili-
tary commander, but falls far short of the
mark as a diplomat, and even more as an
historian. In further turning the Monroe
screw, she sought to highlight geography
and history. She pointed to a 200-year
history of US-Brazil relations and that “we
respect each other’s sovereignty.” The US
respect of Brazilian sovereignty extended

to support for a right-wing coup in 1964
which forced the country into a subservient
position for decades.

Richardson — ignoring the true history
— spoke of the 200-year relationship and
pitted it against the 50-years of Brazil-China
relations. The USA is ever fearful of losing
control of any state and particularly those
it decides are in its ‘backyard.’

While Brazil has chosen not to pursue
membership of the BRI, its relationship
with China remains strong. Celso Amorim,
Brazil’s special presidential adviser for inter-
national affairs has said that Brazil “will
look for alternative ways to collaborate with
Chinese investors”, and that Brazil wants
to “take the relationship with China to a
new level.” This can be achieved without
signing contracts.

Washington remains visible in all of this.
There have been reports out of Sao Paulo
and Brasilia to the effect that BRI member-
ship might “complicate” relations with the
USA after Trump’s election victory.

For the USA there are still worrying
signs. One thing is certain; the United States
will play up the fact that a BRI agreement
was not formally entered into. Facts speak
for themselves Bilateral trade between China
and Brazil is $181 billion. China imports
goods to the value of $122 billion from Brazil.
Trade is growing at a rate of 7.5 per cent a
year. Nothing short of total intervention on
the part of the USA will halt this progress.

The USA has little regard for Brazil’s
sovereignty. It is concerned with stifling Chi-
nese progress. Just as trade grows between
China and Brazil, so too does China’s rise
continue. King Canute demanded that the
tide turn at his will. It didn’t. Will the USA
learn from the Danish king? &

Brazil ‘will look for
alternative ways to
collaborate with
Chinese investors’

The USA has Georgia on its mind

William Briggs

The result of the election in
Georgia might not have gone
the way that Washington or its
European allies wished. But
even a loss for imperialism
can be turned to its advantage.

The vote for a more pro-Mos-
cow candidate allows for some
confected outrage on the part of
America and the EU. Declarations
of electoral fraud and Russian inter-
ference have massive propaganda
value as demonstrations against
the government are organised and
televised. It was an event that briefly
made world news.

It feels familiar. The precursor
to the Ukrainian war began with US
interference in the internal affairs
of Ukraine. Money poured into the
coffers of the opposition forces in
Ukraine, fostering mass unrest,
protests and supported a fascist
movement that greatly assisted
the seizure of power. The billions
of dollars spent by the CIA that
funded the Maidan ‘revolution’ was
considered money well spent. It’s
reasonable to wonder if a repeat
performance is in the offing.

Russian analyst and deputy
director of the Centre for Com-
prehensive European and Inter-
national Studies at the National
Research University Higher School
of Economics, Dmitry Suslov, has
pointed to US interference. He
makes it clear that the USA wants to

- and in its sights

“overthrow the current government
in Georgia and plant supporters of
ex-president Mikhail Saakashvili in
commanding positions. Such a sce-
nario will be fraught with a deadly
threat to Georgian statehood.” The
US is threatening to impose sanc-
tions which in Suslov’s estimation
reveals “the final loss of all decency
in US foreign policy.”

What the world has been wit-
nessing, not just with Georgia, or
Ukraine, but in a broader, global
setting, is the implementation of
what has been called the ‘Brzezinski
Doctrine.’ The former US National
Security Adviser’s final and last-
ing ‘contribution’ to international
relations was the publication of
his book The Grand Chessboard.
Written after the fall of the Soviet
Union, the book was a formula for
the USA to maintain global control
and to remain the one global super-
power. The ‘chessboard’ referred to
the landmass that includes the four
critical regions of Eurasia. It was a
document that called for American
influence and domination across
Europe, Russia, Central Asia, and
East Asia.

The theory was eagerly adopted
by the USA. In coalition with EU
and NATO, there was a determined
push eastwards into former socialist
countries and into the former Soviet
Republics. It met with opposition
when Putin refused to allow any
further encroachments and dis-
memberment of Russia.

It is the same policy that moti-
vates American aggression towards
China and supports Israel’s actions
in the Middle East. No alignment
of forces that might challenge US
supremacy can be permitted.

The situation in Georgia closely
mirrors the Brzezinski doctrine.
Georgian president, Salome Zour-
abichvili (an ardent supporter of
integration with the EU) is, accord-
ing to Brian Whitmore, senior
fellow at the Atlantic Council,
preparing the ground-work for the
overthrow of the elected govern-
ment, of Georgian Dream and its
prime minister, Iraki Kobakhidze.
Whitmore has said that “Georgia’s
2024 parliamentary election has
entered its Maidan phase.”

Accusations of election fraud
are being used to discredit the
governing party and to prepare the
way for an effective coup. It is an
all-too-familiar cry. The Prime Min-
ister insists that “the elections were
completely fair, free, competitive,
and honest. There were no problems
with transparency. Everything can
be double-checked.” Whether the
West accept this remains to be seen,
although it is unlikely that they will
be taking up Kobakhidze’s offer to
‘check’ the results any time soon.

The actions, plots and machi-
nations against Georgia are just
one move on Brzezinski’s grand
chessboard. Watch this space. &

il

AMERICAN PRIMACY AND ITS
GEOSTRATEGIC IMPERATIVES

The book that provided a formula for the USA.
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Communist Party of Venezuela

The criminal
blockade against
the people of Cuba
must end

Once again the General Assembly of the Unit-
ed Nations pronounced itself by a majority
against the maintenance of the unjust and
genocidal economic and financial blockade
against the Cuban people maintained by the
government of the United States. 187 coun-
tries voted in favour of lifting the blockade
against Cuba, one country abstained from
voting and only 2 governments voted against
— the United States and its partner in crimes
against humanity, the Zionist State of Israel.

The Communist Party of Venezuela (PCV) salutes
this new and resounding political, moral, and diplo-
matic victory of the Cuban people, which exposes the
isolation of US imperialism in its attempt to justify
the illegal and criminal blockade against the island.

We invite the governments of the 187 countries
that voted against maintaining the blockade to take a
step forward and take concrete actions to help Cuba
overcome the harmful effects of this criminal unilat-
eral policy imposed by the government of the United
States on the Cuban working people.

The PCV reiterates its demand that Cuba be
removed from the list of countries sponsoring terror-
ism, and expresses its solidarity with the Cuban people
and the Communist Party of Cuba, in the face of the
harmful consequences generated by the continuation
and intensification of the blockade.

Political Bureau of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party of Venezuela
Caracas, October 31, 2024
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Employees accuse BBC of
pro-Israel bias

Dozens of BBC employees
have accused the British state
broadcaster of exhibiting pro-
Israel bias in its coverage of
the Gaza conflict, The Inde-
pendent has reported. The
newspaper, citing a letter
allegedly sent to BBC Direc-
tor-General Tim Davie, said
the appeal was also publicly
signed by other media repre-
sentatives, including broad-
caster Baroness Sayeeda
Warsi, who previously served
as senior minister of state for
foreign and commonwealth
affairs.

The Independent claimed
that accusations of partiality were
levelled at the BBC by 101 staff
members, who chose not to reveal
their identities. The letter allegedly
highlights a lack of “fair and accu-
rate evidence-based journalism in
coverage of Gaza.” BBC employees
urged the organisation to report
“without fear or favour” and to

“recommit to the highest edito-
rial standards — with emphasis
on fairness, accuracy, and due
impartiality.”

The letter allegedly stressed
the need to make it clearer in BBC
reporting that Israel is preventing
foreign journalists from accessing
Gaza, and to provide more his-
torical context behind the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict.

The Independent quoted an
anonymous BBC employee, who
signed the letter, as saying that
“levels of staff confidence” are
unprecedentedly low, with some
colleagues having “left the BBC in
recent months because they just
don’t believe our reporting on Israel
and Palestine is honest.”

Another supposedly told the
newspaper that they “see that we
are losing the trust of audiences
across the world.” The unnamed
signatory cited headlines that often
leave out Israel, in an apparent
attempt to deflect blame.

A BBC spokesperson has reject-
ed the allegations of bias, stressing
that the broadcaster “holds itself to
very high standards, and we strive
to live up to our responsibility to
deliver the most trusted and impar-
tial news.”

Earlier in September, right-wing
paper The Telegraph published a
report alleging anti-Israel bias and
describing a “deeply worrying pat-
tern of bias and multiple breaches
by the BBC of its own editorial
guidelines on impartiality, fairness
and establishing the truth.”

The BBC has dismissed the
findings, calling into question the
reliability of Al tools employed by
the researchers.

RT.com

(Editor's note: in Australia, Nine
Media banned staff who signed a
letter calling for fair reporting on Gaza
from covering any aspect of the
conflict) &

@ Global Briefs

LEBANON: Israeli war crimes have taken new dimensions
over the past year. In Lebanon alone, Israeli forces killed
173 health workers, injured 277 medical team members,
and attacked 243 health vehicles. Israel has carried out
attacks on hospitals and medical personnel in Lebanon,
arguing that its bombing is directed against the Shiite
militia. The Lebanese Health Ministry condemned “the
ongoing attacks by occupation forces against ambulance
personnel” and called on the international community to
“put an end to this series of war crimes.”

BANGLADESH: Tens of thousands of Hindus rallied
in Muslim majority Bangladesh demanding protection
from attacks and harassment. Hindus make up about 8
per cent of the country’s nearly 170 million people. The
Bangladesh Hindu Buddhist Christian Unity Council has
reported over 2,000 attacks on Hindus since August,
when prime minister Sheikh Hasina's government was
overthrown. Minority communities believe the interim
government has not protected them and that hard-line
Islamists have become increasingly influential since then.
Hindu activists demand a law to protect minorities, a
ministry for minorities and a tribunal to prosecute those
responsible for the oppression of minorities.

BOLIVIA: Former Bolivian President Evo Morales has
gone on a hunger strike “until the government begins
dialogue on two subjects — the economy and politics.”
Morales’ supporters have been blocking Bolivian roads for
19 days. On 30 October, Bolivian President Luis Arce said
that the damage from their actions surpassed $1.7 billion
with over 60 policemen injured in clashes as well. Morales
asked supporters to remove roadblocks, saying “I've
decided to ask the protesting comrades to consider the
possibility of pausing in blocking the roads to prevent any
bloodshed or economic problems.” Bolivia will hold presi-
dential elections in 2025. Incumbent President Arce and
ex-president Morales are planning to run for the top job.
Both represent the country’s largest left-wing Movement
for Socialism. Within it, there are groups that support
Morales and those that support the current president.

USA: US Defense Secretary Lloyd Austin has ordered
the deployment of additional forces to the Middle East. “In
keeping with our commitments to the protection of US citi-
zens and forces in the Middle East, the defence of Israel,
and de-escalation through deterrence and diplomacy, the
Secretary of Defense ordered the deployment of addition-
al ballistic missile defense destroyers, fighter squadron
and tanker aircraft, and several US Air Force B-52 long-
range strike bombers to the region,” Pentagon spokesman
Patrick Ryder said in a statement. Ryder added that these
forces will begin to arrive in the Middle East in coming
months. The USS Abraham Lincoln carrier strike group is
preparing to leave the region.

RUSSIA: North Korean Foreign Minister Choe Son-hui
visited Russia as part of the strategic dialogue that had
taken place between the leaders of the two countries ear-
lier in the year. Choe Son-hui had a number of meetings
in Russia to discuss preparations for DPRK leader Kim
Jong-un’s visit to Russia and other issues. Her visit was
taking place in the midst of discussions and speculations
in the West about the alleged involvement of DPRK mili-
tary personnel in combat operations in Ukraine. Son-hui
said that North Korea will be helping Russia for as long as
it takes to win the special operation. At the meeting with
her Russian counterpartt, she also said that “Until the day
of victory we will always firmly stand next to our Russian
comrades.”
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Brutally murdered 13 years ago,
this leader is only growing
more beloved

Mustafa Fetouri

October marked 13 years since Colo-
nel Muammar Gaddafi was brutally
murdered by a NATO-supported mob
of rebels in circumstances still buried
under a barrage of deliberate disin-
formation. Yet 13 years on, Gaddafi is
probably the most popular figure in
the North African country.

Is it just nostalgia that makes the public
yearn for a man who has long been dead, or
is there something else ?

WHAT HAPPENED?

On 23 September 2009 in his first and
only speech before the United Nations Gen-
eral Assembly, Muammar Gaddafi described
the UN Security Council as council of
“horror.” He explained that the council, by
the UN charter, is responsible for peace in
the world but has only brought “more wars
and sanctions.” What he did not know at the
time was that the same UN organ would, less
than two years later, authorize his removal
and ultimately his murder by adopting reso-
lution 1973, which gave the green light to UN
member states to interfere in Libya as long
they notified the UN Secretary General of
their intention to do so.

RESOLUTION 1973

Resolution 1973, adopted on 17 March
2011, was the UNSC response to public dem-
onstrations that engulfed parts of Libya in the
previous month, in which people demanded
better living conditions, housing, and jobs.
By the time the issue was deliberated at the
UN, peaceful public demonstrations had
turned into an armed revolt led by various
stakeholders, including Islamists and former
terrorists, against the legitimate government.

The wave of public discontent in Libya
was part of wider public awakenings that
began in neighbouring Tunisia before
moving to Egypt. In both countries, the
West attempted to save President Ben Ali in
Tunisia and later his Egyptian counterpart,
Hosni Mubarak, but failed. There were no
calls for military intervention to “protect”
civilians in either country. With Libya, it
was a completely different matter.

Faced with armed groups seeking to
destabilise the country, the Gaddafi govern-
ment responded, as any other government
would, by using force . Under Gaddafi, Libya
had seen similar events in the previous four
decades, where Western-supported attempts
were made not only to kill Gaddafi but also
to bring about regime change by force.
The government used force to contain the
demonstration, but specifically targeted the
armed groups that had sprung up among the
peaceful demonstrators.

In the chaos, many innocent people were
killed and wounded, but nowhere near the
inflated figures reported in Western media.
Western politicians also exaggerated as part
of their quest to widen the rift between the
Libyan authorities and the people.

RUSH TO ACTION
WITHOUT FACTS

Under pressure from veto-wielding per-
manent superpower members, the UNSC
passed resolution 1973 under the pretext
of the ‘Right to Protect’ (R2P) doctrine that,

controversially, allows the UN to use military
force to protect civilians when a government
fails to do so. Paragraph 4 of the resolu-
tion called on all world countries to “take
all necessary measures” to protect civilians
in Libya, impose a no-fly zone, and urged
UN member states to tighten the embargo
already imposed on the country by the UN
Security Council.

Resolution 1970 was mainly based on
biased media reports. Neither the UN nor any
of its relevant institutions investigated events
on the ground to be able to lay blame, and
the first official UN mission arrived in Libya
in March and reported to the UNSC in April
2011. The UNSC adopted its two resolutions,
1970 and 1973, based on unverified media
reports, unreliable witness statements and
biased civil organisations accounts.

By the time the UNSC adopted resolution
1973, Libya was already in a full-swing civil
war between the armed rebels and govern-
ment forces that, in being dehumanised by
biased Western media, were called “Gaddafi
brigades.”

The rebels were actually a mix of terror
organisations and locals who chose to fight
the government. They included groups such
as Al-Qaeda, Ansar Al-Sharia, Al-Qa’ida in
the Lands of the Islamic Maghreb, Libyan
Islamic Fighting Group, remnants of other
groups, and Afghan war veterans who infil-
trated the country.

By mid-March 2011, Libya was consumed
by internal violent strife, its government boy-
cotted by most countries, its voice drowned
under a barrage of media lies and fake news,
its officials banned from travel, and its leader
hunted day and night. The rebels fighting the
government were being supplied, financed,
armed, trained, and directed by the West
and several Arab countries such as Qatar,
Jordan, and United Arab Emirates.

The stage was set for NATO to take over
the military intervention. In fact, France, the
US, and UK had already started bombing
Libya by launching the first wave of missile
strikes on Libyan air defense sites and radars
in order to prepare the ground for impos-
ing a no-fly zone. Even civil security forces,
manning checkpoints around Tripoli, were
bombed. By the end of March 2011, Libya had
become a “theatre of operations” and NATO
launched “Operation Unified Protector” with
an around-the-clock bombardment.

The strongest military alliance in human
history had just launched its first war in North
Africa since France was defeated in Algeria
in 1962. By the end of its operation, NATO
had killed hundreds of Libyan women and
children, destroyed properties and infra-
structure, all in the name of reinforcing
international law and protecting civilians.

The scenes of chaos, destruction, displace-
ments, and killings continued from March to
October. The Libyan army managed to hold
back the rebels on the ground while facing
NATO air bombardments. On 20 October
2011, Gaddafi was murdered in gruesome
scenes and his body, alongside the bodies of
his son and his defence minister, displayed
for the horrified public to see.

NATO’S REAL GOAL

Murdering Gaddafi turned out to be
the true goal of NATO’s campaign in Libya.
The decision was made that he must be
liquidated as a person, and that everything

Colonel Muammar Gaddafi. Photo: Kremlin.ru (CC BY 4.0)

he represented as leader must be erased
from the memory of his people and millions
more across Africa to whom he was a source
of inspiration as an honest African leader.

The bigger immediate objective was to
transform Libya from an independent state
with sovereign decision-making into a West-
ern subordinate, chaotically run and unable
to decide for itself on any major national issue
including elections, economic policies, and
management of its national wealth, includ-
ing billions still frozen around the world.

To achieve that, the climate and environ-
ment of social solidarity which took Gaddafi
decades to secure and strengthen was dis-
mantled and killed as an idea, allowing the
entire Libyan social fabric to be dismantled,
ushering in an era of chaos and dependence
on foreign powers.

‘GADDAFI DID NOT DIF’

Yet after all these years, the man the West
portrayed as evil and whom they destroyed
Libya to remove, is still remembered and
cherished by most Libyans as if he had not
died at all.

In September, thousands of ordinary
people took to the streets in dozens of cities,
towns, and villages across the country to cel-
ebrate 55 years since Gaddafi came to power
on 1 September 1969, in what became known
as Al-Fatih Revolution. While commemora-
tions have happened almost every year since
2011, this year’s festivities were notable for
the large number of young people taking part.
In Bani Walid, for example, the celebrations
featured a parade led by a Gaddafi lookalike
complete with body guards.

Ali Al-Kilani, a renowned poet and former
Gaddafi aide, claims “Gaddafi did not die”
because he made Libyans believe in them-
selves and “be proud of their independence

and sovereignty.” Looking at the number of
people who celebrated this year is proof that
“he is still popular despite what has been
done to erase him from people’s minds,”
said Al-Kilani from his self-imposed exile
in Cairo, Egypt.

COULD POPULARITY
BECOME VOTES?

The very fact that many Libyans still
honour Gaddafi and remember him means
that the top NATO goal of erasing his memory
has failed. His popularity today could also
play a decisive role in elections whenever
they take place. His son Saif Al-Islam, who
registered to contest presidential elections
in December 2021, was tipped to win, but
the vote was indefinitely postponed thanks
to US and UK rejection of him being on the
ballots.

The ambassadors of the UK and US to
Libya intervened just before election day, on
24 December 2021, to voice their rejection
of his nomination. They claimed that Saif
Al-Islam is not a good choice for Libya as he
is wanted by the ICC. Indeed, Saif Al-Islam
has been indicted by the ICC, but Libyan
courts have already exonerated him though
a general amnesty law passed by the parlia-
ment in 2015. The young Gaddafi today is
much more popular than any other potential
nominee. Much of his popularity stems from
his family name and the fact that he stood
by his father during the war.

While Muammer Gaddafi still commands
respect and loyalty among large sections of
Libya, the country itself is unlikely to become
stable, united, and peaceful anytime soon.
Many say that Gaddafi died and took Libya
with him.

RT.com &

Gaddafi ... made Libyans
believe in themselves
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‘Supremacist mindset’: US,
Israel vote for Cuba sanctions

Once again, the United States and Israel voted
against the lifting of arbitrary sanctions against
the Cuban people.

On 30 October, the United Nations General
Assembly (UNGA) met to vote on a resolution on
the necessity of ending the blockade imposed by the
United States against Cuba.

187 countries voted in favour of lifting the block-
ade. Israel and the United States voted against, and
Moldova abstained.

This marks the thirty-second time that Cuba has
introduced this resolution, which continues to gather
increasing support against the US economic sanctions
package, now in place for 62 years.

The UNGA had asked the United Nations Sec-
retariat to prepare a report by consulting member
countries and UN system bodies on this resolution,
titled, “The Need to End the Economic, Commercial,
and Financial Blockade Imposed by the United States
of America Against Cuba.”

The final report includes strong responses against
the US blockade from over 180 countries and 35 inter-
national institutions, including UNICEF, the World
Food Programme, the UN Development Programme,
and the World Health Organization.

The resolution reaffirms “the sovereign equality
of States, non-intervention and non-interference in
internal affairs, and the freedom of international trade
and navigation.”

Previously, Cuba’s Affairs Ministry indicated that
it expects to achieve a result this year similar to that
of 2023, when it received 187 favourable votes, only

two against (the United States and Israel), and one
abstention (Ukraine).

Russia’s delegation took the floor during the first
session of the UNGA debate to describe US policy in
Cuba as a relic of the Cold War. “It’s a clear example
of neocolonialism on the part of the United States. It
affects Cuba and 200 countries that wish to build trade
relations with Cuba,” said Vasily Nebenzia, Russia’s
representative to the United Nations.

Latin American countries, including Mexico, and
Venezuela, as well as members of the Group of 77 and
China, shared this position. “It is a blockade that rep-
resents the most unjust, severe, and prolonged system
of unilateral coercive measures against any country
in modern history,” stated Venezuela’s delegation,
taking a further step in their criticism of the USA’s
“supremacist mindset.”

Washington imposed its first sanctions in 1959,
shortly after the victory of the Cuban revolution, but
the first major block of measures came in 1962 under
President Kennedy. Since then, these measures have
been expanded and intensified multiple times, such as
with the Helms-Burton Act (1996) and the 240 meas-
ures under the Trump administration (2017-2021).
The Biden administration has largely maintained
Trump’s policies.

Because of the blockade, Cuba suffers from short-
ages of food, medicine, and fuel, prolonged daily
blackouts, rampant inflation, increasing dollarisa-
tion, and a deterioration of public services, including
education and healthcare.

Telesur &

Spanish floods:
Statement from the Communist
Party of the Workers of Spain

The number of victims caused by the passage
of the DANA (Isolated Depression at High
Levels) through the East of the peninsula is
horrifying. Dozens of towns in the Valencian
Country, Castilla-La Mancha, Andalusia, Cata-
lonia, and Arag6n have been affected by the
catastrophe. The human and material cost is
already incalculable.

The symbol of this horror is Valencia City, whose
southern part has been totally flooded, just like
the parishes on the right bank of the Turia River.
At time of writing, there are at least 217 dead, an
undetermined number of missing people, and an
innumerable number of people whose lives have
been devastated.

The PCTE wants to convey its condolences to the
families of the victims, express its full support to all
the affected people, and thank firefighters and rescue
teams for their work in the ongoing relief efforts.
Thousands of people exercised their solidarity and
have risked their lives in order to help. They are one
more example that, in the worst moments, only the
people save the people.

Second, the PCTE wants to denounce the culprits
of this tragedy. Catastrophes like these may have
natural causes, but their consequences and intensity
have much to do with capitalist policies and interests.

The environmental depredation of capital is a fact.
If business profits are prioritised, then the manage-
ment of the territory, natural resources, and urban
planning are subdued to a purely commercial logic,

in which the lives and the interests of the majority of
the population are secondary issues.

This same logic rules when the working class is
forced to stay at their workstations despite the alerts
and emergency warnings. While this statement is
being written, with the red alert being expanded to
more than 10 Spanish provinces, no public authority
has called to completely stop the production nor cease
any service that is not required to address emergen-
cies. Employers and administrations are the culprits
in this situation.

The mutual accusations between the different
political forces managing capitalist interests are a
really bad joke. These are the forces that, from the
different administrations, have constantly neglected
their responsibility to work for the prevention of this
kind of situations.

We state with no reservation that catastrophes
like this one can actually be foreseen and prevented
with enough time, thanks to the scientific-technical
means available. Likewise, there are more than enough
material resources to make an urban and infrastruc-
tural planning that does not put the population at
risk. However, in order to do so, the precondition is
to put all the economic, technological, and scientific
means at the service of the majority, via a centrally
planned economy;, scientifically capable of making a
rational use of resources and managing them for the
sake of the working-class majority.

PCTE (Communist Party of the Workers of Spain)
Solidnet &

Subscription to The GUdr didn

(16 months: $100 (solidarity price) (16 months: $75 (concession)
[ Special offer: 10 issues for $20 (new subscriptions only)

NAME:

(112 months: $150 (solidarity price) (112 months: $100 (concession)

Guardian

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

ADDRESS:

Editor:

Phone on 02 9699 8844 or

or by credit card: Mastercard Visa
Card#

Amount: Expiry Date: /

Signature:

POSTCODE:

Pay by 1Cheque dMoney order (Payable to “Guardian Publications™)

info@cpa.org.au or send to:
Guardian Subscriptions, 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010

*$20 minimum on cards

Date:

Floyd Kermode

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

Printed by
Spotpress Newspapers
The Print Centre, corner Hume Highway
and Muir Roadd, Chullora, NSW

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

11 November 2024 15

%«/EAS
wORDS 7
P 2/

‘Have fun’

When is ‘having fun’ weaselly? When it really means ‘losing
money you can't afford to lose. Gillon McLachlan who has
transitioned to a job at Tabcorp after doing so much to make
the gambling industry richer in his former role of head of the
AFL, was asked if punters would be betting a lot of money at
the Melbourne Cup. He said “they’ll be having fun,” a very wea-
selly way of saying that punters will be betting a lot of money
while his new ‘industry’ has fun.

Harmless

This word is weaselly when it’s used to describe something
harmless to the speaker, but quite harmful to a lot of other
people they don’t care about. Francis Fukuyama, the US aca-
demic who said that “the compulsion for superior status could
be channelled harmlessly into the pursuit of ever-greater piles
of money,” to quote a recent chat he had with Nine journo Peter
“war with China” Hartcher. Harmless to neoliberal academics,
absolutely.

Protect

Trump said he would protect women whether the women like it
or not. He’s been widely criticised for the ‘whether the women
like it or not’ part, which is not the best choice of words for a
convicted rapist to use, but “protect” deserves attention. So far
Trump has protected US women from the right to control their
own bodies.

On message

Advisers allegedly imploying Trump to “keep it short and on
message” for the final 24 hours of the campaign. Here “on
message” means “not self-harmingly deranged or too obvious-
ly racist.”

Inappropriate

Biden spokesperson Matthew Miller said “it’s not the end of the
semester,” then chuckled at his own joke, about Israel starving
Gaza after ignoring US requests to do otherwise. A journalist
described the “levity” as “a little bit inappropriate.” So it was, in
the sense that war crimes are a ‘faux pas, war crimes are ‘not
quite the thing,” and genocide is ‘a tad over the top.’

Role

There’s a whole family of Weasel Words that do the job of mak-
ing US dominance of most of the world look less humiliating for
the dominated; ally, partnership, friendship, shared interests,
shared security and prosperity. Foreign Minister Penny Wong
has a big book of these euphemisms on her ministerial book-
shelf if her speeches are anything to go by.

‘Role’ is one of them. Nine business columnist Stephen Bar-
tholomeusz has written of the US election that Kamala Harris
“would seek to preserve America’s role in the world and its tra-
ditional alliances.” This means the USA still gets to throw its
weight around.

Traditional alliances

See ‘role’ above. When the US says ‘jump’, Australia is already
in mid-air asking “is that high enough?” Call it what you like,
any description of the Australia-US relationship that doesn’t
acknowledge that fact is just putting lipstick on a pig.

Demure

Former BBC hack Nick Bryant has managed to be both wea-
selly and sexist by calling Kamala Harris “decorous and
demure” in contrast to Donald Trump. Harris became Vice
President after a career of prosecuting three-strikes cases
— throwing people in jail for long terms over ftrivial offences
because they had already offended. She has called NATO “the
greatest military alliance the world has ever known.” Maybe
she said it demurely.
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lessons for Australia

C Bartholomew

The United States’ election spectacle
between Kamala Harris and Donald
Trump has dominated Australian
screens and social media this year.
Between government policies such as
AUKUS and the worrying phenome-
non of Australians walking around in
MAGA hats, it seems US elections are
only becoming more relevant. While
it is easy to respond to this trend with
impatience or frustration, there are
also some key lessons worth learning.

Dave McKee of the socialist Canadian
paper People’s Voice recently published an
article titled ‘US election holds important
lessons for the working class in Canada.’
McKee’s article provides some real insight
into the relevance of the US elections to
the Canadian context. The main takeaway:
the problem for those of us outside of the
US isn’t who wins, but the fact that it mat-
ters outside of the US at all. Going through
McKee’s three lessons for Canadians, it is
hard not to see parallels to the situation
here in Australia.

McKee’s first lesson is that “it is crucial
to de-couple Canada’s foreign and military
policy and institutions from the US.” The
relevance of this lesson to Australia is clear.
Australia has arguably never had a truly
independent foreign policy. Our colonial
ties to the UK have never fully gone away,
as recently exposed by the fawning and
pearl-clutching done in service to Charles
Windsor’s visit this year. Our ties to the US
have also been all but unquestioned since
the end of World War 2. For war after war,
invasion after invasion, the US has called
Australia to its side to provide support and
even carry out crimes too heinous for their

image. For over 70 years, the Australian
answer has been “yes.”

Australia may run its own imperialist
projects, mostly imposed upon our smaller
Pacific neighbours, but our ruling class has
always been ready to throw Australians into
the fray to fight for our UK and US handlers.
From PM Billy Hughes’ failed attempts to
introduce conscription for World War 1, to
the absolutely pathetic displays of subordina-
tion which have defined our role in AUKUS,
this has been an issue for Australians for our
entire colonial history. Now our leadership
drags its feet in response to the ongoing
genocide and wars of expansion carried
out by Israel, all too happy for Australia to
provide intelligence and launchpads through
military bases on our soil, so long as arms
manufacturers can profit from weapons and
planes which make their way into the hands
of Washington and Tel Aviv.

McKee’s second lesson is to fight against
attacks on the voice of labour. While our
largely two-party system is marginally better
than that of the US, we are witnessing attacks
on organised labour which will drag us into a
similar crisis. Voters in the US are being asked
to make a choice between a party currently
enabling genocide and a party which will
also support genocide, but with a domestic
policy platform aimed at attacks on work-
ers and minorities included. Adding to the
problem is Harris” habit of trying to compete
with Trump on matters such as the brutali-
sation of immigrants, rather than standing
with the progressive policies favoured by the
majority of US citizens.

McKee notes that traditionally progres-
sive parties in Canada, such as the New
Democratic Party (NDP), have shifted their
class base to business and a certain kind of
professional more amenable to capitalist
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interests. Meanwhile, some elements of
union and labour leadership have become
averse to pushing forward demands inde-
pendent of NDP policy. These same trends
are present in Australia. As Labor carries out
its war on the CFMEU, we are witnessing a
divide between genuine worker solidarity and
opportunistic collaboration with corpora-
tions and neoliberal governments. Workers
in Australia must not allow the two major
parties to dominate their voices, or else we
may find ourselves in a US-style situation
“where working people have to ponder which
genocide-supporting representative of Wall
Street will be least bad.”

McKee’s third lesson is to recognise
right-wing ideologies as the anti-worker cam-
paigns that they are. As parties such as the
Democrats fail to adequately address issues
such as cost-of-living due to their corporate
loyalties, right-wing figures such as France’s
Le Pen, Italy’s Meloni, Argentina’s Milei and,

of course, Donald Trump rise in popularity.
Their rhetoric appeals to frustrated workers
by providing easy targets. Immigrants, trans
individuals and the broader Queer commu-
nity, feminists, and the bogeyman of ‘woke
cultural Marxism’ are scapegoated so that
the parasitic corporate class can continue
to exploit workers unquestioned. These
trends exist within Australia as well and
must be resisted.

The shift to the right in the US increases
pressure for the leaders of US allies to do the
same. Whether it’'s AUKUS warmongering,
attempts to silence the working class, or
the rise of all manner of conservatives and
fascists, the unfortunate reality is that what-
ever the outcome of the election, Australia’s
policies at home and abroad will continue
to be influenced by the US. It is up to the
Australian working-class to learn from this
trend and fight against it. Then, one day,
US elections might not be so important. &

Australia: even more the 51st state?

Graham Holton

The recent National Securi-
ty and Australia’s Northern
Defence paper by the right
wing think tank/lobby group,
the Institute of Public Affairs
(IPA) favours permanent-
ly expanding the US Marine
presence at the RAAF Base in
Tindal to 16,000 to deter the
“growing threat” of China,
2,400 kilometres north of
Darwin. The ALP government,
having quickly embraced the
AUKUS agreement, now wants
to enhance US military coop-
eration. Another think-tank-
er has called Australia “an
unsinkable aircraft carrier.” A
US congressional delegation to
Darwin, agreed that Austral-
ia has become of increasing
strategic value. Lloyd Aus-
tin, US Secretary of Defense,
said base upgrades and more

frequent rotational bomber
deployments would enhance
“greater peace, stability, and
deterrence across the region.”

Critics have called Australia the
51st state of the USA.

Australia offers a vast area
in which to stage or resupply US
military assets. In Tindal, the US
has built a new fuel depot for the
MV-22 Osprey tilt-rotor aircraft
and expanded the parking apron
to enable more Osprey operations.
Mid-air refuelling will extend the
Ospreys’ range to the South China
Sea. Runways have been upgraded
to accommodate the large B-52
bombers.

Peter Jennings, former senior
defence officer, urged Australia to
spend $1 billion to upgrade the
Tindal RAAF base. The US defence
force is spending up to US$970
million to expand RAAF bases in
Darwin, and Katherine. Brigadier
Michael Say, who leads Australia’s

Force Posture Initiative, says Aus-
tralia is planning to upgrade three
other bases so heavier aircraft
can use them, but it is uncertain
whether the US will pay for these
expensive improvements. If sub-
marines are moved from Pearl
Harbor or San Diego to the HMAS
Stirling Naval Base in WA it will
be “significant strategically,” said
Charles Edel, Australia chair at the
Center for Strategic and Interna-
tional Studies in Washington D.C.
“We are pulling them closer in to
where they are needed.”

Despite all the media hoo-ha
over Australia increasing military
spending, these upgrades have
been much criticised. US Congress
members have fretted about the
Chinese-owned company Land-
bridge’s 99-year lease over the
port of Darwin, which surrounds
the Australian naval base. Rep.
Jimmy Panetta (D-Calif.) said
that as long as Australia relies on

China for its prosperity it will be
in conflict with the US’s expand-
ing military presence here. Sam
Roggeveen, a former Australian
intelligence analyst at the Lowy
Institute, said: “I have deep mis-
givings about the whole enterprise
... It conflates America’s strategic
objectives in Asia with ours, and it
makes those bases a target.” Mihai
Sora said that: “the stakes increase
in the South China Sea, as the risk
over conflict in Taiwan increases.”
This makes Australia more likely to
be engulfed in an undesirable and
costly Asian war.

Australia’s defence minister,
Richard Marles, told the Wall Street
Journal: “We’re working ... to pro-
vide for the collective security of the
region.” Marles said the increased
US presence was “very much in
Australia’s national interest,” as
Australia increases defence ties
across the Indo-Pacific region. In
2025 Australia will host nineteen

countries at the annual Talisman
Sabre war games. Yet many of our
closest neighbours are increasingly
concerned about the long-term
political and economic outcomes.

The Australian government has
forgotten that in the 1940s the Japa-
nese Imperial Forces were unable
to defeat China, despite the horrific
losses. The Korean War (1951-1953),
which included Chinese military
involvement, ended in an armistice,
not a victory for Australia. Today
China’s PLA (People’s Liberation
Army) is one of the world’s most
powerful militaries.

Despite the US having numer-
ous military bases encircling China,
the US and Australia would not
find any such war easy. Is such a
risk worthwhile with our largest
trading partner? Such a violent
conflict is not in Australia’s inter-
ests, no matter what our politicians
tellus. &
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