
In this May Day issue of the Guardian, on 
pages 6-7 Anna Pha analyses and exposes 
the Turnbull’s government’s preparations 
for an unprecedented attack on organised 
labour, on the democratic rights of workers 
to defend hard-won gains, including the 
most fundamental right of workers: the 
right to withdraw their labour.

The Turnbull government is pushing to 
re-introduce the Australian Building and Con-
struction Commission, originally introduced by 
the Howard government in 2005, the legisla-
tion it has used to trigger a double dissolution 
election. Like its predecessor, the ABCC dis-
criminates against workers in the construction 
industry by applying a different, punitive set 
of laws to workers and their unions above and 
outside of the legal norms that apply to society 
as a whole.

Around one million workers will be 
affected because the new version of the Bill 
will extend the ABCC’s reach to all workers 
that supply, transport or prefabricate man-
ufactured goods, including any ship that is 
travelling to and from an Australian port, to 
building sites.

Under the proposed ABCC legislation:
• Workers would not have the right to silence, 

a fundamental right in current legal norms
• They would face penalties of up to six 

months jail if they refused to answer 
questions about something as simple as a 
union meeting

• Workers would not be able to have a lawyer 
of their choosing

• EBAs containing clauses which provide 
for the employment of apprentices or older 
Australians and set maximum hours of work 
would be illegal

The ABCC has never had any role in inves-
tigating breaches of the criminal law. It deals 
with possible industrial law contraventions, 
which are and always have been civil, not crim-
inal matters. This Bill would not change that 
situation at all.

Knowing full well that the ABCC cannot 
deal with criminal matters, Malcolm Turnbull 
used it as his excuse to prorogue Parliament 
and in doing so mislead the Governor-General, 
saying, “The government regards this legisla-
tion as of great importance for promoting jobs 
and growth, improving productivity and also 
promoting workplace safety through taking 
strong measures to deal with widespread and 
systematic criminality in the building and con-
struction industry.”

Claims that productivity will increase by 20 
percent under the ABCC are inaccurate, mis-
leading and inconsistent with the fi ndings of the 
government’s own Productivity Commission.

Workplace fatalities
The ABCC will impact on the rights of con-

struction workers to have a safe workplace. The 
prohibition on agreements including safe work-
ing hours will lead to more deaths and injuries 
and more exploitation.

During the period of the Howard govern-
ment’s WorkChoices and the ABCC, fatalities 
for all workers increased by more than 25 per-
cent, while fatalities for construction workers 
skyrocketed from an average of 2.5 fatalities 
per 100,000 to almost fi ve fatalities per 100,000 
workers.

During the same period workplace fatali-
ties in construction peaked at 48 deaths in 2006 
and 51 deaths in 2007, making them the worst 
two years for deaths in construction in the last 
decade. (Work-related Traumatic Injury Fatali-
ties Australia 2012, SafeWork Australia) 

By contrast, following the abolition of the 
ABCC in 2012 some 30 deaths were report-
ed, the lowest number of deaths in the past ten 
years (Source as above).

Workers need strong rights and strong 
unions to protect themselves from injury and 
death through cost-cutting and the ever-present 
desire of employers to put profi ts ahead of 
safety.

The Government’s plan to set up aggressive 

anti-worker bodies like the ABCC, with coer-
cive powers designed to intimidate safety rep-
resentatives and union activists, will lead to 
injuries and fatalities rising as they did under 
the previous ABCC.

The proposed ABCC Bill denies a number 
of civil liberty rights to workers in the construc-
tion industry, breaching the Australian govern-
ment’s international human rights obligations 
under customary international law.

The Law Council of Australia (LCA) found 
the ABCC legislation includes “a number of 

features [that] are contrary to rule of law prin-
ciples and traditional common law rights and 
privileges such as those relating to the burden 
of proof, the privilege against self-incrimina-
tion, the right to silence, freedom from retro-
spective laws and the delegation of law making 
power to the executive.”

The proposed ABCC legislation allows for 
current penalties for contravening industrial 
laws to be tripled for construction workers and 
their unions.
See the analysis pages 6-7 
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Greed and deception – bank on it
Opposition leader Bill Shorten stunned the big banks and 

corporate media when he promised a Royal Commission into the 
banking sector. The Big Four, the most powerful institutions in 
Australia, see themselves as not only too big to fail but too big to 
be touched. Labor’s call follows that of the Australian Greens last 
year, which Labor had at the time opposed.

There have been 13 known serious incidents of fi nancial serv-
ices scandals and errors in the past two years alone. ABC’s Four 
Corners and Fairfax Media investigations have played an important 
role in revealing the callous, “profi ts at all cost” culture of the 
Big Four.

For example, on May 5, 2014, Adele Ferguson broke the story 
of the practices of a fi nancial planner, whose annual salary was 
almost half a million dollars. The CBA protected him until a 
whistleblower and several of his clients fought back. (Banking 
Bad, a joint Four Corners/Fairfax investigation). The customers 
who believed they had been wronged had to take on both the bank 
and the industry cop, the Australian Securities and Investments 
Commission (ASIC), and they won.

CBA Chair David Turner promised: “We will be the ethical 
bank, the bank others look up to for honesty, transparency, decency, 
good management, openness.”

Then in 2016, a series of stories in the Fairfax media and on the 
ABC, culminating on March 7 with the ABC Four Corners program 
“Money for Nothing”, exposed another scandal, this time involving 
the CBA’s insurance arm Comminsure. The chief medical offi cer 
at Comminsure raised concerns internally about a culture where 
doctors were pressured to change medical reports, patients’ fi les 
were deleted and claims delayed in a deliberate strategy to avoid 
expensive pay-outs. Comminsure took action – they sacked him!

The motive was profi ts, every dollar not paid out, another dol-
lar in profi ts.

The Big Four are amongst 14 banks being investigated for rig-
ging benchmark interest rates (bank bill swap rates). ASIC began 
asking questions in 2012 and now has 10 of its 60 enforcement 
staff on the case. The Fair Work Building and Construction has 
a staff of around 146, and is recruiting more.

The banking cop is headed by former investment banker Greg 
Medcraft. Medcraft worked for the French bank Société Générale 
for 17 years – fi rst as a fi nancial analyst and later as its global 
head of securitisation. SG is a multinational banking and fi nancial 
services company with total assets of €1.33 trillion (A$1.94 trillion). 
This is larger than Australia’s GDP of A$1.62 trillion (2015 fi gures).

“We will bring forward the review of the Code of Banking 
Practice. The Code of Banking Practice is the banking industry’s 
customer charter on best practice banking standards, disclosure 
and principles of conduct,” the ABA also promised. Whistle blowers 
will be protected (sic) and a register of “rogue advisers” established, 
the ABA said. The code is a toothless tiger, not legislation.

“Australia’s banks will continue to ensure customers are treated 
fairly and receive the best possible outcomes. Expanding ASIC’s 
role is complementary to this,” ABA Chief Executive Steven 
Münchenberg said. Such a statement – “continue to ensure” – 
hardly instils confi dence that anything is about to change. (The 
promise of an additional $127 million over four years for ASIC ba-
sically restores the cuts made by the Coalition in the 2014 budget.)

When promising to abolish the Australian Building and 
Construction Commission, then Labor Deputy Prime Minister 
Julia Gillard told ABC’s Leigh Sales that there would still be “a 
tough cop on the beat with coercive powers to crack down on 
any bad behaviour.” (ABC Lateline 26-06-2009). The Fair Work 
Building and Construction (FWBC) that replaced the Australian 
Building and Construction Commission proved to be just that – a 
“tough cop on the beat”.

ASIC has not proved to be a “tough cop on the beat”. A gov-
ernment headed by a former merchant banker is not interested 
in exposing how the banks make such hefty profi ts, let alone ad-
dressing their lawlessness. It is not in the ruling class’s interests, 
whereas the FWBC is. The Communist Party says bring on the 
Royal Commission, but a serious one with wide terms of reference.

PRESS FUND
Minister for the Environment, Greg Hunt, loudly proclaims his 
support for the Paris climate change agreement. However, the 
coalition government only went along with the agreement because 
of overwhelming international pressure. Queensland’s Condamine 
River can now be set alight because of seepage from government-
approved coal seam gas operations, but the government still 
supports construction of the vast Adani coal mine in Queensland, 
despite the risks it poses to the Great Barrier Reef, and endorses 
mining within the Liverpool Plains, despite the danger to some of 
Australia’s best agricultural land. To help us expose the coalition’s 
corrupt and duplicitous environmental policies we really need 
Press Fund contributions, so please send us something for the next 
edition if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s supporters 
as follows:
M Simmons $100, Mark Mannion $5, “Rough Red” $5, 
“Round Figure” $10
This week’s total $120 Progressive total: $2,620

Support Support The GuardianThe Guardian by donating to Press Fund by donating to Press Fund

“
QUOTE OF THE WEEK

I ain’t draft dodging. I ain’t burning no fl ag. I ain’t running to Canada. 
I’m staying right here. You want to send me to jail? Fine, you go right ahead. 
I’ve been in jail for 400 years. I could be there for 4 or 5 more, but I ain’t going 
no 10,000 miles to help murder and kill other poor people. If I want to die, I’ll 
die right here, right now, fi ghting you, if I want to die. You my enemy, not no 
Chinese, no Vietcong, no Japanese. You my opposer when I want freedom. 
You my opposer when I want justice.

Muhammad Ali”

May Day 2016

Brisbane 
May Day March and Festival

Monday May 2 – Start 10am at Cnr Wharf & Turbot Streets, Spring Hill

Finish at the RNA Showgrounds – With drinks, food, music, events & rides

Contact your union for more information, or go to Brisbane Labour Day March on Facebook

Darwin 
May Day March

Monday May 2 from 3pm Starting at Unions NT, 38 Woods Street Darwin

Come celebrate May Day with unionists from all across the NT. March down to Bicentennial Park on the Esplanade 
where there will be a family friendly community concert. It's a day you don't want to miss.

Canberra 
May Day Dinner & Awards Night

Friday April 29 from 6.30 pm Woden Tradies Club 

Sydney
Solidarity Toast

Saturday April 30 from 7pm CFMEU Building, 12 Railway St, Lidcombe

Communist Party Lebanon (NSW) & Communist Party Australia Sydney District invite you to our May Day Toast.

Join us in the international celebration of workers’ struggle & solidarity!

Drinks, refreshments, great toasts, music & dance - featuring music by Al Salam Arabic group and TiLiLi: a fusion of world music bringing 
together the sounds of the Middle East and Central Asia

Charge: bring a plate, otherwise a $5 donation

For more info & to RSVP: 0450 590 390; 02 9699 8844, info@cpa.org.au, or go to May Day Toast on facebook

Sydney 
May Day March & Family Fun Day

Sunday May 1 11am - 4pm Belmore Park, Cnr Railway Square & Eddy Ave, Sydney with march to Victoria Park

This year's event will maintain our proud tradition of marching and great speeches as well as rides, bands, food and fun activities for all 
to enjoy at Victoria Park. 

Contact: sydney@mayday.org.au or 02 9881 5999

Peace Guessing Competition Results
Our thanks to everyone who entered the competition. 
If you didn’t win this time there is always next time!

Congratulations to the following:

1. A Layoie – Samsung Galaxy Tab S2

2. Lyn Dawson – $100 shop@CPA voucher   

3. Vinithra – Bust of Lenin

4. A Dennard  1-year sub to the Guardian

Winner Sellers’ Prize:  Zuzana Betakova
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Members of the Change the Record (CTR) 
coalition – which seeks to reduce the 
number of Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander people in prison – gathered in 
Canberra last Friday [April 15] to mark 
25 years since the Royal Commission into 
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody (RCIADIC).

CTR co-chairs Shane Duffy and Jackie 
Huggins said the Royal Commission’s 339 
recommendations were extensive and includ-
ed various measures to address the systemic 
racism within the justice system, as well as 
broader actions to address Aboriginal disad-
vantage. But 25 years on, many of the recom-
mendations remain unimplemented.

“The handing down of the fi nal report 25 
years ago was a watershed moment in Austral-
ian history,” Duffy said.

“It’s now a generation on and governments 
at all levels have still failed to act. 

Strong, resilient
“We know that Aboriginal and Torres Strait 

Islander communities are strong and resil-
ient, but successive government policies have 
been ineffective – the crisis of Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander imprisonment and expe-
rience of violence continues to devastate our 
communities.

“This is a national crisis and requires an 
immediate response.”

In 1991, Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander people were seven times more likely 
to be in prison, now in 2016 that fi gure has risen 
to 13 times.

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander men 
are more likely to go to prison than university. 

At the same time, Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander women are experiencing high rates of 
violence, being 34 times more likely to be hos-
pitalised for family violence-related assault.

Last year the CTR coalition released “Blue-
print for Change” – which provides a critical 
roadmap for governments to draw upon.

The CTR coalition called on all political 
parties to place the wellbeing of Indigenous 
communities at the heart of policy decisions, 
and urgently prioritise imprisonment and 
family violence rates.

“Governments at all levels can honour the 
fi ndings of RCIADIC by taking immediate 
steps to tackle these issues head-on,” Dr Hug-
gins said.

“The strength of our ‘Blueprint for Change’ 
is that it does not try to offer a singular simplis-
tic solution to these complex problems. Instead, 
it recognises that if we are truly going to change 
the record, we need to tackle the issue on many 
fronts in a coordinated and united way.

“We can be the generation to change the 
record, but it will require concerted effort from 
all levels of government, driven by Aborigi-
nal and Torres Strait Islander-led solutions and 
community support.

“An evidence-based approach is in all of 
our interests – smarter solutions will mean safer 
communities.”

Vital
The Change the Record coalition believes 

that it is vital that governments work through 
COAG to urgently establish a national, holistic 
and whole-of-government strategy to address 
imprisonment and violence rates, and set 

national justice targets to drive coordinated 
action across the country.

The CTR coalition also called for imme-
diate safeguard measures to prevent any fur-
ther tragic deaths in custody, including funding 
of custody notifi cation systems, or similar 
services.

“We also need a commitment to independ-
ent investigations of police-related deaths,” Dr 
Huggins said.
Koori Mail
*This is the fi rst of a series of Koori Mail 
articles on the Royal Commission to be 
published in the Guardian 

Royal Commission 25 years on*

Still waiting for action

Pete’s Corner

May Day Melbourne 
WREATH LAYING AT THE 8 HR MONUMENT: 
5:00 pm Thursday April 28 Victoria Street, opposite Trades Hall

MAY DAY MUlTICUlTURAl EVENT
6:00 pm for 6:30 pm Thursday April 28 Bella Union, Trades Hall

ANNUAL LABOUR DAY DINNER – VTHC
7:00 pm Friday April 29 – $140 per person. MCG. Members' Dining Room. Enter via Gate 2

3 course meal plus wine, beer, cider, soft drinks and juice – Contact Kris: kmcclellan@vthc.org.au or 03 9659 3511

MAY DAY MARCH
Assembling at l:00 pm Sunday May 1 Corner Victoria & Russell Streets, opposite Trades Hall

FAMILY DAY
11:00 am Sunday May 1 Before and after the march: rides and games for children, breakfast and other activities

MAY DAY CONCERT
Sunday May 1 Straight after the March and Speakers’ Platform

THE VICTORIAN TRADE UNION CHOIR – Victorian Trades Hall Council
Sunday May 1 – The choir will perform on Sunday at Trades Hall as they have done for 24 years

Something to say?

Write to the Editor!
email: tpearson@cpa.org.au
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Grant Osland*

Last year the rail line into New-
castle was shut down and large 
sections of the track were ripped 
up. Trains now terminate at 
Hamilton, four kilometres from 
what was Newcastle Station, and 
buses ferry people into the city. 
A transport interchange involv-
ing trams is supposed to be built 
nearby in Wickham. There had 
been a struggle (demonstrations, 
rallies, court action) since 2012 to 
keep the line open. However in 
the end the line was cut, but there 
are important lessons we can learn 
from this struggle:

Firstly, that the cutting of the line 
is a class issue. If we ask the question 
(which we should always do): “Who 
benefi ts from this decision – the big 
corporations or the workers and the 
ordinary people; the answer is obvi-
ous – the developers, the real estate 
corporations, the construction com-
panies and fi nanciers. They will get 
access to the railway land and adja-
cent areas to build high rise apart-
ments and offi ces for the rich.

The railway land fronts the fore-
shore of the harbour, and was not 
undermined by coalmining like most 
of Newcastle. Hence a proposal to 
run light rail down the rail corridor 
was knocked on the head by the gov-
ernment in favour of trams down 
city streets. Workers, students, small 
business people miss out – the rail 
line took people, especially from the 
Hunter Valley and outlying suburbs, 
to major recreation areas – the har-
bour foreshore and beach. The rail 
line would have brought students 
to the new university campus being 
built in the city, the rail line brought 

workers who work in the city mainly 
in retail and admin. to their work-
place , the rail line brought people to 
the small business people’s shops in 
the city (they strongly opposed the 
cut).

A second lesson and remind-
er from this struggle is that, under 
capitalism, the government (wheth-
er Labor or Liberal), the courts, the 
police etc govern and operate in the 
interests of big business. So that a 
clearly unpopular decision was made, 
despite surveys showing that the 
majority of the people in the Hunter 
opposed the cutting of the rail line. 
The Courts initially ruled against the 
power of the government to close 
the line until the parliament’s Upper 
House passed legislation; then the 
courts hit the Save Our Rail organi-
sation with legal costs.

Finally there is the frustration of 
the people who actively campaigned 
against the closure. People get worn 
out fi ghting the same battle over and 
over, and eventually losing. The rail 
line issue had been around for many 
years and for many campaigns – but 
in the end what big business wanted 
they got. Frustration and disillusion-
ment builds up in society and comes 
out in depression, anger, escapism. 
Individual politicians become the 
focus of this anger, not the system. 
No solution is seen for, after all, capi-
talist democracy “may not be perfect 
but it is the best on offer”.

The rail struggle also brings up 
the question “What should the CPA 
be advocating?” Firstly, of course, 
we should all continue to struggle to 
try and make sure the rail corridor 
is not built on – that’s all we can do 
in the short-term. The other groups 
involved in the campaign to stop the 

cutting of the rail line – some Labor 
Party people, the Greens, some com-
munity groups and some unions – 
would all agree with this.

However a Communist Party 
is not just another progressive 
group. We do not believe that you 
can reform capitalism and mould it 
closer to the human heart. How can 
you when capitalist society is based 
on the profi t needs of corporations 
not the social needs of the people? 
In our leafl ets we also tried to give 
a class understanding and a socialist 

solution to the issue – an understand-
ing of the class nature of society and 
that the class struggle goes on around 
us every day; an understanding of the 
fact that when the economy is con-
trolled by the big corporations bent 
on maximising profi ts, the govern-
ment (whether Liberal or Labor), 
invariably obeys these powerful 
corporations.

And we have to offer our long 
term solution – that people can turn 
their anger and frustration construc-
tively into the struggle to replace the 

dictatorship of the corporations with 
a socialist society based on human 
and social needs not private profi t. A 
society that is truly democratic –one 
in which the economy is controlled 
by the people and run on the basis of 
meeting their needs. A society where 
decisions such as this – to cut a per-
fectly good rail line, just because 
developers want the land – can never 
be made.
* Grant Osland is Secretary of the 
CPA Newcastle Branch 

Australia

Journey into 
the class battlefi eld
Lessons from the cutting of Newcastle’s rail line

It is with great sadness that we 
announce the passing of Tiga 
Bayles, a Birri Gubba Gungalu 
man and a Dawson River Murri, 
who died early this morning after 
a long battle with cancer.

Tiga Bayles – the Chief Execu-
tive Offi cer of the Brisbane Indig-
enous Media Association’s 98.9FM 
radio station – was aged 62.

Tiga was born Harold James 
Phillip Bayles on October 6, 1953. 
He was raised in Theodore in Cen-
tral Queensland, and lived in Red-
fern, Dubbo, Coonamble and later 
Brisbane.

He was a leading fi gure in 
the Aboriginal rights movement, 
and played a key role in the 1982 
Brisbane Commonwealth Games 
protests, and protests at the Bicen-
tennial celebrations in Sydney in 
1988.

Tiga was an early chairman of 
the NSW Aboriginal Land Coun-
cil, and named Queensland Father 
of the Year in 2005. He raised nine 
girls, and was Australia’s most 
prominent – and awarded – First 
Nations broadcaster.

Among his many honours, Tiga 
was the inaugural winner of the 

national Deadly Award for Indig-
enous Broadcaster of the Year, and 
his work around decolonisation and 
invasion was recognised by Amnes-
ty International’s inaugural media 
awards in 2014.

Tiga served on numerous 
boards, including the National 
Indigenous Radio Service, a com-
munity-controlled organisation he 
helped found. He was also the Asia 
Pacifi c representative of the World 
Association of Community Radio 
Broadcasting, a role that saw him 
travel the world advocating for First 
Nations’ media.

Tiga was deeply involved in 
the renowned Murri School in Bris-
bane’s Acacia Ridge, and served as 
its Chairman for many years, a role 
he held until his passing.

He got his start in the music 
industry touring the country as a 
band manager with Murri Jama. 
Shortly after, Tiga helped to estab-
lish Radio Redfern in Sydney with 
his mother, Maureen Watson. Tiga 
eventually moved back to Brisbane, 
and helped establish the Brisbane 
Indigenous Media Association, 
and the National Indigenous Radio 
Service. BIMA – the home of 

98.9FM - one of the nation’s most 
popular and successful community 
radio stations. Tiga’s morning pro-
gram, Let’s Talk, was broadcast 
fi ve days a week around the nation 
via the National Indigenous Radio 
Service network.

Tiga’s family, under the guid-
ance of his uncle Ross Watson, cre-
ated BIMA. Tiga took the reigns 
when Ross retired, and oversaw its 
expansion to become a nationally 
recognised training organisation for 
First Nations people working in the 
media. More than a thousand First 
Nations people have been trained 
in broadcasting through BIMA, via 
an innovative school-based trainee-
ship program. Tiga led the move of 
98.9FM to a state-of-the-art multi-
media centre in West End in 2011, 
securing the future of First Nations 
media for generations to come.

Tiga passed away peacefully at 
his Brisbane home early this morn-
ing, surrounded by family and 
friends.

Details for the funeral of Tiga 
Bayles, which will be held in Bris-
bane, will be announced soon. 

The passing of Tiga Bayles

Perth

Honour our fallen
Protect the living

Commemorate all those who have been 
killed or injured at work.

International Workers Memorial Day

10:30am 
Thursday April 28

Solidarity Park, Harvest Terrace, West Perth

CFMEU WA

Sydney

Grandmothers Against Removals
Public Forum:

Stop Forced Child Removals

Saturday April 30
12 noon

Redfern Community Centre
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The Australian Trucking Asso-
ciation has refused to meet truck 
drivers and the families of truck 
crash victims after 100 protest-
ers marched on a meeting of the 
association today.

“I came here to ask why the 
Australian Trucking Association 
is against fi xing the problems in 
transport and why they campaigned 
against safe minimum rates for truck 
drivers. They wouldn’t even give us 
fi ve minutes,” said Sue Posnakidis, 
whose brother John Posnakidis was 
killed in a truck crash fi ve years ago.

The Association has consist-
ently refused to back a solution to 
the crisis in trucking in which hun-
dreds are killed in truck crashes 
every year. Truck drivers have the 
highest workplace deaths, suffer 
from chronic fatigue, stress, mental 
health problems and are among the 
highest numbers for suicide and 
bankruptcies.

“They deny there is any problem 
in transport, they oppose address-
ing the diffi culties in my job and 
they oppose lifting the rates. And 
now they won’t even meet us to hear 
what we have to say,” said Roy Bal-
lantyne, an owner driver who also 
tried to meet the ATA.

The drivers and families have 
said they will continue to fi ght to 
reinstate an independent body to 
examine pressures in transport which 
lead to deaths, following the govern-
ment’s abolition of safe rates.

“The focus of the ATA is simple: 
money. They oppose addressing the 
problems transport operators and 
drivers face every day. Their mates 
in big business and government are 
backing them on this and playing pol-
itics with people’s lives,” Transport 
Workers’ Union national secretary 
Tony Sheldon said.

An opinion poll has shown a 
majority of people believe the Tri-
bunal should be kept while just 12 
percent say it should be abolished. 
The poll by Essential Media shows a 
majority of people support safe rates. 
Over 85 percent say the federal gov-
ernment needs to take action to make 
the trucking industry safer. Major cli-
ents which dictate transport contracts 
should be held accountable for their 
impact on road safety, said 65 percent 
of respondents.

The government’s own reports 
released recently show that road 
transport has the “highest fatality 
rates of any industry in Australia” 
with 12 times the average for all 
industries. The reports also show the 
link between road safety and the pay 
rates of drivers and that the Tribu-
nal will reduce truck crashes by 28 
percent.

Safety first
The TWU says owner-drivers 

should be paid for overtime work 
and when taking mandatory fatigue 
management rest breaks. The union 
has come out strongly in favour of a 
proposal to fi x pay rates for owner-
drivers, ahead of scheduled hearings 
that will help determine if the plan 
goes ahead.

Last year the union lodged a 
formal response to the Road Safety 
Remuneration Tribunal’s (RSRT) 
draft order on contractor pay, 

backing the move while pushing 
for higher rates and taking aim at its 
critics.

“There is nothing that has been 
put forward that could possibly sug-
gest there is no need to take action 
to set appropriate enforceable rates 
for contractor drivers engaged in sup-
plying supermarket chains or long 
distance operations,” the TWU’s sub-
mission said.

The TWU wants owner-drivers 
to receive overtime payments once 
they work in excess of 38 hours per 
week, similar to what employees 
receive. The submission claims the 
KPMG cost model used to determine 
the proposed rates did not factor this 
in, leading the TWU to argue for an 
almost double-fi gure increase in the 
proposed hourly payment.

“On the basis that contrac-
tor drivers should be compensated 
for their labour at least to the level 
of an employee driver, the labour 
cost component should incorporate 
an overtime provision. This would 
increase the hourly rate in the calcu-
lations by approximately 8 percent,” 
the TWU’s submission stated.

The TWU has refuted claims the 
RSRT’s plan will, if introduced, price 
owner-drivers out of the market and 
encourage companies to switch to 
employee drivers.

“The TWU does not believe that 
these concerns are genuine. The 
making of an RSRO [road safety 
remuneration order] based upon the 
Draft Order should not have any 
effect upon the competitive posi-
tion of contractor drivers, particu-
larly if combined with effective 
supply chain provisions to ensure 
appropriate enforcement,” its sub-
mission said.

“To the extent that it is suggest-
ed that hirers may choose to direct-
ly operate vehicles using employee 
drivers, this would only represent an 
attractive option if contractor driv-
ers are currently being engaged in 
a manner that fails to create viable 
businesses for contractor drivers that 
at least ensure the driver is remuner-
ated for the labour component of the 
work.”

Furthermore, the TWU says there 
is no evidence to argue mandatory 
rates will have a signifi cant effect on 
areas reliant on the trucking industry 
or negatively impact the economy or 
the transport of freight.

“Nor is there any material rising 
above assertion that the making of an 
RSRO would affect the viability of 
business in the road transport indus-
try,” the TWU submission said.

The submission supports the 
RSRT’s proposal to require payment 
for fatigue management breaks. The 
TWU argues that owner-drivers are 
required to take the breaks while 
completing a transport task so they 
should be paid for them.

“Fatigue breaks required to be 
taken by the National Heavy Vehicle 
Law or Regulations represent time 
during which a road transport driver 
is necessarily engaged in order to 
enable goods to be transported,” its 
submission said.

“If a road transport driver is 
engaged to transport goods which 
will require a period of seven and 
a half hours to complete, the driver 
must be provided with half an hour 
rest time in that period. That is, the 
time during which the driver is neces-
sarily engaged to enable the goods to 
be transported is eight hours.”

“The TWU submits that there 
is merit in providing for predeter-
mined increases over a period into 
the future in order to provide cer-
tainty and clarity for hirers and con-
tractor drivers,” it says. The tribunal 
recommended introducing minimum 
payments for owner-drivers on Janu-
ary 1 this year.

The TWU says owner-driv-
ers currently are not able to make 
enough money to cover the costs of 
running their business and support 
their families.

Hence they are at risk of death 
and injury on the roads because of the 
pressure to skip breaks, speed, drive 
for longer with over-loaded vehicles 
in a stressed and tired state – all to 
meet unrealistic deadlines. It says 
the ruling on safe minimum rates is 
a key way to help stop this deadly 
cycle. 

Truck drivers, 
families of victims, 
take action

Using fi lm propaganda to scare potential refugees is not new. 
Back in 2000, the Howard government commissioned a fi lm which 
showed Australia as a dangerous land where you are very likely 
to be eaten, bitten or mauled by wild creatures. The Immigration 
Minister of the time, Philip Ruddock, seemed to be very enthusi-
astic about the fi lm. However, it never deterred any refugees from 
trying to come to Australia. The latest production venture of the 
Department of Immigration and Border Protection and a Sydney-
based company Put It Out There Pictures is a telemovie by a 
self-described “propaganda merchant” Trudi-Ann Tierney which 
aims at discouraging people from seeking asylum in Australia. 
“The fi lm aims to educate and inform audiences in source coun-
tries about the futility of investing in people smugglers, the 
perils of the trip and the hardline policies that await them if they 
do reach Australia,” says the Put It Out There website. The cost 
to taxpayers is almost $6 million. Once again, rather than focuss-
ing on efforts of peace-building and inclusion, the Australian 
government wastes taxpayers’ money on useless propaganda.

Closing the Gap was launched in 2008 as a measure to reduce 
Aboriginal disadvantage, particularly in health. However, the latest 
report last month showed that the country is not on track to close 
the life expectancy gap between Indigenous and non-Indigenous 
Australians by 2030. The aid agency Save the Children is par-
ticularly concerned with the number of Indigenous young people 
in jails. Government data shows they are 26 times more likely to 
be incarcerated than non-Indigenous people. Save the Children’s 
director of policy and public affairs, Mat Tinkler, said that the sit-
uation was “a stain on our nation”. “The fi nancial impact is also 
shocking,” he said. “It costs more than $1,300 per day to detain 
a young person, which means $236 million is spent each year on 
keeping Indigenous youth behind bars”. It clearly makes moral 
and fi nancial sense to dramatically reduce the number of young 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders locked up in youth deten-
tion. We want to see taxpayer funds invested in programs that 
prevent youth offending and help Indigenous young people build 
brighter futures, not paying for prison cells,” Mr Tinkler stressed.  
In its budget submission to the Turnbull government, Save the 
Children has called for $300 million in funding to be channelled 
into Indigenous programs, particularly those that reduce the rate 
of incarceration of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people.
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Last week the Senate rejected the Austral-
ian Building and Construction Commission 
(ABCC) legislation for a second time as 
hoped for by the Turnbull government. The 
government is using it to justify a double 
dissolution of Parliament and an election 
campaign centred on “union corruption” 
and Labor’s links with the trade union 
movement. Like its predecessor introduced 
by the Howard Coalition government, the 
ABCC discriminates against workers in 
the building and construction industry by 
applying a different and harsher set of laws 
to workers and their unions not applied in 
any other industry.

In fact the Building Industry (Improving 
Productivity) Bill 2013 (BIIP) is even harsher 
than Howard’s 2005 version. It increases pen-
alties for workers and unions, widens its reach 
and seeks to implement a Building Code which 
would take away rights workers have to negoti-
ate certain items in enterprise bargaining agree-
ments with their employer.

Some one million workers would be affect-
ed because the new version of the Bill will 
extend the ABCC’s reach to all workers that 
supply, transport building goods directly to 
building sites (including resource platforms) 
or prefabricate manufactured goods on- or off-
site. This includes ships travelling to and from 
Australian ports.

Corruption myth
The Turnbull government claims that the 

ABCC is necessary to deal with alleged crimi-
nal conduct by building industry workers and 
their trade unions. It is manifestly untrue and 
completely misleading to say that a new ABCC 
will deal with criminal matters.

Knowing full well that the ABCC cannot 
deal with criminal matters, Malcolm Turnbull 
used it as his excuse to prorogue Parliament 
and in doing so mislead the Governor-General, 
saying, “the Government regards this legisla-
tion as of great importance for promoting jobs 
and growth, improving productivity and also 
promoting workplace safety through taking 
strong measures to deal with widespread and 
systematic criminality in the building and con-
struction industry.”

Howard’s original ABCC and its successor, 
Labor’s Fair Work Building and Construction 
(FWBC), have never had any role in investigat-
ing breaches of the criminal law. Both bodies 
dealt with possible industrial law contraven-
tions, which are and always have been civil, not 
criminal matters. This Bill would not change 
that situation at all.

Industrial action outlawed
Under the Fair Work Act, the only legal 

industrial action is “protected” action. This is 
action taken following the expiry of an EBA 
and during the period when a new EBA is being 
negotiated. There are also requirements for a 
ballot of those covered by the EBA and the 
employer being given advance notice of any 
action.

ABCC Mark II narrows the defi nition of 
right of “protected action” for building and con-
struction workers. In addition to the provisions 
of the Fair Work Act which applies to all other 
workers, it introduces the concept of “protected 
persons”.

“Protected persons” are:
• the trade union or offi cer of the union 

(bargaining representative) that is 
negotiating the proposed agreement

• members of the union who are employed 
by the company and will be covered by the 
EBA

• an employee who is a bargaining 
representative for the proposed EBA.

Action will not be “protected” indus-
trial action if it is engaged in concert with 
one or more non-protected persons. It will be 
unlawful.

This seriously weakens the position of a 
union where there is not 100 percent member-
ship. All an employer needs to do is plant a 
stooge who does not join the union and stops 
work with the union members for the union 
and members taking the action to cop the hefty 
fi nes.

“No ticket, no start” is outlawed. Attempts 
to negotiate uniform agreements across a site 
are outlawed, drawing similar penalties.

One of the aims is intimidation, to frighten 
off workers who might join a trade union, or 
take industrial action. Another is to bankrupt 
the unions.

Stiff penalties
Under the BIIP Bill unlawful industrial 

action and a number of other breaches of the 
bill carry Grade A penalties. These are a maxi-
mum of $36,000 for individuals and $180,000 
for trade unions. (Grade A penalty is 1,000 pen-
alty units, Grade B is 100 units and one penalty 
unit is currently $180.)

At present, the penalties are the same for all 
workers as specifi ed under the Fair Work Act 
– a maximum of $54,000 for trade unions and 
$10,200 to $10,800 for an individual.

Pickets unlawful
The BIIP Bill for the fi rst time in indus-

trial relations legislation outlaws picketing. If 
the motivation is for the purpose of supporting 
or advancing claims against the employer in 
respect of the employment of workers or the 
engagement of contractors or the objectives of 
a union, it is illegal.

The penalties are also Grade A – $36,000 
fi ne for individuals and $180,000 for trade 
unions. This extends the legislation beyond the 
employer-employee relationship, beyond union 
solidarity actions to ordinary civilians who may 
wish to demonstrate their support.

A court is required to consider the mental 
state (motivation) of participants! It applies 
to anyone on that picket, not just unionists or 
other workers. In other words, it outlaws com-
munity pickets. The onus of proof is reversed. 
The person facing the court must prove that 
their motivation had nothing to do with a dis-
pute or other union-related matters.

Coercive powers
The Bill reinstates the coercive investigato-

ry powers of the ABCC under the original BCII 
Act but with a substantial increase in penalties. 
Where the ABC Commissioner is investigating 
a matter it has the power to require a person to 
give information, produce documents, attend 
an “examination” (interrogation session), be 
required to take an oath or affi rmation and 
answer questions.

The questions could be as simple as who 
said what at a union meeting or who attended 

a meeting, took part in an action or support-
ed a resolution. Answers to such questions 
might sound innocuous on the surface but 
such answers could be used against workers 
and union offi cials when an alleged breach of 
the Fair Work Act, the ABCC bill or Building 
Code is suspected or being investigated. Work-
ers would not be able to have a lawyer of their 
choosing.

Failure to appear, to answer questions, take 
an oath or affi rmation, or produce documents is 
considered to be a criminal offence – hindering 
Commonwealth offi cials under the Criminal 
Code – punishable by six months jail.

The ALP’s Act provides the option for a 
penalty in addition to or instead of the jail term. 
The Coalition’s does not. Jail is the only option.

There is no right to remain silent, no priv-
ilege against self-incrimination. In addition, 
workers may be expected to recall details of 
events two or more years later!

Labor removed the powers of the ABCC 
to investigate any suspected breach of the 
law when the dispute or other issue had been 
resolved. The new bill restores them.

ABCC Inspectors would have the power to 
enter workplaces, make inspections, interview 
people, and require them to produce records 
or contacts.

The Law Council of Australia (LCA) found 
the ABCC legislation includes “a number of 
features [that] are contrary to rule of law prin-
ciples and traditional common law rights and 
privileges such as those relating to the burden 
of proof, the privilege against self-incrimina-
tion, the right to silence, freedom from retro-
spective laws and the delegation of law making 
power to the executive.”

Safety last
Agreements which include safe working 

hours are prohibited. This will lead to more 
deaths and injuries as well as higher rates of 
exploitation. The industry is already one of the 
most dangerous.

The right to take industrial action based 
on a reasonable concern about imminent risk 
to their health or safety differs from a similar 
provision in the Fair Work Act in that the bill 
reverses the onus of proof.

Fatality rates on major construction projects 
are seven to ten times higher than for all work-
ers. Infrastructure construction had the highest 
fatality claim rate in Australia; 13.6 deaths per 
100,000. In Queensland it is 14.7 deaths per 
100,000.

One construction worker dies at work in 
Australia every 10 days and 37 are seriously 
injured at work every day.

Construction workers have the highest 
prevalence of non-payment of wages and enti-
tlements compared with other workers and 
already work more average hours per week than 
in any other industry.

The provisions of the BIIP bill will only 
worsen the situation by removing limits on 
working hours.

Young male tradesmen have the highest 
rate of injury of any worker – 113.8 injuries 
per 1,000 workers. More tragically, 60 out of 
100,000 workers aged 15-24 in the construction 
industry commit suicide every year.

During the period of WorkChoices and the 
ABCC under Howard, fatalities for all workers 
increased by more than 25 percent, while fatali-
ties for construction workers almost doubled.

During the same Howard period, workplace 
fatalities in construction peaked at 48 deaths 
in 2006 and 51 deaths in 2007 per 100,000, 
making them the worst two years for deaths 
in construction in the last decade. (Work-relat-
ed Traumatic Injury Fatalities Australia 2012, 
SafeWork Australia)

By contrast, following the replacement of 

the ABCC by Labor’s Fair Work Building and 
Construction (FWBC) in 2012, some 30 deaths 
were reported, the lowest number of deaths in 
the past ten years (Source as above).

International evidence shows that union-
ised workplaces are safer than non-unionised 
ones. Workers need strong rights and strong 
unions to protect themselves from injury and 
death through cost-cutting and the ever present 
desire of many employers to put profi ts ahead 
of safety.

The government’s plan to set up aggres-
sive anti-worker bodies like the ABCC, with 
coercive powers designed to intimidate safety 
representatives and union activists, will lead to 
injuries and fatalities rising as they did under 
the previous ABCC.

Breaches ILO Conventions
The proposed ABCC bill denies a number 

of civil liberty rights to workers in the construc-
tion industry, breaching the Australian govern-
ment’s international human rights obligations 
under customary international law.

The former Building and Construction 
Industry Improvement Act 2005 (BCII Act) – of 
which these Bills are an extension – was found 
by the UN’s International Labour Organisation 
(ILO) to repeatedly and unequivocally breach 
Australia’s obligations as a member-state and 
as a signatory to specifi c Conventions, includ-
ing the Freedom of Association and the Right to 
Organise Convention, 1947 (No. 87); the Right 
to Organise and Collective Bargaining Conven-
tion, 1949 (No 98); and the Labour Inspection 
Convention, 1947 (No 81).

The Australian Building and Construction Commission Mark II 

Gestapo industrial relations law

Photo: CFMEU photos library

60 out of 100,000 workers aged 
commit suicid

Abbreviations
ABCC – Australian Building and Construction Commission

ABCC Mark II – Abbott/Turnbull version of the ABCC

BIIP – Building Industry (Improving Productivity) Bill 2013

CFMEU – Construction Forestry Mining and Energy Union

EBA – Enterprise Bargaining Agreement

FWBC – Fair Work Building and Construction
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Australia is a signatory to all of these Con-
ventions. They are basic human rights.

The proposed ABCC legislation allows for 
current penalties for contravening industrial 
laws to be tripled for construction workers and 
their unions. However, maximum penalties for 
employers who breach awards and agreements 
by underpaying employees, not paying them 
their lawful entitlements, and breaching safety 
regulations will not be tripled.

As the Wilcox Report concluded, “I do 
not see how (the history of the building and 
construction industry) can justify... the contra-
vener... being subjected to a maximum penal-
ty greater than would be faced by a person in 
another industry, who contravened the same 
provision and happened to be brought to jus-
tice. To do that would depart from the princi-
ple... of equality before the law.” (Transition to 
Fair Work Australia for the Building and Con-
struction Industry 2009).

Building Code
The legislation also includes a bill which 

relates to a new Government Building Code, 
which the ABCC would police. If this code 
were to become law it would impose new rules 
on all companies that wish to tender for gov-
ernment work.

The Code would have a severe impact on 
workers’ rights, and a union’s right to negotiate 
with an employer.

The Code would exclude companies from 
tendering for government work if they had 
EBAs with clauses that currently exist (and 
would still be able to be negotiated in other 

industries) if they contain provisions for RDOs; 
shift allowances; the right to be consulted on 
redundancies and labour hire; and the right 
to be consulted on union meeting areas and 
publicity.

It would also prohibit any clauses that pre-
vent unlimited ordinary hours worked per day; 
that guarantee the worker’s ability to have a 
day off on Christmas Day and Easter Sunday, 
public holidays; or include agreed stable and 
secure shift arrangements or rosters.

Importantly for young and older workers, 
it would remove any references to encourag-
ing apprentices or discouraging discrimination 
against mature workers.

It would also remove the right for an equal-
ly qualifi ed and experienced Australian worker 
to be retained in a redundancy situation over a 
temporary overseas worker. This lines up the 
industry for a fl ood of low-wage workers from 
overseas under the Trans Pacifi c Partnership 
and other free trade agreements.

The new Code also elevates the status and 
power of the proposed ABCC by making it 
the monitor and investigator of potential Code 
Breaches, at the same time as giving it the 
power to exclude builders from government 
contracts.

The priority now is to throw the Turnbull 
government out of offi ce and defeat the ABCC 
Mark II legislation. “One Law for All” should 
mean the abolition of the ABCC and any indus-
try specifi c inspectorates.

The above article draws on a briefi ng paper 
produced by the CFMEU and Parliamentary 
Bills Digests. 

Magazine

The Howard Coalition government held 
offi ce from March 11, 1996 to December 3, 
2007. During those years it launched an all 
out offensive against trade unions. There 
were two waves of anti-union laws courtesy 
Workplace Relations Minister Peter Reith. 
Reith, as Employment and Workplace Rela-
tions Minister, established the Cole Royal 
Commission into the building and construc-
tion industry (29-08-2001).

The Royal Commission was a political 
exercise aimed at vilifying the building and 
construction unions, the CFMEU in particu-
lar, and setting the scene for legislation that 
was to follow. The Cole Royal Commission 
handed down an interim report a year later, 
which led to the establishment of a Building 
Industry Taskforce (BIT) to police the indus-
try. By then Tony Abbott had become the rel-
evant Minister.

Cole delivered his fi nal report on Febru-
ary 24, 2003. The hearings and the fi nal report 
were heavily biased against the unions. None-
the-less it was unable to fi nd any evidence of 
organised criminal activity. It did, however, 
assert that there were high levels of industrial 
action in the industry in breach of civil indus-
trial relations law.

It recommended sweeping changes to 
industrial relations laws specifi c to the indus-
try. The outcome was the Building and Con-
struction Industry Improvement Act 2005 
(BCII) and the establishment of the Offi ce 
of the Australian Building and Construction 
Commission (ABCC).

The Coalition used its control over the 
Senate which it gained in 2005 to push 
through the ABCC legislation.

In his Second Reading Speech, Workplace 
Relations Minister Kevin Andrews, told Par-
liament: “This bill comes before the parlia-
ment at a time when building industry unions 
in several states, in particular Victoria, are 
pressuring employers in the building indus-
try to renegotiate existing agreements well in 
advance of their expiry dates.

“The CFMEU is also threatening indus-
trial action in support of its demands. Such 
action is likely to be unlawful.” (09-03-2005) 
The bill introduced the concept of a statutory 
concept of “unlawful” industrial action for the 
building and construction industry.

Nowhere could there be such a clear state-
ment of the government’s aim of outlawing 
legitimate trade union action.

Maximum fi nancial penalties were 
increased to 1,000 penalty units ($110,000) 
for unions compared with $33,000 under the 
Workplace Relations Act – three times the 
penalties that applied to workers in other 
industries under the Workplace Relations Act.

For workers and union offi cials the maxi-
mum penalties were increased to 200 penalty 
units ($22,000).

The Commissioner had the powers to 
take court action to enforce workplace laws 
and to seek heavy penalties from the court for 
alleged breaches of these laws. It could also 
call in workers and offi cials for secret interro-
gation sessions with fi nes or up to six months 
jail for failure to co-operate.

The aim of the ABCC was to bust trade 
unions and trade union activity in the build-
ing and construction industry. It was pro-
vided with the most draconian, undemocratic 
powers to achieve these ends.

The bias of the ABCC is born out by the 
statistics. Of the 92 cases taken to court, all 
but a handful were directed at trade unions. 
Three were for sham contracting in an indus-
try riddled with sham subcontractors who 
do not pay workers their sick leave, annual 
leave, superannuation, workers’ compensation 
and other entitlements. One was related to 
employer failure to adhere to statutory condi-
tions of employment.

The ABCC was active between October 
2005 and May 2012, when Labor amended 
the legislation.

Labor’s FWBC
The Gillard Labor government established 

its own Royal Commission headed by Jus-
tice Wilcox followed by its own legislation, 
which abolished the Offi ce of the ABCC and 
created a new agency, the Fair Work Build-
ing and Construction (FWBC) under the Fair 
Work Act. The Offi ce of the Fair Work Build-
ing Industry Inspectorate, was established 
for policing the industry. The Director of the 
Inspectorate replaced the ABCC Commis-
sioner. The ABCC’s power to commence civil 
penalty proceedings was transferred to the 
Director of the Inspectorate, under the provi-
sions of the Fair Work Act 2009.

It removed the higher penalties for build-
ing industry participants for breaches of 
industrial laws and introduced some safe-
guards for the exercise of the Director’s 
police powers. But it retained the interroga-
tion sessions and criminal offences for failing 
to co-operate.

But, while making some improvements, 
the coercive, intimidatory and punitive nature 
of the ABCC remained. Right of entry contin-
ued to be very restricted and industrial action 
was still essentially outlawed.

The bias of the ABCC and the FWBC 
and the similar role each has played in attack-
ing building trade unions, in particular the 
CFMEU, is born out in the statistics of each 
organisation. (See table below.)

A summary of the FWBC’s court cases 
(current and fi nalised) on its website shows 
that little has changed in practice under the 
FWBC apart from the fi nes being lower.

Trade union offi cials, organisers, mem-
bers and trade unions are still being fi ned 
for “breaches” that constitute legitimate 
trade union activity. It could be industrial 
action around safety, unpaid entitlements and 
other breaches of the Fair Work Act by an 
employer.

As recently as April 16, 2016, the Federal 
Court issued orders penalising the CFMEU 
and 15 of its offi cials a total of $937,100 in 
relation to seven cases stemming from unlaw-
ful conduct on building sites across Adelaide 
in 2014.

Turnbull’s ABCC
The Abbott/Turnbull government’s Build-

ing and Construction Industry (Improving 
Productivity) Bill 2013 follows a similar 
pattern to its predecessors. There was the 
Heydon Royal Commission, wild allegations 
of union criminality and lawlessness in the 
industry which were used to justify the resto-
ration of the Howard government’s ABCC. 

The Heydon Royal Commission into 
alleged trade union corruption was a political 
witch hunt from the beginning to the end. 

ws
Background to ABCC

15-24 in the construction industry 
de every year

ABCC Court Cases

2004 – 2011
Alleged breach

All (92)
Industrial action (36)
Right of entry (14)
Sham contracting (3)
Coercion (19)
Breach of Order (4)
Freedom of association (7)
Adverse action (1)
Conditions of employment (1)
Strike pay (7)

FWBC Court Cases

2011 –
Alleged breach

All (60)
Industrial action (16)
Right of entry (7)
Sham contracting (4)
Coercion (23)
Breach of Order (5)
Adverse action (1)
Conditions of employment (3)
Other (1)



8  April 27, 2016 GuardianInternational

Jesse Jackson

“The community’s lack of trust in 
CPD (Chicago Police Department) 
is justifi ed,” so concluded the 
blistering, in-depth report of the 
Police Accountability Task Force, 
set up by Mayor Rahm Emanuel 
after the uproar surrounding the 
fatal police shooting of Laquan 
McDonald.

After a four-month investiga-
tion, the Task Force pulled no punch-
es. “CPD’s own data,” it concluded, 
“gives validity to the widely-held 
belief the police have no regard for 
the sanctity of life when it comes to 
people of colour.” It detailed a long 
pattern of institutionalised racial 
abuse: unjustified stops, physical 
abuse, torture, detention without 
counsel, shootings, and more.

The Task Force backed its con-
clusions with data drawn from the 
CPD’s own files. Blacks, whites, 
and Hispanics each make up about 
one-third of the population of Chi-
cago. Yet African Americans consti-
tuted three out of every four people 
that CPD tried to taser. In addition, 
74 percent of the 404 people shot by 
the Chicago police between 2008 and 
2015 were black.

The Task Force also noted that 
the system itself was designed to be 

unaccountable. It singled out police 
union contracts, urging changes in 
clauses that “make it easy for offi cers 
to lie in offi cial reports,” give offi c-
ers 24 hours to get their stories right, 
ban anonymous citizen complaints, 
and more. The contracts “have essen-
tially turned the code of silence into 
offi cial policy.”

The Task Force chair, former 
federal prosecutor Lori Lightfoot, 
called the report a “call to arms.” 
It made more than 100 recommen-
dations for change, including cre-
ating a new independent civilian 
oversight panel and a dedicated, 
independent police inspector gen-
eral. Two Chicago aldermen have 
already introduced draft ordinances 
to move on these recommendations. 
The Task Force recommendations 
included everything from diversify-
ing the police force, to adding body 
cams, to changing police patrols, 
and more.

Mayor Rahm Emanuel met with 
the Task Force to review the report. 
His curt public response was disap-
pointing: “I don’t really think you 
need a task force to know that we 
have racism in America, we have 
racism in Illinois, or that there’s 
racism that exists in the city of Chi-
cago and obviously could be in our 
department ... The question is, what 

are we going to do to confront it and 
make the changes in not only person-
nel but in policies to refl ect, I think, 
the values that make up the diversity 
of our city?”

Emanuel said his “general atti-
tude” was to “look at everything they 
say”, but then went silent, saying he 
wanted to review the recommenda-
tions before commenting.

Chicago, with the number of 
shootings rising in recent months, 
needs an effective police force that 
has the community’s trust. Accord-
ing to a recent Chicago Tribune edi-
torial, this is the seventh such report, 
each generally issued after another 
corruption-related scandal.

Real reform can no longer be put 
off. We need serious steps to diver-
sify the police force, to train police, 
to stop racial profi ling, to restructure 
police-community relations, and to 
enforce accountability and the law.

If Mayor Emanuel won’t lead, 
the City Council need not wait to take 
action. And the city’s powerful busi-
ness community also must demand 
accountability. As The New York 
Times wrote in a powerful editorial 
on “Chicago’s shame,” “Chicago’s 
business leaders should be sickened 
that it took the execution of a teen-
ager for the city’s elected leaders to 
begin to face up to the truth about the 
Police Department – a truth that the 

black community has been saying for 
decades.”

Yet, even if the Task Force’s rec-
ommendations are adopted, that is 
only a fi rst step. The CPD is guilty 
of a long, racially-biased institu-
tionalised pattern of abuse. But they 
are also tasked with enforcing order 
over communities in despair that are 
plagued by poverty, unemployment, 
drugs, guns, and a lack of hope.

We must reform the police. But 
we also need a program for urban 
development, jobs, schools, and 
hope. Without that, the streets will 
remain hard and ugly, and the people 
will continue to suffer.
People’s World 

“Chicago’s shame”

Most Russians regret 
USSR collapse
More than half of all Russian 
citizens believe the collapse of 
the Soviet Union was a bad thing 
that could have been avoided, 
while even more people say they 
would welcome the restoration of 
the socialist system and the Soviet 
state.

According to the latest poll con-
ducted by the independent research 
agency Levada Centre, the propor-
tion of those who confessed to nega-
tive feelings over the collapse of the 
USSR is currently 56 percent, with 
28 percent claiming their sentiments 
are entirely positive and 16 percent 
deeming the question too complex to 
give an unambiguous answer.

Fifty-one percent of respondents 
told researchers that in their opinion 

the collapse of the USSR could have 
been avoided, while 33 percent said 
they considered it inevitable. Some 
17 percent said they couldn’t answer.

When researchers asked the 
public if they would like the Soviet 
Union to be restored, 58 percent 
replied in the affi rmative, with 14 
percent saying they considered such 
project quite realistic at the moment. 
Forty-four percent view the restora-
tion of the USSR as unfeasible, even 
though preferable. Thirty-one per-
cent said they would not be happy if 
events took such a turn, while 10 per-
cent could not give a simple answer 
to the question.

In the press release dedicated 
to the poll, Levada specialists said 
the level of nostalgia for the USSR 

among Russians is now the highest in 
fi ve years, but it is still far from the 
maximum of 75 percent registered in 
2000.

In April 2005, President Vladimir 
Putin called the USSR’s collapse “the 
major geopolitical disaster of the 
[last] century” in a public address to 
the Russian parliament. This quote 
was circulated by the internation-
al mass media that claimed that it 
revealed the Kremlin’s alleged plans 
to return to socialism. However, the 
Russian leader has repeatedly reject-
ed these allegations, explaining that 
he meant the negative effect of radi-
cal and quick changes on the lives of 
everyday people.
RT 

Tax-dodgers to get claws into NHS
Peter Lazenby

BRITAIN: Health chiefs have 
paved the way for healthcare 
tax-dodgers to be given contracts 
worth billions of pounds in tax-
payers’ cash. Bristol’s clinical 
commissioning group (CCG) 
voted last week to drop a clause 
from its constitution that rules out 
awarding contracts to tax-dodging 
profi teering companies.

The CCG is one of dozens 
of local commissioning groups 
responsible for placing contracts 
to provide healthcare. Health serv-
ice campaigners believe the deci-
sion could set a precedent for 
other CCGs to allow companies 
that avoid paying taxes by using 
off-shore tax havens to run NHS 
services.

The Bristol decision snubs 
widespread local opposition to 

dropping the anti-tax-dodger clause 
following a public consultation on 
the issue.

Bristol CCG claims it could be 
sued for “unfair discrimination” 
against tax-dodging companies if it 
retains the clause in its constitution.

The decision comes in the after-
math of the Panama revelations 
which exposed companies depriving 
the British economy of billions of 
pounds through tax avoidance.

CCGs receive two-thirds of the 
NHS’s annual budget of more than 
£95 billion.

More than 3,500 Bristol people 
signed a petition against dropping 
the clause, and protests took place 
organised by Bristol Protect Our 
NHS campaign group.

Bristol Protect our NHS spokes-
woman Dr Charlotte Paterson said: 
“Bristol CCG has shown itself to 

be undemocratic, disrespectful and 
ignorant – far from taking public 
views into account, it has railroad-
ed through a change in the face of 
strong public opposition.

“This means that Bristol will 
be known as the city that hands its 
health services over to tax avoiders.

“Campaigners are also appalled 
at the timing of such a decision 
in the light of the recent Panama 
Papers revelations on widespread 
tax evasion and dodgy offshore 
accounting through havens like the 
Virgin Islands.”

The group said the decision 
“ignored the results of its own con-
sultation” and was also opposed by 
several local MPs and mayoral can-
didates Marvin Rees, George Fergu-
son and Tony Dyer.

Among concerns highlighted 
are that “tax avoiders damage the 

NHS by reducing government fund-
ing and must be resisted by all 
public bodies” and “using profi t-
making companies or organisations 
that don’t pay tax is adding insult 
to injury – tax is the only source of 
funding to the NHS.”

NHS Emergency campaign 
group director John Lister told the 
Morning Star: “The tax-dodging 
element of these companies shows 
that they have very few principles, 
if any.

“What does that say about the 
standards of healthcare they will 
provide?”

He said that privateer Virgin 
recently won a healthcare contract 
in Kent. “They are trying to recruit 
NHS staff, because they don’t have 
enough staff of their own to provide 
a service,” he said.
Morning Star 
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No-one should underestimate the stakes 
Dilma Rousseff is battling for in Brazil by 
her pledge to fi ght impeachment proceed-
ings “tooth and nail.”

There is a risk that the extreme bias of 
most Western media against Latin America’s 
left-wing governments will work to confuse 
the issue, jumbling the opposition bid to unseat 
Brazil’s elected president with the rumbling 
Petrobras corruption scandal or the Panama 
Papers’ exposure of a sleazy global elite.

Corruption certainly stalks Brazil, but it’s 
not Rousseff but her critics who are up to their 
necks in dirt.

More than half the congressional commit-
tee members who recommended impeachment 
proceedings on April 11 are under investigation 
on corruption charges.

Eduardo Cunha, the speaker of the lower 
house who has led the calls for Rousseff’s 
head, appears to have taken bribes from off-
shore companies registered with Panamanian 
law fi rm Mossack Fonseca – while there is no 
suggestion that the president is implicated by 
any of the 11.5 million documents that have 
been leaked.

And while Rousseff was on Petrobras’s 
board up to 2010, no evidence that she was 
involved in wrongdoing has ever emerged. In 
fact Rousseff is not even accused of corruption.

Rather her enemies declare that she has 
broken fi scal rules by manipulating government 
fi nances to plug budget shortfalls and “bribe” 
the electorate with spending on social programs 
such as state-subsidised housing projects.

But in a democracy we elect governments 
to do things for us. If a government carries out 

policies which benefi t the people, who then 
continue to vote for it, this is not bribery but 
democracy in action.

Only in the warped world of neo-liberal-
ism, where markets are always right and sniffy 
voters who don’t like what’s on offer are dis-
missed as ignorant, short-sighted and out of 
date, can implementing popular policies be 
seen as a failure.

Brazil’s rules forcing the government to run 
budget surpluses even during a recession are 
anti-democratic and operate in the interests of 
the rich.

Rousseff is accused of using fi scal sleights 
of hand such as delaying the repayment of loans 
to state banks to meet these rules without cut-
ting public services.

It’s not clear that there is anything illegal 
about this. As she says: “The acts that they 
accuse me of, they were practised by other pres-
idents of the republic before me. And it wasn’t 
characterised as being illegal acts or criminal 
acts. They were considered legal.”

And if it were illegal, it would be an out-
rage – like the European Union’s Stability and 
Growth Pact, enshrining neo-liberal ideology 
into law: so the cost of any economic downturn 
must be paid by working people as the state 
cuts back, with socialist or social democratic 
alternatives outlawed.

Brazil’s Attorney-General Jose Eduardo 
Cardozo, the Workers’ Party’s Lula and Com-
munist Party of Brazil leader Luciana Santos 
have all called out this impeachment drive for 
what it is: an attempted coup against the elected 
government.

The ability to rally crowds in the street is 

no guarantee of majority support or democratic 
legitimacy. Such demonstrations preceded the 
far-right seizure of power in Ukraine in 2014 
and the army’s takeover of Thailand in the same 
year.

In Latin America the right – which in Brazil 
as elsewhere has a rotten political tradition asso-
ciated with dictatorship, disappearances, torture 
(including of Rousseff when she was younger) 
and murder – is on the march, emboldened by 
the defeat of Christina Kirchner’s government 

in Argentina and advances against the revo-
lution in Venezuela, where again opposition 
deputies are seeking to overthrow an elected 
president.

Its victory in the continent’s largest and 
most populous country would have terrible 
consequences for the people of Brazil and the 
entire region.

Rousseff is a fi ghter – indeed a former guer-
rilla. It’s just as well. This fi ght matters to us all.
Morning Star 

International

Dilma Rousseff.

Attempted coup in Brazil

Washington launches attack on BRICS

Israel

Targeting journalists

Paul Craig Roberts

Having removed the reformist 
President of Argentina, Cristina 
Fernandez de Kirchner, Wash-
ington is now disposing of the 
reformist President of Brazil, 
Dilma Rousseff.

Washington used a federal 
judge to order Argentina to sacri-
fi ce its debt restructuring program 
in order to pay US vulture funds 
the full value of defaulted Argen-
tine bonds that the vulture funds 
had bought for a few pennies on 
the dollar. 

These vultures were called 
“creditors” who had made “loans” 
regardless of the fact that they 
were not creditors and had made 
no loans. They were opportunists 
after easy money and were used by 

Washington to get rid of a reformist 
government.

President Kirchner resisted and, 
thus, she had to go. Washington 
concocted a story that Kirchner cov-
ered up an alleged Iranian bomb-
ing in Buenos Aires in 1994. This 
implausible fantasy, for which there 
is no evidence of Iranian involve-
ment, was fed to one of Washing-
ton’s agents in the state prosecutor’s 
offi ce, and a dubious event of 22 
years ago was used to clear Kirch-
ner out of the way of the American 
looting of Argentina.

In Brazil, Washington has used 
corruption insinuations to get Presi-
dent Rousseff impeached by the 
lower house. Evidence is not neces-
sary, just allegations. It is no differ-
ent from “Iranian nukes,” Saddam 
Hussein’s “weapons of mass 

destruction,” Assad’s “use of chemi-
cal weapons,” or in Rousseff’s case 
merely insinuations. The Secre-
tary General of the Organisation 
of American States, Luis Almagro, 
notes that Rousseff “hasn’t been 
accused of anything.” The Ameri-
can-backed elites are simply using 
impeachment to remove a president 
who they cannot defeat electorally. 

In short, this is Washington’s 
move against the BRICS (Brazil, 
Russia. India, China, South Africa). 
Washington is moving to put into 
political power a right-wing party 
that Washington controls in order to 
terminate Brazil’s growing relation-
ships with China and Russia. 

The great irony is that the 
impeachment bill was presided over 
by the corrupt lower house speaker, 
Eduardo Cunha, who was recently 

discovered to have stashed mil-
lions of dollars in secret Swiss bank 
accounts (perhaps his pay-off from 
Washington) and who lied under 
oath when he denied having foreign 
bank accounts. You can read the 
sordid story here:

Kirchner and Rousseff’s 
“crimes” are their efforts to have 
the governments of Argentina and 
Brazil represent the Argentine and 
Brazilian peoples rather than the 
elites and Wall Street. In Wash-
ington these are serious offences 
as Washington uses the elites to 
control South American countries. 
Whenever Latin Americans elect a 
government that represents them, 
Washington overthrows the govern-
ment or assassinates the president.

Washington is close to return-
ing Venezuela to the control of the 

Spanish elite allied with Wash-
ington. The presidents of Ecuador 
and Bolivia are also targeted. One 
reason Washington will not permit 
its British lapdog to honour the 
asylum Ecuador granted to Julian 
Assange is that Washington expects 
to have its own agent back in as 
President of Ecuador, at which time 
Assange’s asylum will be repealed. 

Washington has always blocked 
reform in Latin America. Latin 
American peoples will remain 
American serfs until they elect 
governments by such large majori-
ties that the governments can exile 
the traitorous elites, close the US 
embassies, and expel all US corpo-
rations. Every Latin American coun-
try that has an American presence 
has no future other than serfdom.
Information Clearing House 

Romana Wadi

Israel’s targeting of Palestin-
ian journalists has veered into 
selective collective punishment 
against the profession. Accord-
ing to the Ma’an news agency, 
Israel has now banned Arab and 
international organisations from 
importing bullet-proof vests for 
journalists in Gaza, in an attempt 
to render Palestinian press even 
more vulnerable to attack.

Given Israel’s penchant for “col-
lateral damage”, the latest oppres-
sive tactic will allow the exposure of 
additional victims, despite the pro-
tection outlined in Article IV, Chap-
ter III of the Geneva Convention that 
journalists are to be entitled to the 
same rights and protection granted 

to civilians. The disregard for inter-
national norms exhibited by Israel is 
once again evident, as the perpetual 
security concern rhetoric was woven 
into the purported explanation of the 
ban.

Quoted in Ma’an, the spokes-
person for the Israeli Coordinator of 
Government Activities in the Terri-
tory stated that “bullet-proof vests 
are dual-use devises whose entry 
requires examinations of the securi-
ty establishment.” It was added that 
requests for vests are examined “with 
the security protocols.”

Seen within the wider context 
of Israeli oppressive tactics against 
Palestinian journalists, the recent 
prohibition is additional evidence 
of covert violations that will not dis-
turb the international community’s 

slumber. The absence of critical 
thought regarding Israel’s security 
propaganda has resulted in interna-
tional differentiation and fragmen-
tation between the West Bank and 
Gaza, despite the fact that Israeli 
oppression in both areas is an exten-
sion of the constant struggle embod-
ied by Palestinians as well as Israel’s 
widening its repertoire of human 
rights violations without attracting 
condemnations.

According to the Committee to 
Support Palestinian Journalists, 43 
journalists were detained by Israel 
since October 2015, three of whom 
are suffering from serious illnesses. 
The detention of journalists has been 
described as part of an Israeli conspir-
acy that equates media outlets affi li-
ated with Palestinian political parties 

as conforming to Israel’s distorted 
defi nition of terrorist organisations.

During “Operation Protective 
Edge” in 2014, the targeting of jour-
nalists by the Israeli Defence Forces 
(IDF) was based upon manipulation 
of international law without as much 
as a whisper of dissent by the interna-
tional community. Earlier in 2012, a 
letter to the opinion pages of the New 
York Times penned by IDF spokes-
woman Avital Leibovich insisted: 
“Such terrorists, who hold notebooks 
and cameras in their hands, are no 
different from their colleagues who 
fi re rockets aimed at Israeli cities and 
cannot enjoy the rights and protection 
afforded to legitimate journalists.”

Erroneous premises aside, the 
quote is proof of how the interna-
tional community has continuously 

turned a blind eye to the targeted 
assassinations of Palestinian jour-
nalists. Normalising Israeli violence 
has become enshrined in internation-
al consciousness, which thrives upon 
the increase of rampant bloodshed 
and the resulting desensitised attitude 
that has transformed the macabre into 
mundane.

Not only the exhibited scorn 
for international humanitarian law 
is lauded through complicit silence; 
clearly, the international commu-
nity has no qualms about endorsing 
Israel’s manipulative narrative to 
facilitate the slow extermination of 
Palestinians.
globaleresearch.ca 
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Dear BDS supporter

A couple of weeks ago, we posted 
an update explaining how Israel is 
desperately resorting to legal war-
fare to undermine the BDS [Boy-
cott, Divestment and Sanctions] 
movement after failing for more 
than ten years to stop its steady 
and impressive growth worldwide.

In that update, we shared our 
analysis of how Israeli-induced 
attacks on free speech and civil 

rights in France, the UK, the US and 
Canada are fostering an ominous 
environment of bullying, intimida-
tion and repression that has all the 
hallmarks of the era of McCarthyism 
in the US and the worst days of the 
apartheid regime in South Africa.

The incredible grassroots BDS 
activists who make up our move-
ment all take credit for the resilience 
and impact of our human rights 
movement.

Since then, Israel has continued 
to escalate its attacks on the move-
ment, including by making threats of 
physical violence against BDS move-
ment co-founder Omar Barghouti 
and other human rights defenders 
involved in BDS activism.

Palestinian, Israeli and interna-
tional human rights defenders are 
unnerved, but certainly undeterred, 
by the thinly-veiled threat of physi-
cally harming leading BDS activists 
that were recently made by Israeli 
Minister of Intelligence Yisrael Katz

So it’s really heartening that 
Amnesty International has issued a 
strong public statement condemning 
these latest attempts to undermine 
BDS activists.

We warmly welcome Amnesty 
International’s defence of the right of 
BDS activists to advocate for Pales-
tinian rights under international law 
and call on all governments and inter-
national human rights organisations, 
particularly in the US and Europe, to 
unequivocally uphold the same right.

As Omar Barghouti has said, “No 
mafi a-like threat from anyone will 
‘thwart’ BDS activists from advocat-
ing for freedom, justice and equality. 
The only way Israel can ‘stop BDS’ 
is to end its regime of occupation, 
settler-colonialism and the apartheid 
regime.”

Thank you for your continued 
support for the Palestinian-led, global 
BDS movement.

Palestinian BDS National 
Committee

A peace focus on 
ANZAC Day
On the eve of ANZAC day the 
Turnbull government committed 
to spending billions on fi ghter 
jets and submarines to please our 
landlord, the US Military while 
making projected cuts in social 
spending of $16 billion.

On this day we are asked to 
remember the fallen but we are not 
asked by our leaders to condemn 
those who perpetrate ongoing wars.

Lest we forget those who lost 
their lives in WW1, WW2, Korea, 
Malaya, Vietnam, Cambodia, Laos, 
Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria, Yemen ... 
and the list goes on. Lest we forget 
too that around the world $1.7 trillion 
is spent each year on these wars and 
purchasing military equipment such 
as the controversial fi ghter jets and 
submarines.

Lest we forget also that war is 
ugly, that in our country alone over 

200 veterans of the Afghanistan/Iraq 
wars have taken their own lives due 
to that ugliness, suffering PTSD.

It is ironic that ANZAC Day is 
now so revered there is talk of chang-
ing the existing Australia Day to 
April 25.

Brisbane people gathered on the 
eve of ANZAC day again this year to 
remember the wars waged on Aus-
tralia’s fi rst people and the horrifi c 
human losses of all wars and shine a 
light on the need for peaceful resolu-
tion of confl ict.

Just Peace
Just Peace is a proud member of the 
Independent and Peaceful Australia 
Network which will host its 3rd 
annual conference at Alice Springs 
on October 1st to highlight the 
threat that Pine Gap poses to peace 
and security.
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When Bill Clinton originally ran for the 
US presidency, his wife Hillary made some 
progressive speeches on his behalf, attack-
ing his “rightwing” opponents. But speak-
ing and doing are two different things, a 
fact that was made very clear when she 
later became Secretary of State, responsi-
ble for implementing the USA’s extremely 
aggressive foreign policy. When the US fol-
lowed up NATO’s bombing of Libya by 
organising terrorist groups to attack the 
Libyan government’s forces, murdering 
President Muammar Gaddafi  and sinking 
the country into its present state of constant 
civil warfare, Hilary Clinton was content to 
cynically quip “We came, we saw, he died”.

Now she is seeking the Democratic Party 
nomination for President of the US, putting 
herself forward as the progressive choice (as 
opposed to the ultra-reactionaries of the Repub-
lican Party). Unfortunately, her campaign has 
been badly shaken by another Democrat. Bernie 
Sanders is a social democrat and in the con-
text of mainstream US politics he is perceived 
as being far to the left of Hillary Clinton. It is 
largely an illusion, but his campaign has struck 
a chord with ordinary Americans. A succession 
of Sanders victories over Clinton in primary 
ballots has all but derailed her campaign.

Any candidate who seriously hopes to win 
nomination for the US presidency needs to be 
supported by someone with very deep pockets. 
Under US law, political campaigns are prohib-
ited from taking money directly from corpora-
tions – but as Nicole Colson wrote in Socialist 
Worker “there are plenty of loopholes for com-
panies to grease the wheels of the political 
machine”. Candidates like Clinton who want 
to pretend to be independent of big business 

and tough on corporate greed can claim to stand 
above the fray because individuals and corpora-
tions from certain industries don’t give money 
directly to them. Instead, the lobbyists that 
represent those industries bundle money from 
wealthy donors and donate it to “super PACs” 
[Political Action Committees].

“Technically known as ‘independent 
expenditure-only committees’, super PACs 
can’t donate to individual candidates. But they 
can raise unlimited sums – often tens of millions 
of dollars – from corporations, industry associ-
ations and individuals, and that money is used 
to advocate for or against candidates, allegedly 
independent of the offi cial campaigns.”

Ms Colson identifi es as super PACs “those 
innocuously named groups that pay for the 
attack ads” that run non-stop on TV during US 
elections. Hilary Clinton’s campaign is sup-
ported by a super PAC named Priorities USA 
Action. The New York Times pointed out last 
year that Clinton was “personally courting” 
donors for Priorities USA Action. According to 
the paper, this was “the fi rst time a Democratic 
presidential candidate has fully embraced these 
independent groups that can accept unlimited 
cheques from big donors and are already play-
ing a major role in the 2016 race.”

Judy Woodruff, of the PBS Newshour pro-
gram, said that nearly half of Clinton’s fi nancial 
sector donations come from the [ultra right-
wing] fi nanciers George Soros and Donald 
Sussman. Sussman is the founder and chairman 
of the hedge fund Paloma Partners, which has 
invested in major energy companies. Accord-
ing to OpenSecrets.org, Sussman gave US$1.5 
million to Priorities USA Action.

Earlier this year Greenpeace asked pres-
idential candidates to sign what it calls the 

“Pledge to Fix Democracy.” Among other 
things, the pledge includes defending the right 
to vote, supporting public funding for elections 
and refusing money from fossil-fuel industry 
PACs and corporations, as well as energy com-
pany lobbyists, board members and execu-
tives. “Bernie Sanders and the Green Party’s 
Jill Stein are the only two candidates currently 
in the race who have signed the pledge” says 
Nicole Colson.

Overall, Democrats have received just 2.3 
percent of all oil and gas contributions in this 
election cycle, according to The Washington 
Post. The bulk of contributions from this sector 
have of course gone to the Republicans, who in 
Nicole Colson’s words are “so anti-science and 
pro-business that they barely admit that climate 
change is happening, let alone that the burning 
of fossil fuels is the primary cause of it.

“On the surface, Clinton’s campaign 
doesn’t appear to have directly received that 
much money from the fossil fuel industry. 
According to the Centre for Responsive Poli-
tics’ OpenSecrets.org website, as of March 21, 
the Clinton campaign had received US$308,000 
from individuals connected to the oil and gas 
industry. That’s a lot of money, but not when 
it’s compared to the tens of millions her cam-
paign has taken in overall.

“But of course, the money directly donat-
ed by individuals connected to the fossil fuel 
industry only tells part of the story.

“Greenpeace nailed down the slippery 
semantics around donations from PACs, cor-
porations, lobbyists and top executives:

“Fifty-eight lobbyists that work for the 
coal, oil and gas companies have given 
US$138,400 directly to the Clinton campaign. 
... Eleven oil and gas industry lobbyists also 

bundled US$1,327,210 for Clinton’s campaign 
as of the end of 2015. Bundling is a practice in 
which lobbyists use their personal and profes-
sional networks to collect additional donations 
for campaigns.

“Add it all up, says Greenpeace, and the 
Clinton campaign has received some US$4.5 
million from lobbyists, bundlers and big donors 
connected the fossil fuel industry. That includes 
$3.25 million given to Priorities USA Action.

“When people walk into a room with 
US$3.25 million, in a political system where 
you have to raise this kind of money to win,” 
said Greenpeace researcher Jesse Coleman, 
“you’re going to have to make concessions.”

“Charlie Cray, a research specialist for 
Greenpeace, expanded on the point, in an inter-
view with Democracy Now’s Amy Goodman: 
‘Clinton has actually taken some very good 
positions on climate, and she has ... pledged 
to regulate the fracking industry ... [But] she’s 
basically taking money from the lobbyists for 
those very companies who would oppose the 
policies that she has pledged to carry out.’”

Nicole Colson reminds us of something 
that was said by Woodrow Wilson, who was 
president of the USA during the First World 
War: “Suppose you go to Washington and try 
to get at your government. You will always fi nd 
that while you are politely listened to, the men 
really consulted are the men who have the big 
stake – the big bankers, the big manufacturers 
and the big masters of commerce ... The mas-
ters of the government of the United States are 
the combined capitalists and manufacturers of 
the United States.”

As Colson remarks, Wilson’s comment 
“remains as true today as when he said it 100 
years ago.” 
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Buying 
the Clinton 
presidency

Judy Woodruff, of the PBS Newshour program, said that nearly half of Clinton’s fi nancial sector donations come from 

the [ultra right-wing] fi nanciers George Soros and Donald Sussman.
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Australia’s ABC news soberly reported the 
other night that the Brazilian parliament 
had voted to impeach the President for 
misusing public funds, and mentioned in 
passing that the country was in the grip of 
a corruption crisis. Viewers were effectively 
invited to draw the conclusion “a bunch of 
swarthy foreigners had been caught indulg-
ing in their typical corrupt practices.”

That brief report however did not give the 
whole picture, and hence did not give the true 
picture either. The current President of Brazil, 
Dilma Roussef, is from the Workers’ Party 
(PT). She is no Marxist-Leninist, but is none-
theless too left-wing to suit the Brazilian oli-
garchs or their friends in Washington. She is in 
her second term, but despite her popular sup-
port has had to struggle against the machina-
tions of the right-wing opposition.

The latter’s political parties are presently 
enmeshed in a nationwide graft scandal called 
“Operation Car Wash” by investigators. The 
leader of the opposition party and house speak-
er, Eduardo Cunha, is not only being investi-
gated for his role in the scheme but he was also 
named in the massive leak of documents from 
the Panama-based law fi rm Mossack Fonse-
ca which disclosed enormous tax avoidance 
manoeuvres by politicians in numerous coun-
tries. Cunha was exposed as having secreted 
away millions in a Swiss bank account as well 
as other offshore tax havens.

Desperate to get out from under “the cloud 
of scandal”, the opposition parties apparently 
decided that their best defence was to attack, 
taking full advantage of their control of the 
monopoly-owned mass media. In scenes that 
have become familiar from Moldova to Ukraine 
to Venezuela, well-organised (and well-publi-
cised) street demonstrations erupted in Brazil’s 
capital protesting against “corruption” by the 
Workers’ Party and the President.

The US government has been unasham-
edly organising the overthrow of elected gov-
ernments in Latin America at least since the 
1950s. Then it was the US-owned United 
Fruit Company that demanded the ousting of 
the government of Guatemala. Since then, US 
governments and corporations have been impli-
cated in numerous coups and other murderous 
events, including (amongst many others) the 
arming and training of the “Contras” in Nicara-
gua, the abortive Bay of Pigs invasion of Cuba 
and of course the overthrow of the Allende gov-
ernment in Chile.

In the 21st century alone the US has backed 
right-wing coups in Paraguay in 2012, Haiti in 
2011 and 2004, Honduras in 2009, and Vene-
zuela in 2002. In fact, the US government and 
its intelligence agencies have had to work very 
hard to combat the constant pressure from the 
poor and the landless across South and Cen-
tral America to improve their living and work-
ing conditions and to take control of their 

institutions and governments. To the dismay 
of US governments, left-wing administrations 
have frequently been elected into offi ce in the 
region, necessitating intervention by Washing-
ton involving bribery, corrupt political manipu-
lation, assassinations, coups or outright military 
invasion.

Brazil has long been a political battleground 
in this continuing struggle. For many decades 
the country was dominated by right-wing politi-
cal parties backed by Brazil’s wealthiest fami-
lies and individuals. In a syndrome Australians 
will readily recognise, those same wealthy 
groups also run the nation’s major media out-
lets, allowing them to infl uence public opinion 
at will.

In 1964, with US support, the armed forces 
overthrew the government of President João 
Goulart, and instituted 21 years of military rule. 
Even when democracy was restored, Lula da 
Silva of the Workers’ Party lost three elections 
before he was able to overcome the wealth and 
power of the Right (and its control of the mass 
media) and become President by popular vote.

The current president Dilma Rousseff is a 
protégé of Lula. The country has been wracked 
for some time by a deep recession and infl a-
tion compounded by a health crisis caused by 
the Zika virus in the northeast. In a scenario 
reminiscent of the experience of the Whitlam 
Labor government in Australia, the right-wing 
controlled media of course conveniently tries to 
blame all this on President Roussef or at least 
blame her and PT for not doing enough to fi x 
the crisis.

Despite the fact that Rousseff has not been 
accused of any crime – which Brazil’s consti-
tution requires, for a motion to impeach to be 
legally enacted – her right-wing opponents in 
congress voted in overwhelming numbers (367 
of the 513) to impeach her!

“This is an attempt to reverse the results of 
the 2014 presidential election by unconstitu-
tional and illegal means,” said Mark Weisbrot, 
co-director of the US Centre for Economic and 
Policy Research. “It is a coup being carried out 
by the legislature, parts of the judiciary, and 
perhaps equally importantly, the vast majority 
of the media. The president has not been linked 
to any corruption nor convicted of any actual 
crime.” In fact, Rousseff has never even been 
accused of corruption and is not implicated at 
all in “Operation Car Wash”.

In Brazil the Landless Workers’ Movement 
(MST) also described the impeachment vote as 
a coup d’etat, saying, “Unlike President Dilma, 
the politicians calling for her dismissal are cor-
rupt and are as dirty as they come.”

Former president Lula da Silva says: “It 
is a coup because while the Brazilin Constitu-
tion allows for an impeachment, it is necessary 
for the person to have committed what we call 
high crimes and misdemeanours. And Presi-
dent Dilma did not commit a high crime or a 

misdemeanour. Therefore, what is happening 
is an attempt by some to take power by disre-
specting the popular vote.

“I believe that these people want to remove 
Dilma from offi ce by disrespecting the law. 
Carrying out, the way I see it, a political coup. 
That’s what it is: a political coup.”

Glenn Greenwald writing in US journal 
The Intercept pointed to the role of Brazil’s 
“homogenised, oligarch-owned, anti-democ-
racy media outlets” in instigating the coup, 
describing the manufactured media narrative 
as “crass propaganda designed to undermine a 
left-wing party.”

The support organisation “Friends of the 
Landless Workers Movement” points out that 
opposition leader Cunha and 37 of the 65 mem-
bers of the commission responsible for inves-
tigating the impeachment request “are being 
investigated for corruption.”

“If they manage to depose the president,” 
writes Friends of MST, “in exchange they 
expect to see the charges against them for the 
fraud they have committed dropped.”

The anti democratic nature of the action 
being taken by the Right in Brazil is so blatant-
ly obvious that even the normally conservative 
US labour organisation the AFL-CIO has joined 
the global critique. In a statement AFL-CIO 
president Richard Trumka actually expressed 
solidarity with the Workers’ Party of Brazil.

“We fi rmly support the democratic, pro-
worker programs for social justice that have 
been pursued and administered with profes-
sionalism and success, lifting over 40 million 
people out of poverty,” Trumka said.

“The most representative labour organisa-
tions in Brazil have long supported democracy 
and the rule of law, while calling for political 
reforms to eliminate practices that have made 
corruption endemic there,” argued Trumka. 
“Many of those now leading the call for 
impeachment have long blocked such reform 
and profi ted from corruption.”

Someone else speaking out who was for-
merly seen as a mouthpiece for Washington 
is Luis Almagro, the Secretary General of 
the Organisation of American States (OAS). 
“There is no criminal accusation against the 
President,” he says. “Rather she has been 
accused of the poor administration of public 
resources in 2014. This is an accusation that is 
political in character, and that does not merit an 
impeachment process.” 

Almagro also points out that the impeach-
ment has drawn public criticism from 130 
members of Brazil’s public prosecutor’s offi ce 
as well as from the United Nations and the 
Union of South American Nations (UNASUR).

The vote for impeachment in the Brazil-
ian Congress was a raucous display of class 
bias, with rightwing politicians standing up 
one after another to loudly dedicate their votes 
to various family members and fi gures from 

Brazilian history. Tellingly, one even dedicated 
his vote to the general who led the anti-demo-
cratic coup in 1964 that ushered in decades of 
military dictatorship.

Like the unbridled rejoicing among right-
wingers in Venezuela during the short-lived 
coup against Chávez, the glee displayed by 
right-wing Brazilian politicians refl ected their 
delight at fi nally getting rid – they hoped – of a 
President elected by landless peasants, Indians, 
the poor and the supposedly powerless. 

The impeachment plan has been shrewdly 
concocted. If Congress votes to impeach her (in 
breach of the Constitution), Rousseff must step 
aside for 180 days while the charges against 
her are investigated in committee. During this 
time, her vice president Michel Temer assumes 
power on an interim basis. Temer is a member 
of the opposition right-wing party, and has also 
been implicated in the “Operation Car Wash” 
graft scheme.

Within 180 days, a full plenary of the 
Brazilian senate must approve or reject the 
impeachment. If two-thirds of the senate 
approve, Dilma Rousseff will be ejected from 
offi ce and Temer will be president until the next 
election in 2018. It is a variation of the removal 
of the Whitlam government in Australia and 
no doubt similarly originated in a Washington 
think tank.

These think tanks – with the monopo-
ly mass media – have developed to a fi ne art 
the techniques of counter-revolutionary mass 
action. “Dilma has robbed the people with cor-
ruption and infl ation. We must get rid of her,” 
the English Guardian quoted Raquel Rosas, a 
school teacher, as saying at an anti-government 
rally.

Commenting on the silence of the Obama 
administration (that staunch defender of democ-
racy), Mark Weisbrot said it was most likely 
because the Obama administration “would like 
to get rid of the Workers’ Party government.”

You think? 
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Too often in Australia we hear that our 
youth are apathetic, not interested in politi-
cal engagement, spending too much time on 
the internet and not interested in working 
or looking for work.

Challenging this the CPA Perth Branch held 
a Round Table on youth with a representative 
from the Cuban Institute of Friendship with 
the People, Yexenia Calzado and Edith Cowan 
University Guild offi cials Azlan Martin (Com-
mittee President of Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander Students) and Lewis Price, the cur-
rent ECU Guild President, to share their views 
and experiences on being engaged in politics in 
Australia today.

Both Guild representatives spoke about 
childhood experiences that guided them into 
politics, family background and participation 
in rallies against the Iraq war.

Yexenia’s parents grew up during the dic-
tatorship of Fulgencio Batista in the eastern 
Granma province of Cuba where there was 
much poverty and repression by the army and 
police. At that time the province lacked good 
education and health facilities. Yexenia’s par-
ents were part of the popular movement led by 
Fidel Castro and Che Guevara to liberate the 
island and when the liberation triumphed her 
family were part of the popular support for the 
Revolution, which was to bring social and eco-
nomic benefi ts to the people of Granma and 
all of Cuba.

The chair Fayeza Khan opened discus-
sions with a statistic: 20% of 18-25 year olds 
in Australia are not registered to vote, and the 
question – why? Aslan said that many of the 
policy changes by the government do not reach 
rural areas and especially Aboriginal youth who 
often felt that not only did the system not work 
for them, it worked against them.

Lewis reiterated the view that youth did not 

see any point in engaging with a system that did 
not work in their interest and added an aside 
that engaging in politics was sometimes seen 
as “uncool”; if politics raised its head in a dis-
cussion, it was, “Time to change the channel.”

In contrast Yexenia said talking about 
politics was normal in Cuba and people were 
engaged from a very young age. The affects of 
the US Blockade on everyday life also means 
people are acutely aware of the effects of pol-
itics. She said that with the generation who 
made the Revolution now getting older it was 
time for the younger people to step up and take 
responsibility for the Revolution and their soci-
ety. Yexenia is one of the 300,000 members of 
the Young Communist League.

The chair asked “What is important to 
youth in Australia?”

The panel identifi ed fee deregulation for 
universities, affordable student housing and 
being able to afford healthy food, access to 
jobs (let alone often secure and well paid jobs) 
and transport as major issues. In Cuba, Yexenia 
advised that the youth wanted greater access to 
recreation options. University students did not 
have to worry about jobs as government plan-
ning insures that graduates are guaranteed a job 
in their area of study.

This is a function of planning in a central-
ised economy whereby the government with 
good economic data is able to advise universi-
ties and technical colleges at what numbers of 
graduates it is looking for and which knowl-
edge and skill sets are needed. 

In contrast university graduates in Australia 
have on average to wait fi ve years to get a job 
in the fi eld of their study if at all.

Yexenia spoke about student unions in 
Cuba who are very much seen as part of the 
decision making process saying that without 
students universities wouldn’t exist, and “there-
fore what we want is important to the people 
who run the universities.”

Obama’s visit
Obama’s speech to the Cuban people 

referred to the lifting of the “trade embargo”. 
Yexenia said this was a distortion of reality; 
an embargo is just between two countries, the 
US has imposed a blockade because the US 

punishes other countries for trading with Cuba 
therefore it affects third countries also!

Yexenia also talked about how in Cuba the 
young are respected and consulted about the 
society they live in and the shape it is to have 
which is why they feel ownership of it.

A young attendee raised the issue that the 
roundtable was focussed on young people in 
university studies but that many other young 
people in Australia had problems fi nding secure 
and suitable employment.

Aslan said that students and potential stu-
dents were also worried about the recent sug-
gested changes to be brought in lowering the 
rate of earnings at which graduates would need 
to start paying back their HECS. 

The Turnbull government wants to lower 
the trigger from $50,000 to $41,000 threatening 
to cripple the quality of life of graduates who 
are also facing increased cost of living pres-
sures on limited incomes.

Lewis spoke about the fee increases and the 
model that treats students as “clients” resulting 
in universities that look more like “job facto-
ries”.Aslan and Lewis also said they had confi -
dence that university guilds could achieve gains 
and protect rights of students. 

But also that this is always under threat, 
including new legislation currently being 
proposed by the Western Australian govern-
ment to weaken funding arrangements for 
guilds. 

Contrasting two systems
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INTERNATIONAL WORKERS' MEMORIAL DAY COMMEMORATION

THURSDAY April 28
10:00am Pilgrim Uniting Church, Flinders St, Adelaide, (near Victoria Square)

This international day was instituted by the International Trade Union Confederation 
(ITUC) to commemorate workers around the world who have suffered work related 

deaths, injuries or disease or who have been imprisoned, tortured or murdered 
because they were involved in struggles for safe and healthy working conditions. It is 

also offi cially recognised by the International Labour Organisation of the UN.

(Organised by SA Unions, Voice of Industrial Death, Asbestos Diseases Society of SA and Asbestos Victims Association)

MAY DAY ACTIVITIES
May Day is a very important international day that celebrates the global struggles 

for independence, equality, social justice, human rights and care for the environment. 
This day also commemorates those who gave their lives or who suffered in other ways 

because of their involvement in these struggles.

MAY DAY MARCH SATURDAY APRIL 30, 2016
10:00 AM Meet at Torrens Parade Ground behind Government House 

with “Rhythm of Resistance”

10:30 AM March to Light Square
11:00 AM RALLY at Light Square

Speeches, Music, Food & Drink, Kids’ entertainment

May Day Toast 
Presented by the Community 
Union Defence League (CUDL) 

3-6pm Sunday May 1
Union and community toasters from 4pm

Fremantle Navy Club Observation DeckLevel 3, 64 High St, Fremantle
Free entry

For more information contact Vinnie Molina on 0419812872 or CUDL.WA@gmail.com


