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From the time of its election in 2013 the
Coalition government of Tony Abbott was
hell-bent on implementing the former
Howard Coalition government’s big busi-
ness agenda. Just two months after win-
ning office, the government introduced a
bill to restore the Howard government’s
anti-union Australian Building and
Construction Commission (ABCC) and
increase penalties on workers and trade
unions found to be in breach of its draco-
nian laws.

The Turnbull/Abbott government used this
bill as the trigger for the July 2 double disso-
lution election after the Senate had blocked it
— twice.

The government also set up a Royal Com-
mission which proved to be a political witch-
hunt into trade unions. The Royal Commission,
with the support of a vicious mass media cam-
paign led by the Murdoch mouthpieces, tried
to destroy the credibility of trade unions in the
eyes of workers and provide justification for the
ABCC bill and other union-bashing legislation
that was to follow.

The government used the Productivity
Commission inquiry into the Fair Work Act
and industrial relations system to propose cuts
in penalty rates and other anti-union measures.
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ABCC

The ABCC bill is based on the anti-terror
legislation.

It sets out to intimidate workers and crush
militant trade unionism in the construction
industry. The Turnbull/Abbott ABCC is far nas-
tier than the one Howard imposed.

It also ropes in workers and trade unions
in areas of the maritime, transport and manu-
facturing industries. It criminalises legitimate
trade union activity and sets out to bankrupt
workers and trade unions through hefty fines
and legal costs. For example, penalties for
“unlawful” industrial action would be increased
from $10,800 to $34,000 for workers and trade
union officials and from $54,000 to $170,000
for trade unions.

That is three times the size of penalties
under the Fair Work Act.

The ABCC and the Fair Work Construction
Commission (Labor’s version of the ABCC)
put serious obstacles in the path of trade unions
attempting to organise and recruit members.
They are in breach of basic International
Labour Organisation conventions on the right
to organise, to belong to a trade union and to
collectively bargain.

The ABCC bill narrows the definition of

“protected” industrial action, outlaws commu-
nity pickets with the same massive fines apply-
ing for members of the community expressing
solidarity by joining such a picket.

The ABCC is provided with draconian
powers to summons workers and union offi-
cials in for questioning.

There is no right to remain silent, no privi-
lege against self-incrimination and the onus of
proof is reversed. In addition, workers may be
expected to recall details of events two or more
years previously!

Failure to attend an interrogation session,
to answer questions, take an oath or affirma-
tion, or produce documents is considered to be
a criminal offence — hindering Commonwealth
officials under the criminal code — punishable
by six months jail. (See Guardian, “The Aus-
tralian Building and Construction Commission
Mark 117, 27-04-2016, #1728)

Penalty rates

The Turnbull/Abbott Coalition govern-
ment’s plans also include the abolition of pen-
alty rates, the slashing of the minimum wages
and minimum conditions, a further gutting of
enterprise agreements and the restoration of
individual employment contracts.

Already penalty rates have been eroded in
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some industries, such as where the unions pres-
ence is weak or non-existent.

As ACTU president Ged Kearney said,
“Workers being singled out for cuts, such as
those who serve us in restaurants and shops or
who care for our elderly, are among the lowest
paid in the economy. For them, penalty rates
aren’t extra pay — they help provide the basic
income their families need just to get by.”

For low-paid workers, in particular, pen-
alty rates are an indispensable part of their pay
packet — sometimes as much as 20 percent or
more.

The ABCC bill has serious ramifications
for the rest of the Australian workforce.

The Communist Party of Australia strongly
opposes the Coalition’s anti-worker, anti-union
agenda. It calls for:

« the defeat of the Coalition in these elections

* the defeat of the ABCC bill

* the repeal of the Fair Work Construction
Commission legislation

« right to take industrial action and picket

* right of entry for trade union officials

* right to organise and recruit

« retention and restoration of penalty rates.

Join your union today! Build a strong, mili-
tant union movement prepared to fight the class
struggle. &
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The anti-worker state

In 1834 the six Tolpuddle martyrs were transported from
Britain to Australia for the “crime” of attempting to form a trade
union. However, the idea of unionism spread world-wide and
now, millions of workers are members of trade unions. Workers,
experiencing the savage exploitation of capital know that they
have to become a collective if they are to improve their living
and working conditions.

But the ruling class and the employers never gave up their
hostility to the organised working class, first displayed in the
penalty imposed on the Tolpuddle six.

Laws were enacted to limit and control the organisations
that workers formed. When workers withdrew their labour and
went on strike the ferocity of the employers knows no bounds.
Workers and their leaders are jailed and sometimes shot.

The collective power of workers united is always a threat to
the interests of capital. Capitalists know that their profits come
from the labour of workers. The more they can reduce the wages
and other provisions going to workers the higher their profits.

The ongoing accumulation of private profits and successive
mergers and takeovers has resulted in the formation of ever
bigger companies and the giant transnational corporations that
dominate whole industries, with demands to get rid of trade
unions and backed by governments willing to help them achieve
their aims.

The Turnbull/Abbott government is one such creature of the
corporations and Employment Minister Michaela Cash is their
instrument. Strikes are essentially outlawed with courts ready
to order a return to work, backed by threats of heavy fines on
unions and workers alike as part of a raft of anti-union laws
(see page 1).

This is the anti-worker state in action — the laws of govern-
ments, the courts to enforce the laws, the money bribes of the
employers, the police to protect the employers’ interests: Let it
be recalled that the army has been used in Australia — during the
Miners’ strike in 1949 and later in the airlines dispute in 1989.

Employers want to return to the days when there were no
unions to challenge the power and interests of capital.

The way they have gone about doing this is to introduce
individual work contracts, exclude unions and eliminate any
form of collective agreement. Employers are even prepared to
pay a price by offering a higher wage to some, provided the
worker resigns from his/her union.

Initially it might be higher wages for those who sign up, while
others lose their jobs. Individual contracts leave workers on their
own with no one to defend them as wages are later reduced,
hours of work extended, holidays cancelled, health and safety
measures abandoned.

Above all, employers fear the collective strength of the work-
ing people and BHP is out to destroy the workers’ collective
now. They, of course, still need workers, but on a one-to-one
basis, without organisation and without any power to defend
themselves.

The workers who are standing up for the collective are the
real heroes of our time. And, as the CFMEU sticker says, “It
takes GUTS AND PRINCIPLES to stay collective.” Touch one,
touch all.

PRESS FUND

B-w-r-e-c-k-s-i-t! The shock decision of British voters to dump
membership of the EU reflects mass disillusion and the struggle to
control public opinion in an era of ruthless competition between
massive blocs of international capital. Most people in Scotland and
Northern Ireland wanted Britain to stay in the EU. They may now
decide to quit Britain, as Scotland nearly did last year, and if they
do so it will effectively end the “United Kingdom”. It’s our job to
help you understand the background to these tectonic shifts, but
we really need contributions to the Press Fund, so please send in
something for the next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to
the following for their generous support this week:

C Greer $50, Guardian wrappers $190, Mark Mannion $5,
L Purkis $20, “Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $10,
Semaphore Workers’ Club members $100

This week’s total: $380 Progressive total: $4,230
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A message from the national president:
Let's defeat the Abbott/Turnbull government

Put the Liberals last!

The Communist Party of Austral-
ia campaigns for Socialism and
working class power in Australia.
The CPA represents and shares
the interests of workers, their
families and other exploited social
strata in our society.

We understand the limitations
of the Parliamentary struggle but
believe it is important to put forward
working class policies before the
Australian electorate.

In the current political environ-
ment the choice for workers is lim-
ited. The two-party system promotes
the idea that workers’ only choice
is between the two major parties
despite both of them expressing the
interests of monopoly capitalism, the
banks and the big end of town.

The CPA’s statement, “Defeat the
Coalition” (Guardian 22-06-2016),
on the upcoming elections is clear
about the urgent task of breaking the
two-party system. This is a first step
in the strengthening of the democrat-
ic process aiming at electoral reform
allowing smaller parties including
the CPA to broaden the choice for
workers at electoral ballots. The CPA
advocates for more democratic, pro-
gressive, trade unionists, independ-
ents and communists in Parliament

capable of implementing meaningful
reforms in the interest of the working
class for a new type of government, a
People’s Government.

With a strong mass movement
this first step can defeat monopoly
capitalism and move towards a deep
transformation of the Australian soci-
ety into a Socialist future.

A Socialist government will
guarantee jobs for all, universal
access to education and health. It
will put the main means of produc-
tion and natural resources in public
hands for the benefit of the people.
It will also ensure that transnation-
al corporations and big business pay
their taxes through a progressive tax
system in the benefit of society.

We will equip our Australian
Defence Forces with the necessary
means to defend our borders pursu-
ing an independent foreign policy.
We will not participate in imperialist
wars and will end all agreements that
allow foreign bases on our soil which
are also a significant cost burden for
the Australian tax payer. With bipar-
tisan support billions of dollars are
being wasted on war preparations,
money that could be spent on public
education, health and humanitarian
aid.

We must stop the privatisation
process of our health system and as
a first step remove the huge private
health insurance rebate. Equally we
must stop the draining of resourc-
es from public education. Workers’
rights must be upheld and all draco-
nian anti-union legislation repealed.
The reintroduction of the ABCC
must be defeated.

We recognise the importance of
the upcoming election and campaign
for the defeat of the Abbott/Turnbull
government. On July 2 the CPA rec-
ommends preferencing those can-
didates whose policies can provide
some benefits for working people and
their families and put the Liberal-
National Coalition last in the House
of Representatives.

The balance of power in the
Senate is of extreme importance
regardless of who forms government
(see page 12). The CPA recommends
voting 1 to 6 above the line with the
Australian Greens in number 1 fol-
lowed by left and progressive par-
ties; do not preference the Liberals
and Nationals at all.

In solidarity,

Vinnie Molina
National President, CPA

Nine’s twisted tale

The Nine Network’s A Current
Affair (ACA)has broadcast a very
selective, superficial and sani-
tised view of Nauru, according to
spokesperson for the Refugee
Action Coalition, Ian Rintoul.

According to program host,
Tracey Grimshaw, 4CA has been
preparing the program for five
months but it is obvious they have
not done their homework.

They interviewed a Tamil refu-
gee woman who clearly raised the
vulnerability of refugee women to
sexual assault and rape — but did not
pursue “the real story of Nauru.”
They could have interviewed
assaulted women who are too afraid
to come out of their rooms, but they
didn’t.

They didn’t interview the vic-
tims of the robberies or bashings.

They showed TVs and micro-
waves, but not the blackouts and
water shortages.

ACA did not broadcast pictures

of the hospital that would have put
the lie to Australian government
claims about the standard of health
care on the island. Viewers were left
with the impression that there were
very nice schools on Nauru — they
did not show the run-down schools
where refugee children go.

ACA showed the mould on the
roof of the tents in the single-men’s
camp, but not the mouldy condi-
tions in the family camp. The tents
in the family camp are not air-con-
ditioned; they are insufferably hot,
and leak in the rain. However, ACA
allowed a Nauruan official to give
the impression that there was air-
conditioning, although it is only in
the infants’ area.

They showed pictures of a
burnt-out unit in Anuijo camp,
which we were told was “suspi-
cious” when it is well known that
this was the place where a desperate
Iranian refugee attempted suicide.

Perhaps most disgracefully,

ACA deceptively portrayed the daily
protests on Nauru as being orches-
trated to take place behind fences. If
ACA had done their homework, they
would know that protests outside
the fences are banned.

Nauruan police have forced the
protests inside the fences by confis-
cating phones and arresting refugees
who attempt to protest or photo-
graph the protests from outside the
fences.

ACA could have asked why
people are imprisoned without
charge, but they didn’t. “Tracey
Grimshaw said we would see
‘exactly how the detainees live’, but
we didn’t,” said Ian Rintoul. “That
story is being told in the on-going
resistance of the asylum seekers
and refugees on Nauru who have
been protesting every day since 20
March.” &
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK

Australia was Communist for 60,000 years before invasion with Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander people living with respect for the environment and each other

Paul McAleer, Maritime Union of Australia
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Driving Medicare to
privatisation

Con Costa

The new head of the Australian
Medical Association (AMA) has
come out swinging in the middle
of an election campaign defending
the PM’s unbelievable statement
that “we are not privatising Medi-
care”. The treachery of the AMA
towards bulk billing GPs knows
no bounds, especially as the imme-
diate past president of the AMA
Brian Owler had been attacking
the policy of an extended Medi-
care rebate freeze and urging doc-
tors to actively campaign against
the Turnbull government.

The health policy of the Coali-
tion (which is clearly one of many
policies inherited from its predeces-
sor Tony Abbott) is cleverly designed
to force bulk-billing GPs to privately
bill anyone deemed non-concession-
al. This is because the current rebate
— frozen since 2012, and probably
indefinitely at $36 — is not sufficient
to cover costs for the doctor. In fact
the AMA’s recommended fee for a
Level B consultation (less than 15
minutes) is $76, almost double what
bulk billing GPs currently receive.

While the PM can make claims
that he has not privatised Medicare,
essentially he is doing so. The only
difference is that he is forcing GPs to
do the dirty work and take the wrap.
Make no mistake: the end of univer-
sal Bulk Billing is the very beginning
of privatising Medicare. Legislation
is already in place that undermines
Medicare bulk billing’s competitive
edge where doctors are now allowed
to swipe credit cards together with
the Medicare card in their medical
offices.

While this has been marketed
as increased convenience for the
patient, it’s merely another step in
the direction of a user-pays system
of health in this country.

What’s worse is that this inevi-
table scenario is far graver than the
initial $7 co-payment initiative of the
2015 budget that we all feared. Once
GPs stop bulk billing, they will be
more likely to charge the AMA rate
of $76 — so the co-payment will be
the difference between the AMA
rate and the Medicare rebate which
is $40.

Patients will live in fear, hoping
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Public health is union business. (Photo: Anna Pha)

that their consultation is not thor-
ough or lengthy because as the min-
utes tick away so will the dollars like
a taxi meter. If the consultation goes
to 15 minutes then the AMA fee is
$140. An after-hours consultation at
the GP’s office is recommended by
the AMA at $450. Add to this any
additional pathology and radiology
tests and patients will be forced to
hand over the credit card as well as
the Medicare card on multiple occa-
sions prior to paying again at the
pharmacy.

For years now a Medicare rebate
freeze and lack of GP reform has seen
bulk billing GPs become increasing-
ly dependent on fast throughput and
third party payments from patholo-
gy, radiology or other rentals — espe-
cially following the deregulation of

blood pathology collection centre
licences five years ago.

By withdrawing the pathology
bulk-billing incentive (which sus-
tained the high rentals pathology
could pay GPs ), together with an
indefinite Medicare rebate freeze —
for another four years (but probably
permanent) — Turnbull is effectively
pulling the rug out from under the
current high bulk billing rate of over
80 percent.

It does not take a genius to figure
out that the only other source of fund-
ing available to GPs — other than
direct billing their patients — is from
the Private Health Insurance indus-
try; trials have already begun in some
Queensland GP clinics.

Let’s be clear, by privati-
sation we’re not talking about

From the archives

Workplace health and safety — The Socialist October 1984

INTHIS PLANT WE HaveN'T Hab

To LAY OFF A WORKER IN YEARS!

edicare which provides
h for all Australians!

selling Medicare to the private sector,
although the PM seems anxious to
impose such a definition.

The freeze on the Medicare
rebate and the cuts to pathology bulk-
billing incentives will only worsen
an already critical funding issue for
bulk-billing GPs.

The only alternative for GPs will
be to push patients through sicker and
faster, with an increasing pressure to
accept third party payments from the
private health insurance industry.

We can already see indicators of
the negative impact on health care
with the changes to date. When you
consider that the rate of vaccination
in the elderly has dropped to as low
as 30 percent — you know something
is wrong. Either the elderly are not
going to the doctor, which is unlikely,
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or GPs are not able to give these
patients the time they need.

It is as clear as daylight that the
Medicare system needs an injection
of funds and support for improved
patient outcomes — more bang for
your buck and to reduce pressure on
public hospitals. Whether his comes
from the government, direct payment
from patients or Private Health Insur-
ance — this will ultimately decide
whether Medicare is being privatised.

In the interim, any party sup-
porting an indefinite freeze on the
Medicare rebate on the one hand
while taking away the Bulk Bill-
ing incentives for pathology and
radiology with the other, is defi-
nitely pushing Medicare towards
privatisation. &
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Statement

Culture of sexism
must be tackled

The Media, Entertainment and
Arts Alliance (MEAA), the
union for Australia’s journalists,
welcomes the on-air apology by
broadcasting personality Eddie
McGuire over comments he made
about a prominent female sports
journalist, and calls on all media
organisations to redouble efforts
to educate about and stamp out
sexism and misogyny in their
workplaces.

MEAA director of Media, Kate-
lin McInerney, said when one of Aus-
tralia’s most decorated journalists
could be the subject of jokes about
drowning her in an ice bucket, it
highlighted a culture where women
in the media still struggled to be
treated with respect at work.

“These comments should never
have been made, even as a joke,”
Mclnerney said. “These kinds of
remarks are not only hurtful, but

they reinforce the need for concerted
efforts to improve respect and treat-
ment of women in the media.”

A recent survey commissioned
by the MEAA’s Women In Media
initiative of more than 1,000 media
workers found an overwhelm-
ing sense that the media was still a
“blokes world”, where casual sexism
and discrimination was rife.

The “Mates Over Merit” report
found 48% of women said they had
experienced intimidation, abuse or
sexual harassment in their workplace,
and 41% said they’d been harassed,
bullied or trolled on social media.

It also found that while most
media companies have policies to
deal with sex discrimination, only
11% of survey respondents rated
them “very effective”, and only one
in three women felt confident to
speak up about discrimination.

“We are pleased that Eddie

Australia

McGuire and his fellow commenta-
tors have now manned up to apol-
ogise for their comments about
one of the nation’s most respected
and awarded journalists, Caroline
Wilson,” Ms Mclnerney said.

“But it is a pity that these com-
ments were made in the first place —
even if it was in jest — and that it took
a blaze of adverse publicity before
apologies were forthcoming.

“What makes the comments even
worse is they also made light of vio-
lence against women.

“What kind of message does
this send to young women want-
ing to make a career in journalism
or broadcasting, particularly sports
journalism?

“It demonstrates once again
that there is still a culture of casual
sexism in newsrooms and broadcast
studios around Australia.” &
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Caroline Wilson.

Make mental
health an
election priority

The Australian Psychological
Society (APS), the leading organi-
sation representing psychologists,
has called on the major parties to
make mental health an election
priority.

On its election web site —
votesinmind.com.au — the APS has
outlined what it sees as key priori-
ties for the major political parties
coming into the election. APS Exec-
utive Director Professor Lyn Lit-
tlefield said, “Our 22,000 members
work with millions of Australians
each year across the country. Every
day psychologists are in touch
with Australians, who are suffer-
ing mental health disorders, people
affected by trauma and abuse, as
well as people marginalised socially
and within the health system.

“We have looked at key issues
affecting the mental health and
wellbeing of Australians and out-
lined what we see as key priorities.
We will be asking the major parties
to respond to us with their policy
position on all these issues.”

Key priorities include:

« Early intervention and adequate
treatment for depression and
anxiety (the most common mental
health disorders) via an extended
Better access sessions (access

to psychological services under
Medicare), increasing from 10
sessions to 16.

Making the mental health of
Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander peoples a national
priority.

Improving services and paid
access to mental health services
for survivors of child sexual
abuse.

Ensuring funded access to
mental health services for victims
of family violence including
children.

Improve psychological care

for residents of Aged Care
facilities as well as improving
accurate and early diagnosis of
dementia by increasing access to
neuropsychological assessments.
Improving provision of mental
health services in rural and remote
areas.

Addressing the mental and
physical health of asylum seekers.
Committing to further reductions
in global warming to prevent

the worst physical and mental
health impacts on vulnerable
communities.

Ensuring that natural disaster
planning includes meeting the
psychological needs of affected
communities.

“Family violence, sexual abuse,
Indigenous wellbeing and mental
health issues are among key con-
cerns in our community currently,
having a huge emotional and psy-
chological impact that can last a
lifetime if not addressed,” said Pro-
fessor Littlefield. “On behalf of the
communities we serve, we want to
ensure that Australians affected by
these issues receive the care and
services they need.” &
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UWhite a letter ta the Editor.

Analysis by the Greens provides
fresh evidence that the 2012
National Partnership Agreement
on Skills Reform, that forces state
governments to pit their TAFE
colleges against dodgy private
providers, must be abandoned.

The most recent financial data
for federal vocational education and
training (VET) loans shows that it
costs taxpayers 7 times more to edu-
cate a student through a private col-
lege than a public TAFE.

The contestable funding model
that underpins the agreement is
wasting hundreds of millions of dol-
lars and places students in unneces-
sary debt in the VET sector.

The only winner from the Labor
government’s 2012 National Part-
nership is the corporate training
sector which is taking hundreds of
millions from the public purse while
delivering very little in the way of
educational outcomes.

Key findings from the 2014
data from the Australian Govern-
ment Department of Education and
Training:

Wasted millions on private pro-
viders — on average taxpayers spent
$73,200 to successfully educate
each private VET student, but only
$10,500 in public TAFEs

Completion rates — TAFE has
significantly higher completion rates
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TAFE

than private colleges, with a success
rate of 87% compared to just 44%
for private providers.

Mismatch in funding — In 2014,
TAFE educated 47% of VET stu-
dents nationwide, yet received only
20% of VET FEE-HELP loans.

The other 80% went to private
providers.

Fee hikes — In 2014 average
VET tuition fees grew nationally by
28.9%. The average tuition fee in
NSW grew from $9,928 in 2013 to
$13,094 in 2014 — nearly 32%

It is almost certain that when the
2015 data is released later this year
it will show even greater deteriora-
tion in each of these indicators.

It is time to tear up the damag-
ing 2012 National Skills Agree-
ment, stop the privatisation of VET
and guarantee that all public fund-
ing of vocational education training
goes into the public TAFE system.

Wasted millions on
private providers

On average taxpayers spent
$73,200 to successfully educate
each private VET student, but only
$10,500 in public TAFEs.

Fee hikes
In 2014 average VET tuition
fees grew nationally by 28.9%. The

average tuition fee in NSW grew
from $9,928 in 2013 to $13,094 in
2014 — nearly 32%

2013 2014.

“Stop Privatisation
Before it Stops TAFE”

The Greens are calling on all
political parties to sign up to rene-
gotiating the National Partnership
Agreement on Skills Reform, due to
expire in June 2017 under the fol-
lowing principles:

The immediate tearing up

and renegotiating of the

National Skills Agreement

with contestability removed

and replaced with a clear and
unambiguous preference for
public money to be directed to
public providers.

A commitment in NSW for 100%
of all public VET funding to go
publicly owned and run TAFEs,
with money being diverted to
private providers only where
TAFEs are unable to provide the
course and

Full public funding for Diploma
and Advanced Diploma courses
at TAFE and an end to the VET-
FEE Help income-contingent loan
scheme. &
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“Qur people deserve much,

much better”

Redfern Statement demands a more just approach
|

Rudi Maxwell

We will not be ignored any longer.
That was the message dozens of
peak Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander organisations delivered
in Sydney this month.

The Redfern Statement sets out
a series of demands to all politi-
cal parties, calling for a “more just
approach” to Indigenous Affairs.

National Congress of Australia’s
First Peoples co-chair Jackie Hug-
gins said Indigenous Affairs had
barely rated a mention in the current
federal election campaign and politi-
cians needed to be reminded that First
Nations people continue to experience
isolation and disadvantage, because
successive governments have failed to
grasp opportunities for major change.

“We are tired of being margin-
alised, tired of being ignored, and
we have come here today to present
a united front in terms of all our
very present issues that will not
be denied,” she said. “Our people
deserve much, much better than
what we are seeing at the moment
and what is being delivered to us at
present.”

Dr Huggins said Indigenous
organisations had taken the unprec-
edented step of standing together and
lobbying during the election because
they were frustrated at years of being
ignored by government.

“Ignore us at your peril because
we vote too and it is our people who
are the most severely disadvantaged
people in this country,” she said.

The Redfern Statement was

compiled by Congress, and peak
Indigenous health, legal, disabil-
ity and children’s organisations,
including the First People’s Disabil-
ity Network, the National Aborigi-
nal Community Controlled Health
Organisation (NACCHO), National
Aboriginal and Islander Legal Serv-
ices (NATSILS) and the Secretariat
for National Aboriginal and Islander
Child Care (SNAICC).

It calls on the next federal gov-
ernment to commit to restore $534
million funding to Indigenous Affairs
that was cut in the 2014 Budget;
commit to working with Indigenous
leaders to establish a stand-alone
Department of Indigenous Affairs
that is managed and run by Indige-
nous public servants; fund Congress
and other peak bodies and meet reg-
ularly with them; reform the Indig-
enous Advancement Strategy (IAS)
and secure national funding agree-
ments that emphasise accountabil-
ity to Indigenous people and drive
national strategies and support a trea-
ty-making framework.

Coalition Federal Indigenous
Affairs Minister Nigel Scullion
released a statement that highlighted
exactly the issues and problems the
Redfern Statement set out.

Senator Scullion repeated the
federal government’s Indigenous
Affairs mantra — “jobs, education and
safe communities” — and, in direct
contradiction to the experience of
grassroots Indigenous organisations,
said the Turnbull government had a
“track record” of working with Indig-
enous people and organisations.
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Indigenous Leaders with the signed Redfern Statement. (Photo: NITV News)

“The 2014-15 Indigenous Affairs
budget did not contain savings of
$534 million,” he said. “After money
was redirected to new priorities, the
amount of money saved was less than
half that — out of a Budget of $4.9
billion. Since then, additional funds
have been put into the Indigenous
Affairs budget, including $48 mil-
lion to support land tenure measures
through the Developing Northern
Australia White Paper and $14.6 mil-
lion for constitutional recognition.”

The Developing Northern Aus-
tralia White Paper has been widely
criticised by Indigenous organisa-
tions from the Top End, for being
developed with little to no input from
them. Labor’s Indigenous Affairs
spokesman Shayne Neumann’s
response supported almost all of the
Redfern Statement — but stopped
short of supporting a treaty.

“The Liberal government has
sidelined the voices of Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander peoples,”
he said. “They have been excluded
from the biggest changes and deci-
sions this government have made and
the devastating impact of that is dem-
onstrated no more clearly than in the
disastrous Indigenous Advancement
Strategy.

“Labor has supported the Nation-
al Congress of Australia’s First Peo-
ples as the national representative
body for Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander peoples, and denounced the
cruel and unnecessary funding cut
inflicted by the Liberal government.”

Greens spokesperson on Indig-
enous Affairs Rachel Siewert pointed
out that most of the Redfern State-
ment was already supported by long-
standing Greens policy.

“The Greens support National
Congress and 55 Aboriginal organi-
sations in their calls to address the
unfinished business of reconciliation
that includes both treaty and consti-
tutional reform,” she said.

“It has long been Greens party
policy to ensure a move towards
meaningful reconciliation that
encompasses substantive constitu-
tional recognition as well as sover-
eignty and treaties.”

Healing Foundation (an organi-
sation that helps Stolen Generations
members and their families) chief
executive Richard Weston said the

The Redfern Statement

calls on the next Federal Government to:

e Commit to resource Indigenous-led solutions, by restoring the
$534 million cut from Indigenous Affairs in the 2014 Budget;

* Reform the Indigenous Advancement Strategy (IAS);

e Commit to better engagement with Indigenous people by funding
the National Congress of Australia’s First Peoples and other peak
bodies and regularly meeting with them;

® Recommit to Closing the Gap in this generation and add targets
for justice, family violence, disability and out-of-home care;

* Secure national funding agreements that emphasise accountability
to Indigenous people and drive national strategies;

* Commit to working with Indigenous leaders to establish a stand-
alone Department of Indigenous Affairs that is managed and run
by Indigenous public servants; and

* Address and implement the recommendations of the Council for
Aboriginal Reconciliation, which includes an agreement making
framework (treaty) and constitutional reform in consultation with

Indigenous communities.

continual sidelining of Indigenous
solutions by government had real and
tragic effects.

“Many of our people are dying
in despair and we can’t allow that to
keep happening,” he said.

NACCHO chief executive Pat
Turner pointed out that, as well
as direct funding cuts to Indige-
nous organisations, some policies
— like the Medicare rebate freeze
announced by the Coalition — had
harsh consequences for Indigenous
people.

“Our Aboriginal Medical Servic-
es are being squeezed to an unaccept-
able level,” she said. “We need new
thinking and a clear national strate-
gy that looks at health in a holistic
manner and considers redress of the
social determinants of health.”

Antoinette Braybrook, chief
executive of the Victorian Aborigi-
nal Family Violence Prevention and
Legal Service, called for action on
domestic violence and its effects.

She said more than 90% of Abo-
riginal women in prison were family
violence victims. “Aboriginal women
are 34 times more likely to be hospi-
talised because of family violence
and 10 times more likely to die from
a violent assault,” Braybrook said.

“Our women’s lives are being
lost and our children are being taken

and our government needs to work
with us to make this right.”

First People’s Disability Net-
work chief executive Damian Grif-
fis said there was a lot of “we hear
you” but not enough action, while
Victorian Aboriginal Legal Services
chief executive Wayne Muir said the
gathering was evidence of the frus-
tration Indigenous people feel about
not being heard.

“Aboriginal people in this coun-
try are getting organised and we will
stand together and we will stand
united — we won’t be divided and
we will make a difference to election
processes,” Muir said. “It’s time the
politicians of this country learn the
lesson.”

Congress co-chair Rod Little said
that while the Redfern Statement was
born from a lengthy period of frustra-
tion, it also represented how power-
ful Indigenous organisations could be
when they speak as one voice.

“We are calling on government to
develop a relationship with us based
on meaningful respect and to start
developing policy with us, rather
than doing things to us,” he said.

“Congress is already set up for us
to be the conduit — the government
needs to let us.”
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Treaty ... the way forward

The following is an edited version of Pat Dodson’s Wentworth Lecture at
the Australian Institute of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Studies

in Canberra on May 14, 2000.

For successive Australian governments,
whether colonial, federal, territory or state
... our intertwined histories have been about
their solutions to us as the problem!

The problem of our being here!

The problem of our disposal!

The problem of our assimilation!

And the problem of having us appreciative
of all that governments have done “for our own
good”.

For Aboriginal Australians the hope has
always been for governments to enter into seri-
ous dialogue about our position in the nation
and for the Constitution to recognise us as the
first Australians, with our Indigenous rights,
obligations and responsibilities respected and
recognised.

There has never been any agreement about
how we might progress this fundamental dilem-
ma. They have been met with obstruction and
deferral. The reasons often given have been that
the electorate will not support them to do so.

The Day of Mourning and Protest*, like
many other gatherings held by Aborigines
since, has always been about rights. Most, if
not all, have had little success in achieving last-
ing security and protection of the rights that we
have sought.

The priority on the government’s side of
the equation has been about securing the non-
Aboriginal voters. For the people’s movement,
for reconciliation to count, this is where it will
have to make a difference.

Our interests and rights simply just do not
count in the context of government ideology
and political pragmatism. It has been on very
rare occasions that governments have led the
community against the contrary view of the
polls.

The demands and petitions may have varied
in language but never in content and intent. The
Harris delegation that met the Western Austral-
ian state government in 1928 sought the same
rights as the Day of Mourning campaigners.

The people of Noonkenbah and the Pilbara
Strikers sought only to protect the rights and
responsibilities that they had in the law and the
land.

The history has not been told of all the
occasions that Aboriginal people throughout
Australia have protested or mourned for their
stories. Most of these occasions appear to have
fallen upon half-hearted or empty respons-
es. Their comfort has come from their fellow
Australians who have shared in our pain and
disappointment.

No more or no less, the Aboriginal people
who have survived the theft of their lands, the
removal of their children and the destruction of
their law and languages are seeking the guar-
antee of their rights to live within our law and
culture.

To have recognition and respect in the Aus-
tralian law that has assumed its power over our
ancient rights and people. To be able to carry
out our laws, customs and traditions through
a formal accord recognising our equal status
alongside the Australian law.

The government wishes to drive a wedge
between [not only] the concepts of rights and
welfare but also between those who advocate
a rights agenda and those who seek relief from
the appalling poverty.

This is an attempt at a new spin on a very
old wicket of divide and rule.

If it were a matter of rice bowl politics it
might not be so bad, but it is far more sinister
than that. It is about removing the centrality of
community as the life centre, and focusing on
the individual as the essential unit of society.

This is not our way. With all our social
problems the answer is not to attack the foun-
dations of our community by putting the indi-
vidual before the community.

Equality

Aborigines have never wanted to be the
same as the white man. What we have sought
is to have substantial equality so that as human
beings there might be a quality of life that we
can enjoy in keeping with our own values and
societal ways. Lives for our peoples, similar
to that of the majority in Australia, but lives

uniquely ours, not ones that governments
wished to impose upon us.

Lives where we meet our obligations as cit-
izens but where we are accommodated also as
Aborigines. Lives where our human and cultur-
al rights are respected by the governments that
have told the world they would respect them.

We have been an affront to the foundational
thinking and perceptions that underpin the Brit-
ish mould of Australian institutional principles
of society.

The confidence of the nation to celebrate
with some pride its achievements is always
tempered with the concern that the issues of
unfinished business between us would surface
and detract from the moment.

This inevitably sends the message to those
who observe us, as a nation divided in the one
country. It further highlights the inability of a
modern democracy to come to grips fairly and
respectfully with its Indigenous peoples.

From a cultural position, the only way that
the mourning period can be ended is when the
proper protocols and practical arrangements
have been carried out. When the people who
have had a wrong or an injustice done to them
have been accommodated by the action of those
responsible. Then we can come together as
friends and mates.

What are the protocols to provide the relief
to the causes of the mourning and trauma flow-
ing from the intertwined history? There is no
easy cultural match up. This is not about a fresh
event; it is about a continuing state of being for
the government and the society.

If this were a matter of a singular recent
event in everyday life then the cultural leaders
amongst us would know what to do. But this is
beyond that relatively simple situation.

We have offered on occasions the deep-
est secrets of our societies to those in highest
authority, who claimed to be seeking empathy
and understanding, only to have that encounter
and the gift to be diminished, as of no account.

The cross-cultural learning has not hap-
pened. Everything about us has to be subject
and subordinate to the rules, practices and
values of the dominant society.

Customary law details of the initiation
business are not immune to the native title proc-
esses of our courts. Lawmen are forced to vio-
late their own law to conform to the superior
demands of the Australian court proceedings
and rules to highlight connection and continu-
ity for the benefit of the other parties, including
the government, without necessarily securing
the title to their lands.

At the Day of Mourning ceremony after the
meeting in 1938, flowers were thrown into the
sea as a sign of respect and remembrance of all
the Aboriginal people who had died since the
white man’s arrival.

The future

It was also an expression of the pain, hurt
and frustration that the people had witnessed
and experienced in their time and before that.
It was also about their underlying fear for their
future.

Those leaders of 1938 saw the loss and
destruction of their peoples over the 150-year
period as a sad and painful episode. The pros-
pects of this past continuing required the lead-
ers to look with hope to the future.

They would give up their sons and daugh-
ters to the god of war in a matter of months
in defence of a nation that had rejected them.
They would go on into the life of the nation
with great contributions of citizenship when
they had none of the rights that go with being
a citizen.

One went on to become a State Governor
but only after being forced to sleep in the sheds
of country pubs in towns where he had gone to
compete in athletic events.

But more than this, these leaders, who had
the temerity to challenge those who would seek
to prolong the suppression of their cultural,
political and human rights, have demonstrat-
ed that we have survived — no matter how the
policies of assimilation, cultural genocide and
exclusion have impacted on our people.

The need to defend our rights for our

children and out of the obligations to our people
and the land remains.

Let there be no misunderstanding. The
anger and disappointment that many Indige-
nous Australians have with the way the content
of the “Towards a Document of Reconciliation”
proposal is being handled is not directed at the
Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation.

We are angry and disappointed at the cyni-
cal manipulation of the process that has been
employed by the federal government and, in
particular, the leader of that government [John
Howard].

A manipulation that is an affront to the
millions of Australians of goodwill that have
sought a genuine reconciliation between our
peoples. A reconciliation that is based on equity
and justice for all of us.

On other occasions I have endeavoured to
outline to people of this country what I believe
are the key principles that must be addressed in
any legislated framework agreement or treaty
between our two peoples. Core principles, the
extent of which must be negotiated between us,
come under these core headings:

* political representation;

* reparations and compensation;

* regional agreements;

+ Indigenous regional self-government;

* cultural and intellectual property rights;
* recognition of customary law;

* an economic base.

In common with all other Australians we
must have the right to maintain our unique cul-
tural identity without having our entitlements
as Australian citizens held hostage to the social
imperatives of governments and their leaders,
unable to comprehend the value of the con-
tribution that we bring to this country as first
Australians.

It may well be beyond the imagination
of this current government to grasp the con-
sequences of what the continued denial of the
rights of the first Australians will be.

It may be beyond their imagination to grasp
the importance in the same way that so many
Australians have come to terms with the truth
of our past and are seeking to provide a shared
future of justice for all our children.

But one thing the leaders of 1938 taught us
is that, unless we have the courage to persevere
and confront the denial and prejudices placed
before us, a just future for our children will not
be secured.

For us to pass through the mourning gate I
am proposing today that with the completion of
the work of Council for Aboriginal Reconcili-
ation only seven months away, that they place
before the Parliament of this country the fol-
lowing proposal.

Treaty

First, before the Council’s 27 and 28 event,
the Prime Minister needs to make it clear that
he will accept what the Council has put forward
and that he will commit to a process with the
Aboriginal peoples of finding practical, legal
and political ways of advancing all aspects of
the Council’s recommendations.

Second, Council has recommended that
40 distinguished Australians, 20 from each
side, be commissioned with drafting a treaty
between the Australian government and Abo-
riginal peoples.
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The treaty is to be based on the matters
raised by the Council’s recommendations and
those other matters relayed to it during the
course of its life as the ongoing causes for dis-
cord and division between us. The government
is to nominate half the dignitaries and ATSIC
[Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commis-
sion] to nominate the Aboriginal dignitaries.

The government’s response to this proposal
needs to be made clear.

Third, that the Aboriginal people and the
government nominate their respective repre-
sentatives to negotiate the draft treaty.

This process of negotiation should be
overseen by all past Prime Ministers, High
Court Judges and former Heads of State and
an equivalent number of senior Aboriginal
representatives.

An independent Treaty Commission should
be established, independent of the government
and the bureaucracy. It should be resourced
appropriately.

If there is no agreement reached between
the government and Aboriginal negotiators, the
government should put the question of a treaty
with Aboriginal people to a referendum.

If there is a positive result from the negotia-
tions or the referendum, the government should
adopt the treaty as part of our modus operandi
and legislate for its adoption.

Just the other day I received a lovely letter
from a 73-year-old non-Aboriginal Tasmanian
woman, full of kindness but also with a vision.

Her kindness was in seeking advice on
changing her will to fund a scholarship for
future Aboriginal legal students. Her vision
was one of reconciliation. She lives next to a
conservation zone. She said in a PS to her letter:

“Hope the pelicans helped to ease your
heart. I witnessed a riotous event one day. A
pelican paddled in with a seagull on its back.
The seagull hopped off at one stage and the
pelican continued on its way.

“Realising he was alone, the pelican turned
and paddled back to the gull. I could almost
hear him saying, 'Hey are you coming or not?’
The gull hopped back on and the twosome con-
tinued on their navigation of the area.”

In my home country, an event witnessed
in the natural world such as this is can be read
as a vision of spirit, or rai. The pelican gliding
across the water is like the spirit of reconcilia-
tion, black and white together moving forward.

The seagull is in some ways like the gov-
ernments of the day, forever changing, coming
on and off the process, flying off to scream
loudly before one day returning and joining
the voyage, navigating towards a new future.

This future is our future, if we have the
courage and will. Otherwise, as the Irish saying
goes, “Bigots and begrudgers will never bid
the past farewell”, and we will be trapped in
our history.

*The Day of Mourning Protest, on January
26, 1938, was organised by the Aborigines
Progressive Association whose leaders met at
148 Elizabeth Street, Sydney. A motion at the
meeting said in part: “We, representing the
Aborigines of Austrdlia ... this being the 150th
anniversary of the white man’s seizure of

our country, hereby make protest against the
callous treatment of our people by the white
man during the past 150 years.” &
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Latest G4S employee
involved in pointless tragedy

Dan Glazebrood

British security company G4S has been
in the headlines yet again over the Kkilling
of 49 people by one of its employees in
Orlando, the latest in a string of prevent-
able tragedies.

Despite repeatedly proven incompetence,
frequent human rights abuses and systematic
fraud on the part of G4S, the British govern-
ment seemed determined to award it contract
after contract. This is not a mistake, but a
strategy.

Omar Mateen, a guard of nine years stand-
ing for G4S, entered the Pulse nightclub in
Orlando, Florida on June 12. Once inside, he
opened fire on the crowd, shooting over 100
people. By the time he himself was shot dead
by police three hours later, 50 people had been
slain.

A UK Guardian report on June 14 revealed
that at least some of Mateen’s extremist lean-
ings and psychological problems were known to
G4S. In 2013 he bragged to a co-worker about
being friends with the Boston marathon bomb-
ers, resulting in two interviews by the FBI.
The FBI concluded that the claim was false;
but this begged the question: Why would he
invent such a claim? Would this not be grounds
for some kind of psychological evaluation by
the company for whom he worked as an armed
guard? G4S were made aware of the interviews,
yet reportedly declined to administer any such
tests. The only psychological test administered
by the company was one taken when he first
joined the company nine years ago.

Yet last weekend it emerged that the psy-
chologist listed as having carried out this initial
assessment, Dr Carol Nudelman, had never met
Mateen, and was not even living in Florida at
the time.

Nudelman’s lawyers told the media that
the documentation lodged by G4S with Flori-
da state — that certified Mateen as fit for armed
duties — was a “false document” because she
had closed her Florida practice on January 1,
2006, nearly two years before Mateen was
supposedly evaluated. The company has since
admitted this is all true; that is to say: G4S
have admitted submitting falsified documents
to secure approval for what amounts to the ille-
gal appointment of its employees.

But G4S incompetence had already led to
murder even before this latest scandal. In 2009,
a 48 security guard in Iraq shot dead two col-
leagues. The BBC subsequently revealed that
the company had been warned repeatedly that
the guard’s psychological problems left him
unfit for duty; but they had ignored them. The
following year, an Angolan national, Jimmy
Mbenga, was suffocated to death by three
G4S guards in what an inquest jury concluded
amounted to “unlawful killing” during a failed
deportation attempt. And the company was
heavily criticised for inadequate training of its
guards following the murder of a detainee at a
G4S-run immigration detention centre in Papua
New Guinea in 2014.

Indeed, the company’s modern history is
little more than a litany of incompetence, abuse
and illegality. Soon after taking over manage-
ment of Britain’s first privatised prisons and
immigrant detention centres in the early 1990s,
its name became synonymous with riots and
breakouts. In its work for private insurance
firms, it was found to be conducting illegal
surveillance inside the homes of claimants. Its
repeated forceful arrests and imprisonment of
a 10 year-old asylum seeker in 2009 resulted in
her attempting to hang herself.

Meanwhile, a 15-year-old in a UK child
detention centre died whilst being “restrained”
by a G4S guard in 2004, and a judge ruled in
2012 that it was “highly likely” that the compa-
ny had unlawfully restrained large numbers of
children in its custody. An Aboriginal prisoner

in Australia died from the heat in 2008 whilst
being transported by G4S 220 miles in a van
without working air conditioning.

Nor is the latest scandal the first time that
G4S have been involved in fraud and falsifica-
tion. Earlier this year, five G4S staff employed
to answer emergency calls to Lincolnshire
police force were suspended after it was
revealed that they were calling 999 themselves
to massage the figures.

Indeed, fiddling the figures appears to be
standard practice for G4S. A former G4S man-
ager responsible for privatised cleaning servic-
es in one UK hospital told me he was instructed
to falsify the length of time it took for rooms
to be cleaned in order to avoid fines. When the
practice was rumbled, the company denied
all knowledge, made him the scapegoat, and
sacked him — but not without awarding him a
payout attached to a gagging clause, of course.
I suspect there are many more similar stories
out there.

Tagging scandal

But the real gem in the company’s fraud
crown was the electronic tagging scandal. G4S
had been hired by the Ministry of Justice in
2005 to run its electronic tagging system, run-
ning tags on 18,000 prisoners per day. Or at
least, that’s the number they were charging for.
As it turned out, an audit in 2013 by Pricewa-
terhouseCoopers revealed that 3,000 of these
“tag-wearers” were either dead, in prison or
abroad: that is, not being tagged at all.

That’s right, G4S was billing the UK tax-
payer for thousands of non-existent tags that it
fraudulently claimed to be administering, and
this practice, at the time it was revealed, had
been going on for eight years. The total amount
fraudulently obtained by the company in this
way amounted to over 100 million pounds. An
investigation by the Serious Fraud Office is still
under way.

All this before we have even mentioned the
2012 Olympics scandal, persistent bullying and
exploitation claims, this year’s child prison-
er abuse scandal, the asylum-seeker housing
scandal, the UK court overcharging scandal, the
company’s complicity in the abuse of Palestin-
ian child prisoners ... the list is endless.

One might imagine that at least some of
this abuse, incompetence and systematic fraud
might have dampened the British government’s
appetite for handing over its public service pro-
vision and public money to the group. Not a bit
of it! OK, so following the 100 million pound
fraud against the Ministry of Justice, Justice
Minister Chris Grayling did say the company
would be temporarily suspended from bidding
for new government contracts. Not fined, or
prosecuted, or have its other contracts with-
drawn. But even this poxy ban was lifted in
April 2014 (whilst the company was still being
investigated by the Serious Fraud Office).

And then a Parliamentary Committee dis-
covered that it had never been implemented
anyway: no less than 14 new government con-
tacts had been awarded G4S during the period
of their supposed “ban”. Far from cutting back
on their reliance on G48S, the government has
chosen them to lead its new experiments in pri-
vatisation, putting them in charge of so-called
“community work” placements for the unem-
ployed (essentially a form of unpaid forced
labour) and prison healthcare in the North of
England.

Global strategy

It beggars belief that a company with G4S’s
track record still wins contracts.

That is, until you understand Britain’s long-
term security export strategy.

The global market for private security serv-
ices was estimated in 2004 to have reached
$100 billion. This figure was estimated by the
UK government to have grown to $410 billion
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By the time Omar Mateen was shot dead by police, 50 people had been slain.

by 2012, and is expected to reach $571 billion
by the end of this year. The US/UK creation
of one failed state after another has been a key
driver of this development.

Following the 2003 invasion, Iraq effec-
tively became the template for a new, radical
form of privatisation in which the state was
rendered incapable of providing security for
itself. This meant that those who could afford
it would have to buy it from foreign providers,
leading to an explosion in demand for private
security services in Iraq — larger than the boom
in the oil sector. Since then, the model has
been rolled out across Libya, and from there
across much of North and West Africa: desta-
bilised states, wracked by Western-facilitated
terrorism, unable to provide security, leading
those with assets to protect to turn to the pri-
vate sector.

At the same time, state services themselves
are being privatised at an unprecedented rate.
Under the hammer blows of austerity, countries
like Greece are being forced to “outsource”
their most basic public services as a condition
for the extension of emergency loans by insti-
tutions such as the European Central Bank and
International Monetary Fund.

It is under these conditions that the UK
government seeks to develop companies like
G4S as “winners”, strategically placed to domi-
nate this massive and growing global market. In
June 2014, UK Trade and Investment (UKTI,
the UK government department for promoting
British exports) released a strategy document
entitled “Increasing our Security Exports: A
new government approach”. It begins by proud-
ly outlining Britain’s role as one of the world’s
leading gun runners, responsible for 20 percent
of the global “defence” market, and argues it
needs to capture such a position in the global
security market as well, as Britain’s share stood
then at only 4.2 percent.

Despite all the British government’s rhe-
torical commitment to a laissez-faire, non-
interventionist economy, it is clear that the
government is to play a leading role in devel-
oping the industry. The strategy outlines how
no less than 16 government departments are
expected to “support commercial activity by
the UK security industry overseas”, including
the Ministry of Justice, the National Offender

Management Service, the College of Polic-
ing, the National Crime Agency and the Home
Office.

By providing contracts to companies such
as G48S, the UK government is helping them to
develop their experience in providing the kind
of services other countries are being forced to
farm out. By being the “first on the (global)
block” to privately manage youth detention
centres, asylum housing, police back-office
services etc, G4S are able to position them-
selves to bid for contracts when other countries
go down the same (disastrous) route. Having
“wet their ears” managing private prisons and
immigrant detention centres in Britain, for
example, they have gone on to win contracts
doing the same for Canada, Australia, the US
and elsewhere. Doubtless, they are hoping that
they can repeat this model once more countries
start privatising the other services they are now
handling in the UK.

The UK government’s commitment to
serial incompetents like G48S, then, is not driven
by any delusions about their reliability. They
know that to be able to simultaneously undercut
the state’s own costs for service provision and
provide profits for their shareholders, private
providers need to cut corners and/or charge for
non-existent services. In practice, this means
not administering legally required standards
(such as psychological tests, for example),
not properly training or vetting their staff, not
properly cleaning their hospitals ... all the
while falsifying the documentation that might
reveal this. None of this is rocket science; all
of these practices are inherent in the logic of
privatisation.

In fact, just as the torture devices that were
used on Africans in the Americas during slav-
ery were originally developed for use against
English women during the “witch hunts”, Brit-
ish public service users are being used as the
testing ground for criminal entities like G4S to
build their up their export portfolio. The revela-
tions around the Orlando massacre, however,
have demonstrated once again that “work for
the British government” is no guarantee of a
company’s competence.

Their future potential customers should
take note.
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Far right celebrate Brexit

CJ Aikins

In Britain, the anti-immigrant
supporters of UK Independence
Party (UKIP) leader Nigel Farage
are popping open the champagne
bottles. In a 52 to 48 percent
result, voters decided in favour
of “Brexit”, or a “British exit,”
from the European Union. In the
hours after the tally became clear,
British Prime Minister David
Cameron announced his resigna-
tion. The British pound took a
nosedive. Stock markets around
the world entered turmoil. And
the government of Scotland,
where an overwhelming majority
of voters opted to stay in the EU,
announced its intention to hold a
new referendum on independence
from Britain.

It was an earthshaking event
that few outside of the UK seemed
to anticipate until it actually hap-
pened. In his victory speech, Farage
told cheering supporters that “the
dawn is breaking on an independ-
ent United Kingdom.” Known for
his racist attacks on Britain’s immi-
grant population, Farage triumphant-
ly announced, “We won without a
single bullet being fired.” He said
June 23 will go down in history as
the UK’s Independence Day.

In Scotland to open a new golf
course, Republican presidential
nominee Donald Trump offered his
congratulations to the Leave side,
saying, “Basically, they took back
their country. That’s a great thing.” In
an official statement issued on Face-
book later, Trump echoed Farage’s
talking points and said that Britons
had “declared their independence
from the European Union, and have
voted to reassert control over their
own politics, borders, and economy.”
In November, he predicted that the
American people would follow a
similar path and vote to “re-declare
their independence.”

The Brexit referendum was
a campaign which saw an inter-
mingling of racism and legitimate
complaints about the EU’s lack of
democracy on one side, and a mix of
arguments that ranged from unmiti-
gated praise for the European Union
to grudging acceptance of the need to
“Remain, but reform” on the other.
The immediate winners of the Brexit
vote, however, appear to be the right
wing in Britain and across Europe,
with Trump tagging along in the hope
of boosting his own campaign.

The context for Brexit
The referendum was held in an
atmosphere of continued economic
stagnation and growing anti-immi-
grant sentiment. With the decline of

the old neo-Nazi British National
Party, Farage’s UKIP has capitalised
on the opening on Britain’s far right
to present a sleek, modernised ver-
sion of right-wing nationalism and
created a movement that has put the
squeeze on the centre-right Conserv-
ative Party.

In the elections for the European
Parliament held in 2014, UKIP cap-
tured first place in Britain, beating
out both Labour and the Conserva-
tives — the first time one of the two
major parties failed to emerge as
victor in a national election in more
than a century.

In a bid to outflank the growing
strength of the Eurosceptic forces and
in a concession to anti-immigrant and
anti-EU sentiment in his own party,
Conservative leader David Cameron
pledged to hold a referendum on EU
membership if his party was re-elect-
ed in 2015. After securing a major-
ity in that contest, Cameron followed
through on his promise, secure in the
belief that Britons would never actu-
ally vote to leave Europe.

It appears that a large number of
people were taken in by UKIP’s mis-
leading campaign, however, such as
its claim that Britain sends £350 mil-
lion a week to the EU, money which
it implied could be used to fund the
National Health Service. With such
cynical populism, it was no surprise
that polls in the lead-up to the ref-
erendum were tightening. Almost
none, though, predicted a victory for
the Leave forces.

Tensions were raised further in
the days just before the vote when
Labour Party MP Jo Cox was assas-
sinated. Her killer reportedly shout-
ed “Britain first!” when he shot and
stabbed her in broad daylight on the
street in the city of Birstall on June
16. When he appeared in court, the
assassin, Thomas Mair, told the judge
that his name was “Death to traitors,
freedom for Britain.”

In the end, Cameron’s gamble
failed. His attempt to co-opt the anti-
immigrant forces to his right only
succeeded in emboldening them
further.

The EU itself
is part of the problem

Though the far right garners
the most benefit immediately from
Brexit, this does not mean that much
of the criticism that has been made of
the European Union in this campaign
is untrue.

For the most part, it is undem-
ocratic to the core. The whole con-
stitutional and legal apparatus of the
European Union is designed with the
interests of financial and corporate
capital in mind. Its social welfare
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Nigel Farage, leader of the UK Independence Party (UKIP).

compacts are weak and toothless;
the centre-left dream of a “Social
Europe” faded long ago.

Over the last several years,
people across the continent have
watched as the EU Commission,
the European Central Bank, and the
IMF — the “Troika” — have enforced
austerity and economic hardship on
one country after another. Greece
has been brought to the point of ruin.
Italy saw its democracy subverted.
Portugal and Spain continue to face
intense hardship even after follow-
ing the diktats of Brussels and Berlin.

With manufacturing decimated,
social services in decline, and wages
falling, it was indeed hard for many
working class Britons to see what
good comes from membership in the
European Union. The cosmopolitan
glitz and glamour of London’s finan-
cial district remain out of reach for
millions of people throughout the
UK.

These legitimate critiques of
the EU provoked a number of
responses from British labour and
the left regarding the referendum.
Many socialist and left organisa-
tions pushed for a “Lexit,” or Left
exit, vote. The Morning Star, the
newspaper close to the Communist
Party of Britain, for instance, told
its readers that a vote to leave “will
not bring about socialism,” but said
“it would be a step towards restor-
ing democratic control of our econ-
omy, and would remove an obstacle
to progress.”

The leadership of Britain’s big-
gest trade unions, however, encour-
aged a Remain vote, saying that the
Conservative government would
“negotiate away our rights” in the EU
extraction process. In an open letter,
the heads of ten major unions said
that, “After much debate and delib-
eration we believe that the social and
cultural benefits of remaining in the
EU far outweigh any advantages of
leaving.” The gains secured while
working in coalition with European
trade union partners in the 1980s and
1990s, they said, “continue to under-
pin and protect working rights for
British people.”

Labour Party leader Jeremy
Corbyn put forward a more nuanced

position of “Remain, but reform,”
which acknowledged the EU’s many
shortcomings but argued that quitting
the Union would not solve the prob-
lems of Britain’s workers. Just before
the vote, he predicted “a bonfire” of
labour rights, saying that voters had
to remember it will be the Conserva-
tives who will negotiate the terms of
the separation. “They’d dump rights
on equal pay, working time, annual
leave ... and on maternity pay as fast
as they could get away with it,” he
said in a speech in April.

Under current conditions, it is
not clear how either a “Lexit” or
“Remain, but reform” option would
have been given practical reality.
But with a win for the Leave forces,
it now seems a moot point. There will
be no “Left exit” from the EU, nor
will there be a progressive reform of
its institutions at this time.

For now, the right has emerged
as the victor. Xenophobia and racist
rhetoric dominate discussions of why
the Leave campaign succeeded, and,
at least in the short term, it will be
hard for the left to paint this as any-
thing but a loss.

Consequences

The full consequences of the
Brexit vote are hard to predict at this
time. The referendum will now trig-
ger a two-year period of negotiations
over the terms of Britain’s depar-
ture. The immediate economic fall-
out is obvious, with world markets
engulfed in a sea of red. The pound
has fallen to a 30-year low, and inves-
tors around the globe are reconsider-
ing their positions in Britain.

The survival of the United King-
dom itself, in its current form, is
now in question. Nicola Sturgeon,
the First Minister of Scotland, has
signalled that a new referendum on
Scottish independence from the UK
will likely be held: 62 percent of
voters in Scotland voted to remain
in the EU, and Sturgeon said it was
“democratically unacceptable” that
Scotland should be forced to leave
Europe against its will. Leaders of
Sinn Fein, meanwhile, have already
issued calls for a “united Ireland” ref-
erendum to bring Northern Ireland
out of the UK and into a union with

the Republic of Ireland, which is an
EU member state.

There are also signs of demo-
graphic divisions in the country,
as millennials voted Remain by a
wide margin — 64 percent of those
aged 25-29 and 61 percent for those
aged 30-34. The Leave vote accel-
erated as age went up, with nearly
two-thirds of those over 65 wanting
out. Similarly, a rural-urban split was
clearly visible. Education level was
also closely correlated, with gradu-
ates opting to stay with the EU in
larger numbers. Stand-in indicators
for class, such as being in skilled or
unskilled employment, suggest that
many constituency areas considered
working class voted to leave.

The European project is now also
threatened, as the right wing in coun-
tries like the Netherlands, Poland,
France, and others will be embold-
ened to push their own campaigns
for closing their borders to immi-
grants and leaving the EU. What will
happen to the thousands of European
nationals currently working in Brit-
ain is unknown; will there be an order
to leave or can some kind of labour
mobility agreement be worked out?

The UK being one of the world’s
major economies, the economic
instability created by the referendum
could be long-lasting, and it threatens
to spill into other regions — including
the United States.

Leadership of the Conservative
Party in Britain will now likely fall
into the hands of someone even fur-
ther to the right than David Cameron;
the name of former London mayor
Boris Johnson is already being sug-
gested. For Jeremy Corbyn, he may
face a no-confidence motion from
New Labour MPs who feel he was
not strong enough in campaigning for
Remain.

Today, the “take Britain back”
forces of Nigel Farage have carried
the day. Across the pond in America,
Trump will try to capitalise on the
victory to boost his own anti-immi-
grant and nationalist campaign for
the presidency. A new situation has
unfolded and the terrain ahead on
both sides of the Atlantic is anything
but clear.

People’s World &
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Hot off Brexit

Putin goes to China

Pepe Escobar

As the whole planet attempts to
digest the implications of Brexit,
the real heart of 21st century
action once again shifts to Bei-
jing, where President Vladimir
Putin on Saturday pays a visit
to Chinese President Xi Jinping.
Business will include clinching
a US$6.2 billion high-speed rail
deal; increased supply of Russian
wheat to China — by building a
Trans-Baikal grain terminal; and
steps towards deeper military
cooperation. They are already
cooperating on an engine that
will power the new Russia-China
airliner.

Everything connected to the
Russia-China partnership spells out
Eurasia integration. It starts with the
New Silk Roads, a.k.a. One Belt,
One Road (OBOR), which will pro-
gressively interplay with the Eura-
sia Economic Union (EEU), as Putin
emphasised at the St Petersburg
forum. It involves the expansion of
the Shanghai Cooperation Organisa-
tion (SCO); the immediate future of
BRICS, including the New Devel-
opment Bank (NDB); projects to be
financed by the Asian Infrastructure
Investment Bank (AIIB); and Russia-
China coordination inside the G20.

OBOR and the EEU natural-
ly merge as Eurasia will be slowly
but surely fashioned into a massive
emporium — an interlocking trade
and infrastructure network stretching
from Russia’s Far East and the Chi-
nese east coast to Western Europe,
including the Middle East and Africa
on the way.

Geopolitically, the expansion of
OBOR-EEU is Eurasia’s response

to the lame duck Obama adminis-
tration-peddled Trans-Pacific Part-
nership (TPP), which excludes both
Russia and China. Xi Jinping has vis-
ited Central Asia and Eastern Europe
recently — from Serbia to Uzbekistan
— selling OBOR. Moscow, consider-
ing its influence over Balkan states,
will add extra support.

One just needs to look at some
numbers to gauge the power of the
multi-pronged Chinese offensive.
Beijing is rolling out up to US$100
billion to the NDB; between US$50
billion and US$100 billion to the
AIIB; US$40 billion to the Silk
Road Fund; US$40 billion to the
China-Pakistan Economic Corridor
(CPEC). These multilateral financial
investments will roll out in stages
— and can be easily paid out of the
yearly surplus in cash of Beijing’s
myriad current operations.

Additionally, Beijing has as
much as a US$4 trillion pile of cash
to be used at the discretion of Xi and
the collective leadership. This is the
reality — not the usual US “Think
Tankland” blabbering about China’s
imminent implosion. Compare it
with the Fed printing so many new
US dollars, about US$60 billion a
month, as the US would have a really
hard time committing to any possible
financial investment (apart from war)
in the US$100 billion range.

Supply chain geopolitics,
anyone?

Beijing and Moscow inevitably
would have come to the conclusion
that their strategic partnership cre-
ates leverage and thus increases its
value as it translates into multi-vector
supply chain geopolitics.

“Pipelineistan” — with those
humongous 2014 Siberian deals — is
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President Vladimir Putin on Saturday pays a visit to Chinese President Xi Jinping.

an essential node of the whole pack-
age, as Russia will ensure the supply
of natural gas to China bypassing the
dreaded Strait of Malacca, which Bei-
jing well knows the US Navy could
easily block at will. The interpenetra-
tion also translates, for instance, into
Gazprom offering CNPC a stake in
the monster Vankor gas field.
Moscow for its part does not
need to rely exclusively on the West
for foreign investment — on top of
it controlled/sanctioned by Wash-
ington. Chinese investment will be
key as under OBOR-EEU synergy,
Russia should be well on its way
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of developing its full potential as a
global supplier of energy and agricul-
ture and a privileged transit corridor
across the whole of Eurasia.

Russia may even profit from cli-
mate change. Few may know that
Russia — with permafrost fast retreat-
ing — is warming up faster than any
other nation. That opens the vista
of new fertile soils that could allow
poultry and fish to be exported to
— where else — China. Not to men-
tion torrential amounts of freshwater.
Chinese companies are buying large
stakes in Russian fertiliser companies
such as Uralkali as well as becoming

partners of Singapore-based compa-
nies to go all out into food process-
ing in Russia.

Contrary to what US “Think
Tankland” never ceases to parrot,
the Russia-China strategic partner-
ship goes way beyond a mere sup-
ply-demand alliance of convenience.
Were the Kremlin to take the fateful
decision, Chinese companies could
certainly rebuild creaking parts of
Russian infrastructure in only a few

years.
RT &

Make people the purpose

The Finnish Communist Party
(SKP or CPF) held its Congress
on June 4-5 in Turku, Finland. A
hundred delegates from around
the country discussed the chal-
lenges facing the Finnish people
from militarisation, attacks on
social programs from the right-
wing government, and environ-
mental devastation in the Arctic.

They expressed solidarity with
the Saami people of the Far North
and called for more self-governance
for them. Also of importance was
the impact on Finnish society of the
current refugee influx, which is met
with racist attacks from the right.

Party Chair JP (Juha-Pekka)
Viisénen in his opening report
stated that “For the working class,
Finnish society is nowadays devel-
oping at the beck and call of big
money and big business. The politi-
cal elite and influential parties
in Parliament have either bent to
the logic of the market economy
or have simply given it a blank
cheque.”

He went on to criticise some
on the Finnish left who participate
in the government: “Not one of the
influential parties in Parliament has
clearly distanced itself from policies
continuing the transfer of incomes
from the poor to the rich. This is
because the name of the parliamen-
tary game is to get into government
at any price whatsoever.”

He talked about the broad
cooperation with many forces for
change that has brought thousands
of demonstrators into the streets of
Helsinki and other cities “to pro-
test because the hand of right-wing
policy has sneaked into their wal-
lets and the lack of basic social
security, health services and educa-
tion.” He noted that “The develop-
mental problems of Finland and the
rest of the world will not be tackled
by subjugating politics to the mar-
kets, by government austerity poli-
cies and people able only to choose
differently named parties from the
same neo-liberal policy drive. We
need politics where people are not
just instruments but are the protago-
nists and purpose of politics.”

Viisénen called attention to
working with others: “The CPF is
a member of the radical family of
the European Left. We also natu-
rally have bilateral relations with
communist and workers’ parties in
the Nordic countries, other parts of
Europe and the world.”

The Congress discussed the
rights of refugees in the face of
right-wing attacks and efforts to
reduce or limit benefits to those who
often come to Finland as a result of
neo-liberal policies and imperialist
wars and conflicts.

There were international guests
from 16 countries and parties,
including the Communist Party

USA, many European and Scan-
dinavian communist parties, and
ambassadors from Cuba and Pal-
estine. In bringing greetings to the
Congress Marc Brodine from the
CPUSA told the delegates that “The
world faces a series of interlocking
crises: economic, social, political,
and environmental. The capitalist
system is incapable of permanent
solutions to any of these, though
struggles to provide greater services
and protections can make impor-
tant differences to working people.
At the same time, reactionary poli-
ticians are attacking all gains won
through past struggles. Efforts are
intensifying to roll back any and
all progress made by unions and
through social struggles, in our
country and throughout Europe -
as well as intensifying attacks on
immigrants and refugees.” He high-
lighted the struggle to protect and
extend democracy, under attack in
the US from right-wing politicians
and groups, pointed to the fascist
dangers inherent in Donald Trump’s
campaign for president, and hailed
the signs of positive political change
exemplified by the Sanders cam-
paign and other people’s struggles.
The party congress discussed
the political situation, endorsed a
plan to update the political program
of the party during the upcoming
three-year term between party con-
gresses, and elected a new Central

The Finnish Communist Party Chair JP (Juha-Pekka) Véisénen.

Committee. JP Viisédnen was re-
elected Chair. He is also a member
of the Council of Chairpersons and
the Executive Board of the Party of
the European Left.

The Congress approved reso-
lutions opposing neo-liberal poli-
cies of the European Union, on the
direction toward a socialist Fin-
land, for peace and against impe-
rialist wars, for ecological and
social sustainability, solidarity and
cooperation with immigrants, sup-
port for mass movements, and on
improvement of social security and

reduction of inequality in health and
access to health services.
Following the Congress, the
Finnish Party co-sponsored, with
the Party of the European Left, a
conference in Helsinki called the
Arctic Initiative, which addressed
the challenges facing Arctic nations
and peoples from militarisation,
development, and climate change,
and called for greater autonomy
for the Indigenous peoples of the
Arctic, including the Saami people
of Finland’s Far North.
People’s World &
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USA after Orlando

My deepest heartfelt sympathy
goes out to those suffering hor-
rible loss and injury after the sad
news of the terrible shooting mas-
sacre in Orlando, Florida. And
the tragic killing of young singer
Christina Grimmie shot dead days
previously in Orlando on June 11.

Another man was also arrested
with a cache of weapons, ammunition

and explosive-making materials in
his car on his way to attend the LA
Pride festival in West Hollywood. He
has well-known conspiracy theorist
views and has a long record of vio-
lent gun incidents.

It is absolutely terrible that some
people have such hateful and extreme
racist or religious or homophobic
views and feelings. But that they are
then able to get easy access to auto-
matic or semi-automatic weapons to
turn their sick anger into deadly mass
murder is immoral.

There are over 310 million guns
in the USA, with over 11 million
guns made in the US in 2013 alone,
which was more than twice as many
as in 2010.

For those who put forward the
blame on any particular religion, race
or creed, they should reflect on the
fact that many of the past mass shoot-
ings in the US like that in June last

Letters / Culture & Life

year in Charleston, at a church that
killed its pastor and eight of its black
congregation, was carried out by a
white racist extremist.

A mass shooting incident is
where four or more people are killed
or injured. In 2015, there was more
than one mass shooting a day result-
ing in the deaths of 475 people and
the wounding of 1,870 people. There
have been 133 mass shootings in the
USA so far this year, 13 of those in
Florida, with the death toll of 207
killed.

Over 30,000 people are killed
each year in the US in gun violence
incidents. Unfortunately in the US,
the right to have high-powered mil-
itary weaponry, even those with
mental illness problems is more
important than the right to go about
your life in peace without fear of
being gunned down.

Meanwhile big weapons makers

make huge profits at the expense of
peoples suffering. I wonder when the
USA will and wake up to the reality
of the madness that their armaments
and war-based economy has created
in their society and perpetuated with
this gun culture and realise some-
thing drastic must be done to curb
this insanity.
Steven Katsineris.
Vie

Self-assess
destruction

The Baird government has
released their Biodiversity Law
“reform” package and it is bad.
It will lead to more land clearing,
more biodiversity loss and exacer-
bate climate change.

The new system for land man-
agement will remove the “improve

Guardian

or maintain environmental out-
comes” test for land clearing and
allow broadscale clearing. There
will be little to no compliance checks
on clearing, just a reliance on “self-
assessable codes” instead. It will
also further expand the biodiversity
offset system which we know doesn’t
work. Even worse, developers will
no longer be required to even find
offsets themselves or meet the “like
for like” criteria — instead they can
just pay into a fund.

The consultation process for the
reforms is now open and submissions
close on 28 June.

To help with your submission,
we have put together a submission
guide to assist in you in opposing
these laws.

Together, we can defeat these
regressive laws.

Dr Mehreen Faruqi
Greens NSW MP

by

Rob Gow

The Election and after

Whether he wins the 2016 federal election
or not, Malcolm Turnbull and his LNP
colleagues have a program of undisguised
hostility towards the working class and its
organisations. For Turnbull, a rich mer-
chant banker, the working class are not just
scum beneath his expensive shoes; they are
the enemy — his class enemy.

All the Libs — and their chums the Nats —
Turnbull, Tony Abbott, Barnaby Joyce and the
rest of them (and let’s not forget Premier Baird
in NSW), are openly engaged in class warfare.
They have put in place fascist-style legislation
in preparation for crushing any resistance dis-
played by working people, farmers, students —
any of the potentially “troublesome” elements
in society.

Key to their plans is their determination to
smash the unions and to return workers to the
situation that prevailed 200 years ago, the time
of master and servant, of saying “yes sir” and
doffing your cap to your “betters”. The employ-
ers regard every concession and benefit bosses
have given to workers in all that time as having
been stolen from them by ungrateful employees
who wouldn’t have a job at all if it wasn’t for
their generous boss.

In fact, every one of those concessions
and benefits was only won through determined
struggle. None of them was the consequence of
employer generosity!

Nevertheless, the boss class defends the fic-
tion that organised labour is “union thuggery”
and that working people safely depend on the
boss to give them their appropriate share of the
economic cake (after all, doesn’t he pay them

a fair — even generous — wage without demur?
Sure he does!)

When Bob Hawke was manoeuvred into
the leadership of the ACTU, he promised
employers to deliver a docile, co-operative
workforce and to achieve this he persuaded
the unions to accept the notorious prices and
incomes “Accord”. Workers were fed the usual
malarkey that we all shared a single cake, so no
one could be greedy and want too big a slice!

What he deliberately ignored was that the
workers actually made the whole cake, so they
were in fact entitled to take all of it. Leaving a
share — the lion’s share, in fact — for a parasitic
boss class was what was patently unfair.

Despite the best efforts of Hawke and the
rest of the right-wing of the ALP, the workers
learnt by their own experiences to see through
the lies that underpinned the Accord, but not
before several manifestations of the Howard
Liberal government had inflicted yet more
indignities and constraints upon the labour
movement.

Eventually the “Your Rights at Work” cam-
paign dislodged Howard but the Labor lead-
ership still courted the Big End of Town and
made numerous concessions to the bosses. This
was hardly surprising, when you considered the
origins of the ALP.

It had begun as a party formed by the union
movement to represent workers’ interests in
parliament. The employers, however, soon real-
ised how useful such a party could be to them if
it were brought under their influence and con-
trol. Thanks to the opportunism too frequently
seen in Australian politics, the employers’ goal

was achieved relatively quickly, as ALP lead-
ers were seduced by the prospect of political
power if they just accommodated their prin-
ciples to the needs of the business world. The
ALP became a party for the workers provided
by the ruling class, an on-hand “alternative”
ready for whenever it was needed.

When, in subsequent years, occasional
Labor governments sought to actually imple-
ment pro-worker policies — the Lang govern-
ment in NSW, the Whitlam federal government
— the ruling class took appropriate steps to
restore the status quo, actually removing the
“troublesome” government when other less
obvious methods failed.

While the discernible differences between
the promises of the ALP and the LNP might not
be great, it would be a mistake to assume there
is no difference between them.

The ALP is more susceptible to pressure
from its electoral base than are the Libs and the
belief that it is the “workers’ party” still reso-
nates with many working class people.

The move by the CPA to secure registration
with the Electoral Commission for participation
in federal elections was unfortunately thwarted
when the election was called early (the regis-
tration process ceases from the calling of the
election until after it is over, leaving our appli-
cation in limbo). Unregistered, if we stood can-
didates their names only would appear and not
the name of their Party. This would be essen-
tially an exercise in futility.

As I write this, the 2016 federal election is
a few day away, and the most pressing task for
the working class is to get rid of Turnbull and

the rest of his LNP crew, even if that means
nothing more radical than replacing the Turn-
bull LNP government with a Labor government
led by Bill Shorten.

Shorten is from the right-wing of the ALP
and he makes no secret of his willingness to do
the bidding of big business. Nevertheless, the
ousting of Turnbull and Co would be a serious
defeat for reaction in this country.

With no CPA candidates, however, the
choice before left and progressive voters has
been limited to candidates generally lacking
in working class ideology. The prime issue for
Communists in Australia continues to be the
breaking of the oh-so cosy “two-party system”.
As long as the ALP and the LNP play “I’m in,
you’re out” with one another in elections, a
genuinely democratic expression of the will of
the people is out of the question.

We need the opportunity to elect candidates
genuinely committed to progressive positions
on industrial relations, on public enterprises vs
private profit, on protecting the environment, on
preserving and extending Medicare, on reduc-
ing the obscene amounts spent on the military
(and redirecting it to meet public needs) etc.

Most importantly for CPA members and
supporters, the struggle to defeat the anti-
worker, anti-union campaign being waged by
the corporate sector does not end with the elec-
tion. It continues afterwards, and indeed we
can expect it to intensify, especially if Turnbull
(and the resurrected Tony Abbott) actually win!
Defending trade union rights then will be more
important than ever! &
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Taking Issue — Rob Gowland
What a great system!

The propagandists of capitalism
would have us believe that it is the
apex of human development, the
ultimate achievement of human
ingenuity. Remember when Gor-
bachev destroyed the Soviet Union
and those same propagandists
rushed to proclaim that it was
“the end of history”, that there
would be no further development
of society, that capitalism was the
best system we would ever have?
Well, we knew they were wrong,
but some of us may not have
known how very wrong they were.

Now an article Globalisation and
the American Dream by a couple of
American counter-culture activists
assembles a damning raft of statistics
that show the world’s leading capi-
talist power to be in fact a nightmare
world for millions of its inhabitants.
And what makes this article even
more potent is the fact that most of
the people it deals with are children.

The authors of the article are
Helena Norberg-Hodge and Steven
Gorelick. Norberg-Hodge is the
founder and director of US “new
economy” organisation Local Futures
(aka International Society for Ecol-
ogy and Culture) which promotes
“an economics of personal, social
and ecological well-being” and “the
revitalisation of cultural and biologi-
cal diversity, and the strengthening
of local communities and economies
worldwide.”

Steven Gorelick is Managing
Programs Director at Local Futures.
He frequently teaches and speaks on
“local economics” around the US.

They are not Marxist-Leninists,
approaching economics as a question
of size rather than class, but they take
a refreshingly anti-corporate stance.
Their critique of the USA reveals
that “more than 8.3 million Ameri-
can children and adolescents require
psychiatric drugs; over 2 million are
on anti-depressants, and another 2
million are on anti-anxiety drugs.
The age groups for which these drugs
are prescribed is shockingly young:
nearly half a million children 0-3
years old are taking drugs to combat
anxiety.”

Norberg-Hodge and Gorelick
make a point which I am sure also
occurred to you readers of the Guard-
ian, namely that “most people in the
‘less developed’ world will find it
hard to imagine how a toddler could
be so anxiety-ridden that they need
psychiatric help”. How indeed?

However, it seems it is not an
isolated problem. “Equally difficult
to fathom are many other symptoms
of social breakdown among Amer-
ica’s children,” they write. “Eating

disorders, for example: the inci-
dence of anorexia, bulimia and other
eating disorders has doubled since
the 1960s, and girls are develop-
ing these problems at younger and
younger ages.”

Eating disorders pale into insig-
nificance compared to the extraordi-
nary levels of violence that America’s
children must surely regard as com-
monplace. “Consider the fact that
there have been more than 150 school
shootings in the US since 1990,
claiming 165 lives. The youngest
killer? A six-year old boy.”

Americans are constantly told by
their media and “opinion makers”
that they live in the greatest country
on Earth and that the rest of the world
not only envies them but wishes they
could change places with them. And
yet homelessness is rife in the US,
job security is virtually unknown, the
police — far from acting sympatheti-
cally to protect the most vulnerable
— function as an army of occupation
especially in Black and Latino neigh-
bourhoods. Consequently, “the typi-
cal American moves 11 times during
their life, repeatedly severing con-
nections with relatives, neighbours
and friends.”

Not surprisingly, under these
conditions, young people in partic-
ular are alienated from their com-
munities and have few people they
can turn to when their unhappiness
becomes extreme. “In 2013, 17 per-
cent of US high school students seri-
ously considered suicide during the
preceding year. In America today,
suicide is the third leading cause
of death for 15- to 24-year olds.”
Now there’s a statistic to make one
blanche!

Despite the bull that American
workers are fed daily about the sup-
posed greatness of the country they
live in, the real truth is American
workers in the cities generally live in
very small apartments compared to
workers in other developed countries.
They put in “longer hours than work-
ers in any other industrialised coun-
try, with many breadwinners working
two or more jobs just to make ends
meet”. They also have less holidays
than workers in other industrialised
countries.

As in other developed capital-
ist countries these days, both par-
ents in American working class
families usually have to work just to
make ends meet. Single parent fam-
ilies have an even harder time. But
whether families have both parents or
only one, they are at a serious disad-
vantage compared to workers in the
much maligned former Soviet Union,
for example. American factories do
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not provide creéches for their workers,
nor are American workers’ children
routinely provided with cultural or
other activities to occupy their time
while their parents are at work.

Day-care centres for young chil-
dren are almost invariably privately
run and are consequently expensive.
Not surprisingly, older children
especially are left in the company of
video games, the Internet, or the cor-
porate sponsors of their favourite tel-
evision shows.

According to a 2010 study of
American children, the average 8- to
10-year old spends nearly eight hours
a day with various media; older chil-
dren and teenagers spend more than
11 hours a day with media.

Not surprisingly, time spent in
nature — something essential for our
well-being — has all but disappeared:
only 10 percent of American children
spend time outside on a daily basis.

Children in industrialised West-
ern countries such as the US have
been sold a wide variety of devices
that they are told they cannot live
without. These devices have largely
replaced the natural world for many
kids these days.

Their only reality is what they
see on screen, a fact which Norberg-
Hodge and Gorelick also noted:
“America’s screen-obsessed children
no longer have flesh-and-blood role
models — parents and grandparents,
aunts and uncles, friends and neigh-
bours — to look up to. Instead they
have media and advertising images:
rakish movie stars and music idols,
steroid-enhanced athletes and air-
brushed supermodels ... an artificial
consumer culture created and pro-
jected by corporate advertising and
media.”

As numerous other commenta-
tors have observed, this phenomenon

leads kids to develop false expecta-
tions and illusions about themselves.
Children and grown-ups alike are
actively encouraged by a sales-
obsessed corporate world to “emu-
late the manufactured ‘perfection’ of
these role models”. Naturally, they
fail and are left “feeling insecure and
inadequate”. The effect of this is bad
enough on adults; imagine its effect
on children.

According to the President of the
American Academy for Facial Plas-
tic Surgery, “the more consumers are
inundated with celebrity images via
social media, the more they want to
replicate the enhanced, re-touched
images that are passed off as reali-
ty.” What’s more, he adds, “we are
seeing a younger demographic than
ever before.”

The Americanisation of our
culture in Australia is a process
replicated all over the world. As
Norberg-Hodge and Gorelick note:
“Millions of children [and not just
children, let us remember] from
Mongolia to Patagonia are today tar-
geted by a fanatical and fundamental-
ist campaign to bring them into the
consumer culture. ... Like American
children they are bombarded with
sophisticated marketing messages
telling them that this brand of make-
up will inch them closer to perfec-
tion, that this brand of sneakers will
make them more like their sports
hero.

“It is not surprising that Ameri-
can children, many of whom seem to
‘have everything’, are so unhappy:
like their parents, their teachers and
their peers, they have been put on a
treadmill that is ever more stressful
and competitive, ever more meaning-
less and lonely.”

Norberg-Hodge and Gore-
lick note in their article that “this

psychological impoverishment is
accompanied by a massive rise in
material poverty”. They point out that
“more than 46 million Americans —
nearly 15 percent of the population —
live in poverty.” That doesn’t worry
capitalism of course. It has been
many years now since the system
was able to provide jobs for all the
workers available to it. The only role
for the jobless under capitalism is to
be used as a threat to those in work if
they get “out of line”.

“According to a recent report by
Oxfam, the world’s richest 62 people
now have more wealth than the poor-
est half of the global population com-
bined. Their assets have risen by
more than $500 million since 2010,
while the bottom 3.5 billion people
have become poorer by $1 trillion.
... Hundreds of millions of people
[are being] drawn into sweatshops
or unemployment in rapidly grow-
ing urban slums. ... This is globalisa-
tion at work,” note Norberg-Hodge
and Gorelick.

“The earth is finite, and global
economic activity has already out-
stripped the planet’s ability to pro-
vide resources and absorb wastes.
When the average American uses 32
times more resources and produces
32 times more waste than the average
resident of the global South, it is a
criminal hoax to promise that devel-
opment can enable everyone to live
the American Dream.”

In any case, “the central hope of
the American Dream — that our chil-
dren will have a better life than we
do — seems to have vanished. Many
people, in fact, no longer believe that
our children really have any future
at all.”

Well, not under capitalism they
don’t. &
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Put the Coalition
last in the Senate

The voting system for the Senate has changed. In the past, voting above the line
involved ticking a box against the name of a party or group. Preferences were
distributed according to that party’s preference list or lists (up to three). These
lists were put to the Australian Electoral Commission prior to the elections.

Anyone voting below the line, put a number against every candidate in order of
preference.

Under the new system, parties do not submit preference lists to the Australian Elec-
toral Commission. The voter determines how their preferences are allocated. They do
this by numbering at least six boxes in order of preference. It is not necessary to put
a number against every box if there are more than six boxes (i.e. parties or groups).

Preferences are first distributed to candidates in the party or group you have
chosen, then to the next party and so on.

The order of distribution within a party or group is the same as the order selected
by the organisation — this can be seen in the party’s list of candidates below the line.

“The main question for working people in these elections is to defeat the Coali-
tion government and conservative forces and to continue the process of breaking the
two-party system,” the Communist Party of Australia (CPA) noted in a statement on

the federal elections. (“Defeat the Coalition”, Guardian, 22-06-2016, #1736)

The statement recommended putting the Coalition and other right-wing forces last.

The Australian Greens have proven to be better on such questions as health, educa-
tion, jobs, military spending, the Australian Building and Construction Commission,
penalty rates, trade union and workers’ rights, climate change and the environment and
so deserve our support along with other progressive and left forces.

Because of their position on questions like penalty rates, industrial relations and
some other issues, the CPA recommends putting the ALP above the various right-wing

candidates and the Coalition.

It is important to secure the balance of power for the Australian Greens and other
progressive candidates. A repeat of the situation when the Howard Coalition govern-
ment gained control over both Houses would prove deadly for the trade union move-
ment, workers, social security recipients and the most vulnerable.

To do this the CPA recommends voting 1 to 6 above the line with the Greens in
number 1 position followed by left and progressive parties and independents.

The CPA urges members and supporters not to preference the Coalition parties

at all.

At the same time it is important to preference the Labor Party. Otherwise your
vote does not put the Coalition last. If your preferences are exhausted, and your vote
has not flowed to Labor then it puts Labor and the Coalition on the same footing. In

effect, the Coalition is not put last.

If voting below the line it is necessary to vote for at least 12 candidates by num-

bering boxes in order of preferences.

Note, parties can still “exchange preferences” and recommend preferences on their
how-to-vote cards that they distribute outside polling booths. But it is up to the indi-
vidual voter how to finally allocate preferences on the ballot paper.

As this is a double dissolution, a completely new Senate is being elected, instead
of half every three years. This means that the quota required for election will be half
the usual 14.3 percent in the states and 33 percent in the territories.

The method of voting for the House of Representatives remains unchanged. For
a valid vote, it is necessary to put a number against each candidate in order of prefer-
ence. Again, put the Coalition last with the Australian Greens and other progressives

first. @&

Guardian

Orlando and beyond

Aaron Lloyd

On June 12, a gunman entered Pulse Night-
club in Orlando and opened fire, murdering
49 people and injuring a further 53. Since
this terrifying attack on the queer com-
munity various political leaders both within
the United States of America and Australia
have come out and condemned the attack
while using the event as a catalyst to try and
stoke the fires of racism and Islamophobia
in order to justify the continuation and
expansion of the state’s military operations
in the Middle East, and police control on
the domestic front.
What needs to be remembered, how-
ever, is that violence and hate is not born in

a vacuum. It is raised and cultivated by the
political, economic and social conditions of
the society that a person lives in. Violence
against LGBT people is one of the manifes-
tations of bigotry and discrimination. The
capitalist system which we live in is respon-
sible for poverty, homelessness, and job dis-
crimination. Understanding the intersections
between our class struggle as well as our
sexuality and gender struggles is crucial for
LGBT liberation.

Mere assimilation into the system will
not solve the endemic crisis facing our com-
munities. We have seen with people of colour
being assimilated into positions of power,
such as Barack Obama, that the underlying
system of exploitation remains in place. In the

21st century the African-American population
is over-represented in prison statistics, home-
lessness, and poverty. Aboriginal people in
Australia face similar incarceration rates, pov-
erty, and inequality in life expectancy.

In the USA, 1 out of every 5 transgender
people are homeless and it is estimated that
between 20% to 40% of homeless people are
of a gender or sexual minority, despite esti-
mates that indicate only 10% of the popula-
tion are gay. For people of colour who are
queer, the statistics are even worse.

In Australia these statistics are mirrored in
terms of housing discrimination and employ-
ment discrimination, where workers have
been fired, abused, harassed, assaulted, or dis-
criminated against during the hiring process.

Politicians demonise our communities and
deny us legal equality, while the media dehu-
manise our communities and deny us our
voice.

The differences between people were
solidified into a coherent ideology of dis-
crimination and division with the advent of
capitalism, which stratified people into binary
gender systems and heterosexual relations,
also known as the origin of the family. It is
important that as a community we do not
allow the politicians or the capitalist media
to stoke the fires of Islamophobia and racism
to justify their wars and attacks on personal
freedoms. We must instead recognise the ori-
gins of our exploitation and discrimination,
and work towards socialist freedom. &
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