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Unemployment

Ten info one won’t go

Anna Pha

Bit by bit the former Abbott and current
Turnbull Coalition governments have been
targeting social security recipients and
families to fund corporate tax cuts and a
bloated military budget of $1 trillion over
20 years. Payments have been shrinking
and eligibility requirements for income sup-
port have become tougher and tougher.

The government, in its 2017-18 budget,
has come up with a new approach to stigma-
tising the unemployed, this time for substance
abuse. This latest attack on the most vulner-
able and disadvantaged, the victims of govern-
ment policy, is contained in the Social Services
Legislation Amendment Welfare Reform Bill
2017 which went before Parliament on June 22.
It is one in a series of bills as the Turnbull gov-
ernment seeks to push through the remaining
cuts in the Hockey-Abbott 2014 horror budget.

“The measures in this Bill will better sup-
port people into work and ensure the welfare
system continues to provide a safety net for
those who need it most,” the Minister for Social
Services Christian Porter dishonestly claimed
in his Second Reading speech to Parliament.

One of the central features of the Bill is
the introduction of a new Job Seeker Payment
to replace seven existing payments including
the Newstart, Youth and Sickness Allowances
from March 20, 2020 for people of working age
“with the capacity to work.” For people with a
temporary illness, certain job seeking exemp-
tions apply during a period of sickness.

Around 800,000 Newstart recipients are
expected to transfer to the new Job Seeker
Payment in 2020. A further 20,000 recipients
of other working-age income support payments
are expected to progressively transition to the
Job Seeker Payment, or other payments such
as the age pension or carer payment where
eligible.

The government takes a punitive approach
towards the unemployed, as though it is their
behaviour that has caused their unemployment,
and hence they are undeserving.

Consistent with this approach, the reputa-
tion of the unemployed is yet again being tar-
nished. Instead of the usual “dole bludger” line,
which has worn rather thin, an association is
made with unemployment and substance abuse,
as if this were the cause of their unemployment.

The Bill provides for a two-year trial of
random drug testing of 5,000 new recipients of
Newstart and the Youth Allowance payments
who are unemployed. The trial will begin in
2018, in three locations.

This is despite the fact that drug testing is
not a test for substance abuse or dependence
and there is no evidence to suggest that sub-
stance abuse or dependence is a major barrier
to employment.

Union busting exercise

It is also a gross invasion of privacy and
human rights.

Cashless Debit Card

Porter emphasises that the drug testing trial
is not about taking welfare payments off people
who use drugs. “Drug users who return an ini-
tial positive drug test will continue to receive
the same amount in welfare payments,” Porter
says. The government talks about rehabilita-
tion programs but does next to nothing to make
adequate provisions for such services.

“However, their welfare payments will be
quarantined to help them manage their pay-
ments to meet essential living costs and to limit
their ability to fund drug abuse.”

As for not taking payments off those whose
tests return a positive result, that is only for the
first occasion.

The trial is for 24 months. The humiliat-
ing basics card, first imposed on Indigenous
communities, will replace cash payments, thus
restricting what their income can be spent on
and where.

Drug or alcohol dependency will be ruled
out as a reasonable excuse for not meet-
ing mutual obligations unless job seekers are
also seeking treatment, “if it is available and
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appropriate.” One of the main issues here is
the lack of services for people who are already
seeking treatment.

The Bill allows jobseekers to undertake
drug or alcohol treatment as part of or as com-
pletely meeting their mutual obligations to
search for jobs or undertake study.

If a jobseeker refuses to participate in
“available and appropriate treatment”, they will
no longer be able to continue to use their drug
and alcohol conditions as a reasonable excuse
for future non-compliance. If they again fail to
meet their requirements due to drug or alcohol
use, they may then face a financial penalty.

The drug testing will be contracted out
to the private sector and carried out when
Newstart and unemployed Youth Allowance
recipients attend Centrelink for interviews.

New tougher regime

There is a new, harsher system of penalties
for all unemployed workers receiving income
support, what the government calls a “targeted
compliance framework.”

This new compliance regime is set to save
$204.7 million over the first four years — by
“save” Treasurer Scott Morrison means by
reducing or cutting people off payments.
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New rules will not allow job seekers to
keep using drug or alcohol dependency as an
excuse for failing to meet their requirements
rather than seeking treatment.

Job seekers who have “persistently” com-
mitted mutual obligation failures will also
face graduated loss of income support pay-
ments for further failures to meet their mutual
obligation requirements. The penalty amount
will be either 50 percent or 100 percent of
the person’s income support payments for the
fortnight.

Job seekers may also be subject to pay-
ment cancellation, and, if they then reapply
for income support, a four-week non-pay-
ment period applies starting from the date of
cancellation.

None of these punitive measures will put
the unemployed into jobs.

Jobs crisis

According to the Generation Stalled
report, commissioned by the Brotherhood
of St Laurence, almost one third of young
Australians are unemployed or under-employed
— 13.5 percent unemployed and 18 percent
under-employed.

Continued on page 2
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Military takeover

As preparations for conflict with near neighbours builds, more
powers are being given to the military to play the leading role in
incidents deemed terrorism, overriding state and territory police.
This is a reflection of Australia’s unofficial war footing, along with
increasingly invasive violations of democratic rights by police and
spy authorities. That state and territory law enforcement have all
the necessary means to deal with incidents affecting public safety,
the stepping up of increased military powers in domestic affairs is
a pointer to the ongoing imposition of police state powers.

The government is also introducing legislation to create a
national security super-department bringing together ASIO, the
Australian Federal Police and Australian Border Force. This
fascistic spy-secret police-border force body — to be headed by
Immigration Minister Peter Dutton — was under discussion in the
Senate as the Guardian went to press.

The pretext for wider military involvement that overrides state
authorities was the Martin Place siege in Sydney in 2014 when
a lone gunman, Man Haron Monis, held hostage ten customers
and eight employees of a Lindt chocolate café. The siege led to
a 16-hour standoff. When officers from the Tactical Operations
Unit stormed the café hostage Tori Johnson was killed by Monis
and hostage Katrina Dawson was Killed by a police bullet. Monis
was also killed.

Criticism of the handling of the situation immediately led to
the Turnbull government stating the need for military control
over what are termed “terrorist incidents”, despite Monis being
the archetypical siege perpetrator: a man with a history of mental
illness and a criminal record and armed with a lethal weapon.

Almeost all public incidents since that have involved violence
or threats of violence are now first of all taken to be terrorism
until decided otherwise.

The country’s secret police ASIO has been given increased
powers during the past two decades, able to copy, delete or modify
data held on any computer covered by a warrant; to use innocent
third-party computers to gain access to a computer that are part
of a network it has a warrant to monitor.

The introduction of legislation in the name of national security
is now so wide ASIO could monitor the entire Australian social
network — a network of networks — with just one warrant. It also
allows for the spy network to store the content of communications
— going well beyond the storage of metadata by internet providers.

The former Abbott government’s terror legislation was built
on coercive, draconian ASIO and other terror laws passed by the
Howard government, which makes reportage of ASIO or police
actions on “security” matters illegal and punishable by 10 years
in jail. This includes anyone taken in for questioning, inform-
ing anyone else (even their partner) they have been detained and
questioned, sometimes for days or more.

Their detention, the questions, their answers, are all top secret
security matters, even if the person is not under suspicion. This
applies to anyone taken in for questioning, even on suspicion that
the person might know something or might associate with a suspect,
as well as be suspects themselves. Whistle blowers will be jailed.

The Counter-Terrorism Legislation Amendment (Foreign
Fighters) Bill 2014 expands the definition of terrorist organisations,
lowers the threshold for arrest without warrant for “terrorism
offences”, and extends existing measures that were due to expire,
including control orders, preventative detention orders, police stop,
search and seizure powers and ASIO questioning and detention
powers.

These examples give just a taste of the huge increase of state
powers over citizens in the guise of anti-terrorism measures.

This process continues the pattern established by the former
Howard government when state powers were extended, including
reversal of the onus of proof, bypassing the judicial system, curb-
ing freedoms of association and travel, arbitrary detention and
no public accountability.

These powers, introduced under the threat of the so-called
Islamic State and accompanied by government-sanctioned and
promoted anti-Muslim sentiments, are now at the verge of the
end-game: war in concert with the US military force now occupying
the north of the country.

Ocean-going
political stoush

On the July 4 the Canadian
Steamship Line notified the
Maritime Union of Australia that
the CSL Thevenard would be leav-
ing the coast and not returning to
its trade as had been committed
to by the company. This crushing
blow to the industry and workers
is part of the ongoing and system-
atic political and economic attack
on Australian shipping.

The CSL Thevenard has left the
coast for the very same reasons as we
have seen other Australian crewed
vessels leave. The ease with which
a Temporary Licence is available to
shippers and ship owner’s beggars’
belief, says the union.

The bottom line is that since
the Federal Court ruled that freight
rates are a viable basis for the issu-
ance of Temporary Licences, after
CSL’s abortive Federal Court chal-
lenge around the primacy of General
Licence ships, the opportunity for
the big bulk commodity shippers
and shipping companies has been to
choose the easy and cheaper ship-
ping path that was laid out for them
by the court and government policy
settings.

This has led to massive open
competition, which never advantag-
es the worker, and a consequential
reduction in general freight rates.

The MUA says that the fact there
is an Australian industry policy deter-
mined by the courts on the basis of

maximising profits for shippers and
ship owners speaks volumes about
the Turnbull government’s commit-
ment to maintaining national eco-
nomic control of Australian shipping.
The Turnbull government prefers
this approach because their corpo-
rate masters demand a position that
maximises profits regardless of the
fact that the wealth created in these
operations invariably flows off-
shore into the pockets of foreign
multi-nationals.

The MUA has identified to CSL
that one of the major issues is the
ability of workers from the CSL
Thevenard to be transferred to either
the Donnacona or the CSL Whyalla.

The company have committed to
defer the redundancy process until
after the meeting with the global
CEO on July 20. A range of matters
need to be sorted out with CSL and
the union is using whatever influence
we have to prosecute these arguments
within the company.

The MUA has raised the issue of
who will be targeted for a redundan-
cy from the Thevenard. It is unfair
and even discriminatory that only
Australian ratings (MUA members)
receive redundancy while CSL’s
host of imported Visa workers are
immune from any downturn in ship-
ping. This must be addressed.

The union is also raising this
issue of the Thevenard and the gener-
al state of the shipping industry with
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cross-benchers and industry bodies
advocating the requirement for a
political and legislative fix of ship-
ping laws that promote the primacy
of General Licenced shipping.

The MUA will be conducting
inspections of CSL’s operations in
Cape Preston at the Citic site and
on the CSL Whyalla. Working con-
ditions aboard the Donnacona and
CSL Whyalla are reportedly very
poor with a range of health and safety
issues that need attention as well as
general conditions of work.

The union’s immediate goals
with CSL are to see the workers
from the CSL Thevenard transferred
to other operations that are also cov-
ered by MUA agreements. Further to
this it is seeking agreement from the
company on a system that ties CSL
into utilising General Licence ves-
sels with MUA crews and that any
flag of convenience usage is based
on averaging out the freight rates
to ensure that Australian seafarers
remain viably in work on the coast.

The longer-term fix is being
addressed through the multitude of
actions emanating from the union’s
shipping campaign which aims to
reconstruct the regulatory and leg-
islative environment for Australian
shipping to flourish and grow. This is
ultimately a political battle which the
MUA will not shy away from. &
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In February there were more
than 650,000 people aged between
15 and 24 looking for work or
underemployed. By 2014, 39.3 per-
cent of non-students were in casual
work, and 35.8 percent in part-time
employment.

Increasingly these jobs tend
to be low paid and in the servic-
es sector. July 1 would have seen
many of them hit with a wage cut as
weekend and public holiday penalty
rates were cut.

This latest legislation will not
create jobs but it will force more
families, youth and unemployed
into poverty and homelessness if it
is passed and compounds the impact
of penalty rate cuts which also tar-
gets those on the lowest incomes.

How can these young people
have hope for a better future that
the government promises? That

one won’t go

will require radical policy chang-
es and attitudinal approach to the
unemployed.

John Falzon, CEO of the St
Vincent de Paul Society National
Council, summed it up saying:
“These measures are another itera-
tion of the government’s ideologi-
cal obsession with attacking and
demonising people who are exclud-
ed from the labour market. Their
crime is the crime of being poor.”

As for studying to qualify for a
job, because of funding cuts TAFE
and university fees put that out of
reach of the unemployed.

With around one job for every
ten people looking for work, job
creation programs are needed if the
unemployed and under-employed
are to find work and be in a posi-
tion to become economically
independent.

In fact, there is no shortage of

potential jobs. For a start, anyone
who has rung or queued up at
Centrelink, Medicare or any other
government agency will have felt
the impact of the thousands of job
cuts in the public service.

What better place to start than
by restoring the jobs and quality of
service that once existed. Instead
of cutting jobs, the states should
be rebuilding their public servic-
es including transport, health and
education.

Renewable energy is opening up
the prospects of thousands of secure
jobs. It would not take a great imag-
ination to generate enough employ-
ment for those seeking jobs. And, in
the education sector, the abolition
of fees and an increase in student
allowances would open the way for
training and education. &

PRESS FUND
Last week Deputy Prime Minister Barnaby Joyce told Liberal MPs
they must back the Prime Minister and “get behind” him. But
Turnbull wouldn’t want some of them behind him; he needs to be
able to see what they’re doing. Remember the Ides of March! Tony
Abbott is still sniping, and Joyce himself opposes some things that
Turnbull is said to favour personally, such as marriage equality,
an Australian republic and just a tiny, tiny bit of action on climate
change. Hopefully the Liberals will implode soon and we’ll have
the chance to put a better government in office. But meanwhile
we need Press Fund contributions, so please send us something
for the next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s
supporters, as follows:

E Dursten $10, KM $10, Mark Mannion $10, Anna Pha $25,
“Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $15

This week’s total $75
Progressive total: $4,025

1

Bread! Land!

QUOTE OF THE WEEK

All power to the Soviets of workers, soldiers and peasants! Peace!

Slogans developed by the Bolsheviks, 1917
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Support The Guardian by donating to Press Fund
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“Ten years too long”
o
“Stop the Intervention!”

Rudi Maxwell

On the 10th anniversary of the Northern
Territory Intervention, Arrernte women led
a march through Mbantua (Alice Springs)
protesting the interference of the state at the
expense of Aboriginal people’s human rights,
health and wellbeing. The march came as
the final action after a three-day summit,
Stand Up 2017, attended by activists from
around the country to talk about the harm
the Intervention has done to Aboriginal
people and the road ahead.

Ten years ago, Liberal Prime Minister
John Howard declared there was a “national
emergency” in the Northern Territory and was
unapologetic for his “interventionist” approach,
which included compulsory income manage-
ment, compulsory health checks for children,
alcohol restrictions on Aboriginal land, linking
welfare payments to children’s attendance at
school, compulsory acquisition of townships,
the scrapping of the permit system and a raft of
other restrictive measures.

Howard and his Indigenous Affairs
Minister Mal Brough claimed they were
responding to the Little Children are Sacred
report, which examined sexual abuse in remote
NT communities.

They ignored almost every recom-
mendation of the report and suspended the
Racial Discrimination Act to introduce the
Intervention.

Despite numerous reports showing the
Intervention had achieved almost none of its
stated aims and was doing harm — both from
within government and independent sources —
five years later, in 2012, the Labor Gillard gov-
ernment extended the Intervention for another
10 years under the Stronger Futures for the NT
legislation.

Arrernte woman Alison Furber — who
spoke first in language, then in English —said a
decade of failed policy that harmed her people
was more than enough.

“We want to make our own decisions.

“Our way, controlled by us.

“And in the Northern Territory we need

Adelaide

Chris White - Reminiscences

Sunday 24 September

Doors open at 1:00pm  Event: 2:00pm - 5:00pm
Star Theatre— 145 Sir Donald Bradman Drive Hilton

Celebrate the contributions Chris White has made to political acfivism in South Australia,
nationally and internationally. Advocate. Unionist. Peace acfivist. Socialist. Artist.

Includes an open mic

Drinks provided — Please bring food to share
More information: Please confact Kathryn Moyle: kathrynmoyle@intemode.on.net
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bilingual schools so our kids aren’t punished
for speaking their own languages.”

Arrernte woman Natasha Craigie-Braun
said the Intervention had caused enormous
harm.

“How dare they paint our Aboriginal men
as abusers,” she said. “Why was there military
everywhere?

“We all have to come together.”

Sister and brother Kirra and Dylan Voller
both addressed the rally. Dylan is one of the
Aboriginal boys who was violently abused by
guards in Don Dale Youth Detention. He was
released recently.

His sister Kirra has become one of the
strongest voices against overincarceration of
young Aboriginal people.

Kirra read out the statement from Stand
Up 2017, which called for:

« arepeal of the Intervention laws, including
Stronger Futures;

 areturn to community governance;

* more opportunities for people on
homelands;

The Guardian, November 1989
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* proper investment in housing to address
overcrowding;

* bilingual education;

* no more fines for parents whose children
don’t attend school;

* closure of youth detention centres in favour

of community based programs;

jobs programs and a closure of the federal

government’s Community Development

Program (CDP, a work for the dole scheme);

* scrapping of income management;

* an urgent return of the children taken away
from family and community under the
Intervention; and

 Treaty.

Yolngu Elder Reverend Dr Djiniyini
Gondarra said there needed to be proper dia-
logue between Australian governments and
First Nations people.

“No more kissing the government’s shoes,”
he said.

The Koori Mail &

A tribute to the life of Comandante Fidel & Celebrating 59 Years of The Revolution

y 11 August 2017 7PM

Music by Local Revolution and Chris Finnen

Latin American Food & Drinks
Tickets $25 Full $15 Concession

nail.com.au
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“Stop slashing care hours”

The country’s largest union, the
Australian Nursing and Midwifery
Federation (ANMF), is calling on
the Aged Care Minister to stop a
national aged care provider from
carrying out wide-ranging nurs-
ing cuts and underpaying other
workers at its aged care facilities.

In Queensland alone, Southern
Cross Care is proposing to slash more
than 1,500 hours of care per fortnight
at four of its nursing homes, whilst in
Tasmania qualified carers enterprise
agreement hourly rates are $20.83
which are under the Award.

In South Australia, ANMF mem-
bers employed at Southern Cross are
also fighting against a reduction to
staffing hours across five sites. The
branch has notified a dispute to the
Fair Work Commission.

Federal secretary Lee Thomas
said the ANMF is horrified at the
cuts to the work hours of registered,
enrolled nurses and assistants in
nursing (AIN) which will dramati-
cally impact the care being provided
to older residents in Southern Cross
Care nursing homes.

“This means fewer and fewer
care staff will be employed, or they’ll
have their work hours dramatically
reduced, resulting in a compromised
level of care for residents,” Thomas
said.

“As we are all aware, there is
already a crisis in aged care. The
Aged Care Quality Agency is inves-
tigating an incident where a resident
at a Southern Cross Care facility in
the ACT had 50 full-grown maggots
in his wounds. The elderly man later
died in hospital.”

A separate report shows the
number of deaths in nursing homes
from preventable causes has
increased by 400 percent over the
past 13 years; a Senate Inquiry found
current nurse ratios were “too low
and risked compromising the qual-
ity of care delivered” and there’s
increasing episodes of missed care,
abuse and neglect of the elderly due
to inadequate staffing.

“But Southern Cross don’t
seem to care,” said Thomas. “It’s
staggering that despite all of this
alarming evidence about decreas-
ing care standards and dangerously
high workloads for aged care staff,
we now have a national aged care
provider slashing and burning over
1,500 crucial care hours, along with
operational and hospitality staff. As a
not for profit organisation which has
‘core values of care’ it must surely
put its people first.

“The ANMF knows that if these
cuts to nursing hours are allowed to
proceed, then Southern Cross cannot
guarantee the quality of resident care
won’t decline. If Southern Cross is
in any way blaming its cuts to nurs-
ing care on a $1.2 billion reduction in
federal funding, then the Aged Care
Minister Ken Wyatt must step-in.”

Ms Thomas said the ANMF
will be supporting any action taken
by members of the Queensland
Nurses and Midwives Union and the
ANMF South Australian branch and
the Protected Action Ballot by the
ANMF Tasmanian branch. “We will
campaign against any cuts to nursing
— for the sake of residents and their
families.” &
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Celebrate Cuba’s
revolution with greaft

music and a documentary

from Cuba!

organised by the Australia - Cuba Friendship Society

You are invited to a Sunday afternoon
celebration of Cuba’s national day

TIME: 2.30 - 5.00pm
DATE: Sunday 23 July 2017

FILM: “"Cuba’s Ambassador
to the UK, Teresita Vicente,
speaks on the October
Revolution”

VENUE: Melbourne
Unitarian Church
110 Grey St

East Melbourne 3002
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from Cuba!

Cuban music.

For more information contact:
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Privatisation a failure

The NSW Nurses and Midwives’
Association has concerns the new
model for Maitland Hospital,
announced by the NSW Minister
for Health last week, will not meet
the needs of the community or the
staff; that it is still privatisation of
a public health service.

General secretary of the
NSWNMA, Brett Holmes, said the
community would still be losing its
public hospital and the staff their
entitlements.

“The not-for-profits were
offered the same contract as the for-
profits, so the model will be sur-
plus driven. On top of that, after
two years staff will lose their public
health conditions of employment.
The government is still abrogat-
ing its responsibility and dressing
this up as something it’s not,” Mr
Holmes said.

“This decision is just as
bad as what we’d feared from a

public-private partnership. There
will be no guarantees on staff-to-
patient ratios after two years, once
staff are forced to migrate to a new
employment agreement.

“Contrary to what the govern-
ment is claiming, this is not the
same relationship NSW Health has
with Newcastle’s Calvary Mater
or Sydney’s St Vincent’s Hospital.
It is our understanding it will be
the same contractual arrangements
made with other public-private part-
nership proposals, such as the new
Northern Beaches Hospital.”

For more than three and a half
years the union has pursued infor-
mation on the deal made between
NSW Health and Healthscope at
the Northern Beaches Hospital and
point out that the lack of transpar-
ency in the joint agreements are a
major cause for concern.

“We’ll meet with our members
to discuss the issues and will be

examining the fine print to find out
what this means for staffing con-
tracts and conditions.

“Maitland is first of five to
forge ahead with a private partner-
ship model. Goulburn, Wyong and
Bowral will all remain in public
hands. We call on the Health
Minister to do the sensible thing
and ensure Shellharbour Hospital
remains public and reverse this
decision to privatise the operation
of the new Maitland Hospital.

“We know public-private part-
nerships in health don’t work. They
are ineffective in delivering quality
health care and end up more expen-
sive in the long-term.”

The NSWNMA will continue
to campaign all political parties
until all five proposed public hos-
pital privatisations in NSW are
scrapped. @&

Make wage theft a

Employers and company directors
must be held criminally respon-
sible for wage theft violations. If
a worker took money out of the
till at work, they’d be sacked
and could be charged. If the boss
underpays their staff, the conse-
quences are often minor.

After scandals at 7-Eleven,
Caltex, Dominoes and Pizza Hut it is
clear there is a need for harsher pen-
alties, says the Victorian Trades Hall
Council.

Just last week, it was alleged
UniLodge have stolen almost
$700,000 from two young work-
ers, Kasun Rajapaksha and his wife
Sandeepani Warnakulasooriya in
Melbourne, charging them thousands
and thousands of dollars for “rent”.

Stealing is wrong and yet
every year thousands of workers
in Australian are robbed. They are
victims of wage theft. Wage theft,
where companies deliberately under-
pay workers or refuse to pay super-
annuation, is affecting thousands of
workers every year. It’s literally big
business stealing money from work-
ers’ pockets.

The current laws make wage
theft too easy and the punishment

is too light. Wage theft is now so
common that in some places it’s the
business model. There are business
owners right now in Australia getting
rich by stealing from their staff and
the current industrial laws make it far
too easy.

We need to hold companies to
account for their theft.

George Calombaris — The
MasterChef celebrity was recently
caught underpaying staff $2.6 mil-
lion in overtime across his restaurant
empire. Calombaris and his business
partners were putting employees on
low salaries and then pressuring them
to work long hours with no overtime
so that their pay would be less than
a casual worker being paid on an
hourly basis. Calombaris also failed
to pay superannuation to workers.

7-Eleven — The international
company was systematically under-
paying thousands of workers and
then, once caught, pretended to pay
workers full wages but was actu-
ally making employees pay back
a portion of their wages in cash. A
7-Eleven internal survey taken in
July and August 2015 indicated that
69 per cent of franchisees had pay-
roll issues, including fraud. It was

remarked at the time that “the busi-
ness model will only work for the
franchisee if they underpay or over-
work employees”.

Some franchise owners were
accused of physically threaten-
ing workers who complained. The
amount of stolen wages in 7-Eleven
was estimated at over $110 million.

Domino’s — Systematically
underpaid workers by hundreds of
thousands of dollars over years.

Pizza Hut — Deliberate underpay-
ing, misclassification and denial of
entitlements for delivery drivers. Of
the 34 franchisees, 24 were found to
be breaching workplace laws, while
only two were meeting all of their
legal obligations to delivery staff.
Some staff were being paid as low as
$5.70 an hour.

Caltex petrol stations — An audit
of franchise stations found that
almost 80 per cent were underpay-
ing their staff. Caltex was required
to establish a $20 million fund for
repayment of workers, but didn’t
admit to any wrong-doing.

Bakers Delight — by using an
outdated EBA, Bakers Delight was
paying some staff as little as $8 an
hour. &
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Cricket pay dispute
Union busting exercise

Peter Mac

On June 30, 230 of Australia’s
top professional men’s cricketers
became unemployed because of a
dispute with the sport’s national
body, Cricket Australia (CA).
Members of the Australian wom-
en’s side also face unemployment
after they return from the current
World Cup tournament. About 70
men’s state players who were not
originally involved in the seven
month-long dispute have joined
the other players in solidarity.

CA wants to dump the current
revenue-sharing arrangement under
which players receive 24.5 percent of
all cricket revenues, with the money
allocated according to each player’s
grade and team member ranking.
Instead, it wants to introduce individ-
ual contracts, which would inevita-
bly result in the pitting of one player
against another and major pay cuts.

In the hope of resolving the
dispute, players are still training.
However, CA appears intent on
breaking their union, the Australian
Cricketers Association (ACA), and
implemented an industrial lockout
by terminating contracts and refus-
ing to negotiate with players who
would not cooperate. The average
pay of Australia’s international play-
ers is currently about $1.16 million
per annum. However, cricketers put
in years of training with lower pay
or none at all. Few gain a place in
the top ranks, and those who do usu-
ally retain that position for less than
10 years. When players retire, finding
other work is often difficult because
all their focus has been devoted to the
sport. Players at state level receive an
average of $40,000.

CA is refusing to release about
$3 million it currently owes players
as back pay.

Its executive Pat Howard also
says unemployed players will not
necessarily be offered new contracts,

and applications for them will be
considered on a “case-by-case” basis,
implying that players who took a
leading part in the dispute might not
get an offer.

Battles behind
the scoreboard

Cricket has now become a mas-
sive money spinner for CA, and for
Channel Nine and Channel Ten, who
own the rights to broadcast matches.
But CA claims it needs more cash
from cricket revenues to encourage
up-and-coming young cricketers. It
employed a similar tactic some years
ago when ACA battled to gain better
pay for women’s cricketers.

At that time CA declared that
a pay increase for women players
should come from a windfall increase
in profits that had benefited men
players —i.e., the men should pay for
the women players’ pay rise!

Not surprisingly, ACA refused.
CA chairman Wally Edwards then
thundered hypocritically that the
union was “embarrassingly out of
step with modern Australia, and per-
petuates perceptions around cricket
as a male-dominated sport with little
regard for fairness, the role women
play in our sport and what is impor-
tant to the current state and future of
our game.”

ACA president Greg Dyer replied
there was no shortage of funds for
CA to pay the women fairly because
for every dollar going to men play-
ers CA kept more than three. After
the women’s team refused to tour
the US in 2015, CA was forced to
substantially increase their pay. The
audience for women'’s cricket match-
es has now grown spectacularly, as
have the profits.

But issues over women'’s cricket
continue to rankle. CA has proposed
new contracts that would in effect
penalise women players who become
pregnant. In the current dispute CA’s
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principal negotiator, former Rio
Tinto executive David Peever, has
been so obstructive and aggressive
that ACA insisted on CA chief execu-
tive James Sutherland being present
during negotiations.

Greg Combet, acting negotia-
tor for ACA, commented: “Cricket
Australia obviously thinks the play-
ers will crack under the financial
pressure ... If you look at Rio Tinto
... that is how they de-unionised their
operations.”

After CA’s current broadcast
rights deal expires next year it will
have earned $600 million over five
years. It was eagerly anticipating
that strong bidding for the next rights
period would bring in $900 million,
i.e. $120 million for the international
test and one-day matches, and $60
million for the Big Bash series.

The value of Big Bash rights was
expected to rise rapidly. However,
Channel 10, which currently owns
the rights, has gone into receiver-
ship. If it can’t recover, there will be
one less competitor bidding for the
rights next year, and the value of the
bids will fall. CA has therefore asked
the Federal Court to delay Ten’s next
creditors’ meeting, in the hope that
federal parliament will soon dump
the current media ownership restric-
tions, enabling one of the major
media corporations to buy Channel
10 and support it financially.

Greed versus wisdom
The dispute has led to cancella-
tion of the Australian team’s tour of
South Africa, and is now threatening
both Channel Nine and Channel Ten
with the loss of advertising sponsor-
ship if the vastly profitable Ashes and
Big Bash matches are also cancelled.
Tours by Indian and English
teams underwrite all Australian test
cricket matches. Moreover, cancel-
lation of the scheduled overseas tours
would certainly result in legal action
against CA by India and England.
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Australia captain Smith refuses to back down in pay dispute.

When the West Indies cancelled a
tour of India in 2014 over a pay dis-
pute, the Indian cricket organisation
sued its West Indian counterpart for
$55 million.

And ACA has now created an
organisation called “The Cricketers’
Brand”, which has signed up all the
senior players to manage their com-
mercial intellectual property rights.
That arrangement would enable ACA
to license cricketers to play overseas,
by entering into deals directly with
the administrators of the Ashes and
other test organisations, (thus by-
passing CA altogether), and to enter
into sponsorship deals with business
rivals of current CA sponsors.

Success in competitive sport
does not just depend on the technical
skill and fitness of the players, nor on
the crassly commercial sponsorship

deals, but on the morale of the play-
ers and their relationship with their
sport’s administrators, and more
importantly, the grass roots of the
game, from the park playing juniors
upwards.

While CA has been obsessively
attacking revenue sharing, Australian
Rules football players have amiably
entered into a revenue-sharing deal
with the AFL, and League players
are currently negotiating one with
the RFL.

The cricket players’ situation, and
the future of Australian cricket itself,
has been jeopardised by Cricket
Australia’s insatiable greed. It’s most
unlikely that CA will emerge as the
winner from the current dispute. The
question is, how much damage will it
cause to the game itself? &

Venezvuelan Film Festival
In solidarity with the Bolivarian Revolution

Vinnie Molina

The first ever Venezuelan film festival
in Australia was held in Perth over the
July 14-16 weekend. The festival in soli-
darity with the Bolivarian Revolution
was organised by the Bolivarian
Embassy in Canberra ACT and Cine
Vivo, the independent festival that for
six years has brought together films
from several Latin American countries
to Perth moviegoers.

The Venezuelan festival was sponsored
by a number of business and community
groups among them Friends of Venezuela
and the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union of Australia.

The opening night on Friday July 14
attracted over 80 people who enjoyed the
moving film La Distancia Mas Larga (The
Longest Distance) a study of the challeng-
es for peace and forgiveness against a vio-
lent event in Caracas. On July 15 a similar
number of people gathered to watch the
acclaimed film El Amparo based on the
true story of a tragic 1988 event on the
Venezuela-Colombia border in which a
group of 14 fishermen were massacred by
the Venezuelan army who assumed they

were Colombian guerrillas. The survivors
of the tragedy are still waiting for justice.

The festival closed on July 16 with
the outstanding film The Liberator about
the life of Simon Bolivar. He fought over
100 battles against the Spanish Empire in
South America and travelled an epic 70,000
miles on horseback. Simon Bolivar is the
most important leader in South America’s
struggle for independence. An inspiration
of many struggles for a second independ-
ence such as in Colombia and Venezuela.

The Venezuelan Film Festival was an
opportunity to reflect on peace in the dif-
ficult moment which sees a violent right-
wing opposition backed by US imperialism
trying to derail the Bolivarian Revolution
and to perpetrate a coup against the demo-
cratically elected government of Nicolas
Maduro.

The government has called for elections
of a National Constituent Assembly on July
30 which will be charged with amending
the Constitution. It aims at bringing peace
and unity of the Venezuelan people. We
wish all the success for the wellbeing of
the people and a socialist future in the
homeland of revolutionary leader Hugo
Chavez. &
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Crisis of the US state

Joe Sims

Our country is in the midst of a
profound governmental crisis.
This crisis is revealing itself deep
within the bourgeois state, that
hallowed body of legislators,
lawyers and corporate lobbyists
vaunted by some as the apogee
of modern civilisation. There are
overlapping crises in the White
House, in the executive as a whole,
and between the presidency and
the federal judiciary. Fault lines
also lie in the relationship between
the presidency and Congress with
regard to traditional checks and
balances and consent for judicial
nominees. Congress itself is not
immune, as witnessed by the sub-
version of the traditional filibuster
rule. Here, Republican partisan-
ship is pursued to the exclusion of
all else. In the period before the
election, the vacillation and caving
of neo-liberal Democrats was also
to blame.

The crisis is expressing itself in
most severe forms in the war among
White House factions, in the dis-
content evident among officials in
both US intelligence apparatus and
the Department of Justice, and in a
series of judicial checks on presiden-
tial overreach that carry implications
of a constitutional crisis.

Branches of the executive are in
apparent contest with one another,
with roles traditionally attributed to
the State Department and Pentagon
being challenged by the intelligence
agencies. Neo-fascist conspiracy the-
ories about conflicts within the “deep
state” abound on all sides, repeated
by the president himself.

The State Department itself
seems to be in deep crisis as positions
go unfulfilled due to turf wars regard-
ing hiring, while its responsibility for
foreign policy gets replaced in some
cases by Trump family members.

People are asking, “What’s it all
about?” and “How will it affect me?”’
These are important questions on the
minds of a broad public more than
a little overwhelmed and perplexed
by Trump’s crisis-a-week style of
governing. The implications of
unchecked minority party rule both
in Congress and in the executive,
exacerbated by presidential mendac-
ity on a scale never seen before, are
becoming ever more apparent.

Assault on governing

On one level, the crisis is sparked
by a self-declared war by a fac-
tion within the White House on the
“administrative state,” i.e., the vari-
ous departments that comprise the
executive branch of government.
The aim of this assault is to undo
the protections and services gov-
ernment provides, things like work-
place safety guidelines or warnings
about lead in the drinking water.
Such measures are a nuisance, if not
anathema, to a ruling class in pursuit
of maximum profits.

At work here is not only the dis-
mantling of the federal bureaucracy
but also an undoing of an idea that
underlies it — the concept that the pur-
pose of government is to serve the
people. This notion is the lynchpin,
the very basis, of the US social con-
tract since the days of the New Deal.
In this regard, Trump is the fullest
realisation of the neo-liberalism elab-
orated in FDR’s shadow.

On another level, the crisis has
broader implications. Not only is
the structure of the state being reim-
agined, so too are its ends and the
means by which they’re achieved. In
this regard, is Trumpism an attempt
to normalise non-democratic deci-
sion making? Some seem to think
so, including many Republicans,
as evidenced by House sup-
port for an amendment offered by
Representative Barbara Lee chal-
lenging the president’s authority to
make war.

The implications here go not only
to the decision-making process itself
— in other words, democracy — but to
the very concept of the country itself
as a nation-state. The US is extreme-
ly polarised, with powerful centrifu-
gal forces pulling at its seams.

Consider that the US nation, like
other capitalist democracies born in
the 19th century, is still in forma-
tion. Some argue, for instance, that
its bourgeois democratic revolution
was only recently completed with
the passing of the Civil Rights Acts
of the 1960s. Among the reasons
for the delay have been the ongoing
influences of racism and national-
ism, influences that historically are
at work in every land.

In fact, Lenin once observed that
this is an objective process and that in
every country, as well as internation-
ally, two tendencies are at work: sep-
aration and integration. Here he was
speaking of what Marxists call the
“national question,” the formation of
nation-states during the imperialist
stage of capitalism. In Lenin’s view,
the process of production itself deter-
mined that the trend towards integra-
tion was primary.

However, today it is difficult to
say with any certainty for how long
the dominant trend, integration, will
hold sway. In light of the breakup of
the Soviet Union, or more recently
the ascendance of separatist trends
in Europe and the passing of initia-
tives to withdraw from the European
Union, scenarios unimaginable a
few years ago are today’s political
realities.

With “white nationalism” and
the proposition that an oppressed
white nation is fighting for its place
in the American sun part of the eve-
ryday discourse among the Breitbart
encampment of Trump’s coali-
tion, can the re-emergence of such
Confederate forces be completely
ruled out?

Clearly, the crisis of late stage
state monopoly capitalism is giving
rise to unpredictable consequences.

Here a mix of two schools of
bourgeois political economy and
governance, Keynesian and neo-
liberal, are at play and battling for
influence in union halls, university
campuses, corporate boardrooms,
city councils, state legislatures, and
into the courts and halls of Congress,
pitting workers, immigrants, races,
genders, and identities against each
other in a uniquely American white
nativist “us” versus a multinational,
multicultural “them”.

But curiously, both schools have
reached their nadir, with Keynesian
methods long ago running their
course and austerity now too meeting
the same fate. Hence, we get Trump’s
curious mix of economic nation-
alism, austerity, and privatisation
alongside plans for business-funded
infrastructure investment and (in all
likelihood false) promises to stay the
course on some entitlements in a des-
perate attempt to maintain his base
and find economic solutions, even if
only temporarily.

Trump and
the counterrevolution

And it is precisely here that the
greatest danger lies, and it’s an omi-
nous one at that. To achieve these
ends, Trump has, for reasons of both
ideological predilection and neces-
sity, allied the traditional Republican
coalition with the so-called alt-right
and its mass base in the lower middle
class and among some sections of
white workers, particularly in small
towns and rural areas, potential shock
troops in the battles to come.

Already hamstrung by the mass
resistance to his policies and, in
particular, by the aftermath of his
firing of FBI Director James Comey,
Trump — in keeping with Roy Cohn’s
schooling — increasingly skirts along
the edges of the law.

In relation to Comey, the
Commander-in-chief seems to have
actively interfered in the law enforce-
ment process, not only by attempt-
ing to get the former director to drop
the Flynn case, but also by approach-
ing Dan Coats and NSA Director
Michael Rogers with the same direc-
tive. And so far, Trump’s allies in
Congress have refused to side with
federal law enforcement or the intel-
ligence community in checking this
abuse of power.

Here the issue of how Trump’s
surrogates responded is key. Did
the attorney general or White House
chief of staff challenge his over-
tures, or were they silent? In a White
House and Republican Party domi-
nated by a rash and authoritarian
president and surrounded by loyal
family insiders, did government
officials find the courage to uphold
the legal and political rules of the
game, or did they ignore them? As
one legal scholar put it: “The insti-
tutional defences against the break-
down of basic norms begin with
an understanding among the key

personnel of the government that
their roles require them to cooper-
ate in upholding these norms.”

If they didn’t uphold them, the
country’s already in deep trouble.
Indeed, the crisis in the state consists
precisely in the degree to which these
norms of government broke down.

In this regard, the whole reaction
by the administration to the Russia
investigation suggests a definite step
in the direction of lawlessness, with
all of the danger that this implies.

A breakdown in the norms of
governance also pertains to the rela-
tionship between the presidency and
the fourth estate. Trump, in Nixonian
fashion, has labelled the capital-
ist press “the enemy of the people,”
and purveyors of fake news. To be
fair, there has long been a tenden-
tious relationship between the White
House and the press but never a
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sustained wholesale assault on truth,
facts, and the pushing of alternative
narratives and “realities” lending an
unprecedented crisis of legitimacy to
the institutions of both state and civil
society.

The point here is that Trump and
company, as a political force, repre-
sent something new, a break, a rup-
ture with past norms and bourgeois
democratic practices. Other admin-
istrations have broken the law and
attempted to dismantle the EPA or
the Department of Education, but
never has there been such a sustained
assault on the foundations of govern-
ment married to an alliance with neo-
fascists and supported by an apparent
foreign interference in the electoral
process. The country appears to be
in the first stages of veritable counter-
revolution aimed at imposing a new
form of capitalist rule.

Scenarios unimaginable a few
ago are today’s political real
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At this juncture, the crisis is
occurring within the upper echelons
of the ruling class itself as differ-
ent sections contend for influence:
Big Oil and Wall Street demanding
deregulation and tax relief; Silicon
Valley pursuing more free trade,
and the military-industrial com-
plex pushing for foreign interven-
tion and a bigger share of federal
spending.

In the White House, there’s the
appearance of a truce between alt-
right neo-fascists and Wall Street
bankers on the one side and more
traditional conservative Republicans,
represented by the Trump’s chief
of staff, on the other. Support for
the president among the various
Republican factions in Congress
remains, though Trump is taking no
chances, returning again and again
to the GOP base to shore up support.

;I years
ities.

Moving beyond
resistance

How then will the crisis be
resolved, and what does it portend
for the future? Clearly, the special
counsel’s probe and Congress’ inves-
tigation must proceed along parallel
lines, but just as clearly, they cannot
be left to themselves.

Notwithstanding the current skir-
mish with Trump, the FBI is hardly
a bastion of democracy, and both
chambers of Congress are dominat-
ed by the Republican Party. Hence
the need for ongoing mass public
pressure. Here, both a generalised
form of broad public pressure (pop-
ular front) and a class-based one
emphasising the socialist solutions
that have burst onto the agenda as a
result of the Sanders campaign are
necessary. Both must be carried on in
tandem without mechanically plac-
ing one against the other, with the
Communist Party always bringing
the interests of the working class to
the fore.

But the question arises as to what
degree in the short term the crisis is
resolvable, given that the forces in
play have permanent class interests
and long-term resources for realis-
ing them. In other words, the under-
lying causes of the crisis are to no
small degree independent of the
present actors and, short of address-
ing these causes, the symptoms are
likely to reproduce themselves again
and again.

The state, democracy, and their

related institutions are strained and
in crisis because the conditions in
which they function are strained and
in crisis. The rate of profit continues
to fall. Wages are stagnant. Debt,
both personal and public, is sky-
high. Life as it was once lived is dis-
appearing, never to return. In these
circumstances, promises of change
are broken, repeatedly. Class, racial,
and cultural resentments abound.
Government is not trusted, the news
media is not believed, and voting is
seen by half the population as a waste
of time.

And yet, the country is in the
midst of the largest and most sus-
tained mass movement for democra-
cy in its history. Initiated by women
in the aftermath of the inauguration
and joined by millions in cities across
the country, this movement has
engaged the Trump administration
at every turn, particularly on health
care. It has already set the midterm
elections in its sights, recruiting thou-
sands of candidates. Shouldn’t com-
munists take their place among them?

And it is here that hope lies. It
is a new, inexperienced movement.
As of yet, its working-class compo-
nent lacks full involvement, focus,
or an agenda balancing the demands
of the left and centre along with the
equality imperatives of people of
colour, women, LGBTQ people, and
the disabled. Still, it is the country’s
best and only chance to move beyond
resistance to a new advanced demo-
cratic dawn.

People’s World &
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Let the Rail Splitter awake

Let Abe come, let his aged yeast raise
the green and gold earth of lllinois,
let him lift up his axe in his own town
against the new slaveholders

against the slave-lash

against the poisoned printing-press
against the bloodied merchandise
they want fo sell.

Let them march singing and smiling,
the young white, the young Negro,
against the walls of gold

against the manufacturer of their blood,
let them sing, laugh and conquer.

Let the Rail Splitter awake.

Pablo Neruda

From Canto General
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Solidarity with Palestine

o

John Haylett

South African trade union centre
COSATU will appeal against a
High Court ruling that the fed-
eration and its international sec-
retary Bongani Masuku are guilty
of anti-Semitism and hate speech,
it has confirmed.

The ruling was handed down by
Judge Seun Moshidi on June 29 at
the South Gauteng High Court in
Johannesburg.

Cosatu accepted the advice of
its lawyers that “this judgement, if

_is incomplete without

> the freedom of the
Palle’sitinliiains?

left unchallenged, will have a nega-
tive effect on ... freedom of speech
on contentious political issues which
COSATU, unions and civil society
organisations engage in regularly.”
Rather than simply a trial of
COSATU and its international secre-
tary, it was “effectively a trial against
workers’ rights to offer solidarity,
freedom of expression and the strug-
gle for justice and dignity for all.”
COSATU noted “the proud
record of heroic Jews in our ranks
who selflessly fought against apart-
heid,” including Joe Slovo, who

served as chief of staff of liberation
movement armed wing uMKhon-
to we Sizwe, and Dennis Goldberg,
who was convicted at the Rivonia
trial with Nelson Mandela and others
and sentenced to life imprisonment.

COSATU declared that these
“and many other great stalwarts of
our revolution will forever inspire
our struggle for full equality, free-
dom and justice for all.”

South Africa’s revolutionary trade
union centre made clear when the legal
case was opened against it that it was
“effectively on trial for its international

solidarity and specifically its support
for the Palestinian people.”

When Israel launched its war on
Gaza in 2009, which slaughtered over
1,400 Palestinians, including 300
children, COSATU led many pro-
tests against those barbaric attacks,
standing alongside wide sections of
civil society, including progressive
members of South Africa’s Jewish
community.

Durban dockers, members of
COSATU-affiliated transport union
Satawu, refused to unload cargo from
an Israeli ship.

The federation was subject
to sustained attacks by the South
African Zionist Federation and
the South African Jewish Board of
Deputies, which were vocal support-
ers of the Israeli assault on Gaza.

The African National Congress
decided at its policy conference
in Johannesburg last week to push
for demotion of the South African
embassy in Israel to liaison office
status in protest at the country’s
obstruction of Palestinian national
rights.

Morning Star &

Avoid the traps of zealots

BRITAIN: Labour movement
self-bamboozlement into believ-
ing that the European Union has
workplace rights and defence
of living standards in its DNA
explains the unjustified infatua-
tion with the European Charter
of Fundamental Rights. Far from
it being a guarantee of workers’
rights, it merely duplicates many
provisions already on the statute
book in Britain.

For Labour to make the charter
a red line in deciding its attitude to
the government’s so-called Great
Repeal Bill would be to swallow the

propaganda of the pro-EU snake-oil
sales team of the Liberal Democrats,
SNP and others.

The charter was characterised
as a tidying-up exercise of exist-
ing provisions based on European
Convention of Human Rights,
European Social Charter and
European Court of Justice provi-
sions when EU institutions set about
creating an EU constitution as part
of the bloc’s transformation into a
superstate.

Although the constitution was
blessed by all EU institutions in
2000, Dutch and French voters struck

a blow for democracy in 2005 in
rejecting this scenario.

Rather than accept the will of the
people, the EU bureaucracy flaunted
its general contempt for democracy
by translating the constitution, char-
ter included, into the Lisbon Treaty
that took effect in 2009.

Tory objections in general to EU
legislation on workplace issues have
had the effect of convincing many
in the labour movement who should
know better to believe that such trade
union rights as we possess have been
a gift from Brussels.

Maternity rights, paid holidays,

minimum wage, the rights to union
membership, recognition, the right to
strike and so on were won in Britain
—and separately in other EU member
states — through industrial and politi-
cal struggle.

The quality of existing rights in
Britain is generally superior to those
contained in the EU charter.

If this charter of fundamental
rights is so brilliant, why did it do
nothing for the people of Greece
who were put through the neoliberal
mincer by the European Commission,
European Central Bank and the
International Monetary Fund?

Why has it been powerless to
prevent a stream of anti-union rul-
ings — Laval, Luxembourg, Viking,
Ruffert — by the European Court of
Justice?

Labour’s instinctive suspi-
cion that the Tories would prefer to
manage Britain’s exit in a way that
benefits their class and robs ours is
well placed. But it must avoid falling
into the trap set by pro-EU zealots of
obstructing progress to withdrawal
itself on bogus claims that the fun-
damental charter embraces the gold
standard of workplace rights.
Morning Star &

Alliance holds at present

South Africa’s communists resolved in
principle at the weekend during their 14th
national congress in Boksburg to contest
elections separately from their African
National Congress revolutionary alliance
partner.

The alliance brings together the ANC,
SACP, Council of South African Trade
Unions (COSATU) and the Sanco civics
organisation, but anger over corruption at the
highest levels of the ANC has stoked existing
fires within the SACP that the party should
stand in its own right.

Second deputy general secretary Chris
“Che” Matlhako, who was elected for the

first time at the congress, stressed that “the
exact modality in which we do so needs to

be determined by way of concrete analysis
and through the process of active engagement
with worker and progressive formations.”

The SACP is unlikely to contest the 2019
general election and has pledged to consult its
alliance partners and other progressive forces
before standing separately.

Re-elected general secretary Blade
Nzimande highlighted ongoing failure by
the ANC to consult its allies properly, warn-
ing: “The alliance mode of operation is
incapable of holding together the alliance
any further.”

He pointed out that the party had not yet
engaged the trade unions seriously on the
elections issue.

“The Communist Party can never make a
decision to contest when we don’t have a very
firm backing from COSATU and workers.

We can’t just go and say: ‘We are contesting.
Come’,” said Mr Nzimande.

“We need to have a very structured dis-
cussion to say: ‘Congress has this feeling,
what are your views?””

First deputy general secretary and Deputy
Transport Minister Jeremy Cronin, who
stepped down from his party post, said that
there was uncertainty over the future of the

ANC, which is deeply divided over replacing
President Jacob Zuma.

He drew attention to the so-called “pre-
mier league” of three ANC provincial pre-
miers accused of corruption and cronyism,
asking: “What happens if the premier league
slate wins through hook or crook? Is there a
massive split in the ANC?

“It would be very hard for the majority of
us to remain in ANC positions under gangster
leadership and the same will be felt by many
within the ANC,” he said.

Morning Star
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US pull-out from Paris deal:
What it means

Martin Khor

By withdrawing the United
States from the Paris Agreement,
President Donald Trump abdi-
cated not only leadership but
membership of the community
of nations cooperating to tackle
climate change, the most serious
crisis facing humanity.

Trump’s announcement was
shocking, even though it was not
unexpected.

It was shocking for showing
the extreme lengths to which the
President would go to deny scien-
tific opinion on climate change and
defy the position of almost all other
countries, on an issue that may well
determine the fate of the Earth and
human civilisation.

The decision was against the
advice of most members of his inner-
most circle of advisors, many corpo-
rate leaders, and the other G7 leaders
who spent an entire frustrating day
in Sicily trying to explain to him the
critical importance of the Paris deal.

Just as disturbing as the with-
drawal was Trump’s speech justify-
ing it. He never acknowledged the
seriousness or even the existence
of the climate change crisis, which
poses the gravest threat to human sur-
vival. He lamented that Paris would
hinder US jobs, mentioning coal in
particular while ignoring the jobs in
renewable energy that would increase
manifold if the US adopted an energy
policy to counter global warming.

His main grouse was that the
Paris agreement was “unfair” to the
US vis-a-vis all other countries, as if
it had been designed specifically to
cheat the US. And he grumbled that
the US would have to pay billions
of dollars to developing countries
through the Green Climate Fund.

The speech was riddled with
many misconceptions and factual
errors, which many scientists, pol-
iticians and NGOs are now busy
refuting.

Condemnation came fast and
furious from within the US and
around the world. Trump indicat-
ed the US is open to re-negotiating
the Paris agreement. But European
leaders quickly responded there is
no such possibility. The UNFCCC

secretariat correctly pointed out that
a single country cannot decide on
a re-negotiation. Indeed, it would
require a consensus of its 195 mem-
bers to make amendments to the
Paris Agreement or even agree to a
re-negotiation.

That will not happen, as the
agreement is a delicately balanced
outcome which took many years of
long and complicated negotiations to
achieve. To re-negotiate it would in
effect kill it.

The best response to the Trump
decision is for others to resolve to
do even more to combat climate
change. In the US itself, many states
and cities have announced they will
form an alliance and continue with
their climate actions.

An increasing number of
countries including China, India,
Germany, France, Italy and Canada
as well as the European Union lead-
ership have announced they will
honour their Paris commitments
despite the US pull-out. There are no
signs, so far at least, that any other
country intends to follow the US out
of Paris.

Indeed, the Trump decision to
leave Paris will be a milestone mark-
ing a huge loss of international pres-
tige, influence and power for the US.
In a world so divided by ideology,
inequality and economic competi-
tion, the Paris agreement was one
rare area of global consensus and
cooperation, on climate change.

For the US to pull out of that
hard-won consensus is a shocking
abdication not only of leadership but
of its membership of the community
of nations in its joint effort to face
up to perhaps its gravest challenge
of survival.

The lack of appreciation of this
great crisis facing humanity and the
narrow-mindedness of his concerns
were embarrassingly evident when
Trump made his withdrawal speech.
He was more interested to revive the
sunset coal sector than in the prom-
ise of the fast developing renewable
energy industries.

He was convinced reducing
emissions would cost millions of
jobs, ignoring the record of many
countries like Germany that have
de-coupled emissions growth from

!

China and India should easily exceed their Paris agreement targets

economic growth. He was miserly
towards poor countries which are
receiving only a fraction of what they
were promised and what they need
for climate mitigation and adapta-
tion, while celebrating hundreds of
billions of dollars worth of new deals
for his armaments industry.

He complained that the US is
asked to do more than others in the
Paris agreement when in fact the US
has the highest emissions per capita
of any major country and its pledged
rates of emissions reduction are sig-
nificantly lower than Europe’s.

Just as alarming as withdrawing
from Paris is Trump’s comprehen-
sive dismantling of Obama’s climate
change policies and measures. This
will make the US unable to meet the
target it chose under the Paris agree-
ment: a cut in emissions by 26-28 per
cent by 2025 compared to the 2005
level. The gap between the US target
(which is already unambitious com-
pared to what the science requires
and compared to the European
Union) and the expected higher emis-
sions levels influenced by Trump’s
policies, will worsen the global short-
fall in emission reduction.

What will now happen in the
UN climate convention, home to the
Paris agreement? The negotiations to
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establish the guidelines for countries
to implement the agreement will con-
tinue in the years ahead.

A complication is that the US has
to wait three years from November
2016 (when the agreement came
into effect) before withdrawing from
Paris and then wait another year for
this to come into effect.

By also still being a member,
the US could play a non-cooper-
ative or disruptive role during the
negotiations on many topics. We
can anticipate that the US will chal-
lenge principles or actions that have
already been accepted or that are to
be transformed into actions, such as
common but differentiated responsi-
bilities; equal and balanced treatment
for mitigation and adaptation; pro-
viding adequate financial resources
for developing countries; transpar-
ency of actions and of finance; and
technology transfer.

Since Trump has already made
clear the US wants to leave Paris,
and no longer subscribes to its emis-
sions pledges (nationally determined
contributions) nor will it meet its
US$3 billion pledge on the Green
Climate Fund, it would be strange to
enable the country to still behave in
the negotiations with the same status
as other members that remain com-
mitted to their pledges. How to deal
with this issue is important so that the
UNFCCC negotiations are not dis-
rupted in the four years ahead.

Finally, the Trump portrayal of
developing countries like India and
China as profiting from the US mem-
bership of the Paris Agreement is
truly unfair.

China is the number one emitter
of carbon dioxide in absolute terms,
with the US second and India third.
But this is only because the two
developing countries have huge pop-
ulations of over a billion each.

In per capita terms, carbon
dioxide emissions in 2015 were
16.1 tonnes for the US, 7.7 tonnes
for China and 1.9 tonnes for India,
according to one authoritative esti-
mate. It would be unfair to ask China
and India to have the same mitigation
target as the US, especially since the
US has had the benefit of using or
over-using more than their fair share
of cheap fossil-fuel energy for over
a century more than the other two
countries.

A recent New York Times edito-
rial (May 22) compared the recent
performance of India and China
with the recent actions of the US

under President Trump. It states:
“Until recently, China and India have
been cast as obstacles ... in the battle
against climate change. That repu-
tation looks very much out of date
now that both countries have greatly
accelerated their investments in cost-
effective renewable energy sources
—and reduced their reliance on fossil
fuels. It’s America — Donald Trump’s
America — that now looks like the
laggard.”

It cites recent research that China
and India should easily exceed their
Paris agreement targets, with China’s
emissions appearing to have peaked
more than 10 years sooner (than
pledged) and India expected to obtain
40% of its electricity from non-fos-
sil fuel sources by 2022, eight years
ahead of schedule. It criticises the
Trump administration for destroy-
ing Obama’s initiatives based on his
Paris pledge to reduce America’s
greenhouse gases.

“China and India are finding
that doing right by the planet need
not carry a big economic cost and
can actually be beneficial,” said the
editorial. “By investing heavily in
solar and wind, they and other coun-
tries like Germany have helped drive
down the cost of those technologies
where in many places renewable
energy can generate electricity more
cheaply than dirtier sources like coal.

“China has reduced coal use for
three years in a row and recently
scrapped plans to build more than
100 coal power plants. Indian offi-
cials have estimated that country
might no longer need to build new
coal plants beyond those already
under construction. ... There are of
course formidable challenges. ...
Still, Beijing and New Delhi — not
embarrassingly enough, Washington
— are showing the way forward.”

By withdrawing from the Paris
agreement and through his revers-
al of Obama’s climate change poli-
cies, President Trump has taken the
US and the world many big steps
backwards in the global fight against
global warming. It will take some
time for the rest of the world to figure
out how to carry on the race with-
out or despite the US. Hopefully the
absence of the US will only be for a
few years.
Soutﬁ Centre — an infergovernmental
policy research and analysis
institution of developing
countries. &
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In what universe ... ?

This is an extract from the letter I received
from CENTRELINK last month ...

“After careful consideration, a deci-
sion has been made that you are not eligible
to be exempted from your Mutual Obligation
Requirements at this time. This is because our
records show that your incapacity to work is
not temporary.”

Yeah, you read that right. The fact that my
incapacity to work is known by them to be per-
manent has been cited as the sole and specific
reason why I must continue looking for work.

Has CENTRELINK gone completely mad?
In what universe is that sort of argument any-
thing less than absurd, impossible nonsense?
Can you imagine an adult in their right frame
of mind saying such a thing, let alone putting it
in an official letter?

Of course, it gets better. “If you do not meet
your Mutual Obligation Requirements, you
may lose your Newstart Allowance.” In other
words, “what you cannot do, you must do, and
if you do not, then we’ll break you.”

Which is exactly what happened. All it took
was for me to wake up with a crushing migraine
on the same day as my next appointment with
the Disability Services Provider. I could not
telephone them — I live on Newstart, which is
$280 per week, so of course I cannot pay the
heating bill, buy the groceries AND put credit
on my mobile phone!

Nor, in my condition, was there the faintest
chance that I could leave the house in search of
the nearest Payphone (it is nine blocks away,
a formidable distance when one has violent
nausea, crippling headache, shaking hands, no
sense of balance, and is agonised by daylight).

You might think the Disability Services
Provider would have telephoned me when
I failed to appear, in order to check up on
my whereabouts, and any possible issues.
Supporting you when you’re ill is their mani-
festo, after all. Says so in their brochure. But
they never called. Late in the afternoon they
sent me a text, telling me that my payment has
been cut off for non-appearance. And I still had
no way to call them back, nor will I, now that
I have no income of any kind. I’ll just have to
walk in on them. All the way to Maroubra.

Oh, one last trifling point. The above-men-
tioned letter informs me that I am required
to meet my Mutual Obligation Requirements
“from 31st March 2017”. The letter itself is
dated May the 25th. Under the circumstances, I
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am scarcely surprised that Centrelink will issue
people like me with “obligations” that are back-
dated nearly a full month PRIOR to the date on
which those obligations are first communicated.
Seems I need more than just a paid-up mobile
phone to keep abreast of these people. I also
need a smegging time-machine!
Max Gowland
Eastlakes NSW
(For smegging see Red Dwarf: Ed)

Timely exposure

Congratulations to Rob Gowland for the
brilliant article “Trump versus the environ-
ment” in the Guardian, July 5.

A very timely and clear exposure of
Trump’s and wealthy fossil fuel cronies.

Ray Ellis

Ocean Shores

NSW

Cult

by
Rob Gowl

Malcolm Turnbull, speaking in
France after the G20 summit in
Germany, made much of the fact
that in 1916, Australians came
from — as he put it — the other end
of the world to fight in France “in
defence of freedom”.

The problem with that cosy
notion, of course, is that they did
no such thing. The Australians had
just been ignominiously withdrawn
from Gallipoli where they had played
the lead role in the failed Anglo-
French attempt to sever the Turkish
empire from its German and Austro-
Hungarian allies. The Australian sol-
diers, of course, had been told that
they were fighting “the Turk” in the
interests of Western civilisation and
to oppose aggression (by Turkey in
the Middle East and by Germany in
Europe).

The result: thousands dead, sev-
eral capital ships sunk, and abso-
lutely nothing to show for it. The
British ruling class had hoped — by
forcing the Dardanelles — to exert its
control over the valuable iron and
coal resources of Russia’s Donbas
region. But the Gallipoli campaign
was a costly failure, that ended with
Turkey still in firm control of both
the peninsula and the opening to the
Black Sea.

The Australian and New Zealand
soldiers withdrawn from Gallipoli
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To defend itself, North Korea has had to develop missiles capable of hitting targets in the US, in the expectation that this would give the Americans pause.

Defending freedom? What else?

were reorganised in Egypt and
Palestine and then sent to France, to
fight in the maelstrom that was the
Western Front. However, they were
not there to fight for freedom, any
more than they had been on Gallipoli.
Like the other soldiers of WW1,
despite what their leaders claimed,
they were there to fight for markets
and colonies. In other words, to fight
for Anglo-French capital in a trade
war with German capital.

Concepts of “fighting for free-
dom” and defending little coun-
tries from the “beastly Hun” were
simply propaganda ploys designed to
explain away a war of unprecedent-
ed scope, expense and casualties to a
public that grew increasingly restive
as this seemingly interminable war
dragged on.

Imperialism of 1914-18 is little
different to that of today. Govern-
ments using their military might to
fight wars at the behest of the board-
rooms of big business interests, while
cloaking their predatory activities
with specious claims to be fighting
terrorism or the old standby, “defend-
ing freedom”.

President Macron of France
heartily seconded Turnbull’s men-
dacious talk of fighting for free-
dom, despite France’s sorry record
of aggression from the end of WW2
until today. In that time, France

has fought savage wars of colonial
aggression in Algeria, Indo-China,
West Africa and Afghanistan, to
name but four.

Australia used the outbreak of
WWI to seize German New Guinea
and hold it, as the colony of Papua,
for the next half century. Australian
imperialism has tried to lord it over
the island states of the Pacific and
Indian oceans for decades, notably
sending police to Bougainville and
stealing Timor Leste’s off-shore gas.

Prior to WW2, Australia was a
faithful lapdog of the dominant impe-
rial power of the time, Britain. After
WW2, however, imperialist domi-
nance switched to America and so
did Australia’s allegiance, although
our governments — and our military
— continued to support the coloni-
al wars fought by British imperial-
ism in Kenya, Borneo and Malaya,
by Dutch imperialism in Indonesia
and by French imperialism in Indo-
China. However, Australia faithful-
ly — even enthusiastically — joined
our American “ally” in the 1950s
in the latter’s attempt to “roll back
Communism” in Asia by fomenting
a war on the Korean Peninsula.

In the 1970s, following the expul-
sion of the French from Indo-China
by the Vietnamese, the USA took over
the pursuit of the war there, as usual
justifying the war as necessary for

the “rolling back of Communism”.
Once again Australian imperialism
was an enthusiastic supporter of
its powerful American counterpart.
And once again, the propagandists
of imperialism claimed that the war
was being fought “in defence of free-
dom”, grotesquely, the freedom of
the Vietnamese themselves.

Today, US imperialism is trying
to foment a war with Russia and
China, despite the misgivings of
some American capitalists (those
who trade with China or have oil
interests in Russia). And just as in
the past, these war preparations are
being justified as essential to “defend
freedom”.

Also once again, the Korean
Peninsula is being made the locale
for a major war. The USA has car-
ried out provocations against tiny
North Korea ever since the end of
the Korean War. To defend itself,
North Korea has had to develop mis-
siles capable of hitting targets in the
US, in the expectation that this would
give the Americans pause. However,
US imperialism does not like to be
thwarted, especially by small coun-
tries. It is not good for US imperial-
ism’s self-image.

So it has countered with an
intense propaganda campaign to con-
vince the people of the world that,
far from defending itself if attacked,

North Korea is preparing for nucle-
ar aggression against neighbour-
ing Japan and also the USA. That is
such an insane idea that the only way
imperialism can get any traction for it
is to claim that North Korea’s leader-
ship is quite literally mad.

Combining political, racial and
cultural prejudice against the small
Socialist state, this dangerous mes-
sage has been hammered continu-
ously in all the bourgeois media, a
blanket coverage that includes both
of Australia’s national broadcasters.

Australia’s imperialist govern-
ment has run true to form and whole-
heartedly joined in this belligerent
chorus. It is not in the interests of the
Australian people to have another
war in or around Korea, especially
one involving nuclear weapons! That
is in nobody’s interests.

Aresponsible Australian govern-
ment would use its “special relation-
ship” with the USA to seek to counsel
its powerful ally to respect the desire
of the world’s people for a peace-
ful, diplomatic solution to the latest
Korean dispute.

But that, of course, would be a
government more interested in the
needs of the people than the greed
of big corporations. Unfortunately,
we do not have that type of responsi-
ble government and neither does the
USA at present. &
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On June 16, President Trump,
in a blustering speech to a
right-wing audience in Miami,
Florida, announced a partial
roll-back of the opening to Cuba
that had been announced by US
President Barack Obama and
Cuban President Raul Castro in
December of 2014. But in several
parts of the country, legislative
bodies at the state and municipal
levels are speaking out forcefully,
not only against the new Trump
policy, but for a complete change
of US policy toward Cuba.

If this grows into a nation-
al movement, it could be the most
effective challenge to US anti-Cuba
policy seen in years.

The rollback announced by
Trump restores some restrictions on
US citizens’ rights to visit Cuba, and
on US companies’ trade with Cuban
enterprises connected to the Cuban
military and security services. That
he did not go farther, for example,
by breaking off diplomatic rela-
tions or putting Cuba back on the
“State Sponsors of Terrorism” list,
is a testament to the unpopularity
in the United States of the 55-year-
long US trade blockade and travel
restrictions against the island nation.
Seventy-three percent of the US pop-
ulation, including most people who
vote Republican and a majority of
Cuban-Americans, have told public
opinion surveys that they want the
trade blockade to go.

Among those who want a com-
plete lifting of the blockade are
millions of ordinary citizens, and
also some powerful corporate eco-
nomic interests and the politicians,
Republican as well as Democrat, who
answer to them. In the case of the
corporations, the motive is not ide-
ological but commercial and practi-
cal: they want to sell their products
to Cuba. But even in the case of sales
that are allowed, current law is “cash
only”, i.e. they can’t sell agricultural
products to Cuba on credit the way
they can to every other country.

Restrictions on tourist travel to
Cuba also hurt ordinary Cuban citi-
zens, for example, people who have

Speaking up for

opened small businesses like mom
and pop restaurants that are frequent-
ed by US tourists. The Cuban people
are hurt by our government’s anti-
Cuba policy, and US business is also,
while US citizens are angry that their
right to travel to Cuba and see that
country for themselves is violated.

Even though both US business-
es and the general population of
the United States favour a radical
change in US policy toward Cuba,
the Obama initiative was limited by
the fact that it was all accomplished
by White House executive orders.
The blockade and travel restric-
tions are enshrined in laws passed
by Congress, which can only be
modified or eliminated by new acts
of Congress. These laws include the
Trading with the Enemy Act, the
Torricelli Act (or Cuban Democracy
Act), and the Helms-Burton Act
(or Cuban Liberty and Democratic
Solidarity Act).

In the past, there had been strong
efforts in both Houses of Congress
to abolish the blockade and travel
restrictions, but these did not accu-
mulate sufficient support to achieve
passage. Yet support in Congress
was building until the election of
November 2016 brought the ultra-
right Trump administration to power,
and all bets were off.

The anti-Cuba stance of Trump
and his cronies should not cause
those of us who want to see a com-
plete change in Cuba policy to give
up, however. Even though people
like Senator Marco Robio continue to
push for a complete return to a Cold
War policy, the feelings in the nation
are still strongly for normalisation of
US-Cuba relations, and the pressure
is still building to achieve that end.

The fact that the outrage gener-
ated by Trump and the Republican
Party’s misadventures in domestic
policy, currently on the matter of
health care, is likely to be reflect-
ed in the results of the midterm
Congressional elections in November
2018 is also a positive factor.

So the push to end the block-
ade and the travel restrictions can,
should, and will go on.

One field of action is in city
and state legislatures. Starting last
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year, a number of municipal leg-
islative bodies have passed, often
unanimously or with overwhelming
majorities, resolutions calling for full
normalisation of US economic rela-
tions with Cuba. More such resolu-
tions are in the pipeline.

As well as such official legisla-
tive bodies, a large number of civic,
scientific, and other non-government
organisations have expressed them-
selves repeatedly and strongly for
normalisation.

One of the best things that could
happen now, beneficial to the Cuban
people and the US economy, is for
this promising pattern of munici-
pal and state policy resolutions to
become an avalanche, a tsunami of
resolutions in deliberative bodies
of every kind that would sweep the
nation. Even though such bodies
don’t make foreign policy, they do
exert pressure on the government
and on Congress, and if they reach
a sufficient volume, can also not be
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ignored by the corporate-controlled
media.

This would be a fitting and effec-
tive response to Trump’s anti-Cuba
policy, and would give us the best
chance we have seen in a long time
to sweep away the offensive block-
ade and travel restrictions. It would
be a fine way for those of us who
understand the valuable role Cuba
has played in world affairs to show
our appreciation as well as materially
impact our own government’s policy.

How to proceed? In a valuable
article in NACLA" Reports ear-
lier this year, Peter Miller and Rita
Barouche provide a model or tem-
plate of a resolution that could be
tailored to use in the readers’ home
communities.

This model should be adapted
to the specific interests and needs of
each different town, city, county or
state, of course.

One mistake, characteristic of the
US left, which we must not make is to
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assume that only left-wing or progres-
sive sectors of the body politic will
be interested in this sort of effort, or
that the arguments we make must be
only ideological. US business inter-
ests are on the opposite side of most of
us on other matters, but their pecuni-
ary motive for playing a constructive
role in the Cuba situation should be
understood as, objectively, a key part
of the effort that is needed to end the
injustice of the US economic blockade
of Cuba once and for all.

There should, therefore, be out-
reach to business as well as to labour,
churches, and communities as one
builds a local effort to get Cuba res-
olutions passed.

This is not a matter for ideologi-
cal purism, it is a matter for practi-
cal and effective action on this vital
matter for the people of Cuba and of
the United States.
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Dirty fashion

How H&M, Zara and Marks & Spencer
are huying viscose from highly polluting factories in Asia

Natasha Hurley

Some of the world’s biggest fash-
ion brands are using a fibre whose
production can be highly danger-
ous and polluting, new research
shows.

Dirty Fashion, a report published
last month by the Changing Markets
Foundation reveals that fashion
brands including H&M, Zara and
Marks & Spencer, are buying viscose
from highly polluting factories in
Asia to use in their clothes. Although
viscose (also known as Rayon) is
often touted as an “eco-fibre” or a
green choice for consumers, its pro-
duction uses a cocktail of dangerous
chemicals that can harm people and
ecosystems if they are released into
the environment.

It is generally made from wood
pulp and other plant-based cellulose.

The investigation by Changing
Markets uncovered evidence that fac-
tories are doing just that: dumping
untreated wastewater in local lakes
and waterways, which is having a
devastating impact on local commu-
nities. Villagers have stopped drink-
ing contaminated groundwater and in
some cases they can no longer swim
or fish in local rivers and lakes. This
was a common theme in all countries
visited for the investigation, which
included plants run by textile giants
such as Sateri and Tangshan Sanyou
in China; India’s Aditya Birla Group;
and Austria’s Lenzing (in Indonesia).

The Changing Markets investi-
gation in China focused on factories
in the eastern provinces of Hebei,
Jianxi and Shandong. The investiga-
tion team found air and water pol-
lution, evidence of worker fatalities
in the factories, and stories of severe
health impacts on residents living in
the vicinity of the plants. Downwind
of one plant, hydrogen sulphide
levels were found to be 12 times over
the national limit in China, causing
an intense rotten egg-like smell in
nearby towns. China produces more
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than 65 percent of the global viscose
supply. Major brands, such as H&M,
Zara, Tesco and M&S were found to
be buying from some of the factories
investigated.

At a site in Madhya Pradesh,
India, villagers reported devastating
impacts on health, including cases of
cancer and birth deformities suspect-
ed to be caused by industrial pollu-
tion in their water supply. Soy bean
farmer Kallu Singh’s three children
were all born healthy, but began to
show signs of mental and physi-
cal deterioration between the ages
of 10 and 12. Singh and his family
live in the central Indian region of
Madhya Pradesh, on the banks of
the Chambal River. They are located
downstream from one of the world’s
largest producers of viscose, Grasim
Industries, owned by multinational
conglomerate Aditya Birla Group,
which is selling its viscose to H&M,
Inditex, Asos, Next, United Colours
of Benetton, Burton, Docker’s and
Levi’s — to name just a few.

Other villagers reported seeing
dark black water with streaks of red
and an intense smell of rotting rad-
ishes coming from the Grasim plant,
indicating the presence of carbon
disulphide, an endocrine-disrupting
chemical linked to neurological dis-
orders including Parkinson’s, coro-
nary heart disease and chronic skin
conditions. Industrial waste from the
Grasim site in Nagda was also identi-
fied as the main source of pollution in
the Chambal River, a tributary of the
Ganges, by the National Mission to
Clean Ganga (Ganges). Without tack-
ling pollution in the Ganges’ tributar-
ies, cleaning up this great river will
be an impossible task.

The viscose industry is also pol-
luting rivers in Indonesia. Two of
Indonesia’s largest viscose factories
are located in West Java, on the banks
of the Citarum River, which has been
called the most polluted river in the
world. Villagers were found wash-
ing intermediary viscose products in
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Citarum River in Indonesia has been called the most polluted river in the world.

the river on behalf of manufactur-
ers, directly exposing themselves to
toxic chemicals contained in the fibre
and adding to the waterway’s already
considerable pollution load. These
two factories are selling to a range
of brands, including H&M, Eileen
Fisher and M&S.

These are unsavoury findings,
but, as the report highlights, an alter-
native is possible. Viscose is not
an inherently unsustainable fibre.
Technology already exists to enable
factories to produce viscose with a
reduced amount of toxic chemicals,
and in a “closed loop” system which
captures and recycles chemicals
used, eliminating deadly pollution.

Major fashion brands can and
should use their considerable influ-
ence to work with producers to
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achieve this. The fashion industry’s
supply chain is notoriously complex,
but less so when it comes to the pro-
duction of viscose: just 11 compa-
nies control 75 percent of the global
market, which means that there is a
clear opportunity for rapid and trans-
formational change across the sector.

Many brands, including H&M,
Inditex, ASOS and Stella McCartney
are already engaging with these
viscose producers on their wood
pulp sourcing policies through the
CanopyStyle initiative, spearheaded
by Canadian NGO Canopy. The ini-
tiative seeks to put a stop to deforest-
ation linked with viscose production.

This dialogue can be expanded to
include water pollution and chemi-
cal use in viscose manufacturing.
Innovative approaches to viscose

production using fewer chemicals in
a closed loop manufacturing system
should be taken to scale and rolled
out industry-wide; big brands can
play a key role in this process by
wielding their enormous power to
create lasting change.

Changing Markets is calling on
retailers and brands to implement a
strict zero-pollution policy within
their viscose supply chain, with reg-
ular auditing of suppliers to ensure
they comply with high production
standards.

With demand projected to almost
double by 2030 and viscose being
touted as the “fibre of the future”,
there is a clear need for viscose to
become as green as it is advertised
as being.
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