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The dishonestly named Ensuring Integrity
Bill to amend the Fair Work (Registered
Organisations) Act 2009 is the most vicious
attack on trade union and workers’ rights
ever put before Parliament. It is not an
exaggeration to describe this bill as fascistic.
Its aim is to put the trade union movement
out of action by targeting its leadership,
leaving workers defenceless and strengthen
the hand of employers to accelerate the
present roll-back of wages and conditions.
It is both political and economic in its aims
and objectives.

Trade unions are already up against a raft
of anti-union laws where breaches can result in
fines and damages of hundreds of thousands or
even millions of dollars and industrial action is
in effect illegal.

Their hands are tied as they attempt to fight
wage theft and the attacks on their working
conditions. In some instances employers are
stripping wages by as much as 40 or 50 percent
as they use the Fair Work Commission (FWC)
to terminate enterprise agreements, send work-
ers back to the Award, cut penalty rates and
resort to casualisation.

Every dollar less in wages and every short-
cut in safety mean a dollar more in profits and a
dollar less for workers to pay their bills.

The Minister for the Defence Industry,
Christopher Pyne, declared war on the trade
union movement in his Second Reading
Speech: “The Royal Commission into Trade
Union Governance and Corruption identified
countless examples of officials breaching their
duties, engaging in blackmail, extortion, coer-
cion and secondary boycott conduct, abus-
ing their rights of entry, acting in contempt of
court or failing to stop their organisations from
repeatedly breaking the law.” (16-08-2017)

Brushing aside the hype, the alleged
“crimes” that Pyne lists amount to unions
attempting to negotiate with employers, pro-
tecting their members’ wages and conditions,
attempting to meet with their members, recruit-
ment of new members and ensuring the safety
of workplaces.

Unions in the building and construction
sector, in particular, face a savage regime as
they are constantly hounded by an all-powerful
industry police force — the Australian Building
and Construction Commission (ABCC).

The Ensuring Integrity Bill is far more seri-
ous and dangerous for workers and their unions
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than any previous legislation, its provisions are
far more draconian than those in the legislation
governing the ABCC.

Employment Minister Senator Michaelia
Cash claims the bill is in response to “commu-
nity concern” and the recommendations of the
Heydon Royal Commission. The “community
concern” is pure fiction. As for Heydon’s rec-
ommendations, the bill goes much further in
attacking trade unions than Heydon dared to!

Disqualification
from office

The bill empowers the Federal Court to dis-
qualify a person from holding office in a trade
union or part of the union for a period “it con-
siders appropriate.” It could do so on any one
of a number of specified grounds.

These grounds include civil or criminal
findings against a person in relation to the Fair
Work Act, the Registered Organisations Act
(FWA), the Building and Construction legis-
lation, Competition and Consumer Act (sec-
ondary boycott provisions outlawing pickets),
OHS Acts and sections of the Criminal Code.
These laws are referred to as “designated laws”
in the bill.

““Affront to democracy”’

Suggesting members take industrial action
that is not “protected” action under the FWA
would be a civil breach of the Act. Such action
might, for example, be against an employer
who is underpaying workers or not making
superannuation and workers’ compensation
payments.

Or it could be the union telling members
to go home following a serious workplace
accident or fatality or taking some form of
action following the discovery of asbes-
tos on site. (“Protected” action is limited to
bargaining periods around a new enterprise
agreement and following a lengthy process
including a ballot.)

Outlawing
union activity

Breaches, or alleged breaches, of the Act
might relate to a right of entry incident follow-
ing a death on a site where the union official
does not give the statutory notice.

They are a result of repressive legislation
that outlaws legitimate trade union activity, not
any wrongdoing by a union official.

Continued on page 3
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Church and state can never mate

Attempts to explicitly recognise God and represent “divine
providence” as the “ultimate source of law” in the Australian
Constitution when it was being drafted at the end of the 19th
century were unsuccessful. Instead Section 116 of the federal
Constitution provides for a separation of the state and religion.
However, the struggle for religious influence is still alive and well
today. The question of the separation of state and church is the
elephant in the room in the struggle for marriage equality. In
fact, the current debate has been turned on its head by religious
fundamentalists in the “No” campaign who claim that marriage
equality would deny religious freedom.

In keeping with his Christian beliefs, the government of John
Howard changed the Marriage Act in 2004 to specifically refer to
marriage as “the union of a man and a woman.” As a result the
law must be changed before marriage equality can be introduced.

Labor Senator Penny Wong hit the nail on the head when she
said: “The problem in all of this, of course, is the application of
religious belief to the framing of law in a secular society.” She
continued, “Religious attitudes to marriage continue to impact on
much of the political debate that has delayed the recognition of
the marriage equality rights of the gay and lesbian community.”

Marriage is not the only area where religious belief has been
incorporated in the framing of the law or denied people their
rights.

The Royal Commission into Institutional Response to Child
Sexual Abuse revealed the practice by churches of covering up
by the clergy of sexual abuse of children, acting on a belief that
the church is above the law of the land on moral questions.

The Howard government’s National School Chaplaincy
Program (NSCP) provided evangelists from groups such as
the Access Ministries, access to children in public schools.
As to their objectives, these were spelt out by head of Access
Ministries Evonne Paddison: “In Australia, we have a God-given
open door to children and young people. Our Federal and State
Governments allow us to take the Christian faith into schools,”
she said. “We need to go and make disciples.”

At one stage Access Ministries taught 130,100 Victorian school
children in 940 schools. From time to time criticisms have been
raised about their curriculum, such as the singing of unscientific
creationist songs and teaching that homosexuality, masturbation
and sex before marriage are sinful.

The state provides assistance to church organisations by such
means as tax exemptions; by handing them highly profitable con-
tracts when privatising services; or through state aid to church
schools — the latter being another highly controversial measure
which was unsuccessfully challenged in the courts. The Lord’s
Prayer is still read at the beginning of parliamentary sessions.

The church has played an important role in the oppression
of women. In Queensland and NSW abortion can result in a
criminal record. Wage inequality has its origins in the church’s
teachings that women are chattels belonging to their husband and
that the male is the bread-winner. Hence historically they were
not seen as requiring a decent wage. The propagation of such
values suited capitalism as it provided a cheap labour force that
could be drawn on more extensively when required. After all, a
full wage would enable a woman to gain economic independence
and be in a better position to assert her independence and also
to be able to leave an abusive relationship.

Many of the church’s powers have been eroded, some in
small ways, but non-the-less significant. Women no longer earn
54 percent of the male wage as determined in the Harvester
Decision in 1907. It is possible now to make an affirmation in
court instead of swearing on a bible or other religious volume.
Birth certificates no longer carry the term “illegitimate” when
a baby is born out of wedlock. The “sin” of sex outside wedlock
is largely dated, but not completely, as a concept.

The fact that Australia is one of the few western countries
where the LGTBI community is denied marriage equality speaks
volumes for the grip of socially conservative religious forces on
Parliament and some sections, albeit diminishing, on society.
This situation is not confined to marriage equality. Marriage
equality is not an issue for the churches to decide, it is one for
Parliament about a human right called equality before the law.
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Dear Prime Minister and
Shadow Prime Minister

The Hon. Malcolm Turnbull MP and
the Hon Bill Shorten MP,

Prime Minister of Australia and
Shadow Prime Minister

Parliament House Canberra ACT 2600

The Independent and Peaceful Australia Network
(IPAN) is concerned that the escalating tensions on
the Korean Peninsula could result in war, possibly
nuclear war, resulting in the deaths of tens of thou-
sands of people, if not millions.

If a shooting war were to start, either by, for exam-
ple, North Korea shooting down a US plane, or perhaps
the US or Japan shooting down a North Korean missile,
this could escalate to a full-blown land and air war and
possibly then a nuclear exchange. We would expect that
you are considering all the possible scenarios, including
a nuclear winter resulting from a nuclear war, leading to
death and starvation for possibly billions. Any nuclear
exchange could not be contained.

As has been said by many countries, there is no mili-
tary solution to this crisis and the brinkmanship between
the US and North Korea must be stopped. A way must
be found for these leaders to step back and for the situa-
tion to be de-escalated and a catastrophic miscalculation
to be avoided.

The most rational way for this to happen is for allies
on both sides, that is China and Australia, to put visi-
ble pressure on North Korea and the US to return to the

negotiating table and freeze military action on both sides.
While there has been considerable pressure on North
Korea through sanctions, there has been little pressure
put on the US to cease its provocative military exercises
and other actions such as the erection of the THAAD mis-
sile detection systems in South Korea and the recent US
flights along the North Korean coast.

A bipartisan approach to such a de-escalation plan
would be seen to be a very positive stance by Australia,
both domestically and internationally. We cannot be seen
to be partisan when diplomacy is not in the skill set of
either the US President or North Korea. International
communication by Tweet is infantile and unbelievably
dangerous.

Australia (and China) must take a stance for a face-
saving retreat by both sides and a reduction in tension on
the Korean Peninsula — to continue in the current vein is
playing with thousands, or conceivably, billions of lives.
It is not working to just put pressure on one side — North
Korea. The threat of war is extreme.

We urge you to work together to restrain the US and
bring sense back to this critically dangerous situation.

Yours sincerely

Annette Brownlie, Chair
The Independent and Peaceful Australia Network
cc — Foreign Minister Julie Bishop, Defence Minister
Senator Marise Payne and Shocﬁaw Foreign Minister,
Senator Penny Wong, and Shadow Defence Minister,
the Hon Richard Marles.

Statement

PRESS FUND

Last week the world sighed with relief as US Secretary of State Rex
Tillerson discussed reaching a diplomatic solution to the extremely
dangerous confrontation between the US and the DPRK (North
Korea). But President Trump immediately ignited the fire, telling
Tillerson not to waste his time talking to DPRK President Kim
Jong Un. How long will it be before Tillerson quits in disgust?
How long must the world hover on the brink of nuclear catastrophe
because of the actions of a crass, ignorant bully, the President of
the US? Watch this space! But in the meantime please send us a
Press Fund contribution for the next issue if you possibly can; we
really need your support! Many thanks to this week’s contributors:

C Greer $50, J Kiek $20, MM $10, “Rough Red” $5,
“Round Figure” $10, E Seymour $25, Gianni Dittura $5

This week’s total: $125 Progressive total: $5,275

A ninth person died in our off-
shore detention camps on October
1.

Police have confirmed that a man
died overnight on Manus Island,
reportedly by suicide, and after being
in desperate need of medical help for
a long time.

The US deal has freed 54 people
so far, while 2,000 people remain
unsafe and in life-threatening
conditions.

People cannot stay on Manus and
Nauru another day. We are risking
more lives lost with every day that
passes.

The Asylum Seeker Research
Centre (ASRC) calls on the Turnbull

government and the Opposition to
evacuate the camps now and bring
everyone to safety.

ASRC Detention Advocacy
Manager, Natasha Blucher said,
“People cannot stay a single day
longer on Manus Island or Nauru.
Today we have yet another griev-
ing family, another young man lost
forever.

“After four long years of torture,
conditions remain inadequate for the
basic safety of men, women and chil-
dren, as clearly demonstrated by this
ninth person to perish offshore, on
our watch.

“I speak regularly with people
on Nauru and Manus Island. With

every day that passes, I dread anoth-
er death. People are not safe.

“The offshore camps are in crisis.
The public needs to understand this
basic truth, and our leaders must
stop denying it, because people are
dying.” Natasha said.

CEO Kon Karapanagiotidis was
devastated at the news: “We demand
that all those in offshore camps are
evacuated to Australia immediately.

“The government may wish to
pursue arrangements with the US or
other countries, but people cannot
wait there for protection outcomes
and must be brought here to safety in
the meantime.” &
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK

It is not the consciousness of men that determines their being, but,
on the contrary, their social being that determines their consciousness.

J)

Karl Marx, Capital

Commemoration of the 50th Anniversary
of the Death of

Che
Guevara

Sunday 1pm
October 8

Terrigal

Lunch $20  Drinks for sale
You are welcome fo come early and

Specific address provided on purchase of ficket.

meet with the Cuban Ambassador from 11 am

More info — Donna 0418 477 610

Organised by the Sydney District Committee of the CPA
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““Affront to democracy”

Continued from page 1

Disqualification can also occur as
a result of contempt of court while
performing functions in relation to
the union or to wider criminal con-
victions. For example, if union mem-
bers ignore a court order to cease
industrial action, then the union offi-
cial could be deemed responsible and
disqualified from office.

Taking part in a picket to block
deliveries, allegations that the union
official shouted at a boss, and a host
of legitimate actions deemed illegal
could result in disqualification from
office.

Then there is a catch-all, “not
a fit and proper person” clause that
can be used to disqualify a union
official. This test includes situations
where a right of entry permit has
been revoked or suspended, or in the
case of certain criminal or civil find-
ings and “any other matter the Court
considers relevant.”

The onus of proof'is on the union
official to satisfy the Court that the
order is not justified. Heydon in his
report placed the onus of proof on the
applicant seeking disqualification,
not the union official.

It would be a criminal offence
for a person when disqualified from
office to act in any manner that
would significantly influence the
organisation or to continue to hold
office. The penalty is $210,000 (100
penalty units) or two years impris-
onment, or both. This is double
the equivalent provision in the
Corporations Act.

In the case of breaches of the law
by the union, two findings of failure
by a trade union officer to take rea-
sonable steps to prevent such court
findings being made can also result
in disqualification from office.

While these provisions only
apply to findings and conduct after
the Act comes into force, “past
behaviour” can be taken into consid-
eration when deciding if the order is
justified.

A disqualification application
can be brought by the Registered
Organisations Commissioner, the
ABCC, the Minister or a “person
with sufficient interest”. This person
could be an employer, a candidate
defeated in union elections, etc. It
provides for employer and govern-
ment intervention in deciding who
can hold office, running roughshod
over members’ rights.

Deregistration

The Federal Court must cancel
the registration of a union on any of
the following grounds:

» Corrupt conduct of officers

+ Two findings against the union for
disqualification of officers

* Multiple findings against a
substantial number of members
of the organisation or a part of its
membership

* Non-compliance with orders
or injunctions or “obstructive”
unprotected” industrial action.

The only exception is where the
union can satisfy the Court that it
would be unjust having regard to the
“best interests” of members. Once
again the onus of proof is reversed.

Administrator

Unions or their divisions or
branches could be placed into admin-
istration or deregistered if “they
have become dysfunctional or are no
longer serving the interests of their
members.”

The grounds are all-embracing.
They include multiple contraventions
of a range of laws.

This might occur when one or
more officers have engaged in finan-
cial misconduct, the union is being
conducted in a manner “contrary to
the interests of the members or part
thereof”.

Under the Corporations Act a
whole company is not placed in
administration because one or sev-
eral of its senior staff have ripped
off the company or its clients. The
scandal-ridden big banks have not
been placed into administration but
a union would be.

Registered Organisations
Commissioner, the Minister, an
employer, a member or a “person
with sufficient interest” may apply
to the Federal Court for the union
to be deregistered or placed into
administration.

Prevention of
amalgamations

The Fair Work Commission
would have the power to determine
whether union amalgamations could
go ahead. At present the criteria for
amalgamation are based on a demo-
cratic ballot of members, often car-
ried out by the Australian Electoral
Commission.

From the archives

The Guardian, October 2000
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Drawing on the recommenda-
tions of the Heydon Commission,
the FWC would be required to apply
a new “public interest test” before
approving an amalgamation.

This takes into account such
matters as the unions’ history of
non-compliance with workplace
laws including “unprotected”
industrial action, breaches of court
orders and breaches of right of entry
provisions.

The Federal Court’s view of the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union’s (CFMEU’s) history
is not in doubt. Justice Flick recently
imposed record fines of $2.4 million
on the CFMEU and nine of its offi-
cials. In his decision he described the
CFMEU as a “recidivist offender.”
(See Guardian, “Editorial”, #1795,
20-09-2017)

“The CFMEU has long demon-
strated by its conduct that it pays but
little regard to compliance with the
law and indeed has repeatedly sought
to place itself above the law,” Flick
said.

The FWC must also consid-
er the likely impact on employers
in the industry or industries con-
cerned and any other matter it sees
as relevant.

In addition, it would not be pos-
sible for an amalgamation to go
ahead if any of the unions involved
have any unresolved proceedings
under “designated laws” referred to
above. This goes much further than
Heydon’s Royal Commission.

According to its website the
ABCC has many cases which are not
finalised, some dating back as far as
2014.

The government has not held
back with its portrayal of trade union-
ists as thugs, criminals, corrupt and
lawless. It is determined to prevent
the amalgamation of the CFMEU,
Maritime Union of Australia (MUA)
and Textile, Clothing and Footwear
Union of Australia (TCFUA) going
ahead.

Change the rules!

PM Malcolm Turnbull has made
it clear that the immediate target
of the amalgamation provisions of
the bill are the CFMEU and MUA
referring to them as having shown
“a long-term disregard for the law;
they’ve been essentially lawless.”

The section on amalgama-
tions has the immediate purpose of

Celebrate in Perth
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preventing the proposed CFMEU/
MUA/TCFUA but would give the
Fair Work Commission the power to
prevent other mergers in the future.

The intent of the bill is to dis-
qualify union officials from holding
office for doing their job. It could
be used to clean out the organisers
and leaderships of unions who are
fighting a massive employer offen-
sive to smash workers’ wages and
conditions.

Already, unions are extremely
limited in what they can do legally.
The Fair Work Act needs jettison-
ing and replacing by legislation that
ensures workers’ rights, not employ-
ers’ rights.

Only authoritarian governments
interfere with who can lead a union
and how it can operate, despite the
democratic wishes of the mem-
bers. “This is an attack on our civil
and democratic rights. We just need
to remember Hitler first outlawed
unions and carried on with the rest

CEATENARY 1917-201

Saturday 4 November 3pm - 6pm
Perth Trades Hall - 82 Beuufort St Perth

[ SR
Speakers:

UNION HEPRESENTATIVE WILL TELL YOU ABOUT IT

of the world,” CPA president Vinnie
Molina told the Guardian.

ACTU secretary Sally McManus
rightly described the bill as an
“Orwellian affront to democracy”.

The ACTU has launched a
national Change the Rules Campaign
to defeat the government’s anti-union
laws and remove existing anti-union
legislations such as the ABCC. The
Guardian calls on all readers to sup-
port the campaign, a great deal is at
stake.

The bill is presently under review
by a Senate Committee, which is due
to report by October 9. That leaves
very little time to lobby and convince
the cross-benchers that it should be
defeated and inform the wider com-
munity of its dangers.

The government may well try
to rush it through, uncertain of its
numbers in the coming period in
the Lower House, and to try to pre-
empt the CFMEU/MUA/TCFUA
amalgamation. &

urgent aid needed

CUBA

devastated by

Hurricane Irma

Hazel Butorac Doughter of Communist & Trade Union Leader Paddy Troy
Charlie Fox UWA Historion

Holly Dawson Polifical Activist

Discussion and Documentary October 1917
Free entry — nibbles & drinks provided, raffle & more!

For more information 0419 8§12 872

Orgonised ond Chaired by the CPA
Supported by The Austrolion Society for the Study of Labour Histary (Perth Branch) and the CFMEU WA

All donations greatly appreciated
Direct Deposit at Beyond Bank

Account Name: Australlan-Cuba Friendship Soclety

BSB: 805 022 Account No: 022 102 78
Australia Cuba Friendship Society SA
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Honour and learn from
the Great Russian October Socialist Revolution!

The Communist Party of Australia
and the Communist Party of
Australia (Marxist-Leninist), the
names of which enshrine the objec-
tive of the revolutionary working
class, jointly honour the Great
October Socialist Revolution of
1917 in this, its centenary year.

While acknowledging differenc-
es in some aspects of ideology, poli-
tics and organisation, we are united
in professing the significance of what
was undoubtedly the greatest politi-
cal event for the revolutionary work-
ing class movement of the Twentieth
Century.

The October socialist revolu-
tion was the first successful coming
to power of the working class, but
not the first attempt to do so. The
Parisian workers established the
Commune in 1871 but were eventu-
ally defeated and slaughtered by the
French bourgeoisie.

Marx and Engels, the pioneer
analysts of the economic laws of
motion of capitalist economy, drew
important lessons from the failure
of the Paris Commune. One of these
was that it had proved impossible to
maintain a working class state power
through reliance on the old machin-
ery of government, including its
political, judicial and coercive (army,
police, gaols) institutions.

Lenin and his Bolshevik com-
rades utilised the economic and polit-
ical theories of Marxism, and further
developed theories on the role of a
required vanguard party, on meth-
ods of revolutionary struggle, on
new political, judicial and coercive
institutions, and on the fight against
the watering down of Marxism by
opportunists and revisionists, to the
point where it was appropriate to
refer to the whole of these teachings
as Marxism-Leninism.

@

INDEPENDANT AND PEACEFUL
AUSTRALIA NETWORK (IPAN)
and JUST PEACE QUEENSLAND INC.

The Great October Socialist
Revolution inspired workers and
other exploited people around the
world. It lit a spark which inspired
peoples’ movements for libera-
tion across the world, including in
Australia. Empowered by the rev-
olution and the Communist Party,
Soviet workers enjoyed expanded
educational opportunities, free basic
health care, improved housing, a rich
cultural life, and women were sup-
ported to enter the workforce on the
basis of equal pay for equal work.
All this in a society untouched by the
ravages of the Great Depression, a
society in which unemployment was
abolished. Inevitably, given the rising
strength of US imperialism in partic-
ular, and the massive losses suffered
by the Soviet Union and its people
in World War Two which broke the
back of fascism in Europe, there were
both gains and losses.

The Revolution led to the foun-
dation of the Communist Party of
Australia in 1920, from which both
the current CPA and CPA (M-L)
derive, and lifted the spirits of work-
ers engaged in many trade union and
other struggles. Historic gains were
made by these struggles that featured
Communist leadership and the influ-
ence of its revolutionary ideology.

Poll after poll and public out-
pourings in recent years testify to a
genuine support and longing by the
Russian people for the conditions of
the socialist era in the Soviet Union.

While this sentiment has yet to
develop into a qualitatively differ-
ent phenomenon — conscious mass
revolutionary struggle for a refreshed
attempt at building socialism — our
two Parties are confident that the
peoples of the former socialist Soviet
Union will sooner or later embark on
that path.

eace

NEGOTIATE DON'T ESCALATE

Take a stand against nuclear war and aggression

Brisbane Rally for Peace,

King George Square

Saturday, October 7t 11:30am 2017

Come with your friends, colleagues, fellow union members, people of faith and MPs, to demaonstrate
the desires of all people around the world for peace.

We have all seen the tragic impact of 16 years of endless war in the Middle East, and now the
aggressive posturing and threat of nuclear catastrophe in Korea. Let us call on the Australian
Government to call for negotiations rather than threats against the people of North Korea.

< F
Anti-Iraq war

Speakers:

protestin Brishane. Feb
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ruary 16th 2003. Photo by Jim Shields

Paul Petersen (Maritime Union of Australia),

Dr Daniele Viliunas {(Medical Association for the Prevention of War)
Ms Robin Taubenfeld (Friends of the Earth Australia)

Ali Kadri (Islamic Council of Queensland)

Music: Brisbane Combined Unions Choir
Bring hats, bring water!

Australia

Our two Parties absolutely
reject the defeatist view that, with
the ending of the first Soviet Union,
socialism has failed.

The main class contradictions
and class struggle between labour
and capital, revealed by Marx and
Engels, and further enriched by
Lenin, have not disappeared, but are
sharper than ever.

Class struggle has intensified
around the world. The resolution of
the antagonistic contradiction within
the capitalist relations of produc-
tion, between social production and
private appropriation, can only be
resolved through the revolutionary
working class and its allies, led by
a genuine Communist Party of the
working class, replacing the capi-
talist means of production and its
state apparatus, and building a new
socialist society that serves the needs
and interests of the people and the
environment.

The revolutionary change
towards socialism and communism
proceeds unevenly, there are both
advances and temporary set-backs,
but the principal trend is towards
communism. This is the dialectical
principle and practise of Marxism-
Leninism. The Australian revolution-
ary movement can learn a great deal,
both from the giant achievements,
and some retreats, in the prosecution
of revolutionary change.

The revolutionary communists in
Australia pay tribute to and honour
the legacy of the Great October
Socialist Revolution by learning
the lessons from the work of the
Bolshevik Communist Party and the
revolutionary masses in the years
leading up to the revolution, and later
in building socialism.

The greatest tribute we can
pay to the Great October Socialist
Revolution of 1917 is to absorb the
lessons from its experiences and
struggles and apply them to build-
ing a revolutionary mass movement
and revolutionary communist party
in Australian conditions.

In 2017 in Australia we are wit-
nessing aggressive and increasing-
ly draconian attacks on Australian
workers through anti-trade union
legislation, the rise of racist and

dA MAF. EARHCTEO.
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Marxism-Leninism for peace, unity, social progress!

arguably neo-fascist movements like
the Hanson and Bernadi Parties, a
lowering of ordinary living stand-
ards through low or non-existent
wage growth, unemployment, under-
employment and casualisation, and
a housing crisis driven mainly by
speculation and tax laws that favour
the rich.

There is no doubt that these fac-
tors will become more acute in the
future.

Our two Parties have absolute
confidence that the Australian people
will ultimately heed and learn from
the example and lessons of the Great
October Socialist Revolution of 1917
and build socialism in our country.

Glory to the Great October
Socialist Revolution!

Workers of the world, unite! &

Wage cut bottom-line

According to the National Tertiary
Education Union (NTEU),
Education Minister Senator
Simon Birmingham is becoming
increasingly desperate in trying
to get support for his unpopular
higher education reform package.
Vice-chancellors, staff and stu-
dents are all campaigning against
the package and clearly there is
not enough support in the Senate
to pass the legislative changes.

At last month’s Higher
Education Summit, the Minister
advised universities that the oppor-
tunity offered by the Fair Work
Commission’s decision to terminate
the Murdoch University Enterprise
Bargaining Agreement, “should be
seized, and hopefully can be repli-
cated elsewhere” in the sector.

“Over the last couple of months,
the Minister has floundered around

trying to justify his policies, which
make students pay more while uni-
versity funding is cut,” said NTEU
national president Jeannie Rea.

“At various times the Minister
has claimed that universities have
been the recipients of ‘rivers of
gold’ and are ‘resting on their lau-
rels with easy taxpayer funding’,
resulting in excessive operating
surpluses. All of this has been with-
out any regard to how universities
would fund future investment. Is the
Minister encouraging universities to
borrow more money, and if so, is he
just transferring the debt from the
Commonwealth’s balance sheet to
that of universities?”

Rea noted that now we are
seeing the Minister encouraging
universities to terminate their enter-
prise bargaining agreements, which
could not only result in substantial

cuts to staff pay and conditions,

but also remove important provi-
sions that promote collegiality, con-
sultation and stability, and provide
protections including for staff to
exercise academic freedom.

Birmingham’s attack on univer-
sity staff collective agreements has
strong echoes of the ideologically
driven Higher Education Workplace
Relations Reforms (HEWRRs)
imposed by the Howard government
in 2008 during the WorkChoices
era.

“The bottom line is that
Coalition government policy is to
reduce public investment in higher
education, while expecting univer-
sity staff to do more with less. Now
he is going a step further and advo-
cating cutting wages and conditions,
as that is the purpose of terminating
agreements,” concluded Rea. @&
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The Maritime Union of Australia Victorian Branch hosted this year's
IPAN (Independent and Peaceful Australia Network) conference
and assistant national secretary Warren Smith was a guest speaker.

The following is his contribution.

There is a view that a union’s obli-
gations should be to look solely
after its member’s economic
interests alone. There is no place
for the union in politics some say,
or more negatively, they say “no
politics in the union”.

Ultimately this non-class posi-
tion is rejected by our union. Unions
are fundamentally political organ-
isations. Class organisations. To
remove unions, the largest work-
ing class organisations in Australia,
from politics is to remove the work-
ing class from politics and cede the
struggle to the employers. Further,
as class organisations unions must
be engaged in the class struggle as it
presents itself in the workplace and
in society.

Peace is a class struggle. Hence
we are here — we are here to stay in
this area of work and we recognise
that those forces of capital that drive
the world to war are the same forces
responsible for the ongoing exploi-
tation and attacks on the standard of
living of working class people across
the planet.

The ruling class drive to war
ultimately kills working people, our
homes, our cities, our environment
and potentially kills all of our futures,
especially with the current dark cloud
of nuclear madness that hangs over
us and threatens to murder millions
of people.

War has always killed workers
and the slaughter of 1 in 8 Australian
seafarers while at work during the
Second World War is a frightening
portrayal of the burden that workers
and their families carry during war.

That’s why peace is union busi-
ness. It will always be union business
and in fact it needs to be the business
of everyone as the current nature of

corporate plunder through war must
end as an unsustainable nightmare
that threatens the existence of life on
the planet.

The importance of this IPAN
conference is seen through its breadth
but its urgent task is to involve the
broadest and widest masses of the
community in the struggle against
imperialist war and aggression. This
is a big and urgent task. The MUA
pledges to do its part as part of the
organised labour movement in the
building of a movement that can
shake the foundations of this unjust
profit driven system. The unfortunate
reality for us all is that war and capi-
talism are intrinsically linked.

The severity of the current world
situation is borne out of the ever-
increasing domination and control
over the world’s wealth by a tiny
number of people and their corpo-
rate interests. The escalation of the
war threat is completely consistent
with and part of the attacks on organ-
ised labour, on democratic rights, on
our health and education systems
and the privatisation of public assets.
The common denominator is private
profit. Even the nuclear arsenal of
the US is in practice privatised and
in the hands of huge corporations on
cost-plus contracts with behaviours
obscured and filtered through nation-
al security smokescreens.

So, unlimited profit drives a busi-
ness model where killing 20 million
plus people and destroying the envi-
ronment is acceptable and in many
ways required; it is good business.

If people find that unacceptable
they should be part of the movement
for change. It is required and vital
as only people, active and organ-
ised, can make change. Previously
millions of people have marched

South Australia

October Revolution

Come and Celebrate 100 years with us!

MUsicl&dancers

Semaphore Workers’CIL_Jb

93 Esplanade Semaphore
Speakers:

Peter Goers (aBcRadio personality)
Warren Smith (MUA Federal Asst. Secretary)
Martin O’Malley mr secretary cPmeu sA)

Organised by the CPA, CPA-ML and Socialist Alliance
Tickets/further info - Bob 0418 894 366 Michael 0417 803 420

$15/510

 AUSTRALIAN CREWS.A

against wars and nuclear weapons. It
is unlikely their views have changed.
They are just not yet re-organised.
IPAN can become a vehicle to that
end.

Currently the MUA and the
entire trade union movement is at war
and operating under massive politi-
cal and industrial constraints. We
are experiencing a war on workers
driven by industrial laws that breach
basic ILO standards and deprive
Australian workers of fundamen-
tal international rights, particularly
the right to strike and prohibitions
on secondary boycotts. We are con-
fronted with so many struggles on so
many fronts and long standing indus-
trial agreements with over 25 years
bargaining history can now be ter-
minated and wages cut by up to 40
percent at a time of booming profits
and the greatest disparity in wealth in
Australia for around 70 years. Unions
stand in the way of profits: that’s why
we are the enemy.

The peace movement, although
it ultimately strives for a peaceful
world without nuclear weapons, is
confronted with the same dilemma
as the trade unions in that it also
stands in the way of profit too. We
are natural allies in a struggle against
a system that puts the pursuit of
profit before the requirements of the
people. Most in our society are natu-
ral allies.

Australia should be a republic
and, in my view, should be de-cou-
pled from the US military alliance.
Australia should be independent and
stand-alone but we have been drawn
into an aggressive military alliance.
An alliance that has never been used
in our defence but has consistently
drawn Australian troops into wars
of imperialist aggression. Australian
troops have died on the basis of a
lie in both Iraq, Afghanistan and
Vietnam and don’t forget our part in
the Korean war, the basis for today’s
conflict on the Korean Peninsula.

Pyt

Further to that, the US spy bases
make us a considerable threat and
military target. They are littered all
over the country. Our link to US
military operations draws us inevi-
tably into conflicts that are not in our
interests.

The insanely pro-business,
racist, misogynist, US government
of Donald Trump gives us the best
opportunity to step away from an
alliance driven by global corporate
domination pursued through military
means. We have a right and indeed
an obligation to say that’s not the
sort of alliance we want or need if
we are serious about our defence and
security.

On July 7, 2017 an overwhelm-
ing majority of the world’s nations
adopted a landmark global agreement
to ban nuclear weapons, known offi-
cially as the Treaty on the Prohibition
of Nuclear Weapons. Subservient to
the US as always, the Australian gov-
ernment boycotted the negotiations
and refuses to sign the treaty.

This flagrantly disregards com-
munity opinion. A Nielsen poll in
April 2014 showed that 84 percent
of Australians want the government
to join international efforts to ban
nuclear weapons. Australia’s boycott
will have grave implications. It calls
into question our commitment to the
UN but also to the 1968 nuclear non-
proliferation treaty, and makes advo-
cacy in other areas less credible.

Who will believe government
claims to want peace and security if
Australia actively undermines this
historic effort to strengthen interna-
tional law and give effect to the dis-
armament obligation written into the
non-proliferation treaty.

Australia lends bases, ports and
infrastructure for the United States
nuclear war fighting apparatus. In
particular, Australia’s integration
with US missile defence programs
makes us complicit in what is argu-
ably the most destabilising of US
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ambitions: the acquisition of a first-
strike capacity.

A movement for peace is and
must also be a movement for jus-
tice. Our union’s history is a histo-
ry of struggle. We strive always to
improve the wages and conditions
of members but take that further and
realise our role in the struggle for
education, health, public housing and
better community services is vital
and that these things affect each and
every worker. We stand in solidarity
with our Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander peoples in their pursuit of a
treaty, justice and land rights.

We stand in solidarity with work-
ers the world over, recognising the
global might of our opponents. The
struggle for peace is no different.
We must build our movement here
and link that to an international push
against the drive to war.

Australia’s defence budget is
set to increase by approximately 6
percent in real terms in fiscal year
2017-18, rising to $34.7 billion. By
2025-26 it will be $58.7 billion.

That’s over $16 million a day.
Peace brings a social dividend.
Increases in military spending are
due to interoperability issues and the
consequential requirement to pur-
chase expensive military hardware
so Australian equipment can co-exist
with the US.

These funds should be legiti-
mately directed to public housing,
while thousands live on the streets.
We could build schools and hospi-
tals and not have the ever-intensify-
ing threat of cuts to Medicare. Peace
creates many more jobs with a posi-
tive social, human and environmen-
tal dividend. Peace and a focus on
defence comes much cheaper than
budgeting for military aggression.

The peace movement embod-
ies the sort of world we all want to
live in and that’s why peace is union
business. @
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Spain

Breaking up is hard to do

Conn Hallinan

When the Catalans go to the polls October
1, much more than independence for
Spain’s restive province will be at stake.
In many ways the vote will be a sounding
board for Spain’s future, but it is also a test
of whether the European Union — divided
between north and south, east and west —
can long endure.

In some ways, the referendum on Catalan
independence is a very Spanish affair, with
grievances that run all the way back to
Catalonia’s loss of independence in the War of
the Spanish Succession (1701-1714). But the
Catalans lost more than their political freedom
when the combined French and Spanish army
took Barcelona; they lost much of their lan-
guage and culture, particularly during the long
and brutal dictatorship of Francisco Franco
from 1939 to 1975.

The current independence crisis dates back
to 2010, when, at the urging of the right-wing
Popular Party, the Spanish Constitutional Court
overturned an autonomy agreement that had
been endorsed by the Spanish and Catalan par-
liaments. Since then, the Catalans have elected
a pro-independence government and narrowly
defeated an initiative in 2014 calling for the
creation of a free republic. The October 1 vote
will re-visit that vote.

But the backdrop for the upcoming election
has much of Europe looking attentively, in part
because there are other restive independence
movements in places like Scotland, Belgium,
and Italy, and in part because many of the eco-
nomic policies of the EU will be on the line,
especially austerity, regressive taxation, and
privatisation of public resources as a strategy
for economic recovery.

When the economic meltdown of 2008
struck, there were few countries harder hit
than Spain. At the time, Spain had a healthy
debt burden and a booming economy, but one
mainly based on real estate speculation fed by
German, Austrian, French, British, and US
banks. Real estate prices ballooned 500 percent.
Such balloons are bound to pop, and this one
did in a most spectacular fashion, forcing Spain
to swallow a bailout from the EU’s “troika” —
the International Monetary Fund, the European
Commission, and the European Bank.

Enforced policy

The price of the bailout — the bulk of which
went to pay off the banks whose speculation
had fed the bubble in the first place — was a
troika-enforced policy of massive austerity,
huge tax hikes, and what one commentator
called “sado-monetarism.” The results were
catastrophic. The economy tanked, unemploy-
ment rose to 27 percent — over 50 percent for
youth — and some 400,000 people were forced
to emigrate.

While the austerity bred widespread
misery, it also jump-started the left-wing
Podemos Party, now the third largest in the
Spanish parliament and currently running
neck-and-neck with the social democrats of
the Spanish Socialist Workers’ Party (PSOE).
Podemos-allied mayors control most of Spain’s
largest cities, including Madrid, Valencia, and
Barcelona.

In the 2015 election the ruling Popular
Party lost its majority and currently rules as
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a minority party, allied with the conservative
Catalan Ciudadanos Party and the main Basque
party.

Needless to say, the Popular Party’s control
of Spain is fragile.

Starting in 2014, the Spanish economy
began to grow, unemployment came down,
and Spain seemed on its way back to economic
health. Or at least that is the story the Popular
Party and the EU is peddling.

The economy is the fastest growing in the
EU, averaging around 3 percent a year. Next
year projections are that it will grow 2.5 per-
cent. Unemployment has dropped from 28 per-
cent to just over 17 percent.

But youth unemployment, previously at 50
percent, is still at 37 percent, the second high-
est in Europe, and wages have still not caught
up to where they were before the 2008 crisis.
Spain is adding some 60,000 jobs a year, but
many of them are temporary and without the
same benefits as full time workers.

Temp strategy

This temp worker strategy is continent-
wide. Of the 5.2 million jobs created between
2013 and 2016, some 2.1 million were
temporary.

The “recovery” is partly due to “labour
reforms” that make it easier to lay off workers
and replace full-time workers with “temps.”
The shift has been from full-time workers pro-
tected by labour agreements to insecure temps
with few protections. While that might make
products cheaper and, thus, more attractive, it
impoverishes the work force.

The strategy has become so widespread that
economists have borrowed a term from physics
to describe it: hysteresis. Hysteresis describes a
phenomenon where force permanently distorts
what it is applied to.

“When unemployment is high for a
long period of time, the shape of the labour
market alters,” says Financial Times econo-
mist Claire Jones. “Would-be workers lose
their skills, or find that technology or other
economic forces make them obsolete. When
the recovery comes, they are unable to join
in. Longer-term, or structural levels of unem-
ployment set in and economy’s potential
diminishes.”

In short, hysteresis produces an army of
under- and unemployed workers, whose living
standards decline and who are economically
marginalised. It also creates a vicious cycle
that eventually dampens an economy. If gov-
ernments are not spending — and under the
strictures of the troika that is a given — and
if consumers don’t have money, growth will
eventually come to a halt, or at least become
so anaemic that it will be unable to absorb the
influx of a younger generation.

Racism

Those marginalised communities and sec-
tors of the economy are fertile ground for right-
ists who use xenophobia and racism to whip up
anti-immigrant sentiment, as recent elections in
Europe and the US have demonstrated.

The vote by Britain to withdraw from the
EU was put down to racism, but while anti-
immigrant sentiment did play a role in the
Brexit, that argument is a vast oversimplifica-
tion of what happened. Much of the Brexit vote
was not so much xenophobic as a repudiation

of the major political parties that abandoned
whole sectors of the country.

This particularly included the policies insti-
tuted by former Prime Minister Tony Blair and
the “New Labour Party” that jettisoned its ties
with the trade union movement and bought
into the neoliberal policies of free trade and
globalisation.

However, many of those Brexit voters
turned around a few months later and backed
the Labour Party and Jeremy Corbin’s left
agenda. Given an opportunity to vote for ending
the long reign of austerity, and for free univer-
sity tuition, improved health services, and re-
nationalising transportation, they voted Labour,
xenophobia be damned.

Because the Spanish Popular Party (PP)
claims that the current economic recovery is the
direct result of its austerity and labour policies,
other EU players are paying attention to the
Catalan vote. If the vote goes badly for Catalan
independence — and polls are currently showing
it will be defeated 42 percent to 48 percent — the
PP will claim a victory, not only over Catalan
separatism, but also for the party’s economic
recovery strategy.

The French are certainly paying attention.
Newly-elected President Emmanuel Macron is
preparing a similar program of cutbacks and
labour “reforms” that he intends to ram through
by executive decree, bypassing the French
parliament.

A victory for the PP is also in the inter-
ests of the troika as proof that its recovery for-
mula works, even though the track record of
austerity as a cure has few success stories, and
even those are questionable. For instance, low
energy prices and a weak euro have more to
do with the Spanish recovery than cutbacks in
social services and the evisceration of labour
codes.

The Popular Party should be riding high
these days, but in fact its poll numbers are
declining. It is still the largest party in Spain,
but that translates into only 31 percent of
the voters. Between them, the PSOE and the
Podemos garner just short of 40 percent.

Corruption

Part of the PP’s woes stem from the fact
that many Spaniards recognise there is some-
thing sour about the recent “recovery,” but there
are also the corruption charges levelled at the
PP, charges that have even ensnared Mariano
Rajoy. The prime minister was recently forced
to testify in a bribery and fraud case against
some leading members of his party.

While the Socialists have also been tarred
with the corruption brush, the current case has
riveted the public’s attention because some of it
reads like a script from The Sopranos. The key
defendant is Francisco Correa, who likes to be
called Don Vito, Marlon Brando’s character in
The Godfather. Two of his associates are known
as “The Moustache” and “The Pearl”. Correa
and 10 others have already been sentenced to
prison for fraud and bribery, but Correa is also
on trial for setting up a slush fund. Rajoy testi-
fied in that trial, although so far the prime min-
ister is not accused of any wrongdoing.

A survey by the CIS Institute found that
almost 50 percent of Spanish voters are deeply
concerned with corruption, and that sentiment
is dragging the Popular Party down.

The left and centre-left parties are split on
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The prime minister, Mariano Rajoy, was recently forced to 1

members of his party.

the Catalan question. Both oppose separatism,
but they come at it very differently. Podemos is
urging a “no” vote on October 1, but it supports
the right of the Catalans to have their initiative.
That position, along with Podemos’s progres-
sive political program, has made it the number
one party in Catalonia.

The Socialists have traditionally opposed
Catalan separatism, and even the right of the
Catalans to vote on the issue. But that posi-
tion has softened since a major upheaval in the
party that began last year when the Socialists’
right wing pulled off a coup and drove the par-
ty’s left wing out of power. But the Socialist
right-wingers made a major mistake by voting
to allow Rajoy to form a minority government
and continue the austerity policies. That move
was too much for the party’s rank and file, who
threw out the right this past May and reinstated
the Socialists’ left wing.

The Socialists’ willingness to consid-
er allowing the initiative is partly a matter of
simple math. The party’s opposition to Catalan
independence has resulted in it being virtually
annihilated in the province, and no Socialist
government has ever come to power in Spain
without winning Catalonia.

End of two-party

Whatever happens October 1, Spain is not
going to be the same country it has been since
the restoration of democracy in 1977. The old

A survey by the CIS Institute found that almost
50 percent of Spanish voters are deeply
concerned with corruption, and that sentiment
is dragging the Popular Party down.
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bribery and fraud case against some leading

two-party domination of the government is
over, and there is general recognition that there
has to be some shift on the Catalan question.
Even Rajoy — who has hinted that he might con-
sider using the military to block the October
1 vote, or ruling the province from Madrid —
has offered to give Barcelona the same deal
the Basque province has. That would include
collecting taxes, something Catalans now don’t
have the right to do.

There is no little irony in Rajoy’s offer.
When the Catalans made that same offer in
2012, Rajoy and the Popular Party wouldn’t
even discuss the proposal. It is a measure of
how the issue has evolved that Rajoy is now
making the same offer as the Catalans did a
half decade ago.

Polls — weak reeds to lean on these days —
show the initiative going down to defeat, but the
situation is fluid. Rajoy’s recent proposal and
the softening of the Socialist Party’s position
might convince the majority of Catalans that
some kind of deal can be cut. Young Catalans
favour independence, but older Catalans are
uncomfortable with what will be a leap into
darkness.

On the other hand, if Rajoy comes down
hard it will likely bolster the “no” vote.

The European Union is in a crisis of its
own making. By blocking its members from
pursuing different strategies for confronting
economic trouble and, instead, insisting on
one-size-fits-all strictures, the trade group has
set loose centrifugal forces that now threaten to
tear the organisation apart.

The eastern members of the EU have chart-
ed a course that throttles democracy in the
name of stability. The southern members of
the bloc are struggling to emerge from auster-
ity regimes that have inflicted widespread, pos-
sibly permanent, damage to their economies.
Even members with powerful economies, like
Germany and France, are trying to keep the lid
on the desire of their people for a better stand-
ard of living.

The Catalan vote reflects many of these
crosscurrents, and is likely to be felt far beyond
the borders of Iberia.
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Agents provocateurs

Emile Schepers

The far-right surge arising in the wake of the election of Donald
Trump includes various shades of fascism. This is being abetted
by the president and other major political leaders. It has led to
a many-fronted crisis to which we need to prioritise effective
resistance.

To be effective such resistance must do two things. First, it must
aim to protect the sections of our society which are being targeted by
the right-wing surge. African Americans, other minorities, immigrants,
women, LGBTQ people, the poor, and the natural environment are all
in the crosshairs of the right. Total solidarity of all with all is essential.

Second, effective resistance has to turn the politics of the situation
around so that there is a truly massive, society-wide rejection of fascism
and the right in the country, in the elections, in the legislative field, on
the cultural front, and in every other possible arena. The 2017 and 2018
elections are thus tremendously important.

Right now, there is considerable discussion going on about the best
way to do all these things. Tactics that make us feel good because they
are exhilarating are not necessarily the same as effective tactics. They
can, in fact, be precisely the opposite.

History teaches us is that the ruling class, the state and non-state
institutions it controls, as well as the right have learned the political judo
whereby the left’s actions may be turned around and used to strengthen
the right and weaken the left.

Specifically, we should learn from the history of the agent provoca-
teur, a specialist in manipulating conflict so as to benefit our enemies.
Agents provocateurs are not merely enemy spies within the people’s
movement. The provocateur has an even more sinister mission, which
sometimes has deadly results.

What the provocateur frequently provokes is actions that either dis-
credit the left or the people’s movement in the eyes of large numbers of
people, or which entrap the unwary into acts that will allow police to
pounce, accuse activists of plotting violent or other anti-social acts, and
then lock them up.

Agents provocateurs have been known for well over a century, in
many countries; the breed was especially rife in tsarist Russia in the late
1800s and early 1900s. In the United States, agents provocateurs often
targeted labour union organising efforts. Since the end of the Second
World War and the beginning of the Cold War, there are many accounts
of the FBI, other police bodies, the military, and private right-wing vigi-
lante groups sending agents provocateurs into people’s organisations
with the purpose of dividing, disrupting, and discrediting them and then
laying them open to arrest and prosecution, or worse.

More radical than thou

In the 1960s and 1970s, there was a great outpouring of grassroots
rejection of the policies, domestic and international, of the Cold War.
The Civil Rights Movement, plus the movement against the Vietnam
War, brought millions into the streets protesting courageously against
the many injustices of our society.

The Cold Warriors and the ruling class did not like this, as they saw
their interests threatened. So they developed open and covert strategies
for undermining the new radicalism as well as the “old left” (communists
and socialists). The idea was to make sure that the left did not continue
to win over the support of the mass of the people of the United States to
progressive and ultimately, revolutionary, socialist ideas.

The “new left” tendencies that arose at this time included many posi-
tive features but had some dangerous flaws also.

One flaw was that too often, a fetish was made of the absolute right
of anybody involved in an organisation to express his or her opinion
no matter how divergent from the main goals of the organisation, or
to engage in any activity which was “radical” regardless of whether it
helped or harmed the cause. This extreme liberalism laid many organisa-
tions open to manipulation of some of their weakest elements by agents
provocateurs.

There was also a tendency to compete to see who was most radical.
The competition for revolutionary “cred” was a godsend for agents pro-
vocateurs, who actively encouraged such competition. The lack of con-
nections, especially among campus-based white radicals, to the working
class and its politics exacerbated this trend by eliminating an important
reality check.

Picking off leaders

There also tended to be a cult of leadership within many radical
organisations which put their leaders into a vulnerable position in which
they could be targeted for neutralisation so as to undermine the whole
movement. J Edgar Hoover’s FBI, for instance, put a huge amount of
effort into neutralising leaders.

The agents provocateurs were deployed in such a way as to discredit
the leaders and their organisations, to create splits in the movement, and
in some cases to provoke violence which would lead to physical elimina-
tion of leaders plus a societal repudiation of the movement.

The 1960s campus-based movement against the Vietnam War was a
top target for agents provocateurs. There were several at work, but one,
known as “Tommy the Traveller” was particularly memorable. He, too,
concentrated on enticing impressionable young would-be “revolution-
aries” to commit acts that would divide the movement while landing
them in jail.

Hoover, a crusading anti-communist and paranoid racist, paid par-
ticular attention to disrupting the highly-effective African American peo-
ple’s movement, often employing agents provocateurs to create friction
within and between liberation organisations. This led to several murders.

In 1967, for example, agents provocateurs, especially a certain
William O’Neal, described in a Nation article as “infatuated with weap-
ons,” played a role in the police murder of Illinois Black Panther Party

leaders Fred Hampton and Mark Clark. Hampton had been suspicious of
O’Neal because of his violent talk, but others did not see through him,
with tragic results. O’Neal’s promotion of crackpot violent schemes
should have been a giveaway. When O’Neal set up Hampton and Clark
for a brutal murder by police acting under the orders of Cook County
State’s Attorney Ed Hanrahan, the perpetrators were able to convince
sectors of the public that the Panthers were prone to violence and shot
first, which was untrue.

Another example was the crime of Cerro Maravilla, in Puerto Rico,
on July 25, 1978.

An agent provocateur, Alejandro Gonzalez Malavé, working under-
cover for the Puerto Rican police, enticed two idealistic young support-
ers of independence for Puerto Rico into a reckless act that cost them
their lives. One was Carlos Enrique Soto Arevi, the son of one of Puerto
Rico’s most important literary figures, the novelist Pedro Juan Soto. The
second was a self-taught worker, Arnaldo Dario Rosado. Both were on
fire with indignation at the colonialist treatment that Puerto Rico received
at the hands of the United States (treatment which continues today). They
wanted to demonstrate this indignation in some dramatic way.

Their lack of practical political experience made them easy prey for
Gonzalez Malavé. He persuaded them that a noble act for their homeland
would be to destroy some communications towers on the top of a hill
called “Cerro Maravilla.” This was supposed to express solidarity with
some imprisoned Puerto Rican independence fighters.

The three kidnapped a taxi driver and forced him to drive them up
to Cerro Maravilla. But when they arrived, they found they had been
led into a police ambush. As the armed police approached, Gonzalez
Malavé identified himself as an agent, but Soto and Rosado were killed,
and the “official” story was put out that they had been shot in a firefight
with the cops.

The right-wing, pro-statehood governor at the time, Carlos Romero
Barceld, hailed the police as heroes, and the FBI helpfully pitched in to
support the Puerto Rican Justice Department with the cover-up.

However, the police had left a “loose end,” namely the taxi driver,
who spoke to the press and revealed that in fact Gonzalez Malavé was
a police agent and that the two young men were still alive when he left
the place. The police had entrapped the two men, then murdered them
after they surrendered.

This became a big scandal, and eventually led to prosecutions and
the defeat of Romero Barceld’s party in the next elections. But the use of
agents provocateurs to divide and isolate the Puerto Rican left has been
unrelenting, both before and after that incident.

Disrupting today’s movements

Such agent provocateur tactics surfaced again during the protests
against the Iraq War, and in the “Occupy” movement. In each case, glib
charismatic strangers wormed their way into protest organisations, and
then entrapped inexperienced young radicals to get involved in plans,
which were sometimes really just talk, to engage in violence. A typical
case is that of the “Cleveland bomb plot” of 2012. Another is the San
Francisco Mission District riot of May 2012, when a mysterious black-
clad contingent hijacked part of a peaceful “Occupy” demonstration and
turned it toward random violence. In both cases, the purpose of the pro-
vocateurs was to discredit the movement in the eyes of the public, which
otherwise might have been receptive to Occupy’s “99 percent versus one
percent” message.

This kind of manipulation still continues by all accounts. As before,
the purpose is to discredit the movement, divide it, deprive it of allies,
and set up leaders and organisations for repressive action while making
sure that this repression will not produce a wave of public indignation,
as happened with the Cerro Maravilla case.

The right and the ruling class always try to portray these people’s
movements as violent, because this is the alchemy best suited to turn
public opinion against them. This is the main lesson to be learned from
the agent provocateur experiences of the past.

In the conditions of our country today, injecting violent tactics into
the mass movement of protest undermines that movement and plays the
enemy’s game.

Loose talk about violence can be just as dangerous. This danger is
multiplied by the development of online communications and social
media — there are no secrets now.

Hijacking other people’s protest actions to “move them to a higher
level,” meaning toward violent confrontations, is really a dirty kind of
pseudo-left politics.

What is needed now is to build the movement into a great wave of
rejection against the reactionary policies of the ruling class, the right, and
the Trump administration and its allies. Let us work on that basis and
avoid tactics that undermine it.

People’s World &
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Who is the West
backing in Libya?

lan Sinclair

Britain joined the NATO military
intervention in Libya “to uphold
the will of the United Nations
security council,” former prime
minister David Cameron told the
House of Commons on the eve of
the war.

Six years on and the British gov-
ernment continues to cite the author-
ity of the UN to justify its actions in
Libya, with the Foreign Office noting
last month that Foreign Secretary
Boris Johnson had visited Tripoli “to
discuss what more the UK can do to
support the [UN-backed] government
of National Accord (GNA) and the
UN-led political process to help sta-
bilise Libya.”

A bit of background. There are
currently two rival power centres
competing for legitimacy and control
in Libya — the GNA, led by Fayez
al-Sarraj, and a rival authority in the
east of the country under the control
of General Khalifa Haftar’s Libyan
National Army (LNA).

More broadly, Libya is wracked
by violence and chaos — a hellish
mess that NATO bears significant
responsibility for.

“Continuing armed clashes have
displaced hundreds of thousands of
people and interrupted access to
basic services, including fuel and
electrical power. Forces engaged in
the conflict are guilty of arbitrary
detention, torture, unlawful killings,
indiscriminate attacks, disappear-
ances and the forceful displacement
of people,” Human Rights Watch
(HRW) reports.

“Hundreds of thousands of
migrants and asylum-seekers, includ-
ing children, who flock to Libya
mostly en route to Europe, expe-
rience torture, sexual assault and
forced labour at the hands of prison
guards, members of the coast guard
forces and smugglers.”

The “crucial question,” the
Foreign Secretary argued in March
this year, is “how to make sure that
Haftar is in some way integrated into
the government of Libya.”

So who is Haftar?

“Libya’s most powerful and
polarising figure,” is how Frederic
Wehry, a senior fellow at the Carnegie
Endowment for International Peace,
summed him up in The Atlantic
magazine.

The septuagenarian Haftar served
as a field marshal in Muammar
Gaddafi’s army, leading Libyan
forces in the Chad war, before being
forced into exile in the US, “where he
developed close links with the CIA,”
according to the House of Commons
Library blog.

In 2011 he returned to Libya and
emerged as a rebel commander in
the NATO-backed uprising in which
Gadaffi was toppled and killed.

Asserting himself after the NATO
war, in 2014 Haftar announced
“Operation Dignity,” ostensibly
a campaign to defeat terrorists in
Benghazi, though some observers see
the military surge as more complex.

Writing in the London Review
of Books, foreign correspondent
Tom Stevenson notes Haftar “has
been taking on Islamic State, non-
ISIS jihadists and anyone else who
stands up to him,” while Ahmed el-
Gasir from the group Human Rights
Solidarity told Al Jazeera last month
that many perceived Operation
Dignity as an attempted military
coup.

Indeed, a March 2017 report
from the Conservative Middle East
Council (CMEC), which was com-
piled after two council staff mem-
bers travelled to Libya and met
Haftar, notes he “sees his mission
as a national project covering all of
Libya.”

Not mentioned in the CMEC
report is the fact human rights
groups have highlighted numerous
abuses committed by forces aligned
with Haftar, “who seem to have
torn up the rule book,” according to
Hanan Salah, HRW’s senior Libya
researcher.

Having visited Benghazi ear-
lier this year, Wehry notes “reports
of torture, disappearances, and the
destruction of property emerge with
numbing frequency,” with forces
armed by Haftar responsible for
many of the abuses.

“The tactics employed by
Gaddafi in 2011 created certain divi-
sions between towns or tribes, but
they do not compare to what Haftar
has done ... the level of violence and
disregard to the sanctity of human
life and value of human dignity is
unprecedented in Libyan society,”
noted el-Gasir.

Politically, Wehry warns
of Haftar’s “militarisation of
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governance,” in which “he has
replaced elected municipal leaders
with uniformed military officers”
while “the Gaddafi-era intelligence
apparatus is back on the payroll.”

However, despite the West’s
public backing for the UN-backed
GNA in Tripoli, last year Middle
East Eye, citing air traffic record-
ings they obtained, reported that
“a multinational military operation
involving British, French and US
forces is coordinating air strikes in
support of” Haftar from a base near
Benghazi.

This backing is confirmed by
Wehry, who notes “the French, the
British, and the [United States] sent
special operators who provided vary-
ing levels of intelligence and front-
line support” to Haftar.

Middle East Eye’s scoop about
the West’s relationship with Haftar
followed another expose from the
website that reported the British
Special Air Service (SAS) was
fighting ISIS in Libya, alongside
Jordanian special forces.

More recently, Middle East Eye
reported that leaked 2014 emails
between the United Arab Emirates
ambassador to the US and the then
US national security adviser Susan

Rice seem to “indicate that the
United States knew about illegal
arms shipments to rebels in Libya”
from the UAE.

This transfer — which likely went
to Haftar’s forces — would, of course,
have contravened the UN arms
embargo, established with the back-
ing of the US and Britain in February
2011.

The West’s support for Haftar is
dangerous for three reasons. First,
the US and Britain are assisting a
“warlord” whose forces have been
accused of numerous war crimes by
human rights groups.

Second, the West’s backing for
the field marshal is undermining
attempts at national reconciliation.

“Support by Western spe-
cial forces, particularly French, to
General Haftar has made it more dif-
ficult to reach a compromise with him
because he thinks he has important
external backing and therefore does
not need to compromise with the
unity government,” Mattia Toaldo,
a Libya specialist at the European
Council on Foreign Relations, told
the Middle East Eye.

Finally, supporting Haftar runs
counter to the West’s professed sup-
port for the UN-backed government

in Tripoli, the UN peace process and
the UN arms embargo. Frustratingly,
the West’s shady dealings in Libya
have gone largely unreported by the
supposedly critical and fiercely inde-
pendent British fourth estate.

Shamefully, one has to read the
Middle East Eye and the US maga-
zine The Atlantic to find out about the
support Britain has given Haftar. The
British media has a similarly woeful
record when it comes to Britain’s
involvement in the Syrian war, with
the New York Times, rather than a
British newspaper, reporting in 2013
that British intelligence services had
been working covertly with Saudi
Arabia and the US to funnel arms to
rebels.

“If people really knew, the war
would be stopped tomorrow. But of
course they don’t know and can’t
know.” This was prime minister
David Lloyd George’s reaction after
listening to an account of the fighting
on the Western Front during the first
world war.

What would be the British pub-
lic’s reaction to its government’s
covert interventions in Libya today?
Unless British journalists start doing
their jobs we may never find out.
Morning Star &

McDonald’s strike “Just the beginning”

BRITAIN: A historic strike at two branches
of McDonald’s is “just the start,” John
McDonnell said speaking at a rally outside
Parliament. The shadow chancellor hailed
the workers as an “absolute inspiration.”

Workers at the burger giant’s restaurants in
Cambridge and Crayford, south-east London,
downed aprons in protest at the harassment
of workers and the victimisation of union
members.

But striking workers told the Morning Star
they hoped for workers at many more branch-
es to join a “second wave” of action. Shen
Batmaz, a worker at Crayford said BFAWU
(Bakers, Food and Allied Workers Union) was
gaining strength in the Cambridge and Crayford
branches.

“This is the first wave, it starts with a hand-
ful of workers from two stores, then the next
wave hits and it’s going to be quite a few more
of us,” she told the Star.

“Then it will just keep growing and grow-
ing. We want this to become a movement for all
workers on low pay who can’t afford to live.”

The BFAWU, which represents the
McDonald’s workers, has sought to emulate
the tactics of campaigns for better pay and
conditions for fast-food workers in the US and
New Zealand. The union wants a £10 an hour
minimum wage — now adopted as Labour Party
policy — and an end to zero-hour contracts.

McDonnell, who is affectionately known
as the “Big Mac” in some left circles, offered
Labour’s firm support for the strikers. He said
the strike would be “completely” avoidable if
bosses would agree to pay workers a living
wage and “treated staff with respect.”

“This is just the start. I believe this action
will get all these [fast-food] employers round
the table,” he told a rally in Westminster.

“Your vision is absolutely inspirational and
I’m just so proud of you all.”

Labour MP John Spellar added: “As others
have shown, this is a battle that can be won.”

Bosses had an army of strike-breakers
from other stores to staff the Cambridge and
Crayford branches. Mike Jackson, from the leg-
endary Lesbians and Gays Support the Miners
group, told the rally he had “been waiting 30 to
40 years for this moment.”

Matt McCarten, whose Unite New Zealand
union successfully fought off zero-hour con-
tracts in the fast food sector, said: “Every
worker knows, when your arse is on the line,
who’s with us. Your courage will make a stand-
ard, and you’ll be the first of many thousands
who will join.”

The strike is thought to be the first official
walkout of McDonald’s workers in Britain.
Union activists from as far as Glasgow trav-
elled to London to support the pickets and the
Westminster demo.

A spokeswoman for McDonald’s said: “As

per the terms of the ballot, the dispute is solely
related to our internal grievance procedures and
not concerning pay or contracts.

“As announced in April this year, togeth-
er with our franchisees, we are providing our
people with the option of a guaranteed hour
contract, and all restaurants will have these
contracts in place by the end of 2017.

“McDonald’s UK and its franchisees have
delivered three pay rises since April 2016, this
has increased the average hourly pay rate by
15 per cent.

“We are proud of our people at McDonald’s,
they are at the heart of all we do and we work
hard to ensure that our teams are treated
fairly. Our internal processes underpin that
commitment.”

Morning Star &



Guardian

International

October 4, 2017 O

A Catalan republic:

fact or farce?

Tomds Mac Siomdin

To be an independent republic —
or not? That was the choice faced
voters in the referendum con-
ducted by the Catalan regional
government on October 1.

Most Irish republicans would
probably support a Catalan break
with Spain. “A free, independent
republic” has a comfortably famil-
iar ring to it. Closer inspection of the
choice, however, may lead to another
conclusion ...

Protagonists of this confronta-
tion are the Spanish State, ruled by
the People’s Party (PP) — associates
of Fine Gael in the EU Parliament’s
Conservative Group — and the
regional government of Catalunya.
The latter is ruled by the neo-liber-
al Democratic Party of Catalunya
(DPC), in coalition with the nomi-
nally socialist ERC (Republican Left
of Catalunya).

The backdrop to this referendum
is the present recession, which has
fomented agitation throughout Spain.
The PP responds with increased
repression and restrictions on citi-
zens’ participation in the democrat-
ic process. In cahoots with Spain’s
“deep state”, the country’s major eco-
nomic and financial powers, it con-
trols Spain.

Their control over major commu-
nications media diverts a public with
bullshit yarns about a fantasy Spain —
such bunkum as the idea that Spain’s
economy led the economic recupera-
tion of the euro zone!

Spain’s industrial profits outstrip
the EU average, but labour’s share
reaches the inequality levels of the
worst years of the Franco dictator-
ship, establishing a record for the
euro zone. Last year, one percent of
Spanish top earners owned a quarter
of the wealth of Spain; 20 percent of
the poorest owned 0.1 percent of it.

The diversion most touted by the
Spanish media now is the conflict
between the PP-ruled Spanish State
and a Catalan majority that wants to
modify — not break — its link with
Spain. Both main protagonists, the
PP and the DPC, are doctrinaire neo-
liberal nationalist parties. Though
separated by opposed loyalties,
Spanish and Catalan, they cooper-
ate in the Spanish parliament to sup-
port “labour reforms” that weaken
trade unions, thus facilitating falling
wages, decreasing full-time employ-
ment, and fiscal reforms that lead to
the accumulation of mega-profits.

Major cuts in social expenditure
(health, education, etc) are grist to

Sydney

their mill. Both parties are immersed
in major corruption cases that show
these soul brothers to be two sides of
the same coin.

Both use the national question to
mobilise their supporters. Support for
the PP is rooted in identification with
“defence of the (always threatened)
unity of Spain.” Francoist political
culture, touchstone of conservative
Spaniards, denies the multination-
al nature of Spanish society. Thus
Catalunya’s “independista” govern-
ment has replaced a defunct ETA
as Spain’s “necessary” bogeyman,
national unity being best assured by
some internal threat.

DPC ideologues identify Spain as
the source of all Catalunya’s ills. PP
Spain was never popular in Catalunya;
left-led forces there always espoused
a plurinational vision of a social-
ist Spain, where nations decide their
relations with Madrid — a vision at
odds with the Spanish State’s rigid
centralist ideology.

Among the rights guaranteed
by sovereignty is the right to secede
from the centre. This guarantees a
fraternal unity, unlike that imposed
by the order that has historically
dominated Spain.

“Sovereignty” — the right to
decide — must not be confused with
“secession” or “independence,” two
terms often conflated in Irish repub-
lican discourse. Sovereignty, not
secessionism, is in the DNA of the
Catalan left that has mainly governed
Catalunya since Franco’s death and
fights continuing efforts of Spanish
centralists to erode their country’s
sovereignty.

Most recently, the Catalan
Autonomic Statute was formulated
by a tripartite left Catalan govern-
ment, modified by the Catalan par-
liament but stripped by the Spanish
Constitutional Court in 2006 of ele-
ments deemed essential by Catalans
to express their sovereignty and
identity. The ensuing anger sparked
huge independence demonstrations,
involving millions of citizens.

Scenting an electoral opportu-
nity, the bourgeois CDC nationalists
mutated overnight into full-blown
independistas (pro-independence).
These ideological forerunners of the
present ruling DPC were thus ena-
bled to form a coalition government
with the also independista ERC in a
government dedicated to the estab-
lishment of an independent Catalan
republic.

Leopards can’t hide their spots,
however. DPC deputies in the
Spanish parliament still support
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the present corrupt PP regime; they
refused last June to vote for censure
of the latter, so contributing to its
permanence.

Such opportunist manoeuvring
enables the DPC to hide its enormous
corruption, ignored by complicit
Catalan media. Like the Spanish PP,
the DPC steals vast sums of public
money for personal and organisa-
tional benefit. Protesters against this
scandal are lambasted by the Catalan
political and media establishment as
traitors, anti-Catalans, turncoats etc.
and denied the levels of media access
of their accusers.

Credible referenda engage a plu-
rality of media that give access to all
options to be decided. Access to the
Catalan media, however, is control-
led by a DPC-controlled Generalitat
(autonomous government) that
only permits expression of its own
secessionist stance. The voice of
left “soberanistas,” a major politi-
cal force in Catalunya, is silenced;
and demands for the democratic right
to decide are presented by hostile
Spanish media and politicians simply
as demands for secession.

The DPC presents independence
as the only solution to the province’s
enormous social problem. Catalunya
“boasts” the highest infant poverty
rate of any EU-15 country, and the
highest levels of job precarious-
ness and social spending cuts, all
results of implementing DPC poli-
cies. Similar cuts are supported in the
Spanish parliament by DPC deputies,
who simultaneously call for an inde-
pendent Catalunya.

Cuts in social expenditure in
Catalunya, exceeding those of most
of Spain’s other autonomous regions,
warn working people of the danger
posed to their interests by the present
“independista” rulers of Catalunya.

The ERC — the DPC’s partners
in the present Catalan government —
must no longer allow the independ-
ence issue to put its social agenda on
the back burner. Collaboration with
emerging Catalan and Spanish pro-
gressive forces that demand a redefi-
nition of Spain and full acceptance
of pluri-nationalism is the left way
forward. Alliance with such forces
accords more with the ERC’s social-
ist ideals than playing second fiddle
to a DPC whose goal is a neo-liber-
al Catalan republic underpinned by
a subservient Catalan working class.

Such a leftist coalition offers
the only realistic option: a sovereign
socialist Catalunya.

Socialist Voice &

Indonesia: On September 16, the Indonesian Legal Aid
Foundation (LBH) planned to hold a discussion meeting at their
offices between survivors of the military-perpetrated 1965-1967
massacres and human right activists. During the meeting their
building was surrounded by hundreds of anti-communist activists
who threw stones and bottles at people and the building. These
reactionaries were fuelled by an online smear campaign claiming
those participating in the meeting were members of the Indonesian
Communist Party (PKI). The meeting was eventually cancelled
and participants were only able to safely leave much later in the
early hours of the morning. Since last year’s Jakarta elections for
Governor, the prominence of far-right organisations has grown and
is a sign of real danger to all workers in Indonesia.

Hong Kong: On September 22, three people were killed and 31
others injured when a double-decker bus mounted a pavement
in Hong Kong and ploughed into pedestrians. The driver, 44, was
arrested on suspicion of dangerous driving causing death and
released on bail. The driver had recently been working 14 hours
a day, or the maximum number recommended for drivers. But
Citybus, the employer, claimed he had sufficient rest time of at
least 10 hours as stipulated by regulation, between shifts. Both the
union and the separate Federation of Bus Industry Trade Unions
have called for a more progressive pay scale for drivers, to low-
er reliance on overtime work amid low salaries and a manpower
shortage.

India: On September 23, KJ Singh, 64, a former news editor with
The Indian Express, and his 92-year-old mother were found mur-
dered at their residence in Mohali. This is the third murder of a
journalist in India in September and highlights the deteriorating
environment India’s media are working in. The victims include
Gauri Lankesh’s murder in Bengaluru on September 5 and
Shantanu Bhowmik’s killing in Tripura on September 20. According
to International Federation of Journalists (IFJ) records, Singh is
the sixth journalist to be killed in India this year.

Myanmar: The World Food Program (WFP) head David Beasley
called last week for countries to ramp up relief for the hundreds
of thousands of Rohingya who have fled to Bangladesh to escape
ethnic cleansing in Myanmar. He called for £60 million to meet
the need for food aid. The WFP is currently helping 460,000 peo-
ple there. “If we don’t get the support we need, from healthcare to
proper nutrition and safe water and sanitation and sheltering, this
could explode into a catastrophic humanitarian disaster.”

Andrew E Rayment
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Why we
remember Hiroshima

The horror of remembering the dropping
of the A-bomb on Hiroshima 72 years ago
is not so much about what we know of the
effects of such a dreadful weapon, but that
it marked the second stage of development
to dramatically affect the modern warfare
we may face today.

The first stage was gunpowder and indus-
trial capacity. The second, the A-bomb. And the
third, robotics and artificial intelligence, with
LAWS — or “Lethal Autonomous Weapons” —
a dangerous development that must also now
be stopped. Lethal autonomous weapons oper-
ate where there are no human beings in the

attacking loop, and according to General Paul
J Selva of the US joint chiefs of staff, America,
within a decade, will have the technology to
build a robot capable of deciding whether or
not to kill.

We know that soon after the A-bomb was
dropped, be it weeks or months later, survivors
noticed in themselves and others a strange
form of illness. It consisted of nausea, vomit-
ing, and loss of appetite; diarrhoea; fever and
weakness; inflammation and ulceration of the
mouth, gums, throat and urinary tract; loss of
hair; extremely low white blood cell counts;
and in many cases a progressive course until
death.

The dropping of the A-bomb was a geo-
political rather than strictly military act, since
the Japanese had already offered to enter
negotiations for surrender. The United States,
however, sought immediate and uncondition-
al surrender, to stop the Russian advance into
Asia and to signal the immensity of US mili-
tary power.

The A-bomb and the Cold War started the
chapter headed MAD — “Mutually Assured
Destruction”. Fast forward to today and the
memoirs of a senior analyst in the Strategic
Weapons Evaluation Group in the Pentagon
allow us to conclude that it is now widely
believed in US strategic circles that America
has attained “strategic primacy” — that is, with

using only a small part of its nuclear arsenal the
US can launch a first strike which eliminates
an opponent’s nuclear arsenal or at least their
land-based ICBM sites. This includes Russia
and China.

This brings new meaning to the latest mis-
sile defence systems, like that installed by the
US in Romania and those they are seeking to
deploy in South Korea, as they are not so much
defensive as offensive weapons — useful mainly
in stopping the smaller number of an oppo-
nent’s missiles following a US first strike. This
madness must be stopped because it simply
underestimates the unforeseen consequences
of any future nuclear explosions.

We must not only be aware and frightened,
but active and optimistic.

Graham Drew
Blue Mountains

Would you like
wages with that?

Staff are furious after their sudden loss of
employment as Jiffy Food Vans shuts down
amid allegations of wage theft and superan-
nuation theft.

Jiffy Food Vans have been a staple of the
Perth food economy since 1972. After a series of
investigations started in 2008 by the Australian
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Securities and Investments Commission, the
Australian Tax Office, the WA Supreme Court,
and the Fair Work Ombudsman, doubts had
been growing about the viability of the com-
pany. It seems those concerns were warranted.

In 2008, the company was investigated for
nearly $400,000 in unpaid superannuation by
the ATO. In 2010, they were back in the WA
Supreme Court for another superannuation fail-
ure of nearly $600,000.

And now the ASIC and FWO are provid-
ing assistance to former employees in response
to allegations of unpaid entitlements such as
wages.

“He gets away with stealing millions from
employees, ripping off backpackers, forcing us
to pay for losses, and being an abusive boss,”
one anonymous ex-worker stated, “and at the
end of it, he drives away in his Aston Martin
while the rest of us end up on the dole. If I stole
over $1 million I’d be in jail!”

Tensions are high as mixed messages come
from the management of Jiffy Foods as John
Barnett claims that the company is still func-
tional, and that the loss of staff and sale of capi-
tal equipment is merely “temporary.”

These allegations show again the toothless
nature of the political bureaucracy in dealing
with dodgy capitalists.

Aaron Beardsell
WA

Culi

by
Rob Gow

Exit,

Stage Left

Tessa Mallos, Australian actress
and political activist, died
recently. Tessa worked briefly
with Eddie Allison and myself at
Quality Films. Eddie had long
been involved in Sydney’s pro-
gressive working class collective,
New Theatre, which had grown
out of the Workers’ Arts Club in
the 1930s. Tessa graduated from
NIDA in 1963 and promptly
appeared in New Theatre’s hit
musical play based on Australian
folk songs, Reedy River. She also
played roles in plays by Moliere
and Mona Brand at New Theatre
and Dark of the Moon and Playboy
of the Western World at the Old
Tote and toured in a support-
ing role in JCW’s production of
Funny Girl.

She was the narrator for New
Theatre’s production of the satiri-
cal anti-Vietnam War mixed media
event, On Stage Vietnam and played
Natasha in their ambitious if not
entirely successful dramatization of
Tolstoy’s epic War And Peace. After
a sojourn in England, she returned to
Australia and played in Chekov’s The
Seagull and took up direction with
A Race Odyssey. From now on she
turned increasingly to political activ-
ism with her partner, journalist and
community activist Tony Reeves.

Tessa was prominent in the Left
of the Labor Party and was active
with Actors’ Equity and in strug-
gles for equal pay, safeguarding the
environment and anti-war. In 1983,
she convened a march in Sydney for
nuclear disarmament that was attend-
ed by an estimated and very impres-
sive 50,000 people.

Four years younger than me, she
was the quintessential activist.
When diagnosed with advanced
breast cancer in 1996, she promptly
became an activist for cancer suffer-
ers. During her relatively brief stint

at Quality Films, I asked her why —
while she worked — she listened to the
mind-numbing inanity of commercial
talkback radio (which frankly was
driving me nuts). She explained that
all the people she mixed with were
politically active, so she deliberately
listened to commercial radio talkback
shows in order to learn what issues
were being promoted by the bour-
geois establishment among ordinary,
non-activist Australians. I had no
comeback to that!

In the last Russian elections,
Vladimir Putin’s party, United
Russia, was a clear winner,
helped by Putin having long ago
got free of any lingering ties to
the despised Boris Yeltsin and
especially by the way Putin had
stood up to the anti-Russian
machinations of the West. The
encouragement of fascist regimes
in the formerly Soviet Baltic
States and in parts of Eastern
Europe (Hungary, Romania) as
well as the blatant interference by
the US, Britain and Germany in
organising “colour revolutions” to
bring about the overthrow of anti-
imperialist regimes in the Czech
Republic, and later in Moldova
and still later in Ukraine, could
hardly go unnoticed by the people
and government of Russia.

They also took note of the spread
of NATO into Eastern Europe, hard
on the heels of those same “colour
revolutions”. Moldova had an elected
Communist government for a decade
from 1990, but then it was subject-
ed to the now familiar destabilisa-
tion, with street “riots” involving
free-lance activists from Chechnya,
Israel and other centres of pro-impe-
rialist action. Now the Reds are gone
and Moldova is an advanced base for
NATO.
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Mavis Robertson (kneeling).

When the same destabilisation
tactics appeared in Ukraine and
Western politicians suddenly found
reasons for visiting the country and
blatantly interfering in its internal
affairs, Russia had to take steps to
protect itself, but not before chain-
wielding fascists on the “Maidan”
square coup had killed anti-fascists
and ousted the elected government
in a coup. The government they
installed in Kiev included openly
fascist elements.

While the new regime in Kiev
celebrated and honoured Bandera,
the infamous Nazi collaborator of
WW2, the Eastern Ukraine rebelled
against the attempt to impose fascism
on the region. Their volunteer mili-
tias have so far courageously repelled
all attempts by Kiev’s forces to crush
them. At the same time, the people
of Crimea — similarly repelled by
the lauding of Nazis by Kiev - voted
overwhelmingly in a plebiscite to re-
join Russia, a democratic act con-
sistently portrayed in the bourgeois
media as “Russia’s annexation of
Crimea”.

Crimea is a significant Russian
naval base and had it passed into the
hands of the ultra-Right anti-Rus-
sian Ukrainian regime the Maidan
coup had installed in Kiev it would
have allowed NATO to dominate
the Black Sea. The outcome of the
Crimean plebiscite infuriated the
NATO powers and the US demand-
ed the imposition of sanctions on
Russia, which France and Germany
only partially supported, since they
have significant trading relations
with Russia which they did not want
to upset.

Putin’s standing up to these bul-
lying tactics has stood him in good
stead with the Russian people. He
has also moved to strengthen Russia
diplomatically and economically
by taking a more active role in the
BRICS group of nations (Brazil,
Russia, India, China and South
Africa) which is already significant
and will be of increasing importance
especially after the initiation of the
new Chinese Silk Road, which will
provide a new overland transport
route between Europe and the East
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secure from any US attempts to inter-
dict it.

However, if Putin’s standing is
secure in Russia, there is a fierce
struggle for the number two posi-
tion between the Communist Party
of the Russian Federation (known
by its Russian initials of KPRF) and
the party of Right-wing opportunist
Vladimir Zhirinovsky, the so-called
Liberal Democratic Party.

In the most recent elections
Zhirinovsky’s party briefly moved
ahead of the KPRF. An elated
Zhirinovsky, without waiting to see
if the results would last — they didn’t
— went on television to crow about
becoming number two and “defeat-
ing” the Communists. He proudly
announced that as soon as the results
were official “the KPRF would be
banned”.

Sadly for Zhirinovsky, the results
did not come out as he had briefly
anticipated. Hopefully, the Russian
people will have taken note of what
he plans if he ever does achieve even
partial electoral success. &
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Lined up against Trump

Mark Gruenberg

WASHINGTON: The National
Football League Players
Association (NFLPA) is strongly
defending its members — the
players on the league’s 28 teams
— in their battle with Republican
President Donald Trump over
freedom of speech and player
safety.

Not only that, but in a rare show
of unanimity, all the players are
lined up — voluntarily, in meetings
on September 22 — against Trump.
So did league owners and even
NFL Commissioner Roger Goodell.
Trump’s attitude that players “should
just shut up and play” violates their
rights and is disrespectful of them as
US citizens, says NFLPA Executive
Director DeMaurice Smith.

The union won’t win a popular-
ity contest countering that “just play”
attitude, Smith admitted, but “we
make no apologies for defending our
members, and we never will.”

Trump started the fight in a cam-
paign speech in Alabama, where he
took time out from urging his fol-
lowers to support an incumbent
appointed Republican US senator
against a radical right wing former
state Supreme Court Chief Justice
who does not believe in the First
Amendment to the Constitution —
or in freedom of everyone to marry
whom they want.

Instead, Trump digressed by
saying the NFL owners should
immediately fire players who
kneel down or join hands during
the singing of the Star Spangled
Banner before games. And he also
denounced rules that are supposed
to make the sport safer, including
rules to cut down on permanent
degenerative brain damage from
constant head blows the players
suffer.

He charged the players are dis-
respecting the flag and the military,
a type of love-it-or-leave-it unques-
tioning “patriotism” popular with his
followers, many of them pro football
fans.

The players, who are mostly
African-American, are protesting
police killings of unarmed African
Americans and subsequent acquit-
tals. The players are using the public
platform of the NFL to jump-start
the national conversation about race.
In response to Trump’s comments,
players on every team and of every
race joined hands, locked arms,
knelt, or, in three cases, stayed off
the field altogether.

At least one owner, Washington’s
Daniel Snyder, who donated more
than $200,000 to Republican candi-
dates and causes over the last decade
— though not to Trump — joined them
in the on-the-field protests.

Trump kept blasting the players

in tweets the weekend after his speech
and continued through September 26.
NFLPA Executive Director Smith, a
former defensive back just re-elected
to his job, and union President Eric
Winston of the Cincinnati Bengals
fired back.

“The peaceful demonstrations by
some of our players have generated a
wide array of responses,” Smith said.
“Those opinions are protected speech
and a freedom paid for by the sacri-
fice of men and women throughout
history.

“This expression of speech has
generated thoughtful discussions in
our locker rooms and in board rooms.
However, the line that marks the bal-
ance between the rights of every citi-
zen in our great country gets crossed
when someone is told to just ‘shut up
and play.””

The players, Smith added, “are
part of a legacy of athletes in all
sports who throughout history chose
to be informed about the issues that
impact them and their communities.
They chose — and still choose today
— to do something about those issues
rather than comfortably living in the
bubble of sports.

“Their decision is no differ-
ent from the one made by countless
others who refused to let ‘what they
do’ define or restrict ‘who they are’ as
Americans,” Smith said.

“No man or woman should ever
have to choose a job that forces them
to surrender their rights,” he added,
even though many legal scholars and
worker advocates point out that the
Bill of Rights usually stops at the
workplace door.

And in a retort to Trump’s com-
ments about the rules, Smith declared
“no worker or athlete should be
forced to become less than human
when it comes to protecting their
basic health and safety.” Studies
differ, but medical specialists — other
than those NFL teams hire and pay
— agree the chance of brain damage
from playing football is virtually
universal.

Trump’s statements “extremely
disappointed” Winston. He called
them “a slap in the face to civil rights
heroes” and to “soldiers who spilled
blood in countless wars” to uphold
US freedoms and values — freedoms
for people of any race, ethnicity,
gender or sexual orientation.

“The divisiveness we are expe-
riencing ... created gridlock in our
political system, has given voice to
extreme, fringe beliefs and paralysed
our progress as a nation. Divisiveness
breeds divisiveness,” Winston said.
He added NFL players can help unify
the nation “in tough times.”
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NO military “option”

Prime Minister of Japan Shinzo Abe

Foreign Minister of Japan Taro Kono
Australian Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull
Australian Foreign Minister Julie Bishop
Copies by email to UNGA, US, DPRK, UN diplomatic missions.

Dear Kim Jong Un, President Moon,
Senators, Representatives, and Secretaries of
Defence and State:

The organisations listed are writing to urge you
to adopt policies of dialogue and negotiation, rather
than force, over the simmering crisis over North
Korea’s missiles and nuclear weapons. It is our
firm belief that not only is there no military option
that does not at least risk the killing of millions of
people, but that the use of military options — and
especially the possible use of nuclear weapons by
either side — opens up possibilities that could lead
to utter catastrophe.

Negotiation without preconditions is in our
view the only possible way forward. If such nego-
tiations are engaged in, the US and the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK) should first
of all mutually and patiently listen to the concerns
of the other side, before responding with any
proposals.

Language of threats on either side can only
inflame the situation. Recent and continuing threats
by either side are regrettable and counterproductive.

In negotiating, the US (and the DPRK) may
have to set aside as entirely unrealistic, cherished
goals they have maintained for decades which
constitute stumbling blocks for the other side. The
priority in any negotiated settlement should be to
arrive at arrangements that both aides are at least
prepared to live with, and not to impose the vision
of either side on the other.

Even if the DPRK were not in possession of
nuclear weapons at all, an attack on the DPRK
would be likely to result in a massive artillery bom-
bardment of Seoul, quite possibly including the use
of chemical weapons. While that artillery might
eventually be silenced, doing so would not be easy,
and the resulting civilian casualties could start in
the hundreds of thousands.

Ever since 1945, there has been an effective
“taboo” on nuclear weapons use. Sometimes this
taboo has come close to being breached, and on a
distressingly large number of occasions the pros-
pect of actual global thermonuclear war involving
not one or two, but thousands, of warheads has
been minutes away. Each time, the world has been
delivered as if by a miracle.

The breaching of the nuclear “taboo”, and the
subsequent incineration of potentially millions of
people for whatever reason and under whatever
provocation, would change the world into a place
in which the use of nuclear weapons becomes
thinkable and thus do-able.

In addition, a US attack on the DPRK with
nuclear weapons, could provoke immediate
responses from both Russia and China. We note
that Russian air defences in the far east are already
on high alert, and that China has already declared
that, if the DPRK is attacked, it will intervene on
the DPRKSs behalf. If not already triggered, nucle-
ar famine and nuclear winter would at this point
become practically inevitable.

The fuse would have been lit for further con-
flict with nuclear peers themselves entirely capable
of making rubble out of the USA — and of ending
what we call civilisation in the process.

Of course, if conflict with the DPRK were to
draw Russia and China into it in a more immedi-
ate way this process could take place in as short a
time as a few hours.

It is hard to predict of course, exactly what
will happen if a given course of action is followed.
Nothing is predetermined. Outcomes might, or
might not, be utterly apocalyptic.

We appeal to the US, South Korea and to the
DPRK, as well as to Russia and China, to take
every possible step to remove any nuclear option
— which in this case means all military options —
from the table, to do whatever is needful to take the
temperature down, and to initiate an open ended
and precondition-less process of dialogue aimed
at bringing about mutually acceptable solutions of
whatever kind, that will create stability and secu-
rity for all concerned.

A variety of solutions have been proposed,
notably that of a nuclear-weapons-free-zone in NE
Asia. We are reluctant to prescribe any “specific”
solution, as we see that this must arise out of a
mutually respectful process of negotiation between
the DPRK and the US. What is more important is
that in engaging in this process each side listens to
the other and is willing to meet the others concerns.
Absent this, negotiations will sputter on or be aban-
doned. Yet it is only in negotiation that any hope
of a solution lies. Military options — any military
options — must be unconditionally rejected.

We welcome recent statements by Secretary
of State Tillerson to the effect that there remains
a possibility for talks. We call on the US to show
restraint, and to engage in those talks without
preconditions.

We suggest the following could be helpful:

* The Call of the UN Secretary General and the
European Union to assist in negotiations and
the six-party talks;

* That China, Japan, the DPRK, South Korea
(RoK), Russia and the US consider options
and modalities to turn the 1953 armistice into a
permanent peace treaty;

* Call on all parties to refrain from bellicose
rhetoric and provocative (or potentially
provocative) military exercises;

* Oppose the pre-emptive use of force by any

party.

Peact~

It is only in negotiation
that any hope of a solution
lies. Military options = any
military options - must be
unconditionally rejected.

We endorse the following statement by Federica Mogherini of the European Union: https://tinyurl.com/yan4lql6o
We also endorse the following letter by representative Conyers and 64 Congress people: https://tinyurl.com/y98zpvnt
We endorse the Abolition 2000 statement on a diplomatic solution to the North Korean crisis: https://tinyurl.com/ycsylrpt

Signed:

John Hallam, People for Nuclear Disarmament, Surry Hills NSW, Australia.

John Hallam, Human Survival Project, Forest Lodge, NSW, Australia.

Dr Ken Mc Nab, Centre for Peace with Justice, Sydney University, NSW, Australia.

Nick Deane, Marrickville Peace Group, Marrickville, NSW, Australia.

Denis Doherty, Australian Anti-Bases Campaign Codlition, Surry Hills, NSW, Australia.

Gareth Smith, Palestine Liberation Centre, Byron Bay, NSW, Australia.

Annette Brownlie, Just Peace, Queensland, Australia.

Senator Lee Rhiannon, Greens, NSW, Australia.

Barbara O’Dwyer, President, Womens International League for Peace and Freedom Australia, (WILPF).

Rt Hon Jim Bolger, Prime Minister of New Zealand (1990-1997).

Chris Steains, General Director, Soka Gakkai International, Australia.

Chris Hamer, Assoc Prof, Scientists for Global Responsibility, Sydney, Australia.

Jo Vallentine/Judy Blyth, People for Nuclear Disarmament WA, Perth, Australia.

Alyn Ware, Basel Peace Office, Basel, Switzerland.

Roland Gardien, Mouvement Pour la Paix, Savoie, France.

Aaron Tovish, Zona Libre, Mexico.

Lisa Pelletti Clark, Co-President, International Peace Bureau, Geneva, Switzerland.

Kobayashi Tatsuo, 2nd Generation Survivor, Hiroshima, Japan-Asia-Africa-Latin America Solidarity Committee.
Dr Ichiro Yuasa, Vice-Pres, Peace Depot, Yokohama, Japan.

Hajime Matsukubo, Citizens Nuclear Information Centre (CNIC), Akenobashi Co-Op, Sumiyoshi-Cho, Shinjuku-Ku, Tokyo, Japan.
Joan Russow, Global Compliance Research Project, Canada.

Joan Russow, Vancouver Island Peace and Disarmament Network (VIPDN), Canada.

Marylia Kelley, Tri-Valley CARES, Livermore, California, USA.

Brian Owen Toon, University of Colorado, Boulder, Colorado,USA.

Stephen Soldz, Boston Graduate School of Psychoanalysis, Boston, USA.

Air Chief Marshal SP Tyagi, Asia Pacific Leadership Network, India.

Sukla Sen, EKTA, Mumbai, India.

General Jehangir Karamat, (ret) Spearhead Research, Lahore, Pakistan.

John Scales Avery, PhD, Chairman, Danish National Group, Pugwash Conferences on Science and World Affairs.
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