
Anna Pha

For decades the big banks and insurance 
companies have had their eyes on the bil-
lions of dollars invested in the not-for-profi t 
industry superannuation sector. These 
industry funds are not-for-profi t, and exist 
to serve their members. They want control 
of these funds, both the superannuation 
products and the insurance policies they 
offer their members. The potential to make 
a profi ts killing at the expense of workers 
is huge.

The pool of superannuation savings under 
management is now $2.7 trillion and rising. A 
large proportion of that is in industry funds.

Industry funds were initiated by the trade 
union movement. Their boards consist of equal 
numbers of trade union and employer repre-
sentatives plus an agreed upon independent 
chair from outside the industry.

The private, for-profi t sector, owned by 
bank subsidiaries, investment houses and 
insurance companies, want the trade union 
representatives removed or board member-
ship altered so that trade union representation 
become a relatively small minority.

In their place, they are pushing for so-
called “independent” board members – read 
representatives from private investment sector. 
In other words, they want control of the hun-
dreds of billions of dollars in those funds.

The main aim of the Productivity 
Commission’s (PC) review, Superannuation: 
Assessing Effi ciency and Competitiveness, is to 
do just that. The PC issued its draft report last 
week (May 29) and has called for submissions.

Federal Treasurer Scott Morrison com-
missioned the review, setting narrow terms of 
reference that carefully exclude or pay scant 
attention to some of the main issues facing 
workers.

For example, it has little to offer on the 
question of the non-payment – theft – of 
superannuation by unscrupulous employ-
ers. Consequently the recommendations fail 
to address such issues as subcontracting and 
the failure of franchises to pay the statutory 
amounts. This is having a serious impact on 
hundreds of thousands of workers.

There review itself is blatantly biased 
against trade union involvement in industry 
funds. Nowhere does it provide any argument 
defending its recommendations to shut trade 
unions out.

Employers make the contributions on 
behalf of their employees. If a worker does 
not choose a fund, which is usually the case, 
then the contributions are paid into a default 
super fund known as MySuper. This is usu-
ally specifi ed in an enterprise agreement or 
modern award which has been negotiated with 
the union.

Super performance
The PC found that, “Not-for-profi t funds, 

as a group, have systematically outperformed 
for-profi t funds.” Or to put that in other words, 
the industry funds have systematically outper-
formed the retail and self-managed funds.

The PC comes to the conclusion that – 
“Higher fees are clearly associated with lower 
net returns over the long term.”! These can 
involve hefty entry and exit fees and higher 
ongoing administration fees.

It continues, “Fees have a significant 
impact on retirement balances. For example, 
an increase of just 0.5 percent a year in fees 
would reduce the retirement balance of a typi-
cal worker (starting work today) by a projected 
12 per cent (or $100 000).”

Retail super funds are soaking up half of 
all fees in the superannuation system despite 

holding only 29 percent of retirement savings, 
according to research carried out by Rainmaker 
for Industry Super Australia.

The not-for-profi t sector (including indus-
try, public sector and corporate funds) charged 
a total of $12.7 billion in fees with $9.9 billion 
of that going to private sector wealth manag-
ers to provide insurance and fund management 
services.

The not-for-profi t sector kept only $2.8 bil-
lion – nine percent of the fees!

Poorer investment choices that often work 
in the interests of the insurance company or 
bank also contribute to poorer results.

Retail funds rip workers off
Not only do they charge higher fees and 

make smaller average returns for workers on 
their investments, but the conduct of private 
funds have left a lot to be desired on occasions. 
There have been numerous complaints about 
the retail, for-profi t superannuation funds rip-
ping off members.

For example, ANZ’s superannuation fund 
Prime Access was forced to refund millions of 
dollars of fees charged for services not sup-
plied to its members.

The PC ignores this.

Attack on industry funds
The private, for-profi t sector funds run 

by the fi nance sector have been pushing for 
a reduction in or complete removal of trade 
union representation on industry funds have 
their own representatives in control.

They want control of these funds so that 
they can bleed members through higher fees 
and also gain control of the insurance that is 
offered with superannuation coverage.

The PC proposes that the overriding 
requirements of board members be fi nancial 
expertise and other specialist skills. Seen in 
isolation this sounds like a fi ne sentiment. But 
in practice it is meant to promote the rate of 
profi t and displace the union approach of over-
all advancement of members’ interests. It also 
proposes annual reviews of board and individ-
ual performance and a whole new bureaucracy 
to oversee these.

They also want the specifi cation of default 
funds removed from enterprise agreements and 
awards. In other words, the PC review comes 
to the party on the government’s agenda of 
destroying industry funds as we know them.

Continued on page 12
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What was the response of the Australian government to the 
mass murder of unarmed Palestinian protesters by the Israeli 
military last month? The atrocity perpetrated by the “most moral 
army in the world”, that last week, as a symbol of this oppression 
included the shooting dead of Palestinian volunteer paramedic 
Razan al-Najjar in Gaza?

The United Nations Human Rights Council, of which Australia 
is a member, issued a strong rebuke to Israel, voting through a 
resolution calling on the council to “urgently dispatch an inde-
pendent, international commission of inquiry ... to investigate 
all alleged violations and abuses ... in the context of the military 
assaults on large scale civilian protests that began on March 30, 
2018.” The HRC passed the resolution with 29 votes in favour, 
two opposed and 14 abstentions.

The two HRC members in opposition were the United States 
and Australia: thus Australia played its appointed role on the 
Council, the part of pliant sycophant in service to big power diktat, 
the US and its military arm in the Middle East, nuclear weapons 
state, Israel.

And another symbol of oppression is now fi rmly on the in-
ternational stage: the military regalia representing the fascist 
state of Israel.

Najjar was unmistakable as a health worker, wearing a white 
uniform, when she was gunned down as she treated a man injured 
by a tear gas canister. The Netanyahu government has, as is now 
routine, announced its own inquiry into the circumstances of her 
killing, but we know the result already. And as usual the stock 
response from Israeli authorities to criticism is to accuse critics 
of anti-Semitism.

For a military investigator to accurately label this deliberate 
assassination would call into question Israel’s entire expansion-
ist colonisation project. That won’t happen. Nonetheless, the 
Israel Defence Force stands condemned by its own Twitter feed: 
“Yesterday we saw 30,000 people; we arrived prepared and with 
precise reinforcements. Nothing was carried out uncontrolled; 
everything was accurate and measured, and we know where every 
bullet landed.”

Not a single Israeli soldier been killed or wounded while en-
gaged in sniper practice overlooking the Gaza killing fi elds.

Najjar was not the only Palestinian paramedic shot that day 
– three others were wounded. She is not the fi rst to be killed 
– Moussa Abu Hassanein succumbed to Israel’s death squads a 
fortnight ago.

According to the Gazan health ministry, 223 paramedics have 
been injured during the border protests and 37 ambulances have 
been targeted.

Presumably, according to the twisted logic of those who defend 
Israel’s willingness to drown angry mass civilian protests in blood 
and justify relentless colonial expansion and ethnic cleansing in 
the West Bank, these were all engaged as decoys to assist terrorist 
infi ltration.

The IDF has often depicted such obviously non-threatening 
people as being conscious or unwitting “human shields” used by 
Hamas or Islamic Jihad.

The “human shield” logic presupposes a military power in-
structing its forces to avoid civilian casualties, but when has the 
IDF shown reluctance to kill unarmed men, women or children?

Palestinians face a choice. They surrender to Israel’s iron fi st 
occupation, accept that all previous land lost is gone forever and 
more will go when Israelis demand it, bid farewell to any prospect 
of an independent Palestinian state and reconcile themselves to 
future existence in US-style Native American reservations or 
apartheid bantustans – or they continue to resist.

Even peaceful resistance guarantees bloody repression, but 
Palestinians reject surrender.

They should be able to rely on the international community 
to honour and assist their resistance, but imperialist powers, 
including the US, EU, Britain and Australia, have switched off 
their moral compasses, content to see Palestinians treated as less 
than human.

Governments can be defeated by people power, as happened 
with apartheid South Africa. It can happen too with apartheid 
Israel.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
A United States of Europe under capitalism is tantamount 
to an agreement on the partition of colonies.

VI Lenin – On the Slogan for a United States of Europe (1915)
”“

PRESS FUND
The Turnbull government has attempted to curry favour with 
the reactionary One Nation Party by eliminating the Family 
Court. The Court’s backlog has risen by 5,000 cases since the 
coalition took office, but rather than giving it extra resources, 
the government is blending it with the federal circuit court. The 
move will severely disadvantage women and children because most 
family court cases are complex, involve domestic violence and 
require specialist judiciary. One Nation leader Pauline Hanson 
is overjoyed, but the desertion of one of her flock to the coalition 
will harden her opposition to the government’s corporate tax 
reductions. Watch this space – but meanwhile, please send in a 
Press Fund contribution if you possibly can! Many thanks this 
week to the following:
J Ayres $30, Donna and Maria $20, MM $10, “Rough Red” $5, 
“Round Figure” $15, T Mullen $20, M Whisson $30
This week’s total: $130 Progressive total: $3,790

Israel’s fascism

Grans make 
a stand for kids
ACT: A delegation of First Nation 
grandmothers marked the 20th 
anniversary of Sorry Day by 
marching from the Aboriginal 
Tent Embassy to Parliament 
House, chanting “Bring our chil-
dren home”. The grandmothers 
say the situation is worse now 
than in 1997 when the “Bringing 
Them Home” report, about 
the Stolen Generations, was 
tabled. Serena Bulmer, from 
the Mandinjalby Yidinji, Kuku 
Djanjan and Gugu Yimiithi 
nations of Queensland, said her 
98-year-old grandfather suffered 
when his children were removed.

“They deprived them of their 
children, of keeping their culture 
alive,” she said. “My children are 
still there in that system. That’s 
the reason I came down here to 
Canberra. When we go home to 
Yarrabah we will face the depart-
ment there. Being here with these old 
ladies has given us strength to fi ght.”

The delegation included grand-
mothers from the Northern Territory, 

Queensland, NSW, South Australia 
and the ACT. It was spearheaded by 
the Grandmothers Against Removals 
(GMAR). Biripi and Gomeroi 
woman Helen Eason from NSW said 
Aboriginal children needed to be 
with Aboriginal families. 

“We have been saying the same 
thing for so long, but the govern-
ment changes, we stay and our prob-
lems stay,” she said. “The system 
has failed, and this delegation is 
about giving us back our voices and 
making our own decisions.”

Ms Eason said the group had 
been distressed by the NT Police’s 
announcement last week that there 
would be no charges laid against 
guards who abused Aboriginal chil-
dren in Don Dale detention centre, 
including forcing them to strip 
naked, using tear gas and spit hoods.

“They say we abuse our kids – I 
think it’s the system that continually 
abuses us,” she said. “Don Dale is an 
example of when a system abuses us 
and gets away with it. They rip our 
babies away from us for allegations 

– but we’re not doing that to our 
children.”

The delegation met with 
Indigenous Affairs Minister Nigel 
Scullion in a meeting that Ms Eason 
said was facilitated by Shadow 
Human Services Minister Linda 
Burney.

“Let’s see if Nigel keeps his 
word. We’ll be coming back in 
November to hold him accountable 
– but I hope he learns a bit a respect 
for our matriarchs’ voices,” she said.

Ms Eason, who has had children 
and grandchildren removed by the 
state, said the formation of a group 
meant their voices had power.

“It doesn’t matter what we do, 
they aren’t going to give our kids 
back. You can’t beat the system on 
your own,” she said. “The only way 
is to stand up and do this together. 
That’s the only way we can make 
change – because we’re seeing the 
same thing across the nation. We all 
speak together, not just one of us. We 
speak as a whole.” 
Koori Mail 

More info: perth@cpa.org.au / 0419 812 872

Politics in the Pub Perth
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Anna Pha, 
Journalist of the Workers’ Weekly The Guardian

Rally outside Parliament on May 26 against the forced removal of Aboriginal children. (Photo: John Jason Moore)
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Privatisation of health is costing 
us a lot more than merely soar-
ing medical bills if we get sick, 
cancer, or need surgery. (No 
wonder euthanasia is gaining in 
popularity. It became clear on the 
program that the doctors’ clini-
cal choices are being infl uenced 
by the commodifi cation of health 
care.)

For example, the urologist who 
stands to make $20,000 for a pros-
tatectomy is unlikely to refer for 
further opinion to the radiation 
oncologist (the schedule rebate is 
$1,200). And the GP usually refers to 
the urologist and leaves it up to him/ 
her. And the patient often has little 
choice but to follow the advice of the 
surgeon. So, privatisation not only 
turns health care into a commodity, 
it limits people’s choices and access 
to world class care.

The 30 percent taxpayer funded 
Private health insurance (PHI) rebate 
is now shown to be a massive fraud 
on the Australian people and a colos-
sal waste of money by government 
and individuals. We are all being 
slugged by insurance companies 
and private surgeons as a result of 
the neo-liberal agenda to privatise 
health. What is worse, we are losing 
our right to choice, transparency and 
the right to a doctor working in our 
interest without other competing 
priorities.

Health costs are skyrocketing 
under the health privatisation agenda. 
What we saw on the recent ABC 4 
Corners program is that privatisation 
of health system and underfunding/
white-anting of Medicare and public 
system is quickly taking us back to 
the 1960s when failure to pay medi-
cal bills was leading cause of going 
to jail in SA.

Prostate surgery $30,000; hip or 
knee replacement $20,000 excluding 

cost of rehabilitation for 3 to 6 
months; $20,000 for breast cancer 
treatment and reconstruction – so 
imagine if you have a heart problem 
and need open heart surgery!

Australians are being coerced 
into private health by government 
under the false belief that PHI will 
cover them when they are sick, but 
are then slugged big bucks when 
they need to use the system. Private 
health has been revealed as a mas-
sive confi dence trick – and a massive 
waste of $11 billion of taxpayers’ 
money annually.

The Australian people are being 
frogmarched by their own govern-
ment into a super expensive and 
“broken” private health system.

What wasn’t stated in the ABC 
program is that even most top tier 
health insurance plans exclude hip 
or knee replacement surgery. And 
that a diagnosis of leukaemia or any 
chronic disease and the private hos-
pital will refuse you entry even with 
top tier cover, because you may end 
up staying too long and costing them 
money (cherry picking).

It is outrageous that the health 
minister has buried this widespread 
practice of systematic gouging of 
vulnerable Australians revealed on 
the 4 Corners program in a subcom-
mittee which will initially report 
only at the end of the year and will 
run over two years – and that health 
minister Hunt has appointed sur-
geons and PHI executives in charge 
of that same committee. The rats in 
charge of the cheese factory?

The health minister must imme-
diately act to reign in the waste and 
profiteering in the private health 
system – and the fi rst step to restore 
public confi dence would be to imple-
ment the AMA suggestion that over-
charging specialists should lose their 
right to College membership (and 
thus the ability to work).

But the government needs to 
go much further and stop the mas-
sive public funding of the private 
health sector and restore funding 
to Medicare and public hospitals, 
including more surgeons working 
as staff specialists in those hospitals 

with operating time and privileges at 
our public hospitals.

This will not only make essen-
tial care available to all Australians 
based on need, but also restore con-
fi dence in the doctors to make deci-
sions based on clinical merit rather 
than on payment, and to have their 
surgery in a transparent and much 
safer environment of our major 
teaching hospitals – rather in the 
under staffed and fi tted out smaller 
private hospitals.

Unfortunately, the 4 Corners 
program with Norman Swan seemed 
to imply that the answer to the fee 
gouging by some surgeons is to give 
more power to the private insurance 
companies to control the “greedy 
surgeons”. But the problem is not 
simply the greedy surgeons, it is the 
privatisation of the health system 
that is leading to surgeons profi teer-
ing activity.

More power to private insur-
ers would equate to the introduction 
of US style managed care – where 
doctors and patients lose their rights 
to care in the medical system and 
where we are all at the mercy of pri-
vate insurance clerks deciding where 
and when and what care we can 
access (see how the workers com-
pensation system works in all states) 
where doctors have to plead with 
WorkCover insurance clerks to get 
tests or treatment for their patients 
but are often refused.

Or in the US you cannot simply 
go to the casualty department if you 
are sick e.g. chest pain. You have 
to ring an insurance clerk who will 

direct you to their hospital of choice 
and which may be on the other side 
of town – just hope it isn’t a heart 
attack where time is of the essence.

Patients are being driven into the 
private system by right wing ideo-
logical governments (and even the 
Labor Party has at times followed 
along with this neo-liberal agenda) 
promoting private health over 
Medicare. Now they are using the 
excuse of over-charging surgeons to 
frighten us into giving more power 
to the private insurers – asking us to 
jump out of the “PHI frying pan” and 
into the “managed care fi re”, while 
all the time handing over taxpayers’ 
money – which should be going to 
Medicare and public hospitals – to 
the private health insurance funds.

The Doctors Reform Society 
calls on the health minister Hunt and 
the prime minister to reverse their 
blind ideological course bent on 
the destruction of Medicare and the 
public system before it is too late.

They need to hang their head 
in shame with the shocking revela-
tions on the 4 Corners program of 
the effects of their privatisation of 
health. Blaming the greedy surgeons 
is to miss the main point – it is the 
privatisation of health system that 
is leading to health care becoming a 
commodity and sold to the highest 
bidder. In such a system we are all 
quickly becoming customers of pri-
vate specialists – not patients. And 
we are increasingly being funnelled 
to those same specialists with little 
support from a family GP because 
of the Uberisation of GP visits, 
resulting from the under-funding of 
Medicare and our world class prima-
ry care system.

What the 4 Corners program 
clearly demonstrated is that we 
are steadily losing Medicare and 
our public hospitals and that this 
is opening up an ugly Brave New 
World of private healthcare in this 
country – the Americanisation of our 
health system. And this is happening 
despite the enormous popularity and 
support of the public system by our 
patients.
* Dr Con Costa is vice-president of 
the Doctors Reform Society 

Australia

From the Archives The Guardian, September 1993

Taking Issue – Con Costa*

Health care as commodity

Sydney

Trade as Plunder – Stop TPP
The exploitative Trans-Pacifi c Partnership trade deal is to be voted on by the 
Australian Senate in September. Show your opposition to this anti-democratic 
deal which would see governments dictated to by transnational corporations.

PROTEST

12:30 pm - 1:30 pm Friday, June 15 
Farrar Place, Sydney
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The defi ant rooftop protest on the Green 
1 compound of the Christmas Island 
detention centre ended on May 29 a few 
hours into the fi fth day of protest. The two 
Iranian asylum seekers came down from 
the roof and are now being held in the pun-
ishment compound, White 1.

Earlier scuffl es had broken out in Green 2 
as Serco Emergency Response Team guards 
increased their efforts to physically prevent 
asylum seekers in that compound getting water 
and other supplies, including medications, to 
the protesters.

Serco guards arrested one asylum seeker 
from Green 2 and took him to White 1. Other 
detainees in Green 2 had made it clear to the 
guards that they would keep supplying the 
roof-top protesters.

A few hours after the arrest in Green 2, the 
two Iranians came off the roof. One of the pro-
testers, Ali (not his real name) told the Refugee 
Action Coalition, “We did not want other guys 
being punished for our protest. They [the 
guards] harassed them too many times. I did 
not want them to go punishment.”

The protest had brought more attention on 
the conditions on Christmas Island, the Devil’s 
Island of the Australia’s detention regime. Ali 
has been in detention for six years. “My family 
is broken up. Christmas Island has made me 
a junky,” he said, “No-one is normal in here. 
Everyone has mental problem. Even the guards 
are not normal people.”

The second protester, Ghazi (not his real 
name), told the Refugee Action Coalition, “We 
are all very tired. I have been in detention over 
three years. 

“There are no good doctors. They just play 
with us. For everything, they give us Panadol. 
There are no mental health doctors.

“When people are in jail, they are relaxed 
– they know, one year, two years ... they get 
out. Here you don’t know ... Next week? Next 
month?”

“There is no excuse for the long-term 
detention that is being infl icted on the guys in 

Christmas Island,” said Ian Rintoul, spokes-
person for the Refugee Action Coalition. “It 
is a form of extra-judicial punishment that is 
not reviewable by the courts. They are held 
in worse conditions than a prison and for no 
crime.

“Christmas Island is the crime. It should be 
closed, and the detainees released.”

Meanwhile, the failure of the US resettle-
ment deal was again on display this morning 
on May 29 as 18 refugees from Manus Island 
left Port Moresby for the US.

The group comprises 13 Afghans and 
5 Rohingyans, all single males. Once again, 
none from Trump’s travel-ban group of coun-
tries that includes Iran, Somalia, Iraq, Sudan, 
were in the group.

The 18 are being settled in Arizona, 
California, Texas, and Philadelphia in 

Pennsylvania. Seventeen of the group have 
been waiting in Port Moresby since January; 
the other one since March.

Another 20 refugees are still waiting for 
US resettlement – half of them since they were 
moved to Port Moresby from Manus Island six 
months ago. The prolonged waiting times are 
further evidence of the dysfunction that sur-
rounds the US deal.

Since the US deal was announced in 2016, 
just 103 refugees from Manus and 162 from 
Nauru have been resettled in the US.

Hundreds of asylum seekers and refugees 
are left stranded on Manus and Nauru (includ-
ing around 140 children).

“The US deal has degenerated into a 
farce. It is not even half a deal,” said Rintoul. 
“[Immigration Minister] Peter Dutton has 
admitted that the government has no other 

countries for resettlement yet refuses New 
Zealand’s offer to resettle 150 people.

“The suggestion that he would allow refu-
gees to go to New Zealand if they were banned 
from ever travelling to Australia is completely 
vacuous. Dutton is pitching for another go at 
the rejected ‘lifetime ban’ bill.

“Refugees who are resettled in the US will 
be eligible for visas for Australia as soon as 
they are US permanent residents; why not New 
Zealand?”

The collapse of the US deal leaves the gov-
ernment bereft of a resettlement option for the 
asylum seekers that were dumped offshore fi ve 
years ago, Rintoul noted. “As the toll of off-
shore detention mounts, it is time for the gov-
ernment to evacuate Manus and Nauru and 
bring the asylum seekers and refugees to safety 
in Australia.” 

Rooftop defi ance

Hard-won step

MUA demands 
Right To Strike

The announcement of an increase 
to the minimum wage of 3.5% 
or $24.32 per week, is a step in 
the right direction but will still 
leave some full-time workers 
struggling.

The restoration of a living wage 
– one of the proudest achievements 
of the early Australian union move-
ment – remains the goal of our 
ongoing campaign.

The minimum wage should not 
leave people in poverty, it should 
provide a comfortable life for 

low-paid workers and underpin our 
labour market.

Quotes attributable to ACTU 
Secretary Sally McManus:

“This increase is a step in the 
right direction, and takes us closer 
to our goal of 60% of the median 
wage.

“The minimum wage should be 
pegged at 60% of the median wage. 
This is the level set by the OECD – 
that is what’s required to ensure that 
every full-time worker in Australia 
can survive on their wage.

“All Australian workers need 
a pay rise, but none more so than 
the 2.3 million people who are now 
award reliant. This 3.5% increase 
that equates to $26.71 per week for 
a hospitality worker or $24.33 for 
a horticulture worker will be a wel-
come reprieve for them but we will 
continue to fi ght for the restoration 
of a living wage that underpins a 
much fairer collective bargaining 
system.

“We have to change the rules 
on the minimum wage. People who 

have been forced into poverty by 
the inadequacy of this wage should 
not have to wait every year to see if 
they will be saved by the Fair Work 
Commission. The minimum wage 
should be set to keep pace with 
wages.”

McManus pointed to the impor-
tance of moving towards a living 
wage which would help mitigate 
widening income inequality. Rising 
income and wealth inequality is the 
challenge of our time, she said and 
tackling inequality will help resolve 

many of the fundamental economic 
and social problems we currently 
confront.

“It is time to live up to the 
promises of the Harvester judgment 
and restore a minimum wage that 
is ‘fair and reasonable’ and suffi -
cient to provide a standard of living 
that is suitable for a contemporary 
human being living in a civilised 
community.” 

The Maritime Union Sydney 
Branch last week held a rally with 
over 1,000 workers to demand 
the right to strike as part of the 
wider Change The Rules cam-
paign. The rally assembled at 
Sydney Town Hall and marched 
to the Fair Work Commission to 
protest unfair industrial laws in 
Australia.

Paul McAleer, Sydney branch 
secretary said industrial laws are 
stacked against workers and unions, 
in favour of corporations and bosses. 
Unions that exercise their right to 
strike face massive fi nes and law 
suits.

“Wage growth is at historic lows. 
Employers are tearing up legal-
ly binding Enterprise Agreements 
and locking out workers who try 

to negotiate better wages and con-
ditions. Construction workers face 
special laws that try to prevent them 
from organising,” McAleer said.

“Currently, even if you meet 
stringent conditions and ballot for 
industrial action in the small window 
offered by enterprise bargaining, the 
Fair Work Commission can still rule 
against your strike like they did to 
the Sydney train workers, if it is 
deemed to endanger the welfare of 
individuals or the population, cause 
economic damage to the country, or 
even economic damage to a compa-
ny or employees.

“These clauses can make almost 
any strike illegal — the whole point 
of a strike is to use economic lever-
age to disrupt the normal functioning 
of businesses and services.”

The Sydney Branch initiated this 
rally in the face of multiple attacks 
from bosses using the Fair Work 
Commission.

At Hutchison Ports, bosses have 
tried to force workers straight back 
into unsafe conditions following a 
serious industrial incident that has 
left a straddle-carrier driver in a 
coma.

Union offi cials were then denied 
entry to the workplace.

Elsewhere, workers have been 
stood down for exercising their 
rights under workplace health and 
safety laws.

The branch and officials are 
facing lawsuits and it’s time to stand 
up and fi ght back. 

Sydney

The people of Venezuela have spoken
Deepen the Bolivarian Revolution

A report back from 
CPA President Vinnie Molina, 

observer to the recent election of 
President Maduro
Guest Daniel Gasparri, 

Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela Charge D’Affaires

6 pm Saturday June 16
MUA offi ces

365 Sussex Street Sydney

Free event – light refreshments provided, 
donations welcome!

Further information – Bob Briton 
0418 894 366 – info@cpa.org.au
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In 2014 the Senate passed the National 
Security Legislation Amendment Bill 
(No 1) 2014, with the full support of the 
Labor Party and the Palmer United Party 
Senators. It became law on October 2, 
2014. (See “ASIO powers: Big Brother gets 
bigger”, Guardian, # 1658, 01-19-2014)

This was followed by the Counter-
Terrorism Legislation Amendment (Foreign 
Fighters) Bill 2014 which was introduced on 
September 29 and passed by both Houses by 
October 30.

The Counter-Terrorism Legislation 
Amendment Bill (No. 1) 2014 was introduced 
to Parliament on October 29.

The then federal Communications 
Minister Malcolm Turnbull introduced the 
Telecommunications (Interception and Access) 
Amendment (Data Retention) Bill 2014 on 
October 30.

The assault is not confi ned to the fed-
eral arena. Also in 2014 the then Victorian 
Coalition government quietly released its plans 
to increase police powers and data collection 
of children as young as 10 if re-elected in the 
state elections on November 29. Their fi nger-
prints are to be stored on a national database. 
The proposed powers include covert search 
warrants for indictable offences carrying a 
maximum penalty of 10 years imprisonment 
or more.

Media gagged
Under the National Security Act anyone 

(whistle-blowers, journalists, bloggers, etc) 
who “recklessly” discloses “information ... 
[that] relates to a special intelligence opera-
tion.” faces 10 years jail. The Attorney-General 
unilaterally and in secret determines what is a 
“special operation”.

Greens MP Adam Bandt said when speak-
ing against the Bill in the Lower House, 
warned:

“... journalists have rightly said: ‘How do 
I know if I report on something that I am not 
inadvertently contravening this section?’ That 
tells us two things: one is that whistle blow-
ers and journalists, who now want to act in the 
public interest and draw attention to failings 
or mistakes by our security services, face jail 
themselves for acting in the public interest. 

“But more worryingly, it is going to have 
a chilling effect. This provision, if it goes 
through, will muzzle the media. It will have 
a chilling effect, because every journalist and 

every editor will now be worried about whether 
or not they are going to go to jail if they report 
on an operation in connection with the secu-
rity services, and so they are going to be less 
likely to do it.

“This bill also signifi cantly expands the 
ability of the government agencies and of the 
government itself to access people’s computers, 
their mobiles and their tablets, even where they 
are suspected of having done nothing wrong. 
Even if you are not a suspect, your computer 
can be accessed and it can be modifi ed.

“The security services can put fi les onto 
your computer simply because you happen to 
be on the same network as someone who is a 
suspect.

“Now, that is just wrong. If you are not 
suspected of having done anything wrong why 
should the security services be able to access 
your computer, phone or tablet?” Bandt asked.

Foreign Fighters Bill
The Senate was given less than one day 

to discuss the Foreign Fighters Bill, as Labor 
backed the government to gag debate. The leg-
islation is far-reaching, going well beyond the 
question of Australians fi ghting for foreign 
forces or carrying out terrorist activities.

The legislation expands the defi nition of 
terrorist organisations, lowers the threshold for 
arrest without warrant for “terrorism offences”, 
extends Customs powers to detain someone 
and extends existing measures that were due to 
expire, including control orders, preventative 
detention orders, federal police stop, search 
and seizure powers and ASIO questioning and 
detention powers.

The Bill expands the collection and use of 
personal identifi ers of citizens and non-citizens 
both arriving and departing from Australia and 
creates a new offence of entering a declared 
area overseas where terrorist organisations are 
active.

“The primary purpose of the amendments 
is to better facilitate ... ASIS providing timely 
assistance to the ADF in support of military 
operations, and its cooperation with the ADF 
on intelligence matters,” the Counter Terrorism 
Bill’s explanatory memorandum states.

Data Retention Bill
The legislation allows law enforcement 

agencies to access two years’ worth of custom-
er metadata without a warrant.

“Data retention was rolled back by the 

European Court of Justice because it was found 
to violate human rights and because it did not 
affect authorities’ ability to do their job,” the 
Australian Greens said.

“Data retention will also make a mock-
ery of the ability of journalists to protect their 
sources. When the government has access to a 
log of every phone call made in Australia and 
every email sent, the practice of whistleblow-
ing will cease to exist.”

Malcolm Turnbull, who introduced the 
Bill, had “very grave misgivings” about data 
retention, because it was “heading in precisely 
the wrong direction” and would create a “chill-
ing effect on free speech” as well as invade pri-
vacy. He was right then. But now in offi ce, at 
the beck and call of ASIO, his personal views 
count for naught.

In Australia, John Howard’s anti-terror 
laws have been used as a model for laws relat-
ing to trade unions, in particular the Australian 
Building and Construction Commission.

There is nothing to prevent ASIO and 

other agencies using these new powers against 
trade unionists, student groups and others, who 
might express dissent or question the capital-
ist system. They are wide open to abuse with 
potential jail sentences for those who expose 
such abuses.

Terrorism must be taken seriously. 
Legislation such as the above will do noth-
ing to reduce terrorist activity. The fostering of 
hatred towards Muslims and Islam and creating 
divisions in society serves to drive some into 
the arms of the extremists.

Likewise, bombing Iraq and Syria creates 
greater hostility towards the US, Australia and 
other Western powers. Cutting young people 
off the dole, winding back Medicare, increas-
ing fees for education, slashing wages will 
result in alienation and more vulnerable and 
disaffected youth.

The defeat of terrorism lies in ending wars 
of aggression, foreign occupations, the foster-
ing of hatred and fear and by improving social 
and economic conditions. 

Australia

Police power hit list

Your ABC

Privatisation threat “palpable”
Last weekend the ultra-conservative 
Institute of Public Affairs (IPA) think 
tank published a new book: Against Public 
Broadcasting: Why we should privatise 
the ABC and how we do it. It gets worse. 
Turnbull’s Communications Minister 
Mitch Fifi eld – the politician who holds the 
fate of the ABC – is a paid up, card carry-
ing member of the IPA.

The Turnbull government is becoming 
increasingly brazen in their ABC attacks. 
Why? Because they assume the only voters 
it bothers are rusted on “lefties” who’d never 
vote for them anyway. They assume wrong.

The ABC is one of Australia’s most liked 
and trusted institutions – with supporters from 
right across the political spectrum.

So here’s the plan: we’re going to show 
the Turnbull government that attacking and 
privatising the ABC is politically toxic – with 
their own supporters.

Together, we can identify and target the 
most strategic communities to work with, 
and make sure the ABC is a live issue for the 
Coalition MPs most vulnerable on the ABC. 
And we can do this at the perfect moment 

– just as politicians are playing close atten-
tion in the lead up to the “Super Saturday” 
by-elections.

But this kind of strategic, highly targeted 
campaigning doesn’t come cheap. And with 
the by-elections less than eight weeks away, 
we need to act fast if we’re to make the most 
of the political opportunity it affords us.

Here’s what we can do if enough of us 
chip in together to fund this plan:

Make sure attacks on the ABC rate as a 
top issue in the upcoming by-election in the 
South Australian seat of Mayo, where the 
Liberal candidate has described the ABC 
as a “despicable waste of taxpayer’s pre-
cious money”, and in the Tasmanian seat of 
Braddon, where the cuts threaten local jobs.

Commission polling and research across 
the country to identify and speak to tradition-
ally Coalition-leaning regional communities 
that rely on the ABC as their only source of 
media.

Advertising to parents’ groups and early 
childhood educators about the ABC’s world-
class children’s programs that are under threat 
due to the Coalition’s budget cuts.

Execute highly localised campaign tac-
tics targeting vulnerable Coalition MPs with 
high ABC support amongst their constituents, 
creating discord within Turnbull’s very own 
party room.

But this type of deep, strategic campaign-
ing is both expensive and time consuming. 
We’ve got less than two months until the 
by-elections are held. So if we want to put 
attacks on the ABC on the agenda we need to 
move right now.

Over the past few years, the ABC’s many 
powerful enemies have become steadily 
emboldened by their wins. Rupert Murdoch, 
Pauline Hanson, the IPA and Coalition MPs 
aplenty are all circling our national broadcast-
er, in what the ABC’s Chairman has described 
as a “battle being waged against public 
broadcasting”.

The ABC has lost 1,012 jobs since Tony 
Abbott’s fi rst round of cuts in 2014, and 
Pauline Hanson has successfully mounted a 
chilling inquiry into both the ABC and SBS. 
The threat of privatisation has never been so 
palpable.

GetUp members have a long and 

successful history of defending our ABC. Our 
movement knows that a properly funded, fully 
independent public broadcaster is fundamen-
tal to a thriving and healthy democracy.

Right now, the ABC needs our people-
powered support more than ever before. 
The Turnbull government – furious at the 
ABC’s fi rst rate independent journalism – is 
out for blood. The stakes have never been 
higher for public broadcasting. In hope and 
determination.
The GetUp Team 

Following the introduction by the Turnbull government of powers giving police the right 
to arbitrarily stop and interrogate people in airports (see last week’s Guardian) we 
publish the following summary of recent legislation in the ongoing process of handing 
the state apparatus the means to invade and violate people’s privacy and civil liberties.
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The Communist Party of Iraq’s Salam Ali 
talked to Morning Star about how the 
Sairoun Alliance managed to secure the 
largest number of seats in country’s most 
recent parliamentary elections.

The parliamentary election in Iraq a week 
ago propelled the Iraqi Communist Party 
to one of the most visible forces in the 
media not only in Iraq but internationally. 
The Sairoun Alliance – a trans-sectarian 
electoral alliance – which brings together 
forces loyal to cleric Muqtada al-Sadr, 
Iraqi Communist Party and other non-
religious parties has gained important 
results in this election. It won 54 seats (16.4 
percent) out of 329 in parliament.

The victory is the outcome of coopera-
tion between democratic activists, including 
Communists, and the Sadrist movement in the 
popular mass protests that have continued since 
July 2015 against the corrupt political system 
of sectarian-ethnic quota-based power sharing.

The Sairoun Alliance’s electoral program 
embodied the aspirations of hundreds of thou-
sands of people who were looking for an alter-
native and an end to sectarian politics that had 
catastrophic consequences and even threatened 
the existence of Iraq itself.

Sairoun called for building a civil state 
based on the principle of citizenship, where all 
Iraqis are equal irrespective of their ethnic, reli-
gious, confessional or ideological affi liations.

Combating corruption – fi nancial, adminis-
trative and political – which is endemic in Iraq 
is also a top priority as are tackling high unem-
ployment, especially among young people, 
poor education and health and reviving the 
national industrial and agricultural sectors.

The electoral sloganeering of the ruling 
political blocs was exposed as empty words 
that can no longer deceive the people and the 
shameful record of the ruling elite has long 
been exposed as billions of dollars in state rev-
enues were plundered over the past 13 years.

When the current prime minister Haider al-
Abadi took over from his predecessor Nuri al-
Maliki in late 2014, he publicly revealed that 
he inherited empty coffers.

Sairoun presented a concrete plan for com-
bating corruption that includes enacting a host 
of legislative, executive oversight measures to 
bringing to account those responsible. Reform 
of and rebuilding the state, providing security 
and stability, social equality, economic devel-
opment, defending women’s rights and support 
for culture were also key features of Sairoun’s 
political platform.

One distinguishing feature of the alliance 
was its emphasis on upholding Iraqi national 
identity, building state institutions and fi rmly 
rejecting foreign interference – both regional 
and international – in the country’s internal 
affairs.

Ruling blocs have been shamefully subser-
vient to foreign powers – the US, Turkey, Iran 
and Saudi Arabia – serving their interests at 
the expense of Iraq’s independence and sover-
eignty, including direct interference in the for-
mation of previous governments.

Importantly, nearly 99 percent of the candi-
dates fi elded by Sairoun were new faces, indi-
viduals who had not previously held posts in 
parliament or government and were not tar-
nished by corruption and mismanagement. This 
was in contrast to the “old faces” of the ruling 
blocs, many of whom were not re-elected.

Morning Star: Given that electoral blocs 
favoured by the Islamic Republic of Iran 
and the US – Amiri, Al-Maliki and Haidar 
Al-Abadi – didn’t do as was expected by 
their backers, could this be a starting point 
to signifi cantly limiting the infl uence and 
interference of external regional and global 
forces in Iraq’s affair?

Salam Ali: The voter turnout was 44.5 per-
cent – the lowest since 2006. In 2014, it was 
60 percent. This is indicative of widespread 
resentment, disillusionment and disaffection 
with the corrupt ruling elite and their policies 
and was particularly clear in areas that had 
been regarded as strongholds of Islamist par-
ties – urban centres, Baghdad and other prov-
inces in central and southern Iraq.

It is an important feature as it marks a 

change in political awareness and a movement 
away from identity-based and sectarian poli-
tics. Thus boycotting the vote by these sections 
of the population was an expression of resent-
ment – a protest vote.

The State of Law bloc, led by Nouri al-
Maliki, was the biggest loser, with its seats 
reduced from 92 in 2014 to 26 seats in 2018. 
The second biggest bloc, however, was Al 
Fateh (Conquest), led by Hadi al-Amiri, with 
47 seats. Supported by members of the Popular 
Mobilisation Units (Hashd al-Shaabi), it sought 
to capitalise politically on their role in the 
battle against terrorist ISIS. Prime Minister 
Abadi’s bloc, Nasr [Victory] Alliance came 
third, with 42 votes.

As pointed out above, the ruling groups 
had opened the door to foreign interference in 
Iraq’s internal affairs, but, despite their elector-
al losses, they are not expected to give up their 
dominant positions of power or the enormous 
privileges easily or voluntarily.

They will seek the support of their exter-
nal backers in their political manoeuvres in 
forming the new government. US and Iranian 
high-level envoys Brett McGurk and Qasem 
Soleimani visited Iraq soon after the elections 
attempting to infl uence this process.

The US and Iran continue to be major play-
ers in Iraq and the whole region, along with 
Turkey and Saudi Arabia. The recent escalation 
of tension as a result of Washington’s decision 
to pull out of the Iran international nuclear deal 
will further complicate the Iraqi political scene 
and impact on its stability and security.

The Sairoun has openly rejected such bla-
tant interference. It has stressed the need for 
a strong independent Iraqi national will, cou-
pled with a principled and rational political dis-
course that would ensure good relations with 
all Iraq’s neighbours based on mutual respect 
of national independence and sovereignty.

Putting an end to foreign interference 
requires concrete steps to remedy the fragile 
internal situation and the strengthening the 
societal fabric and national unity.

MS: Are the Sadrists really committed 
to the slogans advocating a civil, non-sec-
tarian, forward-looking democratic and fed-
eral Iraq? Muqtada al-Sadr seems to have 
reinforced his political position through this 
election and being seen as the de facto leader 
of Sairoun Alliance, but, as a leader of one 
of the largest Shia movements, would he be 
willing or capable to play an effective role 
in building non-sectarian political system?

SA: On the political level, all the parties 
of the Sairoun alliance have generally adhered 
to its program during the electoral campaign. 
In the aftermath of the elections, there is close 
coordination with regard to the next steps, dia-
logue and negotiations with other blocs.

These negotiations are still in their ini-
tial stage and are aimed to explore a common 
ground regarding the formation of the largest 
bloc in parliament that would be assigned the 
job of forming the new government as there 
was no outright winner with a majority in 
parliament.

Sairoun, as well as the leader of the Sadrist 
movement, Muqtada al Sadr, have reiterated 
their commitment to the election campaign 
promises. The alliance will not accept a return 
to sectarian-ethnic quota-based power shar-
ing in the formation of the new government. 
It must be based on an anti-sectarian and anti-
corruption platform, in line with basic tenets of 
Sairoun’s program.

Agreement on the government program 
comes first, before discussing who would 
be the nominee to the post of prime minister 
and other details. If these objectives are not 
achieved, then, as already publicly declared, 
Sairoun will become the main opposition force 
in parliament.

Its main components and the civil demo-
cratic forces will also continue to participate in 
the mass-protest movement against sectarian 
politics and corruption, defending human and 
democratic rights, and mobilising for political 
reform and change.

MS:What is your assessment of the Iraqi 
Communist Party’s (ICP) performance in 
this election? According to news released 
there were only two successful candidates 
– openly members of the ICP – out of more 

than 54 seats won by Sairoun Alliance. What 
were the key factors in limiting its winning 
more seats? Did this election coalition help 
the ICP attract more popular attention and 
visibility in the Iraqi society?

SA: The party organised a big electoral 
campaign, inside Iraq and abroad, that had a 
positive impact on its status among the people 
and enhanced its political prestige. Party activ-
ists managed to reach remote areas and mobi-
lise for the alliance as well as present the party 
views and analysis.

It enabled party organisations and cadres to 
get closer to the popular masses, develop closer 
links and build a solid base for future political 
work and campaigns in defence of fundamental 
democratic rights and for our national, demo-
cratic alternative.

Two party candidates were successful. 
Comrade Raid Fahmi, the secretary of the cen-
tral committee, came second in Baghdad and 
Haifaa al-Amin came third in Thi Qar prov-
ince in the south. Other party candidates were 
unfortunately unsuccessful despite an effective 
election campaign. There were 58 party candi-
dates in 14 provinces.

Initial evaluation and assessment of the 
party performance and its election results 
indicate that the overall number of votes for 
its candidates has increased in comparison to 
2014. A further analysis of the results, by the 
party leadership and all organisations, will help 
to identify weaknesses, as well as highlight 
successes and suggest new initiatives.

This will also include the party media 
campaign, which worked hard despite limit-
ed resources, and had to compete with ruling 
blocs that own dozens of TV stations and 
spend vast amounts of money on their public-
ity campaigns.

As confi rmed by independent and civil 
society monitors, the elections were marred 
by irregularities and there were also accusa-
tions of manipulation of fi nal vote counts by 
the Electoral Commission. This has taken place 
despite the introduction of electronic vote 
counting devices to speed up the process and 
prevent rigging.

Serious questions were raised about the 
separate “special vote” for members of the 
armed and security forces who number about 
700,000, as well as for Iraqi communities 

abroad numbering 179,000. It took a week to 
declare the fi nal results.

Two very important factors adversely 
affected the whole process. The fi rst is the so-
called Sainte-Lague system [a highest quotient 
method for allocating seats in party-list propor-
tional representation]. Despite a big campaign 
by civil democratic forces to amend it, the par-
liament – dominated by the ruling blocs – kept 
the same formula with a high threshold of 1.7 
[a minimum percentage of votes required to 
be allocated seats]. The second, is the fact that 
the Electoral Commission itself was set up on 
the basis of the sectarian-ethnic quota-based 
system.

It is therefore one of the priorities of the 
Sairoun alliance, and of its agenda for a new 
government, to reform the whole electoral 
system including the electoral law.

MS: How do you evaluate Ayatollah 
Sistani’s actions and role in this election?

SA: The role of the Shi’ite religious leader 
has been positive. Long before the elections he 
distanced himself from the corrupt politicians 
in power and on several occasions declared, 
through his offi cial spokesmen, his support 
for the just demands of the peaceful protesters 
in their demonstrations in Baghdad and other 
provinces across Iraq, against corruption and 
poor services.

He also refused, in recent months, to 
receive any of the leading political fi gures of 
the ruling blocs at his house in Najaf – as a 
sign of his disapproval of their policies.

It is noteworthy that the message from 
Ayatollah Sistani, before the elections, that “He 
who was tried should not be tried’ was inter-
preted by his followers as advising them not to 
re-elect corrupt rulers.

He also stated that it was up to Iraqi citi-
zens to decide to vote or not. On previous occa-
sions he had preached that it was the duty of 
every Iraqi to vote, which was used by Islamist 
parties as a pretext to mobilise voters and 
legitimise themselves as defenders of the sect 
against its presumed enemies.

MS: Why was Sairoun successful and 
how has the experience of building alliances 
for election purposes affected the deep sec-
tarian divide in Iraq?

SA: In addition to the factors contribut-
ing to the success of the Sairoun Alliance 

Mobilising a secular allianc
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mentioned above, it was effectively the only 
new development in political alliances before 
the elections on May 12.

All the other blocs were a product of previ-
ous alliances of sectarian and ethnic identities. 
Some even attempted to camoufl age their real 
identity by adopting civic titles and slogans.

Sairoun was also able to maintain its 
unity while other blocs suffered splits and 
fragmentation.

It can be said that this trans-sectarian 
approach has been a unique development in an 
otherwise bleak political landscape. The fact 
that it actually emerged from the mass protest 
movement adds to its political signifi cance, 
as a grassroots dynamic in the formation of 
alliances.

It has enhanced an all-encompassing Iraqi 
national identity and contributed to rebuilding 
Iraq’s national unity.

MS: Based on this coalition experience, 
would ICP consider continuing cooperation 
or further joint activities with the Sadrists 
and other coalition members and, if so, on 
what platform?

SA: The party will continue to work with 
the Sadrist movement and other members of 
the Sairoun Alliance on the basis of its program 
which has adopted and clarifi ed the demands of 
popular protest movement. It also converges 
with our party’s national democratic program 
that calls for putting an end to the system of 
political sectarianism and establishing a demo-
cratic state based on the principle of citizenship 
and social justice.

Achieving this objective requires new 
forces and alliances that can bring about a real 
change in the balance of forces. Therefore the 
success of Sairoun, as a big trans-sectarian bloc 
of a national and civil character, is a fi rst step 
in the struggle to break the existing monopoly 
of political power.

The party will also continue to work with 
the Democratic Current movement and all 
other civil and democratic forces. Salam Ali 
heads the internal department of the Iraqi 
Communist Party.

This interview was fi rst published in Farsi 
by Nameh Mardom, the newspaper of the 
Tudeh Party of Iran
Morning Star 

Magazine

Laura Duggan *

Saturday was a historic day for Ireland. 
The 8th amendment introduced in 1983 
has fi nally been removed and the face of 
Ireland is changed utterly. Contrary to 
what the Establishment political parties 
have already started to say, the credit for 
this victory rests squarely with the women 
of Ireland.

All women – trans, cis, young, old, gay, 
straight, and every way in between, work-
ers, students, voters and the women who live 
in Ireland but couldn’t cast a ballot but cam-
paigned endlessly anyway.

The men who supported them and played 
their part alongside them. These are the heroes 
and the victors of the Repeal the 8th campaign. 
This referendum result is a people’s victory. 
We made our demands and we pushed them on. 
Now, we need the legislation.

The arguments of why we need repeal do 
not need to be rehashed again, we can fi nally 
lay them to rest alongside all the others that 
history has deemed redundant.

People understood and recognised the lies 
of the so-called “pro-life” side. They agreed 
that the 8th amendment, which equates the life 
of woman and foetus as equal, did not only ban 
abortion but, in practice, made second-class 
citizens of women when they were pregnant.

The 8th tied doctors’ hands and prevented 
them taking action when women’s lives and 
health were in danger. Women were denied 
chemotherapy, were locked away and threat-
ened with force-feeding, were forced out of the 
country and ignored.

We were criminalised for daring to 
take action when we were denied a choice, 

criminalised for seeking help and medication 
from women online. No more!

The campaign was diffi cult, to deny that 
would be foolish and it would negate the val-
iant efforts of the campaigners who faced 
vicious opposition at stalls and during leafl et 
drops, during canvassing or for voicing their 
support for choice.

We would say it was the death rattle of “old 
Catholic Ireland” but it could be demoralising 
after a bad day and hard to see a successful 
end. Now we are vindicated.

People voted for their children, grandchil-
dren, for their friends, for their parents, for 
themselves, for the named and unnamed killed 
or hurt by the 8th, for those women who have 
gone before us and fought for a better country 
and most importantly, we voted for the future, 
one where all the people in Ireland will be 
treated fairly, with dignity and respect.

Support poured in from the trade unions, 
left-wing parties, individuals and local cam-
paign groups under the Together for Yes 
campaign and the Repeal the 8th Coalition. 
Activists picked their battle grounds, be it as a 
parent, teacher, migrant, witch or trade unionist 
but we all worked together.

We were unifi ed in action once more, as 
we had been for marriage equality, the right to 
water and the anti-war marches. On the hard 
days – and there were many – we buoyed each 
other up. We kept each other from being over-
whelmed and drowning by sharing the burden.

International support came from the Irish 
scattered all over the world, often forced there 
through austerity measures. For them there 
must have been an immediate connection with 
the 12 women forced abroad for abortion serv-
ices every day.

They too were ignored, forced out and had 
to leave loved ones behind. The return home 
for the vote was overwhelming and the emo-
tional scenes in the airports of people march-
ing past with repeal T-shirts and Yes badges 
reduced more than a few seasoned activists to 
tears.

Women in France, Canada, Australia, 
Britain, the United States, Chile, Poland and 
many more countries called out to us across the 
mountains and oceans with greetings, support, 
love and solidarity.

They were and are defending the gains of 
women’s struggles or are engaged in similar 
struggles for the right to abortion and health-
care in their own countries but they saw their 
fi ght and ours as one and the same. Their 
actions are examples of internationalism at its 
fi nest.

The women of the Six Counties saw no 
border when they worked alongside the women 
in the Republic of Ireland for repeal. We won’t 
either as we stand by them in their own fi ght 
for abortion access. The chains of women will 
be broken across this island.

Divisive forces from inside Ireland and out 
will try to damage the solidarity built during 
this struggle but we will not let them.

We cried and fought together and we now 
celebrate together too. We know those who 
stood with us and we will not be separated 
again, our eyes are fi xed on the next battle. 
We have only begun to know our power and 
we will take the Earth – but we can only do it 
together.
* Laura Duggan is a member of the trade 
union campaign to Repeal the 8th amendment 
and of the Communist Party of Ireland.
Morning Star 

From 
the women 
of Ireland
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Emile Schepers

On May 23, a 19-year-old 
Guatemalan Indigenous woman, 
Claudia Patricia Gómez González, 
was shot dead by a US Border 
Patrol agent in the 97 percent 
Latino town of Rio Bravo, Texas. 
She had come to the United States 
without papers because there was 
no way for her or her family to 
advance economically in her home 
country. She wanted to study here 
so that she could get a degree and 
help her people.

The Border Patrol originally 
said that their offi cer fi red in defence 
against immigrants who were 
assaulting them but subsequently 
backed off that claim. The matter, 
now “being investigated”, is one 
of many such incidents of violence 
against immigrants and refugees in 
recent years.

This incident adds to a mount-
ing sense of horror and disgust in the 
United States and worldwide at the 
direction that US immigration policy, 
never as kind and gentle as some 
claim, has taken under the presiden-
cy of Donald Trump. But to get the 
full picture, it is necessary to under-
stand what’s going on in the coun-
tries from which most immigrants 
crossing the US southern border 
come.

Guatemala
Ms Gómez came from the 

Indigenous village of San Juan 
Ostuncalco in the Quetzaltenango 
department in Western Guatemala. 
She belonged to the Mam Indigenous 
ethnic group, whose language is 
part of the Mayance (Maya) family 
of Native American languag-
es. Many of the Mam people do 
not speak Spanish and the major-
ity are extremely poor rural folk. 
This is true of other Indigenous 
groups in Guatemala as well, yet 
by some ways of counting, half 
or more Guatemala’s population 
is Indigenous. Between 40 and 

60 percent of the population of 
Guatemala speaks an Indigenous lan-
guage as their fi rst tongue.

In ancient times, and up to the 
Spanish conquest in the 16th centu-
ry, the Mayan people had built pros-
perous and impressive city states 
not only in Guatemala, but also in 
Southern Mexico and neighbouring 
regions of Honduras.

But the Spanish conquest 
destroyed all this. Those Indigenous 
populations that survived colo-
nial genocide were submitted to a 
regime of inequality and exploita-
tion. “Liberal reforms” in the 19th 
and early 20th centuries only made 
the situation worse. Indigenous com-
munities, in many cases, lost what 
little agricultural land they had left, 
and were forced into a situation of 
dependency on large landowners. On 
top of this, Guatemalans found them-
selves under the heel of one bizarre 
and violent right-wing dictator after 
another. Generally, these dictatorial 
regimes were allied with the United 
States, and protected US invest-
ments in the country while oppress-
ing the descendants of the original 
inhabitants.

From the early 1900s on, the 
US-based United Fruit Company had 
massive investments in Guatemala, 
and consequently a disproportion-
ate influence over the country’s 
political life. Under dictators such 
as Miguel Estrada Cabrera (presi-
dent from 1898 to 1924) and Jorge 
Ubico Castañeda (1931 to 1944), the 
Guatemalan military often acted as 
enforcers of the interests of United 
Fruit, and the US government had no 
problem at all with this arrangement.

Things began to change in 1945 
after Ubico had been pushed out 
and an actual election chose a cen-
trist politician, Juan José Arévalo 
Bermejo, as president. Arévalo insti-
tuted some modest reforms, but real 
change seemed to be in the offi ng 
when he was succeeded by his 
Minister of Defence, Jacobo Árbenz 
Guzmán, in 1945.

Árbenz, who had friendly rela-
tions with the Communist Party 
of Guatemala, which up to that 
point had been banned, laid out a 
plan of much more radical labour 
and land reforms. In particular, he 
wanted to redistribute some of the 
vast landholdings of United Fruit 
to poor Guatemalan farmers. This 
did not sit well with United Fruit, 
of course, and nor was it accepta-
ble to president Truman and, subse-
quently Eisenhower administrations 
in the United States. Eisenhower’s 
Secretary of State, John Foster 
Dulles and his brother, CIA head 
Allen Dulles, both had connections 
with United Fruit; the latter had been 
a member of its board at one point.

Using McCarthy-era attacks on 
the “communist” connections of 
Árbenz and his government as a pre-
text, the CIA organised a “rebellion” 
of God-fearing army offi cers which 
succeeded in throwing Árbenz out 
and replacing him with Colonel 
Carlos Castillo Armas, a CIA opera-
tive and right-wing military offi cer.

Not satisfi ed with mere “regime 
change,” to use today’s phrase, 
the US government urged Castillo 
Armas to carry out mass executions 
of Árbenz supporters, though Árbenz 
and his family managed to escape to 
exile.

Thus began once more the dreary 
cycle of outrageously repressive 
military rulers alternating with cor-
rupt civilian regimes. All efforts to 
help the Indigenous farmers, like the 
ones in San Juan Ostuncalco, were 
crushed. Starting in 1960, this led 
to a civil war in which more than 
200,000 Guatemalans, mostly civil-
ians targeted by the military and its 
allies, were slaughtered. Up to 83 
percent of the dead were Indigenous 
Guatemalans, like Claudia Gómez 
and her family members.

Comprador 
collaborators

It is important for all who live, 
work, pay taxes, and vote in the 
United States to know that from 
the fi rst, the United States govern-
ment was complicit in what is right-
ly called the Guatemalan genocide. 
Not only did the US government fail 
to denounce the repression, but it 
trained some of the worst offenders 
and funded the repressive actions, in 
spite of repeated exposés and denun-
ciations in the US and worldwide.

A peace agreement formally 
ending the Guatemalan civil war 
was signed in 1996, but inequal-
ity, repression, racism against the 
huge Indigenous population, and 
unhealthy military involvement in 

government and elections are still 
prevalent. In Guatemala, the military 
offi cers’ cliques are not only linked 
to acts of repression, but to serious 
corruption issues also.

The current president, Jimmy 
Morales, came to power in January 
2016 as the result of the convic-
tion and jailing for corruption of his 
predecessor, US-trained Otto Pérez 
Molina. Morales is an Evangelical 
Christian and a former TV comedian 
whose rise to power can be attrib-
uted to some of the same military 
forces that backed previous dicta-
torships. Now, like Molina, he’s in 
trouble, too. He, his brother, and 
one of his sons are accused of cor-
ruption, and the latter two have been 
arrested.

In response, Morales has lashed 
out in various directions. One has 
been to threaten military action 
against the small neighbouring coun-
try of Belize, with which Guatemala 
has had a long territorial dispute. 
Another is to attack the main insti-
tution that has been trying, with 
some success, to combat corrup-
tion in Guatemala, the International 
Commission Against Impunity in 
Guatemala (CICIG). The body was 
set up in a 2006 agreement between 
the United Nations and Guatemala 
and has worked with local prose-
cutorial and police offi cials to root 
out corruption since then. Morales 
now wants it disbanded, and the 
right wing, both in Guatemala and 
beyond, is baying for its blood.

What is the US’ role? As CICIG 
is an entity set up partly by the 
United Nations, the US funds part 
of its work, as do Sweden and the 
European Union. Now one of our 
own far-right politicians, Florida 
Republican Senator Marco Rubio, 
has jumped into the Guatemalan 
situation and managed to at least 
temporarily block the US funds 
for CICIG. Why? “Russian inter-
ference” in Guatemala’s internal 
affairs.

It appears that some Russian 
citizens – Igor, Irina, and Anastasia 
Bitkov – were arrested in 2015 as a 
result of CICIG’s investigations of 
corruption in the Guatemalan immi-
gration offi ce, and so The Wall Street 
Journal and Rubio have jumped to 
the conclusion that sinister Russian 
government forces must be behind 
the matter.

At the same time, Morales 
expelled the Swedish Ambassador 
to Guatemala for criticising corrup-
tion in the country, and has replaced 
the former courageous attorney gen-
eral, Thelma Aldana, with an inex-
perienced new fi gure with no record 
fi ghting corruption.

Refugees flow north
Meanwhi le ,  Guatemalan 

Indigenous and poor people continue 
to suffer from extreme poverty and 
violence both from criminal groups 
and from security forces. This is the 
reason they continue to come to the 
United States.

Also, the persecution of such 
people by the Trump administra-
tion continues to worsen. While 
our government keeps propping up 
right-wing states in Guatemala, in 
neighbouring Honduras, and other 
countries, it at the same time increas-
es the pressure on people fl eeing the 
situations that its own policies create.

The Trump administration 
has announced that it will prose-
cute anybody who crosses the US 
border without authorisation, even if 
they have a credible case for seek-
ing asylum. Border crossers, even 
those who can make a good case for 
asylum, will be separated from their 
children, who will be kept in sepa-
rate custody – in prison, essential-
ly. Parents who try to pick up their 
children from custody will be fi nger-
printed, a serious threat to those who 
might themselves be undocumented.

It gets worse. Trump just 
appointed Ronald Mortensen as 
Assistant Secretary of State for 
Population, Refugees, and Migration. 
In other words, this individual will 
now have great power and influ-
ence over the way immigrants and 
refugees are treated in this coun-
try. Mortensen is a senior fellow at 
the Centre for Immigration Studies, 
an extreme right-wing “research” 
organisation whose “studies” are 
a mainstay of some of the most 
extreme anti-immigrant and racist 
demagogues in the country. (The 
Mortensen appointment has to be 
approved by the Senate).

And Trump, Attorney General 
Jeff Sessions, and other fi gures in 
the administration continue to spread 
lies about immigrants and refugees 
as inveterate criminals, all evidence 
to the contrary.

There are ongoing protests about 
the murder of Claudia Gómez, and 
about the Trump policy of tortur-
ing children as a means for punish-
ing their parents for trying to come 
to “the land of the free and the home 
of the brave.” Republican Party pol-
iticians also continue to use racist 
anti-immigrant propaganda in their 
campaign literature and speeches.

The midterm elections in 
November will literally be a life and 
death matter for millions of immi-
grants and their families in this 
country.
People’s World 

A matter of life and death

Claudia Patricia Gómez González.
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Italy’s current political upheaval 
has been a step-by-step instruc-
tion manual issued by the 
European Union and its local 
acolytes on how to turn a drama 
into crisis. When President Sergio 
Mattarella used his constitutional 
power to reject the nomination of 
Paolo Savona by Prime Minister-
designate Giuseppe Conte for the 
economy portfolio, he made clear 
that this was because of Savona’s 
previous backing for Italy’s exit 
from the eurozone.

Savona did indeed call Italy’s 
adoption of the euro an “historic mis-
take,” which is an opinion shared by 
growing numbers of people across 
Europe who feel it has largely ben-
efi ted German economic expansion.

“Membership of the euro is a 
fundamental choice. If we want to 
discuss it, then we should do so in a 
serious fashion,” the president pon-
tifi cated on TV, without explaining 
how this could be done by imposing 
a veto.

What is now certain is that 
Mattarella’s action has ensured that 
there will be a nationwide discussion 
on euro membership, but the likeli-
hood is that this will be coloured by 
the anti-German rhetoric of right-
wing Lega leader Matteo Salvini.

“We don’t have a euro in our 
pockets. We have a German mark 
which they called the euro,” he said 
in February.

Salvini followed this up by 
saying: “Today Italy is not free. It 
is occupied fi nancially by Germans, 
French, and eurocrats.” His approach 
will have been assisted by German 
Chancellor Angela Merkel’s asser-
tion that “we have principles within 
the euro area and, of course, there 
will be diffi cult questions.”

She went on to remind her audi-
ence of how the EU treated Greece 
during its own banker-generated 
crisis, saying: “Look, when there 
were elections in Greece and Alexis 
Tsipras was made premier, there 
were many questions on the table. 
We spoke with each other over 
many, many nights, but together we 
achieved something.”

This bland summary of the 
EU-imposed impoverishment of the 
Greek working class and mass priva-
tisation – assisted by complicity from 
the once dubbed “radical” Syriza 
government – will have set alarm 
bells ringing in Italy. A less guard-
ed assessment of Mattarella’s deci-
sion came from Volker Treier, who 
is responsible for foreign trade for 
Germany’s Chambers of Industries 
and Commerce (DIHK).

He welcomed the spiking of 
the “prohibitively expensive Italian 
coalition agreement” put together 
by the Lega and its larger Five Star 
Movement electoral partner, calling 
it “a relief for German businesses.”

French President Emmanuel 
Macron, whose own devotion to 
democracy can be gauged by his 
decision to rule by decree, praised 
his Italian counterpart’s “courage 
and great spirit of responsibility” for 
defending his country’s institutional 
and democratic stability.

Such sentiments were repeated 
across the upper echelons of the EU, 
welcoming the Italian president’s 
action in putting eurozone interests 
– effectively, the banks and big busi-
ness – before the voters’ choice.

They may well recall former 
president Giorgio Napolitano’s simi-
lar action in November 2011 when 
he appointed EU commissioner 
Mario Monti to head a government 
of “technocrats” to push through 
EU-approved austerity measures to 
make Italian workers carry the fi nan-
cial burdens of the banking crisis.

Times have changed and the 
president’s choice of Carlo Cottarelli 
– known as “Mr Scissors” because of 
his championing of public spending 
cuts – is unlikely to win parliamen-
tary backing.

He and President Matarella dis-
cussed the situation last week, after 
which Cottarelli claimed “new pos-
sibilities for the birth of a political 
government had emerged” during his 
consultations that “compelled him to 
wait for further developments.”

Possibilities are boundless, 
including driving a wedge between 
Lega and Five Star to produce a 
rejigged coalition between Lega and 
its closest right-wing ally, Silvio 
Berlusconi’s Forza Italia, but the 
prospect of early elections can’t be 
ruled out.

Two years ago, when former 
British PM David Cameron 

embarked on his EU membership 
referendum, anticipating a clear 
Remain majority, he was “assist-
ed” by a succession of EU worthies 
explaining why this was the only 
possible position.

Some flattered while others 
threatened or sneered that life out-
side the EU would be unsurvivable.

Even former US President 
Barack Obama felt entitled to swan 
over to Britain to tell British voters 
that Remain was the way to go. 
Much has been made of the offi cial 
Leave campaign being led by Tory 
ministers Michael Gove and Boris 
Johnson to portray leaving the EU as 
an indelibly right-wing choice, but 
two-thirds of Labour-held constitu-
encies backed Britain’s exit, expos-
ing a gulf between many Labour 
voters and those elected to represent 
them in Parliament.

Those who watched a refer-
endum campaign TV program of a 
dressed-down Neil Kinnock, former 
Labour PM, returning to his former 
south Wales stronghold to chat in 
the local pub about why “we” want 
to and have to stay in the EU will 
remember the stony-faced politeness 
of his company.

No one mentioned Kinnock’s 
huge earnings as an EU commission-
er, his gold-plated pensions, or his 
rejection of previous antipathy to the 
House of Lords to take a peerage, but 
awareness of the disparity between 
his and their situations was more elo-
quent for remaining unspoken.

In the event, the all-Labour for-
tress of the south Wales Valleys, the 
greatest recipients of EU regional 
aid in Britain, registered clear Leave 
majorities, dramatising the discon-
nect between those working-class 

areas often described as “left behind” 
or, as Trade Union Congress gener-
al secretary Frances O’Grady puts it 
more accurately, those “shafted” by 
successive governments.

Deindustrialised areas all over 
Britain – former citadels of mining, 
steel, docks, and manufacturing 
that epitomized skilled work, good 
pay and conditions and, in an obvi-
ous link, high levels of trade union 
membership – have their equivalents 
across the EU, not least in Italy.

Industrial heartlands in the 
north where the Italian Communist 
Party was strongest, boasting in the 
1970s 1.5 million members, fol-
lowed dutifully at fi rst the party’s 
inexorable drift to the right, through 
various mutations, to appear as the 
Democratic Party (PD), but they vote 
increasingly for the Lega now.

Former left-led areas of the south 
have gone over to Five Star, a pop-
ulist outfi t with an eclectic batch of 
policies – some progressive, such as 
its call to end austerity, others not – 
but including an implacable antipa-
thy to immigration.

Public anger has grown over the 
blanket refusal of the rest of the EU 
to assist Italy to deal with econom-
ic pressures linked to large numbers 
of refugees – themselves the result 
of wars of intervention in Libya and 
Syria backed by the EU, especially 
France and Britain – arriving on their 
shores.

In response, Five Star and Lega 
declared that their government 
would expel half a million asylum-
seekers from Italy.

Italian voters are being assailed 
already with scare stories of fall-
ing stock market values, econom-
ic uncertainty, doubts about Italy’s 

credit worthiness, and a general-
ised forecast that the sky will fall in 
unless the electorate returns to the 
orthodoxy of an EU-approved, neo-
liberal government, irrespective of 
party label.

EU budget commissioner 
Guenther Oettinger made no attempt 
to disguise this scenario, declaring: 
“The markets will teach Italy how to 
vote properly.”

Neither the Lega nor Five Star 
has the answers to Italy’s economic 
crisis, especially problems affl icting 
the working class, but using this real-
ity or hysterical assertions that they 
are somehow fascist to justify the 
president’s bloodless coup d’état, as 
the increasingly discredited PD has 
done, is unjustifi able.

As the Communist Party of Italy, 
the small but growing organisation 
seeking to regroup dispersed sup-
porters of the late major party, puts 
it, the PD has revealed itself as “the 
true party of Brussels, the European 
Central Bank, and the IMF in Italy.”

The left-leaning Il Manifesto 
daily paper has voiced opposition to 
the presidential coup, warning that it 
could just as easily be used against 
a left government in future, advo-
cating political mobilization against 
reactionary – especially anti-migrant 
– policies.

Impending elections aren’t 
expected to end Italy’s political 
crisis but will mark another stage 
in the development across the EU 
of an increasingly open contradic-
tion between national democratic 
accountability and the eurozone’s 
economic-political straitjacket.
Morning Star 
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Italy’s crisis and exit talk

Five Star Movement leader Luigi Di Maio cheers with supporters during a meeting in Naples.
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Shine light on 
violence against 
people with disability

People with disability and our 
representative organisations are 
urging the federal government 
to call a Royal Commission into 
violence and abuse against people 
with disability across Australia.

We’re seeing how powerful a 
Royal Commission is in exposing 
huge problems, and illegal behav-
iour, in the banking and finance 
industry right now.

We have been saying for sever-
al years now that people with disa-
bility need a Royal Commission to 
properly address the appalling rates 
of violence and abuse we are sub-
jected to, particularly now that the 
NDIS is rolling out more widely and 
the whole disability sector is going 
through immense change.

In 2015, a Senate enquiry found 
widespread rates of violence and 
abuse against people with disability, 
and strongly recommended holding 

a Royal Commission. The Australian 
government ruled this out, saying 
that the recently established NDIS 
Quality and Safeguards Commission 
would address the recommendations 
from the enquiry.

The federal government’s NDIS 
Quality and Safeguards Commission 
will only cover the 10 percent of 
people with disability that are eli-
gible for the NDIS. While it is a 
welcome development, it is not a 
comprehensive response to the scale 
of violence and abuse perpetrated 
against people with disability across 
a broad range of settings, such as 
supported accommodation, educa-
tion, mental health, prisons and in 
out of home care. The Commission 
doesn’t have the powers of a Royal 
Commission, won’t lead to structur-
al change and can’t bring justice for 
past abuses.

Only a Royal Commission has 
the power to break down doors, and 
shine a light on the violence against 
people with disability that has been 
hidden away. Critically, a Royal 
Commission will also give people 
with disability a chance to receive 
justice for violence and abuse that 
happened in the past.

In 2017, over 160 civil soci-
ety groups and over 100 academ-
ics joined the call for a Royal 
Commission into violence against 
people with disability. The Australian 
Labor Party and the Australian 
Greens have also supported our call 
to ensure that people with disability 

get a chance to speak out and get 
justice.

The current banking Royal 
Commission shows how much can 
be exposed and how much change 
needs to occur. This is what has to 
happen now for people with dis-
ability. Only a Royal Commission 
can bring the substantial change we 
need.”

Bonnie Millen
President of People with 

Disability Australia (PWDA), 
and spokesperson for 

Disabled People’s Organisations 
Australia (DPOA)

We can move 
mountains
Shockingly, by the time you’ve 
fi nished reading this, approxi-
mately fi ve truckloads of waste 
will have been dumped into our 
oceans. Five truckloads. It only 
takes one plastic bag to kill a 
defenceless turtle. Imagine the 
devastating impact an entire 
truckload of rubbish could have 
on our environment.

Plastic pollution is everywhere, 
even in some of the most isolat-
ed parts of the world. Just recently, 
traces of plastic were found at the 
very bottom of our Great Australian 
Bight.

The only way to truly deal 
with plastic waste is to stop it at its 
source. That’s why we’re calling 

out Woolworths and Coles for their 
excessive, unnecessary plastic pack-
aging on fresh produce. Together, 
we can pressure these supermar-
ket giants to #breakfreefromplastic 
and end the deadly cycle of plastic 
pollution.

The entire world is talking about 
problem plastics right now. People 
are outraged, and the issue isn’t 
going away unless we take urgent 
action. We can use this momen-
tum and build on the dialogue that’s 
already happening around plastics to 
achieve our vision of a plastic-free 
future. But we can only carry out this 
vital work with contributions from 
our amazing donors.

Globally, we’re tackling plas-
tic pollution on all fronts. Together, 
we’ve convinced all but one 
Australian State to ban the bag and 
in 2016 we won against Coca-Cola 
and the beverage industry after they 
tried to block a drink container 
deposit scheme in NSW. Not only 
that, over one million people have 
signed petitions calling on corpora-
tions to do their part to end single-
use plastics.

Supermarkets have become 
addicted to needless plastic pack-
aging. Due to the sheer number of 
stores across Australia, and their 
lousy policies towards plastics, we’re 
seeing more and more plastic waste 
littering our streets, forests, rivers 
and oceans, all while their produc-
tion is contributing to dangerous cli-
mate change.

Until now, companies like 
Coles and Woolworths have pushed 
responsibility for plastic pollution 
onto us – their customers, whilst 
making a killing in profits. They 
tell us we need to “recycle more” 
when they know it’s impossible for 
anyone to recycle at a rate that can 
keep up with the staggering amount 
of single-use plastic packaging that 
they’re pumping out and selling to 
us in the fi rst place. Australia’s recy-
cling industry is struggling to cope 
now that China is no longer taking 
our recyclable waste, and it’s clear 
that recycling is not the best solution. 

This campaign is about tackling 
the root cause by stopping the need-
less and wasteful production of sin-
gle-use plastic packaging.

We believe a future without 
problematic plastic is possible, and 
we are working to make this a real-
ity. When enough of us unite, we’re 
an unstoppable force for good.

We are fi ercely independent – 
Greenpeace never has, and never 
will, accept a single dollar of corpo-
rate or government funding. Every 
aspect of our work is funded by 
people like you – people who are 
willing to stand up for the planet. 
Our independence enables us to take 
the fi ght to whatever is harming our 
planet regardless of the cause or 
those behind it.

We can’t do this without you, but 
together, we can move mountains.

Bev and the team
Greenpeace Australia Pacifi c
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At the end of the 15th century, several 
factors combined to hasten the demise of 
feudalism – the prevailing economic and 
social system based on ownership of land 
– and its replacement by a system based on 
possession of material wealth: gold or its 
equivalent.

One factor was the importation from the 
east of the secret of gunpowder, which ren-
dered obsolete the use of castles as a seat of 
power. Another was the collapse of the mono-
lithic Catholic Church with its stultifying grip 
on learning. Despite its vast wealth, the Church 
had hypocritically urged its followers to follow 
a path of poverty and to eschew the pursuit of 
wealth. When this contradiction became too 
glaring various figures within the Church 
began to question its doctrines, notably Jan 
Hus in Bohemia, Martin Luther in Germany 
and Calvin in Geneva.

The movement they were part of, the 
Reformation, saw a revival of learning and a 
renewed interest in scholarship and the scienc-
es. At the same time these developments were 
seen as providing new opportunities for gener-
ating wealth.

Explorers set out by ship from Spain and 
Portugal, England and Holland in search of 
spices and other valuable trade goods. They 
discovered the East Indies and then the West 
Indies, and the Americas. Huge quantities of 
gold and silver as well as spices poured into 
Europe.

Renewed interest in scientifi c knowledge 
coincided with the discovery of steam power 
and the beginning of the industrial revolution. 
Cottage industries were replaced by “manufac-
tories” powered by water at fi rst but soon by 

the much more versatile steam. Common lands 
that had sustained the poor were enclosed so 
the poor had no alternative but to leave their 
small holdings and drift to the towns, there to 
seek work in the new factories.

Feudalism in Western Europe collapsed, 
replaced by a new, more vibrant system based 
on accumulation of capital by trade or con-
quest: capitalism. Although this new system 
required the common people to live in vile, 
crowded conditions in the cities, and to work 
in appalling, dangerous conditions in the 
mines and mills that made money for the capi-
talists, it also (for a time) brought benefi ts for 
the people too. To provide suffi ciently skilled 
workers, capitalism had perforce to provide the 
people with a system of education and rudi-
mentary health care so that its workforce could 
be renewed.

And, of course, by bringing large num-
bers of people together to work for the same 
employer, sharing their diffi culties and injus-
tices, capitalism “created its own grave-dig-
gers”. However, as soon as the workers began 
to organise and fi ght back against the percep-
tion that they were little more than beasts of 
burden who could be ruthlessly exploited, the 
ruling class moved to shore up its dominant 
position against this threat from below.

Religion, tradition, even patriotism, were 
all invoked to make the recalcitrant workers 
see reason. When that failed, the bosses looked 
for ways to set the workers against each other. 
Religion, or religious prejudice, proved useful 
here too. But a much more useful tool was 
racial prejudice. Cultural differences that were 
immediately obvious were simple to exploit 
and a very useful weapon in the hands of those 

who sought to “divide and conquer” the work-
ing class.

Slave society had of course preceded 
feudalism, but it was not dependent on race. 
Conquered peoples were frequently enslaved 
but so too were the less fortunate members of 
dominant societies. Slavery was an economic 
status in the ancient world before ever it was 
a racial one.

The discovery of the New World initially 
meant large quantities of gold and silver fl ow-
ing into European coffers, but before long the 
desire to colonise these new lands led to wide-
spread use in the new territories of convict 
labour from Europe, basically the enslavement 
of the poor. However, slave labour by convicts 
was relatively expensive, was of a fi nite dura-
tion and at the same time aroused the ire of 
those troublesome humanitarians. The Moors 
had pioneered the enslaving for life of black 
Africans and that was clearly more economi-
cally viable.

The trade in slaves shipped from Africa 
to the plantations of the New World was so 
lucrative it persisted even after humanitarians 
successfully got it banned. It left an economy 
in the Southern states of the USA that was 
dependent on the labour of Africans. The con-
tradictions between emergent capitalism (pre-
dominantly in the north of the USA) and a 
plantation economy based on slave labour in 
the south resulted in a Civil War.

The anti-slavery forces won, but oppres-
sion of African Americans continued through-
out the USA but especially in the South. 
African Americans were terrorised by way 
of lynchings, public burnings and fl oggings. 
Racial segregation was the law in the South, a 

system called Jim Crow. And when Black chil-
dren attempted to attend a “white” school, they 
had to be protected by Federal marshals. Jim 
Crow offi cially ended half a century ago, but, 
despite a brutal civil rights campaign, it con-
tinues to manifest itself to this day. So many 
young Black men have been sentenced to 
lengthy terms in industrial prisons, where their 
enforced labour is provided free of charge, that 
it has been justly characterised as a “new era 
of slavery”.

American commentator Billy Corriher has 
noted that “America’s schools are more racially 
segregated today than they’ve been in decades. 
Between 2001 and 2014, the number of schools 
that are more than 90 percent low-income stu-
dents of colour more than doubled. ... More 
than one in five students attended racial-
ly segregated schools last year in Alabama, 
Louisiana, and Mississippi, according to a 
recent report from Loyola University in New 
Orleans. A 2014 study from the University 
of California-Los Angeles found that schools 
in the South are as segregated today as they 
were in 1967 [at the start of the civil rights 
movement].”

In fact, says Corriher, “civil rights advo-
cates are concerned that the Trump adminis-
tration is embracing policies that will drive 
resegregation. ... Trump Education Secretary 
Betsy DeVos eliminated her department’s 
Opening Doors program, which aimed to 
encourage voluntary desegregation.” Which 
is no more than the kind of racism one would 
expect from out and out fascists like Trump 
and his team. 

Racism and 
capitalism
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Communist Party USA leader John 
Bachtell addressed the international 
conference “Marxism of the 21st Century 
and the Future of World Socialism,” 
sponsored by the Communist Party of 
China on May 28 in Shenzhen. This is the 
text of his remarks.

We enthusiastically join in celebrating Karl 
Marx on the occasion of the 200th anniver-
sary of his birth and express deep apprecia-
tion to the International Department of the 
Communist Party of China for hosting this 
event.

Marxism is the world’s most infl uential 
body of thought and has changed the course 
of human history. It is more relevant than ever 
for addressing humanity’s urgent challenges 
despite the desperate efforts by the capitalist 
class to bury it.

Among their many discoveries, Marx and 
his lifelong comrade Frederick Engels showed 
how capitalism comprised one transitory stage 
of social development and would be surpassed 
by higher stages. This couldn’t occur with-
out the agency of people, though, and Marx 
and Engels proclaimed the historic mission 
of the working class was to lead a revolution-
ary change to a self-governing society without 
exploitation.

Marx also revealed exactly how exploita-
tion of labour and capital accumulation occur 
under capitalism.

Marxism rejects all dogma and its devel-
opment as a living and creative methodology 
didn’t end with Marx, Engels, and Lenin. It 
cannot exist without a constant connection to 
and critique of new experience and phenom-
ena with their many shades, complexities, and 
contradictions.

Nor can Marxism exist and develop with-
out constant interaction between theory and 
practice. In the hands of the working class, 
Marxism is a powerful tool for its self-emanci-
pation – especially through developing revolu-
tionary political strategy and tactics tailored to 
the specifi c circumstances of the class struggle 
of each country.

The world today is a far different place 
than it was in Marx’s time. Even then, how-
ever, Marx saw contradictions emerging that 
would eventually develop into the crises of 
contemporary capitalism. Capitalist econom-
ic globalisation, production on an unfathom-
able scale and the resulting concentration and 
centralisation of wealth, and the mass com-
munications, social media, and technological 
revolutions have created a fundamental con-
tradiction: the economic ability to address all 
human material needs paired with a “crisis of 
extremes.”

Just eight rich men have the same wealth 
as half the world’s population. The richest 
1 percent appropriated 82 percent of new 
wealth in 2017. In the US, the top 1 percent 
own more wealth than the bottom 90 percent 
combined.

This “crisis of extremes” has special 

impacts based on race, gender, and national-
ity and between advanced capitalist economies 
and developing ones.

The drive for maximum profi ts and wealth 
accumulation lead to ever more extensive and 
destructive crises like the 2008 global fi nan-
cial crisis, mass economic migration, poverty, 
hunger, disease, and the growing displacement 
of workers through technological revolution.

Capitalism is incapable of solving these 
crises. Their resolution demands intervention 
through the organised might of the working 
class and people, global working class solidar-
ity, and the radical reorganisation of society.

Capitalist development has generated two 
existential threats to humanity and nature: the 
climate crisis and the danger of nuclear war.

The current climate crisis is the most fun-
damental of multiple ecological crises that 
reflect the sharpening imbalance between 
humanity and nature caused by capitalism. It 
is directly due to the inherent destructiveness 
of capitalism’s productive process and drive 
for profi t, particularly on the part of the fossil 
fuel industry. Capitalism’s need for infi nite 
expansion is colliding with the Earth’s fi nite 
resources and capacity to absorb environmen-
tal damage.

Marx understood humans were part of 
nature and interacted with external nature 
through the labour process. Capitalism, he 
argued, causes a “metabolic rift” between 
nature and human society; alienating humans 
from both their own labour and nature itself.

The anarchy of capitalist production, 
exploitation, and inequality undermine any 
effort for dealing with this crisis and all other 
issues of a modern interconnected economy.

To avert a climate catastrophe, all of 
humanity – irrespective of class, economic 
system, and country – faces the enormous and 
urgent challenge of organising a rapid transi-
tion to sustainable energy production.

Only socialism can ultimately restore a 
harmonious relationship between society and 
nature and between humans and their labour. 
And the remarkable experience in China shows 
a socialist-oriented system makes the transition 
to sustainability on a massive scale possible.

But no matter how quickly this occurs, the 
climate crisis and its consequences of sea level 
rise, drought, desertifi cation, extreme weather 
events, acidifi cation of the oceans, and mass 
species extinction will worsen and continue to 
plague humanity for generations to come.

Curbing the climate crisis requires global 
working class solidarity and cooperation of 
nations regardless of their economic and social 
system. Countries must learn to share natural 
resources, redistribute wealth, and re-order 
their budget priorities to facilitate a transition 
to sustainability and adaptation.

Secondly, humanity is threatened by mil-
itarism and the growing danger of nuclear 
war. US society is militarised at every level. 
Wasteful war spending comprises over half 
the federal budget. The collapse of the Soviet 
Union removed the main justifi cation for fund-
ing over 800 military bases in 70 countries. Its 

real reason all along was to ensure U.S. impe-
rialist domination.

A new global nuclear arms race has begun 
amid heightened capitalist and regional rival-
ries and between capitalist and socialist-ori-
ented states. The US will spend over US$2 
trillion on nuclear modernisation to produce a 
new class of more dangerous nuclear weapons 
easier to deploy and use. The risk of nuclear 
catastrophe is greater now than during the Cold 
War.

The world’s people, beginning with 
Americans, must intervene to end the threat of 
war, demilitarise society, and rid the world of 
nuclear weapons. Every dollar spent on mili-
tary production contributes to our nation’s spir-
itual and moral death and robs it of funds that 
could address the climate crisis and our anti-
quated infrastructure, as well as the crises in 
health care, education, transit, and housing.

The danger of authoritarianism and fascism 
has grown in the US and Europe. Trump and 
the so-called “alt-right,” or fascists, linked to 
him pose an unprecedented threat to democ-
racy, peace, and the environment.

The Trump presidency is also a by-prod-
uct of extreme wealth concentration and the 
domination of the government by the fossil fuel 
industry, military corporations, and right-wing 
social movements. At the same time, there is 
now a relentless assault on the truth and an ero-
sion of democracy.

Trump is governing as he campaigned 
– by exploiting fear, economic insecurities, 
racism, misogyny, anti-immigrant hysteria, 
Islamophobia, anti-Semitism, and econom-
ic nationalism. He deploys anti-China trade 
rhetoric to divide the working class domesti-
cally and pit US workers against those of other 
countries.

Trump has assembled a war cabinet whose 
members have the fantasy of restoring US 
imperialism as the world’s sole superpow-
er. Leading advisors openly advocate regime 
change in Iran and North Korea and prefer 
military might over diplomacy. The danger is 

growing of a Middle East regional war as well, 
which could conceivably see the use of nuclear 
weapons.

Marx foresaw that with the attainment of a 
bourgeois democratic republic and the univer-
sal right to vote, a peaceful path to socialism 
could be opened for the working class. Under 
these circumstances, armed insurrection as a 
form of struggle becomes outmoded. In any 
case, violence has always been initiated by the 
capitalist class.

The Communist Party USA, which cel-
ebrates its 100th anniversary in 2019, fi rmly 
believes the struggle for socialism in the 
United States must follow a democratic, peace-
ful path, committed to defending, expanding, 
and radically reforming democratic institu-
tions. It must utilise all possible arenas: pro-
test, strikes, boycotts, legislative, electoral, and 
the “battle of ideas.”

The fi ght for racial and gender equity and 
for a sustainable, demilitarised path of devel-
opment with a vast redistribution of wealth are 
central necessities for any transition to social-
ism in the US.

The victory of socialist revolutions in the 
20th century and efforts to build socialism 
under extraordinarily diffi cult circumstances – 
their achievements, mistakes, errors, and even 
crimes, and subsequent defeats – provided a 
wealth of valuable if not bitter experience and 
lessons.

We continue to hold to our belief that 
there are no universal models for the winning 
of political power by the working class and 
its strategic allies, the transition to socialism, 
or the specifi c features of that future system. 
Every country will fi nd its own path to social-
ism based on its history, traditions, and the 
realities of its people.

We are convinced that a democratic, peace-
ful, sustainable socialism is humanity’s future. 
And the ideas of Karl Marx are essential for 
getting us there.
People’s World 
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Continued from page 1
In an attempt to defend its attack on indus-

try funds the PC claims that “A signifi cant 
minority of members (an estimated one mil-
lion) are barred from exercising choice even 
if they wanted to.” This is not true. Choice is 
a statutory right – introduced by the Howard 
Coalition government.

Continuing in the same vein, the PC says, 
“Proposed legislative changes to prohibit 
restrictive clauses in workplace agreements on 
members’ choice of fund are much needed.”

This is misleading to say the least. Award 
and enterprise agreements do not restrict 
choice of funds if a worker wishes to exer-
cise that statutory right. They usually specify 
a default fund.

Locked in for life
“Many members fi nd it hard to make com-

parisons between the large numbers of super-
annuation products available. The substantial 
proliferation of investment options in the 
choice segment (some 40,000) complicates 
decision-making and increases member fees, 
without boosting net returns. The choice seg-
ment is the non-default segment,” the report 
notes.”

This multitude of options creates enormous 
ineffi ciencies and duplication in a system that 
is virtually impossible for a worker to navi-
gate and make an informed choice. That is if 
the worker is one of a minority who has some 
understanding of the options or is even aware 
they exist.

The majority are oblivious to such com-
plexities and happy to go along with the indus-
try fund’s products. At best they might read 
the section of the annual statement with the 
balance in their account and what impact fees 
have had.

The PC, having emphasised the importance 
of competition, goes on to propose a system 
that would lock all new employees into one 
fund for life!

“Default superannuation accounts should 
only be created for members who are new to 
the workforce or do not already have a super-
annuation account (and do not nominate a fund 
of their own).

“To facilitate this, the Australian govern-
ment and the ATO [Australian Taxation Offi ce] 
should continue work towards establish-
ing a centralised online service for members, 
employers and the government that builds on 
the existing functionality of myGov and Single 
Touch Payroll. The service should:
• allow members to register online their 

choice to open, close or consolidate 
accounts when they are submitting their 
Tax File Number when starting a new 
job

• facilitate the carryover of existing 
member accounts when members 
change jobs”.

Clearly this is not designed to include 
industry specifi c products.

The report’s crunch for industry funds then 
follows:

“A single shortlist of up to 10 superan-
nuation products should be presented to all 
members who are new to the workforce (or 
do not have a superannuation account), from 
which they can choose a product. Clear and 

comparable information on the key features 
of each shortlisted product should also be pre-
sented. Members should not be prevented from 
choosing any other fund (including an SMSF 
[self-managed superannuation funds]).

“Any member who fails to make a choice 
within 60 days should be defaulted to one 
of the products on the shortlist, selected via 
sequential allocation.”

This list would be chosen by a govern-
ment-appointed “independent expert panel”.

“This panel should select from products 
submitted by funds that meet a clear set of 
criteria (established beforehand by the panel) 
and are judged to deliver the best outcomes 
for members, with a high weighting placed on 
investment strategy and performance.”

While industry funds consistently make up 
the top ten superannuation funds, it is unlikely 
that this hand-picked “independent” panel of 
government enablers will select ten industry 
funds.

Multiple accounts
The PC does pick up on one important 

point; that a signifi cant number of workers 
belong to more than one superannuation fund, 
a result of changing jobs. As a consequence 
they have more than one insurance policy each 
with its own insurance premiums and admin-
istration fees.

One of the PC’s recommendations is for 
insurance through superannuation to be provid-
ed to members under the age of 25 on an opt-in 
basis. Never mind that young workers may also 
be injured or even killed in workplaces.

The insurance products offered through 
industry funds are far cheaper and superior 
overall to those of the for-profi t funds, as the 
cover and premiums are calculated on a group 
basis, not an individual basis.

Powerful private monopoly
The PC’s recommendations would lead to 

greater ineffi ciencies as funds attempt to meet 
a whole new set of bureaucratic reporting and 
analysis. With only ten default funds listed, 
there would be less competition to choose 
from.

The other funds would be disadvantaged 
and denied a natural stream of new members. 
This could have a serious impact on indus-
try funds unless trade unions successfully 
campaign to direct new employees into those 
funds.

The PC recommends that all funds with 
less than $2 billion under management be 
wiped out in forced mergers with larger super-
annuation funds. That would affect more than 
100 funds: some have a poor track record, but 
not all be any means.

There are reports that there will be pressure 
on funds with less than $10 billion under man-
agement would be forced to merge.

The government in the May budget 
announced measures to close inactive superan-
nuation accounts. That would affect around one 
third of accounts.

The recommendations for the merger of 
smaller funds would also facilitate the forma-
tion of a massive and powerful monopoly in 
an industry where the parasitic private sector 
is already bleeding workers through exorbitant 
fees.

There are a few token measures to 
strengthen compliance and punish non-com-
pliant employers. Far too many workers do 
not have cover due to subcontracting arrange-
ments, the churning of casual labour and other 
forms of superannuation theft.

A better way forward
Trade unions will have a big struggle to 

prevent the government legislating for the rec-
ommendations contained in the PC’s report. If 
they are passed, then the priority will become 
to build a strong, united movement to protect 
industry funds and workers’ retired savings.

Never has it been more important to 
join the relevant trade union when gaining 
employment.

Find out your rights. Make sure you join 
the industry fund. If your employer is not 
making payments on your behalf, inform your 
union which can take it up for you.

Support your union in any campaign to 
defend industry funds and lobby your MP 
and Senators. Also call for legislation to end 

the rorting of the superannuation system by 
the wealthy. The issue of taxation rorts is not 
addressed, yet their removal would make the 
system far more effi cient.

All workers have a right to security in 
retirement. They have a right to an adequate 
income so they can live comfortably and in 
dignity.

They have a right to expect that their sav-
ings will be safely invested, managed well, and 
invested in socially desirable areas.

Those who have not been able to accumu-
late savings because of a broken working life, 
sickness, disability, time off to raise a family, 
unemployment, etc., also have a right to secu-
rity in old age.

None of these rights are guaranteed under 
the private “self-provision for retirement” 
policy through superannuation. While industry 
funds are superior to other types, the present 
superannuation system is still a gamble with 
retirement.

Hence the Communist Party of Australia 
is calling for a National Superannuation fund 
that workers from any industry could join on 
a voluntary basis. It would be democratically 
managed by representatives from the labour 
movement and other progressive community 
organisations.

Such a scheme would offer defi ned ben-
efi ts, a system that was once common in the 
public sector. This means a guaranteed income 
for workers throughout their retirement.

This should be in addition to an age pen-
sion funded from central revenue which pro-
vides an adequate income.

The fund would be invested in socially 
benefi cial projects such as public transport and 
other infrastructure, the development of renew-
able energy sources and public housing.

This removes the risk currently faced by 
individuals and with one central pool of assets 
would also result in greater administrative effi -
ciencies. It would provide real competition to 
the other funds!

Anyone wishing to make a written submis-
sion on the draft report has until Friday July 
13, 2018. Information on how to make a sub-
mission is available on the PC’s website. 
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