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The state is a machine used by one class to 
hold down and suppress another class.

VI Lenin

The 2018 annual reports of the Australian 
Securities and Investments Commission 
(ASIC) and the Australian Building and 
Construction Commission (ABCC) are 
revealing. So too are the royal commissions 
into the fi nancial sector and into trade 
unions. Even more so is a comparison of 
how these two bodies operate.

ASIC is the corporate cop responsible 
for policing the corporate and fi nancial sec-
tors of the economy. It has prime responsibil-
ity to enforce the law and regulate companies, 
fi nancial markets and fi nancial services under 
a range of acts, including the ASIC Act, 
Corporations Act and National Consumer and 
Credit Act.

It also has a consumer protection role in 
relation to fi nancial services – banking, insur-
ance, investment products, etc.

The section of the ASIC Act on con-
sumer protection outlaws behaviour such 
as unconscionable conduct, unfair contract 
terms, misleading or deceptive conduct, 
false or misleading representations, harass-
ment and coercion – all behaviour at the 
centre of the hearings of the recent Royal 
Commission into Misconduct in the Banking, 
Superannuation and Financial Services chaired 
by Commissioner Hayne.

ASIC’s governing legislation (Australian 
Securities and Investments Commission 
(ASIC) Act 2001), obliges the corporate cop to:

... take whatever action it can take, and is 
necessary, in order to enforce and give effect 
to the laws of the Commonwealth that confer 
functions and powers on it.

Building cop
The main objects of the Building and 

Construction Industry (Improving Productivity) 
Act 2016 (BCIIP Act) state in part:
• ensuring that building industry participants 

are accountable for their unlawful conduct;
• providing effective means for investigating 

and enforcing the BCIIP Act and other 
relevant law.

Both cops have responsibility for enforc-
ing the law in their respective areas. They both 
have considerable powers to summons and 
interrogate witnesses, demand documents, etc, 
in pursuing suspected breaches of the law.

Both can take matters to court over alleged 
breaches of the law or in the case of the build-
ing cop, it can also take some matters to the 
Fair Work Commission.

In general, their investigative and law 
enforcement roles and policing powers have 
many similarities.

“Crime” and punishment
The ABCC pursues its enforcement func-

tions with zeal when it comes to workers 
and trade unions. The building cop boasts 
in its 2017-18 annual report that courts 
awarded penalties totalling almost $6.0 mil-
lion during that year, of which a total of $5.6 
million was awarded against the Construction, 
Forestry, Maritime, Mining and Energy Union 
(CFMMEU). Just a single trade union and its 
organisers and members!

Their alleged “crimes” included:
• unlawful industrial action;
• breaching a Fair Work Commission order 

that industrial action cease;
• coercion (such as threatening industrial 

action in support of a legitimate demand).
In one case the court awarded penal-

ties against the CFMMEU and 19 offi cials of 
$817,500. The union was fi ned $551,900 and 
the 19 individuals received penalties ranging 
from $37,5002 to $3,500.

The annual report states categorically:

... Where the circumstances warrant it, 
we have not shied away from taking legal 
action, it is a core function of the ABCC to 
investigate suspected contraventions and 
present appropriate matters before the courts.

They certainly did not shy away from 
taking legal action as the above fi gures indi-
cate! Over the 10 years from 2009-2018, the 
building cop commenced 184 court proceed-
ings – almost all of these against trade unions 
and their offi cials.

Meanwhile sham contracting and phoenix 
companies fl ourished and employers got away 
with non-payment of superannuation and long 
service leave contributions, non-payment or 
under-payment of wages, unsafe working con-
ditions and other criminal acts that only served 
to boost profi ts and hurt workers.

Personal payments
One of the ABCC’s most dastardly anti-

union achievements was seeking and obtain-
ing a High Court decision confi rming that the 
Federal Court can order a union offi cial to per-
sonally pay a penalty and not seek reimburse-
ment from the union.

The Federal Court stated:
The penalty against the individual must be a 
burden or have a sting to be a deterrent.

In handing down its judgement in favour of 
the ABCC, the High Court found:

... the principal object of an order that 
a person pay a pecuniary penalty ... is 
deterrence: specifi c deterrence of the 
contravener and, by his or her example, 
general deterrence of other would-be 
contraveners.

An order that a contravener must not 
seek or receive indemnity from his or her 
co-contravener ... assists in accomplishing 
the calculated level of sting or burden of the 
pecuniary penalty ...

The aim is clear: to frighten-off trade union 
members who might be considering industrial 
action such as taking part in a picket; stop-
ping work over a safety issue or in support of 
a demand for unpaid wages; or urging other 
workers to join the union (“coercion” under 
the Act).
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Marx identifi ed many potential sources of contradiction in the 
expansionary dynamic of capitalism. In examining the sources of crisis 
in capitalism, Marx did not ignore the pressures economic expansion 
could place on the natural environment. Nevertheless, the full scale 
of this potential contradiction was not yet visible in the 19th Century.

A vibrant environmental movement emerged during the 1960s 
to address the growing damage being done by careless industrial 
practices in both the West and the East. Nevertheless, concern for the 
environment in this period remained a minority interest concentrated 
in the metropolitan regions of the world. In both the developed and 
less developed world, the environmental movement was often regarded 
as merely another special interest.

This situation has changed dramatically with the advent of 
neo-liberal globalisation. As capitalist industrial practices spread 
throughout the globe, the associated environmental problems were 
similarly dispersed and environment questions were actively posed 
for an increasing number of nations and an increasing portion of the 
global population. It has always been understood that environmental 
impacts had a strong global dimension and that many problems, like 
acid rain and water pollution, crossed national borders.

Nevertheless, attention focused on local and national effects, and 
responses were generally national in character. All of this has changed 
with the emergence of an unassailable scientifi c consensus about the 
existence and serious consequences of human-made climate change.

It is not a coincidence that the present global environmental crisis 
has emerged in the context of a dramatic globalisation of capitalist 
social relations. After centuries of relentless capitalist accumulation, 
the global environmental crisis has now developed to the point that 
the very survival of human civilisation and perhaps humanity itself is 
at stake. The current global crisis cannot be fully resolved within the 
historical framework of capitalism, and global ecological sustainability 
will be possible only with fundamental social transformations and 
a new global economic system organised on the principles of social 
ownership of land and other major means of production, democratic 
and rational planning, and production for people’s needs.

While standard economic theory has begun to discuss environmen-
tal and natural resource issues, it is incapable of incorporating the 
fundamental interdependence of the human economy and the natu-
ral environment into its world view. All production in the economy 
ultimately depends on the use of materials drawn from the natural 
world, and all waste from production and consumption eventually 
fi nds its way into the environment. These essential material realities 
and constraints are absent from standard economic theory.

The climate crisis makes the realisation of the practice of sustain-
ability especially urgent. Among all aspects of global environmental 
crisis, climate change is the most urgent and potentially has the most 
devastating consequences. Now it is nearly certain that the Arctic 
summer sea ice will disappear in a few years, suggesting that the 
processes of climate change have passed an important tipping point. 
With more tipping points being passed, global climate change could 
develop into a self-sustaining process beyond human control, leading 
to unprecedented catastrophes and leaving much of the earth no 
longer suitable for human habitation.

To alleviate the global climate crisis and prevent the worst catas-
trophes, it is necessary to begin immediately to reduce the emission 
of greenhouse gases. The developed economies must begin to realise 
concrete reductions while the less developed economies must begin 
to moderate their increases and then follow the developed economies 
in making reductions. All countries must begin to move away from 
a development and production strategy based on the unrestrained 
consumption of fossil fuels. This will not only pose daunting challenges 
in the fi elds of energy and transportation but it will also require the 
rebuilding of world agriculture on a more organic and sustainable 
basis.

Whatever the urgency of immediate actions, the scale of the 
changes needed will eventually clash with the expansionary needs 
of capitalism. Capitalism is an economic system based on production 
for profi t and the universal dominance of market relations.

Fundamental global changes required for global ecological sus-
tainability cannot be accomplished without a massive mobilisation 
of the world’s working classes and all oppressed peoples. The global 
struggle for ecological sustainability, therefore, must join forces with 
the global struggle against all forms of oppression and exploitation.

Guardian
Issue 1862 March 27, 2019

QUOTE OF THE WEEK
Those who offend against these little ones and cause them to offend, 
it were better a mill stone should be placed around their neck and 
be cast into the sea.

Jesus of Nazareth about little childrenJesus of Nazareth about little children
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Marxism and 
sustainable development

PRESS FUND
Last Thursday US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo agreed during 
a TV interview that President Trump may have been “raised by 
God to protect Israel” from Iran. The US has broken its nuclear 
non-proliferation agreement with Iran, and Pompeo’s amazingly 
provocative remark came less than a week after the slaughter 
of 50 Muslim New Zealanders by a fanatical anti-Muslim white 
supremacist. Trump would undoubtedly claim he wants peace 
in the Middle East, but as someone once said: “Ye shall know 
the tree by its fruit”. The Guardian team wants to contribute to 
the struggle for peace, but we can’t do so without Press Fund 
contributions, so please send in something for the next edition 
if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s supporters, as 
follows:
Dr G Dittura $5, “Round Figure” $10, “Rough Red” $5, 
J Doyle $100, “Sparky” $10, E Seymour $5
This week’s total: $135 Progressive total: $1,870

Perth celebrates 
International 
Women’s Day 2019

Elly Hulm

UnionsWA, the peak union body 
in Western Australia, called for a 
rally on Friday March 8 to com-
memorate IWD 2019. This is a day 
of struggle for working women in 
Australia and internationally.

Close to 500 women trade union-
ists and their male supporters gath-
ered at the Supreme Court Gardens 
after work, many of them marching 
from their union offi ces in the city.

The rally was led by Meredith 
Hammat, secretary of UnionsWA, 
who welcomed all and introduced 
the speakers. It was clear women 
want to take action and are rising to 
change the rules.

Speakers related their personal 
stories about the inequality in the 
workplace and in society generally. 
WA women suffer up to 30 percent 
pay gap compared to their male 
counterparts doing the same jobs. It 
is the biggest gap in the country. In 
industries dominated by women the 
work is undervalued.

One of the speakers, an 

electrician who spoke on behalf of 
women in male dominated occu-
pations and industries (WIMDOI) 
refl ected on the enormous diffi cul-
ties trying to gain access to jobs and 
or training but said her entry into 
male dominated work as a sparky has 
meant she has access to better wages. 
In all, women receive less remu-
neration for their labour. It wors-
ens if women are from Aboriginal 
or migrant backgrounds particularly 
those from non-English speaking 
backgrounds.

The pay gap continues to affect 
women even in retirement. Lower 
entry points, slower career progres-
sion, undervalued work, casualised 
work, lower pay, unpaid maternity 
leave for some, all add up to less 
superannuation and precarious retire-
ments with homelessness among 
older women growing by 31 percent 
since 2011 (“Retiring into Poverty”, 
National Older Women’s Housing 
and Homelessness Working Group 
2018).

The campaign by unions to get 
domestic violence leave and paid 

maternity leave and its importance 
was highlighted in personal stories 
by some of the speakers. A speaker 
from the CPSU spoke of this gov-
ernment’s bargaining policy that 
has had a devastating impact on 
the public sector. What was once 
a source of good, secure employ-
ment is now riddled with precarious 
employment, outsourcing and labour 
hire. Domestic violence leave was 
the only improvement pursued by 
that union during their last bargain-
ing but the Coalition government put 
domestic violence leave off limits for 
public sector workers.

Throughout the rally the call 
went out that the rules had to change. 
The rally reclaimed International 
Women’s Day as a working-class 
women’s day rejecting “tea and 
scones” and calling for all to rise up 
to change the rules. Together work-
ing men and women are victims of 
the capitalist system and the strug-
gle is a single struggle. The building 
of a better world needs the unity of 
men and women challenging wage 
slavery. 

Support Chemist 
Warehouse workers
Hundreds of Chemist Warehouse 
workers across Victoria and 
Queensland are on strike. 
Chemist Warehouse relies on 
broken rules to keep workers in 
insecure work – about 70 percent 
of workers in distribution ware-
houses are labour hire casuals.

Many workers who have years 
of experience with the company are 
made to rely on daily text messages, 
sometimes as late as 10 pm, to con-
fi rm if they have a shift the follow-
ing day. Being placed on unpaid 
standby for days or weeks on end is 
also common.

Workers at Chemist Warehouse 
are on the minimum wage and paid 

25 percent less than industry stand-
ards. Workers are afraid to speak 
out for fear of losing shifts. The 
workplace culture is toxic, with 
many facing bullying, intimidation 
and sexual harassment.

Chemist Warehouse could pro-
vide workers with decent, safe and 
secure jobs – but they have chosen 
not to.

Here’s what we’re 
doing about it

Together permanent and casual 
workers have united, forgoing pay 
and striking, to win justice for all 
workers. They will not stop until all 

Chemist Warehouse workers win 
wage increases, secure jobs, and a 
safe workplace free from bullying 
and sexual harassment.

Helping to reduce the fi nan-
cial burden on workers and their 
families will be a huge support to 
Chemist Warehouse workers. When 
workers stick together to change 
their lives, they do it for all of us. 
Decent wages, secure jobs and 
safe workplaces have always been 
won by workers united in struggle. 
Donate whatever you can to support 
this group of workers standing up 
for what is right. 
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Christine Howes

Whole families breached for partici-
pating in cultural business, real jobs 
replaced by “modern day slave labour”, 
workplace health and safety issues, bul-
lying and double dipping are just a few 
of the Community Development Program 
(CDP) horror stories First Nation Workers’ 
Alliance members and educators are deal-
ing with on a daily basis.

Several members of the Australian Council 
of Unions (ACTU) Indigenous Committee 
working on the front lines of remote regions 
across the Western Australia, the Northern 
Territory and South Australia have committed 
to change and, with an election looming, they 
have the Morrison government fi rmly in their 
sights.

Last month a report, from the department 
of Prime Minister and Cabinet found that about 
60 percent of CDP – the government’s contro-
versial remote work-for-the-dole scheme – par-
ticipants had recorded at least one suspension 
from their Centrelink payment and about a 
third had received a fi nancial penalty during 
any three-month period.

More than 80 percent of CDP participants 
are Indigenous.

Wayne Kurnorth is an organiser for United 
Voice (originally the North Australian Workers’ 
Union) in Darwin, who says his job takes him 

through a lot of Aboriginal townships where 
CDP is run.

“I basically try to communicate with the 
mobs out on communities about what’s going 
on and why we need to try and fi ght this,” he 
said.

“CDP is modern day slave labour and 
people are getting cut off from fi nancial assist-
ance – being punished – for not showing up to 
participate in activities for cultural reasons, for 
up to eight weeks at a time.

“That creates a ripple effect. If someone 
gets penalised, they rely on their families 
to help them out and up to two thirds of the 
family might get penalised.”

Australian Services Union organiser Corey 
Ah Chee is based in Adelaide and said there 
was a sense of frustration across the APY lands 
he visits as part of his work.

“There are stories of people leaving the 
APY lands, leaving their homelands, and going 
down to places like Port Augusta,” he said.

“And sometimes they have families there 
who can support them and sometimes they 
don’t, so maybe they’ll end up living on the 
streets because they think that’s better than 
where they’ve come from.”

Australian Manufacturing Workers Union 
(AMWU) organiser Liam Bedford works 
across the Kimberley in WA.

“In my role as an educator I try to get 
them to understand the system, how the CDP 

actually works and what doesn’t work, and 
how workers are getting exploited,” he said.

“And they know that – most people know 
that they’re not getting a fair go when it comes 
to working and contractors coming in and that 
sort of stuff.

“So I try to talk to them about how they 
can change things because I see they are scared 
of change.

“They’ve seen change happen all the time 
so they’re wondering, ‘If I do this what’s going 
to happen next? Am I going to get paid? Is this 
going to happen? We’re going to get moved to 
another community or out of the community.’

“So a lot of them try not to stir the pot.”
Mr Ah Chee said one of the things they 

could do was join the FNWA. 
“We have had a bit of a take up from our 

union members, Aboriginal and non-Aborig-
inal as well, wanting to join because of the 
whole ‘fair day’s pay for a fair day’s work’ 
idea,” he said.

“And as workers, we identify with that and 
people are joining.”

Mr Kurnorth said the feedback he had was 
the communities had been waiting a long time 
for something like the FNWA.

“So a lot of people just join up, a lot of 
CDP participants as well, because then they 
know there’s some sort of support base for 
them,” he said.

He said they had been lobbying the 

Opposition, who have pledged to abolish 
CDP. The Greens are in favour of ending the 
program.

“So we’ve been working really hard over 
the past couple of years to get our ministers, 
especially our Indigenous ministers, to step up 
to this plate, and they have,” he said.

He said they met with Linda Burney last 
week in Cairns where the federal opposition 
MP signed a pledge to encourage people to 
vote and end CDP.

Last month federal Indigenous Affairs 
Minister Nigel Scullion announced some 
changes to CDP – but critics say it’s far too 
little, too late.

Senator Scullion said the changes will be 
part of the fi rst phase of CDP reforms, which 
aim to increase CDP participants’ attendance 
and reduce penalties.

He said 1,000 subsidised jobs for CDP par-
ticipants would be available from this month.

“These 1,000 new jobs will be available 
throughout remote Australia,” Senator Scullion 
said.

“There will also be a focus on support-
ing Indigenous businesses, as these subsidies 
will help those businesses operating in remote 
Australia to expand and hire new staff.”
Koori Mail 

Australia

From the Archives The Guardian, 2002

Unions target CDP

Community Development Program (CDP) – the government’s controversial remote work-for-the-dole scheme.

Communist Party of Australia Sydney Central Branch

invite you toinvite you to
Picnic in the ParkPicnic in the Park

12:30 pm
Sunday March 31

Prince Alfred Park Surry Hills Sydney

Bring a plate of goodies to eat

$20 employed / $10 unemployed

Info: Linda on 02 9699 8844 or info@cpa.org.au

FUND RAISERFUND RAISER

Politics in the Pub Perth

Australia needs 
a pay rise

6-8 pm Thursday April 4
43 Below Bar & Restaurant

(43 Barrack Street Cnr Hay St Mall, Perth CBD)

Join the discussion and learn more 
about workers fi ghting for a pay rise.

Guest speakers
Chaired by the CPA

Free event
Cheap meals and drinks available for sale

Contact cpaperth@gmail.com or call 0419 812 872
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Len Lean

On average the 2017 fi gures published by 
the World Steel Association show that 1.83 
tonnes of carbon dioxide (CO2) were emit-
ted for every tonne of steel produced. The 
steel industry generates between seven and 
nine percent of direct emissions from the 
global use of fossil fuel.

Climate change is the biggest issue for the 
steel industry in the 21st century. Reducing 
CO2 Emissions in steelmaking must be tackled 
on a global level. Making the substantial CO2

reduction requires will, the need for technol-
ogy transfer, collaboration and breakthrough 
technologies.

Innovations for 
green(er) steel

While the steel industry has often been sub-
ject to critique for its environmental perform-
ance, it has nevertheless been making efforts to 
innovate and to improve its environmental per-
formance, according to the OECD calculations 
2015. For example; World Steel Association 
members have agreed on a common frame-
work to work towards reducing their carbon 
footprint. This includes:
• The development and application of new 

steel to improve the energy effi ciency of 
steel-using production in society;

• Expenditure on research and development 
to identify breakthrough steelmaking 
technologies with the potential of reducing 
steel’s CO2 emissions signifi cantly;

• Improving plant performance through 
benchmarking and technology transfer; and

• A common measurement and reporting 
system for steel plant CO2 emissions.

The world’s population is becoming more 
aware of the potential catastrophic conse-
quences of little or no action to curb global 
warming: Capitalist governments are agonising 
over what to do to prevent the groundswell of 
opposition to high polluting industries, which 
cause not only climate change but also have a 
detrimental effect on human health. Capitalism 
is fi ghting an inevitable losing battle against 
Socialism. 

Chinese reducing 
CO2 emissions

China is well on the way to reducing CO2

emissions from the manufacturing of steel. 
China is an accredited member of the 2018-
2019 Climate Action program and has contrib-
uted to the CO2 data collection program for 
over 10 years. 

Worldsteel.org/media/2019/ published 
information by Asa Ekdahl, Head, Environment 
and Climate Change, 10 January 2019, states in 
part, dust, nitrogen oxides (NOx) and sulphur 
oxides (SOx) emissions have an impact on the 
local and regional environment, and they are 
also a major source of concern for those living 
in the neighbourhood of a steel plant. The steel 
industry is fully aware of these concerns and 

takes responsibility for managing and control-
ling these emissions.

Poor air quality
Poor air quality has been an issue in China 

for a long time, and efforts to tackle the prob-
lem have intensifi ed in recent years. During 
the last world steel workshop on the theme 
of air quality held in Zhanjiang, China, the 
guest speaker from Chinese Environmental 
Protection Ministry, Shao Chunli, pro-
vided insight into China’s 2020 Air Pollution 
Action Plan and outlined the goals set by the 
government:
• To reduce levels of pollutants in ambient air 

and thereby reduce harmful health effects;
• To close polluting and outdated industry 

capacity.
These goals are pursued through a series 

of measures planned at national and regional 
level, the most notable for the steel industry is 
the introduction of “ultra-low emission stand-
ards” for sinter plants, blast furnaces and coke 
ovens, which are among the most stringent 
Emissions Limit Values (ELVs) globally, with 
some going beyond the strictest ELVs adopted 
anywhere in the world.

New “Ultra-low 
emission standards”

The new emission standards are expected 
to come into force in 2019. However, the Hebel 
region has already incorporated the new ELVs 
into legislation. The goal is for 80 percent of 
steel plants to have completed the transforma-
tion by 2025 although plants in areas with par-
ticularly poor air quality will be required to 
comply as early as 2020.

Achieving the new ultra-low emission 
standards implies signifi cantly reducing emis-
sions and will require taking abatement tech-
nologies and air emission management to the 

next level. It is likely that the introduction of 
new regulations in China will have an impact 
on the implementation of new techniques and 
practices at a global level.

Powering China’s Future
A 2012 white paper on China’s energy 

policy emphasised the need to “vigorously 
develop new and renewable energy” in 
accordance with the 2016 Paris Agreement. 
Over the last decade, China’s investment in 
renewable energy and natural gas has surged. 
In 2017 almost half of global renewable 
energy investment came from China, totalling 
$125.9 billion. This is more than double the 
$53.3 billion that China invested in renewa-
bles in 2013.

Due to large-scale investment in massive 
infrastructure projects, hydroelectric power 
has become China’s main source of renewa-
ble energy production. The controversial Three 
Gorges Dam, completed in 2012 at a cost of 
over US$37 billion, is the largest hydroelec-
tric dam in the world and boasts a generation 
capacity of 22,500 megawatts. The dam gen-
erates more electricity than the second-largest 
hydropower dam, the Itaipu dam in Brazil and 
Paraguay. Including the Three Gorges Dam, 
China has constructed four of the top 10 larg-
est energy-producing hydroelectric dams in the 
world. From 2000 to 2015, China increased its 
hydroelectric energy-generation capacity by an 
impressive 408 percent. As a result of the Three 
Gorge Dam and other projects, China became 
the world leader in hydropower in 2014.

China’s environment minister said his 
country still has “a long way to go”. India’s 
giant Tata Power Company announced last 
month it was no longer looking to develop new 
coal plants. In Japan, another new coal plant 
was cancelled this week – the third in as many 
months.

The question facing capitalist investors 

and capitalist governments around the world 
isn’t just whether coal is bad for the planet, it’s 
about costs. Power from existing coal plants 
is incredibly cost-effective but not from a new 
plant. “Firmed renewables” – that is, solar or 
wind backed up by gas, hydro or batteries – 
have become far more competitive. The num-
bers are no longer adding up for new coal 
plant, either politically or fi nancially.

Public pressure for reducing our carbon 
footprint has had limited success and daily 
this pressure is building, capitalism is based 
on making maximum profi ts for shareholders 
irrespective of environmental impacts. Making 
huge profi ts from generating and distribution of 
an essential service must be opposed by trade 
unions, community groups, and general popu-
lation, and must be nationalised, unfortunately 
the ALP doesn’t have public ownership in its 
DNA.

The life cycle approach
The Australian government must take into 

account the full cycle of products when creat-
ing new legislations. Only by doing this, can 
the actual impact of each stage of product’s 
life be calculated and be effi ciently addressed. 
Governments have only focused on the produc-
tion phase or the use phase of a product ignor-
ing the full life cycle, leading to inappropriate 
material selection.

Taking the life cycle into account will help 
to create reliable and predictable frameworks 
for cost effective energy and environmental 
policies. Example; plastic proliferation, the 
cost of production and energy used but ignor-
ing the recycling and environmental costs, 
when alternatives may be more suited to the 
product such as (glass can be 100 percent recy-
cled infi nite. If made of steel instead of plas-
tic in the case of motor vehicle body parts for 
instance, these metal parts can be 100 percent 
recycled). 

Steeling for the future

Australia

Critical systems
A survey of 1,000 Australians 
nationwide reveals the number 
one concern of all Australians 
with regards to population growth 
is marine and waterway health – 
ahead of housing density, reduced 
water supply and increased 
traffi c.

The survey, commissioned by 
Ocean Protect, found that almost six 
in ten (57 percent) Aussies aren’t 
satisfi ed with the health and clean-
liness of their waterways such as 
creeks, rivers, ocean. Least satisfi ed 
are 18-24 year olds (68 percent), 
South Australians (68 percent) and 
Queenslanders (62 percent).

“We commissioned the study 
to better understand Australian 
attitudes and behaviours when it 
comes to marine health. With more 

plastic in the sea than fi sh predicted 
by 2050, the state of our oceans 
and waterways is at crisis point,” 
said Jeremy Brown, co-founder of 
Ocean Protect who design, install 
and maintain stormwater treatment 
assets and infrastructure.

Ben Pearson, senior cam-
paign manager at World Animal 
Protection Australia echoed 
Brown’s comments on marine 
health now reaching crisis point: 
“Unfortunately, the world’s oceans 
have become a convenient dump-
ing ground for pollution and it’s 
harming the animals who live 
there. Change needs to occur in 
order to protect animals and critical 
ecosystems.”

Brown is hoping to evolve the 
conversation about ocean health 

beyond single-use plastics: “Whilst 
plastic is part of the issue, so too 
are pollutants including sediments, 
heavy metals, nitrogen, phospho-
rous and cigarette butts that, like 
plastic, fl ow to the ocean with 
stormwater runoff,” he said.

Sixty-nine percent of Aussies 
think politicians are not doing 
enough to protect our waterways. 
According to Ocean Protect, making 
the maintenance of stormwater 
infrastructure and roads a legal and 
enforceable requirement would save 
around 500 standard wheelie bins 
of pollution (240 litres) reaching the 
ocean per day.

“Without proper maintenance, 
all compulsory stormwater treat-
ment systems become ineffective 
and ultimately, our waterways pay 

the price. In addition, only a very 
small proportion of urban areas will 
have any stormwater treatment sys-
tems,” said Brown.

His company has announced it 
would donate $50,000 this year to 
fi ve charities in support of their col-
lective conservation efforts in addi-
tion to fundraising for them via an 
online not-for-profi t shop.

The company is also investing 
into education around urban storm-
water and its impacts on the envi-
ronment with Brown shocked to 
fi nd almost half of all Aussies (49 
per cent) think the leading source 
of pollution in the city and subur-
ban waterways is illegal discharging 
and dumping when it’s stormwater 
runoff.

Almost half (47 percent) of 

18-24 year olds think litter and 
debris released at sea is the biggest 
source of plastic pollution in the 
world’s oceans when in fact, storm-
water runoff is the largest source. 
The survey also found 76 percent of 
Aussies don’t know that stormwater 
is the biggest source of plastic pol-
lution is in the world’s oceans.

Ocean Protect currently part-
ners with Keep Australia Beautiful 
by sponsoring conservation science 
modules in NSW primary schools. 
By 2022, the company’s goal is to 
have helped all schools in Australia 
to have access to marine conserva-
tion education resources. 
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The summit held in Hanoi on February 
27-28, between the leaders of the 
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and 
the United States of America, was meant to 
be part of a process to normalise US-DPRK 
relations and to allow for a stable and last-
ing peace on the Korean peninsula, includ-
ing its de-nuclearisation. This was in line 
with the Korean and American people’s 
desire for peace and prosperity.

This path was set by Presidents Kim and 
Trump at their fi rst summit, held last June in 
Singapore.

The North Korean government took sub-
stantial steps towards these goals between the 
two summits – it suspended ballistic missile 
and nuclear weapons tests, destroyed a former 
nuclear testing site and returned the remains of 
US soldiers from the Korean war.

The DPRK is also intensifying cultural and 
economic relations with the Republic of Korea 
(ROK). Last September, in Pyongyang, the 
leaders of the two Korean republics declared 
that as well as taking military de-escalation 
measures among other things, they were plan-
ning for new economic zones and tourist facili-
ties, as well as aiming to restore and modernise 
rail and road links between the north and south. 
The US response was to block this initiative, 
through its control of the demilitarised zone 
(DMZ) separating the two republics.

At the second summit President Kim 
offered to permanently halt all long-range 
rocket and nuclear tests and to completely 
dismantle all nuclear production facilities at 
Yongbyon, DPRK’s primary nuclear enrich-
ment facility, if USA agreed to a partial lift-
ing of sanctions that targeted north Korean 
civilians.

The US government, up to the time of the 
second summit, had contributed nothing to the 
normalisation process other than to suspend 
its provocative military exercises on DPRK’s 
borders.

At the second summit the US delegation, 
fronted by President Trump, “listened politely” 
before “blowing up” the summit by demand-
ing the DPRK not only completely dismantle 
its nuclear weapons program, but, that it also 
eliminate its chemical and biological weapons 
capacity, this all to be done under US supervi-
sion, before the USA would even consider lift-
ing any sanctions it had imposed on the DPRK, 
either directly, or through the United Nations.

The summit did not make it through its 
second day.

Since then the USA has resumed its joint 
military exercises, that are rehearsals for invad-
ing the north, and beat up a propaganda cam-
paign through the US media, falsely claiming 
the DPRK was secretly rebuilding its missile 
facilities.

Behind Trump and his words of peace 
and friendship stands the US foreign policy 
and military elite and the ruling US capital 
interests.

This cabal lives on war and pillage. The 
Korean people mean nothing to it, other than 
how they can serve its purposes.

This elite is opposed to the very idea of 
negotiations with the DPRK, of allowing 
“normal” relations between the Koreas, or of 
ever considering a peaceful, united Korean 
nation.

It wants to preserve the 65 year-long status 
quo that allows the US to occupy a divided 
peninsula in a strategically located region. 
Peace would undermine USA’s justifi cation 
for a permanent and controlling military pres-
ence in south Korea and its ability to assert its 
primacy in the region, short-circuiting its mil-
itary-economic “pivot to Asia” strategy that 
aims to further encircle China and guarantee 
US domination of the Asia-Pacifi c for the fore-
seeable future.

The US seeks regime change in the DPRK 
and its capitulation. It seeks to bring the DPRK 
under US control, so its socialist-state econ-
omy can be dismantled and privatised and its 
people super-exploited by US corporations – 
the “unlimited opportunity” Trump offers the 
DPRK if its opens up to US investment. A 
Korea unifi ed in this way will only reinforce 
south Korea’s colonial status and serve as a 
springboard for US confrontation and war with 
China and Russia.

The people of North Korea, like their 
fellow Koreans south of the DMZ, desire a 
prosperous, secure future. The two Koreas’ 
plan to collaborate in reuniting their people 
and in integrating and modernising their econ-
omies, irrespective of USA’s strategic goals, or 

its efforts to derail the Koreans’ independent 
interests that run counter to them.

The growing reconciliation between the 
two Koreas is itself part of an emerging coa-
lition of Eurasian nations participating in 
massive economic integration efforts such as 
the Belt and Road Initiative, a multinational 
infrastructure investment project pioneered by 
the People’s Republic of China, that has the 
potential to accelerate economic growth across 
Eurasia and beyond.

The prospect of a peaceful and unifi ed 
Korea, that is part of a prosperous, economi-
cally integrated, yet diverse Eurasia, forces the 
USA to confront the fact that the entire region 
is “breaking out of Washington’s orbit and 
charting a new course on its own,” a trajectory 
that directly undercuts the US strategy to con-
tain China militarily and dominate Asia eco-
nomically over the next century, in accordance 
with its dreams of global hegemony.

The United States cannot sustain its 
attempt to impose a self-proclaimed New 
World Order on the rest of the world – the 
very effort, which requires overwhelming mil-
itary supremacy to enforce, is at the cost of 
prolonged underinvestment by the US in the 
civilian technologies, industries, services and 
infrastructure that can most effectively meet 
humanity’s emerging needs.

It is no longer even meeting the needs of a 
large part of its own society.

Momentum is building for inter-Korean 
reconciliation and peaceful coexistence. 
Koreans have the wherewithal to determine 
their own future, despite US pretensions 

to control the fate of Korea and the rest of 
humanity.

The United States is losing the authority 
and legitimacy to prevent Korean reconcilia-
tion and unifi cation. It is demonstrating, yet 
again, before the world, that it does not honour 
its promises and does not seek peaceful res-
olution, but rather seeks confrontation and 
confl ict.

“Complete denuclearisation” – which 
should include the removal of the nuclear 
capable US military forces from the Korean 
peninsula and out of the ROK’s military com-
mand structures – will come about through the 
Koreans’ own efforts to establish the basis for 
peace, co-prosperity, and eventual unifi cation.

They are able to do this as part of a “com-
munity of common destiny” that seeks to 
improve people’s living standards, through 
sharing the benefi ts of technological innovation 
and modernisation, within a system of mutual 
respect for the sovereign rights of nations. This 
is the alternative to being under the thumb of a 
global corporate-fi nancial hierarchy, backed by 
ruthless military power.

In Australia – like in the Republic of Korea 
– our politicians should wake up to the fact that 
the appeasement of, and collaboration with the 
US state apparatus, only assists in the further-
ance of its war aims.

We need to break the links with imperial-
ism, economically, politically and militarily.

To start with, our governments should 
overturn the US-imposed sanctions on the 
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea. 

Australia

Taking Issue – Wayne Sonter

Korea is One
The two Koreas together must seek their own path to peace and prosperity

A man writes an inscription on a “Unifi cation fl ag” near the demilitarised zone, in April 2018, ahead of the inter-Korea summit. (Photo: Jung Yeon-Je)

Fearmongering is government policy
The Prime Minister, Scott 
Morrison, is only trying to cover 
up the reality of government 
policy by suggesting that “tribal-
ism” is dividing Australia.

“Division” is offi cial govern-
ment policy. The Prime Minister, 
the Home Affairs Minister, and now 
Liberal Senator Linda Reynolds on 
ABC’s Q&A have all suggested that 
the Medivac Bill should be opposed 
because refugees in Australia’s off-
shore prisons are a supposed threat 
to Australian society.

“Without evidence, all of 
them have suggested that there are 

potential terrorists, paedophiles, 
criminals among the refugees 
held in offshore detention,” said 
Ian Rintoul, spokesperson for the 
Refugee Action Coalition, “Scott 
Morrison used those very arguments 
to try and justify re-opening the 
Christmas Island detention centre.”

Last October, minister Peter 
Dutton explicitly used the security 
scaremongering in relation to refu-
gee families on Nauru, saying there 
were 13 refugee children whose 
parents were deemed security risks 
by the US.

But Dutton’s scaremongering 

has come to nothing: All chil-
dren and their parents are now in 
Australia or the US. His dark warn-
ing about 57 refugees who suppos-
edly “fail the character test” doesn’t 
pass the pub test.

Among the government’s most 
recent divisive claims was Dutton’s 
declaration that sick refugees from 
Manus and Nauru would displace 
people in Australia from medical 
services.

It was a lie backed up by Scott 
Morrison who defended Dutton’s 
claim, telling ABC radio, “It’s just a 
simple fact.”

Senator Fraser Anning’s white 
supremacist views were govern-
ment legitimacy a year ago by Peter 
Dutton’s very public pronounce-
ments that protection applications 
by white South African farmers 
would be fast-tracked.

“Scott Morrison’s comments 
about ‘tribalism from both sides’ 
is more dog-whistling, to cover-
up the government’s particular 
role in whipping up Islamophobia 
and anti-refugee sentiments,” said 
Rintoul. “The Coalition govern-
ment continues to trade in vilifi ca-
tion and division. We look forward 

to Morrison’s sincere apology to 
Muslims, asylum seekers and refu-
gees, and his announcement that 
Christmas Island, along with Manus 
and Nauru, will be closed.”

“Welcome Refugees” rallies 
calling for an end to offshore deten-
tion will be held across Australia on 
Palm Sunday, April 14. Speakers at 
the Sydney Rally include refugee 
and Iraqi surgeon, Dr Munjed Al 
Muderis and former Socceroos cap-
tain Craig Foster. 
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Jenny Farrell

GALWAY, Ireland: Shock and disbelief 
is the reaction of most people in Ireland 
to the decision of the Northern Ireland 
Prosecution Service (NIPP) to charge only 
one British Paratrooper, “Soldier F,” in 
connection with the murder of 14 innocent 
civil rights marchers on Derry’s “Bloody 
Sunday,” January 30, 1972.

Relatives and friends of the Bloody Sunday 
victims had marched to Derry’s Guildhall in 
anticipation of the NIPP’s announcement.

The NIPP’s decision refl ects the arrogant 
stance of the British establishment to these 
crimes committed in Ireland. Indeed, it echoes 
the Northern Secretary Karen Bradley’s state-
ment earlier this month that all killings by the 
British army and police during the Troubles 
were “not crimes.”

Her statement and the legal decision to 
only prosecute one soldier stand in direct con-
tradiction to the fi ndings of the Saville Inquiry 
and to the apology made by former British PM 
David Cameron in Parliament stating the kill-
ings were “unjustifi ed and unjustifi able.”

Lord Saville’s public inquiry into Bloody 
Sunday ran for over ten years. Lord Saville 
found those killed and injured were innocent; 
that the killings were unjustifi ed and those 
killed posed no threat. It overturned the fi rst 
discredited report into the killings, by Lord 
Widgery, in 1972, which said British soldiers 
were fi red on fi rst and some of those killed had 
been armed.

The Saville report, in June 2010, identi-
fi ed 22 former British soldiers who could be 
charged with murder, attempted murder, caus-
ing grievous bodily injury with intent, or per-
jury. It has now taken almost nine years for the 
NIPP to whittle that number down to one anon-
ymous scapegoat, “Soldier F.” Saville linked 
him to the killing of four people on Bloody 
Sunday. According to the brother of victim 
Michael Kelly, what stood out about the evi-
dence “Soldier F” gave to the Inquiry was that 
“he showed absolutely no remorse for what he 
did.”

One of the solicitors for the Bloody Sunday 
families has praised their tenacious 47-year 
campaign for justice that resulted in the his-
toric public inquiry and the prospect of actual 
prosecutions.

Alas, their campaign for justice is not yet 
over. The families will study this decision care-
fully and look for legal possibilities to chal-
lenge the decision before the High Court. They 
will seek to increase the number of soldiers 
prosecuted as well as ensure that the accused 
are named rather than remain anonymous, as 
was the case with the Saville Inquiry.

Bloody Sunday was a watershed in the 
North of Ireland confl ict. It was to result in the 
decline of the powerful civil rights movement 
and the rise of the Provisional IRA. The peace-
ful demonstrations demanding equal rights for 
Catholics in the late 1960s exposed internation-
ally the sectarian, repressive, and gerryman-
dered regime operating in Britain’s backyard, 
“Northern Ireland.”

Some historical background
In August 1969, the British Labour gov-

ernment brought British troops onto the streets 
to stop the pogroms against the Catholic com-
munity by the armed sectarian pro-British 
Northern Ireland police force, the RUC.

The British Labour government disarmed 
the RUC and began to introduce democratic 
reforms. However, in June 1970 the role of 
the British state changed when Edward Heath 
was elected Prime Minister. The Tories – or 
to give the offi cial title, the “Conservative and 
Unionist Party” – were in power and they sym-
pathised with their fraternal party in the North 
of Ireland, the Unionist Party, that had control-
led the sectarian state for almost 50 years.

Repression of the Catholic community 
rather than democratic reforms became the 
order of the day culminating in internment 
without trial in August 1971.

The demonstration in Derry on January 

30, 1972, had been aimed against internment. 
The killings on Bloody Sunday were seen as 
a deliberate act by the British Tories and their 
Unionist allies to force the unmanageable 
peaceful protests for civil rights off the streets. 
Both at home and abroad it was more accepta-
ble to fi ght “terrorism” than to deal with peace-
ful demonstrators demanding their civil rights. 
Besides, in Northern Ireland the British army 
could perfect its anti-insurgency techniques.

So while only one of the soldiers who 
fi red the shots is to be prosecuted, the politi-
cians, civil servants, and offi cers who pulled 
the strings are not. Of late, particular attention 
has been drawn to retired General Sir Mike 
Jackson. He was second-in-command of the 
army in Derry on Bloody Sunday. During his 
evidence at the Saville Inquiry, he suffered 
from severe memory loss.

This contrasts with his disputed account 
of another mass killing in Northern Ireland 
months before Bloody Sunday. In August 1971, 
during internment, the Parachute Regiment 
shot dead 11 innocent people including a 
mother and a priest in what is now known as 
the “Ballymurphy Massacre.” Jackson was 
press offi cer for the Parachute Regiment sta-
tioned in Belfast and briefed the media that 
those killed in the shootings were Republican 
gunmen. This view was contradicted recently 
at the ongoing inquest into the Ballymurphy 
Massacre, when the then-commanding offi cer 
of the Parachute Regiment, General Sir 
Geoffrey Howlett, 89, admitted that of those 
killed “most if not all were not IRA.”

Jackson’s role in Northern Ireland did not 
hamper his career, which saw him involved 
in the wars in Yugoslavia and Kosovo. On 
February 1, 2003, he became chief of staff of 
the British Army, a month before the illegal 
invasion of Iraq – another war where those who 
pulled the strings go completely unpunished.

Thomas Kinsella’s 
“Butcher’s Dozen”

Irish poet Thomas Kinsella’s poem 
“Butcher’s Dozen” was written in the immedi-
ate aftermath of Bloody Sunday, following the 
Widgery report which whitewashed the atroci-
ties, and published on April 26, 1972.

Kinsella later said: “The Widgery report 
was a great insult. [My] response was instant; 
the poem itself was written and issued in seven 
days. ... I debated with myself at the time 
whether to keep it anonymous, but that would 

have been wrong. Commitment is important 
when faced with wickedness and injustice. ... 
The poem was at some personal cost, however.

“There was a considerable loss of read-
ership – a permanent chill in the atmosphere 
from readers of my work, and from friends. I 
received a letter from one friend who simply 
put an end to our friendship. They signed off, 
‘No British person would behave in such a 
way.’ This continued even after total vindica-
tion [in] the Saville report; and the apology 
[from prime minister David Cameron] in the 
British parliament. I stand over my decision 
to write [it].”

The poem opens in tone and rhythm remi-
niscent of Shelley’s “The Mask of Anarchy,” 
written after the Peterloo Massacre in 1819:

I went with Anger at my heel
Through Bogside of the bitter zeal
– Jesus pity! – on a day
Of cold and drizzle and decay.
A month had passed. Yet there remained
A murder smell that stung and stained.
On fl ats and alleys – over all –
It hung; on battered roof and wall,
On wreck and rubbish scattered thick,
On sullen steps and pitted brick.
And when I came where thirteen died
It shrivelled up my heart. I sighed
And looked about that brutal place
Of rage and terror and disgrace.
Then my moistened lips grew dry.
I had heard an answering sigh!
There in a ghostly pool of blood
A crumpled phantom hugged the mud:
“Once there lived a hooligan.
A pig came up, and away he ran.
Here lies one in blood and bones,
Who lost his life for throwing stones.”

It continues, commenting on British 
justice:

“The shame is theirs, in word and deed,
Who prate of justice, practice greed,
And act in ignorant fury – then,
Offi cers and gentlemen,
Send to their Courts for the Most High
To tell us did we really die!
Does it need recourse to law
To tell ten thousand what they saw?

Law that lets them, caught red-handed,
Halt the game and leave it stranded,
Summon up a sworn inquiry
And dump their conscience in the diary.
During which hiatus, should
Their legal basis vanish, good,
The thing is rapidly arranged:
Where’s the law that can’t be changed?
The news is out. The troops were kind.
Impartial justice has to fi nd
We’d be alive and well today
If we had let them have their way.
Yet England, even as you lie,
You give the facts that you deny.
Spread the lie with all your power
All that’s left; it’s turning sour.”

As various ghosts of the dead speak, one 
refers to the witches’ broth in Macbeth, 

only this pot is worse!
A joking spectre followed him:

“Take a bunch of stunted shoots,
A tangle of transplanted roots,
Ropes and rifl es, feathered nests,
Some dried colonial interests,
A hard unnatural union grown
In a bed of blood and bone,
Tongue of serpent, gut of hog
Spiced with spleen of underdog.
Stir in, with oaths of loyalty,
Sectarian supremacy,
And heat, to make a proper botch,
In a bouillon of bitter Scotch.
Last, the choice ingredient: you.
Now, to crown your Irish stew,
Boil it over, make a mess.
A most imperial success!”

Kinsella’s concluding lines will stand for 
the way many in Ireland feel today:

I stood like a ghost. My fi ngers strayed
Along the fatal barricade.
The gentle rainfall drifting down
Over Colmcille’s town
Could not refresh, only distil
In silent grief from hill to hill.

Socialist Voice 

Magazine

Butcher’s dozen
The crimes of Bloody Sunday 47 years on
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“The road to Havana 
passes through Caracas”
WT Whitney

Already embarked upon overthrowing 
Venezuela’s socialist government, the 
Trump administration is now renewing its 
efforts to squash Cuba as well, and Title 
III of the 1996 Helms-Burton Act is join-
ing an arsenal of weapons employed by the 
US in what Cubans regard as genocidal 
aggression. This is the latest addition to 
the US’ long record of implacable hostil-
ity toward Cuba, which features terror 
attacks, military invasion, germ warfare, 
internal subversion, and almost 60 years 
of economic blockade. Devoid of natural 
resources ready for US plunder, Cuba 
offends by having defended socialism and 
national independence.

The Helms-Burton law is complex, but it 
centres on tightening the economic blockade 
against Cuba, preparing for a transition gov-
ernment, and, by means of Title III, infl icting 
suffering and destabilisation.

Title III opens the door for the former 
owners and the heirs of properties nationalised 
by Cuba’s revolutionary government to bring 
actions in US courts to gain compensation for 
what they lost. These live in exile, mainly in 
the United States. Persons or companies pres-
ently occupying such properties, or profi ting 
from them, and who are located in third coun-
tries, would be required by the courts to pay 
off the aggrieved parties. Because the proper-
ties are in Cuba, the courts would lack direct 
enforcement capabilities, but that doesn’t 
mean the US can’t use the courts’ decisions 
to wreak havoc on Cuba’s drive for foreign 
investment.

In 1996, when the law was introduced, the 
European Union and other critics insisted that 

the US government delay implementation of 
Title III. It did so, and for the next 23 years, 
at semi-annual intervals, the United States 
announced one six-month delay after another. 
But a new era dawned on January 16 when the 
State Department declared that this time sus-
pended implementation would end at 45 days. 
Something was up.

On March 4, the State Department indi-
cated that in 30 more days Title III would be 
applied to the foreign and Cuban “traffi ck-
ers” in nationalised properties. Also, Title 
III would, as of March 19, be extended to 
200 Cuban enterprises controlled by Cuban 
security forces or state agencies, many of 
them connected with Cuba’s tourist industry. 
The US government in November 2017 had 
already put those facilities off-limits to US 
tourists.

As of early April, international investors, 
aid agencies, and business-persons active or 
looking to be active in Cuba will be facing 
vast uncertainties. The former owners of 
nationalised properties may be suing them in 
US courts. Concerned about a slippery slope 
of US disfavour, they may cease involvement 
with Cuba. And what with unsettling news, 
foreign lenders may shy away from possibly 
risky loans for projects in Cuba.

Title III promises what Cubans call “extra-
territorial” effects. It further universalises 
application of the US blockade which, poten-
tially involving all countries, violates their 
sovereignty.

But in a Machiavellian twist, the State 
Department will apparently wield the “traf-
fi cking” charge selectively. Cuban analyst 
Reinaldo Taladrid Herrero explains: “The 
road to Havana passes through Caracas.” 
Specifi cally, “They are going to exempt all 

businesses of countries allied with the United 
States, above all Canada and the European 
countries ... Implementation will be centered 
on adversary countries like Russia, China, and 
Venezuela.” Others share his views.

Title III violates international law, accord-
ing to Russia; Cuba solidarity groups have 
protested. A few business-oriented US groups 
oppose Title III out of concern that future 
US commercial ventures in Cuba would be 
vulnerable.

Cuba’s government argues that nationali-
sation was and is legal according to interna-
tional norms and court decisions in the United 
States. Cuba has sought satisfaction from the 
United States for deaths and destruction due to 
US assaults. Negotiations taking place briefl y 
during the Obama era looked at balancing 
Cuba’s claims with US demands stemming 
from nationalisation.

Title III means major trouble for Cuba. 
The government there is presently mount-
ing an effort to bolster the nation’s economy. 
Foreign investors will assume a major role 
in the project. They would provide $2.5 bil-
lion annually toward building or refurbishing 
Cuban institutions, companies, and infrastruc-
ture. But any goodwill on their part may well 
evaporate once threats loom as to court actions 
in the United States.

The availability to the Cuban people 
of food, health care, schools, building sup-
plies, medicines, and transportation rests on 
loans and export income from abroad and on 
income from joint ventures with foreign enti-
ties. By 201,4 Cuba needed $2.5 billion annu-
ally in direct foreign investment. The fact 
that food imports alone currently require an 
annual outlay of $2 billion suggests that cur-
rent requirements are greater.

Title III contains the seeds for havoc in 
the event that Cuba’s socialist government is 
no more and the United States takes charge. 
According to Cuba’s Granma newspaper, 
Cubans “would be forced to return, reimburse, 
or pay US claimants for the house in which 
they live, the area on which their communities 
are built, the arable land where they cultivate 
produce, the school where their children are 
educated, the hospital or polyclinic where they 
receive medical assistance.”

Cuban Journalist Lázaro Barredo, for-
merly editor of Granma, summarises: “Helms-
Burton literally has no precedents in the legal 
history of the United States. [It] constitutes an 
attack on sovereignty within the international 
community [and] represents political terror-
ism.” Helms-Burton would “extend US juris-
diction to other countries in an extraterritorial 
manner with the perverse intention of frighten-
ing, scaring, blackmailing, or dissuading per-
sons interested in investing in Cuba.” We see 
a decision “to repossess the island, annex it, 
and move it toward total subordination to the 
United States.”

This report closes with a condemnation 
of the generalised cruelty and cynicism that 
is rooted in the strategic thinking of U.S. 
power brokers. For example, Republican 
Senator Marco Rubio of Florida, presiding at 
a Senate Foreign Relations Committee hearing 
on March 7, heard testimony from “Cynthia 
Arnson of the US-funded Wilson Centre.” She 
“agreed with Rubio that ‘widespread unrest’ is 
useful, but cautioned that ... ‘starving people 
don’t get out in the streets.’ ” In other words, a 
little starving is OK, but not too much.
People’s World 

A wet Cuba vigil in Sydney this month.
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BRITAIN: The phrase lacks elegance but 
does the job. “Islamophobia is rooted in 
racism and is a type of racism that targets 
expressions of Muslimness or perceived 
Muslimness.”

The Labour Party – which has adopted the 
working defi nition produced by the all-party 
parliamentary group on British Muslims – 
committed itself “to help tackle Islamophobia, 
build a common understanding of its causes 
and consequences, and express solidarity with 
Muslim communities.”

These kinds of formal statements work to 
establish a framework in which we can judge 
the serious intent, or otherwise, of public 
bodies to tackle phenomena which have deep 
roots in our national life.

But no-one should pretend that words are 
enough. As if to drive home the distinction 
between the formal public discourse around 
racism and the grubby reality we have the Tory 
leader of Swale Council in Kent restored to full 
functioning membership of the Conservative 
Party after a brief 12-day suspension despite 
his social media support for that pillar of politi-
cal pluralism we know as Tommy Robinson.

Councillor Boles argued that he was 
merely giving voice to his support for the prin-
ciple of free speech.

Actually – and following Robinson’s per-
manent banning from Facebook and Instagram 
for “repeatedly breaking policies on hate 
speech” – Bowles retweeted a comment which 
described the decision to ban Robinson as a 
“disgraceful injustice” and urged people to 
retweet it if they agreed. Not quite a disin-
terested defence of an abstract philosophical 
standpoint.

To bring home the multifaceted nature of 
racism we have in today’s news cycle alone the 
home affairs committee report on immigration 
detention, an electoral breakthrough by a racist 
anti-migrant party in the Netherlands, an out-
break of attacks on mosques in Britain, the sen-
tencing of a man who daubed “No Blacks” on 
the home of a family from Africa, further pro-
ceedings in the trial of National Action activists 
and the continuing coverage of the neo-Nazi 
massacre of Muslims in New Zealand.

It pays to pay attention to the context in 
which anti-Muslim racism functions. One 
aspect is the centuries-long history of colonial 
exploitation and imperial plunder upon which 
capital accumulation, which is the foundation 
of Britain’s economy, was based.

The post-war necessity to raise the level of 
participation in Britain’s labour market resulted 
in the recruitment of large numbers of colonial 
subjects to aid Britain’s recovery from the dec-
ades of depression and war.

It is customary to celebrate the many per-
sonal and family triumphs over the poverty and 
exploitation which was the common experience 

of migrant workers but, as the Runnymede 
Trust has demonstrated, British Muslims today 
have higher poverty rates, including both child 
poverty and in-work poverty, and the high-
est rates of unemployment, while hate crimes 
against Muslims have “undoubtedly risen in 
the past 20 years.”

We cannot set aside the blowback from 
Britain’s participation in a series of wars which 
have pitted imperialism’s war machine against 
countries where the majority are Muslims.

The Stop the War movement made the 
single most powerful contribution to overcom-
ing the tensions which inevitably arise in times 

of war but we should not kid ourselves that the 
toxic political stench which attaches to the war 
party, including in Labour, will easily dissipate.

Finding a route to working-class unity 
for the millions of people whose thinking is 
shaped by these experiences is not easy. But in 
Councillor Boles’s own backyard local by-elec-
tion results last year showed UKIP seats falling 
to a resurgent Labour vote. There is no magic 
wand to wave which will roll back racism. But 
a positive program of practical measures to 
improve the lives of working people will help.
Morning Star 

Against racism and war

International

Israel’s 
“sovereignty” over 
Golan Heights – 
Trump

US steals billions in medicines

US President Donald Trump has 
said that the time has come for the 
United States to “fully recognise” 
Israel’s sovereignty over the dis-
puted Golan Heights, seized from 
Syria during the Six-Day War in 
1967.

In a tweet last week Trump said 
the Golan Heights are “of criti-
cal strategic and security impor-
tance to the State of Israel” and to 
“regional security.” His decision 
will be seen as a diplomatic coup 
for Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu.

The move comes after the US 
State Department dropped the 
word “occupied” in relation to the 
Golan Heights in its annual human 
rights report for 2018, published 
last week. Responding on Twitter, 
Netanyahu thanked Trump for 
“boldly recognising” Israel’s sover-
eignty over the land.

Netanyahu had previously urged 
top US offi cials to make the dec-
laration and he is expected to meet 
with Trump at the White House in 
the coming days.

Meanwhile, the Secretary 
General of the Arab League, Ahmed 
Aboul Gheit, said that the organi-
sation “strongly supports” Syria’s 

sovereignty over the Occupied 
Golan Heights. Russia also criti-
cised Trump’s idea, saying that it is 
aimed at sowing discord within the 
Arab world.

“Russia will never support such 
a recognition,” Oleg Morozov, a 
member of the Russian Senate’s 
International Affairs Committee 
said, as cited by the RIA news 
agency. The Golan Heights were 
seized in 1967, but offi cially 
annexed the territory in a 1981 law. 
Syria, on the other hand, has sought 
to regain its sovereignty over the 
region.

The strategically important land 
is recognised as part of Syria by the 
United Nations and UN resolutions 
have called for Israel to withdraw 
from the areas, as well as other 
occupied territories, including Gaza 
and the West Bank.

Trump has consistently backed 
Israel when it comes to major 
regional disputes and last year 
sparked controversy and outrage 
among Palestinians and others when 
he moved the US embassy in Israel 
from Tel-Aviv to Jerusalem and 
said the US offi cially recognised 
Jerusalem as Israel’s capital.
RT – Russia Today 

Steve Sweeney

Venezuelan President Nicolas 
Maduro accused the United States 
of “theft” last week, saying that 
Washington is withholding US$5 
billion urgently needed for medi-
cal supplies.

He was speaking at the offi cial 
relaunch of Venezuela’s national 
pharmaceutical industry, which 
is one of the central components 
of the government’s Bolivarian 
Economic Agenda.

Mr Maduro blasted the US for 
its “criminal measures,” explaining: 
“The government of US President 
Donald Trump stole from us US$5 
billion allocated for medicines and 
the purchase of the main substances 
for the production of medicines in 
Venezuela and their deliveries to 
hospital networks, pharmacies and 
ambulance networks.

“A tremendous effort is made 
so that free and quality healthcare 
reaches all the people, to be able to 
bypass all the aggression of Donald 

Trump’s government,” he said at 
the ceremony at the Jipana Robotic 
Warehouse in the state of Miranda.

It is the largest of fi ve ware-
houses built with the support of 
China and intended to improve the 
distribution of medical supplies 
for the country’s National Public 
Health System.

Mr Maduro announced that 
a delivery of several tonnes of 
medicine and other materials from 
Russia is expected next week.

A plan will be launched in con-
junction with the World Health 
Organisation for the produc-
tion, distribution and import of 
medicines.

The withholding of funding 
for medicines comes as the US-led 
coup attempt against Mr Maduro 
appears to be faltering, losing sup-
port both internally and externally.

Juan Guaido, president of the 
defunct National Assembly who 
illegitimately declared himself the 
country’s interim leader in January, 
began a nationwide tour called 

“Operation Freedom” earlier this 
week.

He plans to speak in towns and 
cities across Venezuela before arriv-
ing in Caracas to “take offi ce” at the 
presidential palace.

“Very soon, when we have vis-
ited and organised every inch [of 
Venezuela], we will go to Mirafl ores 
[the presidential palace] and reclaim 
what belongs to the Venezuelan 
people,” Mr Guaido told small 
crowds at a rally in the city of 
Valencia.

Describing the tour as “a new 
phase” in his attempt to oust Mr 
Maduro, he told his dwindling band 
of supporters to “talk nicely” to 
public offi cials and members of the 
armed forces in a bid to win them 
over.

Talk of a “phased strike” in the 
public sector announced last week 
remains vague and the majority of 
the country’s trade unions remain 
loyal to Mr Maduro, as do the 
armed forces.
Morning Star 
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Victor Grossman

BERLIN: A week ago I walked over to 
Berlin’s central square, Alexanderplatz 
(nick-named “Alex”) to join in observing 
International Women’s Day. Berlin, alone 
among Germany’s 16 states, declared it 
a paid holiday, compensating for the fact 
that the city-state has fewer religious holi-
days than all the others. A third of the city 
was once part of the German Democratic 
Republic, which always marked the day; 
that may also have contributed to the deci-
sion. This was its fi rst year.

There have already been attempts to com-
mercialise it, á la Mother’s and Father’s Day. 
But maybe not here at Alex, I refl ected: per-
haps more would now hear of the German 
Socialist (and later Communist) Clara Zetkin, a 
champion of women’s rights and for all work-
ing people, who played a major role in get-
ting a special day of militancy designated in 
Copenhagen in 1910. A few might even learn 
of its inspiration – a strike by ten thousands 
of brutally exploited needle-trades workers in 
New York in 1908, mostly Polish and Russian 
Jewish and Italian immigrant women, who 
defi ed weeks of hunger and police violence.

Frankly, I expected a rally like so many I 
had joined: for Mumia Abu Jamal, the Easter 
Peace Marches against war and weapon ship-
ments, against a Trump-Bolton-Adams putsch 
against Venezuela – with many recognisable 
friends and fellow fi ghters – a courageous 
bunch but far too few!

What a surprise! The wide square was 
jammed with thousands and thousands, mostly 
young women, maybe 20 percent young males, 
and only a light seasoning of greyheads and 
greybeards. During an hour’s wait before 
marching off with sound trucks and big ban-
ners, I squeezed through the crowd, hunting 
for a familiar face. I fi nally found another old-
timer, a refugee from Pinochet’s Chile who 
settled here. Always active, she was currently 
busy fighting right-wing attempts to seize 
Berlin’s Venezuelan Embassy. But she took 
part today, and we were glad to meet.

But how good it was to see so many young 
people on the move, with an amazing variety 
of placards, signs, fl ags and posters, mostly 
hand-made, with countless clever slogans, 
aggressive against patriarchy, against wage and 
salary levels 20 percent under those of men, for 
women’s power in so many ways, against femi-
cide abroad, violence here, against menacing 
“right-to-life” fanatics. A wonderful variety, 
some with a fresh vocabulary the news cam-
eras carefully avoided so as not to get bleeped 
off TV screens.

There were a few women I failed to fi nd in 
that cheeky crowd, aside from tight-mouthed 
right-to-lifers.

One of course was Theresa May, talking 
herself hoarse in harried attempts to save her 
party, her country and her job as prime minis-
ter. Visits to this town would be to seek ways of 
slipping less painfully out of a European Union 
dominated by its strongest member, Germany, 

which is not overly eager to help her out of the 
schlimazel – and perhaps become a pacemaker 
for other EU deserters.

Nor could I expect to fi nd Angela Merkel. 
Though certainly familiar with a date always 
marked in the East German republic she grew 
up in, she too has other worries. Her job 
as chancellor offi cially lasts until 2021 but 
terms can be shortened here without US-type 
impeachment. Though seemingly an invulner-
able conservative symbol, she is now threat-
ened not from the left but from a stiff, nasty 
German right whose roots go back to Konrad 
Adenauer (first Chancellor of the Federal 
Republic of Germany from 1949 to 1963) – 
and much further. For such types, Merkel has 
leaned too far to what for them is leftward, in 
order to preserve a shaky coalition with the 
Social Democrats.

Her call in 2015 that Germany could 
manage hundreds of thousands of refugees 
from Syria, Iraq or elsewhere lost many 
votes to anti-foreigner racists, and though 
many measures have been watered down or 
reversed, many still hate her. Annegret Kramp-
Karrenbauer, replacing Merkel in her second 
position as party chair, now seems to want the 
top job as well and to tilt back to the right to 
get there. There are rumours about not wait-
ing until 2021 to ease Merkel out, politely to 
be sure, and she is fi ghting back. (Her rival’s 
long double name is often shortened to AKK, 
but aside from gender she bears no similarity at 
all to the name-shortened US-Congresswoman 
AOC!)

Nor did I glimpse Andrea Nahles in the 
crowd, chair of the Social Democratic Party. 
She too has problems. The SPD, once a close 

rival of the Christian Union parties and still a 
member of the ruling coalition, has been sink-
ing like a rammed oil tanker. Its main support-
ers for over a century were workers and their 
labour unions, but fewer and fewer in that cat-
egory see the SPD as their champion. Nahles, 
less popular than ever but forever smiling, is 
trying, with her party, to win them back by 
voicing progressive ideas and plans to over-
come its tame reputation. Thus far it seems 
stuck at about 15-16 percent, behind the Greens 
and half the rating of Merkel’s dual party.

I don’t know whether Annalena Baerbock, 
co-chair of the Greens was anywhere in the 
crowd. The Green youth section was very vis-
ible. This party is unlike its US namesake. 
It is the only party which has been growing, 
despite dubious local coalitions with Merkel’s 
rightist party, its general disinterest in work-
ing class problems and its harshly bellicose 
position toward Russia. But its stand on wom-
en’s, LGBT and immigrant rights, its stress on 
environment and just not being in the central 
government have given it a lead with many dis-
satisfi ed people who have no sympathy for the 
neo-fascists.

As for neo-fascists, their leaders, male 
or female, were the last ones to be expected 
on Women’s Day even though Alice Weidel, 
head of the Alternative for Germany (AfD) 
caucus in the Bundestag, lives and raises two 
sons with a woman partner from Sri Lanka. 
But her party denounces same-gender mar-
riage, abortion rights, higher taxes for the 
wealthy. Its speeches drip with hatred toward 
the “take-over” of Europe by Muslims but 
praise Germany’s past greatness before losing 
The War. But Weidel and two male party lead-
ers are now busy fi ghting charges of fraud – 
accepting illegal donations from shady donors 
in Switzerland and elsewhere. Nobody missed 
them at Alex. But they still get 12-14 percent 
in the polls and threaten to gain new strength in 
the May and September elections.

But what about Die Linke (The Left)? 
I saw groups with signs of its youth part-
ner organisation Solid and its student branch 
and, as the march started up, I met Ellen 
Brombacher, spokesperson of the Communist 
Platform, one of the largest of a few dozen spe-
cial interest groupings within the party.

Sadly, I did not see the party’s best-known, 
very brainy female member, its best orator, 
Sahra Wagenknecht.

Deploring the stagnation of The Left in the 

polls at 8-10 percent and its losses in eastern 
Germany, last September she and other promi-
nent left-leaning people founded a new move-
ment – “Aufstehen” (Stand Up). It sought to 
reach dissatisfi ed voters from different par-
ties, even some who voiced their protest by 
choosing the alt-right AfD. Many party lead-
ers, especially the so-called moderates, con-
demned the move and found that her words 
somehow seemed to echo the AfD stress on 
working people already in Germany, oppos-
ing the waves of refugees and immigrants. The 
arguments were heated; would this move suc-
ceed in gaining ground for The Left or only 
further split its ranks?

By March it was quite clear: Aufstehen, 
hoping to benefi t from Sahra’s media popular-
ity, with virtually no down-to-earth system, had 
not caught on! Indeed, it had barely caused a 
few small ripples. This past weekend, claiming 
ill health, Sahra gave up, retiring from its lead-
ership and very soon her position as co-chair of 
The Left caucus in the Bundestag. Without her, 
Aufstehen could no longer stand up; most of 
its early adherents charged, though more dis-
creetly, that maybe it had basically been an ill-
prepared ego-trip. A pity; I have rarely heard a 
more wonderful speaker!

But Die Linke is needed more than ever 
in fi ghting giant armament spending despite 
a housing shortage, rising rent costs, a stag-
nating job scene, for hospitals, schools, child 
care and care for the aged and infrastructure 
all begging for help, with a constant danger of 
an atomic confl agration. Can The Left now get 
past the inner quarrelling which has so weak-
ened it? Can it break with its frequently fail-
ing initiative in organising struggles outside 
the Bundestag? Can it take a lead in fi ghting 
the fascist menace hanging over our heads in 
Germany and nearly all Europe?

There have since been more rallies, at Alex 
and elsewhere in Berlin and Germany. School 
children skip classes to demand immediate 
environmental action, another rally, defying 
miserable weather, opposed the racists in the 
shadow of the Christchurch killing. A strike 
by civil servants, from kindergarten teach-
ers to garbage collectors, won a partial vic-
tory, a one-day warning strike stopped Berlin’s 
bus system. There’s plenty to fi ght about and 
people can be moved to action – hopefully with 
active participation of The Linke. The fi ght 
goes on – La lucha continua!
People’s World 

International

Huge youth turnout for 
International Women’s Day 
in Berlin

Sydney

Remembering Nakba
A talk and a short fi lm 

6.30 pm Friday May 17
MUA Sussex Street Sydney

Entry by donation some refreshments provided.



10  March 27, 2019 Guardian

Words and deeds
With millions of other 
Australians, I want to express 
my heartfelt sadness and out-
rage at the terrible atrocity in 
Christchurch and my deep sym-
pathy and empathy to the people 
of New Zealand on this awful loss 
of innocent lives.

Committing mass murder by 

attacking defenceless children, 
women and men in a place of wor-
ship is the most vile, callous and 
immoral act one can imagine. His 
intent is to produce disharmony and 
discord in NZ society.

While white-supremacists and 
religious extremists might detest 
each other they have much in 
common; a fascistic ideology and 
a total disregard for human life and 
dignity. They are the worst exam-
ples of humanity and we must do our 
utmost to utterly rid our society and 
nation of these reactionary and big-
oted ideas.

And while this terrorist is to 
blame for the horror and suffering 
he has caused, there are those whose 
words and deeds have contributed to 
creating the racism and hatred that 
helped encourage this.

Some politicians and column-
ists that have promoted division to 
gain political advantage and now 
condemn this terrorist’s violent act 
are partly responsible for such horrid 
crimes. Let’s remain united and com-
pletely reject those who through their 
words or actions seek to divide and 
weaken our cohesive and caring 
community.

Stay strong and do whatever we 
can to support New Zealand.

Steven Katsineris,
Vic

It has to go
ACTU secretary Sally McManus 
is to be applauded for champi-
oning the campaign to change 
the rules and the system, but 

currently the rules, via legislation, 
produce the system which is con-
trolled by big business and their 
minions – both the Liberal and 
Labor parties in Canberra.

While the trade unions continue 
to hand over their members’ money 
to support a Labor Party that is so 
clearly in the pay of the bosses who 
exploit the workers, the system will 
remain comfortably in place.

I marched with the activists of 
the future yesterday regarding the 
catastrophe of climate change, which 
has been caused by this system. 
Unless they are educated to realise 
that they must change this system 
which is relentlessly causing envi-
ronmental catastrophes – e.g. the 
most recent Murray-Darling tragedy, 
which is the direct result of ram-
pant, systematic corruption trading 

precious water for profi t to the tune 
of $2 billion per year – they will be 
powerless to achieve a better world 
for everyone.

It’s not just people being 
exploited, the future of life on earth 
is being endangered for short-term 
profit. Since the eighties and the 
Accord (introduced by the Hawke/
Keating combo) everything the 
working class fought for is being 
rapidly whittled away.

The young activists for climate 
change must realise the political 
system currently in place has to go: 
they alone have the responsibility 
to bring about a change in society 
– asap!

Eileen Whitehead
WA

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010
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Al Neal

LONDON: Putting it ever so bluntly – 
what the world doesn’t need now is Donald 
Trump taking control of international 
trade negotiations.

But with the possibility of the United 
Kingdom crashing out of the European Union 
in nine days, on March 29, Brexit day is still 
the law on the books. A no-deal withdrawal 
would force the UK to submit to US trade 
demands – a far cry from the “taking back con-
trol from the EU” narrative uttered by many 
pro-Brexit campaigners.

In a February 2019 published document, 
“US/UK Negotiations-Summary of Specifi c 
Negotiating Objectives,” US trade reps and 
the White House laid out aggressive demands 
for their proposed trade agreement with a post-
Brexit UK.

While the document outlines basic ways 
to increase trade between the two countries 
– tariff reductions, ensuring the same stand-
ards and regulations apply to both sides, the 
underlying emphasis is one that would force 
the UK to align with US standards – moving 
them away from current EU standards.

And in comparison, US standards, espe-
cially in labour and employment, are quite 
subpar.

Increasing the concerns of a trade deal 
with the US is the demand to have access to 
Britain’s “comprehensive markets,” including 

their National Health Service and Agricultural 
fi rms.

Skilfully hidden in boring legal text is a 
demand – sought by US big pharma and their 
vast lobbying war chest, that would open the 
NHS marketplace and fl ood it with overpriced 
medicines. This would effectively end NHS 
controls which maintain affordable prescrip-
tion drug prices, forcing US-style direct mar-
keting of prescription drugs.

The documents single line says it will 
“seek standards to ensure that government reg-
ulatory reimbursement regimes are transparent, 
provide procedural fairness, are nondiscrimi-
natory, and provide full market access for US 
products.”

Key phrase being “full market access.”
“Donald Trump’s administration has now 

made it clear just what it will be demanding 
from the UK in return for a trade deal – and 
one of those things is that we let big US com-
panies run riot in the NHS,” said Labour Party 
MP Jo Stevens. “British consumers will lose 
their rights and protections and the NHS will 
be turned into a playpen for huge US corpo-
rate interest.”

Over in the agricultural sector, the US is 
looking to remove “unwanted barriers” related 
to “sanitary and phytosanitary” standards, 
which it considers a barrier to trade caused by 
EU rules that prevent the use of certain pesti-
cides, chlorine, and hormones.

Walking by any news stand in central 

London last week, you would easily fi nd a 
newspaper carrying the headline: “Is chlorin-
ated chicken safe to eat?”

Apparently, American chicken is still 
treated and bleached in chemical chlorine, a 
controversial practice banned in the UK since 
1997 after the EU found several safety issues 
with the procedure.

Chief executive at the British Poultry 
Council said in a statement: “It is insulting of 
the US to offer trade products that do not meet 
either our standards or our values. I want safe, 
wholesome, and nutritious food; I want world-
class animal welfare; I want production that 
respects the environment; I want food that is 
affordable and available, and I want a sustain-
able and secure supply chain. Our trading part-
ners must respect that because no-one wants to 
be left holding a chlorinated-chicken.”

The National Farmers’ Union (NFU) 
wasn’t surprised by the outrageous US 
demands. NFU president Minette Batters made 
it clear the union would fi ght for maintaining 
higher food standards regardless of any Brexit 
outcome.

“British people value and demand the high 
standards of animal welfare, environmental 
protection, and food safety that our own farm-
ers adhere to. These world-leading standards 
must not be sacrifi ced in the pursuit of reaching 
rushed trade deals,” she said.

Other demands in the proposed deal 
include:

Ensuring remanufactured goods for export 
“are not classified as used goods that are 
restricted or banned” – not even those contain-
ing asbestos.

Ensuring the “UK avoids exchange rate 
manipulation to gain a competitive advantage.” 
Setting fi rm currency guarantees.

Unrestricted cross-border data fl ow in dig-
ital trading, consumer information and in the 
fi nancial services sector.

And allowing the US to cancel the trade 
deal if the US objects to the trade deal terms 
negotiated by the UK and any non-market 
economy, like China.

The UK has yet to release its own nego-
tiation objections but a spokesperson for 
the Department for International Trade said, 
“Negotiating an ambitious free-trade agree-
ment with the US that maintains our high 
standards for businesses, workers, and consum-
ers is a priority.”

As this political saga drags on, the public’s 
faith in their government delivering them from 
Brexit dwindles – along with the UK’s bargain-
ing power.

There will probably never be a harmonis-
ing of US/UK standards, straining the once 
powerful “special relationship,” thanks to 
Trump’s vulture-like state picking clean the 
rotting corpse of hope across the pond and 
stateside.
People’s World 

Free market access?

“No-one wants to be left holding a chlorinated-chicken.”
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The new Netfl ix original movie 
Juanita deals with a woman who 
is sick and tired of being sick 
and tired, and she’s going on a 
vacation to not have to take it 
anymore. The main character, 
Juanita, is an older African-
American working-class woman 
who has found herself drown-
ing in the societal ills that many 
Americans deal with constantly: 
low-paying jobs, poverty, oppres-
sion, and the overall stress of 
dealing with a system that seeks 
to work many into an early grave.

Juanita mixes drama and laugh-
ter to tell a story of a Black woman 
who prioritises self-care in order to 
not be eaten alive by the rat race of 
life. It does so with a subtle, light 
hearted charm while touching upon 
serious issues that many working 
women face.

Produced by Mandalay Pictures 
and distributed by the content 
streaming giant Netfl ix, Juanita is 
directed by Clark Johnson (The Wire, 
The Walking Dead), with a screen-
play written by Roderick M Spencer. 
Emmy Award-winning actress, pro-
ducer, and political activist Alfre 
Woodard stars as the main character, 
with Adam Beach, Blair Underwood, 
LaTanya Richardson Jackson, and 
Ashlie Atkinson in supporting roles. 
The movie is based on the novel 
Dancing on the Edge of the Roof, by 
Sheila Williams.

The film’s plot deals with a 
Columbus, Ohio woman who buys 
a one-way bus ticket to Butte, 
Montana, seeking adventure and 
something new. She’s out to escape 
the poverty and stress that comes 
with being a mother with three 
adult children while trying to make 
a living supporting them. While 
traveling, she meets an array of char-
acters that infl uence her journey.

The fi lm has many things going 
for it that make it a fresh take on 
the road trip plotline that we’ve 
seen done before. By focusing on a 
woman of colour that is middle-aged 
and African-American in an industry 
– and a world – obsessed with youth, 
the film allows itself to explore 
topics for a character that is often rel-
egated to a supporting role and not 
allowed layers and nuance. Woodard 
shines brightly as Juanita, fi lled with 
life, energy, and frustration.

The character has wants and 
desires that the viewers are allowed 
to see. She’s given space to explore 
her sexuality, vulnerability, and her 
shortcomings. This subverts the 
often over-used trope of the strong, 
stoic, and all-knowing older Black 
woman that is frequently showcased 

in mainstream movies as the advisor 
to the often younger main character.

Woodward’s character often 
breaks the fourth wall, speaking 
directly to the audience, letting the 
viewers in on the inner workings of 
her brain. This works well in draw-
ing us into her story, as she explains 
that being a nurse and single mother 
aren’t the only things she wants to 
be defi ned by. We follow her as she 
deals with a son in prison for a crime 
he didn’t commit and two other chil-
dren struggling to fi nd work and pur-
pose as they continue living in her 
home. Woodward delivers Juanita’s 
speeches to the audience with a nat-
ural charm that makes her relatable, 
thus ensuring that the viewer wants 
her to succeed on her journey of 
second chances and adventure.

As mentioned, Woodward’s 
Juanita is surrounded by an array of 
characters that also go against the 
grain of what we’re used to seeing 
on screen. For example, Adam 
Beach, who plays Jess, is Juanita’s 
main love interest in the fi lm. Jess 
is a Native American man and army 
veteran who works as a cook in a 
French restaurant in Montana. His 
character is not presented as a solu-
tion to all of Juanita’s problems, but 
rather as a layered individual with 
his own demons to sort out and who 
wishes to fi nd some semblance of 
happiness with Juanita. It’s a love 

story with two people of colour leads 
that doesn’t just focus on race, but 
rather on who they are as people. 
Jess also deals with alcoholism and 
post-traumatic stress disorder, a sub-
ject that also gets some examination.

There are frank discussions had 
on screen dealing with heavy issues 
such as race, systemic oppression, 
addiction, and death. This is bal-
anced by the oftentimes laugh-out-
loud comedy interwoven throughout 
the movie. Blair Underwood does a 
hilarious job playing a fi ctional ver-
sion of himself, as Juanita’s imagi-
nary sexual friend, who often goes 
off script when it comes to her 
desires. LaTanya Richardson Jackson 
does well as Juanita’s friend and 
confi dant, Kay-Rita, who is also an 
older Black woman. Ashlie Atkinson 
(BlackKklansman) plays the truck-
driving lesbian who strikes up an 
unlikely friendship with Juanita, 
helping her get to some of her desti-
nations. It’s a fun mix of characters 
and actors that play well with each 
other, ultimately helping to carry the 
movie along.

For some viewers, the plotting 
may feel scattered, as the movie 
attempts to address and take on many 
topics in its one hour and thirty min-
utes run time. This isn’t a glaring 
drawback, as it could be seen as an 
effort to speak to the multitude of 
issues Black working women take 

on in their daily lives. If the plot is 
scattered, it’s only because Juanita 
herself has become scattered and 
stretched thin trying to fi nd some 
form of inner peace. The emotional 
payoffs in the fi lm more than deliver, 
as Black woman joy is allowed full 
display.

Overall, Juanita pushes a narra-
tive of taking care of yourself under 
a system that can be overbearing 
for many, and specifi cally for Black 
working-class women. Currently, 
nearly 41 million Americans live 
below the federal poverty line. Black 
women in the US, like Juanita, are 
paid 38 percent less than white 

men and 21 percent less than white 
women. The poverty rate for Black 
women is 28.6 percent, and house-
holds headed by women, particularly 
Black and Latina women, still deal 
with high rates of poverty.

Although Black women are often 
at the forefront of causes fi ghting for 
justice and equality, and we’ve seen 
fi lms that focus on the fi ght, it’s a 
nice change to see a fi lm that focuses 
on the care needed to carry on with 
the struggle. It’s a feel-good movie 
with fresh humour and nuance.
Juanita is currently streaming on 
Netfl ix.
People’s World 

Film review by Chauncey K Robinson

Juanita

Political activist Alfre Woodard stars as the main character, Juanita.
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Continued from page 1
At the time of writing, the decision had 

been applied twice in cases taken to court by 
the ABCC. The fi rst was on August 8, 2018 
when the Full Federal Court awarded per-
sonal penalties of $19,500 against Joe Myles, 
a Victorian organiser of the CFMMEU. Myles 
was also targeted in the second case. On 
December 7, 2018, he was ordered to person-
ally pay a penalty of $44,000 for his “unlaw-
ful” conduct. He was given 90 days to pay or 
go to jail.

The penalties meted out to unions and their 
organisers are for the “crime” of doing their 
job – protecting the interests of their mem-
bers – for seeking to regain stolen wages and 
entitlements, for ensuring workplaces are safe, 
attempting to enter workplaces on union busi-
ness, for taking industrial action in support of 
such issues, etc.

Without the ability to take industrial action 
or to threaten such action, trade unions and 
workers would be powerless when confronting 
employers. The right to take industrial action is 
a basic human right, recognised under interna-
tional law, but not under Australian law.

The ABCC is currently seeking personal 
payment penalties against more than 20 union 
offi cials.

During 2017-18, the ABCC commenced 
125 new investigations. The principal types of 
suspected contraventions investigated during 
that year were 72 freedom-of-association, 
71 right of entry, 61 “coercion”, 37 unlawful 
industrial action.

Crime and “punishment”
The fi nancial services royal commission 

provided graphic detail of how banks, their 
investment arms and insurance companies have 
robbed their customers to the tune of hundreds 
of millions of dollars and the endemic nature 
of this theft.

AMP, ANZ, CBA, NAB and Westpac had 
paid, or agreed to pay, to almost 306,000 cus-
tomers, combined compensation of more than 
$216 million for fees charged for no service.

The corporate cop’s approach to applying 
penalties is demanding repayment of stolen 
monies and even that falls far short of much of 
the theft that has occurred.

Peter Kell, deputy chair of ASIC, told 
the royal commission that, “most of ASIC’s 
work in the [Fees for no Service] project [had] 
focused on remediation”. In other words, 
demanding that the guilty parties refund what 
they have stolen from their customers.

Where is the “sting” or “burden” in 
remediation!

Clearly the corporate cop had no diffi culty 
in shying away from enforcement!

On the question of fees-for-no service, 
Hayne notes in the commission’s interim 
report, “that no-one has been subjected to any 
formal public process of investigation, fi nding 

and punishment for this conduct. Only at the 
last minute before the hearings began, did 
enforceable undertakings yield public (and 
then very limited) formal acknowledgment 
from entities that ASIC had ‘concerns’ about 
their conduct and that those concerns were 
‘reasonably held’.”

ASIC obtained undertakings from ANZ 
and CBA. These undertakings went no further 
than to record ASIC’s “concerns” and that the 
relevant entities acknowledge that those con-
cerns are “reasonably held.” Not even a rap on 
the knuckles!

Shied away 
from enforcement

With this sort of inaction and approach to 
“enforcing” the law, it is not surprising that 
commissioner Hayne refers to “ASIC’s inef-
fective enforcement culture”. It is in sharp con-
trast to the zealous pursuit of the most minor 
of infringements of the law – and bad law at 
that – in the courts and desire to infl ict personal 
penalties.

The banks and fi nancial institutions are 
guilty of destroying small businesses, ruining 
family farms, forcing people out of their homes 
and destroying lives as people lost their invest-
ments and life’s savings. But they have acted 
with impunity and there is nothing to suggest 
anything will change.

The Act requires giving priority to the cli-
ent’s interests or face civil penalties. These 
civil provisions have seldom been invoked. 
It is clear that fi nancial advisers, brokers and 
others in the industry were looking after them-
selves, not their clients. It cannot be said that 
the law is being enforced.

ASIC’s own statistics are telling: between 
January and June 2018 ASIC’s “enforcement 
results”, excluding small business, were 57 
percent administrative; 21 percent enforceable 
undertakings and other negotiated outcomes; 
4 percent criminal and 18 percent civil. That 
is, they were outcomes carried out in-house by 
ASIC and not through the courts.

Compare this to the number of court pro-
ceedings and hefty penalties meted out to 
trade unions and organisers! This comparison 
becomes even more signifi cant if the tens of 
thousands of institutions and individuals that 
ASIC monitors are taken into consideration.

Over the 10 years to June 1, 2018, ASIC’s 
infringement notices to the major banks have 
amounted to less than $1.3 million. By con-
trast, in one year (the year ending 30 June 
2018) one bank, CBA, declared a net profi t 
about 7,000 times greater – $9.92 billion.

As noted above, just one trade union and 
its organisers were hit with a staggering $5.6 
million in penalties! Their “crime” was defend-
ing the interests of workers against thieving 
employers, whereas the crimes of the banks 
and other fi nancial institutions was theft on 

a grand scale and the destruction of people’s 
lives and businesses!

Same class interests
This comparison alone, demonstrates the 

class interests behind both pieces of legislation.
The corporate cop turns a blind eye to 

the criminal activity of the big end of town, 
monopoly capital.

The building cop pursues the political 
agenda of the legislation and the employers 
that it serves, which is to destroy one of the 
most militant trade unions. It does so by deny-
ing union offi cials right of entry, curbing their 
ability to organise and recruit, attempting to 
inhibit industrial action, and bankruptcy in 
court costs and penalties.

It will be interesting to see to what extent, 
if any, the corporate cop chases up the big four 

banks and AMP with serious action follow-
ing the report of the Hayne royal commission. 
The government sees these powerful fi nancial 
monopolies as too big to touch.

One thing is certain, any amendments to 
the ASIC Act will be window dressing. Don’t 
hold your breath waiting for the personal pay-
ment penalties or effective deterrents with a 
sting for the robber banks.

When it comes to immediate reform, the 
ABCC must be abolished and the Fair Work 
Act repealed and replaced with legislation pro-
tecting basic trade union rights, including the 
right to take industrial action.

The corporate robbers act with impunity. 
Those robbed are punished if they attempt to 
resist the theft. It is called capitalism and it 
needs throwing out too. 
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A tale of two cops

The corporate cop turns a blind eye to 
the criminal activity of the big end 

of town, monopoly capital.


