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As the “presidential” race approaches the 
May 18 fi nish line, Prime Minister Scott 
Morrison and his entourage continue to 
dish out largesse in marginal seats. Millions 
of dollars are there for the taking by boy 
scouts, church and other organisations with 
children – all in the name of security.

The Liberal and Labor Parties and media 
have turned the election campaign into a 
US-style personality battle between two 
leaders. At every opportunity the Liberals 
accuse Labor of “high taxing” and “reckless 
spending”.

Labor’s promised tax cuts are more pro-
gressive than those of the Coalition but neither 
party’s offers address those whose incomes are 
below the tax threshold.

Age pensioners, the unemployed and other 
recipients of social security payments have 
little if anything to look forward to.

Housing crisis
More than 100,000 people are homeless in 

Australia and another 300,000 to 400,000 more 
are experiencing housing stress due to high 
rents or mortgage repayments. This is set to 
increase as more people come off interest-only 

repayments and are forced to repay some of the 
principal borrowings.

The question of public-versus-private lies 
at the heart of this housing crisis. In the mid-
20th century local and state governments built 
public housing. Since then they have failed to 
properly maintain housing stock and wound 
back their public works departments. Public 
housing has been largely privatised, with valu-
able land in cities sold off to developers.

Labor is offering a subsidy of $8,500 a 
year over 15 years to investors who build new 
homes for people on low and middle incomes 
to rent at an “affordable” rate – 20 percent 
below market rent.

The program aims to produce 20,000 
“affordable” units over three years, building 
to a much larger target of 250,000 dwellings 
over ten years. This will fall far short of current 
needs, let alone future ones.

The policy relies on the private sector, with 
the public purse subsidising the housing and 
the private sector pocketing the returns. It is 
another example of corporate welfare. State 
and local governments should be building 
public housing.

Labor’s policies to tackle negative gear-
ing rorts and reduce capital gains concessions 
hit the wealthy. They would not apply to exist-
ing investments, despite all the lies spread by 

the Coalition. Labor hopes to bring in an addi-
tional $32 billion over 10 years by restricting 
negative gearing to new dwellings and reduc-
ing the capital gains tax concession from 50 to 
25 percent of a person’s marginal tax rate. It 
also believes this will increase the incentive for 
private investors to build new dwellings and 
reduce the cost.

The Coalition established a $1 billion 
fund for states and local governments and has 
released some Commonwealth land for hous-
ing. These funds will be soaked up by govern-
ment bureaucracies and the private sector.

The Australian Greens have all but been 
shut out of the public eye, with little chance to 
counter the lies and distortions of their policies, 
by the Coalition and extreme right parties.

The Greens argue that governments should 
provide suffi cient public and community hous-
ing to meet current need and projected demand 
with a minimum target of 20 percent affordable 
and public housing.

TAFE
Years of privatisation and cuts by state and 

federal governments have almost destroyed 
TAFE (technical and further education). The 
private for-profit vocational education and 
training (VET) has mushroomed with hundreds 

of thousands of students. The sector has been 
riddled with scandals and corruption, milk-
ing governments of millions of dollars with no 
results to show.

An analysis done by the NSW Greens in 
2016 using federal government fi gures found 
that private vocational courses cost taxpayers 
seven times as much as public TAFE courses.

TAFE has had its funding gutted, courses 
closed, staff sacked and buildings sold off to 
the private sector. TAFE is now a shadow of 
its former self with a little under 10 percent 
of the students in the VET sector. At the same 
time employers are crying out for more skilled 
labour and apprentices. The Victorian Labor 
government promised 100,000 free TAFE 
places in last year’s elections but TAFE is 
struggling to meet the demand because of cuts.

Federally, Labor has promised to waive 
fees for 100,000 students to enable them to 
access TAFE courses with a view to assisting 
them gain employment in areas where there are 
shortages. In addition, the aim is for at least 50 
percent of those places to go to women.

TAFE was once free, providing many 
working class youth access to education and 
training and a second chance to those who had 
dropped out early. It also provided programs for 
women seeking to return to work after a break.

Continued on page 2
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On May 9, 1945, Hitler’s fascism was fi nally crushed amongst 
the rubble of Berlin and the “thousand-year Reich” came to a 
mercifully premature end. The death blows were struck, over-
whelmingly by the Red Army and the ghosts of 27 million Soviet 
citizens who it carried on their shoulders. In the words of Winston 
Churchill, the Red Army “tore the guts out of the Wehrmacht,” 
and he was indeed unstinting in his praise of the sacrifi ces made 
by the Soviet peoples in the victory we shall celebrate this week.

It should be acknowledged too that, but for Churchill, the 
British ruling class would have surrendered to Hitler and the city 
of London queued up to sell him fi nancial services. Elements of 
the British royal family itself would have thrown open the gates 
of Buckingham Palace.

The same ruling class which had appeased Hitler at every 
turn wished nothing more than that he would turn his monstrous 
war machine east instead of west, and destroy the USSR. The 
same ruling class which had rebuffed all Soviet efforts to form 
an anti-Nazi pact to stop fascism in its tracks before it got going, 
and which delayed the opening of the second front in the west 
until they could see the way the wind was blowing, and became 
more worried about how far the Red Army could go in their 
ultimately victorious onslaught against the beast of Hitlerism.

No Russian family, indeed no Soviet family, did not lose at 
least one relative in the inferno. But victory was won and the 
Soviet peoples’ army wrote their names in the stars and achieved 
immortality.

Last week, the Secretary of State of the United States, one 
part of the once great victorious alliance, cancelled a meeting 
with German Chancellor Angela Merkel. He did so because he 
had failed in advance to bully and browbeat her into acquiescence 
over the Nord Stream 2 gas pipeline, which will bind together 
the Russian and German peoples in a joint and mutually ben-
efi cial economic relationship and help guarantee that no such 
slaughter can ever again occur between them. While Pompeo is 
no Ribbentrop and Trump is no Hitler, the politics of diktat did 
not die in the bunker in Berlin in 1945.

The countries of the European Union which followed President 
Trump into the now patently obvious and ludicrous politics of 
diplomatic recognition of the fraudster Juan Guaido are both 
embarrassed and angry as his US-inspired coup d’etat has col-
lapsed like a spoiled souffl é.

His trade war with China, conducted with the now-usual bluff 
and bluster of threats, hints and sanctions, is leading to a poison-
ing of the international investment climate.

Dispatching gunboats to the Persian Gulf, which if it was 
closed by hostilities would bring Western economies to their knees, 
is adding to a dystopian horror in the chanceries of Europe which 
fear that if the lights go out across Europe, they may not be lit 
again in our lifetime. The world is now a very dangerous place.

Only the abandonment of diktat, a return to the negotiating 
table, can bring equilibrium to the world situation.

The allied defeat of Hitlerism was the greatest achievement 
of human history. The sundering of the forces which won the 
victory, the leading force which secured the victory, the frantic 
efforts to achieve hegemony are futile, doomed as utterly as the 
idea of a “thousand-year Reich.” The world has turned.
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In America, life seems to move faster than anywhere else on the globe and 
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Ideals that won victory are still 
the greatest of ideals

PRESS FUND
Some astonishing information has emerged about federal 
election candidates. For example, Clive Palmer hasn’t paid 
$55 million in back-pay he owes to former employees of his 
collapsed nickel processing business, but according to one 
estimate, since the election was called he’s spent more than $55 
million campaigning for his own party, more than twice what 
the two major parties spent in the last election. We certainly 
can’t match that, but we’re determined to keep people like 
Palmer out of the corridors of power, so we have to maximise 
contributions from our supporters and make absolutely the 
best use of them. Alas, right now our Press Fund contributors 
are noticeably short on the ground, so please send in something 
for the next issue if you possibly can – and keep it up! In the 
mean-time many thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:
“Round Figure” $15, “Sparky” $10, Max Hunt $50 
This week’s total: $75 Progressive total: $2,825
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The revolution in 
Venezuela will 
stand fi rm!
Vinnie Molina

A bunch of lies was recently spread by the mass 
media about a coup d’Etat carried out by members 
of the Bolivarian Armed Forces early on April 30. 
It was claimed that the military base La Carlota 
was taken but really a small group staged an attack 
on the airbase which was in fact the break out of a 
representative of the opposition – Leopoldo Lopez – 
who was in custody.

News outlets such as CNN, The New York Times and 
others presented the news as a huge rebellion and that a 
number of troops were backing Juan Guaido on his call to 
take up arms against President Nicolas Maduro.

The truth was that some 20 low rank soldiers deserted 
and later sought asylum in the Brazilian Embassy. It was 
also reported that opposition leader Leopoldo Lopez and 
his wife had sought asylum in the Spanish Embassy. 

All calls that have been made and all attempts to 
overthrow the legitimate presidency of Nicolas Maduro 
have failed. The Guaido forces are working for the 
United States seeking to destroy the Bolivarian revolu-
tion by any means including the military option.

Of serious concern was the reported declaration by 
US South Command Chief Craig Fuller who pledged 
support to Juan Guaido – including military support – 
at any time required saying “we are ready to help over-
throw President Nicolas Maduro and reinstate order in 
Venezuela”.

It is obvious that the US hasn’t learnt anything, as 
the Civico Militar Alliance in Venezuela backs President 
Maduro and will not betray the Bolivarian revolution.

There is no crisis in Venezuela, what is affecting the 
people is the inhumane economic and fi nancial blockade 
imposed by the United States.

The blockade has implications for all spheres of the 
economy. It affects the health system, transport, food and 
other essentials.

However, Venezuela is not alone. Millions of people 
around the world mobilise every day in solidarity with 
President Maduro and the Bolivarian revolution. In 
Washington for example, the solidarity movement is pro-
tecting the Venezuelan Embassy which is being attacked 
by Guaido supporters. Even water and electricity cuts 
orchestrated by the US administration in breach of the 
Vienna Convention has not halted the protection of the 
diplomatic mission.

All communist, left, democratic and progressive 
forces must unite in solidarity with the Bolivarian revolu-
tion. The Australian government must also assert its inde-
pendence and withdraw its recognition of Juan Guaido. 
Nicolas Maduro is the legitimate President leading the 
government elected by the Venezuelan people on May 
20, 2018.

All out in Solidarity with the Bolivarian Revolution, 
Respect to self-determination.

The Bolivarian revolution will prevail and 
succeed! 
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Only the Australian Greens have 
opposed the privatisation of TAFE 
and promised to make TAFE and 
university education free.

Early childhood 
education

Privatisation is also an issue in 
the area of early childhood educa-
tion. Every wage increase is passed 
on in fees by the private, for-profi t 
sector so as to maintain profi ts.

Last week, Labor’s early child-
hood education funding propos-
als did enter the campaign, with 
promises of government funding to 
increase the wages of early child-
hood educators by 20 percent over 
eight years.

These workers are low paid, 
despite their qualifi cations, skills, 
the demanding nature of their work 
and the responsibilities it carries. The 
thinking behind the policy is to pro-
vide a much needed wage rise with-
out it having an impact on fees.

Fees are already unaffordable for 
many parents, usually women, on 
low to middle incomes who all-too-
often fi nd they are only working to 
pay the fees with little or nothing left 
over. Labor says it would ensure that 
the companies providing the services 
also continued to pay wage increases 
during those years, so that its sub-
sidy actually resulted in a boost to 
income.

Any extra income is always 
welcome, but the approach being 

proposed does not go to the heart 
of the problem. Early childhood 
education is education whether 
it is 15 hours per week, which is 
being offered for free, or whether it 
covers the hours of parents working 
full-time.

Like primary and secondary 
school it should be free, public and 
universally accessible. State and 
federal governments should take 
responsibility for providing and 
fully funding pre-school education 
through the public education system.

As soon as a service is provided 
by the private sector on a for-profi t 
basis, the profi t motive drives the 
business, not the interests of the 
young children in their care.

Aged care
There is a similar problem with 

aged care which has seen a massive 
growth in private for-profi t centres. 
The present royal commission into 
the sector illustrates starkly the con-
sequences as businesses (care pro-
viders) chase profi ts above all. Also, 
the low pay and appalling working 
conditions no doubt contribute to 
the calibre and shameful conduct of 
some staff.

Chronic under-staffi ng and lack 
of training result in the horrendous 
outcomes that are being highlighted 
in the royal commission. Once pri-
vate profi ts enter the equation, there 
is a confl ict of interest and care takes 
a long second place.

This is also another vital service 
that should be funded and provided 

by the public sector instead of tax 
cuts for the wealthy.

The failure of the Coalition 
to address climate change and the 
looming environmental dangers 
refl ects the power of the corporate 
sector – in particular mining compa-
nies – and the infl uence it has on the 
government.

The private sector and the fail-
ure of governments to take respon-
sibility for the well-being of society 
and the planet are issues of criti-
cal importance. On a positive note, 
many younger voters are very aware 
of climate and the environmental 
crises facing us, and support change.

The strong desire for change 
amongst workers was refl ected in 
the well-attended May Day actions 
held around Australia last week. 
Protesters demanded full resto-
ration of penalty rates, a living 
wage, the right to strike, the aboli-
tion of the Australian Building and 
Construction Commission, an end to 
the privatisation of public services, 
increased funding to public hospitals, 
TAFE and schools, and immediate 
action on climate change.

The immediate aim in the May 
18 election is to defeat the Coalition, 
to ensure it does not have control of 
either House. The Communist Party 
of Australia supports giving first 
preferences to left and progressive 
candidates with Coalition candidates 
followed by extreme right independ-
ents and parties last. 
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Darren Coyne

Australia’s hidden shame – the treatment 
of disabled Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander people – is to be put under the 
spotlight as part of a $527 million royal 
commission into the abuse and neglect of 
disabled Australians.

Prime Minister Scott Morrison last week 
announced the royal commission, which 
will take three years and include Aboriginal 
woman Andrea Mason as one of five 
commissioners.

First Nations Disability Network chief 
executive Damian Griffis welcomed the 
announcement, saying it was a positive step 
towards addressing the violence, abuse and 
neglect encountered by many disabled people.

“We are anxious to make sure that our 
people with disabilities are heard in the com-
mission,” he said. “‘To make sure of that, 
Aboriginal organisations that have experience 
with disabilities have to be well resourced to 
do that work and to get out into communities.”

Griffi s told the Koori Mail that the 2016 

Census had revealed that a staggering 45 per-
cent of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
people had some form of disability or long-
term health condition.

“That is twice that of the rest of the 
Australian population, which is 19 percent.”

Griffis said one concern about the 
announcement was that the royal commission 
doesn’t include the measure of psychosocial 
disability or mental health. 

“It would be very unusual for Aboriginal 
people not to have experienced depression and 
anxiety.”

He said however that commission would 
include the 7.7 percent of all Aboriginal people 
with severe or profound disability, which 
meant serious limitations on mobility or ability 
to understand certain things because of intel-
lectual disabilities.

“As someone who has worked in this 
sector since I left high school, I have always 
heard lots of stories of violence, abuse and 
neglect, but much of it has been hidden away,” 
Griffi s said. “Some of the institutions where 
Aboriginal people have been locked away are 

the most secret in the country, even more so 
than prisons.

“From an Aboriginal perspective there’s 
always been rumours of the high numbers of 
Aboriginal people who grew up in the most 
notorious institutions in Australia who were 
often even denied their own Aboriginality.

“These are important stories that need to be 
told. We are expecting to get funded to provide 
support to Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
people and their families but need signifi cant 
resources to do this.

“It will require a workforce that can get 
around the country. Most of our staff here have 
a disability or are close to someone with a dis-
ability and we will be aiming to employ even 
more people with disabilities to get out and 
support our people.”

And while he welcomed the royal commis-
sion, Mr Griffi s said it was “disturbing news” 
that the National Disability Insurance Scheme 
had been underspent by $1.6 billion, which was 
returned to prop up the Budget surplus.

“The Budget surplus is being created on 
the back of people with disabilities, which is 

terrible,” Griffi s said. “We support the NDIS 
in principle, but it is broken and people with 
disabilities are now sharing stories about how 
poorly the NDIS is working for them.”

In announcing the royal commission, 
Morrison said the three-year investigation 
would be based in Brisbane and would be 
headed by former Federal Court judge Ronald 
Sackville.

Labor leader Bill Shorten said he was 
pleased the royal commission had been called 
before the imminent federal election.

“A royal commission into people with dis-
abilities is overdue,” he said.

Greens senator Jordon Steele-John has led 
the charge for a royal commission.

“This is a great victory for the disability 
rights movement in Australia, for the Greens 
who have been campaigning alongside activists 
now for fi ve years to get this done.”

The government expects the royal commis-
sion to release an interim report by the end of 
October next year, with a fi nal report due by 
the end of April 2022.
Koori Mail 

Australia
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Disability in the spotlight

Launch of First Peoples Disability Network Australia (FPDN)'s National “Our Way” Disability Planning Resource in Townsville.
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Water sales in the stricken Murray-Darling 
Basin river system will be of major concern 
to many voters in the federal elections, fol-
lowing recent shocking revelations over 
commercial water deals. One deal of par-
ticular concern involved Barnaby Joyce, 
former federal Minister for Water and 
Agriculture. Two years ago he approved 
the purchase for $79 million of fl ood-
water rights for two farms in southern 
Queensland’s Condamine-Balonne region 
owned by Eastern Australia Agriculture 
(EAA). 

The government claimed the deal would 
provide extra water for the environment. But 
the transaction, conducted without a tender 
process, has raised major issues about corrup-
tion in the government’s management of rivers 
under the Murray Darling Basin (MDB) Plan.

Angus Taylor, current Minister for Water 
and Agriculture, co-founded EAA’s parent 
company in 2013 before he entered Parliament 
and relinquished control of the company. 
The Condamine-Balonne farm deal provided 
EAA with a $52 million profi t, much of which 
appears to have been banked in the Cayman 
Islands by EAA’s parent company.

As part of the deal the government paid 
$16 million for a dam on one of the farms. 
However, under the government’s policy of 
causing minimal impact on local production 

and employment (i.e. preserving the vested 
interests of corporate farm owners) the dam 
is still used by EAA, and the government has 
no right to store water in it for release during 
droughts.

And in any case, there’s no guarantee 
that fl oodwater from the EAA farms will ever 
benefi t the river environment. Once fl oodwa-
ter leaves the farms fl owing back to the river, 
it’s no longer publicly-owned. It could legally 
be taken from the river immediately by the 
giant Cubbie Station just downstream, so long 
as the amount extracted was within its water 
entitlement.

A really bad deal 
In 2015, EAA’s parent company contrib-

uted $55,000 to the coalition. Mike Kelty, 
northern basin commissioner for the Murray-
Darling Basin, describes the links between 
political donations and water licence transac-
tions as “ripe for corruption”. 

Floodwater is notoriously unreliable. In 
2015 the Queensland Labor government there-
fore recommended outright purchase of the 
farms, including the land and rights to river 
water extraction, for $123 million, in order to 
return 57,000 megalitres of water annually to 
the environment.

However, the federal government only pur-
chased the fl oodwater rights. It kept its busi-
ness mates happy by avoiding buying back 
an entire property, a practice that irrigation 

companies hate because it could threaten the 
future viability of the irrigation industry. And 
EAA should be very happy indeed, having got 
a top price for the low-value fl oodwater enti-
tlements, with little if any impact on its future 
profi tability.

In documents provided to a Senator about 
the EAA transaction the government redacted 
all fi nancial data. However, the fl oodwater 
price for one of the EAA farms is known to 
have been based on 1922 to 1995 fl oodwater 
fi gures provided by a consultant who was a 
former EAA director and business partner of 
Taylor.

If the estimate had been based on inde-
pendently-sourced 1985 to 2009 fi gures, which 
show a sharp decline in fl oodwater fl ows, the 
market value would have been almost nine per-
cent lower. 

And if future trends had been taken into 
account the price would have been even lower. 
The Bureau of Meteorology predicts that fl oods 
in the Condamine-Balonne region will become 
increasingly rare under climate change.

The EAA water buy-back deal was very 
good for the company and very bad for the 
taxpayer.

Time to change course
Apart from Antarctica, Australia is the 

world’s driest continent. The Murray-Darling 
river system is a vital national asset, but is now 
extremely endangered because it has become 

a greed-ridden corporate market. The water 
industry is worth $2 billion and the price of 
1,000 litres of water extracted from the river 
is 59 times higher than it was 20 years ago. 
The prices paid are beyond the reach of many 
small farmers. 

Moreover, in allocating water licences the 
government places no restrictions on types of 
agriculture that demand high rates of water 
consumption, like the cultivation of cotton or 
rice.

And it deliberately ignores the connec-
tion between climate change and drought. 
PM Morrison has offered farmers drought 
relief funding, but is blocking essential cli-
mate change initiatives, including conver-
sion to electric vehicles and renewable energy 
production. One coalition candidate has even 
accused the Bureau of Meteorology of falsify-
ing weather data in order to “perpetuate global 
warming hysteria”.

The public knows virtually nothing about 
the many buyback transactions that have 
occurred since the MDB Plan was introduced. 
However, the Condamine-Balonne water buy-
back scandal demonstrates with absolute clarity 
that the government is obsessed with enhanc-
ing corporate profi ts and preserving the domi-
nation of the fossil fuel industries. Protecting 
the public from the terrible impacts of climate 
change just isn’t on its agenda, and it must be 
dumped in the coming elections. 

“Ripe for corruption”

Australia

Global action on shipping
Maritime workers around the 
globe have rallied in an inter-
national show of solidarity for 
Australian seafarers. The global 
day of action coordinated by 
the ITF Cabotage* Task Force 
brought together maritime unions 
from every continent.

Protests outside Australian 
Embassies and Consulates, corporate 
offi ces and on the waterfront called 
for a reinvigoration of Australia’s 
domestic shipping industry and 
urged Australian voters to change 
the government at the upcoming 
Australia federal election on May 18.

“Today’s global demonstra-
tions highlight the resolve of trans-
portation workers to stand shoulder 
to shoulder with Australian sea-
farers in their fi ght to protect their 
jobs and save Australian shipping,” 
said James Given, chair of the ITF 
Cabotage Task Force.

“The current Australian govern-
ment has failed Australian seafarers 
through deregulation of the industry 
and permitting Flag of Convenience 
vessels to operate in Australia’s 
coastal trade which has resulted in 
the loss of thousands of jobs in the 
sector.

“Australian shipping hangs in 
the balance this election and voters 
have a clear choice – back a party 
who have committed to create a stra-
tegic fl eet of Australian-crewed ves-
sels and strengthen coastal shipping 
regulations or choose a party who 
is actively supporting the industry’s 
decline. The choice is simple: we 
have to support those that support 
us,” said Given.

Around the world – from 
Chile to Germany, Canada to the 
Philippines, India to the US, Poland 
to Norway – seafarers, dockers and 
other maritime industry workers 

sent a clear message: that to save 
Australian shipping, the country 
needs change the government.

ITF president and Maritime 
Union of Australia national secretary 
Paddy Crumlin refl ected on the inter-
national protests: “The fact that thou-
sands of transport workers around 
the world joined in this global day 
of action highlights the importance 
of this fi ght and the global signifi -
cance of saving Australia’s shipping 
industry.

“All over the world people are 
standing behind us because they 
know if we save Australian shipping, 

protect domestic seafarers’ jobs 
and bring vessels back under the 
Australian fl ag, this is good news for 
the cabotage fi ght globally.

“It’s time to change the gov-
ernment, change the rules and save 
Australian shipping,” concluded 
Crumlin.
* Cabotage is restriction of the 
operation of sea, air, or other 
transport services within or into a 
particular country to that country’s 
own transport services. 
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Considering the level of belligerence and 
hostility coming from the empire of the 
North one might expect that the powerful 
May Day march through the Plaza of the 
Revolution might take on a defensive mili-
tary overtone. But Cuba is never that way 
and instead they show their resolution and 
defi ance cloaked within their humanity.

Just as the sun started to rise the march to 
celebrate the International Day of the Workers 
began and behind the banner that read Unity, 
Commitment and Victory were not soldiers 
with weapons but waves of doctors, soldiers 
in white, who had recently been expelled 
from Brazil by the right-wing government of 
Bolsonaro leaving vast areas of Brazil without 
medical professionals. Vibrant demonstrations 
also marked the occasion in all 15 provinces of 
Cuba and the Isle of Youth.

No one really talks about the numbers here 
but it took almost two hours for the march-
ers that fi lled the wide Paseo Avenue to pass 
the towering statue of Jose Marti. This year’s 
theme featured thousands of people who work 
in medical services and medical research along 
with contingents from medical universities like 
the Latin American School of Medicine that is 
the largest medical university in the world.

Organised by the Confederation of Cuban 
Workers (CTC), thousands of trade unionists 
representing 103 unions from 87 countries par-
ticipated. Hundreds of solidarity activists were 
there including 300 who are attending the 14th 
May Day Brigade at the Julio Mella Camp in 
Caimito. The largest delegation in the camp 
this year comes from the United States.

US protectionism and 
threats

Today, at the CTC trade union meeting at 
the Palace of the Conventions, Ana Teresita 
Gonzalez Fraga, Cuban Deputy Foreign 
Minister, explained to the assembled support-
ers of Latin American unity and sovereignty 
that we were in a complex period where US 
Imperialism was trying to hold on to its inter-
national hegemony through all out protection-
ism, the advancement of the Monroe Doctrine, 
the threat of war, political lies and the use of 
unconventional warfare against legitimate 
governments.

As she was speaking the first lawsuits 
from Title III of the Helms Burton Act were 
being fi led in Federal Court in Miami against 
Carnaval Cruise Lines for its use of the docks 
in Havana harbour. Title III is a unique meas-
ure of acquiring the rights to regain former 
property that Cubans who fl ed the revolution in 
1959 by somehow magically turning it into US 
property because those Cubans later became 
US citizens.

This legal stretch had been shelved by 
previous administrations from the pressure 
of European allies who will be affected. Also 

going into effect is Title IV that prohibits entry 
into US territory people being sued under Title 
III.

It remains to be seen how deep the new 
sanctions will be until they are written into law. 
In 2018 over one million Americans, includ-
ing Cuban Americans, visited Cuba and in the 
vicious minds of Trump, Pompeo, Bolton and 
Pence this type of family and human interac-
tion has to end, to squeeze even harder in an 
economy that has been blockaded since 1962 
for being a disobedient colony and positive 
example to the world. Trump says he will limit 
family visits and remittances to $1,000 every 
three months that will primarily affect small 
private enterprises.

Even before the laws are in effect intimi-
dation is already taking place. In the Miami 
airport, after passing normal security checks 
passports were being re checked at the gate 
and before Cuban Americans could board the 
plane to Havana their carry-on bags were being 
opened and searched by Federal Police while a 
police dog was aggressively checking everyone 
as they walked down to the plane. What else 
could this be but to create a chilling effect on 
Cuban travel?

The charade of Guaido
The failure of the amateurish coup attack 

on April 30 in Caracas only strengthened the 
forces of Chavismo in Venezuela according 
to the Venezuelan ambassador to Cuba Adan 
Chávez at the CTC meeting. “The attacks on 
the Bolivarian Revolution started on day one 
but one thing we know now is that we will 
never again be a US colony. Fidel Castro and 
Hugo Chávez made it possible to achieve vic-
tories that will not regress.” 

The coup that didn’t happen was built up 
in the corporate media but it has now fi zzled 
out of the airwaves and the reality of install-
ing Guaido, their selected president, is evapo-
rating and that is starting to sink in on Wall 
Street and their impatience is starting to show. 
Forbes, the Capitalist’s Tool, begrudged, “We 
are not making money ... We are all waiting for 
the catalyst that leads to change in Venezuela. 
Maduro has outlasted all expectations. He’s 
entrenched in Caracas.”

How low can you go?
John Bolton, the criminal architect of 

weapons of mass destruction in Iraq, that 

directly led to the death of a million Iraqis and 
the displacement of millions more, has come 
up with the latest attack to include both Cuba 
and Venezuela. 

Along with claiming that Venezuela has 
been colonised by Cuba he is also repeating 
the cynical and outrageous claim that the Cuba-
Venezuela cooperative agreement that provides 
20,000 Cuban medical professionals to every 
province, in cities and rural areas of Venezuela 
are in actuality Cuban soldiers and security 
forces.

That is something they would do, as they 
have in 177 countries, with more than 800,000 
soldiers on 800 bases. Trump is picking up the 
lie saying it over and over so that the US public 
will hear it so much that ... well, it must be true. 
This lie is to justify the threats and tightening 
of all sorts of sanctions on both countries. 

The shackling of Venezuela is a key com-
ponent of the US strategy in the destroying of 
Cuba, but as was on display here in Havana, in 
Caracas and in the defence of the integrity of 
the Venezuelan Embassy in Washington, the 
resistance is a force they have to reckon with.
Resumen Latinoamericano
North America bureau 
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Defying the Trump threats

Big win for road safety
Changes to the Owner Drivers 
and Forestry Contractors 
Act, introduced by Victorian 
Industrial Relations Minister Tim 
Pallas, will ensure these workers 
will no longer be vulnerable to 
exploitation or forced into unsafe 
practices by economic pressures 
down supply chains.

Many of the proposed changes 
to the Act were suggested by the 
Transport Workers’ Union (TWU) 
in its submission to the Victorian 
Inquiry into the Labour Hire 
Industry and Insecure Work.

TWU (Vic/Tas Branch) secre-
tary and TWU national vice-presi-
dent John Berger said the new rules 

would prevent unsafe driving and 
be like a pressure valve releasing 
for owner drivers.

“We have been campaigning for 
a very long time for these changes 
and they are a big win for road 
safety, our members and for this 
union,” Berger said.

“Currently, dodgy hire com-
panies, competition for work and 
a lack of regulation mean under-
cutting is rife and this system only 
rewards drivers who speed, run 
red lights, skip fatigue breaks, not 
maintain vehicles and take drugs to 
stay awake.”

Under the proposed legislative 
amendments, owner drivers must 

be provided cost schedules and con-
tracts and there are fi nancial pen-
alties for infringements to protect 
owner drivers and a fully-funded 
Wage Inspectorate will monitor 
compliance.

The changes are also an impor-
tant step in the TWU’s nationwide 
push to secure Safe Rates across the 
transport industry.

TWU national assistant sec-
retary Nick McIntosh said while 
the Victorian bill was another step 
towards giving owner drivers the 
fairness and safety required to do 
their jobs, the federal government 
was still “failing drivers and failing 
all road users”.

“For too long owner drivers 
have had to endure pressure and 
exploitation that puts them and 
other road users at risk. This is pre-
cisely what we need rather than 
allowing abuses to enter our indus-
try before it’s too late to stop them,” 
McIntosh said.

“While the Victorian govern-
ment is moving ahead and recog-
nising pressures drivers are under, 
the federal government refuses to 
acknowledge there is a problem.

“Drivers across Australia need 
a system that deals with safety risks 
that cause deadly truck crashes.”

The Owner Driver and Forestry 
Contractors Act changes would also 

be expanded to cover third party 
contracting platforms, such as Uber 
Freight and Uber Eats.

“Food delivery companies con-
trol all aspects of the work riders do 
– the riders bear all the risk and the 
company enjoys full fl exibility in 
the relationship. This area is crying 
out for regulation and I congratu-
late the Andrews government for 
moving to protect these workers,” 
John Berger said.

The bill follows new regula-
tions introduced to State Parliament 
last year that introduced minimum 
mandatory rates for truck and tipper 
drivers on State government infra-
structure projects. 
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Eoghan O’Neill

What happens to labour when the ratio 
of jobs being created is dwarfed by the 
number of people entering the labour 
force?

The futurists look to an existence where 
automation and artificial intelligence – as 
opposed to just machines and robots – in a 
multitude of disciplines, such as complex med-
ical diagnosis and autonomous truck-driving, 
replace human labour to such an extent that 
labour will not be in a position to reproduce 
itself, in the sense that the wage system of pay-
ment for work done will not suffi ce.

Their answer to this reality is to maintain 
that there will have to be a form of universal 
basic income (UBI) to compensate those who 
would no longer have access to a sustainable 
wage level.

The large tech companies and their CEOs 
are pushing this agenda of a universal basic 
income to get ahead of any form of discontent 
with the automation process that is now taking 
place, and gaining pace, in work-places all over 
the globe. This fi lters through wider society 
and has stimulated debates on the merits of a 
UBI. (This topic has been dealt with a number 
of times in Socialist Voice, and so it is not to be 
the focus of this article.)

The implementation of a UBI within the 
existing system, just like the existing wage 
system, will be a construct of the capitalist 
class; and if that is the case we can only deduce 
that it will be instituted in the interests of the 
capitalist class.

Once again, forces on the left, when debat-
ing the merits of a UBI within existing society, 
are fully immersed in the capitalist agenda, and 
their conclusions and recommendations of a 
UBI can only be made within capitalist param-
eters; that is to say, no matter what rate of 
income is paid, the source will still stem from 
the exploitation of one class by another.

Where we have to differ in our understand-
ing on current debates is on how we frame the 
automation of labour processes, and what its 
implications are for those of us who want to 
propose an alternative to capitalism and its 
internal contradictions.

Let us do a thought experiment to help 
us better understand the implications of auto-
mation for the working class. In a competi-
tive market of a simple commodity – a pair of 
jeans, for example – taking as a start a fi xed 
production process, where all producers have 
the same level of technology, and labour is 
intensive within the process, companies com-
pete for the customers in the market.

An intensive struggle for market share 
ensues, and, aside from gaining brand loy-
alty, companies at this point can do one of two 
things to increase their market share.

Option 1: Intensify the exploitation of the 
workers: make them work longer hours, or 
reduce wages, benefi ts, and overtime, or move 
production to where wages are much lower. 
Option 2: Invest in technology and machines 
to increase the productivity of the worker.

Competition
This competition drives companies towards 

monopoly and oligopoly markets, because 
there are greater profi ts to be made when there 
are only a few competitors, where companies 
become price-makers instead of price-takers, 
the barriers to entry erected are very high for 
new competitors, and collusion on pricing is 
easier to implement, overtly or covertly. The 
fi nal goal of it all, of course, is to increase 
the share of profi t going to the owners of the 
companies.

So, returning to our company producing 
jeans, those that have chosen either or both 
options above will have taken the lead in the 
market, and those that were too late to the party 
get left behind, unable to stay in operation 
because of the lower market prices of each unit 
and higher costs of production relative to their 
competitors. They close down, and those work-
ers who were employed are made redundant.

Now, if we expand this process to a mul-
titude of industries and services, the scenario 
begins to refl ect the modern global capital-
ist system and the tectonic shifts taking place 
within it.

In general terms (and for simplifi cation 
purposes), the labour-intensive industries have 
moved to the Global South, and the capital-
intensive industries (machines, robots, auto-
mation, AI) have remained within the Global 
North. The services (tertiary) sector has 
become the dominant sector in the “northern” 
countries, while the production and manufac-
turing (primary and secondary) sectors are 
dominant in the “southern” economies.

In the capitalist system, the price of the 
product is related to the cost of the raw materi-
als, the cost of other commodities that maintain 
and develop the production and distribution 
process, the cost of labour, extra costs (taxes, 
tariffs etc), and the amount of profi t that can be 
extracted from the sale of the goods or service.

We stated in previous articles that profi t is 
a capitalist construct. It is derived solely from 
the ownership structures that exist from, the 
private ownership of the means of production, 
and from its ability to exploit labour and pay 
a form of wages that is not equivalent to the 
amount of work done.

Surplus value
The more labour-intensive an industry is 

the more profi t can be extracted, because each 
individual worker is the source of surplus 
value – profi t: adding more value to an item 
than what they are paid in wages. So, when this 
is aggregated for an entire company, industry, 
or country, profi t is highest in labour-inten-
sive industries or areas, and the rate of profi t 
declines in capital-intensive industries or areas.

The capitalist system drives, and is reli-
ant on, the extraction of surplus value from 
labour in order for it to expand and accumulate 
even more surplus value. It is a spiral effect: 
the larger the spiral circles the less competitive 
the market and the more monopolies dominate 
economic activity.

The sad truth for those living in the Global 
South is that those manufacturing companies 
(usually indigenous to the region but contracted 
by large transnational companies of the Global 
North) that are competing with other manu-
facturers in the region will inevitably inten-
sify and implement the innovations available, 
thus increasing the ranks of the unemployed – 
the reserve army of labour. With an abundant 
supply of labour it will be much easier to drive 
the already subsistence wage levels down even 
further. There is no catching up in the Global 
South with economies of the Global North – on 
the contrary, it is the economies of the Global 
North that will be brought down to the levels 
of the Global South.

The reality for those living in the Global 
North is that, with the majority of manufactur-
ing industries being outsourced to the Global 
South (option 1), companies that remain must 
intensify technological innovations. We see 
this in the banking sector, the retail sector, the 
high-tech sector, the pharmaceutical sector, the 
public-service sector, the agricultural and food 
sector; just about every industry is subject to 
technological innovations in order to increase 
productivity.

Profit driven
This in itself is not a bad thing; but herein 

lies the capitalist illusion: that the working 
class without work will become better off and 
their interests will be looked after by private 
industry by means of a universal basic income.

Like every innovation in capitalist econ-
omies, profi t is the motivating factor. This is 
what is driving automation and the develop-
ment of artifi cial intelligence. Capitalists are 
investing heavily in these areas so that they can 
be implemented in others, in order to increase 
their productivity, to drive down prices, to sub-
sume competitors, to increase market share, 
ultimately to drive up profi ts – a legal impera-
tive in capitalist economies.

It is no coincidence that the implementa-
tion of these innovations is happening in the 
Global North, because the profi t margins of 
companies operating there are much tighter 
than for those directing the operations of the 
Global South, extracting super profi ts from the 
workers of that region.

This innovation is a double-edged weapon 
for labour, because innovation not only 
replaces human labour but also increases the 
reserve army of labour, driving wages and ben-
efi ts down. However – and glaringly, for those 
who can see – the internal contradictions of 
capitalism will ensure another collapse of the 
capitalist system, resulting in misery for the 
working class once again.

Stink
How, with capitalists implementing options 

1 and 2, will there be enough effective demand 
for the products to enable these companies to 
begin producing using automated systems? If 
this demand is not met there is overproduction, 
leading to job losses, leading to loss in tax rev-
enue, leading to cuts, and so on.

Their answer is to create a universal basic 
income. But who will fi nance a UBI that will 
be high enough to allow every family to receive 
an income that will guarantee a decent standard 
of living? (And who decides the defi nition of a 
decent standard of living?) If tax revenue dwin-
dles because of the decrease in job creation, the 
effects can be catastrophic for a country. We 
witnessed this at fi rst hand with the results of a 
collapse of only one part of our economy (the 
building industry) and the knock-on effects this 
had on the whole economy.

If capitalism today cannot meet the needs 
of the majority of people on the planet, and in 
this country, where we have very low unem-
ployment levels, then a UBI stinks of a red 
herring. The richest people and companies in 
the world are tax-avoiders. They are plunder-
ing our natural environment at a rate that may 
make it virtually impossible to ever undo the 
damage they have done in the relatively brief 
time in which they have operated. They exploit 
both our natural environment and human 
labour for their own benefi t, and all decisions 
they make are made in their own interests.

We must not be mistaken: the capitalist 
agenda is privatisation, and implementing and 
popularising a UBI in this context is a tactic, an 
illusion, to undermine the need for public funds 
for our common needs, to open up our services 
to privatisation, i.e. the extraction of profi t.

Whether we are discussing a UBI, automa-
tion, or AI, the real debate that has to be won 
should not be on the merits of each of these 
– whether it would have a positive or nega-
tive effect on citizens – because the change is 
coming: the debate needs to be centred on who 
owns, who controls, and ultimately who makes 
the decisions.

This, like other economic debates, needs 
to be steered away from the particular issue 
of debate and placed fi rmly within its class 
character: the ownership of the means of 
production.

Once again the capitalists create an illusion 
(UBI) that has leftists hook-line-and-sinkered 
into debating on capitalist terms, accepting the 
rationale of the private ownership of the means 
of production, leaving space only for debating 
the quantity of crumbs that are left to be dis-
tributed among larger and larger numbers of 
people. Can we trust them with such far-reach-
ing implications for the value of our labour 
power? If they are in the process of replacing 
labour with automation and AIM (the number 
of jobs in OECD countries said to be at high 
risk within the next ten years is estimated at 
between 9 and 47 percent), will they share their 
wealth to create a sustainable UBI?

Stagnant pay
We only have to go back to forecasts of 

the introduction of computers into the work-
place, when there were great promises of the 
work load being halved, a four-day working 
week, shorter working day, extended days off, 
and more leisure time. While the productivity 
of labour has soared, pay rates have remained 
fairly stagnant, as can be seen from the graph. 
Though the reasons and the interpretation of 
this graph may vary, it is a clear and disturbing 
indication of the devaluation of labour power.

The value of labour power, for the capital-
ist, is wholly dependent on human labour for 
the creation of goods and services within the 
production and distribution process. If the cap-
italists can use machines, computers or robots 
to increase productivity without a proportional 
increase in wages, as has been the case since 
the 1970s, the widespread introduction of auto-
mation and AIM (automation for information 
management) into production processes will 
further reduce the capitalist’s dependence on 
labour power, and so the gap between produc-
tivity and pay displayed here will only widen.

Furthermore, if surplus value is extracted 
from the exploitation of labour power, a 
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question remains for the capitalist: how will 
we be able to retain profi t margins when the 
source of profi t – i.e. labour power – is being 
replaced by automation and AIM? Will this 
force companies to lobby for a wholesale low-
ering of wages? How will this then infl uence 
the effective demand for goods and services 
and therefore the real economy? Is the long-
term agenda to create artifi cial organisms so 
that the reproduction process of automated 
labour is able to take place, leaving labour 
power redundant to various degrees?

The English anthropologist and geogra-
pher David Harvey writes: “The consequences 
of an intensifi cation of capitalist competition 
in the market (including the search for relative 
surplus value through technological changes) 
produce deteriorating conditions of social 
reproduction for the working classes (or sig-
nifi cant segments thereof) if no compensating 
forces or public policies are put in place to 
counteract such effects.”

Nothing in the history of capitalism points 
towards this ever happening voluntarily within 
the capitalist system – if anything, this proc-
ess will ensure a permanent reserve army 
of labour, so that wage rates and UBI rates 
remain depressed on a global scale within the 
coming decades.

It is not a way forward to a bright new 
future that capitalism is trying to forge but 
a way back to a miserable existence for the 
mass of the people while a small elite bask in 
the bounty of leisure off the backs of labour.

“The robots are coming!” people say – but 
it’s not the robots we should fear, dismantle or 
destroy but the class who own the robots, who 
are developing automation and AIM, who are 
in total control of the livelihood of billions of 
people on the planet.

Only with a system of public ownership 
of the means of production can the true ben-
efi ts and merits of automation, AIM or UBI be 
fully employed for the benefi t of the major-
ity of people. It is the class nature of society 
that we must change; but to do this we have to 
provide some road map of a way forward; and 
a token line about socialism at the end of this 
article will not suffi ce.
The concluding part in this series on the 
Capitalist Illusion will delve more deeply 
into the socialist alternative, and how it is 
up to all class-conscious people to bring 
us on the journey towards a revolutionary 
transformation.
Socialist Voice 
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Trump’s worst legacy

A nuclear World War III
John Wojcik

The Doomsday Clock, since January of this 
year, has been set at two minutes to mid-
night. It was set there because the people 
who manage the clock, the Bulletin of 
Atomic Scientists, said that as of the early 
part of this year there has been a lack of 
progress on curbing both nuclear weapons 
and climate change. And the timekeep-
ers of this scary clock said they were also 
factoring in “information warfare” and 
the effects of that warfare on the growing 
nuclear and climate dangers.

The non-profi t Bulletin of the Atomic 
Scientists, for the second year in a row, has set 
the clock to two minutes before Armageddon. 
This is the closest the clock has ever been to 
disaster since the early Cold War years. The 
Bulletin was initiated in 1947 by University 
of Chicago Scientists who had been work-
ing on nuclear technology. Many of the early 
nuclear scientists, including Albert Einstein, 
realised the dangers of nuclear war and 
became ardent supporters of a peace move-
ment they hoped would end the stockpiling of 
nuclear weapons. The used a clock because 
midnight on the clock serves symbolically as 
“the point of annihilation.”

When it was fi rst developed, the clock 
was set at seven minutes to midnight. The 
minute hand moved furthest away in 1991 
when the clock was 17 minutes to midnight. 
That happened because the Cold War had 
ended and many thought the US “victory” 
over the Soviet Union meant a new era of 
“Pax Americana.”

That proved to be a false hope, and now, 
largely because of Donald Trump, the clock 
is racing again to midnight. The atomic sci-
entists say the cause is Trump’s pushing us 
closer to nuclear war and, of course, his total 
commitment to climate denialism.

“Humanity faces two dire and simultane-
ous existential threats: nuclear weapons and 
climate change. The longer world leaders and 
citizens thoughtlessly inhabit this abnormal 
reality, the more likely it is that we will expe-
rience the unthinkable,” former California 

Governor Jerry Brown said in a press release. 
Brown is on the group’s board of directors.

The scary reality is that since this year’s 
Bulletin came out, the Trump administration, 
on the nuclear annihilation front alone, has 
made things even worse.

America’s autocratic and despotic presi-
dent didn’t stop with trashing the Paris 
Climate agreement early in his administra-
tion. He quickly moved to cancel the nuclear 
arms reduction accord with Iran despite over-
whelming evidence that Iran was sticking 
to the deal. Against a backdrop of an unsta-
ble Middle East, including a genocidal war 
against the people of Yemen being waged by 
Saudi Arabia with US backing, the region 
provides an excellent opportunity for the out-
break of nuclear war.

Trump’s war hawk national security 
adviser, John Bolton, brags daily how no 
options are off the table when it comes to 
what the US might do to Iran. He has publicly 
talked about the day he expects to celebrate in 
Tehran at the US embassy building when the 
government there is overthrown. (That build-
ing is where the US hostages were held during 
the Carter administration.)

The world breathed a sigh of relief back 
in the 1980s when former Soviet leader 
Mikhail Gorbachev and US President Ronald 
Reagan signed the treaty banning medium-
range nuclear missiles. Trump has thrown that 
agreement into the garbage pail, as well, and 
boasts that in any nuclear arms race, the US 
will outdo any and all competitors.

Meanwhile, he is openly calling for the 
overthrow of the elected government of 
Venezuela. Russia and China, two countries 
that support that government, have nuclear 
weapons. US meddling in Venezuela’s affairs 
when that country has nuclear-armed allies 
does not bode well for the positioning of the 
minute hand on the Doomsday Clock. In the 
early 1950s, the US waged a war against the 
Korean people that resulted in millions of 
deaths in that country.

That disaster contributed to the clock 
moving close to midnight in 1953. Now 
Trumpian diplomacy, usually based on 

whether he can line his pockets with plenty of 
money, seems to be backfi ring there too, with 
North Korea engaging in more missile tests 
while the US sticks to its policy of deploy-
ment of nuclear submarines and weapons 
throughout the region around that country.

All of this is happening as the US con-
tinues maintaining 800 military bases around 
the world, surrounding countries like Russia, 
China, and anybody else who has nuclear 
weapons. Nuclear submarines operate out of 
– and nuclear weapons can be delivered from 
– many of these bases in every corner of the 
globe. It all adds up to a nuclear danger so 
great that we are probably closer now to the 
Armageddon Hour than the scientists said we 
were earlier this year.

We need the Green New Deal in order to 
save the country and the planet from disaster, 
but perhaps an even more immediate threat is 
the danger of nuclear war. We have a presi-
dent who not only doesn’t care about that 
danger but actually actively escalates it.

That makes it urgent that the Congress 
speak out against the growing nuclear threat 
emanating from Trump’s foreign policy, and 
from US foreign policy in general. It cannot 
remain silent when the U.S. plays with regime 
change in Venezuela or elsewhere or that it 
keeps quiet when the president cancels arms 
deals with Russia, Iran, or other nations. If 
Congress doesn’t step up for peace, issues like 
impeachment, the Green New Deal, and just 
about everything else will be irrelevant.

Congress has to step up to its responsibil-
ity. It won’t, however, without pressure from 
the people and their organisations. We must 
fi nd every way possible to demand an end to 
interference in the affairs of other countries, 
an end to regime change in Venezuela and 
the attacks on Cuba, huge cuts in the mili-
tary budget, restoration of the nuclear arms 
reduction deals, and a return of the US into 
the Paris climate accords. The only way to 
get the change we need is to organise for it 
and demand it. Hopefully, we can then start 
moving that clock back a few minutes.
People’s World 
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Pepe Escobar

The wide-ranging Xiamen Declaration, 
issued in conjunction with the just 
wrapped-up annual BRICS summit, shows 
that Brazil, Russia, India, China and South 
Africa, although facing internal challenges 
of their own, may be about to step up their 
collective game, big time.

And they won’t be intimidated/derailed by 
the crumbling unipolar order.

Xiamen made it clear the BRICS are all-
out engaged to “redress North-South develop-
ment imbalances,” with Chinese President Xi 
Jinping emphasising the necessity of a more 
just international order, echoing President 
Putin’s calls for a “fair multipolar world,” and 
“against protectionism and new barriers to 
global trade.”

Xi, the host at Xiamen, where he was once 
mayor, went out of his way to stress, “we fi ve 
countries [should] play a more active part in 
global governance.”

One of the key planks of what is a con-
certed geopolitical/geoeconomic drive will 
start to be implemented via an upcoming 
BRICS-wide customs union. It’s all about con-
nectivity – in trade, commerce, and fi nance. 
And that also dictates investment and business 
openings rolling in sync, as well as a sharper 
role for development funds and the BRICS’s 
own New Development Bank (NDB).

Enter, thus, multiple South-South “dia-
logues,” like those proposed in Xiamen 
with Mexico, Egypt, Thailand, Guinea, and 
Tajikistan. The dialogues, which will inevita-
bly evolve into business and investment deals, 
are at the core of “BRICS Plus”; the overarch-
ing concept, proposed last March by Chinese 
Foreign Minister Wang Yi, for expanding 
South-South partnership/cooperation.

What this will mean, in the immediate 
future, is an even further, complex interpo-
lation of BRICS Plus with the already con-
verging New Silk Roads, a.k.a. Belt and 
Road Initiative (BRI); the Eurasia Economic 
Union (EAEU); and the Shanghai Cooperation 
Organisation (SCO).

All these economic/political vectors are 
advancing in sync. The SCO may be essen-
tially focused on security, countering jihad-
ism or even solving border disputes, but it has 
also been developing the economic cooperation 
front. India and Pakistan have become SCO 
full members this year. Iran, Afghanistan and 
Turkey are observers, and will soon become 
full members. Egypt and post-war Syria want 
in. The SCO’s geopolitical reach is fast becom-
ing pan-Eurasian.

And that’s refl ected, for instance, in the 
Xiamen Declaration proposing an “Afghan-
led and Afghan-owned” peace and national 
reconciliation process, “including the Moscow 
Format of consultations” and the “Heart of 
Asia-Istanbul process.”

This means, essentially, the BRICS sup-
porting not a surge of Pentagon troops but 
an all-Asian (and not Western) Afghan peace 

process brokered by the SCO, of which 
Afghanistan is an observer and future full 
member.

And this course of action once again graph-
ically shows how the core of the BRICS is and 
will continue to be “RC”: the Russia-China 
strategic partnership.

Triple win!
It was RC, not by accident, that suggested 

the only possible solution for the Korean 
Peninsula stand-off, that is “double freez-
ing,” put forward by the Russian and Chinese 
Foreign Ministry in early July. Pyongyang 
ceases all missile launches and nuclear tests, 
Washington/Seoul cease their monster military 
exercises. Needless to say, the “War Party” 
in Washington, as well as Trump’s generals, 
vetoed the idea. But just as the BRICS wrapped 
it all up in Xiamen, the action started at the 
Eastern Economic Forum in Vladivostok; once 
again, all about economic convergence, focus-
ing on Russia, China, Japan, Vietnam and cru-
cially, both Koreas.

Enter RC, once again, as peace 

negotiators, able to practice diplomacy with 
both Pyongyang and Seoul at an international 
forum. RC – with Russia in the forefront – 
solved the Syrian tragedy. While RC has a plan 
for both Afghanistan and North Korea, the uni-
polars only have sanctions and bombs.

I have sketched elsewhere other aspects 
of BRICS, such as the current internal polit-
ico-economic tragedy in Brazil, as well as out-
siders India-Japan pushing to counteract the 
BRICS/BRI/SCO convergence via an Asia-
Africa Growth Corridor (AAGC).

But the holy of the holies – and it’s never 
enough to stress it – is what I call the Triple 
Win triad of the future: oil-yuan-gold. This is 
one of the prime outcomes of a strategy the 
BRICS have been discussing, behind closed 
doors, at their summits since the previous 
decade – when Lula was still Brazil’s presi-
dent: how to bypass the US dollar.

President Putin has hinted at “the exces-
sive domination of the limited number of 
reserve currencies” – code for US dollar uni-
polarity. Beijing now is stepping up the game 
via a crude oil futures contract priced in yuan 

and convertible into gold on both the Shanghai 
and Hong Kong exchanges. That might as well 
represent the burial ritual for the US sanc-
tions dementia. It’s a categorical imperative 
for Eurasia integration to be able to bypass any 
manifestations of this disease by trading energy 
in yuan or in their own, local, currencies.

In parallel, something RC, via the Central 
Bank of Russia and the People’s Bank of 
China, have been developing all these years 
will spread out to other BRICS/BRI/SCO 
members. The concept of trading in their own 
currencies will reach, of course, all number of 
aspiring BRICS Plus members.

The late US Zbig “Grand Chessboard” 
Brzezinski Doctrine – preventing, by all 
means, the emergence of a peer competitor - 
has long ago been pronounced dead. What we 
see instead is the emergence not only of a peer 
competitor, but an alliance of peer competitors 
(RC), with a geo-economic pull all across the 
Global South.

More than enough for any unipolar brain 
to go nuclear.
RT – Russia Today 

The BRICS strike back

International

The core of the BRICS 
is and will continue to be “RC”: 

the Russia-China strategic partnership.

Constituting a crisis
John Wojcik

Washington: President Trump, by 
trashing and ignoring laws that 
require him to provide informa-
tion sought by the Congress of 
the United States, has pushed the 
country into the full-fl edged con-
stitutional crisis with the worst 
political scandal ever to rock the 
nation.

House Judiciary Committee 
Chairman Jerrold Nadler declared 
on national cable television that a 
constitutional crisis is occurring 
because “the president is disobeying 
the law, is refusing all information 
to Congress.”

The latest illegal moves by the 
administration include its refusal to 
hand over to Congress a more com-
plete version of the report by Robert 

Mueller on his investigation into the 
Trump campaign and its insistence 
that it will not allow the special 
counsel, Mueller, to testify before 
Congress.

Originally it was expected that 
Mueller would be testifying before 
the House Judiciary Committee 
as early as today. Nadler said on 
MSNBC last night that he is now 
“less confi dent” that Mueller will be 
testifying any time soon.

The House Judiciary Committee 
voted 24 to 16, to hold Attorney 
General William Barr in con-
tempt of Congress for failing to 
comply with the committee’s sub-
poena for a less redacted copy of 
the Mueller report. Republicans 
on the committee who defended 
the attorney general at the ses-
sion yesterday falsely claimed that 

Barr would be violating the law if 
he complied with the committee’s 
request because the fi les the com-
mittee wanted included Grand Jury 
material that is protected under the 
law. Democrats exposed the false-
hood of that claim by voting for 
and passing a motion that said only 
material approved for release by a 
court had to be included. That has 
been Nadler’s position from the 
beginning.

Talks between the Judiciary 
Committee and the Justice 
Department had broken down 
on the issue of releasing a more 
complete version of the Mueller 
report. Matters were made worse, 
of course, when the White House 
announced it was invoking exec-
utive privilege over the entire 
Mueller report, justifying its 

decision to release nothing at all to 
the Congress.

Barr released a redacted version 
of Mueller’s report to the public 
last month, but the House wants to 
see the full document, along with 
underlying evidence.

Trump’s refusal to hand over 
anything is an attempt to sweep 
aside democratic norms in favour of 
his own direct authority. He wants 
to make decisions that Congress has 
traditionally either made on its own 
or at least participated in making, 
thus sparking the constitutional 
crisis described by Nadler.

It is also becoming clear that fear 
of new and damaging information 
about this entire affair could emerge 
is behind the administration’s contin-
ued stonewalling of Congress.

Barr had previously let it be 

known that once he learned Mueller 
did not intend to recommend pros-
ecution of the president, he felt 
the entire investigation itself was 
no longer serving any purpose. 
The fact that Mueller’s investiga-
tion had thus far – and could con-
tinue to – yield information useful 
to Congress in playing its consti-
tutional role was, of course, of no 
concern to Barr or his boss Trump.

This raises speculation that 
Barr himself intervened and ended 
the Mueller investigation abruptly 
last month. Answers to questions 
about whether that was what hap-
pened and to many other questions 
will be much more diffi cult for the 
American public to come by if the 
administration succeeds in prevent-
ing Mueller from testifying.
People’s World 
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Darius Shahtahmasebi

Recently, the Trump administra-
tion has been gearing up for the 
overthrow of Venezuelan leader 
Nicolas Maduro. At the same 
time, it is directly attacking 
Maduro’s closest allies as part of 
its overall foreign policy strategy.

The Helms-Burton Act
In mid-April this year, the US 

State Department announced that it 
would put into practice a section of 
the 1996 Helms-Burton Act, which 
will allow lawsuits by US citizens 
against dozens of Cuban companies 
and other entities that have found 
their way onto Washington’s Cuba 
Restricted List. This will enable 
Americans to pursue legal claims 
in the US against companies which 
operate on properties expropri-
ated by Cuba following the Cuban 
revolution.

Since the legislation’s inception, 
every US president since Bill Clinton 
has suspended the provision due to 
international backlash (Canada and 
Europe have significant business 
holdings in Cuba); and the potential 
of opening the fl oodgates to unman-
ageable litigation (estimated at over 
200,000 possible lawsuits).

As we know, however, Trump 
is no ordinary president. Recall that 
he once ordered a raid in Yemen 
that even Obama was reluctant to 
execute, which ended up being a 
complete fiasco and resulting in 
the murder of an eight-year-old 
American citizen. As such, Trump 
has allowed the partial activation of 
this provision, which may open the 
pathway to further sanctions on the 
island.

Cuba has often said that it 
would gladly reimburse the owners 
of properties nationalised after the 

revolution, but only if it were in 
turn reimbursed for billions of dol-
lars’ worth of damages which it has 
suffered during a 60-year US trade 
embargo.

While the new US Cuba strategy 
didn’t go so far as to target foreign 
investments in Cuba, most of the 
media are reasonably confi dent that 
the Trump administration’s decision 
is paving the way for doing so in the 
not-so-distant future.

Unsurprisingly, the European 
Union (EU) was not on board with 
this latest move by the Trump admin-
istration to isolate yet another coun-
try on the world stage, which it views 
as the “extraterritorial application 
of unilateral restrictive measures ... 
contrary to international law.” When 
the law was fi rst enacted, the EU 
fi led a complaint to the World Trade 
Organisation (WTO) and sought to 
out-manoeuvre the rules.

“We are writing to respectfully 
call on the US to adhere to the terms 
of our agreement and to maintain a 
full waiver of Title III for EU com-
panies and citizens,” reads a letter 
from the EU’s Federica Mogherini 
and Cecilia Malmstrom, sent to 
Secretary of State Mike Pompeo 
and National Security Advisor John 
Bolton. The letter warned that if the 
US does not honour this request, the 
EU will look to other means to pro-
tect its interests.

The Monroe Doctrine
They say that when a magician 

is showing you something with his 
right hand, you watch what the left 
hand is doing. In the case of the 
Trump administration, you watch 
what the law-unto-himself John 
Bolton is doing behind closed doors.

Taking a break from beat-
ing the drums of war against Iran 
and Venezuela on the same day as 

the State Department announce-
ment on Cuba, Bolton took a trip to 
Coral Gables, Florida to speak at a 
commemorative luncheon of the 
Bay of Pigs Veterans Association. 
Approximately 60 years ago, Fidel 
Castro led a revolution in Cuba 
that resulted in the overthrow of 
the US-backed dictator, Fulgencio 
Batista. As the US tends to do, it then 
commissioned CIA director Allen 
Dulles to put together a plan to over-
throw Castro, which eventually led 
to then-president Kennedy giving the 
green light for an invasion at the Bay 
of Pigs in southwest Cuba.

During his speech, Bolton, in 
spectacular fashion, attacked the 
“disastrous Obama-era policies” and 
vowed to “fi nally end the glamorisa-
tion of socialism and communism” 
by launching a new round of sanc-
tions against Cuba. He also declared 
that the “Monroe Doctrine is alive 
and well.”

“Cuba will be next,” Bolton 
told his audience. “Together, we can 
fi nish what began on those beaches, 
on those famous days in April, 58 
years ago today.”

Wow. The great thing about 
Bolton, of course, is his brute hon-
esty, so the rest of us no longer have 
to swallow the usual nonsense that 
the US foreign policy strategy is 
motivated by human rights, freedom 
and democracy.

And what could be more 
Boltonesque than sanctions that 
don’t actually target the Cuban 
government but instead, as the 
Nation’s Peter Kornbluh points out, 
target Cuban people and US citi-
zens. Bolton also promised to crack 
down and restrict the movement of 
American citizens travelling to Cuba. 
The Trump administration is also 
going to cap remittances from resi-
dents in the US at $4,000 per person 

a year. Currently, Cubans are send-
ing $3 billion to family in Cuba, and 
hundreds of thousands travelled to 
visit the island in 2019 alone.

So why is all this necessary? 
As a State Department offi cial told 
Reuters, “Cuba continues to maintain 
close relations to Russia and China 
and has destabilised Venezuela, lead-
ing to mass fl ows or refugees and of 
course public health threats.”

The most nonsensical part of the 
Trump-Russia collusion conspiracy 
theory is that Trump’s entire foreign 
policy centres around a strategy of 
opposing and undermining Russia 
and China at almost every turn. But 
perhaps he does all that just to fool 
us. (After all, these unilateral attacks 
typically push the victim nation into 
the open arms of Russia and China 
anyway.)

Then again, there could be 
another, simpler theory behind 
Trump’s recent attacks on Cuba. As 
Reuters noted:

“Trump’s toughened stance 
on Cuba as well as Venezuela has 
gone down well in the large Cuban-
American community in south 
Florida, an important voting bloc in a 
key political swing state as he looks 
toward his re-election campaign in 
2020.”

Troika of tyranny
We all know the Trump adminis-

tration’s stance on Venezuela, as the 
media have been gearing us up for 
yet another US-backed coup (don’t 
call it a coup though) in the South 
American nation. What we hear less 
about, however, is Venezuela’s prox-
imity to Cuba, which has been one of 
the country’s main supporters. Trump 
even labelled Venezuelan leader 
Nicolas Maduro a “Cuban puppet” in 
February this year. During a speech 
in Miami last year, Bolton accused 

Cuba, Venezuela and Nicaragua of 
forming a “troika of tyranny,” claim-
ing that the three nations represented 
“the perils of poisonous ideologies 
left unchecked.”

I don’t know about you, but 
sitting here in Christchurch, New 
Zealand, I don’t feel even remotely 
threatened by Nicaragua, Venezuela 
or Cuba. I do, however, feel quite 
threatened by white nationalists who 
openly declare Trump a “symbol of 
renewed white identity and common 
purpose,” who could shoot me down 
at any passing moment. Though that 
is a topic for another time.

The US appears to be looking 
to employ tried and tested regime-
change strategies in both Venezuela 
and Cuba simultaneously. According 
to William LeoGrande, a professor 
who specialises in Latin America, 
the US hopes “that by toppling the 
Venezuelan government and cut-
ting off oil exports to Cuba, they can 
bring about an economic crisis in 
Cuba that causes political collapse 
there as well.”

In the case of Cuba, history 
shows that a forceful hand from 
Washington barely delivers the 
results the ruling elite have been 
after. While it is likely that Cuba 
will take a hard hit following the 
crackdown on travel, the cap on 
remittances and the commence-
ment of potential lawsuits (the threat 
of which could be enough to put a 
halt to some businesses), the Cubans 
seem resolute in their willingness to 
fi ght back, as they did quite convinc-
ingly at the Bay of Pigs.

John Bolton would dream of re-
igniting the embarrassing bloodbath 
that took place that day, and anyone 
who falls for Bolton’s warmongering 
rhetoric probably deserves what’s 
coming next.
RT – Russia Today 
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Elusive peace and 
harmony

The New York Times may be immoral 
for what they have written in this 
piece, though it seems they are truth-
ful about a few things including that 
the Venezuelan military is well disci-
plined. The media in Australia includ-
ing our mostly truthful ABC all parrot 
the same trope about Maduro being a 
dictator, the people starving, corrupt 
regime, May 2018 elections improper 
etc.

Maduro puppet of Cuba and Russia 
blah blah blah.

The NYT is defi nitely not immoral 
for the reasons you have stated. The 
drug traffi cking and mineral contraband 

is probably a distortion though, as are a 
lot of things when it comes to the NYT 
reporting on Cuba and Venezuela.

I just think that if the US government 
could accept a socialist government has a 
right to exist just like the neo-liberal gov-
ernment of the USA we would all be able 
to live in peace and harmony.

Richard Titelius
WA

PS: This letter was published by the NYT 
last week – RT

China’s health care 
reforms
2019 marks the tenth anniversary 
of China’s health care reforms 
that set rebuilding the primary 
health-care system as one of its pri-
orities. In March during this year’s 
sessions of China’s annual meetings 
of the national legislature and the top 
political advisory body, Minister Ma 
reported that the key solution was the 
establishment of a tiered health-care 
delivery system that can coordinate 
primary health-care and hospital care.

Patients can be treated at the primary 
or community health centre level by gen-
eral practitioners for common and minor 

illnesses and be referred to hospitals for 
complex and severe disorders. A success-
ful, tiered health-care delivery system 
cannot be achieved without a robust pri-
mary health care system within which 
GPs are fully empowered as gatekeep-
ers. Additionally, transformation from 
the current hospital dominated health-
care delivery model to an integrated pri-
mary secondary health-care model is also 
essential.

Recognising the importance of 
revamping its primary health-care system, 
the Chinese government has made pri-
mary health-care a priority in its Healthy 
China 2030 strategy, with a series of pol-
icies and financial supported technol-
ogy innovations. The implementation 
of a tiered health care delivery system 
throughout China will be a complicated 
and daunting task.

China’s population in 2019 stands 
at around 1.42 billion which is 18.41% 
of the world’s population. China’s fore-
cast for the population numbers to start 
to decline will be in 2035 by 0.11% annu-
ally, and by 2050 the decline annually 
estimate will decline by 0.43% annu-
ally, and will be 13.96% of the world’s 
population.

Len Lean
SA
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The Guardian
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Correna Haythorpe*

A symbolic morning in Canberra was a 
powerful reminder of what’s at stake at 
the next election. The Fair Funding Now! 
Community’s moment is now upon us.

On a crisp Tuesday morning in Canberra, a 
group of dedicated Fair Funding Now! support-
ers from around Australia planted thousands 
of schools into the lawns in front of Federal 
Parliament.

Dawn was still some way off, but as our 
group of volunteers fanned out across the damp 
grass, their energy and enthusiasm made it 
clear that there was change in the air.

The Fair Funding Now! Team had a simple 
message for Federal Parliament: school fund-
ing decisions made in Canberra have real 
impacts on real communities across Australia.

Our schools display was a visual demon-
stration that every public school has its own 
unique identity, its own characters, its own cul-
ture and its own issues. We wanted to show-
case the wonderful diversity in every public 
school – poets, students from refugee back-
grounds, netballers, students with disability, 
country kids, artists, Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander students and computer coders – 
who are all affected when public school fund-
ing is cut.

We planted schools from Brisbane and 
schools from Broome. We planted schools 

from the bush and schools near the beach. 
We planted primary schools and secondary 
schools.

However, there was one thing that every 
school on that lawn shared. It was the amount 
of extra funding that each school stands to 
receive from Labor leader Bill Shorten’s com-
mitment of an extra $3.3 billion for public 
schools if Labor is elected to government.

Our Parliament House event was an out-
standing success on all fronts. There was real 
acceptance and understanding of our call for 
fair funding for public schools by the politi-
cians who visit from Labor, the Greens and the 
Independents. I believe that this a key indicator 
of a real change in public attitudes between this 
federal election and the last one in 2016.

This time the public has a real grasp of 
what Scott Morrison’s cuts to public-school 
funding really means for them and their chil-
dren. They get it. They see his government 
relentlessly favouring private schools at the 
expense of public schools, and they don’t like 
it.

The concept of a “fair go” is intrinsically 
Australian, and when Australians see or feel 
that someone is acting unfairly they pull them 
into line. Scott Morrison’s $14 billion cut to 
public school funding falls right into this cate-
gory, and is shaping as one of the crucial issues 
that will decide this election.

This is due, in large part, to the endless 

support, enthusiasm and energy of the Fair 
Funding Now! Community. You have all done 
a great job in keeping this issue front of mind 
and in the public eye. Thanks to you, this really 
is the “education election”.

One thing is for certain. On the day the 
major parties heard our message loud and clear. 
And, if the Morrison government didn’t know 
it was in for fi ght of its life over the fair fund-
ing of public education, it does now.

During the six years of federal Coalition 
government there has been no real new invest-
ment in public education. Scott Morrison 
offered nothing to public schools to match the 
$4.6 billion that it handed to private schools 
last year. He made no attempt to reverse the 
$14 billion in public school funding cuts he 
made as Treasurer.

His only Budget announcement was a $30 
million local school community fund, which, if 
evenly split between the three school sectors, 
means about $1,500 for each public school. For 
the average school that’s not even enough for a 
new textbook for each student. Compared with 
the billions of dollars Mr Morrison has handed 
out in grants to private schools, it’s almost 
insulting.

The federal Coalition has been deter-
mined to reduce the amount it spends on 
public schools since the day it took offi ce. The 
Prime Minister’s idea of a fair go is to cut bil-
lions from public schools and hand billions to 

private schools. These cuts hit hardest the stu-
dents who need our help the most.

Conversely, Labor’s election platform puts 
public schools fi rst. Bill Shorten has commit-
ted to reversing the Morrison government’s 
$14 billion in public school funding cuts, and 
has committed $300 million in extra funding 
to ensure that students with disability get the 
support they need at school. This will make a 
real difference in the push for small class sizes, 
more one-on-on coaching in the classroom.

The choice is clear for fair funding for 
public schools. Labor has made this the educa-
tion election, and that is backed by the Greens 
and their strong support for public education. 
It’s time for every member of the Fair Funding 
Now! Community to do everything we can to 
make Labor’s promises a reality on poll day. 
Don’t wait – contact your local branch to see 
how you can help fair Funding Now! Secure 
fair funding for public schools.

Six years of federal Coalition government 
is more than enough. Six years of Coalition 
attacks on public school funding is enough. 
Six years of uncertainty over funding for early 
childhood education is enough. Six years of 
relentless cuts to TAFE budgets is enough.

If this is Scott Morrison’s idea of a fair go 
– then it’s time for Scott Morrison to go.
* Correna Haythorpe is the Australian 
Education Union (AEU) federal president. 

It’s time
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“Do you know who the president is?”
The Twilight Zone

Episode 4 of Jordan Peele’s The Twilight 
Zone, “A Traveller,” merely hinted at the 
tumultuous political climate of the current 
White House administration, while the 
latest episode, “The Wunderkind,” throws 
out subtlety completely. The fi fth episode 
gives a scathing view of the political arena, 
Donald Trump’s rise to power, and the 
dangers of rhetoric and falsehoods when 
it comes to picking our leaders in govern-
ment. Some may fi nd the episode to be too 
on-the-nose in what it is addressing, but 
the bold comparisons paint a frightening 
picture, as the scenario presented isn’t that 
far off from our current reality.

The episode stars John Cho (Star Trek into 
Darkness), Jacob Tremblay (The Death and 
Life of John F Donovan), Kimberley Sustad 
(The Romeo Section), and Allison Tolman 
(Castle Rock). Cho plays Raff Hanks, a driven 
political campaign manager down on his 
luck after an embarrassing election loss by 
his previous client. Raff sees an opportunity 
to redeem himself through Oliver Foley, an 
11-year-old YouTube sensation who has gone 
viral because he wants to run for president of 
the United States. What starts out as a way to 
redeem his reputation as a star political strat-
egist soon descends into a dangerous situa-
tion, as Raff bites off more than he can chew in 
placing a person in power who has no business 
being in it.

“The Wunderkind” lets viewers know early 
on that things don’t end so well for Raff Hanks. 
He’s a tragic fi gure, and self-proclaimed oppor-
tunist, who saw the political arena as a game 
of chess rather than one of real-life stakes. 
The episode does well in going back and forth 
among humour, dread, and satire. There are 
moments when it is downright parody, as many 
of the things Oliver (Jacob Tremblay) does 
sound very similar to what our current presi-
dent, Donald Trump, does.

Cho does a fi ne job of portraying a driven 
professional who wants to win, no matter the 
cost, and who is too blinded to see the catas-
trophe he has a key hand in causing. Tremblay 
plays well as the spoiled young child who 
doesn’t understand the concept of “no”, and 
is all too eager to be all too powerful. It’s a 
chilling performance, because Tremblay plays 
Oliver as innocent and naive one moment, 
before switching to a side (always just under 
the surface) that is much more sinister. Cho and 

Tremblay have solid chemistry that shows in 
the changing dynamics of their relationship.

Due to the fact that we are shown early 
on that things don’t go well for Raff, the epi-
sode feels like it drags to get to the climax. We 
already know the twist, that Oliver will become 
president, and although the moments that 
sound very much like Trump’s rise to power 
can be entertaining (and a bit depressing), the 
episode might have packed more of a punch 
had it been about 15 minutes shorter.

There are a number of themes this epi-
sode delves into. One is the political theatre 
of the elections process and the media circus 
into which it can descend. Oliver is already 
known as an internet blogging star. The idea 
of him being a young kid who wants to make 
America great is eaten up by the mainstream 
media in the episode. Often ignored is the fact 
that he doesn’t know policy just because he has 
a cute dog and “quirky” ideas for how to fi x 
the world. Raff explains during the episode, as 
Oliver’s popularity skyrockets: “I made him 
headline material.”

Oliver’s exposure in the news reminds 
one of reports about how Donald Trump ben-
efi ted from heavy news exposure despite the 
“overwhelmingly negative” tone of election 
news coverage. The Harvard Kennedy School 
Shorenstein Centre on Media, Politics and 
Public Policy study showed that while news 
coverage was overwhelmingly negative, and 
not often based on policy, Trump received 15 

percent more overall positive coverage than 
his opponent, Hillary Clinton. One could argue 
that Oliver, like Trump, delivered the kind of 
sensationalised news that much of mainstream 
media has now attached itself to.

Another theme explored is the jaded public 
sentiment regarding politics, and the ways in 
which this cynicism can be taken advantage 
of. Throughout the episode viewers get various 
clips of everyday citizens speaking to report-
ers expressing how they identify with Oliver 
because he “tells it like it is,” and that he 
simply wants to “bring us back to basics, back 
to what makes this country great.”

Oliver makes large promises through 
his campaign of jobs for all, less wars, and 
less Star Wars movies. He was a candidate 
that played into the public’s disillusionment 
with politicians, bureaucracy, and hardship. 
Although Oliver was clearly not qualifi ed to 
deliver on any of his promises, many were 
so desperate for something different than the 
status quo that they were willing to take a 
chance and vote for him. This doesn’t seem far 
off from what many in Trump’s base expressed 
when giving their reasons for supporting him.

The most chilling, and close to home, 
theme is perhaps the one that explores what 
happens when power is abused in high posi-
tions. Oliver does become president in the epi-
sode, and he becomes the very nightmare we 
knew he would. Raff says in looking back on 
the campaign, “It all started out so well ... I 

saw what I wanted to,” but even that isn’t true. 
Things never started off well in this scenario. 
Oliver should have never received the atten-
tion and exposure he did in the fi rst place. 
What started off as a publicity stunt of a cam-
paign soon snowballed into a very real threat to 
democracy. Sound familiar?

Eventually, and all too late, Raff grows a 
conscience, but by then Oliver is too drunk on 
power, and the people in his administration are 
too afraid to speak out. This leaves Raff as a 
lone warrior for truth. He stands alone, he falls 
alone, and then is accused of treason for not 
agreeing with Oliver about a golf game. Raff 
is injured and ultimately tried in the court of 
public opinion, where Oliver’s White House 
administration spins a story painting Raff as 
the enemy.

Raff created a monster, and then handed 
over to him the highest offi ce in the land.

In Peele’s closing monologue he states, 
“Society is a fragile ecosystem. Razzle and 
dazzle people with the right lies, and eventu-
ally they’ll go blind to the madness right in 
front of their faces. Raff Hanks made a living 
selling the American dream, but once sold he 
created a true nightmare he couldn’t buy back.” 
These words are truly haunting, as they are a 
very real refl ection of the current troubles we 
face with a White House administration that 
at times comes off as a farce itself. That’s the 
real terror that goes beyond The Twilight Zone.
People’s World 
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The recycling industry is calling 
for government assistance – 
what does that mean – more of 
taxpayers’ money to prop up 
profits for private enterprises?

Len Lean

China’s ban on low-value mate-
rials from January 2018 sent 
the Australian government and 
local governments into a spin, 
because China has been the big-
gest importer of Australia’s waste 
materials. But now China has 
lifted their game and do not want 
dirty waste that has caused much 
of the air pollution from burning 
plastics and textiles.

The Chinese economy is out-
stripping the world on growth of 
GDP and is generating their own 
materials for recycling and have 
closed sorting plants that received 
our dirty waste.

European countries 
packaging reuse 

The European Union Parliament 
and Council in 2018, after the 
Chinese ban of their waste, have a 
provisional agreement to phase out 
problematic single-use plastic items 
by 2021. The new EU Directive on 
single use plastic will be the most 
comprehensive piece of legisla-
tion yet at the global level to tackle 
plastic pollution. The directive will 

totally ban single use plastic prod-
ucts from the EU, including cotton 
bud sticks, plates, straws, stirrers, 
balloon sticks, Oxo-degradable plas-
tics and expanded polystyrene (EPS) 
food containers and cups.

Additionally, the new rules stipu-
late that EU Member states must take 
the necessary measures to achieve a 
measurable quantitative reduction in 
the consumption of other single use 
plastics not covered by the ban, such 
as take-away containers and coffee 
cups and lids.

Since the Chinese ban, both 
federal and state governments have 
been dumping truckloads of recy-
clable plastic, glass and paper on 
waste land. This huge pile of a valu-
able resource would be much greater 
if Australia had not increased waste 
exports to our near neighbours, 
Thailand, India, Vietnam, Malaysia 
and Indonesia; 52,000 tonnes of 
Australian waste has been shipped 
to Indonesia’s East Java. Plastics are 
burnt or dumped into the Brantas 
River where marine life ingest it. 
Indonesian environmental groups do 
not want their country to be used as 
a recycling bin. In Indonesia 55 per-
cent of all fi sh species have evidence 
of manufactured debris similar to 
America which reported 67 percent. 
However, the majority of debris in 
Indonesia was plastic, while in North 
America the majority was synthetic 
fi bres found in clothing and some 
types of nets. The implications that 
fish are being contaminated with 

microplastics and chemicals will 
ultimately bio accumulate in the food 
chain.

Toxins from plastic 
burning

Burning plastics in backyards 
in incinerators is most dangerous: 
the emissions are harmful diox-
ins, a group of highly toxic chemi-
cals. Dioxins are the most toxic to 
the human organism. They are car-
cinogenic and a hormone disruptor 
and persistent, and they accumulate 
in our body fat and mothers give it 
directly to their babies via the pla-
centa. Dioxins also settle on crops 
and in waterways where they even-
tually wind up in the food chain.

Burning of waste plastics is 
more harmful than fi rst thought, it 
can increase the risk of heart dis-
ease, aggravate respiratory ailments 
such as asthma and emphysema, and 
cause rashes, nausea, headaches, 
damage to the nervous system, 
kidney, liver, the reproductive 
system. Burning foam cups, meat 
trays, egg containers, yogurt and deli 
containers releases styrene gas which 
can be readily absorbed through the 
skin and into lungs.

At high levels styrene vapour 
can damage the eyes and mucous 
membranes, and long term expo-
sure can affect the central nerv-
ous system, causing headaches, 
fatigue, weakness, and depression. 
The Indonesian public who burn the 

Australian-made waste plastics are 
unlikely to be aware of the health 
dangers to themselves or to family. 

Microplastics in 
marine mammals

The occurrence and accumula-
tion of microplastics in the aquatic 
environment is nowadays an unde-
niable fact. It is also undeniable that 
a large number of organisms are 
exposed to these particles and that 
this exposure may cause a variety of 
effects and threaten many different 
species, the ecosystem they live in 
and ultimately humans.

All plastic materials over time 
will break down to smaller and 
smaller particles of 5 mm or less, to 
as small as 10 nanometres (1 nano-
metre is a thousandth of a micron). 
Human activity has led to micro-
plastic contamination throughout 
the marine environment. Evidence 
regarding toxicity and epidemiology 
is emerging.

Plastic’s big profits 
Plastic manufacturers will fi ght 

tenaciously for continues access 
to their source of gigantic profi ts; 
they will use all their infl uence to 
urging the government to maintain 
the plastics manufacturing industry 
and even supporting more recycling 
which will reduce the use of virgin 
resources. Presently there are little 
known human health risks from nan-
oplastics and microplastics, and what 

is known is surrounded with consid-
erable uncertainty. There is an urgent 
need to understand the potential 
modes of toxicity for different size-
shape-types, combinations of differ-
ent plastic before robust conclusions 
about risks to human life can be 
established. When in doubt extreme 
caution is the best option.

A small study in 2018 conducted 
on eight individuals from Europe and 
Japan found microplastics in human 
faeces for the fi rst time. All partici-
pants were found positive for at least 
one type of microplastics after all of 
them had consumed plastic-wrapped 
food and consumed water from plas-
tic bottles, while six had also eaten 
seafood.

Plastics production is expected to 
double in the next 20 years accord-
ing to a report issued by the World 
Economic Forum. The recycling of 
plastics has been sluggish; around 30 
percent of waste plastics is recycled 
in Europe, just 9 percent in the US, 
and zero or close to it in much of the 
developing world.

The 2016-17 Australian Plastics 
Recycling Survey by the Australian 
Government Department of the 
Environment and Energy published 
in May 2018 shows our recycling of 
plastics at only 11.8 percent.

The plastics monopolies will not 
give up their profi ts for the sake of 
the environment or the health of the 
human race. 
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