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Following Labor’s routing in the recent 
federal elections, Queensland Labor state 
Premier Annastacia Palaszczuk wasted 
no time fast-forwarding the fi nal approv-
als for the Adani Carmichael coal mine – 
which would be the biggest coal mine in 
Australia’s history – in central Queensland. 
She expects the fi nal go-ahead to be given 
in mid-June.

Clinging to offi ce with a narrow majority, 
Palaszczuk is determined to distance herself 
and her government from her ill-fated federal 
colleagues. The next state elections are sched-
uled for October 31, 2020.

The then federal Labor leader, Bill Shorten, 
sat on the fence when it came to the proposed 
Carmichael mine. This pleased neither the 
mining communities nor those seeking action 
on climate change.

Unemployment is high in many of these 
communities, with almost one in four youth 
unemployed around Townsville. Neither major 
party was prepared or able to offer an alterna-
tive with jobs to the expansion of coal mining.

The power of the multi-billion mining 
corporations with their large political dona-
tions and the infi ltration of their lobbyists 
into Parliament and elsewhere cannot be 
over-estimated.

adanifiles.com.au
The Adani Files offers an excellent insight 

into this Indian mining and energy company. It 

is a summary of Adani’s appalling track record 
based on research by Environmental Justice 
Australia and Earthjustice into hundreds of 
court and other documents related to Adani. 
(adanifi les.com.au)

The company has a history of corruption, 
bribery, fraud, tax dodging and human rights 
abuses to name a few of its crimes. It has done 
no end of environmental damage, is responsi-
ble for illness, deaths, exploitation of children.

“Adani are, at their core, a dangerous, 
criminal organisation, not a viable proponent 
to be trusted with one of the most environmen-
tally destructive projects in Australian history,” 
the Adani Files say.

The Adani Files document a long list of its 
crimes.

They raise concern over the company’s 
complete disregard for marine protection and 
plans to ship 60 million tonnes of coal through 
the fragile Great Barrier Reef World Heritage 
area every year.

They also point out that mining in the 
Galilee Basin would have a signifi cant impact 
on the Carmichael and Belyando rivers, and the 
Great Artesian Basin – the sole water source 
for towns and farms across almost a quarter of 
Australia.

It plans to drain 297 billion litres over the 
lifetime of the mine, which would have long-
term impacts on aquifers and present a huge 
risk to farmers and other people who rely on 
that water to survive.

The impact of the mine would be cata-
strophic on the Great Barrier Reef, tourism, 

farmers, future water supplies, and well beyond 
the Galilee Basin or central Queensland.

It would not only destroy many viable and 
sustainable industries but would threaten future 
water supplies, contribute enormously to the 
production of carbon dioxide and hence cli-
mate change.

Jobs hoax
Thousands of workers who turned their 

backs on Labor, thought they were voting for 
jobs for themselves and their children. Nothing 
could be further from the truth.

Adani originally stated that its planned 
mine would create 10,000 jobs. Later, in docu-
ments submitted during its approval process 
this number was signifi cantly downgraded.

That didn’t stop Coalition or state Labor 
politicians perpetuating the original claim and 
falsely raising hopes and garnishing support 
for the capital intensive and environmentally 
destructive mine.

The project overview on the Queensland 
State Development’s website lists 1,400 con-
struction jobs for the rail line and 1,075 for the 
mine – short-term jobs.

For ongoing operational jobs, the govern-
ment site says 3,800 for the mine and up to 120 
for the railway line. That is 3,930 ongoing jobs 
on what Adani claims will be “automated from 
pit to port”.

Adani’s “expert witness” told the Land 
Court of Queensland during a case in 
2015 that the mine would increase average 
annual employment by just 1,2206 full-time 

equivalent jobs in Queensland and 1,464 jobs 
across Australia, once jobs lost in other sectors 
were taken into account. (news.com)

At present there are 162,300 unemployed 
and 244,500 under-employed in Queensland – 
a total of 406,800 hoping to fi nd work. (ABS 
Labour Force, 6202.0 April 2019) The mine at 
less than 4,000 would hardly scratch the sur-
face. And that is before taking location of the 
unemployed into account.

Serious government actions are required to 
address the high level of unemployment. These 
could and should include renewables and use 
many of the skills of mineworkers.

Adani is facing a legal challenge from 
the Wangan and Jagalingou Owners Family 
Council which is set to be heard on May 27 
and 28. There are still some remaining approv-
als to come and so far there is no evidence that 
the company has the fi nance necessary.

Federal Resources Minister, Matthew 
Canavan, is just as keen to promote the Adani 
and other coal mines in the Galilee Basin. He 
criticised Westpac’s decision not to fund the 
Adani project, saying “It’s not about Adani – 
it’s about opening up the Galilee Basin.” Even 
worse!

Minister for mining
Federal Environment Minister Melissa 

Price, noteworthy for being invisible during the 
recent federal election campaign, came from 
the gold-mining town of Kalgoorlie in Western 
Australia.

Continued on page 2
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Shunned by the government of his own country, Australia, de-
prived of asylum by Ecuador and wanted by Sweden and the US 
for dubious crimes: In these cynical times when many journalists 
are content to serve as mouthpieces for the powers-that-be, Julian 
Assange was busy holding the US superpower’s feet to the fi re over 
issues related to war crimes, torture and high-level corruption.

That relentless pursuit of truth regardless of the personal risks 
involved, goes far at explaining why the 47-year-old journalist and 
computer programmer is the subject of so much state-sponsored 
wrath and harassment today.

Ecuador’s attorney general will deliver Julian Assange’s 
documents, computers, cell phones, hard drives and more to US 
authorities. Indeed, the sheer spinelessness of the Ecuadorian 
Embassy revoking its humanitarian asylum, thereby allowing 
British authorities to arrest Assange will be remembered as one 
of the darkest days in the annals of journalism. And the situation 
only promises to get worse.

What this demonstrates is that the Western powers are deter-
mined to teach a harsh lesson to anyone else who would consider 
practising good old-fashioned journalism, not to mention ethics, 
which is exactly what Assange and WikiLeaks had been doing. 
But the heroism and bravery did not magically begin and end 
with Julian Assange. 

In fact, the real heroes of this unfolding tragedy are the many 
whistle blowers – Chelsea Manning, Edward Snowden, and William 
Binney, to name just a few – who took great personal risk by turn-
ing over millions of classifi ed documents in an effort to prove some 
violation of the law had occurred or was still occurring.

No legal proceeding whatsoever. Just hand over someone else’s 
personal property. But who cares about that if the United States 
is involved? Good to see the civil liberties crowd so vigorously 
involved in this.

As compensation for their personal sacrifi ce, which almost 
always results in hefty jail time, the whistle blowers’ only request 
was that the media reveal the information so that civil society may 
respond accordingly. But the mainstream media seems to have lost 
its appetite for confrontation with the establishment. Indeed, how 
could it not when the establishment itself owns the media lock, 
stock and barrel? Today, there is a particular type of journalist 
that the mainstream media prefers to do business with; people who 
have a large soft spot in their hearts and brains for unprovoked 
blood and violence.

The UK contributed its share to smearing and silencing Assange, 
cutting off his internet in the Ecuadorian Embassy after he tweeted 
that Britain was engaged in a “propaganda war” against Russia. 
The Swedish case against Julian Assange stinks and has always 
stunk: One of the women involved said the police “railroaded” her. 
As in Washington, the aim is to “get” Assange regardless of facts: 
for the crime of embarrassing corrupt power.

In this context, the founding of WikiLeaks in 2006 could be seen 
as a watershed moment in modern media history, the year when 
Assange helped to revolutionise the work of journalists worldwide 
in their efforts to hold public offi cials responsible for their actions.

However, it is important to remember that the birth of 
WikiLeaks did not occur in a vacuum. Around the same time, 
social media platforms like Facebook began to appear on the scene 
as cutting-edge generators of news, opinion, and information, as 
did alternative international news sources, which provide news 
consumers with additional sources of vital information.

Although logic and common sense tells us that more information 
is naturally a boon, as it allows people to make better-informed 
decisions, not everyone is thrilled about the new media landscape, 
as the case of Julian Assange attests.

Today, any open-minded, idealistic individual who hopes to 
provide a better informed, less concentrated informational space, 
is viewed as the enemy of a creeping technocracy that aims to bring 
all news and information back under its dominion. This is about 
the threat to the domination of information – at the forefront of 
which is Rupert Murdoch’s global misinformation machine. 

And with the available technology now at its disposal, including 
the manipulation of algorithms to control what the public is able to 
view, the journalistic work of people like Julian Assange is more 
critical than ever.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
What bourgeois societies have known at least since the 18th century: 
that the only way to maintain a one-party system is to have two parties.
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Labor’s shock electoral loss in Queensland has been blamed on 
their failure to pledge that development of new coal projects, 
including the Adani mine, would get their unqualified support. 
Adani says they’ll employ 1,464 people during construction of 
the mine and 100 during its operating life. But since 2015 new 
projects in Queensland’s booming renewable energy industry 
have created 5687 new construction jobs. Before the election the 
“Coal-ition” government falsely promised mine workers “jobs, 
jobs, jobs” but ignored renewable energy’s high employment 
potential. We want workers whose jobs are under threat to 
receive training and support to transfer to other industries, but 
we ourselves need Press Fund contributions, so please send in 
something for the next edition if you possibly can. We offer our 
thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:
Dr G Dittura $10, Ray Gillespie $20, “Round Figure” $10, 
“Sparky” $10
This week’s total: $50 Progressive total: $2,520

Global Financial Crisis 2.0?
Ryan Burley

The Australian Prudential Regulation Authority 
(APRA) has indicated that it may loosen existing 
mortgage regulations. The proposed changes – 
allowing banks to use a minimum 7 percent interest 
rate when assessing potential borrowers – would give 
more Australians access to home loans.

This is concerning for two key reasons. First, it was 
this kind of reckless attitude towards lending that led to 
the 2008 global fi nancial crisis. A lack of regulation, not 
to mention ethics, allowed predatory mortgage brokers to 
prey on workers who were desperate to get a foothold in 
the housing market.

And when the bubble burst?
Thousands of families were left destitute, entire 

futures were ruined, and lives were lost. But at the big 
end of town the capitalists responsible for the crisis were 
not just bailed out with public money. On top of that they 
were then able to buy up cheap, developed properties to 
fatten their already obscene portfolios, profi ting even fur-
ther from those who defaulted on their loans.

The second reason we should be concerned about 
this move is that it is in direct contravention of the rec-
ommendations laid out by Kenneth Hayne following the 
royal commission into the banking sector.

While Hayne urged banks and regulators to be more 
responsible in assessing the serviceability of loans, 
the changes proposed by APRA would see the criteria 
for serviceability shifted in favour of allowing more 
Australians to borrow more money.

Allowing more Australians into the housing market 
may seem like a good idea on the surface. However, we 

should always be wary of the circumstances under which 
people get access to housing. Shelter is, after all, a basic, 
universal right.

Not only that, safe, reliable housing is a key ingredi-
ent in social cohesion and human dignity. As socialists, 
we therefore ought to question any initiative to allow 
workers to buy a property under circumstances that put 
them in a highly precarious fi nancial position.

While the changes proposed by APRA are justifi ed 
by the expectation that the Reserve Bank will cut interest 
rates, we must bear in mind the volatile nature of global 
markets. Donald Trump, petulant child that he is, is likely 
to run markets into the ground if he fails to get re-elected 
(or if he is impeached). Climate change and growing 
unrest across the globe mean that markets are not as reli-
able as mainstream economists would like us to believe. 
The bubble will burst – it is simply a matter of when.

On the bright side, the dismal state of the hous-
ing market means that the argument for a transition to 
socialism has never been stronger. Scarcity is not an 
issue when it comes to housing. We have the resources 
at hand to deliver on the promise of basic necessities for 
all workers. What remains is to abandon the idea that we 
must compete for these resources as if scarcity were still 
a fact of life.

Our task on the left is thus to improve our commu-
nication channels with working class citizens who have 
been drawn in by neo-liberal ideology. We must assure 
them that there is a viable alternative to our competitive, 
alienating capitalist dystopia.

The impenetrable housing market, along with the 
precedent of 2008 that looks set to be repeated, gives us 
the ammunition we need for this task. 
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Prior to entering Parliament 
2013, she was vice-president of 
Legal and Business Development 
for Crosslands Resources, an entity 
of Mitsubishi Developments which 
control the major WA Jack Hills 
Iron Ore Mine. She was a practising 
resources lawyer.

Price has also worked for Robe 
River Iron Associates – which is 
largely owned by mining giant Rio 
Tinto.

It took fi ve years as an elected 
MP and appointment as assistant 
Environment Minister before Price 
sold her shares in seven mining 
and resource companies: BHP, Otis 
Energy, Ampella, Panaust, South32 
and Northern Star.

Consistent with her coal-wor-
shipping colleagues, Price does not 
take climate change or the role of 
fossil fuels seriously. She made a 
name for herself after claiming that 
scientists were “drawing a long bow” 
in calling for an end to coal power in 
a bid to limit global warming. This 
was in response to a report by the 
United Nations’ Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC).

Her arbitrary decision to award 
$444 million to a little known and 
small charity, the Great Barrier Reef 
Foundation, caused an uproar. The 
Great Barrier Reef isn’t just a unique 
global icon, it’s also the cornerstone 
of Australia’s $31 billion marine 
tourism industry which is being 
put at risk by the plans to mine the 
Galilee Basin.

Unlike coal mining, the eco-tour-
ism sector has a future.

Price also made a name for her-
self in appointing one of her former 
advisers as CEO of the Great Barrier 
Reef Marine Park Authority. Josh 
Thomas had also been an adviser 
to Josh Frydenberg and Greg Hunt 
when they held the position of 
Environment Minister. He was 
given a fi ve-year contract in March 
2018 with a starting annual salary of 
$353,180!

Fence sitting
By sitting on the fence over 

such an important project as Adani, 
Labor’s utterances about support-
ing action on climate change and the 
environment rang hollow. At best it 
fuelled distrust and raised questions 
about Labor’s sincerity. It played a 
major role in Labor’s defeat.

It also gave oxygen to the pro-
fossil fuel right-wing extremists 
who played the populist jobs card in 
Queensland. It is no accident that the 
votes for Hanson’s One Nation and 
Palmer’s United Australia Parties 
increased with their support for the 
expansion of coal mining.

Palmer was extremely strident 
in his campaigning. He had a vested 
interest in spending an estimated 
$80 million to ensure the election of 
the Coalition. He has plans to open 
a mine next to Adani’s Carmichael 
mine and avail himself of its rail line 
to the port.

It is highly questionable whether 
any of the profits made from the 

mine in Australia would fl ow back to 
Australia. The company has a com-
plicated corporate structure. All it 
needs to do is sell the coal to another 
branch at an defl ated price, leaving 
little or no profi ts in Australia or tax 
for the government.

And the Queensland government 
was prepared to do a deal over dis-
counting royalties!

The only parliamentary party 
that takes a principled and une-
quivocal stand on climate change 
and opposes the Adani mine is the 
Australian Greens.

They put forward a program 
demonstrating that it is possible 
to transition to renewables while 
increasing employment. It is not 
necessary for mine workers to face 
unemployment when coal mines are 
closed.

There is no future in coal for 
the human species or the planet. 
The Communist Party of Australia 
strongly opposes the opening of new 
coal mines and calls for the phasing 
out of coal production in a planned 
manner that ensures jobs are not lost 
but created.

The Party also rejects market-
based solutions. It is criminal that 
the government subsidises the fossil 
fuel industry to the tune of billions 
of dollars. All such subsidies should 
cease.

Australia needs a government 
that is prepared to plan and develop 
a renewable energy sector with free 
training and job creation. 
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Len Lean

Breathing smoke from bushfi res and burn-
offs is deadly for humans and animals. 
Recent smoke haze over Sydney on May 
21, will cause considerably more illnesses 
than authorities have stated.

The NSW state government issued a health 
warning. The EPA labelled the quality “poor” 
and warned people with health issues to stay 
indoors. NSW Health’s environmental health 
director Richard Broome gave scant warn-
ings; he reportedly said “smoke could irritate 
the respiratory system and aggravate exist-
ing lung and heart conditions”, and that “for 
most people, smoke will be no more than an 
irritation”.

These statements from authorities are only 
part of the facts, important health effects from 
breathing smoke from bushfi res, burn-offs are 
numerous.

Both federal and state governments accept 
fi re smoke inhalation as a cause of cancers.

The Commonwealth amended fi refi ght-
ing legislation in Australia in 2011, and state 
governments have since legislated for bush-
fi re volunteers to receive compensation after 
a qualifying period. Researchers on cancers 
have identifi ed the general time lag between 
the beginning of the bushfi re smoke and the 
inhalation and the development into cancer.

The legislated list shows some short period 
before the expectation of cancer development.

Wood smoke contains particles so small 
that, when inhaled, they can cross the lung 
lining and end up in the blood stream. Wood 
smoke also contains other chemicals that can 
affect our health. The health problems associ-
ated with wood smoke include asthma, chronic 
lung disease, heart problems and premature 
births and deaths. Some of the toxic chemicals 
in wood smoke are known to cause cancer.

The air shed over Sydney is already pol-
luted with carcinogenic air pollution from 
industry polluters, heavy diesel cars and truck 
traffi c, diesel locomotives, diesel ships and 
unregulated off-road diesel and petrol motors: 
the winter months will bring more toxic air 
pollution from domestic wood heaters.

Cyanide in part of wood 
smoke

The most common occurrence of cyanide 
poisoning is when persons admitted to hospital 
due to fi re accidents may have been exposed 
to carbon monoxide (CO) as well as cya-
nide (CN). It has been reported that the most 
common source of CN poisoning in humans 
arises from exposure to fi res. In fi res cyanide is 
developed when the temperature reaches 315ᵒC 
and is released from toxic fumes in the gaseous 
form, i.e. hydrogen cyanide (HCN) which may 
then be inhaled by the victim.

HCN is developed from an incomplete 
combustion of any material containing nitrogen 
such as plastic, vinyl, wool or silk. It is worth 
noticing that when cotton burns it develops 130 
μg HCN/g, (1 microgram is equal to one mil-
lionth of a gram). Paper 1,100 μg HCN/g and 
wool 6300 μg HCN/g. Be aware that HCN is 
still produced when the fi re is only glowing 
embers.

(Source: Laurence Smith et al 
Scandinavian Journal of Trauma Resuscitation 
and emergency Medicine, 2011.) 

CSIRO confirms 
health risks

The CSIRO also confirmed the health 
risks stating epidemiological studies have con-
cluded that there is a statistically signifi cant 
relationship between fi ne particles and human 
health effects, such as decreased lung function, 
increased respiratory symptoms, increased 
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, 
increased cardiovascular and cardiopulmo-
nary disease, and increased mortality. Recent 
research has identifi ed a strong link between 
PM2.5 (particulate matter 2.5 microns) and life 
expectancy).

PM2.5 is believed to be the most health-
hazardous air pollutant, responsible for 10 
to 20 times as many premature deaths as the 
next worst pollutant, ozone. Just as “every 
cigarette is doing you damage”, every gram 
of wood smoke or other particle emissions is 
also causing health problems. The estimated 
health costs of a kg of PM2.5 emissions in 

Sydney is more than $235. Source: Home 
Parliamentary Business Committees Senate 
Standing Committees on Community Affairs 
Completed Inquiries and reports Completed 
Inquiries, Chapter 2, Particulate matter sources 
and effects. 2010-13.

Particulate deaths
Bushfi res, factory fi res and house fi res give 

off huge amounts of particulates PM10 (par-
ticulate matter 10 or less micrometres) (PM2.5 
particulate matter PM2.5 or less microme-
tres). The World Health Organisation (WHO), 
specialised cancer agency, the International 
Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC), in 
17/10/2013 announced it has classifi ed out-
door air pollution and one of its major compo-
nents particulate matter PM, as carcinogenic to 
human beings.

The IARC also noted a positive associa-
tion between such pollution and an increased 
risk of bladder cancer. Evidence published by 
WHO earlier in 2013 confi rmed and strength-
ened the causal link between fi ne particulates 
PM2.5 and cardiovascular and respiratory ill 
health. It also showed that long-term exposure 
to PM2.5 can trigger a range of problems, such 
as atherosclerosis, adverse birth outcomes and 
childhood respiratory diseases, and suggested 
possible links with neurological development, 
cognitive function and diabetes.

Sharing resources?
We have a limited number of water bomb-

ers in Australia. The big challenge for their 
use in multiple bushfi re situations generally is 

when states are battling fi res at the same time 
as others states. The number of large water 
bombing aircraft are urgently needed to extin-
guish fi res as quickly as possible to reduce 
toxic air. Water bombers have proven their 
worth numerous times in containing bushfi res.

The National Aerial Firefi ghting Centre 
(NAFC) was formed by the states and territo-
ries in 2003 to combat bushfi res.

This national aircraft fl eet receives fund-
ing support from the Australian government as 
well as state and territory governments. The 
responsibility for suppressing bushfi res rests 
with each state and territory. Most fi refi ghting 
aircraft are chartered from commercial aircraft 
service providers, and a small number of air-
craft are owned and operated by Australian fi re 
agencies.

All essential services including water 
bombing aircraft should be owned and oper-
ated by the government and not be for private 
companies to make vast profi ts at taxpayer’s 
expense. Many people now recognise that they 
have been betrayed by state and federal gov-
ernment’s drives to privatise and outsource 
essential services for short term gain, to so-call 
balance the budget.

People have a right to know the scientifi c 
health facts about toxic smoke and health out-
comes from breathing in smoke from bush-
fi res, burn-offs, factories, buildings, and house 
fi res, and not be treated like mushrooms, like 
they have been by state governments and 
their Departments of Health and Environment 
Protection Authorities. 

Australia

From the Archives The Guardian, November 2008
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Sydney

Our Path
A century of compelling history unfolds before the viewer’s eyes
Rare archival documents, dramatised historical re-enactments and original music 
are all carefully combined to help create this significant production, in which over 

100 volunteers took part.

Friends of KKE Sydney invite you to the screening of: Our Path

A documentary celebrating the 100th anniversary of 
the Communist Party of Greece (KKE) with English subtitles.

Sunday May 26 at 5 pm Thursday May 30 at 5 pm
Greek Community Club – 206-210 Lakemba Street Lakemba

Free Entry
More info: friendskkesydney@gmail.com



4  May 29, 2019 Guardian

Darren Coyne 

Aboriginal advocates have condemned 
the practice of Queensland police holding 
children as young as 10 years old in cells 
designed for adults. An explosive ABC Four 
Corners investigation based on more than 
500 fi les revealed that children were being 
sent to watch houses because Queensland’s 
two youth detention centres are full.

The children are sometimes held for 
weeks at a time, and are being denied their 
basic human rights of proper education and 
healthcare.

In Queensland, a staggering 87 percent of 
children locked up are on remand, not having 
been sentenced for an offence.

Almost 60 percent of children in youth 
prisons in Queensland are Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander children, with popula-
tions in Townsville often reaching 100 percent.

Former Commissioner of the Northern 
Territory Royal Commission into the 
Protection and Detention of Children Mick 
Gooda said it was time for Queensland and all 
Australian governments to take action.

“Queensland needs to take heed of the 
lessons from the Northern Territory Royal 
Commission,” Gooda said. “Police watch 
houses are not safe places for children, and 
building more prisons is not the answer.

“I encourage the Queensland government, 
and all Australian governments, to raise the age 
of criminal responsibility to at least 14 years. 
This, along with Indigenous-led prevention and 
diversion, are immediate solutions that can put 
an end to this crisis.”

Change the Record, a committee made 
up of leading First Nations, human rights and 
community organisations, also condemned the 
practice of holding children in watch houses.

Royal Commission co-chair Cheryl Axleby 
said Indigenous children were “being cruelly 
abused – losing fi ngers, being placed with 
alleged sex offenders, being denied food and 
medical treatment, and being held in solitary 
confi nement.

“This is a death in custody waiting to 
happen,” Axleby said. “All children must 

be immediately removed from police watch 
houses before a fatal tragedy occurs.

“The government can immediately ease the 
burden on prisons by raising the age of crimi-
nal responsibility to at least 14 years, making 
sure our young kids are in community with the 
culturally safe care and supports they need to 
thrive.”

Her co-chair Damian Griffi s said building 
more prisons was a guaranteed way to lock up 
the next generation of Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander children, especially kids with 
disability.

“Instead, we need to see Aboriginal-led 
prevention and diversion programs, justice 
reinvestment, culturally safe services and sup-
ports in place that we know will work for our 
kids and families,” he said.

Ruth Barson, a legal director at the Human 
Rights Law Centre, who helped expose the 
horrors of Don Dale and challenged the 
Victorian government’s decision to hold chil-
dren in Barwon maximum security prison, said 
that police cells were no place for children.

“The Queensland government’s own laws 
say that children in custody must be kept safe 
and treated with respect and dignity,” she said.

“They also say that children must have 
access to proper education and health care. 
But this investigation shows very clearly that 
the kids locked in police stations aren’t get-
ting any of these basic rights, raising the ques-
tion of whether the Government is breaching 
its own laws.”

Following the Four Corners report, the 
Queensland opposition announced it would 
introduce a bill to cap the time children were 
held at police watch houses at 72 hours, but 
this move was rejected by Rodney Dillon, 
Amnesty International Australia’s Indigenous 
Rights advisor.

“While any action on the traumatising 
use of watch houses is to be welcomed, three 
days of detention is still three days too many,” 
Dillon said.

“The Queensland Police Operational 
Procedure Manual already stipulates that 
children should not be kept in a watch 

house overnight – and that is what should be 
legislated.

“Unlike the government, the opposition has 
at least proposed a way to get kids out of watch 
houses as soon as possible. The government’s 
so-called ‘investigation’ is too little, too late.

“They know what the problem is. They 
have been told by us, by the Public Guardian, 
and by the Youth Advocacy Centre for the past 
year. Only now that these atrocities have been 
made public are they listening.

“An investigation is simply a delay tactic 
and a smokescreen to mask the government’s 
lack of action.”

Queensland Premier Annastacia 
Palaszczuk responded to the Four Corners 
report by saying she doesn’t want to see young 
people in detention. “But unfortunately, there 
are people out there that commit crimes, we’re 
talking about burglary, we’re talking about 
injuries to police offi cers, we’re talking about 
sexual assaults,” she said.
Koori Mail 

Outcry over locked up kids
Children as young as 10 are in watch houses and “being cruelly abused”

Australia

We’ll take stand for safety: TWU
The Transport Workers’ Union (TWU) will carry 
out a determined safety campaign and strengthen 
its bargaining power in the coming year. The move 
will involve using the power of 200 enterprise 
agreements across road transport and aviation 
that workers have aligned to expire in 2020. The 
aim is to maximise the effects of action taken by 
workers across the transport sectors.

The agreements, negotiated over the past fi ve 
years, cover 38,000 workers directly.

The announcement by TWU campaign was made 
by national secretary Michael Kaine last month at the 
union’s National Council in Cairns.

“Over the next year we will launch the most con-
certed push in our union’s history to bolster our bar-
gaining power and put safety and fairness at the heart 
of our industry. Workers will unite right across the air-
ports and road transport industries,” he said.

“Baggage handlers, cabin crew, waste workers, oil 
tanker drivers, concrete drivers, tippers, drivers in the 
retail supply chain, drivers of armoured cash vans and 
others will come together and take action ... . Transport 
workers will demand sector-wide safe and fair out-
comes from wealthy companies at the top of the trans-
port supply chain, the point of economic power. We 
will demand the lifting of standards. We will demand 
secure work,” said Kaine, adding: “And yes we will 
strike to achieve our aims.”

The union last week served claims on the major 
airports, including at Sydney Airport’s annual general 
meeting and during a meeting between the union and 
Brisbane Airport.

Claims will also be served at later dates on com-
panies in the road transport supply chain, with safety a 
critical component. Three years ago, the federal gov-
ernment tore down a watchdog investigating safety 

in trucking. Since then 574 people have died in truck 
crashes while 1,101 transport businesses have become 
insolvent.

As part of its plan for reform, the union is demand-
ing a system of Safe Rates, which would include a 
watchdog to hold wealthy retailers, manufacturers, oil 
companies and banks to account for pressure on trans-
port to cut safety corners.

“Just because this government has been returned 
on a tight margin, doesn’t change the fact that it has 
blood on its hands. It has the blood of the drivers, the 
fathers, the brothers, the mothers, the sisters, the chil-
dren among those killed needlessly and indiscrimi-
nately,” said Kaine.

Kaine also called for transport to be made safer, 
adding: “What it requires is industry-wide standards. 
It demands safe rates of pay and conditions for every 
worker, every time. It means transport companies win-
ning contracts because they prove they are a safe, 
responsible operator – not because they undercut their 
rivals.”

The TWU wants Safe Rates legislation to ensure 
regulation to lift standards for companies already oper-
ating in Australia and market entrants such as Amazon 
and Uber, which are aiming to drag rates, conditions 
and safety down further.

“Amazon and Uber are a moment of reckoning for 
Australia. Their terrifying swagger and infl uence is 
concentrating minds and showcasing a world where 
giants of industry in this country will be reduced to 
mere minnows.

“Retailers and the transport operators know this 
threat is already here. This is why we have been suc-
cessful in convincing these industries of the need for 
a system of Safe Rates, to lift standards but to also 
ensure that Australian industry has a future.” 
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Electronic commerce is expanding rapidly 
into food distribution and retail across 
Asia. In particular, the emergence of online 
food delivery services is generating signifi -
cant changes to farm-to-fork food supply 
chains. Yet very few countries have regu-
lations covering online food distribution, 
including food safety and health hazards, 
or even regulations covering cross-border 
e-commerce for food.

Some of the world’s largest e-commerce 
and retail companies are moving aggressively 
to take control of and expand online food retail, 
with major implications for local food systems, 
small vendors and farmers.

Below is a list of fi ve of the biggest e-com-
merce companies that are active in food retail 
in Asia. These are dot-com companies that con-
duct a majority of their business on the Internet 
and offer and array of e-commerce and high-
tech internet-based services.

Alibaba Group Holding Limited:
A Chinese multinational whose core busi-

ness is in e-commerce, Internet, and tech-
nology. It owns and operates a diverse array 
of businesses around the world. In 2015, it 
invested US$1.25 billion to take a stake in 
the Chinese online food delivery service plat-
form Ele.me. In April 2018, it spent another 
US$9.5 billion to take full ownership of the 
platform.

Alibaba plans to integrate the Ele.me 
platform into its New Retail strategy. The 
strategy is based on a US$12.7 billion invest-
ment that the company has already made over 
the past couple of years into physical retail 
stores, something the industry often refers to 
as “bricks-and-mortar retail”. The company 
also invests in its own farm production, such 
as Milk New Zealand Dairy – a company of 
which Alibaba owns a 57 percent stake. The 
New Zealand-based company has 29 dairy 
farms exporting up to 9,600 litres of fresh milk 
to China each week.

Amazon.com:
Founded in 1994 in Seattle, United States. 

Its core business is in e-commerce and cloud 
computing. It began as an online bookstore 
and then diversifi ed into video streaming and 
a huge array of products, from apparel to video 
games and even to food. Amazon is second 
to the Alibaba group in terms of total annual 
sales.

In 2017, Amazon acquired the US-based 
food retailer Whole Foods Market for US$13.4 
billion, which massively increased Amazon’s 
presence as a brick-and-mortar retailer. Since 
acquiring Whole Foods Market, Amazon began 
making moves to invest in food retail in several 
countries, including India and Australia, where 
it intends to engage in stocking food products 
and selling them online.

JD.com:
Also known as Jingdong, is China’s 

second largest e-commerce company and a 
major competitor for Alibaba. It is the world’s 
leading company in high tech and artifi cial 
intelligence delivery through drones, autono-
mous technology and robots. JD.com owns 
the world’s largest civilian delivery drones, 
and has the most robust infrastructure and 
capacity in the world.

In January 2018, JD.com opened the fi rst 
of a chain of high-tech supermarkets in Beijing, 

called 7Fresh, targeting premium products for 
China’s middle and higher income consumers. 
The move followed that of its main business 
competitor Alibaba into the world of physi-
cal retail. After another consolidation of the 
JD.com and WalMart partnership that started in 
2016, the two companies now plan to combine 
their network of warehouses and cold storages 
to speed-up delivery to customers.

Flipkart:
The number one Indian e-commerce com-

pany. Its founders worked for Amazon before 
creating their own company in 2007. Flipkart 
also started by selling books online and popu-
larised the idea of online book sales in India. In 
2015, the company launched a grocery deliv-
ery service, but this didn’t work out. In 2017, 
Flipkart relaunched its grocery delivery service 
under the name “Supermart”.

WalMart is known to be eyeing the oppor-
tunity to acquire a majority stake in Flipkart, 
valued at about US$18 billion, as an effort to 
secure the Indian market from fellow US com-
petitor, Amazon. Grocery retail in India is esti-
mated to be over 60 percent of the country’s 
total retail market.

Rakuten:
A Japanese leading e-commerce company 

established in 1997. It is the largest e-com-
merce web site in Japan and among the world’s 
largest by sales value. The company operates 
around 70 different businesses and services, 
from banking and credit cards to online book 
distribution. In January 2018, Rakuten entered 
a strategic partnership with the US-based 
retailer WalMart, which will launch a new 
online grocery service in Japan.

This partnership is another effort by 
WalMart to challenge Amazon after the latter 
launched its “Fresh produce” service in parts of 
Tokyo. Fresh food delivery has been around in 
Japan for decades but lagged the growth com-
pared to other areas of e-commerce.

The intertwining of grocery and online 
companies is also a test-bed to try out new 
technologies, such as unmanned stores, or 

shaping consumers’ behaviour through the use 
of consumer data and analytics – something 
that is increasingly growing in retail industry 
as so-called shopper personalisation.

What’s left 
for famers’ markets?

Fresh food is the next frontier for China’s 
e-commerce giants. Between 2012 and 2016, 
the value of China’s fresh food e-retail market 
grew from under US$580 million to almost 
US$13.2 billion, recording an 80 percent 
growth in 2016 alone.

What’s more, the market value for total 
food delivery has the potential to reach US$46 
billion per year in 2018, according to analy-
sis from the China International Electronic 
Commerce Centre (CIECC).

On the positive side, the growth of online 
food retail has helped creating a platform that 
new young farmers can access to supply urban 
consumers, as has happened with the Beijing 
farmers’ market.

The market relies largely on Facebook and 
Weibo, China’s Twitter equivalent, to spread 
when and where the market takes place. It 
helps to grow consumership – many people 
living in Beijing now rely on the farmers’ 
market for their weekly groceries shopping.

From initially just fi ve or six organic pro-
ducers located in Beijing’s outskirts, the market 
is now served by more than a dozen farmers, 
some of them coming from a much more dis-
tant area. Since its founding in 2011, the farm-
ers’ market has managed to organise over 500 
fairs that have encouraged consumers to buy 
food directly from reliable farmers.

But not everything is rosy for the future 
of Beijing’s farmers’ market. Many consum-
ers have rapidly embraced direct connections 
with local farmers and purchasing of organic 
and fresh food.

Their demands and expectations are on 
the rise and companies are forging ahead with 
investments into supply chains to meet their 

evolving demands. This could leave Chinese 
small producers and farmers’ markets such as 
Beijing’s behind.

For example, China’s biggest e-commerce 
company, Alibaba, is rolling out premium UHT 
milk and planning a new “fashion milk”. The 
company’s premium fresh milk arrives on the 
shelves of its 18 Alibaba Hema fresh super-
markets in Shanghai just a few days after it 
is shipped from the company’s New Zealand 
farms.

Furthermore, e-commerce is also encour-
aging retailers to have physical retail shops to 
step up their businesses. Contrary to predic-
tions made a few years back, online retailers 
have seemingly decided that they can’t get 
by without physical stores, especially in food 
retail.

There’s a growing awareness of the fact 
that online channels alone can’t serve consum-
ers adequately.

Beijing farmers’ market is also experi-
encing these changes and challenges with the 
online to offl ine integration of food retail. At 
the moment, the farmers’ market has to com-
pete directly with e-commerce companies that 
are going into the food retailers’ business.

Jingdong opened one of its retail shops 
just ten steps away from a Beijing farmers’ 
market location, while an Alibaba grocery 
store is opening up just two kilometres away. 
Alibaba’s Hema supermarkets is planning to 
add 30 stores in Beijing by the end of this year, 
rapidly expanding its presence in the capital 
from the current fi ve stores.

In the interview with China Today, Chen 
Tianle, co-founder of Beijing farmers’ market 
said that being organic was never about get-
ting organic certifi cations, and very expensive 
prices, but about building sustainable agricul-
ture and reducing the negative impact on our 
environment, as well as cementing mutual trust 
between the consumers and producers.

This mutual trust and solidarity between 
consumers and small producers in farmers’ 
market is almost non-existent in large-scale 
supermarket chains, whether online or offl ine.
GRAIN
This article is partially based on an interview 
with Chen Tianle, Beijing Farmers’ Market 
co-founder, in April 2018
GRAIN is a small international non-profi t 
organisation that works to support small 
farmers and social movements in their 
struggles for community-controlled and 
biodiversity-based food systems. Our support 
takes the form of independent research and 
analysis, networking at local, regional and 
international levels, and fostering new forms 
of cooperation and alliance-building. Most of 
our work is oriented towards, and carried out 
in, Africa, Asia and Latin America. 
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Monopoly moves on-line
Top e-commerce companies move into retail

There’s a growing awareness 
of the fact that online channels 
alone can’t serve consumers 
adequately.
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Like today, the government then – like all 
governments (Liberal or ALP) – was more 
interested in the needs of big business, in 
this case the mining companies. The dif-
ference between then and now was that the 
ALP in those days still had a mass working 
class base. Then the leaders of the ALP sup-
ported capitalism, even though it had thou-
sands of radical workers and young people 
making up its base, but it was nowhere near 
as right-wing as it is today. The Chifl ey 
Labor government was quick to introduce 
many anti-union laws. It established the 
Joint Coal Board – with no union represen-
tation – and with strong powers to repress 
unions and their members.

The 1949 coal miners’ strike is rich in les-
sons for labour movement activists today. It 
was not only the fi rst time that troops were 
used during an industrial dispute in Australia, 
but it highlighted the role that the ALP played 
in doing the dirty work for the bosses.

The Chifl ey government set a dangerous 
precedent of using troops to break strikes. 
Menzies followed this lead and troops were 
later used by the government at the waterfront 
dispute at Bowen in 1953. They were also used 
at disputes during 1951, 1952 and 1954 against 
seamen and waterside workers. Liberal Prime 
Minister Harold Holt also used the navy to try 
and break the Seamen’s Union of Australia in 
1967. Then Liberal Prime Minister Malcolm 
Fraser used the RAAF to transport passengers 
during a Qantas dispute in 1981 and in 1989, 
Labor Prime Minister Bob Hawke used the air 
force to break the Pilots’ Federation strike.

Class betrayal
Another betrayal of the working class was 

when the ACTU stopped the spontaneous pro-
tests that occurred after ALP Prime Minister 
Gough Whitlam was sacked in 1975. This 
stymieing of action had the desired effect of 
dampening down grass roots opposition to the 
sacking. The election that followed saw the 
Coalition win and Malcolm Fraser became 
Prime Minister for the next eight years.

Back to the UK the National Union of 
Miners in 1974 helped bring down Edward 
Heath’s conservative government. In 1978 

Nicholas Ridley, a member of the Tory Party, 
and the Selsdon Group – a British free-mar-
ket economics pressure group – produced an 
internal report using as its basic principles the 
views of an American preacher and orator, 
William John Henry Boetcker:

You cannot bring about prosperity by 

discouraging thrift.

You cannot strengthen the weak by 

weakening the strong.

You cannot help little men by tearing down 

big men.

You cannot lift the wage earner by pulling 

down the wage payer.

You cannot help the poor by destroying the 

rich.

You cannot establish sound security on 

borrowed money.

You cannot further the brotherhood of man 

by inciting class hatred.

You cannot keep out of trouble by spending 

more than you earn.

You cannot build character and courage 

by destroying men’s initiative and 

independence.

And you cannot help men permanently by 

doing for them what they can and should 

do for themselves.

In Ridley’s opinion, trade union power in 
the UK was interfering with market forces, 
pushing up infl ation, and the unions’ undue 
political power had to be curbed to restore the 
UK’s economy.

By 1984 in Britain, the richest seams of 
coal had been increasingly worked out and the 
remaining coal was more and more expensive 
to reach. The solution was mechanisation and 
greater effi ciency per worker, making many 
miners redundant due to overcapacity of pro-
duction. The industry was restructured between 
1958 and 1967 in cooperation with the unions, 
with a halving of the workforce; offset by 

government and industry initiatives to provide 
alternative employment. Stabilisation occurred 
between 1968 and 1977, when closures were 
minimised with the support of the unions even 
though the broader economy slowed.

The accelerated contraction imposed by 
Thatcher after 1979 was strenuously opposed 
by the unions. In the post-war consensus, the 
majority had favoured nationalisation, strong 
trade unions, strong regulation, high taxes, 
and a generous welfare system, and this policy 
allowed also for closures only where agreed 
to by the workers, who in turn received guar-
anteed economic security. Consensus did not 
apply when closures were enforced and redun-
dant miners had severely limited employment 
alternatives.

Jobs, communities
The strike was a stand by the miners to 

save not just their jobs but their communities. 
Arthur Scargill, the president of the National 
Union of Mineworker (NUM), was a militant 
trade unionist and socialist, who led the union 
in what proved to be one of the sharpest class 
battles in British history. Scargill realised that 
the Tory government was set in destroying both 
the coal industry and the NUM. He wrote in the 
NUM journal The Miner:

Waiting in the wings, wishing to chop us to 
pieces, is Yankee steel butcher MacGregor. 
This 70-year-old multi-millionaire import, 
who massacred half the steel workforce in 
less than three years, is almost certainly 
brought in to wield the axe on pits. It’s now 
or never for Britain’s mineworkers. This is 
the fi nal chance – while we still have the 
strength – to save our industry.

At what is now called the Battle of 
Orgreave approximately 8,000 pickets faced 
5,000 police offi cers in what many regard as 
the most violent confrontation in the year-
long strike. Campaigners reported that some 
of the thousands of offi cers drafted in to police 
the picketing used excessive violence – and 
that this was followed by the fabrication of 
accounts during the subsequent investigation. 
It led to 95 people being charged with riot and 
violent disorders but their cases were dropped 
amid questions about the reliability of police 

evidence. To this day no-one has learnt the 
truth, but acknowledge the physical and mental 
pain the mining community went through in 
1984: a pain still tangible today.

Patrick dispute
And now back to Australia. No-one can 

forget the fi asco which was the Patricks Wharf 
dispute, 20 years ago, in 1998. The Australian 
waterfront dispute was an event in Australian 
industrial relations history, in which Patrick 
stevedores undertook a restructuring of their 
operations for the purpose of dismissing 
their workforce. The restructuring by Patrick 
was later ruled illegal by Australian courts. 
The dispute involved Patrick terminating the 
employment of its workforce and locking 
the workers out of the workplace, the over-
whelming number who were members of the 
Maritime Union of Australia. The resulting dis-
missal and lock-out of their unionised work-
force was supported and backed by the then 
Australian Liberal/National Coalition govern-
ment of John Howard in an attempt to wipe the 
union off the waterfront.

The dispute was a conspiracy by the 
Australian government, Patrick Stevedoring 
and the National Farmers Federation. This 
conspiracy began in Cairns, Queensland 
in September 1997, when International 
Purveyors, a stevedoring company, bypassed 
MUA labour. Cairns was seen as a weak link 
in the union, as at that time only seven MUA 
members had permanent work there, with 29 
casuals. But the workers stood fi rm and set up 
pickets.

The MUA had the support of the 
International Transport Federation (ITF), 
which implemented a ban on a ship, the Java 
Sea, from docking at Cairns. This interna-
tional action bypassed the secondary boycott 
provisions meant to prevent solidarity action 
by other unions. The employer relented and 
an agreement was reached for MUA labour to 
load the ship when it arrived. The fi rst blow 
had been struck. The war on the waterfront had 
commenced but the union had countered suc-
cessfully, to the surprise of many.

Dubai-trained scabs
Then in December 1997, the MUA 

revealed that non-union labour – mostly former 
military personnel and ex-police – was being 
sent to Dubai to train as wharfi es. The ITF 
threatened to blockade Dubai and the exer-
cise was abandoned ... for the time being. The 
second counter punch had been landed, but the 
dispute had intensifi ed.

Thirdly, executives of the National 
Farmers’ Federation set up companies includ-
ing Producers & Consumers Stevedore Pty 
Ltd, to employ and train non-union labour at 
Webb Dock, Melbourne. This was portrayed as 
a training exercise, but was soon followed on 
January 28, 1998, by Patricks Stevedores lock-
ing out 180 wharfi es from Webb Dock.

Signifi cantly, Bill Kelty, the secretary of 
the ACTU at the time, had warned the gov-
ernment that if it were to take on the whar-
fi es, they would see the biggest picket lines in 
Australian history.

The whole fi asco was for the sake of eco-
nomic rationalisation – though that wasn’t 
mentioned at the time. The aim was to reduce 
wages, conditions, and union power in a stra-
tegic industry through the introduction of non-
union contract labour. This would pave the way 
for reduced wages and conditions across the 
entire workforce and hasten the demise of trade 
unionism in Australia. Patrick hoped to dramat-
ically increase the price of its shares. For the 
farmers it was supposed to mean lower costs.

Patrick CEO Chris Corrigan himself later 
referred to the dispute as a conspiracy when 
he said that the dispute was an attempt to emu-
late what Rupert Murdoch had done to the print 
union workers in Fleet Street in London by set-
ting up an alternative workforce of scab labour 
at Wapping.

The MUA succeeded in holding on against 
the aims of the government to get rid of the 
union, but its legal strategy was at best brink-
manship and never guaranteed success. The The Battle of Orgreave – approximately 8,000 pickets faced 5,000 police offi cers.
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union won the legal battle because of the 
power of the demonstrations by members of 
the wider community in favour of the MUA in 
Sydney and Melbourne and the quality of the 
intelligence that was fed to it. Nevertheless, the 
conservative nature of the judges, the fi nan-
cial cost, and the ultimate wearing down of 
the rank-and-fi le support made a legal strategy 
high risk.

This year another ugly dispute has reared 
its head with DP World and Hutchinson Ports 
trying to force enterprise agreements on the 
workforce which are totally unacceptable to 
the MUA, as they encroach on worker’s cur-
rent entitlements. The struggle continues.

There is always contention between cap-
ital and labour due to different attitudes and 
values. The only strength available to workers 
is in their numbers and their power to withdraw 
their labour.

Longford Dispute
The town of Longford, near Sale in East 

Gippsland, Victoria, is home to Esso Longford 
Gas Plant; which has been the fl ashpoint for 
an ongoing dispute that has now lasted (as 
of writing) for 596 days. A picket line which 
looks to become the longest ongoing union 
battle in recent memory occurred after mainte-
nance workers refused to sign a new workplace 
agreement with Esso maintenance subcontrac-
tor UGL.

Esso, who are really Exxon/Mobil, are 
using the maintenance contractor UGL to carry 
out a frontal assault on the workers’ wages and 
conditions. UGL used a handful of WA workers 
to sign an enterprise agreement and attempted 
to force it on the rest of the workforce. An Esso 
spokesman maintains the dispute is between 
the maintenance contractor UGL and the 
unions, and has “encouraged” both sides to 
resolve the issue.

However, it is obviously a strategic under-
handed move to undermine the current work-
force conditions. UGL sacked workers at 
Longford in June 2017, then offered their 
jobs back at 40 percent less pay with mas-
sive changes to their conditions. The “sham” 

agreement is an anti-worker, anti-union, anti-
family insult to the Longford workers – mem-
bers of the ETU, AMWU and AWU – who 
have been locked out of their site and been 
negotiating with Esso ever since.

Interesting at this point is the fact that 
Exxon/Mobil has paid no tax to Australia since 
2013, and isn’t due to pay any until 2021.

This dispute could match the MUA dis-
pute of 1998 at this rate, with the issues 
facing workers all over Australia bound up 
in it. Workers are also up against foul indus-
trial relations laws handed down by the ALP, 
after the battle that was fought to get rid of the 
Howard government anti-union WorkChoices 
legislation. Workers can see corporations and 
politicians – from both parties – doing deals 
which see wealth – which should be under-
pinning their health services, schools and uni-
versity courses – fl owing off-shore and into 
tax havens belonging to the super-rich, while 
successive governments keep attempting to 
reduce their taxes (while most of them pay no 
tax anyway).

Meanwhile, those same corporations pump 
out emissions, poison waterways and pollute 
both the air we breathe and the seas. Our polit-
ical parties keep privatisating our essential 
energy resources costs of which keep going up 
keeping workers and farmers under constantly 
rising utility bills. 

The industrial relations laws are broken. 
The rank and fi le workers at Longford who 
have been in dispute with UGL (and Esso) for 
so long to have almost earned their place in the 
history books.

The Union Movement 
in 2019

In Australia, economic rationalism has 
dominated our political system and economy 
since the defeat of the Whitlam government in 
1975. Both Labor and Liberal/National gov-
ernments have subscribed to the philosophy of 
the free market, and overseen the deregulation 
of the labour market. This is really “re-regu-
lation” – with institutions like the Australian 

Competition and Consumer Commission pro-
moting free trade while saying that it is looking 
after the interests of everybody by prosecuting 
cartels.

Twenty years of failure to create jobs, 
address growing environmental degradation, 
increasing insecurity at many levels, and fear 
of crises have brought economic rational-
ism into question. However, the protagonists 
simply say it is not working because there are 
still impediments to competition, such as the 
trade unions. They blame the unions and the 
workers for today’s recession.

What comparisons can we make between 
the past struggles and those currently unfold-
ing? Today the working classes are demanding 
secure jobs because, increasingly, employers 
have been casualising the workforce; eliminat-
ing sick pay and holiday pay; reducing wages 
and attempting to exploit workers by destroy-
ing the rights that had steadily been fought for 
since the industrial revolution. As Marx so 
rightly observed:

‘Buy cheap, sell dear.’ How do you like it? 
‘Buy cheap, sell dear.’ Buy the working 
man’s labour cheaply and sell back to that 
very working man the produce of his own 
labour dear! The principle of inherent loss is 
in the bargain. The employer buys the labour 
cheap he sells, and on the sale he must make 
a profi t; he sells to the working man himself 
and thus every bargain between employer 
and the employed is a deliberate cheat on 
the part of the employer. Thus labour has to 
sink through eternal loss that capital may rise 
through lasting fraud.

Buying the worker’s labour cheaply is, 
according to Marxist economics, the sur-
plus labour which is uncompensated (unpaid) 
labour i.e. the fi rst few hours of work done 
costs the employer, after that comes the surplus 
labour which is the ultimate source of capitalist 
profi ts. Now, employers are attempting to claw 
back the benefi ts which have been demanded, 
fought for, and won in order to give workers a 
better life. A line in the sand has been drawn!

Class collaboration
Since Hawke and Keating, the ALP has 

been kowtowing to the employers to see what 
the bosses will tolerate, whereas in the UK, 
Jeremy Corbyn advocates on behalf of the 
working class. He has struck a chord suggest-
ing far-reaching and bold industrial policy to 
overcome decades of neo-liberal policy. He 
preaches nationalisation and rebalancing the 
economy in the interests of workers and the 
poor.

So how can socialism return to destroy the 
neo-liberalism infl uence rife today? Nearly 
480,000 Enterprise Bargaining Agreements 
have been stripped from workplaces since 
2013, pushing workers back onto minimum 
awards. Today the Change the Rules Campaign 
of the ACTU is demanding:
• Give people the choice of converting from 

casual to permanent if they work regular 
hours.

• End labour hire and sham contracting 
rip-offs.

• Stop exploitation of temporary visa 
workers.

• Stop allowing employers to terminate 
workplace agreements.

• Equal rights for people working in the “gig” 
economy.

• Investment in apprenticeships and 
vocational training.

• Governments to procure from local 
businesses fi rst to create local jobs.

The only hope for any restructuring of the 
industrial relations environment are strong 
demonstrations by workers, including with-
drawal of their labour, supported by their 
unions. A lesson to be learnt from history is 
the power of the workers when supported by 
their Unions in a dispute. But the trade union 
movement must have its own political voice. 
Pandering to what used to be the party of 
the workers – the Labor Party – has proved 
disastrous.
Eileen Whitehead is a member of the 
Perth Branch, CPA. 
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Today the working classes are demanding secure jobs because, 
increasingly, employers have been casualising the workforce; 

eliminating sick pay and holiday pay; reducing wages and 
attempting to exploit workers by destroying the rights that had 

steadily been fought for since the industrial revolution.

AWU organiser Jeff Sharp with the picketers outside the Esso/BHP Longford gas plant in Longford.
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Ian Goodrum

You could set a watch to it, or maybe a 
countdown timer.

After being frustrated by Venezuela’s 
resistance against a Washington-backed coup 
attempt, President Donald Trump and his 
favoured attack dog, National Security Advisor 
John Bolton, have trained their sights on a new 
target: Iran.

Earlier this month, an aircraft carrier strike 
group and bomber task force were sent to the 
Middle East on the fl imsiest of rationales: 
unconfi rmed rumours of “attack plans” from 
Iran on US troops. This considerable show of 
military might was later bolstered by Marines 
and missiles, adding to an already fraught situ-
ation in the region.

Compounding the problem were even more 
recent claims of an Iranian attack on two Saudi 
oil tankers. But reports from the ground con-
tradict Saudi Arabia’s account, as photographs 
showed those vessels had no visible signs of 
damage.

Comparisons have been made to the fab-
ricated “Gulf of Tonkin incident” that served 
as justifi cation for US attacks on Vietnam in 
1964, and they’re right on the money. But 
public mood in the US is soured on another 
bloody incursion into the Middle East after the 
wholesale slaughters in Afghanistan, Iraq, and 
Libya. Trump and Bolton are having a hard 
time selling their war, no matter how hard they 
beat the drums.

That doesn’t mean they’ll stop trying, of 
course. And we can’t forget this aggression has 
long been in the works, no matter how abruptly 
it appears they’ve pivoted from Venezuela 
to Iran. After illegally abandoning the Joint 
Comprehensive Plan of Action (aka the Iran 
nuclear deal) last year, the US imposed unilat-
eral sanctions on the country, claiming it hadn’t 
held up its end of the bargain.

Every other signatory of the agreement 
(Great Britain, France, Russia, China, and 
Germany) disagreed, as did the International 
Atomic Energy Agency, the organisation 
tasked with checking Iran’s compliance. They 
have done their level best to salvage the deal, 
but have been hampered by the sanctions and 
the later expiration of oil import waivers that 
allowed limited commodity trade.

Make no mistake – for all the talk of sanc-
tions as a “softer” substitute for bullets and 
bombs, these measures are acts of violence in 
all but name.

Trump’s stated goal is to bring Iranian 
exports down to zero; there is no better term 
for this than “war,” except perhaps “extor-
tion.” Essential supply lines are being cut off 
as other countries avoid trade for fear of being 
penalised, and the people suffer tremendous 
hardship as a result. China is acutely aware of 
these long-reaching reverberations, as the case 
against Huawei executive Meng Wanzhou is 
based around dubious allegations of sanctions 
breaches.

And as if this economic war weren’t 
enough, last October Secretary of State Mike 
Pompeo declared the Treaty of Amity with 
the Islamic Republic – a document in force 
for more than 60 years – null and void. The 
US has also demanded European signatories 
follow its lead and withdraw from the nuclear 
deal, in essence telling them to violate interna-
tional law or else. Adding more provocation, 
Iran’s Revolutionary Guard was fraudulently 
labelled a terrorist organisation in April, the 
fi rst time a governmental body has received 
such a designation.

With all this in mind, it shouldn’t have 

surprised anyone when Iran fi nally responded. 
Shortly after the US’ deployment of its carrier 
strike group, the government declared it would 
stop holding to some aspects of the nuclear 
deal; specifi cally, it would stockpile enriched 
uranium and heavy water produced in its facili-
ties rather than export them as the agreement 
stipulates. What is often lost in the reporting on 
this announcement is the fact these and other 
exports are restricted under the US-imposed 
sanctions regime anyway. Lifting the sanc-
tions would allow Iran to keep to its commit-
ments, exactly as it did before the US began its 
provocations.

The international community has 
responded to these goings-on with a mix of 
disdain and disbelief. Europe has been work-
ing on a way around the US sanctions, devel-
oping a mechanism to continue trade without 
direct contact. China has strongly affi rmed its 
commitment to the nuclear deal, as well as its 
desire to ease tensions and maintain good rela-
tions with Iran. Russia has echoed these sen-
timents. Trump and Bolton are acting alone, 
and the rest of the world knows it. Whatever 

the US president might threaten on his Twitter 
account, other parties prioritise peace above all 
else – Iran included.

US defence contractors and the hawks at 
the Pentagon, meanwhile, are licking their 
chops. This is the war they’ve been dreaming 
of since the 2003 invasion of Iraq, considered 
by many within the George W Bush adminis-
tration to be mere prelude to an attack on the 
Islamic Republic. Mass deaths and widespread 
domestic disapproval after that catastrophe 
meant those plans had to be put on hold – 
though troops remain there and in Afghanistan 
– but with the old gang back in power under 
Trump, all bets are off. These jackals want 
bloodshed, and are ready to manufacture any 
pretext necessary to get it.

Obviously such developments are unset-
tling for Iranians, but they raise a question for 
the rest of the world, too: If the US has proved 
itself an unreliable partner in peace, if its 
policy can change at a moment’s notice despite 
previous guarantees, why is it worth trusting in 
the fi rst place?
People’s World 

War justifi cations

International

International law at stake
Ben Chacko

Washington’s bid to “destroy Venezuela” 
is wrecking the international laws gov-
erning relations between all states, 
Venezuela’s ambassador to Britain Rocio 
Maneiro warns.

“Nobody really understands the danger” 
of the precedent set by the decision by some 
countries to recognise would-be usurper Juan 
Guaido as Venezuela’s leader in contraven-
tion of all international norms, she warned.

At a press conference in central London, 
Maneiro said her country was “under siege,” 
noting that a blockade designed to “break the 
nation” had already cost billions of dollars 
and thousands of lives and that “if the nation 
resists the US military stands ready to act.”

Maneiro detailed the “net” cast by the 
US to trap Venezuela, including by oil sanc-
tions that cost the country an estimated US$6 
billion in revenues in the fi rst year from 
August 2017.

There are even harsher measures on state 
oil fi rm PDVSA and its US subsidiary Citgo 
that have cost US$11 billion in expected rev-
enues. Sovereign assets have been retained, 
frozen or confi scated abroad amounting 
to US$5.4 billion held in 50 banks in 22 
countries.

There has also been a mammoth US$30 
billion in estimated losses from the fi nan-
cial isolation imposed by the closure of 
Venezuelan accounts in dollars and euros.

Maneiro documented the history of 

Washington’s anti-Venezuelan measures 
from December 2014’s decision to sanc-
tion its Central Bank through the decision 
announced this week to ban fl ights from or 
to Venezuela from landing in the US.

The Washington-based Centre for 
Economic and Policy Research published a 
study in April detailing the impact of these 
measures on Venezuela’s ability to import 
needed goods, especially medicines, and 
estimated that 40,000 Venezuelans have died 
as a result of the US blockade.

Access to vaccines for children has also 
been severely restricted, though Maneiro 
noted Chinese medicine shipments continued 
to arrive.

The stranglehold had not begun with 
President Donald Trump but with “that 
great Democrat Nobel Prize-winner Barack 
Obama” as the US tried to re-establish the 
subservient Latin America it had known 
“before Chávez, before Fidel, before 
Sandino,” but that it would fail.

“The Venezuelan people do not accept 
threats. History shows our response to 
threats has never been submission.”

She appealed to media organisations and 
solidarity campaigns present to help tell the 
truth about the situation, noting that “the 
great media is spreading stories the super-
power wants it to spread. We don’t have the 
muscle to fi ght that.”
Morning Star 
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Ian Goodrum

Seems like the United States doesn’t just 
make washing machines or pork rinds – it’s 
in the hostage-taking business, too. At least 
that’s what it looks like after President 
Donald Trump’s Department of Commerce 
announced that China’s Shenzhen-based 
tech giant Huawei would be put on the 
“Entity List,” a ledger of fi rms legally pro-
hibited from trade with the US based on 
– well, based on whatever reason the presi-
dent pulls out of thin air. Pretty smart way 
to run a global economy. But with such ire 
thrown a single company’s way, you might 
be wondering what all the fuss is about. 
The answer is as predictable as it is simple.

Germany, Britain, and other countries in 
the European Union were recently consider-
ing Huawei-based infrastructure for their 5G 
wireless networks. Adoption of this technology 
would represent a communications sea change 
and a big economic loss for the US, so you can 
guess what happened next. The US begged 
and pleaded for its allies to freeze the com-
pany out over “security concerns,” but those 
pleas mostly fell on deaf ears due to lack of 
proof. So it’s no great mystery why the US has 
acted this way – its traditional partners weren’t 
doing its bidding, thus a brute-force solution 
was required.

This is not without precedent. The 2018 
trade ban against Chinese telecom outfi t ZTE 
was a “Sputnik moment” for Chinese tech. 
Trump showed then he had no interest in play-
ing by any set of rules but his own, and the 
punitive tactics against that company showed 
the rest of the industry it had to prepare for a 
similar assault.

By stockpiling components and dedicating 
more resources to building operating systems 
and chipware of their own, Huawei and others 
took steps to protect themselves from the inevi-
table. Recent moves singling out Huawei show 
the prudence of such strategy – and not just 
at an enterprise level. National policy to safe-
guard domestic companies has proven quite 
wise, given the current hostile climate.

To say nothing of what this does to US 
tech’s credibility. By following Trump’s lead, 
Google has shown its true colours. Many 
lamented the company’s exit from the Chinese 
mainland, wondering what possible reason 
there would be to keep a transnational colos-
sus like Google from operating. Well, now we 
know – the second the US government asked 
it to enact an explicitly political demand, it did 
so without hesitation.

Imagine if the Chinese tech industry 
had totally relied on Google software and 

applications, and an order like this one came 
down from on high. The US could hold the 
entire country’s smartphones hostage for as 
long as it liked. This takes on a new level of 
irony when you remember the US case against 
Huawei hinges on unproven claims the com-
pany is beholden to the Chinese government. 
After recent events, it’s tempting to think, “Oh, 
like Google?”

And I’m only half-joking there. This bel-
ligerent move gives us an opportunity to re-
evaluate the supposedly benevolent nature of 
US tech. Saturated by a media storm slandering 
their competitors, it’s easy to forget US internet 
behemoths do the bidding of their government 
on a regular basis. Facebook conspired with 
the National Security Agency for its PRISM 
surveillance program, and Amazon built a 
computing cloud for the Central Intelligence 
Agency.

Google joined PRISM around the same 
time as Facebook, but its relationship with 
intel-gathering agencies goes even deeper; it 
is the product of CIA and NSA research grants. 
So it’s abundantly clear a Google or Facebook 
given free rein to operate would be something 
of a “fox in the henhouse” – albeit one that 
keeps its hunger in check long enough to build 
a customer base among the chickens.

But that’s not the only wrinkle in this story. 
As these companies move into new markets, 
they sap burgeoning domestic rivals of their 
innovative oomph. They leverage economies of 
scale to dominate and drive out smaller “under-
dogs,” becoming synonymous with the services 
they provide.

In so doing, they grow into gargantuan 
hyper-monopolies, wielding a level of infl u-
ence previously only held by large countries. 
Ultimately, they answer to their home nations 
– in this case, the United States – functioning 
as “soft power” organs while claiming nomi-
nal autonomy. This is imperialism for the 21st 
century, the kind of mechanism for world-
wide consolidation of capital Vladimir Lenin 
observed when he wrote his seminal text over 
100 years ago.

There’s no telling what the technological 
landscape might look like without this corpo-
rate oligarchy in the driver’s seat. Rather than 
the “Big Four” US-based companies dictating 
what everyone else does – backed by the eco-
nomic and military might of the planet’s only 
superpower – we could see more equal partner-
ships sprout up among all countries, inside and 
outside the developed world. China has shown 
it’s possible to build independent industry and 
scrape one’s way out of a colonial destiny. 
What might a Nigeria, Bolivia, or Pakistan do 
in similar circumstances? What kinds of new 

developments would we see in a tech ecosys-
tem not under the thumb of Google, Amazon, 
Apple, and Facebook?

Labour is just one area where an alternate 
state of affairs holds appeal. At present, with 
their concentrated resources and power, these 
companies can siphon top workers from across 
the globe, leading to an international “brain 
drain” that dries up home countries’ talent 
pools. This leaves those domestic sectors in the 
lurch, as US megacorps have “kicked away the 
ladder” they used to climb to the top.

We see echoes of this phenomenon in the 
trade “grievances” the US has brought against 
China; a topic for another time. But no matter 
how you look at it, this regime of coercion and 
control denies former colonial subjects their 
chance to rise up and become strong, sover-
eign nations. You’d be forgiven for thinking 
this practice reproduces those old exploitative 
relations – but of course, the innocent, free-
dom-loving United States government would 
never do such a thing.

Just like all other measures taken against 
Huawei – and China in a broader sense – this 
is an attempt to choke out a competitor and 
maintain US hegemony through the foresee-
able future. It happened to Japan in the 1980s, 
and the playbook has changed little in the inter-
vening years.

The difference between then and now is 
China was watching and learning. There won’t 
be a present-day Plaza Accords, where China 
buckles to pressure and concedes key planks 
of the system that has had unprecedented suc-
cess. And these strong-arm tactics won’t work, 
either; fair negotiations don’t happen when one 
party has a gun to the other’s head.

China already knows what it’s like to suffer 
under the yoke of a colonial master. No matter 
what the US or anyone else tries, it won’t do 
so again.
People’s World 

International

Trump’s ban on China’s Huawei

Fear of competition

Mexit
Al Neal

LONDON: It’s the end of May, 
and offi cially the end of (Theresa) 
May. It was inevitable. The 
embattled British Prime Minister 
stood tearfully out front of No 10 
Downing Street and confi rmed 
her resignation as Conservative 
Party leader, and of her premier-
ship Friday. May will quit as head 
of the governing Conservative 
Party June 7 but will stay on as 
placeholder prime minister until 
a new leader is chosen. The selec-
tion process aims to be completed 
by late July.

May, who became prime min-
ister a month after the UK voted in 
June of 2016 to leave the European 
Union, spent over a year and a half 
negotiating a divorce agreement 
with the EU, only to have the fi nal 
deal voted down three times in 
Parliament.

Many British lawmakers saw 
May as the ultimate obstacle to 
delivering Brexit, but regardless of 
who steps in to lead the next round 
of negotiations, the same problem 
will continue to exist: A Parliament 
divided over whether or not to 
leave.

May resigns amid political, and 
personal failure, with the UK sched-
uled to leave the EU October 31 – 
with or without Parliament signing 
off on a deal. The new Conservative 
leader will become prime minis-
ter without a general election being 
held and will be accountable to 
deliver an orderly exit from the EU 
while maintaining a positive rela-
tionship with EU member states 
to ensure future trade deals are 
reached.

“I negotiated the terms of our 
exit and a new relationship with 
our closest neighbours that protects 
jobs, our security, and our Union,” 

said May. “I have done everything 
I can to convince MPs to back that 
deal. Sadly, I have not been able to 
do so.

“It is now clear to me that it is 
in the best interests of the country 
for a new prime minister to lead that 
effort.”

There’re at least 18 candidates 
vying to replace May and take on 
the Brexit challenge. Boris Johnson, 
former foreign secretary, and cham-
pion Brexit supporter, is the current 
front-runner with his odds at 3/1, 
according to Bookmaker Ladbrokes.

European Commission 
President Jean-Claude Juncker 
praised May for her efforts and 
said the EU would “equally respect 
and establish a working relation-
ship” with any new British Prime 
Minister, but that the EU would not 
renegotiate the current Brexit deal.

“We have set out our position 
on the withdrawal agreement and on 

the political declaration,” said EU 
spokesperson Mina Andreeva.

Tweeting shortly after May’s 
resignation announcement, Labour 
leader Jeremy Corbyn said: 
“Theresa May is right to resign. 
She’s now accepted what the coun-
try’s known for months: she can’t 
govern, and nor can her divided and 
disintegrating party.

“Whoever becomes the new 
Tory (Conservative) leader must 
let the people decide our coun-
try’s future through an immediate 
General Election.”

Robert Griffi ths, General-
Secretary of the Communist Party 
of Great Britain also released a 
statement on May’s resignation, 
saying:

“Theresa May’s decision to sack 
herself as Tory leader and write her 
own redundancy notice as Prime 
Minister underlines the urgent need 
for a General Election. The Tories 

have never governed in the interests 
of the working class and peoples 
of Britain and shown themselves to 
be incompetent as well as cruel and 
callous.

“Only a left-led Labour gov-
ernment will begin to address dire 
problems of poverty, precarious 
employment, the lack of affordable 
housing, deteriorating local serv-
ices, climate change and the quest 
for international peace with justice.”

Griffi ths went on to stress the 
CPB’s position that the Labour 
Party must have a plan to leave 
the EU and negotiate future 
mutual relations on a basis that 
will enable a left-led government 
to fulfi l its progressive manifesto 
commitments.
Morning Star 
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A better life for all
Well, the so-called Workers Party 
has lost another federal election 
and is going back to the drawing 
board. BUT will the ALP and our 
union movement change for the 
betterment of workers or to ben-
efi t capitalism?

In 1975 we saw an elected peo-
ple’s government thrown out by 
overseas interference from capitalist 
governments.

Since then we have seen our 
union movement deteriorate. Here 
are some facts:

Bob Hawke went from the leader 
of the ACTU to become leader of the 
ALP and form a Labor government.

In 1983-84, we the workers, 
were lumped with the Prices and 
Incomes Accord. Here is a small 
list of Hawke’s friends: corrupt bil-
lionaire Alan Bond; transport mogul 
billionaire Lindsay Fox; the billion-
aire so-called cardboard king Pratt 
Jr. Look at the unions who opposed 
Hawke: BLF, S&P and the pilots’ 
union. While two are no more. the 
other was crushed and all of his pals 
were against these unions.

Hawke’s partner in crime whilst 
at the ACTU were Bill Kelty, fol-
lowed by Kelty-Crean, Kelty-
Ferguson, Kelty-George. Kelty then 
moved on to a high paying job with 
Fox Transport.

How many more former ACTU 
executive members have gone on to 
warm their backsides in Parliament 
and who forget who put them there 
until the next election.

We have to start again, go back 
110 years when elected unionists 
fought for their members, going to 
jail when needed. The ALP took 
away shop fl oor unionism.

I have been a unionist for over 
57 years and have found out if you 
do not speak out and organise you 

lose out. Workers, Communists, 
Socialists – join together for our 
and our future generations to have a 
chance of a better life for all, not just 
the few.

Allan Hamilton
Western NSW Branch CPA

Don’t cry for me!
Climate change denier Tony 
Abbott looked surprisingly 
relaxed following his humiliating 
defeat in the federal elections.

He gave the usual thank-yous to 
his family and others. He graciously 
praised his successful opponent, cli-
mate change activist Zali Stegall. 
And maybe he had good reason. 
Retirement as a MP will pay him 
handsomely – around $100,000 per 
annum more than if he had remained 
a back-bench Member of Parliament!

His was receiving $207,000 
as an MP. Because he was elected 
prior to 2004 when the rules were 
changed, his pension will be almost 
$300,000 and set to rise from July. It 
will continue to rise in line with MP 
incomes.

He will be entitled to a Life Gold 
Travel Pass which offers ten free 
business fl ights a year for Abbott and 
his spouse.

As if that is not enough, just 
watch the directorships and other 
perks fl ow in for services rendered. 
Abbott has served his class well.

Tim Fischer, former National 
party leader and devout Catholic, 
is pushing for Abbott to be the next 
ambassador to the Vatican.

M Santos
Fairfi eld

Political hostages

I have been told there have been 
six attempted suicides on Manus 
and Nauru since the Saturday 
election night. These thousand 
people being kept indefinitely 
as political hostages (Behrouz 
Boochani’s apt term for himself 
and the other trapped people) 
must be brought here.

It is mental torture: these inno-
cent people are being destroyed. The 
UN has told us Australia is breach-
ing the Torture Convention. They 

have suffered six years of hell. A 
Labor win might have meant some 
progress. Now we are back to 
Dutton, the sadistic ex- Gold Coast 
cop with his racist taunts.

The CLOSE THE CAMPS 
graffiti hearing rally will be at 
the Downing Centre courts 9am 
Friday May 31. In court I will read 
the names of those killed by the 
Australian state on Manus and 
Nauru, from Reza Barati to Fariborz 
Karami, unless I am prevented from 
doing so by the magistrate. It will be 
part of my defence.

I remember the Eureka oath at 
the recent Clarrie O’Shea meeting in 
Sydney ... to stand together to protect 
each other’s rights and liberties. That 
includes those of people coming here 
for protection. It includes Indigenous 
people who have so often had their 
human rights violated.

Please come and join us 
9-9.30am Friday 31st May in front of 
the Downing Centre courts.

Stephen Langford OT 
(Order of Timor)

Sydney

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Steve Sweeney

Italian dock workers halted a deadly cargo 
of weapons bound for Saudi Arabia from 
being loaded in Genoa as they demanded 
Matteo Salvini (deputy Prime Minister of 
Italy) “open the ports to people and close 
them to arms.”

Trade unionists and activists hailed “work-
ing-class internationalism” as they stopped 
the Saudi ship Bahri Yanbu from loading with 
drones and other equipment that would be used 
in its devastating war on Yemen.

They called their action a “historic act of 
solidarity.”

Members of the CGIL (Italian General 
Confederation of Labor) united with activ-
ists from Potere al Popolo (PaP) (Power to the 
People Coalition), as well as anti-fascist and 
pacifi st groups saying, “We will not be com-
plicit with the civilian deaths in Yemen,” as 
they blockaded the port.

In the face of the strike action, called by 
the local branch of the CGIL, and mass protest, 
the Port Authority confi rmed the ship would 
only be allowed to embark with civilian mate-
rial, leaving a stockpile of deadly equipment 
unmoved on the dock.

Workers refused to trust the words of the 
authorities, and the strike action went ahead as 
planned with a blockade preventing the loading 
of any of its cargo.

In a joint statement, the groups said they 
were making a “small contribution to [tackling] 
a big problem for a population that is being 
killed daily.”

It is the second time the ship, whose jour-
ney started in the Tilbury dock in Essex, has 
failed to load its cargo. Earlier this month 
French activists launched a legal bid to block 
the ship loading with eight Caesar cannons in 
the port of Le Havre.

While the challenge was unsuccessful, the 
vessel left France without the weapons and 
made its way across the Mediterranean to the 
port city Santander in Spain.

It was rumoured that the cannons were 
instead loaded secretly on to a train that made 
its way to a military base near Genoa, but 
workers said they were ready to stop this from 
happening.

France is keen to play down its role 
in the devastating war on Yemen, with 
President Emmanuel Macron insisting that 
French weapons are only used in “defensive 
circumstances.”

In a shocking bid to silence criticism and 
an attack on press freedom, three French jour-
nalists face fi ve years in jail for exposing the 
reality of France’s deadly arms trade.

Disclose Media journalists Geoffrey 
Livolsi and Mathias Destal and Radio France 
journalist Benoit Collombat face prison for 
refusing to reveal sources after publishing 
“secret” reports that showed that 35 civilians 
died during 52 bombings between March 2016 
and December 2018, when French Caesar 
cannon fi re operated.

The devastating Saudi-led war on Yemen, 
which started in March 2016, has caused at 
least 50,000 deaths and pushed the country 
to the brink of the worst global famine in a 
century.

Despite allegations of war crimes with the 
deliberate targeting of infrastructure, includ-
ing schools and hospitals, Saudi Arabia contin-
ues to be supported militarily and armed to the 
teeth by Western countries including Britain, 
France, and the United States.

All three have insisted that jobs would be 
at risk as they face domestic pressure to end 
their deadly arms trade.

PaP activist Giacomo Marchetti, who 
works at the docks and is a member of the USB 

(Unione Sindacale di Base), said that the action 
was a “historic moment” for Genoa.

“It is not the fi rst time the workers and 
activists have denounced what is happening 
[the bombing of Yemen], but it is the fi rst time 
that there has been a strike and demonstration,” 
he said.

“Genoa has a long history of solidarity. 
It was the fi rst to block US ships headed to 
Vietnam, and dock workers here also refused 
to allow war equipment to disembark for the 
1973 Chile coup or its ships to dock.

“There are so many parts here that will be 
used for drones in the Yemeni war ... this is the 
fi rst time we have seen this kind of action since 
the strike before the Iraq war in 2003.”

He said the action sent a message to the 
racist Salvini: “Open the port to migrants and 
close it to arms.

“What happened today in Genoa, what 
happened in Le Havre and Santander, showed 
the importance of international working-class 
solidarity, especially in stopping wars. And it 
showed the strength of the dock workers.

“We are winning because the arms will not 
be loaded here as was planned.”
Morning Star 
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Lou Martin

The 2018 documentary 
Moundsville drops viewers into 
the West Virginia town with no 
introduction. Instead, the fi lm 
takes us directly into conversa-
tions with local residents, the 
mayor, a former mayor, retirees, a 
couple of historians, young entre-
preneurs – a dozen or so people 
from all walks of life. They talk 
about the town’s history, the pre-
historic burial mound for which 
it is named, the leading industries 
over the decades, the boom times, 
the economic decline since the 
1980s, and ideas about the town’s 
future. I grew up in the Ohio 
Valley, about an hour’s drive from 
Moundsville, so these conversa-
tions felt familiar, like spending 
an afternoon in the local diner.

A central theme is the local 
economy, including the remark-
able number of products that the 
town’s workers manufactured in 
decades past. At one time, Marx 
Toys, which employed thousands in 
its Glen Dale factory (neighbouring 
Moundsville), produced one of every 
three toys made in America. Other 
major employers in the area included 
Fostoria Glass, US Stamping 
Company, Allied Chemical, and the 
Moundsville State Penitentiary. A 
short drive away were coal mines, 
steel mills, and more chemical 
plants.

Today, Moundsville’s economy 
– like much of the region’s – looks 
a lot different. Many of the mines 
and mills have shut down. RV parks 
just out of town house out-of-state 
gas pipeline and drilling crews. The 
downtown has a lot of old businesses 
but also empty storefronts, and the 
Walmart Supercentre and other chain 
stores on the edge of town have won 
over many customers. Some local 
entrepreneurs have found their niche 
in the new economy by, among other 
things, capitalising on tourism to the 
now shuttered prison and the nearby 
Palace of Gold (a Hare Krishna com-
munity). But a third of the town’s 
residents have moved away.

With so many rusting factories, 
Moundsville could have become 
just another of the many reports 
from “Trump Country” since the 
2016 election. Most of those seem 
to be written by journalists facing 
deadlines, who parachute into 
Appalachia, gather a few quotes 
that support their assumptions about 
racist provincials, and then head 
back to the airport. In her recent 
book What You Are Getting Wrong 
About Appalachia, Elizabeth Catte 
writes that these reports “share a 
willingness to use fl awed representa-
tions of Appalachia to shore up nar-
ratives of an extreme ‘other America’ 
that can be condemned or redeemed 
to suit one’s purpose.”

Those reports often attempt to 
construct a single narrative about 
voters in “Trump Country,” and the 
makers of Moundsville explicitly 
position their documentary against 
such narratives. The voiceover for 
one of the trailers for the documen-
tary explains that after the election 
“every media story about small-
town America seemed to focus on 
the same things: Trump, opioids, and 
the rusting factory.” “But,” it contin-
ues, “what if you went to a small 
town and didn’t talk about those 
things? What if you simply asked 
people about their lives without con-
necting their answers to those larger 
narratives?”

Indeed, Moundsville does a good 
job of capturing the joys of life in a 
small town and highlighting the 
diversity of voices even in a town 
of 9,000 by featuring young and old, 
women and men, and white, African 
American, and Latino voices.

While this portrait is refresh-
ing because the fi lmmakers brought 
empathy and patience to the project, 
they left out some important, com-
plex, and challenging topics that do 
not lend themselves to restaurant 
conversations. 

While the documentary touches 
on economic decline, trade poli-
cies, and the outmigration of young 
people, it tends to treat economic 
change as natural or neutral, not 
even mentioning the policymakers 

or policies that facilitated capital 
migration.

I would argue that one of the 
greatest accomplishments of the pro-
ponents of neo-liberalism has been to 
make their ideology seem like eco-
nomic changes just happen. Neo-
liberals’ free-trade policies, cuts to 
taxes and social spending, privati-
zation, and the elimination of union 
protections have hollowed out many 
factory towns, cut assistance to the 
poor and unemployed, and concen-
trated wealth and power in the hands 
of the few.

While some of the participants 
in the documentary share their mem-
ories of Moundsville’s prosperous 
decades, they don’t talk about how 
unions enabled workers to address 
safety concerns and gender discrim-
ination, win fair wages and bene-
fi ts, bring stability to their families, 
buy homes, and have discretionary 
income to spend at local businesses. 
While the residents remember those 
prosperous years by listing employ-
ers, they don’t mention the American 
Flint Glass Workers’ Union, the 
United Steel Workers of America, the 
Oil, Chemical and Atomic Workers 
Union, and the United Mine Workers 
of America.

I’m guessing that only a few 
of those interviewed were union 
members, and as union strength has 
declined since the 1980s, public 
memories of the critical role they 
played in earlier decades have faded.

Also, Moundsville offers only 
a cursory discussion of race and 
racism. A former mayor, who is 
African American, recalls pain-
ful episodes of racism when he 
was growing up but says that he no 
longer faces that kind of cruelty. And 
the Latino owner of the Acapulco 
Mexican Restaurant says that racism 
is still present and that it negatively 
frames residents’ understanding of 
immigrants. We do not hear other 
residents’ thoughts on the role of 
race in their town’s history.

While Moundsville avoids 
the overly simplistic, stereotypi-
cal portraits of racist hillbillies that 
are a common feature of “Trump 
Country,” the result is to largely 
ignore race and racism, which are 
admittedly complex subjects.

Growing up in northern West 
Virginia, I was largely unaware of 
racism and associated it most with 
the use of the N-word, which was 
only uttered by the crudest stu-
dents at my school. It was not until 

I reached adulthood that I began 
to realize that racism was particu-
larly powerful when it was unheard 
and unseen. Racism has shaped life 
in these Ohio Valley factory towns 
in fundamental ways, particu-
larly through discriminatory hous-
ing, employment, and education, 
and sometimes as a result of battles 
fought decades ago. These forms 
of racism are pervasive through-
out the United States – no region or 
social class has a monopoly on it – 
and institutional racism’s profound 
effects up through the present need 
to be better understood.

When we erase subjects like 
institutional racism, the labour 
movement, and the rise of neoliber-
alism, the resulting portrait is incom-
plete, and things seemingly just 
happen to people and towns with no 
understanding of why.

Moundsville is an intimate por-
trait of a former factory town whose 
residents are proud of their home-
town and working to redefine it, 
and I appreciate the filmmakers’ 
hard work and empathetic lens. Yet 
much work remains to help us make 
sense of the past and present of 
Moundsville and many places like it.
People’s World 
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Timothy Bancroft-Hinchey

In 2011, NATO launched an illegal, savage 
attack against the country with the Highest 
Human Development Index in Africa. Let 
us see where Libya stands today.

When Cameron, Sarkozy, Obama, Clinton 
and that sickening clique of warmongering, 
interfering, imperialist thugs decided to attack 
Libya in 2011, in an attack planned and orches-
trated for months in advance, they told us their 
fi ght was not against the people of Libya.

Looking at Libya today, who were they 
fooling and who is suffering? Under interna-
tional law regarding the scope of applicabil-
ity, there are rules as to the wanton and brazen 
use of force turning a peaceful situation into 
an ongoing theatre of confl ict. Why then have 
those responsible not been held to account?

Libya, in 2011 and under Muammar al-
Gaddafi , was the African country with the 
highest Human Development Index, for 
which Gaddafi  was about to receive a United 
Nations Prize at the time of the savage attack 
by NATO, an attack launched to protect the ter-
rorists it had planned to orchestrate from the 
west (Tunisia) and east (Egypt). At the time, 
Libyans were fed, they had homes (free), edu-
cation (free), healthcare (free), a good water 
supply and Libya was a fi lter and staging post 
for migrants moving towards Europe.

The hand of NATO
Libyans lived in safety, whereas today 

many need protection; migrants had reason-
able living conditions as they were housed in 
camps, half-way homes in their trip towards 
Europe after receiving documentation. Today 
they are sold as slaves or tortured or raped. Or 
all three. Or murdered. Libyans enjoyed free 
public healthcare, in Libya and paid public 
healthcare abroad if they could not get the 
treatment they needed. Today the healthcare 
system has collapsed. Libyans used to enjoy 
a plentiful food supply and prided themselves 
on offering guests copious portions of their 
national dishes.

Today a third of the population is hungry 
or starving. Libyans benefi tted from Gaddafi ’s 
great man-made water supply across the desert, 
bringing clean water to the cities and coun-
tryside alike. Today an increasing number of 
people have no access to clean drinking water.

NATO destroyed all of that. They bombed 
the water supply, then bombed the factory pro-
ducing tubes so that it could not be repaired, 
they strafed the electricity grid “to break their 
backs”, murdered Gaddafi’s grandchildren 
because they were classifi ed as “legitimate tar-
gets”, murdered civilians, told lie after lie after 
lie after lie after lie after lie after lie about the 
government forces attacking indiscriminately 
when all they were doing was try to stem the 
onslaught of foreign terrorists shipped in to do 
NATO’s dirty work, orchestrated by NATO 
boots on the ground, in direct breach of UNSC 
Resolutions 1970 and 1973 (2011).

Let us now take a look at Libya, 2019, and 
draw some conclusions as to who is responsible 
and as to why these people are not facing the 

consequences of what they have done. Before 
we start, we can conclude that if nothing has 
happened to them, if they have not even been 
the subject of due legal process, then interna-
tional law per se does not exist, and therefore 
using it as a precept is a fallacy and pointless.

Chaos, collapse, calamity
The key-words describing Libya today are 

chaos, breakdown of the law, collapse of the 
State, massive displacement, danger, insecu-
rity, hunger, murder, slavery, slave markets, a 
dysfunctional economy, deteriorating public 
sector. What a spectacular epitaph for Messrs 
Cameron, Sarkozy, Obama and Madame 
Senator Clinton.

552,000 people in need of urgent humani-
tarian need, 823,000 in need of humanitarian 
assistance, including 248,000 children. Out of 
a population of some 6.37 million. The inter-
national media has forgotten the story because 
it is embarrassing to NATO, politicians across 
the world refuse to bring it up because they 
are threatened, the international community 
sniffs in derision, and so the 2018 campaign 
for humanitarian fi nancing was 74 percent 
underfunded.

Which leaves people like myself, and 
others, and media outlets such as this, and 
others, to carry the story, amid death threats, 
hacking, harassment, threatening emails, inter-
ference in communications and so on.

The direct consequence of NATO’s savage 
interference in Libya is abject misery for large 
swathes of the Libyan population. In the words 
of Maria do Valle Ribeiro, UN Humanitarian 
Coordinator for Libya, “Seven years of insta-
bility and insecurity have taken their toll on 
the well-being of many children, women and 
men in Libya. Each passing year people strug-
gle to withstand the impacts of the crisis that 
has destabilised the country, put them in harm’s 
way, driven up food prices, and ravaged the 
economy”.

Where Libyans once lived in peace and 
security, safe to go wherever they wished, 
today the norm for many is torture, rape, 
murder, robbery, unlawful detention and shock-
ing human rights abuses. Where Libyans once 
enjoyed free public healthcare, with facili-
ties present throughout the country, today the 
healthcare service is centred around the al-
Jalaa public hospital in Tripoli, as even the 
basic healthcare facilities have been largely 
destroyed in the rest of the country, either 
directly by NATO (strafi ng hospitals and care 
centres) or by the violence which ensued the 
collapse of the Jamahiriya State.

Where Libyans once enjoyed markets 
brimming with fresh produce grown in Libya 
after Gaddafi ’s green agricultural revolution, 
providing land, seeds and know-how to farm-
ers wishing to reconquest the Sahara, today 
one third of the population is classifi ed by the 
UN as living on borderline food consump-
tion, as Libyan households spend over half 
their income on basic foodstuffs and people 
are forced to adopt coping strategies, such as 
eating once per day and fi lling up with fl our 
and water fl atbreads.

Where Libyans once had access to the 
purest water from underground springs brought 
to households through the Great Manmade 
River Project, this was bombed by NATO 
(war crime), as was the factory which made 
the pipes (war crime), depriving the people of 
the basic necessity for human life – water (war 
crime), relegating households with babies to 
lives of misery (war crime). Today a growing 
number of people do not have access to clean 
drinking water, and worse, the sewage system 
has collapsed in some areas, prompting the UN 
to describe the situation as “alarming”.

Where Libyans once lived in their own 
houses, owned and free, because the govern-
ment distributed a home to every Libyan cit-
izen/family, today homelessness is rife, with 
people huddling in deplorable shelters, without 
water, sanitation or the basic living conditions.

Where Libyans once studied for free (edu-
cation was free, literacy was close to 100 per-
cent) today in the Cordoba public school, as 
an example, 1,500 children share three toi-
lets without running water and for entertain-
ment in the breaks, the children can opt to sit 
inside stinking classrooms or else go and play 
in the school playground, which is today an 
open sewer knee-deep in excrement. Way to 
go, NATO! Today 343,300 people of school 
age do not have access to education or literacy, 
whereas under Gaddafi  the country’s literacy 
rate grew from 25 percent to 90 percent.

In the words of the UN Humanitarian/
Resident Coordinator for Libya, Maria Ribeiro: 
“Years of instability and insecurity have taken a 
toll on the wellbeing of many children, women 

and men in Libya. Each passing year, people 
struggle to withstand the impact of a crisis that 
has destabilised the country, put them in harm’s 
way, and ravaged the economy.”

Whereas under Gaddafi , oil revenue funded 
public projects, imagine where the revenue 
from today’s one million barrels of oil per day 
is going? Let us turn again to Maria Ribeiro: 
“Libya is now producing well over one mil-
lion barrels of oil a day. However, this has not 
yet translated into tangible benefi ts for people. 
Many Libyans get poorer every year. Basic 
health and education services decay, and frus-
trated citizens cannot understand why oil pro-
duction and increased government revenue 
does not lead to improved living standards, 
security and well-being for all in Libya”.

“I invite those who caused this humani-
tarian catastrophe to man up and visit Libya, 
speak to Libyans, walk around the country 
and see what they have done, then apologise 
publicly for their despicable acts and fund the 
reconstruction out of their own pockets, then 
turn themselves in for crimes against humanity 
and war crimes, along with common criminal 
and civil law violations.”

They will not. They will just carry on as if 
nothing had happened, and international law 
will turn a blind eye to their crimes. Nobody 
will prosecute them – the media will drop the 
case. Welcome to Planet Earth 2019. Let this 
article be the political epitaph for those in my 
indictment of 2011, and a comment on this 
planet for future generations to come.
Pravda.Ru 
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