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This warrant

Anna Pha and Tom Pearson

Last week the Australian Federal Police
(AFP) raided the ABC Sydney offices and
a News Corp journalist’s home, stunning
media outlets, other organisations and
individuals in Australia and around the
world. The raids come from a post-election,
emboldened government signalling a crack-
down on whistle blowers and freedom of
the press.

In particular, the government and
Australia’s numerous spy agencies are con-
cerned about leakages of matters that are
covered by various levels of security such as
“Secret”, Top Secret”, “Australian Eyes Only”,
etc.

Australia, according to an article in the
New York Times, has passed more than 60
pieces of legislation since 9/11 relating to
secrecy, spying and terrorism, all in the name
of “national security”. (“Australia May Be the
World’s Most Secretive Democracy”, 05-06-
19) This is part of a global trend and shift to
the right in politics.

At the same time, as in Australia, the US
and other western “democracies” have been
silencing their critics, taking action against
environmentalists and others challenging the
activities of political donors, clamping down
on democratic rights and targeting whistle
blowers and the media.

House raided

Last Tuesday the AFP raided the home of
journalist Annika Smethurst, in an outrageous
act of intimidation — a warning to any journal-
ist who might consider revealing information
that might prove embarrassing to government
or its agencies.

The press statement on the raid of the jour-
nalist’s home in Canberra said, “This warrant
relates to the alleged publishing of informa-
tion classified as an official secret, which is an
extremely serious matter that has the potential
to undermine Australia’s national security.”

Smethurst reported allegedly confiden-
tial correspondence between the heads of the
Department of Home Affairs and Department
of Defence on the role of the Australian
Signals Directorate (ASD), a critical compo-
nent of Australia’s international espionage. The
proposal was for it to be used to also spy on
people in Australia.

The Prime Minister at the time, Malcolm
Turnbull, reportedly was not in agreement
and the proposition is believed to have been
dropped.

Media Entertainment and Arts Alliance
(MEAA) president Marcus Strom, described
the raid on the journalist’s home as “outra-
geous”. “Yet again, we have an example of a
government aiming to punish those who have
brought to light vital information. Australians
are entitled to know what their governments do
in their name,” Strom said.

The leakage caused great consternation

because of the important role that the ASD
plays in foreign intelligence, cyber security and
offensive operations.

The Afghan Files

The next day, the AFP raided the ABC,
Australia’s national public broadcaster, seri-
ously undermining its independence and the
right of the public to know what the govern-
ment is doing in its name.

“The Australian Federal Police (AFP)
has executed a search warrant on the Ultimo
premises of the ABC today (Wednesday, June
5,2019) in relation to allegations of publishing
classified material, contrary to provisions of
the Crimes Act 1914,” the AFP said in a press
statement.

“The search warrant relates to a referral
received on 11 July 2017 from the Chief of the
Defence Force and the then-Acting Secretary
for Defence.”

On July 11, 2017, the ABC’s 7.30 pro-
gram released a major investigation called The
Afghan Files. It exposed some of the activities
of Australian special forces, including 10 inci-
dents between 2009 and 2013, where they had
allegedly shot dead unarmed civilians, includ-
ing children as well as insurgents.

Lawyer and former legal adviser to
Australia’s special forces in Afghanistan,
David McBride faces five charges for leaking
classified material on war crimes investiga-
tions that were allegedly handed to three senior
journalists at the ABC and then Fairfax Media
newspapers. He was arrested and charged
on September 5, 2018 by Australian Federal
Police.

His case is listed for a preliminary hearing
on June 13 in the ACT Supreme Court.

He said he wanted the court to simply con-
sider whether the government’s actions were
illegal and whether it was his duty as a lawyer
to report it. “They’ve threatened me all along
with going to jail. If I was afraid of going to
jail, why would I have been a soldier?”, he told
the ABC.

To her credit, the ABC’s new manager Ita
Buttrose strongly condemned the actions of the
AFP. She went as far as saying that the raid on
the ABC was “designed to intimidate.”

If found guilty of the alleged crimes
then the journalists involved and those leak-
ing the information face the possibility of jail
sentences.

The acting commissioner of the Australian
Federal Police, Neil Gaughan, faced a tense
media at a press conference in Canberra as he
attempted to justify the two raids. He insisted
there was no involvement by the govern-
ment or individual ministers in the investiga-
tions into reports by the ABC and News Corp
Australia.

He denied that the raids were intended to
intimidate journalists, failed to explain why
the journalist’s home, and not her office, was
searched. Nor did he explain why they raided
the ABC Sydney offices and not its offices in

relates to ... ”

Melbourne, the location of the two journalists
being investigated.

Ducking for cover

Not surprisingly Prime Minister Scott
Morrison defended the actions of the AFP,
while saying his government “is absolutely
committed to freedom of the press”. He
stressed that the matters were “pursued by the
AFP operationally at complete arm’s length
from the government, not in the knowledge of
the government, not at the instigation of gov-
ernment ministers.”

Really!

Labor shadow defence minister Richard
Marles described the raid as “outrageous”
and said Labor is committed to the public
interest test for journalists. He called on the
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government to confirm it believes in freedom
of the press. Marles’ Labor colleague, shadow
Attorney-General Mark Dreyfus, wrote to
Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull back in April
2018 calling for an investigation:

“I am sure I do not need to emphasise with
you the gravity of such a security breach. The
documents described in the media appear to be
extremely sensitive and divulge information
about one of Australia’s key security agencies.
It is therefore incumbent on you to estab-
lish an investigation into how such sensitive
information held by members of your govern-
ment was able to find its way into the public
domain,” the letter said in part.

He got his investigation!

Continued on page 2




2 Junel2, 2019

Guardian

Issue 1872 June 12, 2019
Your rights under attack

The current federal government’s attack on journalists and
whistle blowers (see page 1), should be seen in light of the under-
mining of democratic rights by the ruling class using the arms of
the state machine to attack the rights of working people.

The legislation setting up the Australian Building and
Construction Commission (ABCC) goes much further than
criminalising and imposing massive fines on unions and workers
for legitimate trade union activities. It denies building industry
workers and their unions other fundamental, internationally
recognised democratic rights that are afforded to all citizens.

The ABCC legislation contains strong parallels to the re-
pressive anti-terror laws, but even surpasses these in some of its
draconian provisions. These laws are completely unwarranted.
They don’t belong in the workplace, they have no place in worker-
employer relations; in fact they have no place in a democratic
society.

The Building and Construction Industry Improvement Act
gives the ABCC Commissioner the power to summons anyone
who he believes “on reasonable grounds” “(a) has information
or documents relevant to an investigation; or (b) is capable of
giving evidence that is relevant to an investigation.”

The Commissioner may, by written notice given to the person,
require the person to give information or to appear before the
ABCC Commissioner, or an assistant, at a specified time and
place and answer questions “relevant to the investigation”.

These powers could require the person being summoned to:

Reveal all their phone and email records, even if of a personal
nature; report on their own activities and those of their work
mates; reveal their membership of an organisation, such as a
union; report on discussions in private union and other meetings
of workers.

These provisions are not restricted to anyone suspected of
breaking the law. They cover: workers in the building industry
not under suspicion of any wrong doing; union officials and other
union staff; the families, including children of any age, of workers
in the industry; innocent bystanders; journalists and academics.

Basic principles of law are overturned, including the right
to silence.

The operation of this section of the Act is not limited by any
secrecy provision relating to communication and the divulging
of information of other laws unless specified in the Act. Whether
intended or not, this puts the ABCC law at a higher level than the
national security laws themselves in relation to secrecy provisions.

The Act also ensures that the Commission’s coercive pow-
ers override any protection of journalists’ sources; privacy law;
secrecy provision of other laws.

Failure by anyone to supply information, attend interrogation
or answer questions is punishable by up to six months in jail. No
provision is made for fines. It’s jail or jail.

“Unlawful industrial action” is punishable by fines of up to
$42,000 for individuals and $110,000 for a trade union. The court
has the power to impose personal payments for union officials.

Workers, trade unions or anyone else subjected to the powers
of the ABCC have no right of appeal or to an administrative
review, not even the limited right to review provided for under the
anti-terror laws and ASIO laws. Warrants are not issued — hence
there is no third party judicial or other scrutiny. The ABCC does
not have to justify its actions to anyone.

Review under the Administrative Decision (Judicial Review)
Act is excluded. The ABCC is a law unto itself, above account-
ability and beyond the basic principles of justice that govern
other laws.

The ABCC has extraordinary powers that exceed even those
given to police in investigating major crimes. The ABCC’s powers
cannot even be described as police powers because they go far
beyond what the police have been given.

If the ABCC asked, “Are you or have you ever been a member
of a trade union?” failure to answer that question could result
in jail, without you having done anything wrong, or even the
suspicion of any wrong doing.

This law has no place in a modern system of industrial rela-
tions: in a nation that the major political parties keep claiming
prides itself on its political and industrial freedoms.

PRESS FUND

Last week the ABC said the D-Day landings 75 years ago “led

to the defeat of Germany”, but the Soviet Union, a member of

the anti-fascist alliance, wasn’t mentioned. The long-delayed
D-Day invasion, in which hundreds of thousands of allied soldiers
sacrificed their lives, was certainly critical in the defeat of
German fascism. But it only happened after the Soviet Union’s
long, agonising land-based war, in which millions of their citizens
died, had largely exhausted Germany’s human and material
resources - and after the other allied leaders realised with horror
that the Soviet Union was likely to defeat Germany. We favour
historical accuracy, but we also favour Press Fund contributions,
so please send in something for the next edition if you possibly
can. Many thanks to our supporters this week, as follows:

Dr G Dittura $10, NH $50, “Round Figure” $10, “Sparky” $10
This week’s total: $80 Progressive total: $2,730
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Gagging whistle
blowers

Law after law has been
passed in the name of protecting
“national security” and the safety of
Australians from “terrorism.” Labor
has given bipartisan support to the
Coalition’s legislation, sometimes
with a few amendments.

“Last year, the National Security
Legislation Amendment (Espionage
and Foreign Interference) Act 2018
(the Espionage Act) added a new
and very worrying espionage offence
into the Criminal Code. Under that
law, put very simply, it is now an
offence to “deal with” any informa-
tion that “relates to”, is “connected
with” or is “of interest or impor-
tance to” Australia’s national secu-
rity or political or economic relations
with a foreign country.” (MEAA,
2019 Press Freedom Report,
pressfreedom.org.au)

The Act’s provisions are open
to extremely and dangerously wide
interpretation and maximum penal-
ties are incredibly high — life impris-
onment where the act is intentional
or 25 years if the act is reckless.

The decryption bill was rushed
through late last year with Labor’s
approval without amendments. The
legislation gives police and secu-
rity organisations such as ASIO new
legal powers to access decrypted
communications to assist in their
covert surveillance of individuals
and organisations.

“It seems clear to all outside of
law enforcement bodies that allow-
ing such trespasses will lead to
widespread breaches of personal and
professional privacy and of course,
lead to journalists being disabled
from ensuring that their sources are
protected,” Media Entertainment
and Arts Alliance CEO Paul Murphy
said in an MEAA submission to the
Parliamentary Joint Committee on
Intelligence and Security.

“This bill would grant access to
the communications data of journal-
ists without any proper judicial over-
sight, and with no consideration of
the need to protect public interest
reporting. Journalists increasingly
rely on encrypted communications
to protect the identity of confiden-
tial sources. Offering this protec-
tion is vital. It gives whistle blowers
the confidence to come forward
with public interest concerns. In the
absence of that confidence many
important stories will never come to
light ...”

The legislation requires back-
door access to encrypted commu-
nications — a measure that would
weaken overall security of the work
of journalists, whistle blowers and
possibly all those who use the server.

The metadata bill requires the
retention of users’ metadata for two
years, including internet-browsing
histories, by communications pro-
viders such as Telstra and Google’s
Gmail.

The retention of metadata

enables governments to trace com-
munications between a whistle
blower and a journalist, jeopardis-
ing the confidentiality of the source
and providing a basis for prosecut-
ing breaches of secrecy laws, like the
espionage law.

As currently worded, the
Criminal Code Amendment (Sharing
of Abhorrent Violent Material) Bill
2019 poses dangers for journal-
ists who publish atrocities that they
are trying to draw to the world’s
attention.

When it comes to the right to
know by Australians, the very same
reactionaries who preach “freedom”
of speech as an absolute when it
comes to bigotry and hate speech,
enact the most intimidatory, puni-
tive, and restrictive legislation curb-
ing press freedom.

“Whistle blowers are a corner-
stone of the fight against corruption
and are key to ensuring that gov-
ernments, companies, and public
services are held accountable. In
Australia, whistle blowers have
exposed the false pretences on which
we’ve gone to war, police miscon-
duct, corruption, dangerously inad-
equate clean-up of nuclear waste, the
medical malpractice of surgeons, and
cruel treatment of asylum seekers in
immigration detention.” (MEAA)

The government stands by and
does nothing as Julian Assange,
the founder of WikiLeaks, faces
the chilling prospect of torture and
imprisonment in the US for exposing
state crimes.

In 2011 the WikiLeaks organisa-
tion was awarded the Walkley Award
for Most Outstanding Contribution
to Journalism — in recognition of the
impact WikiLeaks’ actions had on
public interest journalism by assist-
ing whistle blowers to tell their sto-
ries. The judges said WikiLeaks
applied new technology to “penetrate
the inner workings of government to
reveal an avalanche of inconvenient
truths in a global publishing coup.

There are numerous other cases
of whistle blowers who face criminal
prosecution for informing the public
for the public good. They have not
threatened national security.

“Laws that are meant to protect
the community and go after terrorists
are being used to muzzle the media,
cloak the government in secrecy,
hunt down and identify journalists’
sources, and imprison journalists
for up to 10 years for reporting mat-
ters in the public interest,” MEAA’s
Murphy said.

“The public’s right to know is
a key tenet of a healthy, function-
ing democracy — and it is one of the
responsibilities of open and transpar-
ent government. It’s also a corner-
stone principle of journalism”.

War footing

At the same time as the
encroachment on democratic rights
and rise in secrecy surrounding gov-
ernment, there is a trend towards
militarisation.

The navy has been conscripted
into “protecting” our borders from
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leaking vessels overloaded with
asylum seekers fleeing war, perse-
cution, terror and death. Everything
to do with “boat people” and “turn-
backs” has been cloaked in secrecy
as if to say anything about “water
matters” would threaten Australia’s
security.

Immigration became part of the
new Border Force, a paramilitary
outfit under Liberal Party reaction-
ary Peter Dutton.

The secrecy surrounding off-
shore detention centres was enacted
in legislation, with anyone working
in those centres speaking out about
conditions facing the possibility of a
jail sentences.

Whistle blower protection is
turned on its head, with whistle
blowers punished and the criminals
let off. From here it is a simple step
for governments to arrest journalists,
shut down media outlets or silence
journalists forever.

In the chat on the New York
Times Facebook the question was
asked: “Does the ABC need to move
its headquarters offshore to protect
their independence? Does the New
York Times have a cubicle or two to
spare in the interests of a free press?”

The timing of the raids raises
questions. Why now when so much
time has elapsed if national security
was at risk? How could these two
alleged breaches threaten national
security?

The raids serve as a warning to
whistle blowers who leak to journal-
ists when they become aware of cor-
ruption, fraud or other criminal or
unethical practices.

The attempts to intimidate
would-be whistle blowers and media
and to prevent leaks has another per-
haps more sinister agenda than first
meets the eye.

The US is preparing for war.
Australia is preparing for war as the
US’s most loyal ally in the Asia-
Pacific. In today’s military, digital
technology plays a key role in all
the military’s operations. The Five
Eyes intelligence community of the
US, Canada, UK, New Zealand and
Australia is one of the leading espi-
onage groups in the world. Japan,
Singapore and Israel have close ties
with it.

It is a group which exchanges
highly sensitive intelligence and
cannot afford any leaks. The AFP’s
Gaughan in his press conference
made the point that Australia is reli-
ant on the top secret and secret infor-
mation it receives from its Five Eyes
partners.

“If we can’t be seen to protect
our own internal information, we are
concerned the information flow to us
dries up,” Gaughan said. The raids
were in response to alleged security
breaches.

Our rights and freedoms are
being eroded and there is little in
the way of action to restore these
rights. The trade union movement
(see Editorial) is on the move and it
is important it continue to build its
Change the Rules campaign. &
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK

Man was born free and everywhere he is in chains.

French philosopher Jean-Jacques Rousseau (1762)
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Traditional Owners:
last line to stop Adani

Rudi Maxwell

With Indian mining giant Adani
receiving public support from
both the federal Coalition govern-
ment and the Queensland Labor
government, it looks like the
only impediment to the massive
coal mine is the full bench of the
Federal Court.

Last month the Wangan and
Jagalingou Traditional Owners
Council was back in court, appeal-
ing against the mining company’s
Indigenous Land Use Agreement
(ILUA) and the extinguishment of
their native title.

The Council, including spokes-
people Adrian Burragubba and
Murrawah Johnson, say that after
four meetings where W&J people
voted against the proposed ILUA, a
fifth meeting was a sham.

They say the process of checking
whether those who voted in an ILUA
had legitimate native title claims
“lacked rigour”.

The agreement, which Adani
requires to develop the mine, extin-
guished the group’s land rights.

Their barrister Stephen Keim
provided examples of what he said
were lax processes in identifying a
group of unregistered people who
turned up to the meeting. Mr Keim
said his clients contended checks did
not take place as required by law.

Justice Steven Rares made the
point to Mr Keim that “the fact is,
your clients knew all about” the
meeting but they did not turn up.

The parties considered a com-
plex administrative issue brought up
in submissions from Adani, which
could have seen the appeal thrown
out.

But the hearing carried on with
submissions from the Queensland
South Native Title Services and the
Native Title Registrar, who are also
parties in the case.

Ms Johnson, who has been
involved in the campaign against the

Black-throated Finch.

mine for more than five years, told
the Koori Mail that it was fundamen-
tal to their people that they continue
to resist the mine.

“It’s very interesting to see the
lengths that the federal government
is willing to go to for this mine,” she
said. “The Attorney-General’s office
intervened in our court case in 2017,
the native title amendments after the
McGlade decision. Throughout the
history of mining in this country it’s
unprecedented.

“This newcomer gets to dictate
Commonwealth legislation and has
forever tainted the Native Title Act. I
cannot understand it, the length that
they’re willing to go to for empty
promises.

June 12, 2019

“It would be different if Adani
stacked up financially.”

Ms Johnson said the fact that the
federal government, with Labor sup-
port, changed the Native Title Act
so that only a majority of claimants
were required to support an ILUA,
rather than all of them, showed that
the native title system is stacked
against Aboriginal people.

“If we were ever to win it would
turn this country on its head,” she
said. “Aboriginal people are on the
bottom rung, in terms of power,
respect given to us.

“When Adani approached us ini-
tially they expected us poor, dumb
blackfellas to take pocket change.

“We’ve had mines on our

From the Archives

The Guardian, September 1986

“You make me look like some ruthless, union-bashing, millionaire capitalist

exploiter — congratulations!”

country for 50 years and our people
are no better off. Not to have our
culture destroyed — that’s what this
is about. We have given up more to
this country than anyone else. But we
have not said we are happy for eve-
ryone else to prosper and our people
to continue to be pushed down.

“This is the last line. It’s 230
years of colonisation and there are
things that we have to hold onto now
or we will lose them forever, they
can’t be rebuilt and if we lose them
our future generations will have
nothing to refer back to or under-
stand how they should navigate this
world.”

Adani has said it is confident
of getting the last state approval it

needs to begin construction on the
mine.

The firm won state-government
approval for its plan to protect the
endangered black-throated finch,
which lives on its proposed central
Queensland mine site.

Academics condemned the deci-
sion, saying Adani’s Black-throated
Finch Management Plan fell a long
way short of a plan that could con-
serve the Black-throated Finch.

It’s now waiting on one last
state approval, with the Department
of Environment and Science due to
decide on its groundwater manage-
ment plan by June 13.

Koori Mail &

Sydney Vigil for Children in Yemen

Thursday June 13 from 12 noon to 1pm
75 Elizabeth Street Sydney

The Yemen War continues unabated. In Yemen an estimated 85,000
children under the age of five have died from starvation due to the
war being waged by Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates. Both
countries have appalling human rights records.

An Australian Company called EQS (Electro Opfics Systems) has received

a $450 million contract to supply weapons systems to Saudi Arabia and

the UAE. The Australian Government has subsidised this sale to the tune

of $35 million. The Australian Government has stationed SAS troops in
UAE to help that country’s war effort against Yemen.

EOS has its registered office at 75 Elizabeth Street, near the corner
of King Street in Sydney’s (BD. Peace and human rights activists hold
a vigil outside this office on the second Thursday of every month,
demanding an end to the war in Yemen, and end to the war on children.

“We are campaigning for our Government fo reduce military spending
and to stop encouraging the export of weapons fo the Middle East
and other flashpoints around the world,” says Denis Doherty of the
Anti-Bases Campaign which is organising the monthly vigils.

Dr Hannah Middleton

0418 668 098
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Wharfies in siruggle

Australian waterside workers employed
by two of the world’s largest port opera-
tors are embroiled in disputes over two
new enterprise agreements with Dubai
Ports World (DPW) and Hutchison Ports
Australia (HPA).

DPW operates in Sydney, Melbourne,
Fremantle and Brisbane while Hutchison have
terminals in Brisbane and Sydney. The issues
across all of the six container terminals are
similar with employers seeking to outsource
work and reduce the scope of work coverage of
wharfies and the Maritime Union of Australia
(MUA) amongst other attempts to reduce over-
all conditions of employment.

The MUA has rejected all aspects of out-
sourcing. The union refuses to accept any
wharfies jobs being transferred to management
roles in what can only be described as a union
busting exercise by both HPA and DPW.

DPW CEO Glen Hilton has made the DPW
position clear, resorting to corporate threats to
his workforce in the AFR on May 24 when
“he warned that if the MUA does not work to
improve its cost base and introduce flexibility
to rosters to cope with the “peaks and troughs”
of demand, DP World may be forced to con-
sider automation.”

The MUA is seeking the inclusion of an
automation clause in its DPW and HPA agree-
ments to stave off the company’s threat to
replace wharfies with robots. The only result
from automation is stevedoring profits increase
and lost jobs. The implementation of automa-
tion under capitalism serves two main purposes
from the perspective of the boss.

They seek to bust unions and increase the
rate of profit. In the stevedoring industry the
stevedoring company is the only part of the
supply chain that benefits from automation.
The big stevedores do not pass on price sav-
ings to consumers and the immediate effect of
automation is a significant reduction in quay
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line productivity. The actual practical results
of automation clearly demonstrate the aims of
big stevedores.

Automation is a big issue on the waterfront
but also throughout the whole of society with
significant changes and developments in tech-
nology making access to automated machinery
all the more available and cheaper in various
sectors and industries. Job losses are enor-
mous with waterfront automation and the very
small number of new jobs that arise from auto-
mated processes will never outweigh the num-
bers of jobs lost through implementing the new
technology.

The broader social questions of automation
are very real for workers and our communi-
ties. Capitalism, true to its form and nature, is
using new technology to increase profits. The
job-shedding practices clearly have a social
impact with increased unemployment and
further erosions for workers often under less
union coverage.

The MUA has been putting forward shorter
hours as a main claim in dealing with automa-
tion. This claim has seen some initial success
with a 30-hour week at HPA, 31-hour rosters
at Patrick, 32-hour week in DPW Brisbane.
DPW Brisbane is semi-automated as are both

the Hutchison terminals. Patrick terminals in
Brisbane and Sydney are fully automated.

Waterfront negotiations continue and the
CPA stands in solidarity with wharfies fight-
ing to protect their jobs and conditions and
standing up against automation that is imple-
mented in the name of profit, union busting
and ultimately an erosion of all our commu-
nity standards.

CPA members are encouraged to offer soli-
darity and support to wharfies in struggle and
if the situation demands members should make
themselves available to stand side by side with
the MUA on their pickets in struggle. &

Uber decision: need for law changes

The Transport Workers’ Union
has called on the federal govern-
ment to enact urgent legislation
to ensure workers in the gig
economy are given rights and
protections against exploita-
tion, following the Fair Work
Ombudsman’s announcement
that it will not take action against
Uber.

“Today’s decision by the Fair
Work Ombudsman is devastat-
ing for workers in the gig econ-
omy,” said TWU national secretary
Michael Kaine. “Last year we had
a landmark victory when a Foodora
rider won an unfair dismissal case
and we know the same control fac-
tors are in play for workers in Uber
and right across the gig economy.

“If this is what our laws are
guiding regulators to do then these
laws are hopelessly broken and the

Government must act urgently to
put in place rights that protect all
workers.

“In jurisdictions from London
to New York and Los Angeles, Uber
is being held to account and faced
down despite its massive lobbying
efforts and bullying. Yet in Australia
today it has been given the green
light to continue ripping riders and
drivers off, sacking them without
warning or the right to appeal and
ignoring their pleas to be able to
earn a decent living,” Kaine added.

The union has demanded that
the federal government move
urgently to address the gaping prob-
lem. Workers must be given rights
regardless of their definition under
the law. The evidence shows that
Uber workers are being abused: the
pay is well below minimum rates,
there is no right to negotiate the

continual decreasing rates, there

is little support when drivers are
forced to take time off when they
are sick or injured and superannua-
tion is non-existent.

The Rideshare Drivers
Co-operative said: “We are very dis-
appointed at the decision not to take
action against Uber. Uber continu-
ally sends us messages on how we
must behave and carry out our jobs.
Work is also preferentially allocated
based on our ratings and availability
for work. If we take time off when
sick, we notice a drop off in work
allocated to us.

“Uber informs us through the
app what our cancellation and
acceptance rate is. They are abso-
lutely controlling how we do our
jobs. We believe we deserve rights
and protections while we do these
jobs.”

A survey of over 1,100 ride-
share drivers in Australia last
October showed the average pay is
just $16 per hour before fuel, insur-
ance and other costs are taken out.
One in 10 drivers has been physi-
cally assaulted while 6% have
been sexually assaulted. Workers
responding to the survey said they
faced death threats from passen-
gers towards them and their fami-
lies, rape threats, sexual assault,
being punched in the face, held at
knifepoint, had their car windows
broken, their cars stolen and have
received racial abuse. Almost two-
thirds of drivers have had false
reports by passengers.

A survey of food delivery
riders in Australia shows three out
of every four are paid below mini-
mum rates. Almost 50% of riders
had either been injured on the job

or knew someone who had. Three
UberEats riders have been killed
while working.

Last month rideshare driv-
ers in Australia took part in a day
of global protest against Uber
while food delivery riders deliv-
ered an invoice to Uber offices
in Sydney for unpaid wages and
superannuation.

In November, a former Foodora
food delivery rider Josh Klooger
supported by the TWU won an
unfair dismissal case against the
company, after he was sacked for
speaking out about rates and con-
ditions. Last month almost 1,700
riders received back-pay totalling
nearly $2.3 million after Foodora
was forced to admit it was under-
paying their wages and refusing
them superannuation. &

PM gets pay rise, workers get pay cut

On the same day the Prime Minister enjoys
a salary increase of more than $10,000,
about 700,000 retail and hospitality work-
ers will have their pay cut.

Last week’s Remuneration Tribunal ruling
that federal politicians should enjoy a two per-
cent pay increase on July 1, is a stark con-
trast to the penalty rate cuts voted for by the
Coalition.

The two percent increase to the Prime
Minister’s current salary of $538,460 means
he will pocket an extra $10,769 annually.

But a further 10 percentage point cut in
penalty rates for hospitality workers on the
same day means many workers will be losing
$2,000 or more a year for their work Sundays
and public holidays.

Jo-anne Schofield, national secretary of
United Voice, the hospitality union says: “The
economy is tanking, wage growth is at histori-
cal lows but the Prime Minister and his Cabinet
mates will rake in a sizeable pay rise on July 1.

“Meanwhile retail and hospitality workers
are having real difficulties putting food on the
table or meeting their utility and medical bills
from week to week as they face yet another
round of penalty rate cuts.

“Working people need jobs that are secure
and pay them fairly — not more cuts that
stop them from being able to pay for life’s
essentials.” &
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Why are so many Australians up in arms
about the political emasculation of our
national broadcaster — the Australian
Broadcasting Corporation? One reason is
that they realise the importance — espe-
cially in this age of fake news, government
propaganda and downright lying — of a
news outlet independent of the govern-
ment. Many Australians also remember the
“Good Old Days” when they could enjoy
watching their favourite teams play cricket
or football free to air before the Murdoch
Empire moved in with Foxtel and made
them pay for the privilege.

Not everyone — including me — can
remember when the ABC began in 1929. It
was when the world was experiencing the
worst recession in history. The wireless linked
this huge country of ours, informing, edu-
cating and entertaining which is the ABC’s
Charter. It became what it is today — the bed-
rock of the nation. Suddenly Australians were
learning what was happening, not only in their
own neck of the wood, but around the world.
The ABC was uniting the nation and giving
Australians knowledge and a self-respect: a
knowledge of their place in the scheme of
things.

Back in the 1930s, Sir Keith Murdoch,
whose son Rupert went on to found News
Corp, was the most powerful media baron
in Australia, running newspapers and radio
stations. Even before the ABC made its first
broadcast in May 1932, Sir Keith was pres-
suring the federal government to change the
legislation that created the ABC — in effect,
restricting the public broadcaster from col-
lecting its own news. There could be no radio
news on ABC stations in the morning until the
announcers had read the newspapers, and in
the evening the announcers had to repeat the
morning news bulletins. Murdoch had refused
to have his evening papers scooped by ABC
news broadcasts.

It beggars belief what quality of news we
would be receiving today if this were still the
case.

Fortunately, the government of the day
was not intimidated by the newspaper mag-
nate and saw the benefit of another “voice”.
Unlike his son and heir, Keith Murdoch was
not powerful enough to intimidate a govern-
ment. In the 2019 election campaign, the one
moment of triumph or, perhaps defiance, came
when Bill Shorten refused an invitation from
Rupert.

A beautiful community
voice in peril

The other reason we are fighting for the
independence of our national broadcaster is
because people need an unbiased, honest and
untrammelled source of information. There has
been a vicious and unrelenting campaign by
this LNP government concerning the “bias” of
the ABC — similar to the bashing of the unions
— which has been helped by stacking the leg-
islature with their mates as they did with the
ABC’s own Board.

As I write, Australian Federal Police offic-
ers have raided the Ultimo offices and studios
of the ABC as well as three employees, with
a search warrant over The Afghan Files spe-
cial investigation in 2017, which looked into
alleged unlawful killings and misconduct by
Special Forces troops in Afghanistan.

Conservative commentators such as
Andrew Bolt, Tim Blair and Gerard Henderson,
relentlessly accuse the ABC of a left-wing bias.
They are uncomfortable with the fact that the
ABC can give a voice to Australians otherwise
unheard, and that it pursues topics too uncom-
mercial to be covered by anyone else. It broad-
casts into areas where other outlets have long
withdrawn resources because of the inhibi-
tive costs involved and the influence of vested
interests they serve.

When Prime Minister from 2013-15, Tony
Abbott, was constantly paranoid about so-
called ABC left wing and hostile reportage of
his government. He reportedly called the Q&4
program a “Lefty Lynch Mob” and initiated a
brief ministerial boycott of the Q&4 program
because Zaky Mallah had been invited onto the
program (Mallah had been convicted of threat-
ening Commonwealth officials) to participate
in questioning one of his ministers.

If facts are preferred to empty accusa-
tions, a study commissioned by the ABC
and conducted by iSentia in 2016, compiled
share-of-voice data. It showed that the ABC
devoted 42.6 percent of election coverage to
the Coalition government (this compares to the
42.04 percent vote received by the Coalition
in the House of Representatives (HOR)), 35.9
percent to the Labor opposition (34.73 percent
HOR), 8 percent to the Greens (10.23 percent
HOR), 3.1 percent to independents (1.85 per-
cent HOR), 2.2 percent to Nick Xenophon’s
Team (1.85 percent HOR) and 8.1 percent to
the rest. Not my idea of bias.

It has to be asked that, if the ABC could

be formed during an extremely financially
difficult time as the Great Depression, why
is it being targeted for destruction now when
Australia is so wealthy? Certainly, it is not
because a country that can afford to allocate
$14 trillion to its future defence budget, and
spend $48.7 million for the commemoration of
the 250th anniversary of James Cook’s landing
in Botany Bay, lacks the means. It is because
it is seen as a threat by those multimillionaires
who are running the country and have the gov-
ernment at their beck and call. The people are
fighting for its future because we believe it
is the only honest “voice” we have in an age
of bombardment by unsettling and confusing
multi-media outlets.

Finances

ABC funding is now frozen at 2018-19
levels from next month, resulting in a $15
million reduction in 2019-20, $28 million in
2021 and $41 million by 2021-22 (a total loss
of approximately $85 million over the next
three years). This follows the $254 million cut
in 2014. Death by a million cuts! The current
government is blaming this freeze on increases
linked to inflation, but obviously the money is
available as Labor promised that, if elected, it
would provide an extra $40 million to the ABC
with another $20 million for SBS.

Before her dismissal in 2018, former
ABC managing director Michelle Guthrie
stated that “The ABC is now more important
than ever given the impact of overseas play-
ers in the local media industry and the criti-
cal role the ABC plays as Australia’s most
trusted source of news, analysis and investi-
gative journalism”. She also said the ABC
had already achieved significant productivity
gains in response to past budget cuts, consist-
ently delivering award winning public inter-
est journalism, regional services and critically
acclaimed original Australian programmes and
content.

Successive governments have recognised
that the broadcast of Australian content on tel-
evision is an important part of national cultural
policy, and they are very popular with audi-
ences, but the cost of producing it is high and
there are limited returns available from a rela-
tively small domestic market. This is partic-
ularly the case for high-cost or low-income
genres, such as drama and children’s pro-
gramming. For instance, high-end drama pro-
gramming costing around $1 million per hour
to produce in Australia can be acquired from

overseas and broadcast for less than $200,000
per hour. The maxim that you “get what you
pay for” might be apt, judging by the standard
of some imported programs. However, the gov-
ernment’s attitude to this market failure can be
seen in its policies.

While the ABC has been hit with hundreds
of millions of dollars of cuts to its base funding
since 2014, last year’s federal budget managed
to find $30 million for pay TV broadcaster
Foxtel to spend on women’s sports coverage.

Effect of cuts

After the budget announcement was made
last year, managing director, John Anderson,
told staff that “tough decisions” would have to
be made regarding staffing and services. ABC
staff believe on-air disruption and “painful” job
losses are now inevitable. It was felt that all
the fat had been trimmed after previous budget
reductions, and it was thought inevitable for
further job losses or programming changes.
Every department could be affected, including
drama, comedy, children’s, radio, and iview.

The 2019 budget papers confirm funding
for the ABC’s “general operational activities”
fall from $916 million this year to $900 mil-
lion in 2018-19; $901 million, $903 million
and $902 million in the following three years.

Anderson recently told a Senate committee
hearing how important it was to retain jour-
nalists around Australia for local coverage,
and the Morrison government has said it will
provide another three years of funding for the
national broadcaster’s “enhanced news-gath-
ering” program, with $44 million committed
over the next three years.

Epilogue

In a 2018 survey, 83 percent of respondents
agreed that the ABC performs a valuable role
in the Australian community, and apart from a
vocal minority of reactionaries, most people
don’t want to see it diminished. It was felt that
the cuts over the past six years have seriously
impacted morale, with staff anxious about
tenure having seen senior staff axed.

Despite News Corp’s aversion to public
broadcasting, the community values its ABC.
It is felt that although some countries con-
trol state broadcasting, whilst others leave
it entirely to the commercial sector, strong
democracies realise that independent public
media is essential to maintaining informed
commentary not influenced by governments or
commercial interests. &
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Checkmate Conservativesgand

R Arun Kumar

Elections to the European Parliament
which concluded on May 26 show the con-
tinuing decline of the “mainstream” politi-
cal parties. In these elections to elect 751
members of European Union Parliament
(MEPs), the EPP (European People’s Party,
a centre-right grouping consisting of the
Christian Democrats of Germany) won
180 MEPs with 23.8 percent of the vote;
the S&D group of the Progressive Alliance
of Socialists and Democrats won 146 seats
with 20.3 percent of votes.

Both these major groups in the European
Parliament, together lost around 10 percent
of the votes and 20 percent of the seats they
had held in 2014. Another conservative group,
ECR, too saw depletion in their seats (76 to
59) and vote share. The vote share of the GUE/
NGL group (European United Left/Nordic
Green Left) consisting of some communist
parties and Left/Green parties fell only by 0.9
percent, the number of their seats fell from 52
(2014) to 39.

The gainers in these elections are mainly
the Green parties, whose votes increased
by 2 percent and seats from 52 to 69. The
newly formed, ENF, Europe of Nations and
Freedom Group (consisting of Italy’s Salvini
and France’s Le Pen), won 58 seats and 7.7
percent votes. This is a grouping of right-
wing nationalists of various countries, who
have won 37 seats in 2014 (though not as a
group). The ALDER, (Group of the Alliance
of Liberals and Democrats, in which the party
of French president Macron joined as a part-
ner after 2014) also increased its votes from
7 to 13.98 percent (and a commensurate seat
increase from 68 to 105) and “Populists” won
54 seats, up from 41.

Though we can arrive at a broad idea of the
results from the above details, we cannot have
a correct assessment unless we look into some
country-wise specifics.

GERMANY

In Germany, the two major “mainstream”
parties, CDU (conservatives) and SPD (social
democrats) lost heavily in these elections. The
CDU lost around 7 percent of the vote, while
the SPD lost around 12 percent (from the votes
they received in 2014). The Die Linke, one of
the major Left parties too lost around 2 per-
cent of the votes. The Green Party of Germany
gained the most — around 10 percent of votes
and is responsible for the good performance of
the Greens throughout the continent. On the
other hand, the AfD, the far-right party that
has been increasing its strength in the recent
period, failed to put up an impressive perform-
ance, though its vote share also increased by
around 4 percent. Many had in fact expected
the AfD to get a higher vote.

FRANCE

In France, Le Pen’s extreme right-wing
Party won the largest vote share, pushing
Macron’s party to the second position. Even
in the 2014 elections, Le Pen’s party emerged
first. The heartening feature in this election is,
this party lost around one per cent of the votes,
in spite of all its efforts.

The major loser is the Socialist Party
(social democrats), which lost around 7 per
cent of the votes. In 2014, Melenchon’s party
and the Communist Party of France (PCF) had
contested the elections together as Left Front.
They had won 6.3 percent votes. In these elec-
tions, the PCF contested the elections sepa-
rately, while Melenchon contested the elections
under a new party, FI and won 6.31 percent of
the votes. The PCF won 2.49 percent, which
means together they had polled around 9 per
cent. This is an impressive showing by the
Left in France. The neoliberal Macron’s party,

which was non-existent in 2014, polled 22 per-
cent of the votes in these elections, well below
the votes it had won in the national parliament
and presidential elections.

The impact of the “gilet jaunes” (yellow
vest) protests can be easily noticed in these
elections and is chiefly responsible for the loss
of popularity and votes for Macron. They are
also the reason for the 9 percent votes polled
by both the Left parties.

GREECE

In Greece, along with the elections to
European Parliament, regional and local
body elections too were held simultane-
ously. In the European elections, the ruling
SYRIZA lost around 3 percent of the votes
and it fared further badly in the local bodies.
The major gainer in these elections is the
conservative ND, which increased its votes
by 11 percent.

The Communist Party of Greece (KKE)
was able to hold on to its two seats in the EU
Parliament, though its vote share had margin-
ally decreased by 0.5 percent. The KKE was
able to push the elections to second round in
five municipal corporations, where it is con-
testing for mayorship. Apart from this, it won
48 seats in regional councils and hundreds of
its members got elected as councillors in vari-
ous other local bodies, cutting across all the
regions. The major development in Greece is
the setback of the far-right Golden Dawn. Its
vote share was cut by half, from 9.3 to 4.8.
This is a positive development, an expression
of people seeing through its hollow, divisive
agenda.

ITALY

The one country where the extreme right-
wing gained substantially is Italy. The vote
share of the Northern League party of Salvini,
saw a huge leap by around 28 percent. It is this
growth that is responsible for the increased
numbers of the extreme-right in the EU par-
liament. This growth is achieved mainly at the
cost of the social democratic party, which lost
around 18 percent of the votes.

The other major losers are, the Five Star
Movement, a major partner in the ruling coali-
tion (lost around 5 percent votes) and another
nationalist party, Force Italy (lost around 8 per-
cent). There is a clear rightward shift in Italian
politics. This is also one country, where the
Left forces are very weak and failed to put up a
decent performance, a factor well used by the
extreme-right for its growth.

SPAIN AND PORTUGAL

Spain and Portugal are two countries where
the mainstream parties managed to maintain
their pre-eminent position. While the social
democrats in both these countries, more or less
retained their vote share, the conservatives saw
a fall of around 6 and 8 percent respectively.
The Portuguese Communist Party (PCP) was
able to maintain its strength in these elections,
where it contested in alliance with the Green
party.

The PCP alliance, CDU, lost around 5 per-
cent of the votes and the beneficiary appears to
be the Left Bloc, which increased its vote share
by 5 percent. In Spain, Podemos, which con-
tested alone in 2014, contested these elections
in alliance with communist parties, as united
Left and were able to poll 10 percent of the
votes. The growth of the extreme-right VOX
party in Spain with 6 percent votes, though less
when compared to its recent electoral gains in
the country, is a worrying feature.

UNITED KINGDOM

Initially, the United Kingdom was not
expected to take part in these elections as
Brexit was supposed to happen before May
2019. With the inconclusive negotiations and

the new “leave” date agreed as October 2019,
UK too participated in these elections.

The major losers in these elections are the
ruling Conservatives, who saw their vote share
fall by around 15 percent and slip to fifth posi-
tion. The Labour Party too lost around 11 per-
cent of their votes. The Green Party gained
around 4 percent, while the major gainers are
the Liberal Democrats, around 13 percent. The
nationalist UKIP, which secured around 26.7
percent votes in 2014, secured only 3.5 percent
votes this time.

The major reason for this shortfall is the
emergence of a new “Brexit Party”, founded by
Farage, who was the leader of the UKIP until
a few years back. The Brexit Party won 30 per
cent votes and emerged as a major player in
UK politics.

The communists in Britain gave a call
for active boycott in these elections — mean-
ing they called for people not to vote for any
party, as these are elections for EU, a union
that was rejected by the people in the Brexit
referendum.

CYPRUS

AKEL [Communist Party] of Cyprus was
able to increase its vote share and retain its two
seats. It had won over 27 percent of the votes
and stood in second position in their country.
The KSCM, communist party in the erstwhile
Czech region, was able to win only one seat
in this election (it had 3 earlier) as it had lost
around 3 percent of the votes. The major gains
made by the communist forces in the continent
are in Belgium.

BELGIUM

In Belgium too, elections to the national
parliament and regional assemblies were held
simultaneously with the EU elections. The
Workers’ Party of Belgium (PTB), which had
no representatives in the EU and a marginal
representation in its country, gained big. It has
won 12 seats in the federal parliament, one in
the European Parliament, 11 in the Brussels
Parliament, 4 in the right-wing dominated

Flemish Parliament and 10 in the Left dom-
inated Walloon Parliament. In addition, the
PTB has 4 senators. The number of PTB par-
liamentarians saw an increase from 8 to 42. At
the national level, the PTB has become the 5th
largest party, among the 12 parties with elected
representatives.

The victory of the PTB assumes signifi-
cance because it was achieved in a political
atmosphere termed by that party as a right-
ward shift. It is in this atmosphere that they
were able to concentrate on working class
struggles and other popular struggles for
the last four years. Because of these efforts,
Belgium had the first successful general strike
in the past forty years.

The party played an active role in this
struggle by not only campaigning, but on the
day of strike, its leaders visited more than 600
picket lines. The student organisation of the
PTB, Comac is playing an active role in the
ongoing protests against climate change led
by school students. The combination of work-
ing class struggles and the struggle for cli-
mate attracted lot of attention in the country.
As Peter Mertens, the general secretary of the
PTB put it, “oxygen is needed for the planet,
for the country” and also “for the families”
— wage increase and protection of worker’s
rights.

Throughout Europe, the results reflect the
anger of the toiling classes and also the fail-
ure of the governments to tackle environmen-
tal crisis. The protests of the yellow vests and
climate change activists are certainly having an
impact. The space occupied by the centrist par-
ties continues to recede.

Wherever the real Left forces, the commu-
nist and workers’ parties are actively engaged
in struggles, they are gaining. The extreme
right forces in such countries appear to have
plateaued, though their danger is still lurking.
Any slackness on the part of the Left will once
again bring them back to life and on a growth
trajectory.

People’s Democracy
CPIM) &
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What makes
a free media?

FOR WHOM THE BELL TOLLS

No man is an island,

Entire of itself.

Each is a piece of the continent,
A part of the main.

If a clod be washed away by the seq,
Europe is the less.

As well as if a promontory were.

As well as if a manner of thine own
Or of thine friend's were.

Each man’s death diminishes me,
For | am involved in mankind.
Therefore, send not fo know

For whom the bell tolls,

It tolls for thee.

John Donne
(1572-1631)
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BRITAIN: “Journalists and journalism are
under attack — globally, more than ever,”
International Press Institute chair Markus
Spillman told the organisation’s 68th con-
gress last week.

That’s hard to argue with. The International
Federation of Journalists reported a rise in
the number of journalists killed while work-
ing last year. Governments like Recep Tayyip
Erdogan’s in Turkey have become notori-
ous for the number of media workers they
imprison.

Jihadist armies like those of ISIS or al-
Nusra fighting in Syria have been respon-
sible for the kidnap and even beheading of
media workers, emphatically rejecting Geneva
Convention protocols which specify that jour-
nalists operating in warzones are entitled to
“all rights and protections” that armies are sup-
posed to grant to civilians in wartime.

Even countries which officially adhere
to those protocols have long ignored them
in practice. At least two clearly identified
Palestinian journalists were killed and scores
injured by Israeli Defence Force snipers while
covering the Great Return March protests
along the Gaza-Israel border last year. Israeli
military chiefs’ denials that the media workers
were consciously targeted ring hollow.

Still, they fall short of the explicit justifica-
tion of killing media workers given by NATO
when it bombed the Belgrade HQ of Radio and
Television of Serbia in 1999. Sixteen members
of staff lost their lives. NATO commanders
said that the TV station “was making an impor-
tant contribution to the propaganda war” being
waged by the Yugoslav government.

Whatever one made of that claim, it was
a death knell for the principle that journalists
are civilians and not military targets. Multiple
Western media organisations have engaged in
“propaganda wars” against targets from Iraq in
2003 through Libya in 2010 to Venezuela now,
or against benefit claimants or immigrants, or
against the leader of the Labour Party.

Any suggestion that this might justify
attacking workers at such organisations would

rightly horrify us, but we must recognise that
this is exactly what our own government and
that of the United States claimed after that
massacre of civilians 20 years ago.

For too many media outlets in the West
attacks on press freedom are something that
only our enemies do. This will not wash.
Alongside the increasing likelihood of journal-
ists being targeted and killed in conflict zones
Western governments are also doing more to
clamp down on awkward coverage.

Three French journalists face potential
jail terms of up to five years and hefty fines
if their publication of military reports prov-
ing French complicity in Saudi Arabia’s
war against Yemen is deemed an “attack on
national defence secrets” (by contrast former
France Telecom chiefs currently on trial can
only be fined €15,000 and jailed for a year if
found guilty of creating a systematic bullying
culture at the firm that caused 35 suicides).

Julian Assange, the WikiLeaks founder,
faces extradition and jail in the US for simply
“whistle-blowing into illegal wars, mass
murder, murder of civilians and corruption on
a grand scale,” in the words of shadow home
secretary Diane Abbott — an accurate descrip-
tion of the situation dismissed by her Tory
counterpart Sajid Javid as “support for those
who intend to do us harm.” Once again, free
speech is not accorded to official enemies.

At the IPI conference the BBC’s David
Jordan lamented “anti-press rhetoric” and that
“facts are so often a plaything of the powerful,
manipulated and corrupted to fit the agendas of
those who seek to suppress the truth.” That is
true. It is a shame that “the powerful” undoubt-
edly includes many of the institutions repre-
sented at the conference itself.

The main threat to a critical and independ-
ent media in this country does not emanate
from Kremlin “bots” or social media keyboard
warriors but from the ownership and con-
trol of the media by a privileged few, and by
the increasing willingness of governments to
punish dissenting voices.

Morning Star &
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“Tariffs and border walls
won’t work”’

The following is the open letter from
Mexican President Andrés Manuel Lépez
Obrador to US President Donald Trump
of May 30, 2019, discussing immigration
policy and the need for honest dialogue.
The letter reminds Trump of the positive
relations the two countries enjoyed at
various times in the past, condemns

the US president’s approach to border
security and immigration, and says that
“universal justice and fraternity” will win
out over nationalism.

President Donald Trump,

I am aware of your latest position with
regard to Mexico. In advance, I express
to you that I don’t want confrontation.
The peoples and nations that we represent
deserve that we resort to dialogue and act
with prudence and responsibility, in the
face of any conflict in our relations, serious
as it may be.

The greatest President of Mexico, Benito
Juarez, maintained excellent relations with
the Republican hero, Abraham Lincoln. Later,
when Mexico nationalised its oil resources
and industry, Democratic President Franklin
D Roosevelt understood the profound rea-
sons that led our patriotic President Lazaro
Cardenas to act in favour of our sovereignty.
By the way, President Roosevelt was a titan of
freedom who proclaimed the four fundamental
rights of man: the right to freedom of speech,
the right to freedom of religion, the right to live
free from fear, and the right to live free from
misery.

With this in mind, we frame our policy on
immigration. Human beings do not leave their
villages for pleasure but out of necessity. That’s
why, from the beginning of my government, [
proposed opting for cooperation in develop-
ment and aid for the Central American coun-
tries with productive investments to create jobs
and resolve this painful situation.

You also know that we are fulfilling our
responsibility to prevent, as much as possi-
ble and without violating human rights, any
passage of the persons concerned through
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our country. It is worth remembering that in
a short time, Mexicans will not need to go to
the United States and that migration will be
optional, not forced. This is because we are
fighting, like never before, the main problem
in Mexico, corruption.

And, in this way, our country will attain a
powerful social dimension. Our countrymen
will be able to work and be happy where they
were born, where their families, their customs,
and their cultures are.

President Trump, social problems are not
resolved by tariffs or coercive measures like
turning a neighbouring country overnight into
a ghetto, an enclosed place for the migrants of
the world, where they’re stigmatised, abused,
persecuted, and excluded and the right to jus-
tice is denied to those who seek to work and to

live free from want. The Statue of Liberty is
not an empty symbol.

With all due respect, although you have the
sovereign right to say it, the slogan “United
States First” is a fallacy because universal jus-
tice and fraternity will prevail until the end of
time, even over national borders.

Specifically, citizen President, I propose to
deepen our dialogue and seek alternatives to
the immigration problem. And please remem-
ber that I do not lack courage, that I am not
cowardly or timorous, but that I act on prin-
ciples. I believe that politics was invented to
avoid confrontation and war, among other
things.

I do not believe in the Law of Talon, in
a “tooth for a tooth” or an “eye for an eye”
because, if we practiced it, we would all be

toothless and one-eyed. I believe that as states-
men and even more so as patriots, we are
obliged to seek peaceful solutions to contro-
versies and to practice the beautiful ideal of
non-violence, forever.

Finally, I suggest that you instruct your
officials, if it doesn’t cause any inconvenience,
to attend to representatives of our government,
headed by the Secretary of Foreign Relations,
who will be in Washington to reach an agree-
ment for the benefit of our two nations.

Nothing by force. Everything by reason
and human rights.

Your friend,

Andrés Manuel Lépez Obrador
President of México
The original letter of May 30, 2019 can be
accessed at lopezobrador.org.mx.

US government targets Cuba’s tourism

WT Whitney

The US government under
President Donald Trump on
June 4 announced new restric-
tions on US citizens traveling to
Cuba. They took effect on June
5. National Security Advisor
John Bolton, speaking to Cuban-
American Bay of Pigs veterans
in Miami on April 17, had set
the stage. He mentioned upcom-
ing travel restrictions plus the
implementation of Title III of the
1996 Helms-Burton Law and the
lowering of remittances Cuban
Americans could to send to their
families in Cuba.

Specifically, the Office of
Foreign Assets Control (OFAC), the
Treasury Department agency carry-
ing out the US economic blockade
against Cuba, indicated on its web-
site a ban on US citizens engaging
in group travel on people-to-people
visits to Cuba. The Trump admin-
istration in November 2018 had
stopped people-to-people travel to
Cuba by individuals.

Additionally, the Commerce
Department banned visits to Cuba
by passenger and recreational ves-
sels and private and corporate air-
craft. The new regulations don’t
affect commercial airline flights to

Cuba. They do block cruise ship
visits to Cuban ports.

The idea behind people-to-peo-
ple travel to Cuba, instituted under
President Bill Clinton, was that US
citizens, either as individuals or in
groups, could plan their own travel
to Cuba. President Barack Obama
restored people-to-people travel
after the George W Bush adminis-
tration had ended it. The purpose of
people-to-people travel related to
engagement with the Cuban people
and travellers’ self-education, usu-
ally as regards culture, history, natu-
ral history, or their own intellectual
interests.

It was a mode of travel beyond
control by so-called traveller service
providers that, licensed by OFAC,
determine the content of group
visits to Cuba and validate the pur-
poses of individual travellers. Those
agencies serve OFAC as enforcers
of travel restrictions.

OFAC has allowed 12 catego-
ries of Cuba travel including jour-
nalism, family visits, religious
activities, humanitarian projects,
and “support for the Cuban people.”
One of them, “Educational activi-
ties/People to People,” has been
“the most common way for the
average American to travel to
Cuba,” according to the head of

Cuba Educational Travel, a large
travel company. As of June 5, that
category had disappeared from

an official website, only to be
replaced on another current list by
“Educational activities (schools,
students, teachers).”

Permeating OFAC’s newly
revised summary of Cuba travel
regulations are reminders of pre-
vious Trump administration rules
requiring travellers to stay away
from “180 state-run and military-
owned companies” serving visitors
to Cuba. OFAC advises legal travel-
lers to ration activities reminiscent
of tourism.

The intention behind US travel
restrictions is to reduce the flow
of income Cuba derives from for-
eign visitors. Newly tightened
restrictions may well cause enor-
mous damage to Cuba’s economy.
That’s because, as one observer has
it, tourism is “the most dynamic
industry of the island’s economy,”
accounting for 10.7 percent of
Cuba’s GDP in 2017. Among for-
eign visitors, those from the United
States are crucially important for
Cuba.

More than 250,000 US visitors
travelled to Cuba in the first four
months of 2019, up 93.5 percent
over those months in 2018. Of the

1.93 million foreign visitors in these
months this year, Canadians were
tops at 624,530; US Cuba travellers
were second.

US and other foreign visitors
provide Cuba with hard currency,
particularly dollars. That’s no small
matter, what with Cuba’s over-
whelming foreign debt obligations,
Cuba’s obligation to maintain social
services, and the new threat to for-
eign investment represented by
brand new implementation of Title
IIT of the US Helms-Burton Law.

Cuba travel restrictions con-
stitute one element of the US eco-
nomic blockade against the country,
which aims at undoing a gov-
ernment not to US liking. Tools
are used — travel restrictions, for
instance — that harass the Cuban
people and destabilise Cuban
society.

But, as is usually the case, US
spokespersons justify new block-
ade regulations in terms of policy
objectives prevailing at whatever
moment. Treasury Secretary Steven
Mnuchin thus mentions Cuba’s
“destabilising role in the Western
Hemisphere, providing a commu-
nist foothold in the region and prop-
ping up US adversaries in places
like Venezuela and Nicaragua.”
John Bolton claims that “Cuba has

continued to prop up the illegiti-
mate Maduro regime in Venezuela.”
Florida Senator Marco Rubio
speaks of “the Cuban regime’s
deceitful activities to undermine US
policy.”

The Bipartisan Cuba
Working Group of the House of
Representatives sharply criticised
the new Trump travel restric-
tions. Its co-chairpersons are
Tom Emmer of Minnesota, Rick
Crawford of Arkansas, Barbara Lee
of California, and Kathy Castor of
Florida. Castor, a Democrat, issued
a strong denunciation on her own
website.

James Williams, head of the
anti-blockade group Engage Cuba,
condemned the new restrictions as
interfering with the liberties of US
citizens and hurting Cuba’s private
sector.

Speaking for Cuba, Minister for
Foreign Relations Bruno Rodriguez
denounced the new US effort “to
strangle the economy and endanger
Cubans’ standard of living so as to
pull out political concessions from
us. It will fail, again.”
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The face of
monopoly capitalism

Aisling Joyce

Amazon is Europe’s largest inter-
net retailer, with a turnover twice
that of its 20 largest competitors.
In 2017 its chief executive earned
US$2.16 million per hour, while
Amazon workers receive the
statutory minimum wage, which
in the EU varies between €1.42
and €11.27 per hour.

In 2018 the company generated a
global turnover of about €210 billion
— an increase of more than 30 per-
cent on the previous year. Employing
more than 600,000 workers around
the globe, it now has a market capi-
talisation of more than €730 billion,
with its operating profit amounting to
approximately €11 billion.

Ireland is not the only country
in the European Union to do sweet-
heart deals with transnational cor-
porations, such as Apple, Amazon,
Facebook, Google, and Microsoft,
among many others. Thanks to a deal
with the government of Luxembourg
(when Jean-Claude Juncker was
prime minister), Amazon did not pay
any tax on 75 percent of its turnover
between 2003 and 2014.

These companies are notorious
for the super-exploitation of work-
ers and the elimination of competi-
tors through unfair (and often illegal)
business practices, as well as for the
environmental impact of their exces-
sive packaging and the destruction
of goods that are returned in perfect
condition.

Amazon generates its massive
turnover by being (a) one of the big-
gest on-line retailers, (b) the operator
of by far the largest on-line market

for third-party suppliers, (c) one of
the largest providers of on-line serv-
ices, and (d) the distributor of the
products ordered.

Because of its monopoly posi-
tion in some sectors, many inde-
pendent traders depend on Amazon
for reaching their customers. Not sat-
isfied with this monopoly position,
and the vast profits that it is able to
make, its strategy now is to drive
more independent retailers and man-
ufacturers out of business through
its sheer market power, for example
through copying products and under-
cutting prices.

With this uneven power rela-
tionship and its monopoly control,
Amazon can impose huge burdens
on those traders that wish to use its
services, demanding a large percent-
age, thereby forcing tighter margins.
The result is a constant downward
pressure on workers’ wages and
conditions, competing with workers
around the globe who never see or
know each other.

According to Union Network
International, an international
umbrella organisation for service
unions, Amazon’s company strategy
is based on brutal piecework, carried
out under permanent control, using
advanced monitoring technology.

Amazon workers can cover dis-
tances of 16 to 20 kilometres in an
hour and lift 50 tonnes of packages
per day, and may be expected to
handle three hundred packages per
hour. Taking breaks is often not pos-
sible, even to go to the toilet, forcing
some to urinate instead in a bottle at
their work station. Because of work-
place accidents, ambulances had to

International

be called 600 times during a period
of three years to Amazon’s ware-
houses in Britain, where 87 percent
of its workers reported suffering
chronic joint pain.

Amazon exploits every possi-
ble legal loophole: in deciding what
break times workers are entitled
to, in defeating strikes, and in the
way temporary workers are hired.
Safeguards are reduced to a mini-
mum. Through “sector shopping”
(classification in more favourable
sectors in different countries), the
company chooses the lowest possi-
ble costs. To this end it claims to be
a logistics (i.e. delivery) company in
Germany while in France it operates
as a “small trader.”

Throughout Europe there are
growing efforts to organise Amazon
workers, resulting in numerous
strikes. In May 2018 in Germany,
where the company has eleven
warehouses, employing a permanent
staff of 13,000, the United Services
Union organised a strike in several
branches, as the company was not
paying a living wage.

In Italy a collective agreement
with Amazon on wages, shift work
and working hours was introduced
for the first time in 2018, and this
was taken as a model.

In November 2018 Amazon
workers in Britain, Spain, France,
Italy and Germany went on strike
against their working conditions.
Union Network International has
successfully established the UNI
Global Amazon Alliance as a net-
work straddling 14 countries, and
struggle is certain to continue.
Socialist Voice &
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A year of

strike victories

BRITAIN: Almost 200 delegates
from the Bakers, Food and Allied
Workers’ Union (BFAWU) have
gathered in Southport last week
for their 101st conference to
reflect on a year of successful
strikes.

The union is known for its abil-
ity to organise precarious workers
in sectors that traditionally have not
been organised.

In the last 12 months the union
has seen a series of strikes secure
landmark pay rises from food indus-
try titans.

General secretary Ronnie
Draper told the Morning Star about
the challenges his activists face in
this industry.

“Others have tried, failed and
walked away. It’s a long slog,” he
said. “We’re a campaigning union,
we spend the money we get to try
and improve the lives of anyone in
precarious work, who are predomi-
nately young people.

“Everybody deserves rights to

decent pay and should not be subsi-
dising multinational companies on
the back of zero-hours contracts.

“We are taking on McDonald’s,
Wetherspoon and KFC,” he added.

Pub giant Wetherspoon had
adopted a combative approach to
trade unions, led by its chairman
Tim Martin. “I have written to Tim
Martin requesting recognition rights
and talks and he has refused it,”
Draper said.

Despite the challenges, he
praised the Wetherspoon workers
in Brighton whose strike ballot saw
the company bring forward a pay
rise by six months.

And he highlighted BFAWU’s
agreement for its workers at Greggs,
which Draper said resulted in mem-
bers receiving “the best rise this
year for a long time.”

The high-street pasty chain rec-
ognises the role played by workers
in helping the firm boost profits,
Draper noted.
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Clothing and

super-exploitation

Aisling Joyce

At the end of May 2019 a study
published by the Stern Centre for
Business and Human Rights at
New York University drew atten-
tion to the demeaning conditions
in the global clothing industry.

The report shows how monopoly
capitalism exploits countries, both
large and small, that try to develop
economically, in particular impov-
erished countries that seek foreign
investment by declaring themselves
“open for business” and offer a vast
and willing cheap labour force, suit-
able for exploitation.

The story and the strategy are
similar all over the world. Monopoly
capital is driven to scouring the
world, seeking competitive advan-
tage, establishing factories or local
subsidiaries to compete against each
other in securing orders, with unfair
trading practices imposed by the
imperial powers, such as the United
States and the European Union.
Factories are built, full of mainly
young, uneducated women recruited
from villages, seeing factory work as
a way out of poverty.

Ethiopia built the state-owned
Hawassa Industrial Park, about 140
miles from Addis Ababa, in 2015—
16. It is estimated that more than
25,000 people now work in the
numerous factories, manufacturing

garments for such global brands as
Levi, Guess, and Tommy Hilfiger.

The Ethiopian government pro-
motes this site as a place for secur-
ing cheap workers. A government
brochure for potential foreign inves-
tors advertised: “Cheap and skilled
labour: a seventh of China and half
of Bangladesh.” In fact, global retail
companies can secure Ethiopian
workers for even less. Some are
being paid US$26 a month, not
much more than a quarter of the
US$95 a month minimum wage in
Bangladesh.

The influx of workers to these
factories has driven up the cost of
accommodation: a single bare room
within a few miles of the industrial
estate costs about US$52 a month.

The report states: “One young
woman showed us the concrete
ground-floor room she and three
fellow-workers rent from a home-
owner. There is no toilet, only an
open-air latrine nearby. The woman
said she and her room-mates work
different shifts, and she’d had some
of her belongings stolen. Sometimes
there is no food left for her when she
returns from the factory.

“All four women sleep on thin
mattresses on the floor, and when
it rains water seeps into the living
space. We heard from others at the
park [industrial estate] that some
employers hand out plastic sheets,

which employees place between
their mattresses and the concrete
floor in an attempt to stay dry.”

Rural workers in particular, not
being used to the monotony of fac-
tory production, find the conditions
of life very hard. During 2017-18
attrition hovered at about 100 per-
cent, meaning that, on average,
factories were replacing all their
workers every 12 months.

The American firm PVH was
among the first to move from
Bangladesh. This is one of the
world’s largest clothing chains, pro-
ducing for such labels as Calvin
Klein, Izod, and Tommy Hilfiger,
with more than 2,000 factories in 40
countries. It has an annual income of
US$9.7 billion.

In Bangladesh, workers’” wages
have increased little over the last
three decades, leading to the possi-
bility that Ethiopia could become a
permanent pool of cheap labour.

This is monopoly capitalism at
work, securing massive profits from
super-exploitation.

So, the next time you cross the
door of your trendy boutique, or you
shop for cheap clothes in Penney’s,
take a moment to think of the sheer
exploitation it has taken to make the
latest fashionable item.
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Compulsory voting

On Saturday, as I have done for
the last 15 years on election day,
I handed out How to Vote cards
for a left wing political party at
a polling booth. This year as in
past years I noticed people arrive
at the polling booth who are not
sure which candidate deserves
their vote.

Although the Labor Party may
have had a few dubious policies
which they were offering voters, they
also had some good policies and did
not engage as much in negative cam-
paigning as the Coalition. It is also
more incumbent on the opposition to
demonstrate what they have to offer.

However, the Liberals decided
their own record in government
would not be a vote puller but a cam-
paign which focused on the faults
and perceived faults of the ALP and

their leader Bill Shorten would be a
vote puller. So was born “The Bill
you can’t afford”, which was used
unrelentingly in newspaper ads,
letter box drops, billboards, social
media and even digital screens at
petrol bowsers!

Then come late Saturday on
election night and although it was
a shock it was no surprise and defi-
nitely not a miracle, Scott Morrison’s
Liberals had come through.

But is this a good thing for
democracy in Australia and does this
really represent the electoral will
of the people? If you have compul-
sory voting and many people do not
want to vote and/or make insufficient
effort to inform themselves on what
and who to vote for and political par-
ties have the ability to basically say
whatever they like and can spend as
much money as they want to put out
a campaign of dubious merit — then
democracy is the loser!

It does not represent the
informed will of the people.

This country needs to drop com-
pulsory voting and ban private fund-
ing of election campaigns as only
those messages with the most money
get heard the loudest and they are
often not representative of the policy
intentions of a party or an individ-
ual candidate. When every candidate
gets the same opportunity to publish

their political intentions we will get

the true expression of the will of the
people.

Richard Titelius

WA

Oceans campaign

Ocean life is more threatened
now, than ever before in human
history. Plastic pollution, danger-
ous fishing and mining practices,
climate change and deep sea oil
drilling are destroying our blue
planet on a scale unimaginable to
most people, making it harder for
the wonderful creatures that live
in our oceans to survive.

Historically, there has never been
a global framework to assess the
impact of human activities and cli-
mate change. But for the first time in
history, the world is coming together
to tackle these challenges. Which
is why we’re launching our biggest
ever oceans campaign.

Right now there’s a new global
ocean treaty on the table at the
UN. If it’s approved, it’ll open the
door to protecting at least a third
of our oceans by 2030, a target sci-
entists say is vital to mitigate cli-
mate change impacts and to protect
biodiversity.

It’s a huge opportunity — because

shockingly, most of the world’s
oceans are not only unprotected,
there’s also no legal way to protect
them. We have a chance to turn the
tide. But it’s going to take all of us.

Ocean sanctuaries are areas pro-
tected from direct human impact.
They are havens for marine life to
flourish and fish stocks to recover —
from the mightiest blue whale to the
tiniest ocean krill.

Oceans also provide priceless
carbon sinks when our planet needs
them most — keeping climate change
and global warming at bay, helping
not just our marine life by all of us
too.

This is because carbon is natu-
rally absorbed by plants and animals:
it’s in the bodies of living creatures
like whales and fish, and can be
buried on the seabed when they die.

Animals feeding at the sur-
face and leaving waste in the ocean
depths drives what’s known as the
oceans “carbon pump”, pulling
carbon from the atmosphere and
locking it away underwater slowing
the progress of climate breakdown.

To put it simply — if we can pro-
tect our oceans, then our oceans will
protect us too.

We have succeeded in pushing
krill fishing companies to stop fish-
ing in areas around the Antarctic
Peninsula, and kicked Shell out of

Guardian

the Arctic. And we’re working hard
to kick Big Oil out of the Great
Australian Bight for good.

But to secure permanent protec-
tion for the world’s oceans we need
to think even bigger.

We’ve collaborated with scien-
tists to draw up a rescue plan for our
oceans and shared this blueprint with
world leaders.

And last month, we set sail with
a team of scientists, photographers
and campaigners to document a year
in the life of our oceans, and build
the strongest possible case for pro-
tecting them.

We need everything from
highly specialised scientific equip-
ment to hot meals on board for crew
members.

And while our independence
and ability to speak out freely is our
strongest asset, it also means that we
rely on people like you to fund our
campaigns.

We’ll be sure to give you exclu-
sive updates on this epic voyage for
our oceans. But to ensure the cam-
paign succeeds, we need everyone.
Together, we can protect our oceans
for future generations.

With hope and determination,

Alana and the team at
Greenpeace Australia Pacific

Chelsea Manning and
Rohingya Muslims

in new documentaries

Bill Meyer

TORONTO: Filmmaking has not only
become more accessible to the masses but
with newer technology, many documenta-
ries are covering the news almost instantly.
The Toronto Hot Docs Film Festival this
year featured many timely stories that
address current world issues. One promi-
nent film highlighted the courageous life
of whistle blower Chelsea Manning who
risked her life the day she uploaded thou-
sands of classified documents to WikiLeaks.
XY Chelsea documents her life from that
day to the present, with all the dramatic
twists and turns resulting from her expo-
sure to US barbarism in the Iraqi war.
What she saw while in Iraq traumatised
her for life and she’s been paying for it
ever since.

Manning was scheduled to travel with the
new film along with UK director Tim Travers
Hawkins but was imprisoned once again, this
time for her unwillingness to cooperate with
a Grand Jury investigation of WikiLeaks.
Hawkins had pitched the film idea to her three
years ago when she was in a different state of
mind, and it looked like she was heading into
recovery mode.

The powerful film covers the key points
in her life. With flashbacks of her early family
life as a young boy named Bradley, and her
decision to enlist in the military, you can see
her unique life unfolding. In 2010 she was sen-
tenced to a 35-year term for releasing secret
military documents. The emotional and mental
pain she suffered while in confinement led to a
suicide attempt. Dealing with the consequences
of coming out as a trans person added to the
trauma of prison life. Surprisingly, her harsh
sentence was commuted (not pardoned) by
outgoing President Obama after serving seven
years.

The director met Manning while in prison,
and became one of her few confidants, allow-
ing for many privileged scenes throughout this
revealing documentary. The script is based on a
diary she wrote while in prison. Because of the
sensitive information discussed, including US
war crimes, the doc is a bold political act itself.

Chelsea Manning.

Upon release from prison, she was satu-
rated in social media, dolled up for magazine
front pages, radio and TV interviews. She
attended major political rallies and even ran
for office. The film offers a rare and intimate
view of her life, allowing a better understand-
ing of her courageous choices. It also shows
her sometimes reckless behaviour and extreme
fragility, but the film wisely avoided any psy-
chological analysis.

The film is often tragic in tone, showing
the pervasive surveillance ominously grow-
ing in the US. There is humaneness in the por-
trayal of its subject, showing how the brutality
and injustice she experienced while in service
prompted her to find a compassionate and nec-
essary solution. As if she had no other choice,
during a short furlough she chose to quickly
upload the files to the most accessible site at
the time — WikiLeaks.

But she claims there was no direct com-
munication at all with Julian Assange, and
this will be a major factor in the upcoming
trial of the WikiLeaks founder. In the mean-
time, she has been arrested once again, for her

unwillingness to play a role in this attempt to
link her with Assange. “I’m not the person
people think I am,” she says.

The burning issue of genocide among the
Rohingya Muslims in Myanmar (formerly
known as Burma) is the focus of another
revealing study in a film entitled On the Inside
of a Military Dictatorship. The well-funded
documentary is a thorough study enriched
by privileged access to the highest officials.
Winners and losers of the power struggles in
Burma/Myanmar are all available to explain
how they got to this tragic situation with the
Rohingya people, former Bangladesh Muslims
who settled in the Rakhine State along the
shores of the Bay of Bengal in Myanmar.

Ironies abound in this country long isolated
from the rest of the world. Well known activist
and Nobel Peace Prize winner, Aung San Suu
Kyi, the darling of Western democracy and a
thorn in the side of the military government,
was constitutionally barred from running for
president. But with clever maneuvering, a posi-
tion more powerful than a president was cre-
ated, and she was eventually elected to lead the

government toward a more compliant form of
democracy acceptable to the Western powers.
One leader amusingly calls it a “democratic
dictatorship.”

Aung’s father was a communist, a founder
of the modern Burmese army and considered
the father of the nation as he negotiated the
independence treaty with Britain in 1948. Her
privileged status allowed her to be educated in
the UK, but upon her return, she was put under
house arrest for over 15 years because of her
open support of the regime change advocated
by Western powers.

Now, upon election as State Counsellor,
she finds herself working alongside her former
enemies, the reformed and less threatening mil-
itary leaders who have been accused of gen-
ocidal practice against the Rohingya people.
Many of those Muslims have committed
acts of terrorism against the mostly Buddhist
Myanmar population, pushing the government
into extreme retaliation. The film attempts to
be fair with very informative interviews with
people on all sides of the struggle.
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The working class and

the art of Gustave Cour

Jenny Farrell

A constant feature of any news
program in the capitalist world
is “Business News” and reports
from the stock markets. Those
who toil to create the profits are
always absent from the story.
This is particularly apparent
to me because I grew up in the
German Democratic Republic
and at school, even our literature
books always included paintings
with a working class or social-
ist subject matter. Some of these
left an indelible impression on
me, so much so that I still think
of them and occasionally look at
them even all these decades later.
One of these paintings is Gustave
Courbet’s Stone Breakers.

To put this painting into its con-
text: The French July Revolution of
1830 ushered in the July Monarchy
and coincided with increased indus-
trialisation. Actual state power
was in the hands of those elevated
socially by this industrial upheaval
— in the hands of the financial aris-
tocracy, the owners of coal and ore
mines. Dissatisfaction fermented in
the French proletariat and spread
to other large sections of the popu-
lation. In February 1848, the bour-
geois democratic revolution broke
out, overthrowing the Monarchy and
proclaiming a Republic.

The involvement of all demo-
cratic forces in this social upheaval
led to a great flourishing of realism
in art and literature. Like Balzac in
his novels, so too did painters try
to represent this new reality in their
work. The proletariat became a very
real subject in art. As soon as it had
emerged, the working class suffered
ruthless exploitation and rebelled
against it. Workers’ uprisings in Lyon
in 1831 and 1834 echoed throughout
France and led to a powerful socialist
movement. The life of the proletariat
increasingly attracted the interest of
many artists.

The working class, fighting for
its physical survival, had very little
visual art of its own in the 19th
century. Bourgeois painters at best
looked on workers with compas-
sion and sentimentality. Only the
most important realists, artists of the
people, like Courbet, recognised the
power of this new class as early as
the 19th century.

Gustave Courbet, born 200 years
ago on June 10, 1819, program-
matically demanded the objective
portrayal of reality in art, uncondi-
tional truth. In 1851, he exhibited
two paintings at the Salon, the great
annual art exhibition in Paris, which

were to revolutionise art. They were
his paintings Stone Breakers and
Funeral in Ornans. No one before
him had shown labourers at work
so forcefully and honestly. No one
before him had depicted peasant
faces so realistically. No one before
him had portrayed ordinary people
so large scale, at a time when genre
painting was small and history paint-
ing large. Courbet was painting his-
tory in a new sense of the word.

Courbet’s art shocked the bour-
geois viewers. Some were enthu-
siastic, but most were outraged.
Courbet, however, firmly believed
in the historic importance of his
realism. At the 1855 Salon, he
exhibited his paintings in an impro-
vised wooden cabin. Above the
entrance door, it read “Realism,
G Courbet.” The catalogue of his
exhibited paintings was an artistic
program committed to reality. This
exhibition made Courbet famous.
He said that to “translate the cus-
toms, the ideas, the appearance of
my epoch according to my own
appreciation; in a word, to create
living art, that is my goal.”

Stone Breakers was a revela-
tion. Critics accused him of social-
ist propaganda. Courbet, however,
proudly stood by his work. In the
catalogue of the 1855 exhibition, he
wrote “The title Realist was given to
me, in the way the painters of 1830
were called Romantics.” His state-
ment “Realism is essentially dem-
ocratic art” applied supremely to
Courbet. He was the great democrat
of painting and became the leader of
the Realist movement.

Participating in the Paris
Commune, Courbet was responsi-
ble for the protection of Parisian
art treasures. Later, the bourgeoi-
sie accused him of destroying the
Vendome Column. He was impris-
oned, the state seized his property,
and put his friends and family under
surveillance. In bad health and fear-
ing further repercussions, Courbet
emigrated to Switzerland. There he
died aged 58.

Stone Breakers

Courbet painted Stone Breakers
in his hometown of Ornans, in east-
ern France, in 1849. He was 30 years
old. Marx and Engels had published
The Communist Manifesto the pre-
vious year, stating as its opening
fanfare: “The history of all hith-
erto existing society is the history
of class struggles,” and “Society as
a whole is more and more splitting
up into two great hostile camps, into
two great classes directly facing each
other — Bourgeoisie and Proletariat.”
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Stone Breakers, 1849.

This is the defining insight of the
mid-19th century.

Stone Breakers depicts two
roadside labourers, in almost life-
size: 170 cm x 240 cm (65 in X 94
in). The labourers take up the great-
est part of the picture, emphasizing
the fact that they are the central fig-
ures and protagonists. With the very
recent proletarian uprisings of 1848,
Courbet’s focus on the common
people was radical. This image of
two men, one only starting out in
a life of hard labour and the other
towards its end, expresses unrelent-
ing hardship.

Despite their arduous toil,
these men just barely survive.
Their clothes are badly torn and
patched. The colours in which they
are painted blend with their place
of work — the palette is dominated
by shades of greys, bleached blues,
earthy whites and browns. Rough
brushstrokes translate the coarse-
ness of the men’s clothing and their
surroundings into tangible reality.
There is no attempt to “beautify” the
image by giving it a polished appear-
ance, as would have been the pain-
terly norm at Courbet’s time. This is
a radical new departure in theme and
form.

The older man’s red-striped
waistcoat near the centre of the pic-
ture stands out. It is a statement of
dignity and suggests the colour of the
working class. However, apart from
that, combined with his white shirt
and blue socks, this worker subtly
displays the colours of the tricolour,

NAME:

Subscription to The GUCM‘ dian

(112 months: $100 ($80 conc/$150 solidarity) (16 months: $55 ($40 conc/$80 solidarity)
[ Special offer: 10 issues for $10 (new subscriptions only)

ADDRESS:

POSTCODE:

Card#

Amount:
Signature:

Pay by [dCheque dMoney order (Payable to “Guardian Publications”)

Phone in details on 02 9699 8844 or
to: Guardian Subscriptions
74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010

or by credit card: Mastercard UVisa

Expiry Date:

info@cpa.org.au Or send

*$20 minimum on cards

/ Date:

The Guardian

Editorial Office
74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010
Ph: 02 9699 8844 Fax: 02 9699 9833
Email: guardian@cpa.org.au

Editor: Tom Pearson

Published by
Guardian Publications Australia Ltd
74 Buckingham St,
Surry Hills, 2010

Printed by
Spotpress
24-26 Lilian Fowler PI
Marrickville 2204

Responsibility for electoral comment
is taken by T Pearson,
74 Buckingham St,
Surry Hills, 2010

the French flag as it emerged in the
Revolution of 1789. These colours
once represented liberty, equal-
ity, and fraternity. What have they
come to mean 60 years later, in
this bleached and torn form? This
is without doubt a deliberate irony
on the part of Courbet, especially as
they adorn the older man, aged about
70, according to Courbet. Courbet’s
grandfather had been a sans-culotte
in 1789.

The two figures are etched
sharply against a dark background,
themselves throwing shadows that
nearly merge with that of the low
hill, suggesting afternoon. Only in
the upper right corner of the pic-
ture is there a patch of blue sky. The
maturity of the corn behind them
indicates early summer, as does the
heat of the blazing sun. A large pot
and a single spoon directly next to
their work place tells us that their
whole life revolves around their
labour. It also suggests that they are
related. They eat on the side of the
road; there is no private space.

We cannot make out the face of
either man. The older man’s face is
in profile but only the lower part of it
is visible under the straw hat, which
casts a shadow over it. The younger
man, lifting the broken stones, has
his back turned. By not showing the
faces clearly, Courbet focuses the
viewer on the labour and its condi-
tions, not appealing for sympathy but
insight, in almost Brechtian de-indi-
vidualisation preventing unreflec-
tive emotional involvement. Courbet
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uses a similar technique in his great
painting of women at work, The
Winnowers.

In Stone Breakers, the older
man’s powerful hands stand out. His
very strength and repetitive action,
his less fluid, almost mechanised
appearance, suggests a machine,
and labourers as machines. Despite
his age, he radiates strength and
purpose. He is a force to be reck-
oned with. There is a great sense of
dignity.

The younger man seems to be
struggling more under the weight
of the stone. He is newer to the job,
not as mechanised in his movements.
His clothes are even more ragged,
his dusty shoes in tatters. Yet, both
figures possess a powerful physical
presence, which is produced by the
sun shining on them, light flowing
around their bodies.

These two men express the life-
long toil of the working class and its
condition. Their anonymity allows us
to generalise. There is no sentimen-
tality, and no idealization. The artist
conveys his sympathy for the work-
ers, their dignity, and his disgust for
a system that thrives on such poverty
and exploitation. Gustave Courbet
was one of the first painters to make
the life of workers the subject of
realistic art.

Stone Breakers was the first of
Courbet’s great realistic works. It
was destroyed during the bombing
of Dresden in 1945.
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Let’s not leave
the Soviet Union
-Day history

John Woijcik

On the 75th Anniversary of
D-Day today, there are cer-
emonies honouring the American
heroes who landed on the beaches
of Normandy and defeated the
Nazis. This is as it should be.
What is not right, however, is that
rarely are we honouring in our
ceremonies the Soviet heroes who
bore the brunt of the battles to
defeat fascism in World War II.

Americans are not surprised
when they hear that historians dis-
tort the truth, but most of us believe
it is foreign historians, not ours, who
are in the business of distortion.

The truth about World War 1II is
that the war against the Nazis was
essentially already won a year or
more before D-Day when American
and British soldiers fought their
heroic battle on the beaches of north-
ern France. When General Dwight D
Eisenhower and the troops under his
command landed at Normandy, how-
ever, the Soviet Union had already
fought and won the decisive battles
of the war.

The “second front” opened by
our side came, in fact, much later
than the Soviet Union had hoped.
Soviet Premier Joseph Stalin had
been pressuring US President
Franklin Roosevelt and British
Prime Minister Winston Churchill
for almost two years for the opening
of a second front in Europe, arguing
it would have spared many of the
millions who eventually died on the
continent.

President Trump, British Prime
Minister Theresa May, and French
President Emmanuel Macron made
absolutely no mention this week in
their commemorations of D-Day of
the central and key role the Soviet
Union played in the defeat of
Nazism. (Trump commemorating
the defeat of fascism is already an
insult anyway, considering his sup-
port for fascistic leaders and move-
ments in various places around the
world, including his support for the
extreme right in his own country.)

Trump is not alone to blame for
ignoring the role of the USSR in
winning the war. High on the list of
those to blame are American history
books themselves. Then, there is the
US media too, including supposedly
progressive media, that rarely gives
the Soviet Union credit for the vic-
tory over fascism.

There is no arguing with the fact
that D-Day was important and that
American and British troops fought
and died bravely, but D-Day was not

a turning point when compared to
major battles between Hitler’s troops
and Soviet forces on the Eastern
Front.

By the time D-Day happened,
news broadcasts around the world
had, for more than a year, already
been describing how the war had
turned into one of defeat after
defeat and retreat after retreat for
the Germans. The turning point or
points then had already happened
before D-Day.

Everyone, including President
Roosevelt and Prime Minister
Churchill, saw the Battle of
Stalingrad, which raged for 162 days
from August of 1942 until February
of 1943, as the true turning point.

The German army, air force,
and navy were running out of fuel.
Stalingrad stood between the fascist
troops and the massive Soviet oil
fields of the Caucasus region, so the
Germans had to take it if they ever
were going to win the war.

Some two million people were
killed or wounded in Stalingrad
before the Nazis surrendered.
Shipload after shipload of Soviet
soldiers kept arriving and disem-
barking at the docks on the Volga
River. They were strafed and
bombed and killed by Nazi planes
even before they reached shore.
Thousands were shot to death in the
waters into which they had jumped
as their boats were sunk by the fas-
cist pilots who sprayed them with
bullets as they desperately tried to
make it to shore.

Once in Stalingrad, a Soviet sol-
dier was lucky if he lived an entire
day. Supplies were short; two sol-
diers would share one rifle. The
instructions were that when the first
one dies the other one picks up the
rifle and continues the fight. Yet they
kept coming and they kept fighting,
house to house and door to door, and
then room to room until every last
Nazi was cleared out of the city.

While some US history books
give slight or cursory mention to the
epic battle, there are other Soviet
battles too that were more significant
militarily and politically than D-Day.
These additional battles are almost
never mentioned in our history
books. One is the Battle of Kursk,
the biggest tank battle in human his-
tory, that took place in July 1943.
The Soviets defeated an army of over
one million German soldiers.

Here, it is worth mentioning
that not all of the problems with
American history books are prob-
lems of omission. Some of them,
in addition to leaving out important
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Soviet battles, inject falsehoods into
their narratives. One of the most
familiar of these is the notion that it
was the cold Russian winter, rather
than Soviet resolve or fighting abil-
ity, that really defeated the Nazis.

The Battle of Kursk, for
instance, occurred during pleasant
summer conditions and entirely on
terms chosen by the Nazis, but they
were still beaten.

Still another Soviet battle that
surpassed D-Day happened after
D-Day itself: Operation Bagration.
At this battle, the Soviet Union
inflicted on Germany the biggest
defeat any nation had ever inflicted
upon any other nation in the his-
tory of human warfare. The Soviets
destroyed 60 German divisions, and
yet again, more than a million more
German soldiers.

Churchill rose up before the
British parliament after this battle
and declared: “The obvious essen-
tial fact to this point is that it is the
Russian armies who have done the

main work in tearing the guts out of
the German army.” Bagration was
truly a turning point, too, because it
led to a series of events that brought
the Red Army all the way to the
doorstep of Berlin.

First, in Byelorussia (modern-
day Belarus) the Soviets destroyed
28 of 34 Divisions the Nazis sent
there, effectively destroying, just a
day after D-Day, the entire German
front lines in the East. By June
24, they finished off the rest of the
German armies and Panzer tank
divisions in Byelorussia and liber-
ated Minsk. That gave them a clear
path to liberate Lithuania, Romania,
and Poland, positioning themselves
for the final offensive on the German
capital.

There is much heroism to
remember this “D-Day.” Some
400,000 US soldiers heroically
gave their lives fighting Hitler in the
Second World War. In the east, the
Soviet Union lost 27 million people;
roughly every fifth person in that

huge multi-national country gave
their lives.

No Western leaders argued at
that time with the figures, figures
which showed 80 percent of German
casualties were caused by the Soviet
Union and its people. General
Eisenhower himself testified to the
destruction by the Nazis of one-third
of the wealth of the Soviet Union
and how, after the war, they had to
find homes for 25 million home-
less people. Eisenhower is quoted
as having said, “When we flew
into Russia, in 1945, I did not see a
house standing between the western
borders of the country and the area
around Moscow.”

So, on this D-Day, let’s remem-
ber the Americans in the “greatest
generation” who died fighting the
menace of fascism. But let’s also
remember our Soviet brothers and
sisters who died fighting that battle.
We owe them and, just as important,
ourselves no less.
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