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The Coalition government is pushing
ahead with its plans for highly regressive
income tax cuts, hoping to gain enough
cross-bench support in the Senate to pass
them this week. If enacted, the cuts would
entrench and deepen inequality and pov-
erty in Australia, providing an excuse at a
later stage for further cuts to government
spending.

There is nothing for pensioners, the unem-
ployed, carers, people with a disability, low-
income self-funded retirees or others on low
incomes. They face further cuts to social secu-
rity payments, services and public housing as
future governments struggle to fund these cuts.
Likewise public servants will carry the burden
with further capping and freezing of incomes
and sackings.

It is no accident that there is not a cent for
the unemployed, pensioners and other social
security recipients. In the eyes of the Coalition
government these people are undeserving and
unproductive. The unemployed will still be
expected to survive on $40 a day!

At the same time the government can find
$154 billion in income tax cuts over the next
ten years. That is on top of the $144 billion in
cuts passed last year.

This is the same government that cannot
find enough money to fully fund the NDIS and
constantly underfunds other services.

Skewed towards the rich

Under the legislation, incomes up to
$18,200 would remain free of income tax.
The marginal rate of 19 cents in the dollar
for incomes from $18,201 would be extended
to incomes of up to $41,000 in 2022-23 and
$45,000 in 2024-25.
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At present taxable incomes between
$37,001 and $90,000 carry a marginal rate of
32.5 cents in the dollar and 37 cents for each
dollar between $90,001 and $180,000. For over
$180,000 the marginal rate is 45 cents in the
dollar.

The government’s legislation would slash
the marginal rate of taxation on all taxable
income between $37,000 and $180,000 to 30
percent in 2024-25! The government describes
$180,000 as a middle income! This is a huge
leap towards a flat tax system.

The government initially promised to rush
through legislation immediately after the elec-
tions to increase the “low and middle income
tax offset” to a maximum of $1,080 for singles
and $2,160 for families on dual income.

Now it is tying this increase, set to be
applied to 2018-19 tax returns, to its tax cuts in
the years to come. Labor opposed the radical
flattening of the income tax system, but now
if it opposes the tax package will be accused
of denying low-income earners an increase in
their income tax offset.

Regressive

The government claims the tax cuts are
progressive, saying that the rich would pay
more tax than those on low to middle incomes.
They might, depending just how high their
incomes are, but that does not make a tax
system progressive.

A progressive tax system is one where
those on higher incomes pay tax at a higher
rate in the dollar. The flatter the tax system, the
more regressive it is. It cannot get much flatter
than 94 percent of tax payers (the government’s
figures) paying at the same marginal rate of 30
percent on taxable income over $45,000!

The Goods and Services Tax (GST),
which is paid on most goods and services, is a
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highly regressive tax. Not only is it a flat tax,
but those on lower incomes are more likely
to spend a higher proportion of their income
on goods and services that carry the 10 per-
cent tax.

The wealthy on the other hand have a
large proportion of discretionary income
which can be spent on overseas travel, invest-
ments that do not carry GST, etc. Hence the
GST is so regressive that in effect those on
low incomes pay a higher proportion of their
income on that tax.

Corporate subsidy

The government is also trying to deceive
workers by claiming that these tax cuts will
increase the wages of low and middle-income
workers. By no stretch of the imagination can
these tax cuts be called a wage rise.

They are not wages paid by an employer.
Australian workers need a substantial wage rise
now. This should come from employers. Tax
cuts act as a corporate subsidy, letting employ-
ers off the hook when workers should be given
a wage rise.

People pay the government taxes so that
the government can provide services and run
the country and they are all too willing to do
so if it means better public hospitals, better
public education, transport, housing and other
services.

The government needs the income to pro-
vide services. That includes paying pensioners,
carers, the unemployed, people with a disabil-
ity and others in need so that they can live in
dignity.

The economy is in a precarious posi-
tion, interest rates are at record lows, unem-
ployment, underemployment and precarious
employment remain high despite what the gov-
ernment says.

Locking in future whopping tax cuts for
the wealthy will not provide the economic
stimulus that the Reserve Bank of Australia is
calling for now. Australia is sliding head-long
into recession, with a deep crisis on the hori-
zon unless action is taken now to stimulate
the economy.

The best way of doing that is to give those
who will spend the money a wage rise or
increase in their social security payment, not
by tax cuts in five years time that are skewed
towards the wealthy.

Progressive tax system

Australia needs a progressive tax system,
one that is fair and raises adequate income for
society’s needs.

The system of marginal rates has since the
time of the Keating Labor government been
gradually eroded. As a consequence it has lost
a great deal of its former progressive nature.
This latest round of cuts will do even more
damage.

The system needs a complete revamp
where individuals on higher incomes pay con-
siderably higher marginal rates. The tax-free
threshold needs to be increased.

At the same time serious action is required
to end the tax rorts that wealthy Australians use
to hoard their millions or billions in offshore
tax havens. Likewise it is time the government
got serious about pinning down corporate tax
cheats.

A progressive tax system should not be
considered in isolation, but take into account
the income needed and how it is spent. For
example, the billions of dollars spent on fossil
fuel subsidies, on war preparations, on subsi-
dising private hospitals should be diverted to
socially beneficial uses. @
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China in the world

In October the people of China will mark the 70th anniversary
of the declaration of the Peoples’ Republic of China, part of the
ongoing emergence of China from a long history of colonial oc-
cupation and division, as a single, sovereign nation state. This
is in large part the cause of the protests in Hong Kong at the
moment and the ongoing attempts to demean and attack China’s
policies and its emergence under the Communist Party of China
as the next global economic power, soon to surpass the USA.

In this there is the question: what is the main contradiction in
the world today? We would answer — the contradiction between
imperialism and socialism. And it is here where the dilemma
for imperialism resides: in its continual drive for ever higher
profits it must seek and dominate more markets and wipe out
all competitors.

China, unlike the Soviet Union and the other European social-
ist countries, cannot be blockaded, sanctioned, wounded with
economic embargoes or surrounded by military force. China’s
economy is fully integrated into the world economy.

For decades following WW2 the western powers, led by the
US, tried in vain to exclude this entity — with the world’s biggest
labour force and consumer base — from officially entering the
community of nations, including blocking its membership of the
United Nations.

Nonetheless, the gains made by China are both fundamental
and substantial. By 2010, the entire population was covered by
medical insurance, assuring real medical care provided by doc-
tors with medical degrees. Housing construction proceeds on
an unprecedented scale. Peasant incomes, which have greatly
lagged behind urban incomes, have been rising faster than urban
incomes.

The nations in the Asia-Pacific region recognise and ac-
knowledge China’s growth and role in the world. At last month’s
Shangri La Dialogue, Singapore’s PM Lee Hsien Loong, stated:
“Countries have to accept that China will continue to grow and
strengthen, and that it is neither possible nor wise for them to
prevent this from happening.”

Economically, the high rate of development is leading to a
comparable expansion of its domestic market, which, in turn,
continues to attract domestic and foreign capital investments
with the latest technologies in joint ventures with enterprises in
the state and capitalist sectors. The increase in the productivity
of the Chinese labour force as a result of the introduction of
modern technologies is necessary to continue to attract capital
investment in China despite the rising wage levels.

The reality today is that the USA is economically depend-
ent on China. China holds billions of dollars in US government
bonds and other investments. If China were to pull the plug on
the US, it would bring the world’s leading economic power to its
knees. It has no desire to do this. China is working cooperatively
with other nations to bring about recovery. China’s trade and
investments are based on mutual benefit, as many poorer nations
can attest.

China is one of the largest creditor nations in the world, one
of only a few larger economies still experiencing growth and
with the ready cash that banks are refusing to supply businesses.

On several occasions the banks have put Australia’s mining
companies on their at-risk list, citing the plunge in commodity
prices and rapid decline in their profits. A number of foreign
banks pulled out of Australia refusing to renew loans as they
came due. Some companies have already folded.

The key question is not the nationality of money or investment
capital. There is an alternative to private investment. Australia’s
key resources should be owned and controlled by government.
Public ownership and control opens the way for planned and
environmentally sound mining and use, including control of
export prices and processing in Australia.

United Voice, the union for hospitality workers, has
challenged Scott Morrison to hand back his $10,769
pay rise while 700,000 workers face a penalty rate
cut. The new financial year brings hip pocket pain
for workers in line for another penalty rate cut,
delivering the full impact of the penalty rate cuts to
workers in hospitality and fast food.

In comparison, Prime Minister Scott Morrison will
see his pay go up by $11,000 on 1 July 2019.

This is the same day that hospitality workers are hit
by the introduction of a third year of penalty rate cuts
— totalling 25 percentage points cut from Sunday pay,
adding up to a $2,000 a year loss for regular weekend
workers.

Jo-anne Schofield, national secretary of United Voice
says the penalty rate cut to be implemented in the new
financial year for hospitality and fast food workers is
harsh and unfair. “It’s an ongoing attack on workers who
earn less than half of the average wage and who rely on
penalty rates to pay for the essentials in life.

“We are calling on Scott Morrison to show his under-
standing of how hard it is for workers to meet increasing
costs of living while their pay is cut, by foregoing this
year’s $11,000 pay rise.

“Hospitality workers who rely on penalty rates have
now endured cuts to their pay at the start of the financial
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years in 2017, 2018 and now 2019. And all in an environ-
ment of rising cost of living. Introducing the cuts incre-
mentally over this period has not disguised the harshness
of this decision.

“It’s inconceivable that in the new financial year the
Prime Minister’s pay goes up by $11,000 and it goes
down by $2,000 for workers doing the hard slog of hos-
pitality work on the weekends.”

Schofiels said that these cuts have a significant finan-
cial impact; the penalty rate cuts add up to $1 billion each
year being ripped out of the pay packets of workers in
hospitality and retail. “United Voice will continue to fight
for working people’s rights to secure jobs and fair pay.
And we will continue to fight against unfair penalty rate
cuts people don’t deserve and can’t afford.”

Research released by the McKell Institute in May
revealed that Australian workers will lose $1 billion from
the penalty rate cuts over the financial year. Furthermore,
recent academic research revealed that across the two
years of penalty rate cuts, no extra jobs have been cre-
ated — and the evidence provided by employer groups to
the Fair Work Commission of job outcomes was flawed
and biased evidence.

United Voice continues to call on all employers to
make the right decision ahead of the new financial year
and to not to pass on this unjust cut. &
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Science didn’t discover climate change recently. In the late

19th century scientists predicted that carbon dioxide emitted
from burning coal would raise the atmospheric temperature. In
1912, Popular Mechanics claimed this would result in “a more
effective blanket for the Earth”, having a considerable effect on
the Earth’s temperature “in a few centuries”, but until the 1980s
no-one seems to have paid much attention to the massive increase
in emissions from industrial development. The Guardian is
committed to the battle against conservative political forces who
argue that climate change isn’t real, or that it has nothing to with
fossil fuel industries — but we need Press Fund contributions, so
please send in something for the next edition if you possibly can.
Many thanks to this week’s supporters as follows:

Dr G Dittura $10, “Round Figure” $15, SS $15, Gary Spiers $50,
“Sparky” $10

This week’s total: $100 Progressive total: $3,050

Support The Guardian by donating to Press Fund

Vinnie Molina

I write this piece in response to
several calls and emails I have
received in recent days about
confusion created among our
fraternal Parties based in Sydney
and internationally around the
so-called Australian Communist
Party, ACP.

This confusion began when the
CPA’s former General Secretary
Bob Briton wrote broadly request-
ing greetings to the ACP’s founda-
tional Congress. He resigned his
post and from the CPA on March
21,2019.

Some of the fraternal Parties,
both based in Sydney and interna-
tionally, contacted us asking about
what they considered a fraudulent
request. These fraternal parties have
historical relationships with the
CPA and did not want to jeopardise
our fraternal relations. One of those
Parties actually sent the greeting

Cuba.

to us thinking we had requested it.
They did however follow up with
us as they were confused and con-
cerned thinking rightfully that the
CPA in its long history has hosted
many more than one Congress. This
prompted them to contact us.

Some parties who also have
representation or local branches in
Sydney immediately approached
the CPA flagging with us a warning
about the request being circulated.

Some fraternal parties based
internationally expressed their dis-
appointment that the resignation of
a handful of individuals including
the former general secretary had
now been grouped into an organisa-
tion by a seemingly similar name
(ACP).

This group also made attempts
to reclaim the one-hundred-year
history of the Communist Party
of Australia. As many people are
now aware, while leaving an indi-
vidual in the group took control

The struggle continues, rail, hail or shine. Last month’s vigil in Sydney calling for the lifting of the US blockade on

of the CPA’s Facebook page and
fraudulently changed its name
again deceiving the more than ten
thousand people who had liked the
CPA’s page.

For the peace of mind of our
readers and fraternal parties let me
reiterate this was not a split but
rather a disheartened small group
of individuals who were unable to
improve their arguments to influ-
ence internal discussions.

As I have said before, these
actions only weaken the left.
However, the CPA has only been
strengthened in its internal unity
and leadership. In the long road to
socialism, there are those who fight
one day and they are good but only
some fight all their lives and those
are indispensable.

There are no shortcuts to a
socialist revolution.

Vinnie is CPA President &
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Wall Street lays an egg.

QUOTE OF THE WEEK
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Variety magazine headline, October 31, 1929
— the beginning of the Great Depression
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Extinction Rebellion
Rally in Perth, WA — June 22

Richard Titelius

On a cool wet day, the international climate action group,
Extinction Rebellion, held their inaugural rally at Forrest Place
in the centre of Perth. Over 150 people participated in the action
which included a number of speakers but also an action to allow
people to express their solidarity and commitment to climate
action.

Uncle Ben Taylor, an Aboriginal Noongar elder, gave a welcome to
country and also spoke about how the changes to climate were affect-
ing the land of which his people had been the custodians for over
65,000 years.

Today he sees the conditions of the land, waterways, and the air
deteriorate in a rapidly escalating manner. Nature is more important
than economics: without nature there can’t be an economy. The Collie
coal miners support Extinction Rebellion, recognising the need for a
just transition to a sustainable future.

Ezra and Pia from School Strike for Climate addressed the rally
to note that climate change affects everyone as we are all dependant
on a healthy and liveable climate in this world. The School Strike for
Climate called for 100 percent renewables by 2030 and a just transition
not only for humans but the whole world.

The world is facing an existential threat through accelerating cli-
mate change caused largely by the emitting of large amounts of carbon
into the atmosphere.

The rally then went to the Murray Street Mall where people staged
a “Die-In” by laying on the ground and blocking the mall for 30 min-
utes as a speaker continued to press the point for climate action. “The
Australian government should declare a climate emergency: it is reck-
less to continue to conduct our government and economy as if there
wasn’t one”, added one speaker. Extinction Rebellion called on the
government to legislate for Net Zero Carbon by 2025 and, as our
democracy had been corrupted by the influence of vested interests, a
citizens’ assembly was called for to undertake the action on climate in
the face of the current and past governments’ climate denial.

In regard to biodiversity, there had been mass extinctions of insects
in a number of countries around the world including in Europe, US
and China.

Australia, in the last ten years, has witnessed the ravages of fire
and flood as an unpredictable climate has seen the land and bush dry
out and burn more easily, and weather systems become stronger and
more unpredictable causing stronger storms and more intense flooding.

Increased temperatures have been causal factors in the unprec-
edented fish deaths in the last summer in a number of eastern states
rivers. Australia was founded on the colonisation of its first people
and the exploitation, industrialisation, and commercialisation of the
natural world.

Extinction Rebellion said it was the duty of all citizens to act to
save the planet in the interests of our children and the natural world.
The Rebellion called on those people who believe in life and love to
rise up and demand change to save life on Earth.

The Communist Party of Australia supports the call for change to
the capitalist mode of production which seeks to exploit nature with
little or no concern for the consequences on climate and the biodiver-
sity on this planet. The CPA recognises a collective response is needed
and this can in part be achieved through socialism — production to meet
human need. &

From the Archives The Socialist, August 1983
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Taking Issue — Eileen Whitehead
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Are other people as upset as I am at seeing
an increasing number of homeless people
on our streets? To date there are 115,000
homeless people in Australia, which I per-
sonally find unconscionable. I know there
are many other problems like climate
change, low wages (if you are fortunate
enough to be employed), high energy and
food prices, the diminishing of our so-
called democracy: the list lengthens with
every year that the country is ruled by two
political parties who are governing for the
corporations and not the people. Nothing is
being done to provide destitute people with
a roof over their heads and it should never
have come to this in Australia, the country
of the so-called “Fair Go”.

One of the reasons is the fact that many
members of our governments are benefitting
from property in some way and are quite happy
with real estate prices and negative gearing. It
is quite obvious they have no social conscience
and certainly do not have any interest in pro-
viding social housing.

Therefore, for the unemployed, the work-
ing poor and those on social welfare the hous-
ing crisis is worsening and the churches and
charities are inundated. Anglicare has reported
that it could find not one single property
that was affordable for someone on Youth
Allowance payments, and people on the mini-
mum wage would only be able to afford to rent
2.2 percent of properties on the market.

Currently, there are 140,000 people on the
social housing waiting lists and our elected
representatives are doing nothing about this
appalling situation. In the 1950s, housing con-
struction was flat out coping to provide hous-
ing for the thousands of displaced persons
Australia was welcoming from Europe. The

construction of housing, plus the associated
infrastructure necessary to service new sub-
urbs, helped make Australia wealthy.

Full employment meant people were
buying cars, petrol, houses and had money
to spare — to the delight of capitalists. Rents
were affordable in relation to wages and the
purchase price of a home was between four
and five times a man’s annual wage. Today it
exceeds 10 times an annual wage. The Reserve
Bank is concerned that, in 2019, negative
equity i.e. when someone’s loan is higher than
the value of their home, is rising rapidly.

The situation today, even when people are
working, is that the vicious cuts to workers’
penalty rates and businesses not paying award
rates, is making it increasingly difficult for
workers to keep abreast of the cost of living.
According to Anglicare statistics, a quarter of
a million people who are on welfare payments
are paying over half their income in rent, with
another quarter million paying over 30 percent
of their income on rent. This is a definition of
rent stress.

Why are rents so high? As always,
because of greedy landlords encouraged by
present neo-liberal ideologies, whereby eve-
rything has to produce massive profits. An
interesting statistic would be to know how
many of the present homeless would be able
to afford to have a roof over their heads if the
government were to introduce rent control
laws capping rent payments at 30 percent of a
tenant’s income.

As it stands now, one third of aged pen-
sioners currently renting are in rent stress, even
with their rent assistance supplement. And it is
a known fact that the poor are going without
food in order to pay bills. It is just one small
step to becoming homeless.

A disgraceful blight

So, what is neo-liberal ideology? It
preaches laissez-faire economic liberalism and
free market capitalism encouraging liberalisa-
tion policies such as privatisation, austerity,
deregulation, and free trade. The government
reduces its spending in the hope that the pri-
vate sector gets more involved in the economy
and society. In other words, “trickle down”
economics but more like “dog eat dog”. In
Australia, since the Hawke government (bless
his soul and give him a State Funeral) intro-
duced the Accord and emasculated the unions,
we have seen a hardening of attitudes — helped
by the Murdoch newspapers. Those people
looking for work have been described as “dole
bludgers”, work-shy — too lazy to get a job:
and when such language becomes a daily diet,
people begin to believe it.

What we need to realise — and I’'m sure
organisations such as Anglicare could back this
up — many of those falling through the cracks
have been former PM Howard’s “battlers”:
such as many elderly who always worked and
paid rent but were never able to save much
from their wages.

They are now joining the working poor
seeking cheap accommodation. We need to
start supporting those in our society who
have fallen through the cracks. There is now
a growing trend of working poor who are fall-
ing behind in paying mortgages, especially in
WA where the mining boom is ending. Perhaps
a few mining millionaires will come to the
rescue? I won’t hold my breath! Falling prop-
erty prices are causing negative equity which,
combined with rising unemployment and mort-
gage defaults, could produce a worsening eco-
nomic spiral and see more people without a
roof.

Meanwhile, ever since the global financial
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crisis, Australia’s big four banks are consist-
ently making record profits, while ordinary
people pay increasing mortgages and rents
— and homelessness increases. The shortage
of affordable social housing is estimated —
probably under-estimated — at over 430,000
nation-wide.

We should be demanding a program of
social housing construction and legislation
preventing acquisition of property by specu-
lators gambling on the property market. It is
a well-known fact that there are hundreds of
properties — bought by speculators — standing
empty. As in the 1950s, social housing con-
struction would alleviate homelessness and
provide a financial boost to the country, as
a healthy construction industry enriches the
economy.

It might be a good idea for the construction
unions to start taking an interest: homelessness
is union business.

I’m a member of the Anti-Poverty Network
which has small branches all over Australia.
We’re small but our determination is real. This
year we’re joining hands with all the other
organisations who are attempting to stem the
neoliberal tide of selfishness and speak up for
those who have been broken by this insidi-
ous system. Hopefully, this year during anti-
poverty week (October 13-19) we are going to
see a mass rising of people, supported by the
unions, to demand an end to this disgraceful
blight on our society.

Of course, as a socialist, I can only see
the current situation of such an unfair society
resolved by taking banks, energy companies,
public transport and construction companies
back into public ownership. Only then will the
current evils affecting the working class be
resolved. &

Porter steps up attacks on working people

In comments to the Australian Financial
Review the Minister for Industrial Relations
Christian Porter has made it clear that
the goal of the Morrison government is to
attack the internationally recognised right
of working people to run their own unions,
and freely represent working people.

The Minister has explicitly stated that
the Ensuring Integrity Bill is specifically
designed to give the Morrison government
the power to deregister the CFMMEU and
other unions.

The EI bill would give the Minister,
employers, or any other party with a

“sufficient interest” the power to intervene in
the running and work of unions, disqualify
people from union leadership, block union
mergers and deregister unions.

The Ensuring Integrity Bill adds to what
is already a highly regulated union move-
ment and goes further than any other western
democracy in intervening in union autonomy.

“Following the recent raids on journalists
this is another disturbing authoritarian step
by this government. It is an attack on basic
democratic freedoms and independence that
the Australian people are rightly proud of,”
said ACTU president Michele O’Neil.

“Let’s be very clear, Mr Porter is seek-
ing to revoke the basic rights of all working
people in Australia to join, run and be repre-
sented by the union of their choice.

“Unions are democratic organisations and
attacking them hurts all working people.

“This law will undermine workplace
safety, increase wage and superannuation
theft and make it harder for workers to get
pay increases and be represented when they
need help.

“This Bill introduces harsher and more
rigorous requirements than on any other
organisation in society including corporations.

“These is no equivalent to the EI Bill
anywhere in the western world.

“The Morrison Government has no plan
to stop systematic wage theft and exploitation
by corporations, no plan to create secure jobs,
only a plan to attack workers organisations.

“The Minister is being blatantly politi-
cally opportunistic.

“The ACTU and the entire union move-
ment will continue to oppose this legislation
and fight against this attack on the rights of
all Australians.” &
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Climate emergency Roundtable CPA (WA Branch)

Richard Titelius

In May, 2019 the country went to the polls
and it was thought climate change would
feature heavily in the way people decided
to vote. However, the climate, environment
and nature did not get much of a look-in
and instead a Liberal/National Coalition
won government with an ant-working class
plan to reduce taxes some time after the
next election. There was certainly no plan-
ning for the effects of climate change into
the future.

There is however a growing concern in the
community for action to confront the grow-
ing climate emergency and with this impe-
tus the CPA WA Branch held a Roundtable
discussion on this urgent issue. The proceed-
ings were chaired by Dr Christopher Crouch
of the CPA who said, “Marx identified capi-
talism as an economic system that exploited
man and nature, making them both commod-
ities to be bought and sold.” This had led,
added Dr Crouch, to “the environment being
reduced into the raw material for a runaway
consumer culture to make goods and services
from which a profit must be made, resulting
is the Anthropocene period and the climate
emergency.”

We have known of the finite nature of
resources and the impact of high levels of
carbon in the atmosphere for decades which
reminded Dr Crouch of an initiative of the
union workforce at Lucas Aerospace (a British
arms manufacturer) “who had produced a doc-
ument called ‘From swords to ploughshares’,
that mapped out a practical transition of tech-
nology and production from war to peace.”
Once again we need to go down the path of
imagining new modes of production and con-
sumption and also new ways of engaging with
the environment as well as with each other,
concluded Dr Crouch.

Adam Bennett from Extinction Rebellion
was the next speaker who raised the need to
adopt a new strategy for dealing with the way
in which the planet is being managed as exist-
ing methods are not working. A new strategy
was necessary said Bennett, which “put people
on the line.” Our democratic institutions no
longer functions to fulfil the needs of human-
ity and civilisation. We need to ask ourselves if
the social contract is still working and if not do
we need to rebel: civil disobedience is there-
fore necessary. Extinction Rebellion have three
minimum demands; 1) Tell the truth about the
crisis we are facing, 2) Scale back to Zero Net
Carbon by 2025 and 3) Move beyond tradi-
tional politics to form a Citizens Assembly.

Extinction Rebellion have only been
around for eight months but in that time have
held a number of rallies around Europe — the
biggest being in central London involving
thousands of people and also leading to a thou-
sand arrests. Bennett said history had shown it
needed only 3.2 percent of people in a country
to mobilise into a social movement that could
bring about change. Change was needed as our
system had become toxic.

The next speaker was the president of the
Conservation Council of Western Australia,
Piers Versteegen, who has been around for sev-
eral years advocating for the environment and
biodiversity. Versteegen said Western Australia
had become ground zero for emissions in
Australia as it was this state’s emissions which
were growing, pushing the nation towards a

We need to go down the path of imagining new
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failure to meet its emission reduction targets
under the Paris Agreement on Climate Change.

While the state and federal governments
argued that the resources sector created wealth
and jobs for the economy, Versteegen argued,
“If we did offsets for the carbon such as plant
thousands of trees and create a renewable
energy sector, we would create 4,000 jobs.” It
was also ironic the government was defending
the large resource multinationals as many of
them have paid little or no tax, such as Chevron
and BHP.

In WA, during the election, Versteegen
noted the state’s only newspaper, News Ltd’s
The West Australian, went into bat against the
Environmental Protection Authority when it
suggested the resource companies should start
reducing their emissions. This kind of tactics
by the fossil fuel lobby, said Versteegen “Is
an assault on our democracy.” For action on
climate change to be successful, history has
shown us we need a diverse movement and
diverse tactics. Versteegen added: “Action on
climate change makes good economic sense as
it produces more jobs and more wealth than the
existing system and we need to recapture the
argument about how looking after the environ-
ment is good for the economy.”

The next speaker was Jaime Yallup Farrant,
a climate justice organiser. With Jaime’s con-
cern for justice and being realistic about the cli-
mate emergency facing this planet she asserted,
“We are well and truly f**cked when it comes
to being able to address the situation on climate
change.” Jaime said that in order to do what we
can to address climate change it was necessary
to change the language being used to talk about
climate change.

This was due to governments, corporations

and the media discussing climate change as
though it was a necessary option to prioritise
the economy over the environment and biodi-
versity. However, it doesn’t make good eco-
nomic sense to leave out the environment.

Jaime quoted from the iconic book on cli-
mate change, “This changes everything” by
climate activist Noami Kein, who said, “If we
want to change everything we have to include
everyone.” Global warming has accelerated
significantly in the past few years as fugitive
emissions have started to come from sources
we had not previously counted on — including
emissions from drying wetlands in Western
Australia and methane from the warming
tundra in the Arctic Circle. Farrant concluded
by saying, “We only need to look at the result
of the last federal election to see what a chal-
lenge we face on climate change.”

The next speaker was Paddy Cullen from
the Friends of Brixton Street Wetlands who
gave examples of how mainstream groups
recognise the importance of action on climate
change. Paddy said: “The World Economic
Forum says climate change is the biggest prob-
lem facing the economies of the world. The
World Health Organisation says climate change
is the biggest threat to the worlds health and
the military says the biggest threat to security
is climate change.”

Paddy had seen the effects of climate
change first hand ten years ago when he went
snorkelling in the Dampier Archipelago off the
state’s north-west coast and saw coral bleach-
ing due to the effects warmer water had on
living organisms which make up the coral.

Paddy observed that the south-west of
WA is one of the global biodiversity hot
spots where just 38 hectares of one forest

contains more floral diversity than that of the
entire Europe. However, rainfall has begun
to decrease in the area but curiously by much
less in the Perth metropolitan area which was
seeing an influx of some birds from areas
drying out more rapidly. We are facing a cli-
mate and ecological emergency, added Cullen,
which even 60 percent of Liberal voters admit-
ted in a recent survey.

The final speaker was Steve McCarthy,
state secretary of the Australian Manufacturing
Workers’ Union, who spoke of the need for
our economies to transition to more sustain-
able industries and more sustainable forms of
energy generation. This affects his members in
the coalfields in the Collie region of the south-
west. He is attempting to secure a deal for his
members which would see workers transition
from their coal jobs in Collie to a lithium mine
(near Greenbushes) and the processing plant at
Kemerton.

While ultimately there are better technolo-
gies out there than lithium batteries, the mine
and plant would give a lead time of 20-30 years
to develop other technologies and industries
to support these new technological develop-
ments. McCarthy said: “People want leadership
and ways in which to provide meaningful input
into this process of change — so no one gets left
behind.” Steve emphasised the importance of
developing plans not just for the 3-4 years of
the electoral cycle but to have a plan for the
next 30-40 years.

McCarthy was also critical of our educa-
tion system which ensured 20-27 percent of
children receive an education which is not fit
for purpose or which does not help them to find
meaningful and productive work. &

modes

of production and consumption and also new ways of
engaging with the environment as well as with each other.
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“Affront to democracy”*

In light of the push by the Morrison
government to pursue unions —

specifically the CFMMEU — we republish
the following article from 2017. - Ed

Anna Pha

The dishonestly named Ensuring Integrity
Bill to amend the Fair Work (Registered
Organisations) Act 2009 (FWA) is possibly
the most vicious attack on trade union and
workers’ rights ever put before Parliament.
It is not an exaggeration to describe this
bill as fascistic. Its aim is to put the trade
union movement out of action by targeting
its leadership, leaving workers defenceless
and strengthen the hand of employers to
accelerate the present roll-back of wages
and conditions. It is both political and eco-
nomic in its aims and objectives.

Trade unions are already up against a raft
of anti-union laws where breaches can result in
fines and damages of hundreds of thousands or
even millions of dollars and industrial action is
in effect illegal.

Their hands are tied as they attempt to fight
wage theft and the attacks on their working
conditions. In some instances employers are
stripping wages by as much as 40 or 50 percent
as they use the Fair Work Commission (FWC)
to terminate enterprise agreements, send work-
ers back to the Award, cut penalty rates and
resort to casualisation.

Every dollar less in wages and every short-
cut in safety is a dollar more in profits and a
dollar less for workers to pay their bills.

The then Minister for Defence Industry,
Christopher Pyne, declared war on the trade
union movement in his Second Reading
Speech: “The Royal Commission into Trade
Union Governance and Corruption identified
countless examples of officials breaching their
duties, engaging in blackmail, extortion, coer-
cion and secondary boycott conduct, abus-
ing their rights of entry, acting in contempt of
court or failing to stop their organisations from
repeatedly breaking the law.” (16-08-2017)

Brushing aside the hype, the alleged

“crimes” that Pyne listed amount to unions
attempting to negotiate with employers, pro-
tecting their members’ wages and conditions,
attempting to meet with their members, recruit-
ment of new members and ensuring the safety
of workplaces.

Unions in the building and construction
sector, in particular, face a savage regime as
they are constantly hounded by an all-powerful
industry police force — the Australian Building
and Construction Commission (ABCC).

The Ensuring Integrity Bill is far more
draconian and dangerous for workers and
their unions than the legislation governing the
ABCC.

Then Employment Minister Senator
Michaelia Cash claimed the bill was in
response to “community concern” and the
recommendations of the Heydon Royal
Commission. The “community concern” is
pure fiction. As for Heydon’s recommenda-
tions, the bill goes much further in attacking
trade unions than Heydon dared to!

Disqualification from office

The bill empowers the Federal Court to
disqualify a person from holding office in a
trade union or part of the union for a period “it
considers appropriate.” It could do so on any
one of a number of specified grounds.

These grounds include civil or criminal
findings against a person in relation to the
Fair Work Act, the Registered Organisations
Act, the ABCC legislation, Competition and
Consumer Act (secondary boycott provisions
outlawing pickets), OHS Acts and sections of
the Criminal Code. These laws are referred to
as “designated laws” in the bill.

Suggesting members take industrial action
that is not “protected” action under the FWA
would be a civil breach of the Act. Such action
might, for example, be against an employer
who is underpaying workers or not making
superannuation and workers’ compensation
payments.

It could be a walk-off by union members
following a serious workplace accident, a fatal-
ity, or taking some form of action following

the discovery of asbestos on site. (“Protected”
action is limited to bargaining periods around
a new enterprise agreement and following a
lengthy process including a ballot.)

Outlawing union activity

Breaches, or alleged breaches of the Act
might relate to a right of entry incident fol-
lowing the death of a worker on a site where
the union official does not give the statutory
notice.

These breaches of the Act are a result of
the repressive legislation that outlaws legiti-
mate trade union activity, not any wrongdoing
by union officials or workers.

Disqualification can also occur as a result
of contempt of court while performing func-
tions in relation to the union or to wider
criminal convictions. For example, if union
members ignore a court order to cease indus-
trial action, then the union official could be
deemed responsible and disqualified from
office.

Taking part in a picket to block deliveries,
allegations that the union official shouted at a
boss, and a host of legitimate actions deemed
illegal could result in disqualification from
office.

Then there is a catch-all, “not a fit and
proper person” clause that can be used to dis-
qualify a union official. This test includes situ-
ations where a right of entry permit has been
revoked or suspended, when there are certain
criminal or civil findings or regarding “any
other matter the Court considers relevant.”

The onus of proof is reversed — it is on the
union official to satisfy the Court that the order
is not justified. Heydon in his report placed the
onus of proof on the applicant seeking disquali-
fication, not the union official.

It would be a criminal offence for a person
when disqualified from office to act in any
manner that would significantly influence the
union or to continue to hold office. The pen-
alty is $210,000 (100 penalty units) or two
years imprisonment, or both. This is double the
equivalent provision in the Corporations Act.

In the case of breaches of the law by the

union, two findings of failure by a trade union
officer to take reasonable steps to prevent such
court findings being made can also result in
disqualification from office.

While these provisions only apply to find-
ings and conduct after the Act comes into force,
“past behaviour” can be taken into considera-
tion when deciding if the order is justified.

The Registered Organisations
Commissioner, the ABCC, the Minister or a
“person with sufficient interest” can make a
disqualification application. This person could
be an employer, a candidate defeated in union
elections, etc. It provides for employer and
government intervention in deciding who can
hold office, running roughshod over members’
rights.

Deregistration

The Federal Court must cancel the reg-
istration of a union on any of the following
grounds:

* Corrupt conduct of officers

* Two findings against the union for
disqualification of officers

» Multiple findings against a substantial
number of members of the organisation or a
part of its membership

» Non-compliance with orders or injunctions
or “obstructive” unprotected” industrial
action.

The only exception is where the union can
satisfy the Court that it would be unjust having
regard to the “best interests” of members. Once
again the onus of proof is reversed.

Administrator

Unions or their divisions or branches could
be placed into administration or deregistered
if “they have become dysfunctional or are no
longer serving the interests of their members.”

The grounds are all-embracing. They
include multiple contraventions of a range of
laws.

This might occur when one or more offic-
ers have engaged in financial misconduct, the
union is being conducted in a manner “contrary
to the interests of the members or part thereof™.
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By contrast, under the Corporations Act, a
whole company is not placed in administration
because one or several of its senior staff have
ripped off the company or its clients. The scan-
dal-ridden big banks where theft to the tune of
millions of dollars has occurred have not been
placed into administration but a union would be.

Registered Organisations Commissioner,
the Minister, an employer, a member or a
“person with sufficient interest” may apply to
the Federal Court for the union to be deregis-
tered or placed into administration.

Prevention of
amalgamations

Drawing on the recommendations of the
Heydon Commission, the FWC would be
required to apply a new “public interest test”
before approving an amalgamation.

At present the criteria for amalgamation
are based on a democratic ballot of members,
often carried out by the Australian Electoral
Commission.

This takes into account such matters as the
unions’ history of non-compliance with work-
place laws including “unprotected” industrial
action, breaches of court orders and breaches
of right of entry provisions.

The Federal Court’s view of the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy
Union’s (CFMEU’s)** history is not in doubt.
Justice Flick, for example, imposed record
fines of $2.4 million on the CFMEU and nine
of its officials. In his decision he described
the CFMEU as a “recidivist offender.” (See
Guardian, “Editorial”, #1795, 20-09-2017)

“The CFMEU has long demonstrated by
its conduct that it pays but little regard to com-
pliance with the law and indeed has repeatedly
sought to place itself above the law,” Flick
said.

The FWC must also consider the likely
impact on employers in the industry or indus-
tries concerned and any other matter it sees as
relevant.

In addition, it would not be possible for an
amalgamation to go ahead if any of the unions

involved have any unresolved proceedings
under “designated laws” referred to above.
This goes much further than Heydon’s Royal
Commission.

According to its website the ABCC has
many cases which are not finalised, some
dating back as far as 2014.

The government has not held back with
its portrayal of trade unionists as thugs, crimi-
nals, corrupt and lawless. It was determined
to prevent the amalgamation of the CFMEU,
Maritime Union of Australia (MUA) and
Textile, Clothing and Footwear Union of
Australia (TCFUA) going ahead.

It failed to prevent the amalgamation. The
cross-bench with the support of Labor blocked
the bill in the Senate and the amalgamation
took place on 27-03-2018.

Opposition to bill

The bill was referred to the Senate
Committee on Education and Employment. Its
Coalition members, as was to be expected, rec-
ommended the bill for adoption.

In a dissenting report, Labor members of
the Committee recommended the bill not be
adopted. They said in part:

“It is internationally recognised that free and
independent unions are an essential part of

a healthy democracy, and that governments
and employers should not interfere in the
internal operations of unions. This bill
proposed by the government is politically
driven and designed to interfere with and
disrupt the democratic functioning of unions.

“It is Labor Senators’ firm view that union
members should decide who their leaders
are and what their unions looks like,

not non-members and certainly not the
government of the day or employers. This

is a fundamental part of the democratic
functioning of a union without which unions
cannot represent their members.

“Furthermore, the bill erroneously assumes
that unions are like corporations in nature,
structure and purpose. This is far from the

case, yet despite this fallacious assumption,
the bill would impose a higher and harsher
standard on unions than that which exists
for corporations. As it is, unions are already
more highly regulated than corporations

or charities. ... Labor Senators reject this
politically-driven attack on the democratic
functioning of unions.”

The Australian Greens in their dissent-
ing report noted that the “Parliamentary
Joint Committee on Human Rights (PJCHR)
and several submissions raised serious con-
cerns about the bill’s incompatibility with
International Labour Organisation (ILO) trea-
ties. In particular, the PJCHR commented
that a number of measures in the bill may be
incompatible with the right to freedom of asso-
ciation, the right to just and favourable condi-
tions at work, the right of unions to elect their
own leadership freely and the right to strike.”

The Australian Greens expressed support
for the ACTU’s submission which said that the
measures in the bill “allow excessive political,
corporate and regulatory interference in the
democratic functioning and control of indus-
trial organisations, with no true objective other
than political gain.”

Labor pointed out that “The government’s
determination to stamp out what they believe to
be a ‘culture of lawlessness’ within unions can
only be viewed as insincere whilst they turn a
blind eye to wrongdoings in Australia’s banks
and boardrooms. This nakedly political attack
should be rejected.”

“Orwellian affront
to democracy”

Then Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull
made it clear that the immediate target of the
amalgamation provisions of the bill were the
CFMEU and MUA, referring to them as having
shown “a long-term disregard for the law;
they’ve been essentially lawless.”

These provisions would also give the Fair
Work Commission the power to prevent other
mergers in the future.
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By disqualifying militant union officials
from holding office the legislation if passed,
could be used to clean out the organisers and
leaderships of unions who are fighting a mas-
sive employer offensive to smash workers’
wages and conditions.

Already, unions are extremely limited in
what they can do legally. The Fair Work Act
needs jettisoning and replacing by legislation
that ensures workers’ rights, not employers’
rights. At the same time the so-called Ensuring
Integrity bill must be buried and cremated.

Only authoritarian governments inter-
fere with who can lead a union and how it can
operate, despite the democratic wishes of the
members. “This is an attack on our civil and
democratic rights. We just need to remember
Hitler first outlawed unions and carried on with
the rest of the world,” CPA president Vinnie
Molina told the Guardian.

ACTU secretary Sally McManus rightly
described the bill as an “Orwellian affront to
democracy”.

Change the rules!

The ACTU fought a national Change the
Rules Campaign to defeat the government’s
anti-union laws and to remove existing anti-
union legislations such as the ABCC. The
Guardian calls on all readers to support the
campaign, so much is at stake.

With the changes in the composition of the
Senate cross-bench since the 2019, the struggle
to defeat this bill and have bad laws repealed
becomes that much more difficult.

The new Industrial Relations Minister
Christian Porter plans to rush the legislation
through Parliament as a priority. That leaves
very little time to lobby and convince the
cross-benchers that it should be defeated and
inform the wider community of its dangers.

* The above is an updated version of an
article published in the Guardian on 04-10-
2017, #1797.

** The CFMEU has since amalgamated with
the Maritime Union of Australia to become the
CFMMEU &
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Looking for a crisis

Conn Hallinan

For the second time in a row,
Turkish voters have rebuked
President Recep Tayyir Erdogan’s
handpicked candidate for the
mayoralty of Istanbul, Turkey’s
largest and wealthiest city. The
secular Republican People’s
Party (CHP) candidate, Ekrem
Imamoglu, swamped Erdogan’s
Justice and Development Party
(AKP) candidate Binali Yildirim
in an election that many see as a
report card on the president’s 17
years of power.

So what does the outcome of
the election mean for the future of
Turkey, and in particular, its power-
ful president? For starters, an inter-
nal political realignment, but also
maybe a dangerous foreign policy
adventure.

Erdogan and his party have been
weakened politically and financially
by the loss of Istanbul, even though
the president did his best to steer
clear of the campaign over the past
several weeks. Since it was Erdogan
that pressured the Supreme Election
Council into annulling the results of
the March 31 vote, whether he likes
it or not, he owns the outcome.

His opponents in the AKP are
already smelling blood. Former
Prime Minister Ahmet Davutoglu,
who Erdogan sidelined in 2016,
has begun criticising the President’s
inner circle, including Berat
Albayrak, his son-in-law and current
Finance Minister. There are rumours
that Davutoglu and former deputy
Prime Minister Ali Babacan are con-
sidering forming a new party on the
right.

Up until the March election that
saw the AKP and its extreme nation-
alist alliance partner, the National
Movement Party (MHP), lose control
of most the major cities in the coun-
try, Erdogan had shown an almost
instinctive grasp of what the major-
ity of Turks wanted. But this time out
the AKP seemed tone deaf. While
Erdogan campaigned on the issue of
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Turkish voters have rebuked President Recep Tayyir Erdogan’s handpicked candidate for the mayoralty of Istanbul.

terrorism, polls showed most Turks
were more concerned with the dis-
astrous state of the economy, rising
inflation, and growing joblessness.

The “terrorist threat” strategy
— shorthand for Turkey’s Kurdish
minority — not only alienated con-
servative Kurds who reliably voted
for the AKP, but forced the oppo-
sition into a united front. Parties
ranging from the leftist Kurdish
People’s Democratic Party and the
Communist Party to more conserv-
ative parties like the Good Party
withdrew their candidates from the
Istanbul’s mayor’s race and lined up
behind the CHP’s Imamoglu.

The AKP — long an electoral
steamroller — ran a clumsy and ill-
coordinated campaign. While the
Yildirim tried to move to the centre,
Erdogan’s inner circle opted for a
hard right program, even accusing
Imamoglu of being a Greek (and
closet Christian) because he hails
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from the Black Sea area of Trabzon
that was a Greek centre centuries
ago. The charge backfired badly, and
an area that in the past was over-
whelming supportive of the AKP
shifted to backing a native son. Some
2.5 million former residents of the
Black Sea area live in Istanbul, and
it was clear which way they voted.

So what does the election out-
come mean for Turkish politics?
Well, for one, when the centre and
left unite they can beat Erdogan. But
it also looks like there is going to
be re-alignment on the right. In the
March election, the extreme right
MHP picked up some disgruntled
AKP voters, and many AKP voters
apparently stayed home, upset at the
corruption and the anti-terrorist strat-
egy of their party. It feels a lot like
2002 when the AKP came out of the
political margins and vaulted over
the right wing Motherland and True
Path parties to begin its 17 years of
domination. How far all this goes
and what the final outcome will be
is not clear, but Erdogan has been
weakened, and his opponents in the
AKP are already sharpening their
knives.

An Erdogan at bay, however, can
be dangerous. When the AKP lost its
majority in the 2015 general elec-
tion, Erdogan reversed his attempt to
peacefully resolve tensions with the
Kurds and, instead, launched a war
on Kurdish cities in the country’s
southeast. While the war helped him
to win back his majority in an elec-
tion six months later, it alienated the
Kurds and laid the groundwork for
the AKP’s losses in the March 2019
election and the Istanbul’s mayor’s
race.

The fear is that Erdogan will
look for a crisis that will resonate
with Turkish nationalism, a strategy
he has used in the past.

He tried to rally Turks behind
overthrowing the government of
Bashar al-Assad in Syria, but the war
was never popular. Most Turks are
not happy with the 3.7 million Syrian
refugees currently camped in their
country, nor with what increas-
ingly appears to be a quagmire for
the Turkish Army in Northern and
Eastern Syria.

Erdogan is trying to repair
fences with Saudi Arabia and the
United Arab Emirates because he

desperately needs the investment that
Gulf monarchs can bring to Turkey.
But the price for that is a break with
Iran and ending his support for the
Muslim Brotherhood. While the
Turkish President might be willing
to dump the Brotherhood, Erdogan
feels he needs Iran in his ongo-
ing confrontation with the Kurds in
Syria, and, at least at this point, he
is unwilling to join Saudi Arabia’s
jihad on Tehran.

In spite of the Turkish
President’s efforts to normalise ties
with Riyadh, Saudi Arabia recently
issued a formal warning to Saudi
real estate investors and tourists that
Turkey is” inhospitable.” Saudi tour-
ism is down 30 percent, and Turkish
exports to Saudi Arabia are also off.

Erdogan is also wrangling with
the US and NATO over Ankara’s
purchase of the Russian S-400
anti-aircraft system, a disagree-
ment that threatens further damage
to the Turkish economy through
US-imposed sanctions. There is
even a demand by some Americans
to expel Turkey from NATO, echoed
by similar calls from the Turkish
extreme right.

Talk of leaving NATO, however,
is mostly Sturm und Drang (Storm
and Stress). There is no Alliance pro-
cedure to expel a member, and cur-
rent tensions with Moscow means
NATO needs Turkey’s southern
border with Russia, especially its
control of the Black Sea’s outlet to
the Mediterranean.

But a confrontation over Cyprus
— and therefore with Greece — is by
no means out of the question. This
past May, Turkey announced that it
was sending a ship to explore for nat-
ural gas in the sea off Cyprus, waters
that are clearly within the island’s
economic exploitation zone.

“History suggests that leaders
who are losing their grip on power
have incentives to organise a show
of strength and unite their base
behind an imminent foreign threat,”
writes Greek investigative reporter
Yiannis Baboulias in Foreign Policy.
“Erdogan has every reason to create
hostilities with Greece — Turkey’s
traditional adversary and Cyprus’s
ally — to distract from his problems
at home.”

Turkey has just finished large-
scale naval exercises — code name

“Sea Wolf” — in the Aegean and
Eastern Mediterranean and, accord-
ing to Baboulias, Turkish warplanes
have been violating Greek airspace.

Cyprus, along with Israel and
Egypt, has been trying to develop
Cypriote offshore gas resources for
almost a decade, but Turkey has
routinely stymied their efforts. The
European Union (EU) supports
the right of Cyprus to develop the
fields, and the EU’s foreign policy
head, Federica Mogherini, called
on Turkey to “respect the sover-
eign rights of Cyprus to its exclu-
sive economic zone and refrain
from such illegal actions.” While
Mogherini pledged “full solidarity”
with Cyprus, it is hard to see what
the big trade organisation could do
in the event of a crisis.

Any friction with Cyprus is
friction with Greece, and there is a
distinct possibility that two NATO
members could find themselves in
a face off. Erdogan likes to create
tensions and then negotiate from
strength, a penchant he shares with
US President Donald Trump. While
it seems unlikely that it will come to
that, in this case, Turkish domestic
considerations could play a role.

A dustup with Ankara’s tradi-
tional enemy, Greece, would put
Erdogan’s opponents in the AKP
on the defensive and divert Turks
attention from the deepening eco-
nomic crisis at home. It might also
allow Erdogan to use the excuse of
a foreign policy crisis to strengthen
his already considerable executive
powers and to divert to the military
budget monies from cities the AKP
no longer control.

Budget cuts could stymie
efforts by the CHP and left parties
to improve conditions in the cities
and to pump badly needed funds into
education. The AKP used Istanbul’s
budget as a piggy bank for programs
that benefited members of Erdogan’s
family or generated kickbacks for
the Party from construction firms
and private contractors. Erdogan
has already warned his opponents
that they “won’t even be able to pay
the salaries of their employees.” The
man may be down but he is hardly
beaten.

There are turbulent times ahead
for Turkey.
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James Rothenberg

The global climate has recently been get-
ting warmer, forewarning more frequent
and severe storms, threatening many life
forms, coastal habitations, resources, and
food production. The warming we see is
but a tiny picture of an ever changing big
whole, with a history of reversals.

Global wealth inequality has created an
underclass of billions, forewarning social and
political unrest, threatening rebellions and
wars. State secrecy and surveillance of citizens
has reached a fascistic level, forewarning loss
of personal freedom and liberty.

Nuclear weapons show no signs of going
away, forewarning devastating consequences
of their usage.

It is not in the nature of capitalism to tol-
erate any loss of private profit, whether it be
diverting capital from proven profitable pro-
duction, allowing the world’s poorest countries
to prosper from their own above and under-
ground wealth resources, de-coupling its inter-
ests from a state founded in support of it, or
allowing competing nations and ideologies a
chance to rival our economy.

As the name implies, socialism places
people ahead of capital, working people as
distinct from people that prosper from other’s
work. Relatively few people prosper off of oth-
er’s work, yet these few people have, in their
hands, an inordinate amount of the world’s
wealth. And these few people have, in their
hands, the means to set the conditions under
which the workers of the world must sustain
themselves. You don’t have to be a fan of
socialism to see that capitalism favours the bil-
lionaire (with trillionaires not far off) and that
it is incapable of dealing with existing survival
threats.

It will take a new way of thinking to
address existential threats, and it must involve
the many over the few. People do not wish to
fight in wars, thirst for water, starve for food,
breathe dirty air, or withstand the elements for
lack of shelter. People of any one country have
to see in other countries their brothers and sis-
ters. Less a utopian desire, it is a remedy for
one nation’s leadership lying and misleading
its citizens into thinking that they have enemies
intent on harming them.

People don’t fight people in wars. They
put on uniforms and fight for big shots. States
fight states. The citizen must be led into it. This
is a propaganda role states give to themselves
and it has proven effective through centuries of
use. Tell the people what they’re afraid of, tell
them they’re fighting for the “good”, and refer
to them as “heroes” of the state. Then all they
have to do is obey.

It’s a big thing to imagine, but if inter-
national socialism replaced capitalism, with
workers in all the world’s countries having
control over their economy, war would become
less inevitable. Certainly there could be no
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capitalist, imperialist war. One can react dryly
to capitalism’s cynical program of mustering
young men and women off to war, and then
giving veterans 10 percent off.

Speaking glowingly of an “American
way of life” when large numbers of these
Americans are under the control of the whims
of others for their very existence is a hypoc-
risy that can only be maintained through
sheer repetition. The modern corporation is
the antithesis of democracy. It’s purposely
structured that way — by law, the kind we’re
taught to have reverence for — to protect it
from unhappy workers and outsiders. And,
yes, polls confirm most workers are unhappy.
Worldwide.

That some people don’t want to be boss,
and are happy to work for others with less
responsibility, is not an argument for the
beneficence of capitalism. It’s an indication of
the accommodation workers have made to an
exploitive economic system that does not invite
worker participation. Perhaps the only thing
you’re free to do is quit.

US capitalism has taken all three branches
of government and swallowed them whole.
There’s much talk about election interference

lately. Theirs, not ours. Theirs is relatively
puny compared to ours but leaving aside the
international kind, for a look at real interfer-
ence we need go no further than money as a
predictor in all our own elections. You almost
can’t go wrong by betting on the party’s can-
didate that spends the most money in the
campaign.

Are we presently living in a pre-fascist
stage? It’s safer to say we’ve entered a post-
democratic age because capitalism is inher-
ently anti-democratic, and little in our national
life has been spared from its abuse. It’s not for
a lack of evidence that there is reluctance to
move away from it. That’s due to long term
demonisation and the failed examples of
socialist experiments.

The irony in the “failed example” argu-
ment is that it presents the United States as a
neutral outside observer, merely keeping track
of history’s winners and losers for the record.
This is the record that can be portrayed to the
American public as an example of the supe-
riority of our system. It has been wildly suc-
cessful because the failures are real and the
results of this one-sided record are plain to see.
Today’s aspiring presidential hopefuls can be

openly-almost anything, but they still can’t be
openly atheist, or socialist.

There is a fuller record, one that takes
into account the United States’ role in actively
undermining independent people’s movements,
socialist or otherwise, at home and abroad. We
have stopped at nothing (bribery, arming right-
wing militias, economic strangulation, torture,
sabotage, and outright murder) to put down this
sort of uprising against the existent economic
and political arrangement that the United States
refers to as responsible world order.

We can make ironical use out of the
“exceptional nation” theme that has served to
justify pretty much all of our behaviour. That
is, justify it to the home population at which
it is aimed. Foreign populations might find it
perplexing.

If we are so exceptional, why concern
ourselves with what lessers have been able
to achieve? Surely we can do better with the
“hardest working and most talented people on
earth”. For one thing, a US socialist experiment
would have the advantage of not having the
reigning world superpower working overtime
to snuff it out.
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Trump’s policies killing people

John Woijcik

USA: Some, including the chair of
the House Judiciary Committee,
are hoping Robert Mueller will tip
the scales somehow so that every-
one will be demanding impeach-
ment after he testifies publicly
before Congress on July 17. Those
of us who are sceptical can be for-
given for not holding our breath
until then.

Mueller has already said he
would not be providing any new
information in any congressional
testimony he is called to provide.
Democrats are hoping to refocus
public attention on the 448 page
lawyerly report Mueller wrote and
Attorney General William Barr
skilfully framed in pro-Trump
format, leading millions to believe
the Trump mantra of “no collu-
sion, no obstruction.” Democrats

justifiably want the public to under-
stand that Mueller did not exoner-
ate Trump, which, of course, he did
not.

But after two and a half years
of waiting — first waiting for
Mueller to complete his investiga-
tion, then waiting for him to com-
plete his report, then waiting for
him to appear on national television
to explain his report, and now wait-
ing for him to talk even more about
his report — we have a situation
where the Democrats in Congress
appear to be delaying and waffling
on performing their constitutional
duty to reign in a lawless president.

We don’t have to wait for
Mueller to know what has to
be done. First of all, he was an
appointee of the very administra-
tion he was investigating. He was
not an independent prosecutor
like Leon Jaworski in the Nixon

days. Nevertheless, if he can add
to the long list of already exist-
ing proofs of why Trump should
be impeached, it would be great.
And the video of Mueller saying
in his own words what he wrote in
his report could well serve to push
public opinion further along on the
issue of impeachment.

The magnitude of Trump’s
crimes is so great, however, that
waiting for July 17 is unnecessary,
and waiting until the next election
is actually dangerous. Based on the
clearest of evidence, we have no
guarantee at this point that the 2020
election will even be a fair one. The
government has done nothing to
correct the problems outlined in the
Mueller report.

Nor has it done anything to
reign in the home-grown attacks
on the right to vote, including
the trashing of the Voting Rights

Act. Millions of voters, primarily
African-American voters, have
been and are being stripped from
the rolls in state after state.

Even if we ignore the damn-
ing evidence against Trump in the
Mueller report and the violations
of the emolument clauses of the
Constitution, we still see Trump
violating the law every single day.

He has violated US law by
denying asylum seekers the right to
come and apply for refuge in this
country. He has illegally ordered
that they be turned back at the entry
points along the border, and one
such family that was turned back
last week paid the most awful price
of that illegality.

When an El Salvadoran family
fleeing violence was denied its
rightful entry, they tried to cross
the Rio Grande River last week.
Oscar Alberto Martinez Ramirez

and his 23-month old daughter,
Valeria, drowned in the attempt.
The little girl was tucked into the
t-shirt of her dad as he desperately
attempted to swim away from a
past that offered her nothing into

an unknown but hopeful future.

She died with her tiny arm wrapped
around his neck.

 Her mother, Tania Vanessa
Avalos, is left mourning a lost
child and husband. And back in San
Martin, El Salvador, Rosa Ramirez
has lost her son and granddaughter.

Trump issued his illegal orders,
and people lost their lives.

Unfit as President of the United
States. Unfit as a human being.
Guilty of high crimes and misde-
meanours. There is no time to wait,
again, for Robert Mueller. He must
be impeached now.
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Time to step up

I went to a meeting on the Manus and
Nauru political hostages yesterday. I am
not sure how many times I heard the
phrase “doom and gloom”, because of
the election result. Yes, disappointing in
some ways, but freeing the innocent people
from purgatory on Manus and Nauru (900
people trapped there for 6 years) doesn’t
depend on elections ... it depends on

activism here (and resistance there).

We are the ones who are free to take real
action. One can only admire what Behrouz
Boochani and his friends have done.

I think they are still waiting for us to step
up as citizens, as people living in a relatively
free society, as (if you like) good Samaritans.
The unions, and the churches, mosques and
temples especially need to step up on this.
Nine hundred innocent people held captive
in violation of the 1951 UN Convention on
Refugees (signed by Australia in 1954).

I object to the word “compassion” as
it is often used. We should be demanding
that Australia play by the rules. Wretched
Morrison, Dutton, Albanese and the rest.

We protest at the QVB every Friday at
Spm at the QV statue in front of the QVB,
Sydney. We publicise what other groups such
as RAC are doing as well. And a special com-
mendation for #Sail4Justice.

Stephen Langford OT
(Order of Timor)
Sydney

Still waiting
after 50 years

Equal pay fight continues fifty years
after landmark case

On June 19 working people celebrated five
decades since the 1969 landmark equal
pay case. The case was brought by women
union members in the public service and
meat industry. The case abolished the
right of employers to discriminate against
women by paying them 25 percent less than
men for performing the same work and
laid the foundation for a 1972 case that
mandated that women be paid 100 percent
of the male wage.

It was the first of a series of victories for
working people on equal pay, but five decades
on the full-time gender pay gap is more than
14 percent and women are still fighting.

The current rules are still weighted against
working women, with only one successful
equal pay case in the last 30 years.

Nathan Barnes
Sydney
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US builds fan base in Cubaq,
aims at regime change

L] %

WT Whitney

US government agents have long struck at
Cuba’s infrastructure, economy, leaders,
and population. Such attacks have accentu-
ated recently with new restrictions on US
travel to Cuba and steps taken to endanger
foreign investments in Cuba — specifically,
implementation of a crucial section of the
Helms-Burton Law. But all along, including
just recently, the United States has pursued
more shadowy interventions.

In June, the State Department’s Bureau of
Western Hemisphere Affairs (WHA) issued
a request for proposals for a project aimed
at providing young Cubans with training for
periods of six months to a year. Whatever
organisation winning the WHA contract — and
receiving US$1,033,086 for its pains — would
expose up to four Cubans at a time to experi-
ences and teachers in the United States or in a
third country.

The overall purpose of the program, which
will operate for three years, is to enhance the
skills and capabilities of Cubans viewed as
“emerging leaders.” Away from Cuba they
would gain experiences and instruction calcu-
lated to prepare them for leadership positions
someday in Cuba. There would be 25-40 of
them. They would range from 20 to 35 years
of age. Applications are due in late July.

)

¥

WHA has already sponsored a similar ven-
ture. In 2014, World Learning, an organisa-
tion that regularly facilitates study abroad by
young people, received a US$1.2 million grant
from WHA to develop a “Summer Leadership
Program for Cuban Youth.” Dozens of Cuban
secondary and pre-university students in
2015 and 2016 participated in two-week
long programs in the United States. Exposed
to “leadership development” here, they sup-
posedly gained awareness of “civic educa-
tion principles and the structure of democratic
organisations.”

The current WHA request for pro-
posals highlights the program’s goal of
“empower[ing] Cubans to freely determine
their own futures by increasing human capac-
ity, promoting community-level engagement,
and expanding civil society networks.” Cubans
receiving the training would learn “to advance
community-focused causes related to human
rights and democracy” and “to advocate for
democratic principles, and to convey the needs
of the Cuban people to a broader audience.”

WHA advises applicants to make plans for
meeting likely recruits in the United States or
a third country, and not in Cuba. Authors of
the project thus own up to the fact that having
agents show up in Cuba would reveal they
were up to no good there.

The WHA document notes further that

authorisation for the project derives from the
Helms-Burton Act of 1996, which provided
for “the furnishing of assistance ... to support
democracy-building efforts for Cuba.” In fact,
that legislation set the stage for a multitude of
low-profile US interventions in Cuba. Since
then, the US Congress has approved more or
less US$20 million annually to be spent on
creating a political opposition inside Cuba.
The moneys mostly ended up with either
the National Endowment for Democracy,
acting under State Department auspices, or
USAID. These agencies have distributed funds
to independent anti-Cuban organizations and
other groups that, in turn, provided support for
dissident writers, bloggers, web site editors,
artists, academics, street protesters, and others.
Tracey Eaton, a US journalist knowledge-
able about how US intervention programs in
Cuba are funded, reported in 2015 that, as of
the following year, over US$304 million will
have been spent on “democracy-promotion”
programs since passage of the Helms-Burton
Act. The US propaganda arm, Radio and TV
Marti, had received US$700 million.
Replying to an interviewer, Eaton opined
that US interventionist efforts would persist
“as long as the Helms-Burton Law exists that
authorises these programs.”
Eaton documented 42 organisations that
in 2017 served as conduits for over US$14

million in funds heading to opposition indi-
viduals and groups both in Cuba and in third
countries. That amount, and over US$2 mil-
lion more that he couldn’t track, reflected
grants from either NED or USAID. He was
unable to document the distribution of similar
awards in 2018.

Cuba thus joins Venezuela and Nicaragua
as targets of US “democracy-promotion” pro-
grams, the three of them having been des-
ignated by National Security Advisor John
Bolton as a “troika of tyranny.” The United
States does not intervene under similar
premises in non-democratic states like Saudi
Arabia, Egypt, or the United Arab Emirates
—nor in either Brazil or Honduras, where
democracy is under siege.

The difference is simple. Some of these
nations are US enemies and candidates for
regime change, and the others are US allies
or dependencies. Democracy promotion is a
thin facade.

Yet fairness demands that Cuba too be
identified as an intervener: troops to Southern
Africa to end apartheid, doctors through-
out the world to heal, and agents monitoring
anti-Cuban terrorists in the United States. The
latter became the Cuban Five political prison-
ers. The race for democracy-promotion laurels
evidently is not a close one.
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Hot Docs Film Festival
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Haydee and the Flying Fish follows a woman searching for closure.

Bill Myer

North America’s premiere Hot Docs Festival
in Toronto featured several new and intrigu-
ing documentaries from Latin America. A
few stand out as reminders of atrocities that
were committed in the struggle for social
liberation across the continent. Still reflect-
ing on the unresolved crimes committed
during the 1970s in Chile, Pachi Bustos’s
Haydee and the Flying Fish follows a woman
searching for closure from crimes commit-
ted against her at a naval base during the
Pinochet reign of terror.

Taken prisoner after the military coup,
Haydee, 21, pregnant and with an 18-month-
old child, was tortured by her captors who were
never identified or charged with any crimes.
Her son lived but the child in her womb died,
and later its ashes were placed at the naval
base. In a highly poetic manner, the doc serves
as a final resolution for the protagonist as she
officially files charges against the torturers, and
removes the ashes from the naval base, spread-
ing them to the winds in a ship where flying
fish sail mid-air.

While there were many more who suf-
fered through the ordeal, this is an extended
and detailed story about just one victim of the
fascist takeover of Chile. Thousands were tor-
tured, children were killed in front of parents,
or kidnapped never to be seen again. The coun-
try is still suffering from the collective pain of
a military coup (with broad CIA support) oust-
ing Salvador Allende, a democratically elected
socialist president.

Just up the coast from Chile is another
country suffering from years of turmoil. In
1980, Peruvian government forces began a
battle with Sendero Luminoso (Shining Path),
a Maoist guerrilla group, one of several call-
ing themselves the Communist Party. The
second bloodiest war in South America has
continued to the present day taking many
victims along the way. In The Search, pro-
tagonists from both sides of the long, bloody
struggle search for the truth and a resolution
to the years of violence. They are search-
ing for a mass grave of victims of Sendero
Luminoso, a terrorist group that often targeted
peasants, Natives, labour leaders and other
leftist groups. One scene shows the discov-
ery of an untouched SL jungle camp from the
1980s, containing revolutionary paintings of
Mao, Lenin, Che, and other historic artefacts
of struggle. The film avoids taking a political
position, attempting to find a humanist solu-
tion in the search.

And just up from Peru is Colombia,
another country saturated with violence and
blood for decades. Since the late 1950s over a
quarter million people have been killed in the
longest and bloodiest war in South America.
Here, the main opponent of the government is
the communist guerrilla FARC (Revolutionary
Armed Forces of Colombia). Many of the wars
in Latin America were fired up by fierce anti-
communism inspired by the United States and
its protection of multinational corporations
exploiting the rich resources of the region.
While this situation advanced poverty, unem-
ployment and chaos, leftist groups emerged,

some utilising extreme methods to combat
unbearable social conditions.

The film Bojaya: Caught in the Crossfire
documents an event that took place in 2002
when government-sponsored paramilitaries
invaded a little town and gathered locals as
human shields inside a church in their fight
against FARC. Most everyone died when
FARC dropped a small bomb on the church,
not realising locals were inside. This film, like
the previous mentioned, also seeks to find res-
olution and hope in reconciliation. The Irish
and Russian film crew knew little about the
people and their history but took a humanising
approach following a few of the survivors who
tell their powerful stories of healing.

One of the protagonists lost 32 family
members in the attack, and has now became a
community leader searching for solutions. In
2016, a truce was established between FARC
and the government, and weapons were laid
down. But there is fluctuating lack of trust,
while dangerous drug cartels are filling the
void left by FARC, creating much more vio-
lence now. Many of those who have taken on
the task of telling the truth and enforcing the
peace treaty have been assassinated.

It’s rare to see a film about Cuba that
doesn’t attack the Revolution. So, here’s a true
gem from Quebec — a brilliantly conceived
personal study of Cubans who have chosen
to live high above the streets of Havana, atop
hotels, apartment buildings and other high
rises. Directed by Pedro Ruiz, Havana from
On High provides compelling stories from roof
dwellers enjoying the city away from the sound

of the streets. Most dwellers live within peace-
ful homemade setups created from the best of
remaining materials.

There are a lot of stories: An aging
woman who fought alongside Che during the
Revolution, a joyous man who defines himself
now as “normal gay,” an electronics repairman
who carries his repair jobs up and down many
flights of stairs but refuses to move his busi-
ness to ground level. It’s an entire cross-section
of the people who have dealt with the hard-
ships caused by a fierce, long-lasting economic
blockade of the country.

There are several stories about pigeons
that provide income as carriers for the gov-
ernment, flower growers free of insects and
pests, a talented poet who raps with drums;
a dancer moving to the soundtrack, and a
Canadian who moved to Havana because he
was “saved by Cuba.” Many feel free high
up, some stay up there most of the time while
others go down every day. By the end you feel
you have dozens of new friends in this infec-
tious, unique film.

There were several other important films
from Latin America shown at Hot Docs that
I couldn’t fit in this review. The Brazilian doc
Edge of Democracy, which is streaming on
Netflix, covers the recent actions taken against
former progressive leaders, Lula da Silva and
Dilma Rousseft. Important films from Mexico
included The Guardian of Memory dealing
with drug cartels and conflict zones that feed
the growing numbers of people fleeing for the
border.
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Shut them down

Trump’s prisons for migrant children are “torture chambers”

Albert Bender *

In the wake of Trump’s threat to begin
massive deportation sweeps of migrant
families, the inhuman conditions at facili-
ties holding refugee children were brought
to light just this past weekend. These
nightmarish conditions are far worse, in
fact, more atrocious in many respects than
previously reported.

The ghastly, first-hand account of the con-
ditions was given by lawyers and a board-cer-
tified physician, Dr Dolly Lucio Sevier, who
visited holding facilities in McAllen, Texas,
and the Clint centre, also in that state. Dr
Sevier was quoted on Good Morning America
on June 24, saying the facilities were “torture
chambers.” The team’s descriptions of the
conditions facing the children, the youngest of
whom was only two and a half months old, can
only be classified as horrific.

Dr Sevier, who has a private practice in
the area, was given access to the Ursula facil-
ity in McAllen, the largest immigrant deten-
tion centre in the country, after attorneys found
there was a flu outbreak that sent five infants to
the neonatal intensive care unit.

After examining 39 children, she described
the circumstances for minors as including
“extremely cold temperatures; lights on 24
hours a day; no adequate access to medical
care, basic sanitation, or water; and inadequate
food.”

Countless numbers of these children are
Indigenous from the huge Native ethnicities of
Central America. Many, if not most, are mono-
lingual, speaking only their Indigenous lan-
guages and have no fluency in Spanish.

All the children she examined were suffer-
ing from trauma, and some teens told of having
no access to hand washing for their entire time
in custody. Dr Sevier characterised these con-
ditions as “tantamount to intentionally causing
the spread of disease.”

When interviewed by the US ABC News,
Sevier said the facility “felt worse than jail.”
Indeed, these children are being treated worse
than prisoners, worse than animals.

The situation for infants was even more
dreadful. Teen mothers in custody told of not
having the facilities to wash their babies’ bot-
tles. This is tantamount to slow murder.

“To deny parents the ability to wash their
infant’s bottles is unconscionable and could be
considered intentional mental and emotional
abuse,” Sevier said.

At the Clint facility, conditions were just
as abominable as at McAllen. These included
infants and toddlers sleeping on cold concrete
floors, a lice outbreak in which guards pro-
vided two lice combs to 20 children “to work
it out,” and punishing children by taking away
sleeping mats and blankets (the children are
provided only with aluminium foil blankets).
At this centre, a two-year-old with no diaper
was being cared for by “several other little
girls.” This child was observed urinating in his
pants in the conference chair in which he was
sitting and immediately started crying.

AP

Dr Sevier was quoted as saying the holding facilities in McAllen Texas were “torture chambers.”

This is not the first report of children taking
care of children. Just last week, the Associated
Press reported that immigration attorneys told
of younger children being left in the care of
older children, including a four-year old in the
care of an eight-year old.

One of the visiting lawyers, Warren
Blinford, stated they wanted to find out “Why
these children are dying at a rate that we’ve
never seen before.”

According to other mainstream news out-
lets, the “toddlers are left to fend for them-
selves.” Sunday morning news reported the
children had no beds and no water and were
being given frozen food to eat.

The question of just how many children are
in detention again comes up and seems to rise
with each passing hour. Early on the morning
of this writing, June 24, the figure 40,000 was
being reported. An hour later, another report
put the number at 50,000, while the BBC
claimed 60,000 children in custody. Suffice
it to say, once again, the true number must be
astronomical.

In the meantime, Trump officials main-
tain that the detained children are not entitled
to soap, toothbrushes, or beds. This is insane;

it’s fascism in action. The Justice Department
is incredibly arguing against providing these
basic human amenities. Unbelievably, gov-
ernment attorney Sarah Fabian argued before
the US Court of Appeals for the 9th Circuit
that forcing children to sleep on cold concrete
floors in cells is both “safe and sanitary.”

The three judge appellate panel members
were stunned by the government’s position.
One judge responded, “You’re really going
to stand up and tell us that being able to sleep
isn’t a question of ‘safe and sanitary’ condi-
tions? ... You can’t be safe or sanitary as a
human being if you can’t sleep.”

Dr Sevier’s report is the most recent of
many horrific accounts to emerge from the
detention facilities. Her report was echoed by
Holly Cooper, who co-directs the University of
California at Davis’s Immigration Law Clinic
and represents detained children who said in a
recent AP interview, “In my 22 years of doing
visits with children in detention, I have never
heard of this level of inhumanity.”

When will this issue reach the breaking
point for the American people? How many
more atrocities against these hapless toddlers
and youngsters are being covered up by the

“In my 22 years of doing visits with children
I have never heard of this level of inhumanity.” Holly Cooper

Guardian

Trump regime? These “concentration camps,”
as Representative. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez
has described them, must be closed. The suffer-
ings of these helpless children must be brought
to an immediate halt.

* Albert Bender is a Cherokee activist,
historian, political columnist, and

freelance reporter for Native and Non-

Native publications. He was an organiser

and defagate to the First and Second
Intercontinental Indian Conferences held

in Quito, Ecuador and Quetzaltenango,
Guatemala. Recently, he has been an active
porticir)ant and reporter in the Standing Rock
struggle in North Dakota. He is an attorney
and is currently writing a legal treatise on
Native American sovereignty. He is also
writing a book on the war crimes committed
by the US against the Maya people in the
Guatemalan civil war of tKe ate 20th century.
He is also the recipient of several Eagle
Awards by the Tennessee Native American
Eagle Organisation and a former Director of
Native American Legal Departments and a
Tribal Public Defender.
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