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The Coalition went to the elections with
two priorities. One was the tax cuts which
are now law and the other was its union-
busting agenda. It plans a return to the
Howard/Abbott days of individual employ-
ment contracts (Australian Workplace
Agreements — AWAs) and deregulation
of relations between workers and their
employers. The Coalition’s aim is to offer
employers a life without unions so that they
can run rampant over workers.

The misnamed, union-busting Ensuring
Integrity Bill is before Parliament. (For details
see Guardian, #1974, 26-06-2019, “Fascistic:
Scene set for union deregistration.”

When the bill was first presented to
Parliament, the Guardian said: “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 politi-
cal and economic in its aims and objectives.”
(See Guardian, #1797, 04-10-2017, “Affront
to democracy™)

The government has agreed to a few
changes to the bill in its negotiations with
cross-benchers, such as the removal of its ret-
rospective provisions.

The passing of this bill would add to
the Australian Building and Construction
Commission (ABCC) and other anti-union
laws that virtually outlaw industrial action and
undermine fundamental democratic rights of
Australian workers.

In particular, the bill seeks to give the gov-
ernment, its agencies and employers the power
to interfere in the running of trade unions, to
disqualify union officers from holding office,
deregister unions and prevent them from
merging.

Union-busting priority

Prior to the elections Prime Minister Scott
Morrison did intimate in a tweet that he was
considering deregistering the Construction
Forestry Maritime Mining and Energy Union
(CFMMEU). This legislation paves the way for
the CFMMEU’s deregistration.

In fact, during the election campaign
Morrison largely refused to discuss industrial
relations, preferring to focus on economic man-
agement of the economy and attack Labor’s
planned taxation reforms.

But as soon as the elections were over,
Industrial Relations Minister Christian Porter
declared the Ensuring Integrity Bill was a pri-
ority. The bill had previously been defeated in
2017 when Senate cross-benchers joined forces
with Labor and the Australian Greens to vote
it down.

But the composition of the Senate cross-
bench has shifted markedly to the Right,
making very real the possibility of the bill
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On the right, Maritime Union of Australia assistant national secretary Warren Smith.

being passed. At the same time employers have
been emboldened by the re-election of the reac-
tionary Morrison government and gone on the
offensive.

Waterfront struggle

In what could prove to be a pivotal strug-
gle for the trade union movement, Dubai Ports
World (DPW) has launched an all-out attack
on wharfies. Waterfront workers, not prepared
to take a cut in conditions or the outsourcing
of their jobs, have taken united action over
DPW’s intransigence and failure to negotiate
with the union, the Maritime division of the
CFMMEU.

Earlier this month around 1,800 wharfies
took strike action against global stevedoring
operator DPW at the company’s four container
terminals in Sydney, Brisbane, Melbourne and
Fremantle. The original stoppages were two to
three days in length with actions likely. Action
including bans is continuing.

Issues at the heart of the dispute centre
around outsourcing, automation, Income
Protection, domestic violence provisions and
dishonest bargaining approaches by DPW.
In relation to jobs and automation, DPW
has already declared 150 redundancies in
Melbourne and 100 in Sydney.

Employer loophole

The right to strike has been virtually out-
lawed. The Fair Work Act restricts industrial
action to periods when new enterprise agree-
ments are being negotiated and then only
after a long processing including a ballot
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of members — what is known as “protected
action.”

The term “protected” means protection
from damages claims by the employer.

A ruling by the Fair Work Commission
last Friday, July 19, placed further restrictions
on what can be considered “protected action,”
leaving a loop-hole for employers to avoid
work bans.

Under the FWA, following a successful
ballot, the action must start within 30 days,
or the right to use it is lost. The wharfies have
been on strike and DPW has not asked them
to carry out overtime or other types of work
that would qualify as work bans such as on
overtime.

DPW pointed to the failure of the union to
use these bans for 30 days, and deputy pres-
ident Geoffrey Bull agreed: “The perform-
ance of work [the subject of the bans] was
not required or requested by DPW to be per-
formed, therefore, there was no relevant refusal
to perform work subject to the bans.”

Maritime Union of Australia assist-
ant national secretary Warren Smith told the
Guardian that the union would appeal the deci-
sion. “It opens up manipulation of the act to
employers to such an extent that it effectively
nullifies or negates the use of bans as industrial
action in the broader sense.”

In breach of
international law

The Fair Work Act’s restrictions on
the right to strike, the content of collective

Automation and closures

agreements and union right of entry into work-
places are already in breach of the International
Labour Organisation’s conventions.

The Australian Council of Trade Unions
(ACTU) commissioned the UK-based
International Centre for Trade Union Rights
(ICTUR) to review the Coalition’s Ensuring
Integrity legislation.

If passed, this bill would allow the
Minister, the government regulator and any
person “with sufficient interest” — which could
include employer groups — to seek to have
union officers disqualified or entire unions
deregistered in breach of Australia’s commit-
ments as a signatory under the ILO’s Freedom
of Association and Protection of the Right to
Organise Convention, 1948 (No0.87) and the
Right to Organise and Collective Bargaining
Convention, 1949 (No0.98).

The report found almost no comparable
legislation in other industrialised democracies.
Rather, the bill, “invites comparisons with the
regulations deployed by repressive regimes,
which are aimed at wholly undermining work-
ers’ rights to organise freely and independently
of the state,” the report says.

The ICTUR found parallels between
Turkey’s repressive laws cracking down on
unions, while also pointing to similarities with
the Brazilian dictator-era laws.

ACTU president Michele O’Neil described
the draft laws as “extreme and danger-
ous”, saying Australia already had some of
the most restrictive regulations for workers’
organisations.

Continued on page 2
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Against fascism and war

On August 2, 1935, Georgi Dimitrov delivered to the 7th Congress of the
Communist International his report Against Fascism and War. Hitlerism
had come to power in Germany two years earlier and had launched a savage
offensive against the German working class.

Hitler made clear the aggressive intentions of the German capitalist
ruling class and their aim of world domination. The Nazis were backed by
the big monopoly companies and banks. Racism became official government
policy.

Georgi Dimitrov had already become a world figure because of his fear-
less exposure of the Nazi leaders at the Reichstag fire trial: the provocation
instigated by the Nazi regime to justify their repressive measures.

Dimitrov’s report had a world-wide influence in rallying the people
of many countries to the danger of fascism. It is timely to recall the main
ideas contained in the report, not only to mark its 84th anniversary but
also because of the new danger of fascist trends in a number of countries,
including Australia. The ideas in the report remain valid today.

Dimitrov’s speech, given on behalf of the Executive Committee of the
Communist International, described fascism as “the open terrorist dicta-
torship of the most reactionary, most chauvinistic and most imperialist
elements of finance capital”.

He said that “Fascism comes to power as party of attack on the revolu-
tionary movement of the proletariat, on the masses of the people who are
in a state of unrest; yet it stages its accession to power as a ‘revolutionary’
movement against the bourgeoisie on behalf of the ‘whole nation’ and for
‘the salvation’ of the nation”.

Nevertheless, “fascism is a most ferocious attack by capital on the toiling
masses;” it is “rabid reaction and counter-revolution” and “the most vicious
enemy of the working class and of all the toilers.” Dimitrov warned that
“whoever does not fight the reactionary measures of the bourgeoisie and
the growth of fascism at these preparatory stages is not in a position to
prevent the victory of fascism, but, on the contrary, facilitates that victory”.

The report asked: “Can the victory of fascism be prevented?” Dimitrov
answered “Yes!”

In the first place, this depends on the militant activity of the working
class, on its fighting unity in combatting the capitalist offensive.

Secondly, it depends on the existence of a strong revolutionary party,
correctly leading the struggle of the working people against fascism.

Thirdly, said Dimitrov, it depends on a correct policy by the working
class towards the intermediate strata such as non-monopoly farmers, pro-
fessionals, intellectuals and the self-employed, adopting a patient attitude,
winning them over to the struggle against fascism.

Fourthly, it depends on whether the politically conscious working class
exercises vigilance and takes action at the proper time. “It must not allow
fascism to catch it unawares, it must not surrender the initiative to fascism,
it must inflict blows on the latter before it can gather forces,” said Dimitrov.

Most essential is a united front of the working class, the unity of action
of the workers in every factory, in every district, in every region, in every
country, all over the world.

“The establishment of unity of action by all sections of the working
class, irrespective of their party or organisational affiliation, is necessary
even before the majority of the working class is united in the struggle for
the overthrow of capitalism and the victory of the proletarian revolution.

“The Communist International attaches no conditions to unity of action
except one, and that an elementary condition acceptable for all workers, viz,
that the unity of action be directed against fascism, against the offensive of
capital, against the threat of war, against the class enemy.”

Dimitrov went on to say that the “defence of the immediate economic
and political interests of the working class, the defence of the working class
against fascism, must form the starting point and main content of the united
front in all capitalist countries”.

Speaking about the ideology of fascism, Dimitrov said: “Many comrades
did not believe that so reactionary a variety of bourgeois ideology as the
ideology of fascism, which in its stupidity frequently reaches the point of
lunacy, was capable of gaining a mass influence at all. This was a great
mistake.”

Dimitrov devoted a whole chapter of his report to the role of the com-
munist parties in the struggle against fascism. In Australia, this section has
often been overlooked and its importance for the success of a united front
of the working class underrated.

Dimitrov pointed out that “in the struggle for the establishment of the
united front, the importance of the leading role of the Communist Party
increases extraordinarily. Only the Communist Party is at bottom the initia-
tor, the organiser and the driving force of the united front of the working
class”. The communists should “strengthen their own ranks in every respect”.

In working for the formation of the united front against fascism, Dimitrov
warned against adopting sectarian attitudes. Sectarianism, he said, “finds
expression particularly in over-estimating the speed at which they are
abandoning the positions of reformism, in attempts to leap over difficult
stages and over complicated tasks of the movement. Methods of leading the
masses have in practice been frequently replaced by the methods of leading
a narrow party group.”

Dimitrov also warned against the danger of right opportunism which,
he said, “will increase in proportion as the wide united front develops™.

He pointed out: “A successful struggle for the establishment of the united
front imperatively demands constant struggle in our ranks against tendencies
to depreciate the role of the Party, against legalist illusions, against reliance
on spontaneity and automatism.”

Dimitrov said that the party must be a militant party, a revolutionary
party, capable of leading the working people in the struggle for power and
capable of orienting itself in the complicated problems that arise.

The struggle against fascism in the 1930s and ’40s failed to prevent the
Nazis from plunging the world into the bloodbath of the Second World
War. Only in the crucible of war did an alliance come into existence which
defeated Nazism militarily, at the cost of more than 50 million lives.
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“Extreme and
dangerous”

Continued from page 1

“This international research shows that the
Morrison government is willing to break interna-
tional law to pursue his extreme and dangerous
agenda,” O’Neil said.

“Australia already has one of the most restric-
tive sets of regulations on workers’ organisations
among democratic nations. This extreme new law
would align Australia with authoritarian, undemo-
cratic countries.”

“This bill will harm ordinary working people
and lead to increases in wage theft and unsafe work.

“The only people who would benefit from these
laws are the Morrison government and unethical
employers,” O’Neil added.

Broad reach

The bill allows the Federal Court to cancel the
registration of a union on a wide range of grounds
and to disqualify officers of a union for a range of
“offences”.

There is a catch-all “not a fit and proper person”
clause, that can be used to disqualify a union official
from holding office. This includes situations where a
right of entry permit has been revoked or suspended,
or there have been certain criminal or civil findings.

The bill clearly targets the CFMMEU in the
short term but could be applied to any registered
trade union that dares to defend its members’ jobs,
wages, other entitlements or safety.

Act now!

Lobby your MP and Senators and ALL cross
benchers. Maintain the pressure. The Ensuring
Integrity Bill must be defeated. Tell your col-
leagues, family and anyone else you know. Make
and sign petitions. Go to the “Stop Morrison’s War
on Working People” and join the national campaign
to defeat the bill. &

Politics in the Pub Perth

No nukes for Australia!l

6-8 pm Wednesday August 7

43 Below Bar and Restaurant
43 Barrack Street just off Hay Street Mall Perth

This is not the time to promote a debate on Australia acquiring its own nuclear arsenal yet this is just what politicians and the
media are doing, using a new book, How to Defend Australia by Hugh White, emeritus professor of strategic studies at ANU.

To coincide with the commemoration of Hiroshima Day, join us for a discussion of this relevant topic.

Keynote speaker: Dr Tilman A. Ruff, Associate Professor at the Nossal Institute for Global Health, University of Melbourne;
Co- President of International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War; Founding Chair of the International Campaign to Abolish
Nuclear Weapons; and International Medical Adviser for Australian Red Cross.

Adrian Glamorgan, Quaker peace activist back from New York NPT talks. he visited DPRK last October.

Dr. Christopher Crouch, Independent and Peaceful Australia Network, WA chapter.

Other speakers to be confirmed
Chaired by the CPA!

Free entry — Food and drink available for sale

FB: www.cpa.org.au/x/pitp-perth
Contact: 0419 812 872 or cpaperth@gmail.com

spiritual death.

L€ QUOTE OF THE WEEK

A nation that continues year after year to spend more money on
military defence than on programs of social uplift is approaching
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Round Figure” $10, “Sparky” $10

PRESS FUND

Australian scientists are investigating whether ancient wheat strains from Syria might help
Australian wheat growers cope with the increasingly frequent and severe droughts that
accompany climate change. What a set of ironies! We’re seeking help from Syria, whose
own wheat fields have recently been set on fire by a terrorist organisation obsessed with
overthrowing the Syrian government, while successive Australian governments have for
decades supported and served US administrations that have an identical obsession, and to
cap it off we’ve adamantly supported the fossil fuel industries that are primarily responsible
for climate change! We want to change all that, and you can help us by sending in a Press
Fund contribution for the next edition. Many thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:

June Ayres $30, Dr G Dittura $10, NH $50, Max Hunt $50, D McLaren $50,

This week’s total: $210 Progressive total: $,3470
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Alison Barnes*

The federal election has come and gone
but what has changed for universities? It is
clear that the Coalition government wants
to introduce new laws to shackle unions
and thus weaken our ability to improve and
maintain conditions of work. The govern-
ment has a vision for industrial relations
— albeit one it only talked about after the
election — but its vision for higher educa-
tion is less obvious, possibly because it
doesn’t have one.

The issue of how higher education meets
the needs of the Australian community was
bought home to me at the recent launch of
the Productivity Commission’s report, The
Demand Driven System: A Mixed Report Card.

The primary aim of the demand-driven
policy introduced by the Gillard government
was to give increased access to higher educa-
tion to students from diverse backgrounds and
address rising levels of unmet student demand.

As the report’s title suggests, demand-
driven funding has been only partially suc-
cessful in meeting these objectives. While the
overall level of participation improved, drop-
out rates for students who were new to uni-
versity study because of the introduction of
the demand driven system were significantly
higher (22 percent) when compared to other
students (12 percent). Increased participation
rates for regional students and Aboriginal &
Torres Strait Islander communities were also
disappointing.

In spite of this, and in the absence of
polices that ensure higher education meets the
current and future needs of Australian society,
federal Education Minister Dan Tehan’s recent
statements about the value of higher education
fail to ring true.

In a recent opinion piece Minister Tehan
wrote that “our universities train our teachers

Sydney Forum

6.30pm Wednesday 31 July
NSW Teachers Federation Mary Street Surry Hills

The Anti-Nuclear Struggle in the Pacific
The perspective from Guahan (Guam)
Speaker: Dr Lisa Natividad Chaired by Lee Rhiannon

Organised by Australian Anti-Bases Campaign Coalition
Contact Hannah on 0418 668 098

Australia

and nurses, our doctors and engineers, our sci-
entists and entrepreneurs, and drive our coun-
try’s research. In this way they contribute
enormously to Australia’s success as a nation
and, importantly, they help to shape Australia’s
culture.”

Despite Tehan’s rhetoric, universities cur-
rently face an unsustainable funding freeze —
effectively a $2 billion cut — that, in the words
of Andrew Norton from the Grattan Institute,
freezes the operations of universities (per-
haps with the exception of Vice-Chancellors’
salaries).

The government’s failure to adequately
invest in higher education suggests it has a lim-
ited appreciation that genuine prosperity comes
from a highly skilled society, that higher edu-
cation provides a way out of poverty, and that
it enriches society as a whole.

Instead, Minister Tehan appears to regard

From the Archives

The Guardian, December 1993

“I promised to vote Labor, but you know
what election promises are like...”

70 Parry St

Yomi Lester Memorial Dinner

Friday 9 August 6:30pm
Kungkas Can Cook, Larapinta Drive
Bookings: mcifali@bigpond.com

Darwin

Friday 2 August 6:30pm
[PAN Public Meeting, Charles Darwin University
WwWw.ipan.org.au

Fremantle

ICAN Report Launch and Peace Constellation
Thursday 8 August at 5:30-7pm
City of Fremantle Council office and library

universities as a threat, and seems more inter-
ested in silencing dissent and manufacturing a
crisis of freedom of speech where, according
to the findings of the French Review, no such
crisis exists. Freedom of speech is arguably
more imperilled by the raiding of journalists’
homes and the ABC’s offices than by critical
and sometimes controversial debates and pro-
tests that occur on our campuses.

Rather than supporting legislation that
would, in the words of ACTU president
Michele O’Neil, undermine “the right of work-
ers to organise, and for members to democrati-
cally run their unions,” Dan Tehan should be
looking to protect both academic freedom and
respect the role of trade unions in preserving
important human rights.

As Michele O’Neil goes on to observe, ...
like a free press, free trade unions are essen-
tial checks on the powerful in any democracy.
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Every single worker benefits from the work
of unions, attacking unions is another way of
attacking every worker’s rights.”

If Dan Tehan genuinely wishes to protect
academic freedom, rather than undermine our
industrial rights, he would stand with us on our
picket lines and support us in our enterprise
bargaining negotiations with university man-
agements when they seek to water down the
protections for academic freedom contained in
our Enterprise Agreements.

As is clear from cases such as Peter Ridd’s
at James Cook University or Ros Ward at La
Trobe, the Enterprise Agreements that NTEU
members fight for and negotiate offer the only
effective protection for academic freedom.
The Union will not meekly submit to their
undermining.

*Alison Barnes is national president, National
Tertiary Education Union. &

PEACE 2019

Adelaide Hobart

Sunday 4 August at 2:30-4:15pm Hiroshima commemoration ceremony
Hiroshima Day Commemoration Tuesday 6 August
Australian Red Cross office 212 Pirie St Hosted by Lord Mayor Anna Reynolds
Contact: Petra Ball pball@redcross.org.au Details TBA

Alice Springs Melbourne

Hiroshima Never Again

Tuesday 6 August at 7:30pm
Black Rock Civic Hall,

cnr Balcombe Rd and College Gve

Australians for Nuclear Disarmament

Brisbane

Saturday 17 August at 2-4pm
Griffith University, details TBA.

Hosted by WILPF Australia.

Contact: truffle157@gmail.com

Newcastle

Sunday 4 August at 6pm
Hiroshima Remembrance and report launch
Christians for Peace Newcastle

Adamstown Uniting Church
228 Brunker Rd, Adamstown

Sydney

Choosing Humanity: forum

with the Hon Michael Kirby AC (MG

Tuesday 6 August at 6:30pm
NSW Parliament House,

Preston Stanley Room

Macquarie St

Bookings essential — contact gem@icanw.org

Contact: mayorsforpeace@fremantle.wa.gov.au

Find out more about the

Communist Party of Australia
www.cpd.org.au
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Extinction Rebel

Franc Stregone

The climate crisis is real. Many are
attempting to address the issue, and one
recent player to the scene is Extinction
Rebellion (XR). But who is XR? And what
is their strategy? If the Communist Party
of Australia (in fact, if any communist
party) is to work with organisations whose
interests align with ours, we must be sure
that the politics of those organisations are
agreeable to ours. Thus, answers to these
questions are imperative.

Let us start with the first question; who
is XR? Launched in October 2018 by Roger
Hallam, Gail Bradbrook and, Simon Bramwell,
XR has in less than a year grown into an inter-
national phenomenon. XR has roughly 400
branches globally, spanning 50 countries. They
demand that governments be honest about the
effects of climate change and that they must
act now “to halt biodiversity loss.” From the
outside looking in, the messaging is clear
and focused, and no matter how you slice it,
XR’s ability to invigorate the masses has been
impressive.

So what is it that this group is doing differ-
ently? One angle to view this question from is
the broad demographics that XR has attracted.
From high school students to the elderly, XR
has participants from all walks of life engaging
in their climate protests. One might be naive to
think that this is merely the result of collective
consciousness towards climate action. While
there is no denying that more people are grow-
ing concerned about climate change, the direct
answer is more insidious. XR wants to connect
with “non-political” people, so much so that
they directly want to by-pass most “political”
people at any cost.

How do we know this? Because it’s a com-
ponent of their coordinator training. On XR’s
Youtube channel sits a video entitled How
to build a mass movement where Hallam is
addressing a group on who to draft into the
XR movement. In this video, Hallam draws

a circle, which represents the folks at XR.
Below this sits a slightly larger one, represent-
ing “really political people, who don’t want
to get things done.” And below that, sits one
last circle, much larger than the previous two,
which represents a group that “really want to
do something” but “aren’t that political.” This
diagram also serves to summarise Hallam’s
history of political movements.

A lot of political movements start and
attempt to get “really political people”
involved. However, these political people
“grind [...] to death” the issue at hand, because
they “want everything perfect before things
happen.” Hallam places the death of a lot of
political campaigns squarely on the lot in the
second circle. XR attempts to prevent this
mistake by engaging with the “really political
people” in a limited capacity, capturing who
they can along the way and then bypassing the
group almost entirely.

But who are these political people always
getting in the way of progress? Leninists! At
least, according to Hallam, as he names them
(among others) as being unnecessarily difficult.
According to him, those on the hard left won’t
budge because, as he portrays in admitted cari-
cature, they want capitalism “to disappear on
day one” before any movement can occur.
Thus, what he sees as the problem is puritan
politics and that the success of any political
campaign resides in its ability to strike a bal-
ance. And Hallam is willing to strive for that at
the cost of being ethically consistent.

Even on the surface, his analysis is rubbish.
The Russian Revolution was won and secured
on a series of compromises. While those on the
Bolshevik Left (N Bukharin, N Oskinsky, to
name a few) wanted to remove the bourgeois
intellectual class entirely, it was Lenin who
was pragmatic; “We know socialism can only
be built from elements of large-scale capitalist
culture, and the intellectuals are one of these
elements.” If this wasn’t convincing enough,
here is Lenin again: “to reject compromises
‘on principle’, to reject the permissibility of
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compromises in general, no matter of what
kind, is childishness, which it is difficult even
to consider seriously.”

Their lack of theory is apparent in the
number of incidents XR have found them-
selves in over in the UK, where the group orig-
inated. The most infamous example came from
their “prison guide.” In it, they suggested those
arrested at protests use their time to do yoga
and creative art. And, even more alarmingly,
it also said that “most prison officers are black
and do not wish to give you a hard time.” This
attitude towards law enforcement is not unu-
sual for XR. Recently, screenshots revealed
that XR has Facebook groups explicitly for
police officers. These incidents represent
an apparent lack of understanding of power
dynamics between the capitalist state and the
people, where the state’s role is to oppress dis-
sent against profits. And a lack of knowledge
surrounding the history of successful political
movements (e.g. the Civil rights movement)
where collectives always stand firm, united as
opposed to isolating its members by claiming
“your actions are your own” (a line found in
their arrest guide.)

So, what does this mean for the Australian
iteration of XR? Given that it is an imported

Victory at ExxonMobil

Adelaide

brand, we must assume that some, if not all of,
the UK model is being exported here. Thus,
we must weight our interaction with caution,
given the impression senior leaders of XR paint
about our movement. Regarding my engage-
ment with XR, I have encountered them once.
XR held a protest before a National Sorry
Day event I was attending, and as their protest
ended, they brought their convoy along to that.

This boosted the numbers of the Sorry Day
event, which was great. However, what was
not great was how they held up the Sorry Day
event with dancing and playing the bongos for
roughly 30 minutes after said event was meant
to start. Ultimately, I don’t believe this means
we have to disengage. The cause is good, and
many members of XR are young or are new to
political organising.

While Hallam wants to discourage Q&As
at public meetings because they “encour-
age nerdy people and absolutists” we should
encourage them at large, in every facet of our
political activity, including XR events. Slogans
and neutrality can only go so far, eventually
falling on deaf ears. We needn’t be ashamed
that we have answers and hard truths. And, if
XR doesn’t want to present them, we can. &

Drop in to the Doghouse for a chat
Talk to CPA party members 12 - 2pm

Monday, Wednesday and Friday

after two-year picket

On July 11, 2019 oil and gas
workers in Victoria, Australia,
dismantled their picket line after
742 days, following an agreement
ending a long-running dispute
with ExxonMobil and its mainte-
nance subcontractor, UGL.

The David versus Goliath vic-
tory against the world’s sixth big-
gest company, ExxonMobil, by
workers who refused to give in, has
had a nation-wide impact.

The union campaign exposed
billions of dollars of tax evasion by
the energy giant and played a major
role in pressuring the government to
increase taxation on resource com-
panies. It will see the Australian
public receive an extra US$4 billion
in revenue, with more to come.

The protest, which is one of the
longest in Australian modern his-
tory, began on June 22, 2017, when
a number of the 230 maintenance
workers at ExxonMobil’s Esso
subsidiary in Longford refused to
accept a new contract from UGL.
The agreement slashed wages by
40 percent, proposed gruelling anti-
family rotas and left workers unpaid
if they had to stop work due to tech-
nical problems.

The new sham contract
had been signed by five people

thousands of miles away in
Western Australia, without any
knowledge of local workers or
unions.

Now, IndustriALL Global
Union affiliated trade unions in
Australia, the AWU, AMWU, and
ETU, have reached an agreement
with ExxonMobil and UGL which
will ensure that the sham contract
is not used on any other site in
Australia.

Furthermore, unions have
forced UGL into agreeing to re-
negotiate for a union-ratified col-
lective agreement where the sham
agreement has been used to date.
The campaign has received soli-
darity support from unions across
Australia and all over the world,
including IndustriALL.

Troy Carter, a leading union
campaigner, and one of the nine
remaining workers on the picket
line, said:

“The power of the union is
strongest when it is up against the
biggest. ExxonMobil is one of the
biggest companies in the world,
yet it couldn’t get rid of a picket
line of nine trade unionists. This
is a very important moment for
unionists worldwide in demonstrat-
ing that we are ready to stand up

and fight multinational companies
against union busting.”

As the campaign grew, unions
successfully lobbied the govern-
ment into re-opening a Senate
enquiry into corporate tax avoid-
ance, during which ExxonMobil
were forced into admitting they
are owned by a shelf company in
the Netherlands. The Dutch com-
pany is in turn owned by another
company in the Bahamas (a known
tax haven) where ExxonMobil
has a further 575 registered shelf
companies.

IndustriALL’s general secre-
tary, Valter Sanches, said:

“This victory is down to the
steadfast determination and undi-
minished spirit of workers who
stayed on the picket line, day
and night, for more than two
years resisting a brutal viola-
tion. They are an inspiration for
workers worldwide. Their sacri-
fices have exposed corporate tax
avoidance by ExxonMobil and
helped to bring billions back into
public hands. The government of
Australia must ensure multination-
als pay their fair share of tax, and
act to prevent these sham contracts
from inflicting further suffering on
workers and their families.” &
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Avustralian union movement

In 2016, The Retail and Fast Food
Workers Union (RAFFWU) was
founded, in direct opposition to
the existing Shop Distributive
and Allied Employees Association
(SDA). While the emergence
of a rival union on the surface
appears to be about the SDA v
RAFFWU it is indicative of larger
concerns in the Australian union
movement.

On one side you have those
who wish to take a collaborationist
and often careerist approach. Here,
unions act as an organ of the right
faction of the Australian Labor Party
(ALP) providing employment usu-
ally for ALP members over rank
and file workers. In the SDA, union
bureaucracy takes political posi-
tions that do not upset the business-
friendly wing of the ALP or actively
pursue business-friendly policies.

On the other side, you have those
who are more militant in their out-
look. Here, unions act as a vehicle
for class struggle and raising class
consciousness amongst the work-
ing class. In RAFFWU, rank and file
workers are in control of the politi-
cal positions and the union sides with
the interest of workers. In this sense,
SDA v RAFFWU can be contextual-
ised within this larger conflict inside
the Australian union movement.

Critics of SDA’s tactics and strat-
egy (myself included) say it repre-
sents the most extreme manifestation
of this class collaborative careerist
approach. This is evidenced by the
SDA paying commissions to busi-
nesses like Australian supermar-
ket giants Woolworths and Coles
in exchange for employers actively
“encouraging” workers to join the
SDA and make payroll deductions
for dues.

However, the SDA defends this
close relationship with employers
arguing that its self-described “mod-
erate” and “responsible” approach
has delivered substantial gains for
its members. While it is true that
Australia does have one of the high-
est minimum wages in the world, it
is also true that SDA enterprise bar-
gaining agreements have locked in
below award pay rates and stripped
workers of basic rights guaranteed in
the Australia award system.

Even before the Fair Work
Commission’s 2017 ruling on the
reduction of penalty rates, SDA
enterprise bargaining agreements
(EBAs) had reduced or outright
stripped workers in businesses like
KFC, McDonald’s, Woolworths,
Coles of their penalty rates. And
while penalty rates are some of the
most high-profile rights lost it is just
the tip of the iceberg.

Many workers across the retail
and fast food industry have experi-
enced reductions in junior pay rates,
casual loadings, and even break enti-
tlements. More recently, this year, we
have seen the SDA potentially facili-
tate the restructure of Woolworths,
a restructure that could result in the
closure of numerous stores resulting
in massive job losses.

All the while the SDA uses
its members’ dues to bankroll its
influence inside the ALP, pursuing
socially conservative and business-
friendly policies against its own
members’ interests.

The SDA’s actions and presence
inside the ACTU have led to tur-
moil and have the potential to com-
promise the trade union movement.
How, for instance, can ACTU cam-
paigns like “change the rules” be
taken seriously when for retail and
fast-food workers the rules need to
be changed due to the actions the
SDA, an ACTU affiliate?

This discontent in the SDA
rank and file is why RAFFWU was
born and how it is gaining momen-
tum. While RAFFWU is still rela-
tively small, it has been effective in
mounting legal challenges that have
seen the termination of SDA enter-
prise bargaining agreements (EBA)
at Baker’s Delight and IGA super-
markets resulting in better pay and
conditions for workers there.

However, despite these gains
and earlier successes against fast-
food giant Dominos and in partic-
ular against Coles, where the Fair
Work Commission (FWC) found that
Coles-SDA EBA failed the BOOT
(Better off overall test), RAFFWU
is still yet to engage in direct indus-
trial action. This is due to RAFFWU
having a membership that is largely
spread out.

When you combine this with

the SDA teaming up with employ-
ers like Woolworths to actively block
RAFFWU from entering stores, it
means that gaining the density in
individual stores needed to directly
challenge the bosses and the SDA via
industrial action has been an uphill
battle.

As such RAFFWU’s industrial
approach has been confined mostly
to legal challenges in the FWC as
mentioned earlier. This sadly falls
short of the more militant action
members wish to see. However, it
is important to note that as density
has risen, we have seen RAFFWU
engage in their own pickets and sup-
port strike actions like the Chemist
Warehouse dispute with the National
Union of Workers (NUW) and the
on-going Manly Fast Ferry dispute
with the Maritime Union of Australia
(MUA).

RAFFWU is becoming more
daring in its approach and this needs
to be fostered if the SDA and all it
represents it to be challenged and
defeated.

And, for those organisations like
“Solidarity”, who wish to invoke
Lenin’s criticism of those estab-
lishing rival unions from Lefi-Wing
Communism: An Infantile Disorder,
I ask you: consider that the SDA
over its 100+ years of existence has
created a hierarchy that it is com-
pletely anti-democratic by design, to
explicitly stop workers from gaining
influence out a deep-rooted fear of
communism.

Its own organising strategy
means the SDA acts as an appara-
tus of the business sector funnelling
members’ dues back to employers
and spreading pro-business, anti-
worker policies through the labour
movement, neutering militant worker
actions and handing the unions over
to liberal ALP.

These actions expose the SDA’s
role as a collaborative company
union. Whereas RAFFWU is a work-
ing-class organisation fighting for the
interests of members and given the
extent of the SDA’s collaborationist
nature, can the definition of a union
even apply to the SDA?

As such the consequences of
any self-proclaimed “leftists” choos-
ing not to support RAFFWU results
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in tacit support for a non-union
employer organisation over a genu-
ine workers’ union.

We only need to look at the Unite
Union in New Zealand and its suc-
cesses in organising retail workers.
We can see how it has successfully
challenged the existing collabora-
tionist union there to understand that
with persistence and good political
leadership RAFFWU will build into
something truly militant.

For RAFFWU, developing this
militancy that workers desperately
need will help to obtain better con-
ditions in low-paying industries.
The larger union movements need
to cement unions as a vehicle for
anti-capitalist struggle, communists
need to actively support and steer
the union. It is our duty as those
committed to class struggle to help
RAFFWU grow so that we may
erode the control that reformist col-
laborative unions and the conserva-
tive aspect inside the ALP have in
the Australian union movement.

This is particularly important
when you consider that retail and fast
food unions are often where young

people first contact with the labour
movement. RAFFWU needs to be
developed along the right line so it
will help to invigorate and radicalise
young people, to create a working-
class that is conscious of its struggle
and is active within it.

If RAFFWU is successful, it
will damage the reactionary ele-
ments inside the union movement
immensely. It will send shockwaves
across the union movement and help
to cement militancy as the norm at
the grassroots and for many entering
the workforce for the first time.

This will help to create the con-
ditions for far-reaching structural and
cultural change in the unions. This
is why the success of RAFFWU is
imperative and why we must support
it. Its success is directly tied to a shift
away from collaboration towards
militancy and agitation. Every inch
gained by RAFFWU over the SDA
is a win for those who wish to see
union power back in the hands of the
workers and out of the hands of the
bosses. &
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The anti-fascist art of
Otito Dix an

Jenny Farrell

Almost 80 years after the out-
break of World War 11, it is worth
remembering two German artists
whose work was dedicated to the
fight against fascism and war.
They are the painters Otto Dix
and George Grosz, who died 50
and 60 years ago respectively this
month.

Otto Dix (1891-1969) was an
uncompromising fighter against
imperialist inhumanity. Even before
the outbreak of war in 1913, he had
painted Sunrise, a dark ironic con-
trast to van Gogh’s Cornfield with
Crows.

Between 1929 and 1931, Dix
created his main work, The War.
It was a triptych in an old mas-
terly painting technique and form
originating in Christian art: Three
painted panels attached together and
more commonly used as an altar-
piece depicting the crucifixion in the
centre panel, with associated figures
or scenes in the wings. Dix’s triptych
is an urgent warning of the horrors of
annihilation.

On the left side panel, an endless
row of soldiers marches into battle in
the early fog and under a blood-red
morning sky. The light of the sun-
rise is reflected in the helmets. Only
one face can dimly be made out; the
others remain anonymous and thus
stand for all. Hundreds come from a
great distance toward the observer,
turn and move away again into the
distance.

This V-shape with the reversal
point at the viewer is extraordinarily
effective in its use of space to convey
an infinite number of helmets and
weapons. The two men at the centre
of the picture carry kitbags, one turns
to the other and an eye is recognis-
able. In addition, a boot and a water

The Agitator by George Grosz.

bottle are clearly visible, individual-
ising these soldiers somewhat.

Using the triptych’s inherent ref-
erence to Christ’s crucifixion, the left
panel alludes to the scene of Jesus
carrying the cross. Like him, the sol-
diers carry their own weapons of
death. However, unlike the middle
section, the left scene has a certain
order and the soldiers are distinctly
human.

This contrasts sharply with the
frightening depiction of the central
panel. Little that is human is per-
ceptible anymore. Where the viewer
expects Christ on the cross, instead
at the centre top of the picture is an
impaled skeleton, with its gaping
mouth and pointing finger, as if
attempting to warn us. The boot pre-
served on the skeleton links it to the
soldier and to the boot hanging from
the kitbag in the left panel.

The bony finger points to a cra-
ter-like landscape and ruins in which
there is no life. People, town, and
vegetation are destroyed. The finger
of the skeleton also points to the
dead man, whose perforated legs
protrude and clearly allude to the
crucified Christ. He is turned upside
down, thus ironically reinforcing the
image’s indictment. Most of the cen-
tral panel depicts intestines and dis-
membered people. Neither sandbags
nor a gas mask were able to prevent
death. This central scene of horror
inexorably reveals the nature of war.

On the right panel, a soldier
whose face bears the features of
the painter drags a wounded man
from the murder zone; another sur-
vivor also crawls out of the inferno.
They no longer wear helmets or uni-
forms; they do not notice the corpse
over which they move. A charred
tree trunk crosses this panel and, to
remain with the idea of the crucifix-
ion, this echoes the taking down of
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Christ from the cross. Again, Christ
is identified with the soldiers.

The burial of Christ is often
depicted in the predella, the lower
part of the triptych. In the interpre-
tation of this picture by Dix, opin-
ions differ as to whether the soldiers
depicted are asleep or dead. In my
opinion, bearing in mind the clear
allusion to the depictions of Jesus
on winged altars, these soldiers are
dead. The one in the foreground with
his blond moustache resembles the
barely visible soldier’s face in the
left panel.

It almost seems he is sleep-
ing, his head resting on the kitbag,
but his uniform has two bullet holes
in the chest. So, despite his calm
appearance, we must assume he is
dead. The eyes of those lying next
to him are bandaged, which in turn
de-individualises them. The last sol-
dier has no boots — dead soldiers
often had their boots removed by the
living soldiers for further use. This
had already been hinted at in the left
panel with the single boot hanging
from the kitbag as well as the boot
on the skeleton in the middle picture.

Additionally, there are already
rats at the feet of the dead. A blood-
red shroud is attached to a very low
ceiling, evoking a claustrophobic,
sarcophagus-like box containing the
dead. The straw in the front right
corner of the predella is a final ref-
erence to the barn where Jesus was
born. Here now lie the victims of The
War.

The art of Dix’s contemporary
George Grosz (1893-1959) was also
of great importance in the 1920s.
The Soviet revolutionary and writer
Ilya Ehrenburg wrote about George
Grosz: “Germany at that time found
its portraitist in George Grosz. He
depicted the racketeers with sausage-
like fingers. He showed the heroes
of a past and a coming war, haters

The War by Otto Dix.

of humans draped with iron crosses
... Yes, he dared to show privy coun-
cillors naked at their desks, dolled
up fat little dames, gutting corpses,
murderers carefully washing their
bloody hands in a basin ... In 1922
it appeared like fantasy, in 1942 it
became routine.”

George Grosz’s milieu was the
city of Berlin in the 1920s. Here, he
observed the world of parasites, war
profiteers and racketeers, whores and
drunks. He painted the amorality of
an obsolete society, as well as the
victims of the ruling class.

One example is his painting The
Agitator (1928), in which Grosz
warns against the rising Nazis. The
heart of the agitator is emblazoned
in the colours of the empire — black,
white and red. He is decorated with
medals and the Iron Cross. The swas-
tika on the tie knot looms ominously
right in the centre of the picture.
While the applauding bourgeois men
with their well-fed faces and hands
are still relatively realistic on the
lower left side of the picture, they
become increasingly grotesquely dis-
torted and gaudy on the right.

Central to the painting is the
ridiculous agitator himself, with a
truncheon over his arm, a distorted
face, his right hand raised as if taking
an oath, and surrounded by the tools
of his “trade”: the megaphone, a
sports rattle in his left hand, the
marching drum and the gramophone
all provide background noise. Even
bigger is the sabre, which hangs from
under his little coat. Above his head
is a black, white and red dunce’s
hat with German oak leaves. Beside
his spurred foot is a poster bucket.
Above the agitator floats the male
Promised Land of roasted chickens,
wine and faceless naked women.

On the upper left, the over-
sized laurel-crowned soldier’s boot
and a dark fortress form a contrast
to this paradise. The former sol-
dier, decorated with the Iron Cross,
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d George Grosz

seamlessly transforms into a Nazi
to the applause of the bourgeoisie.
Grosz recognised this early on and
communicated it.

Grosz’s art is fed from many
sources, one of which was futurism.
The kaleidoscopic simultaneous-
ness of objects in the visual world of
George Grosz uses futuristic pictorial
techniques for satirical social criti-
cism. Grosz composes his works in
such a way that space develops verti-
cally, from the bottom to the top. His
metropolitan milieu pictures are not
abstract but make drastically visible
the rot of an obsolete social order.
Grosz made disorder visible as the
essence of bourgeois society.

Together with John Heartfield,
George Grosz developed politi-
cal photomontage, a new art genre,
which was later perfected by
Heartfield. Like Heartfield, Grosz
anglicised his given name, Georg
Grof3, in protest against German
chauvinism.

In 1933, when the fascists suc-
ceeded in seizing power, George
Grosz immigrated to New York.
There was no doubt that his life was
under the greatest threat. Although
the climax of his social satirical art
was in Germany, his theme remained
the indictment of fascism, as for
example in his 1936 visionary work
Apocalyptic Rider, in which the hor-
rors of war are anticipated.

In 1949, he painted a series of
surreal stick men drawings, eerily
scrawny creatures in a destroyed
world — an appeal to the consciences
of people not to allow new wars. In
the landscape of this picture, a figure
carries a burnt painting in his hand.
It has been destroyed, and yet it is
the only thing that remains for them
and therefore somehow worth pre-
serving. George Grosz returned to
Berlin in 1958 and died there on July
6, 1959.

Socialist Voice &

Grosz made disorder visible as
the essence of bourgeois society.
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Climate and

John Bachtell

“We stand now where two roads diverge. But
unlike the roads in Robert Frost’s familiar
poem, they are not equally fair. The road

we have long been traveling is deceptively
easy, a smooth superhighway on which we
progress with great speed, but at its end lies
disaster. The other fork of the road — the one
less travelled by — offers our last, our only
chance to reach a destination that assures the
preservation of the earth.”

Rachel Carson

We are experiencing a planetary emer-
gency and world ecological crisis without
precedent. The very existence of humanity
and nature is at stake.

The rapidly evolving climate crisis is inter-
connected with multiple other mega-ecological
crises reaching tipping points. These include
a biodiversity crisis and the mass extinction
of plant and animal species. A new climate
regime with extraordinary heatwaves. The
warming and acidification of the oceans and
sea-level rise. The appearance of enormous
oceanic dead zones. Mega-droughts and flood-
ing threaten most of the world’s agricultural
and food production. Mega wildfires and defor-
estation. Evaporation of freshwater lakes and
aquifers. Environmental toxins desertification,
and ruination of soil. Waste streams, the ubiq-
uitous spread of plastic waste, and micropar-
ticles. Disruption of atmospheric and oceanic
currents.

We do not yet fully understand what will
happen when crises reach tipping points and
the impact of feedback loops. We do know
these crises are disrupting and threatening the
most essential elements of our lives — where
we live, what we eat, what we drink. They are
growing worse by the day and crowding out
and intensifying every other issue.

Without a radical reduction in greenhouse
gas emissions in the near term, our planet could
become uninhabitable. Even if humanity transi-
tions to a sustainable path tomorrow, the proc-
esses in motion and the damage done are likely
to worsen and to last for generations. Society
will have to adapt to a changing environment
in unimaginable ways.

San Francisco, Miami, New York,
Houston, New Orleans, and other coastal US
cities will be increasingly flooded. With a rise
of 2 degrees Celsius by 2100, the land inhab-
ited by 375 million people will be flooded,
including Shanghai, Hong Kong, and Mumbai.
Indonesia is moving its capital from the sinking
city of Jakarta.

The climate and ecological crises more
heavily impact the global South and develop-
ing countries, deepening social crises, conflicts,
and mass migration. Hurricane Maria devas-
tated the entire island of Puerto Rico, killed
thousands, and forced tens of thousands more
to emigrate to the US mainland.

The severe drought in Guatemala is a
huge factor, along with extreme poverty and
gang violence, in forcing families, the major-
ity of whom are indigenous peoples, to flee
northward.

Everyone except the climate deniers knows
the climate and ecological crises are driven by
human activity. And not just any human activ-
ity, but that rooted in the capitalist production
process, the exploitation of labour and nature,
and the drive for maximum profits. The crisis
has accelerated because of the sheer scope —
and scale — of the exploitation and destruction
of nature.

Marx foresaw this crisis over 150 years
ago. He understood society is part of nature,
and the capitalist system is inherently hostile
to nature. Capitalism is unstable and requires
an infinite consumption of resources in a finite
world.

This crisis is driven by fossil fuel extractive
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industries, energy and military-industrial com-
plexes, agri-business corporations, chemical
and plastics industries, and finance capital.
This is the same reactionary section of the
capitalist class backing the extreme right, driv-
ing wealth inequality, threatening democratic
rights and peace.

The entirety of human civilisation must act
on a timetable and scale that meets the crisis,
one that adopts a zero-carbon and sustaina-
ble path of development, allocation of every
human, scientific, productive, and natural
resource necessary for the transition while also
adapting to the effects of these crises.

This is why the Green New Deal, an over-
arching vision that meets the challenges posed
by the climate crisis and extreme wealth ine-
quality, is so exciting. While it is not a pro-
gram for socialism, it is a radical economic,
structural, and social reform. Its realisation
will shift the political balance and open a new
stage in the fight for green, peaceful, demo-
cratic socialism.

More far-reaching steps are needed, includ-
ing putting every natural resource and the
energy complex under public authority, rev-
olutionising production to create zero waste,
demilitarisation of the economy, and enshrin-
ing the rights of nature in the constitution.

Nations cannot address these crises alone.
Global cooperation that exceeds the Paris
Climate Accords is needed among nations
with different social systems, sections of capi-
tal, democratic and social movements, regional
blocs, and global institutions.

The developed nations have a human
and moral obligation to assist developing
nations and emerging economies in adapting
to a changing environment and transition to
sustainability.

Militarism, growing
nuclear danger, and war

“A nation that continues year after year to
spend more money on military defence than
on programs of social uplift is approaching
spiritual death.”

Dr Martin Luther King, Jr.

Total US military spending exceeds $1.25
trillion a year, nearly 70 percent of the federal
budget. This enormous and growing waste is
outrageous and unsustainable.

Humanity is being robbed of desperately
needed resources that could provide every
person with basic needs, fund the transition to
a green economy, and adapt to the effects of the

Without a radical reduction
emissions in the near term,
could become uninhabitable.

climate and ecological crises. Besides, the US
military is the world’s largest consumer of oil.

US imperialism continues to deploy mil-
lions of troops, maintain 800 military bases
around the world, and encircle Russia and
China militarily. NATO continues to expand
eastward and into South America.

The world is awash in weapons and yet
less secure. US military corporations account
for 34 percent of the global arms trade. US
arms exports are 58 percent higher than those
of Russia, the world’s second-largest exporter.
And while US arms exports grew by 25 per-
cent in the four years from 2013 to 2017 com-
pared with the period from 2008 to 2012,
Russia’s exports fell by 7.1 percent over the
same period.

The world is on the precipice of a new
crisis in the Middle East and a war against Iran.
A war, possibly a nuclear war, would be disas-
trous to the region and world.

Extremists in the Trump administration,
US imperialism, the military-industrial com-
plex, oil corporations, and extreme right-wing
regimes across the region are driving this
danger. US withdrawal from the Iran Nuclear
Deal, the imposition of sanctions and the vil-
lainisation of Iran, are provoking Iran to
resume its nuclear program, providing the pre-
text for an attack.

The Middle East is the most unstable, cha-
otic, and heavily armed region in the world.
Rivalries, reactionary regimes, and US impe-
rialism seeking control of oil resources domi-
nate politics and economics. Middle East states
accounted for almost half of US arms exports
from 2013 to 2017.

The Trump administration and weapons
manufacturers are pouring gasoline on the
fire with $8 billion in new arms sales to Saudi
Arabia, the largest recipient of US armaments.
The reactionary Saudi monarchy has cre-
ated the world’s most massive humanitarian
crisis by carrying out a brutal war against the
Houthis in Yemen.

According to media reports, underlying
Trump’s agreement to transfer nuclear technol-
ogy to Saudi Arabia is corruption connecting
the Trump and Saudi royal families and 2016
election collusion.

The spread of nuclear weapons compounds
the war danger. Nine countries possess nearly
14,000 nuclear weapons; the US and Russia
have 92 percent of them. The thought of
Donald Trump’s finger on the nuclear trigger
has alarmed the entire world.

Since their peak in the mid-1980s, global
arsenals have shrunk by over three-fourths.
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More countries gave up weapons and programs
in the past 30 years than developed them.

However, the US is engaged in a $2 trillion
nuclear modernisation and development of a
fifth military branch, a space force. Russia and
China are undergoing similar modernisations.
The world faces a new nuclear arms race.

New classes of nuclear weapons, small
“low-yield” nukes and “hypersonic weapons”
are being produced. The development of these
“gateway nukes” make nuclear weapon use
more likely.

Use of nuclear weapons is increasingly
advocated, including by Trump and the mili-
tary. The strategy of “escalate to de-escalate”
is growing in acceptance.

A miscalculation, an accident, mistake,
catastrophic terrorism or cyber warfare are the
most likely catalysts of a nuclear use.

The CPUSA demands nuclear abolition, no
first use, scrapping the nuclear modernisation
program, closure of the 800 foreign military
bases, and dismantling of NATO. We demand
the demilitarisation of US society and the use
of the military budget to fund a transition to a
green economy, universal health care, free edu-
cation, and other social needs.

The transition to a peace economy will
require a massive shift in public opinion. It will
entail massive investments in new industries
and services to fund the transition, including
for cities and regions that depend on military
bases and related industry. It will require a
transition living wage and major environmental
repair. US military forces should be converted
to a peaceful, environmental mobilisation
whose mission is to assist this transition to a
peaceful, sustainable society.

The defeat of Trump, the GOP
[Republicans] and extreme right in 2020 will
be a blow to the oil corporations and the mil-
itary-industrial complex. It will open new
possibilities for achieving a peaceful foreign
policy, for a demilitarised domestic economy
and society, and for radically addressing the
climate crisis.

This is part two of the full main report, “Unity

to save people and planet: For full equality,
emocracy, peace, and green socialism,”

to the 31st National Convention of the

Communist Party USA held in Chicago, June

21-23.

John Bachtell served as CPUSA national chair

from 2014 to 2019. Rossana Cambron and

Joe Sims were elected as the new CPUSA

co-chairs at the convention.
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Venezuela = the Bachelet
“"Human Rights Lie”

Peter Keonig

When reading the Bachelet Report
on Human Rights, following the HR
High Commissioner’s three day visit
to Venezuela, published on Venezuela’s
National Holiday, July 5, that it makes
hardly any reference to the deadly sanc-
tions and blockades imposed by the United
States. How is that possible? The High
Commissioner for Human Right does not
mention the crimes of all crimes committed
vis-a-vis Venezuela?

The Washington based Centre for
Economic and Policy Research issued a
few weeks ago a report co-authored by
Jeffrey Sachs and Mark Weisbrot, conclud-
ing that more than 40,000 people have died
in Venezuela since 2017 as a result of sanc-
tions. They reduced the availability of food,
medicine, and medical equipment, increas-
ing Venezuelans disease and mortality rate.
Jeffrey Sachs wrote in the report and repeated
to Democracy Now:

“American sanctions are deliberately
aiming to wreck Venezuela’s economy and
thereby lead to regime change. It’s a fruitless,
heartless, illegal, and failed policy, causing
grave harm to the Venezuelan people.”

Is Michelle Bachelet bought by
Washington? Has she been threatened? Been
given Washington’s script of what has to be in
the report? Has she been told that no condem-
nation of the sanctions is allowed, or else ...
and who knows what “or else” might include?
Believe me, it could be the worst.

Of course, Bachelet knew what she was
doing when she accepted the job of United
Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights on September 1, 2018. It was and still
is, a challenge and also a prestige. It’s a pres-
tige traveling around the world and telling
countries, selectively that they are in breach
of Human Rights — while others will get the
thumbs up, usually the world’s most flagrant
HR abusers, as long as they are in bed with
Washington. But, if not Michelle Bachelet,
who knows who would have been made High
Commissioner for Human Rights? — maybe a
Saudi? — these are considerations we should
not forget. She was maybe the “compromise”
accepted by Washington.

However, what Bachelet should not forget
and most certainly did not forget, when she
accepted this high-profile assignment, is
her father, Alberto Arturo Miguel Bachelet
Martinez. Her dad was in the Chilean Air
Force as a Brigadier General, who opposed

UN High Commissioner for Human Rights Michelle Bachelet.

the 1973 CIA-Pinochet coup. He was impris-
oned shortly after the coup on September 11,
1973; he was tortured and died on 12 March
1974, while incarcerated, from the usual “heart
attack”. In fact, he died from torture. One of his
two chief torturers, Chilean Air Force Colonel
Edgar Cevallos Jones, died a few months ago,
the other one, Ramon Caceres Jorquera, was
recently liberated from prison and put under
house arrest by current President Sebastian
Pifiera’s High Court, for “severe dementia and
irrelevance”. Together the two were the top
leaders of Pinochet’s repressive torture team,
“Joint Command”.

Alberto Bachelet was deprived of food and
water, water-boarded, tortured with apparent
suffocation with plastic hoods over his head,
electric shocks — and more. All of this, his
daughter, Michelle Bachelet, was aware of and
has for sure not forgotten. She knows what tor-
ture is; she knows what disrespect for Human
Rights means. So, she knows that Venezuela,
the legally elected Nicoldas Maduro govern-
ment, does respect Human Rights; that, if there
is any torturing in Venezuela, it’s by the oppo-
sition, by Juan Guaido’s criminal cronies.

Michelle Bachelet, member of the Chilean
socialist party and a paediatrician by profes-
sion, was twice President of Chile, from March
11, 2006 to March 11, 2010, and from March
11, 2014 to March 11, 2018. In her first term
she enhanced civil rights and social services.
In between her two terms, Sebastian Pifiera, a

right-wing multi-billionaire, said to be one of
Chile’s richest people, served as President, and
as if by coincidence, he followed her second
term, and is currently serving also for the
second time as President of Chile.

In his first term, Pifiera had veered Chile
onto a fully neo-liberal course, “privatising
all” is the name of the game, and now in his
second term, very much prepared and pushed
by Washington, he is finishing the job. This
means, in her second term from 2014 to 2018,
Bachelet’s hands were pretty much tied by an
all dominating financial sector, while the coun-
try’s social infrastructure, from health to educa-
tion to pensions, started already to deteriorate,
and now it is declining at an even faster pace.

Former consultant of the Office of the High
Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR),
Alfred de Zayas, says that Bachelet’s report is
highly flawed and “unfortunately unbalanced
and does not draw conclusions that can help
the suffering Venezuelan people.” He went on
calling for what Bachelet’s report did not call
for — “immediately lifting United States sanc-
tions on the nation.”

The report did not condemn the US sanc-
tions, and did not address the criminality of the
foreign guided internal coup attempts. Instead
the report states dubious figures of deaths that
have occurred during the last several years
of violent upheavals — some 9,000 — leaving
unclear who is responsible for the deaths, but
implies by the general tenor of the report that it

is most likely the Maduro government. That is
not true, but that’s precisely what Washington
and its European and Latin American vassals,
want to hear.

What Bachelet’s report will undoubtedly
do is add more fuel to the western anti-Vene-
zuela fire. It will further justify outside inter-
ference and oppression, as well as contribute
to continuing with financial and economic tor-
ture of Venezuela by western political corrupt-
ness. Bachelet, you, and with you the entire
Human Rights Commission, have not served
Human Rights. Quite to the contrary, with
this report you are serving the oppression of
Human Rights.

The Venezuelan government said there are
70 corrections that the report should make. —
Well, it is a real pity that the UN has missed an
opportunity to bring Venezuela back into the
fold of the nations that make up the “United
Nations”, as a sovereign country, deserving the
respect of all — as she does. The UN was cre-
ated as an instrument for Peace. It is currently
manipulated by the western powers, led by —
who else — the US of A, as an instrument to
foment war. Yes, once more, the UN and one
of its top agencies for peace advocacy — the
Human Rights Commission — has made the
bidding of the rogue, unlawful, criminal United
States of America.
globalresearch.ca &

Nicaragua establishes nearly

Netanyahvu’s

5,000 peace commissions

Steve Sweeney

Nicaragua’s government has
established nearly 5,000 peace
commissions across the country
as it continues work to heal the
“pains, traumas and resentments”
left by last year’s US-backed coup
attempt.

The 4,802 Reconciliation,
Justice and Peace Commissions are
intended to promote discussions on
building peace among all sections
of the Nicaraguan population.

Meetings will be held at
municipal, departmental and
national levels, Sandinista National
Liberation Front legislator Carlos
Emilio Lopez announced.

“The commissions demonstrate
unity as a necessary element to con-
solidate the economic and social
growth of the country,” he said.

President Daniel Ortega’s gov-
ernment has continued its efforts
to bring about peace and stability
following last year’s violence, in
which Washington-backed armed
right-wing gangs sought to bring
down the government.

The government has insisted
on a peaceful dialogue and has
released hundreds of prisoners
as part of an amnesty for crimes
related to the protests as it seeks
the “reconciliation of society.”

Lopez said the commis-
sions would also be a space for
those affected by last year’s vio-
lence to repair the emotional
damage caused by the opposition
extremists.

“Step by step they are healing
the pains, traumas, resentments,
psychosomatic effects and internal
wounds ... We continue to advance

and grow in these spaces of coex-
istence,” he said.

Announcing the establish-
ment of the commissions earlier
this year, Vice-President Rosario
Murillo said: “Nicaraguan fami-
lies want security, work, prosper-
ity, peace and we are winning it, it
is the truth, because the majority of
Nicaraguans want to live in peace.”

Nicaragua has rejected US
interventionism and its “antago-
nistic” interference in the peace
process.

The country is readying itself
for next week’s celebrations mark-
ing the 40th anniversary of the
Sandinista Revolution, which over-
threw the US-backed dictatorship
of Anastasio Somoza in July 1979.
Morning Star

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu has come under fire
after meeting with the leader of a
Ukrainian party whose members
include Hitler-praising fascists
and ultranationalists.

In an official government pho-
tograph, he was seen shaking hands
with Ukrainian Radical Party head
Oleh Lyashko, who was part of a del-
egation visiting Jerusalem.

Members of the party include
ultranationalist Yuri Shukhevych,
the son of Nazi collaborator Roman
Shukhevych, whose troops commit-
ted war crimes against Jews during
the second world war.

Among its MPs is Artyom Vitko,
who was filmed in 2015 singing a
song celebrating the Nazi dictator,
with lyrics that included: “Adolf
Hitler, together with us, Adolf Hitler,

in each of us, and an eagle with iron
wings will help us at the right time.”

Lyashko himself has been
accused of anti-Semitism. In 2015,
he attacked Ukrainian president
Petro Poroshenko over his apology
for the actions of Nazi collaborators
during the Holocaust, branding it a
“humiliation.”

Netanyahu has been criticised
for not doing enough to tackle
anti-Semitism.

In 2015, he was accused of
whitewashing Hitler’s role in the
Holocaust by claiming that he had no
intention of exterminating Europe’s
Jews until a Palestinian persuaded
him to do it.

Morning Star &
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Water wars

As climate change escalates,
South Asia’s already fighting over water

Conn Hallinan

During the face off earlier this
year between India and Pakistan
over a terrorist attack that killed
more than 40 Indian paramili-
taries in Kashmir, New Delhi
made an existential threat to
Islamabad. The weapon was not
India’s considerable nuclear arse-
nal, but one still capable of inflict-
ing ruinous destruction: water.

“Our government has decided to
stop our share of water which used to
flow to Pakistan,” India’s Transport
Minister, Nitin Gadkari said on
February 21. “We will divert water
from eastern rivers and supply it to
our people in Jammu and Kashmir
and Punjab. India controls three
major rivers that flow into Pakistan.

If India had followed through,
it would have abrogated the 1960
Indus Water Treaty (IWT) between
the two countries, a move that could
be considered an act of war.

In the end, nothing much came
of it. India bombed some forests, and
Pakistan bombed some fields. But
the threat underlined a growing crisis
in the South Asian sub-continent,
where water-stressed mega cities
and intensive agriculture are quite
literally drying up. By 2030, accord-
ing to a recent report, half the popu-
lation of India — 700 million people
— will lack adequate drinking water.
Currently, 25 percent of India’s pop-
ulation is suffering from drought.

“If the wars of this century were
fought over oil, the wars of the next
century will be fought over water,”
warns Ismail Serageldin, a former
executive for the World Bank.

While relations between India
and Pakistan have long been tense
— they have fought three wars since
1947, one of which came distress-
ingly close to going nuclear — in
terms of water sharing, they are
somewhat of a model.

After almost a decade of negotia-
tions, both countries signed the IWT
in 1960 to share the output of six
major rivers. The World Bank played
a key role by providing $1 billion for
the Indus Basin Development Fund.

But the on-going tensions over
Kashmir have transformed water
into a national security issue for both
countries. This, in turn, has limited
the exchange of water and weather
data, making long-term planning
extremely difficult.

Heightened by
climate change

Both countries have experienced
record-breaking heat waves, and
the mountains that supply the vast
majority of water for Pakistan and
India, are losing their glaciers. The
Hindu Kush Himalaya Assessment
report estimates that by 2100 some
two-thirds of the area’s more than
14,000 glaciers will be gone.

India’s response to declining
water supplies — like that of many
other countries in the region, is
to build dams. But dams not only
restrict downstream water supplies,
they block the natural flow of silt.
That silt renews valuable agricultural
land and also replenishes the great
deltas, like the Ganges-Brahmaputra,
the Indus, and the Mekong. The
deltas not only support fishing indus-
tries, they also act as natural barriers
to storms.

The Sundarbans — a vast,
4,000-square-mile mangrove
forest on the coasts of India and
Bangladesh — is under siege. As
climate change raises sea levels,
upstream dams reduce the flow
of fresh water that keeps the salty
sea at bay. The salt encroachment
eventually kills the mangrove trees
and destroys farmland. Add to this
increased logging to keep pace with
population growth, and Bangladesh

International

July 24,2019 9

alone will lose some 800 square
miles of Sundarbans over the next
few years.

As the mangroves are cut down
or die off, they expose cities like
Kolkata and Dhaka to the unvar-
nished power of typhoons, storms
which climate change is making
more powerful and frequent.

The central actor in the South
Asia water crisis is China, which sits
on the sources of 10 major rivers that
flow through 11 countries, and which
supply 1.6 billion people with water.
In essence, China controls the “Third
Pole,” that huge reservoir of fresh
water locked up in the snow and ice
of the Himalayas.

And Beijing is building lots of
dams to collect water and generate
power.

Over 600 large dams either exist
or are planned in the Himalayas. In
the past decade, China has built three
dams on the huge Brahmaputra that
has its origin in China but drains into
India and Bangladesh.

While India and China together
represent a third of the world’s popu-
lation, both countries have access to
only 10 percent of the globe’s water
resources and no agreements on how
to share that water. While tensions
between Indian and Pakistan mean
the Indus Water Treaty doesn’t func-
tion as well as it could, nevertheless,
the agreement does set some com-
monly accepted ground rules, includ-
ing binding arbitration. No such
treaty exists between New Delhi and
Beijing.

While relations between China
and India are far better than those
between India and Pakistan, under
the Modi government, New Delhi
has grown closer to Washington and
has partly bought into a US contain-
ment strategy aimed at China. Indian
naval ships carry out joint war games
with China’s two major regional
rivals, Japan and the US, and there

are still disputes between China and
India over their mutual border. A
sharpening atmosphere of national-
ism in both countries is not condu-
cive to cooperation over anything, let
alone something as critical as water.

And yet never has there been
such a necessity for cooperation.
Both countries need the “Third
Pole’s” water for agriculture, hydro-
power and to feed the growth of
mega cities like Dhaka, Mumbai and
Beijing.

Stressed water supplies trans-
late into a lack of clean water, which
fuels a health crisis, especially in the
huge sprawling cities that increas-
ingly draw rural people driven out by
climate change. Polluted water kills
more people than wars, including
1.5 million children under the age of
five. Reduced water supplies also go
hand in hand with water borne dis-
eases, like cholera. There is even a
study that demonstrates thirsty mos-
quitoes bite more, thus increasing the
number of vector borne diseases like
Zita, Malaria, and Dengue.

South Asia
and water crisis

Virtually every continent on
the globe is looking at shortages.
According to the World Economic
Forum, by 2030 water sources will
only cover 60 percent of the world’s
daily requirement.

The water crisis is no longer a
problem that can be solved through
bilateral agreements like the TWT,
but one that requires regional,
indeed, global solutions. If the recent
push by the Trump administration to
lower mileage standards for automo-
biles is successful, it will add hun-
dreds of thousands of extra tons of
carbon dioxide to the atmosphere,
which, in turn, will accelerate cli-
mate change.

In short, what comes out of US

auto tailpipes will ultimately be felt
by the huge Angsi Glacier in Tibet,
the well spring of the Brahmaputra, a
river that flows through China, India
and Bangladesh, emptying eventu-
ally into the Bay of Bengal.

There is no such thing as a local
or regional solution to the water
crisis, since the problem is global.
The only really global organisation
that exists is the United Nations,
which will need to take the initia-
tive to create a worldwide water
agreement.

Such an agreement is partly
in place. The UN International
Watercourses Convention came into
effect in August 2014 following
Vietnam’s endorsement of the treaty.
However, China voted against it, and
India and Pakistan abstained. Only
parties that signed it are bound by its
conventions.

But the Convention is a good
place to start. “It offers legitimate
and effective practices for data shar-
ing, negotiation and dispute reso-
lution that could be followed in a
bilateral or multilateral water shar-
ing arrangement,” according to
Srinivas Chokkakula, a water issues
researcher at New Delhi Centre for
Policy Research.

By 2025, according to the UN,
some 1.8 billion people will be
living in countries or regions with
absolute water shortages, and two-
thirds of the world’s population
could be under “water stress” condi-
tions. There is enough fresh water for
seven billion people, according to the
UN, but it is unevenly distributed,
polluted, wasted, or poorly managed.

If countries don’t come together
around the Conventions — which
need to be greatly strengthened —
and it becomes a free for all with a
few countries holding most the cards,
sooner or later the “water crisis” will
turn into an old-fashioned war.
People’s World &
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Union-bashing bill
breaks international law

The Morrison government’s latest legisla-
tive attack on the rights of working people
breaches two international conventions to
which Australia is a signatory, research
from the UK-based International Centre
for Trade Union Rights has found.

The researchers found that the proposed
Ensuring Integrity bill, which would allow
the Minister, the government regulator and
any person “with sufficient interest” — which
could include employer groups — to seek
to have union officers disqualified or entire
unions deregistered were “incompatible with
Australia’s commitments under the ILO’s
Freedom of Association and Protection of the
Right to Organise Convention, 1948 (No.87)
and the Right to Organise and Collective
Bargaining Convention, 1949 (N0.98).”

Describing the bill as “harmful to workers,
undermining to trade union democracy, and of
no tangible benefit to the promotion of harmo-
nious industrial relations,” the researchers said
no equivalent for the extreme measures could
be found in any industrial democracy, noting
that “None of the industrialised democracies
we surveyed entertain anything approximating
such a punitive regime.”

The bill is even more oppressive than
Turkey’s laws that target working people’s rep-
resentatives, is most analogous to authoritarian
regimes. The nearest equivalent law identified
is a 1943 act brought in under the Vargas dicta-
torship in Brazil.

The ACTU has repeatedly slammed the
proposed laws as extreme, anti-democratic
and ideologically motivated. This international
research shows that the Morrison government
is willing to break international law to pursue
his extreme and dangerous agenda.

Scott Morrison is willing to throw away
more than 100 years of international coopera-
tion so he can target the nurses, postal workers,
public servants and teachers who hold volun-
tary officer positions in the body that represents
them.

Australia already has one of the most
restrictive set of regulations on workers’
organisations among democratic nations. This
extreme new law would align Australia with
authoritarian, undemocratic countries.”

This bill will harm ordinary working
people and lead to increases in wage theft and
unsafe work.

The only people who would benefit from
these laws are the Morrison government and
unethical employers.

Michele O’Neil
ACTU president

On the political
developments in Sudan

Following the publication of the agreement
between some groups from the Alliance of
the Forces for Freedom and Change and
the Transitional Military Council (TMC),
the Political Bureau (PB) of the Sudanese
Communist Party issued a statement on
July 17 rejecting that agreement.

It is worth mentioning that all the
armed groups including those within the
Revolutionary Front have expressed seri-
ous reservation on what was agreed upon and
stated that it does not represent their position.
At the same time, the professional bodies of
engineers and doctors had earlier expressed
their reservation on the part dealing with the
independent committee to investigate the
crimes committed by the TMC since April 11
until the present day.

The Sudanese CP’s Political Bureau has
described the agreement as a step back that
paves the way for the “soft landing”, which
in return will lead to producing the same old
crisis and continuing the old corrupt and bank-
rupt policies of Albashir’s regime in all spheres
of life.
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Furthermore, it does not reflect the deci-
sions of the African Union, which are sup-
ported by the Troika, the EU and the UN,
which demanded that complete power must be
handed over to a civilian government during
the transitional period. Sharing power with the
military goes against both the demands of the
masses and the international public opinion.

The agreement as it stands gives the mili-
tary junta all the powers and contradicts the
African Union Resolution No.854. In addition,
it provides the military with the legal chance to
control all the state apparatus.

The political document ignored the
accepted demand of all the opposition forces,
mainly the dismantling of the dictatorial
regime, the abolition of all laws that restrict
democratic freedoms, the reshaping of the
national security and intelligence and the dis-
solution of the militias.

Based on the above-mentioned points,
the Political Bureau of the Sudanese CP has
called on the masses to continue their strug-
gle to demand that the goals of the Uprising,
as enshrined in the declaration of the forces of
Freedom and Change, must be achieved and to
put an end to military rule.

Fathi Alfadl
Secretary of Information
Sudanese CP

$-400 Ultimate Shoot-Down

Finian Cunningham

After two years of American bullying and
threats, Turkey has finally gone ahead and
taken delivery of the S-400 system. The
stunned reaction in Washington reflects
disbelief that Ankara would shrug off US
threats of sanctions over the contract with
Russia, first signed in 2017.

So, first off, that is a blow to America’s
prestige and presumed power to make
lesser nations buckle under its domineering
demands. Despite lots of huffing and puff-
ing from Washington, Turkey has ignored the
US dictates to cancel the Russian air defence
purchase.

The way is now open for other countries to
follow Turkey’s lead in ordering the Russian
defence system. S-400 deals are report-
edly being lined up for India and others who
will be encouraged by Turkey’s defiance of
Washington’s reproaches.

Another factor is the huge long-term com-
mercial loss for the Pentagon and the US mili-
tary-industrial complex.

President Trump confirmed this week that
the US would not be selling Turkey over 100
units of the stealth F-35 fighter jet as a result of
the S-400 deal.

Turkey had orders for the advanced
American fighter jet which have now been
cancelled by Washington as a “penalty” for
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purchasing the S-400. At a sale price of around
$100 million for each jet, that amounts to
upwards of $10 billion in lost revenue for man-
ufacturer Lockheed Martin.

In announcing the cancellation of F-35s to
Turkey, Trump bemoaned the loss of American
business and jobs.

The Pentagon is concerned by the potential
operation of F-35s in the vicinity of the S-400
because the latter could uncover weaknesses in
the aircraft’s performance.

It has long been suspected by independ-
ent aviation experts that the American F-35 is
over-rated and vastly over-priced. One jet costs
twice as much as an F-16 to buy — yet the sup-
posed “latest generation” fighter jet has been
dogged with technical problems and doubts
over its performance.

Ironically, being “cut out of the F-35 pro-
gram” may not actually be a “penalty” against
Turkey. Ankara might even save itself a lot of
wasted expenditure.

Furthermore, if other nations follow suit
and likewise buy Russia’s S-400, then the
US will be compelled, in turn, to cancel more
potential orders for the F-35. Given that the
development cost for the aircraft is estimated
to run into trillions of dollars, the prospect of
dwindling sales to other countries is a gloomy
one, if not financially disastrous for the US fed-
eral government and Pentagon contractors.

And that’s all because of countries buying
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Russia’s S-400. Also because US geopolitical
belligerence towards Russia has painted itself
into a legal corner. US legislation known as
“Countering America’s Adversaries Through
Sanctions Act” (CAATSA) is aimed at demon-
ising Russia. It makes it mandatory for the US
to wield sanctions on any other nation that does
business with Russia, such as Turkey purchas-
ing the S-400, or anyone else. That’s why the
F-35 program has been cancelled, by legal
necessity. In other words, the US in its irra-
tional Russophobia has ended up tying itself
up in knots and shooting itself in the foot with
potentially crippling financial losses.

There’s another strategic factor why
Washington is reacting furiously to Turkey’s
S-400 contract.

Turkey is the second-largest military
force in the US-led NATO alliance. For
Ankara to solidify this massive defence deal
with Russia that move totally undermines all
the Washington and transatlantic propaganda
which seeks to portray Russia as an existential
threat to the US and Europe. The real, unstated,
purpose of NATO is to prolong the Cold War
demonisation of Moscow as some kind of
“malign power”. If NATO member Turkey
trusts Russia to provide it with air defences,
then the whole NATO charade of demonising
Moscow collapses.

A concomitant strategic function of NATO
is to provide the American military-industrial

complex with a captive market for trillion-dol-
lar sales of missile-defence systems and war-
planes. That captive market relies totally on the
false premise that Russia is an enemy which
US allies need to be protected from — with
expensive American weaponry.

The best-kept secret is that American mis-
sile-defence systems are inferior to Russia’s
S-400. Even Western defence experts have
admitted that the S-400 is the best “all-round”
system that out-performs the American-made
Patriot or Terminal High Altitude Area Defence
(THAAD). The Russian air-defence technology
is not only more economical than US counter-
parts, it beats both of them in every domain of
aircraft and missile targeting, altitude, speed,
and detection range.

The purchase of the S-400 by Turkey will
further expose the inferior and over-priced US
air-defence systems because more countries
will have an opportunity to make comparative
assessments with the S-400.

Then it may become more widely real-
ised that the real “enemy” is not Russia. It is
American militarism and its parasitical prac-
tice of flogging exorbitant weaponry based on
duping customers with scaremongering about
Russia. That’s the ultimate shoot-down.
Information Clearing House &
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Aviomation and closures are
challenges - but failure does

not have 1o bhe inevitable

Sharon Graham*

BRITAIN: Today as trade unionists our
most significant, long-term challenges
arguably have very little to do with the
political circus surrounding Brexit.

The continued crisis in wages, the rise of
contingent and outsourced work that so badly
fragments our labour market, the job threat
from the dawn of industry 4.0 and the corre-
sponding decline of collective bargaining that
has helped underpin this all. We face many
serious problems but they are not insurmount-
able and managed decline does not have to be
inevitable.

Among all of this, one thing is for certain.
If we want to drive up living standards, we will
face a fight for jobs and possibly for the future
of work itself.

The evidence is mounting. Autonomous
buses have been trialled in London, Las Vegas
and Helsinki. A Chinese factory has replaced
90 percent of its workforce with robots.

And it is clear that not only manual occu-
pations are at risk. White-collar workers
will share the brunt of technological change.
From the introduction of digital therapeutics
in health, to the development of algorithms in
the legal sector, automation is likely to present
an enormous challenge across the global
economy.

Such challenges require a twin-track indus-
trial strategy. It is important to remember that
our ability to sustain political influence will
ultimately be determined by the strength of our
industrial position.

We need an industrial strategy that allows
us to effectively combat threats like automa-
tion. We need a credible approach to deliver-
ing practical results such as a shorter working
week, with no loss of pay. We need a plan to
both grow powerful collective bargaining and
deliver comprehensive, credible campaigns to
fight hostile employers.

Our union has deployed Unite Leverage
sparingly but where it has been fully executed
we have delivered. Whether against the vio-
lation of human rights that is blacklisting or
securing justice for workers faced with illegal
closures, Unite has shown that it is possible to
win against the odds against global employers.

When confronted by crisis situations
involving hard-nosed corporations it is often
no longer enough to mount the picket line or
publically shame, for example in the media.

Leverage can never replace collective
organisation at the place of work but strate-
gic planning and campaigns involving both
domestic and global escalation are essential
characteristics of the modern, progressive trade
union.

It is absolutely legitimate for decision-
makers, shareholders and customers to be made

aware of the behaviour of those they are asso-
ciated with and be tasked with taking action.

But you don’t move employers by just
chucking bodies at a one-off protest — as much
as that can help boost morale. The truly hos-
tile employer must face a campaign of esca-
lation that creates uncertainty in the minds of
decision-makers.

This is delivered by research, planning and
the execution of tactical activity within a strate-
gic framework. Unite Leverage is not an emo-
tional outburst, it is a plan designed to level
the uneven playing field. This is why we now
need to develop our Leverage as part of a wider
industrial response and become proactive, not
just defensive.

The failed models of business unionism
and phony partnership have not grown our
movement or delivered for ordinary working
people. But to most shop stewards who advo-
cate a far more assertive approach to industrial
relations, it is also obvious that the fragmented,
localised nature of our collective bargaining is
holding us back.

It allows employers to divide us and
weaken our negotiating power. To confront this
reality we need a credible but ambitious plan
rooted in the workplace. We need to develop
meaningful industrial power.

In each sector of the British and Irish econ-
omies there are key employers, those that set
standards and hold the most resources, together
they occupy a central role as “pace-setters.”

If we are to develop real co-ordination of
our collective bargaining so that we can start to
negotiate agreements across our sectors once

again, and if we are to really drive up living
standards, then the top employers in each
sector must be union. This is why we are now
developing our “Top 10” strategy.

To build power throughout each sector we
need to be strong at the top. We need to ensure
that where we have existing agreements that
have real organisation and where we don’t, that
we deliver dedicated organising campaigns to
make sure that no major employer is left to
undercut our agreements.

As part of our series of reports into key
industrial issues — Unite Investigates — we have
already identified the top employers across
each Unite sector and have begun to work with
stewards and reps to develop specific programs
of work.

Key to all of this will be industrial co-ordi-
nation, whether that is within our own union or
working with sister unions across Britain and
Ireland and throughout the world.

If we don’t commit to joint working and
remain fragmented in silos then frankly we
can forget about driving up standards across
sectors.

On issues like automation, to be effec-
tive there really will be very little choice other
than to maximise our power through industrial
co-ordination.

We must be prepared to work internation-
ally. Many of our employers are global and
we must renew attempts to deliver meaningful
industrial solidarity.

To do this we must build combines of shop
stewards. First, we will bring together activists
within the “Top 10” of each sector but in the

end we need to co-ordinate across all relevant
employers — including “under-cutters.”

The development of layers of confident
shop stewards with a global outlook will define
our work going forward, it will be upon this
rock that our politics will be shaped and where
strike-ready workplaces will be prepared.

It is this proactive approach that will also
see the development of Unite Leverage. If we
commit to this and further build power, we
can begin to really push back against hostile
employers.

In the future we want our shop stewards
to feel confident that they can fight for jobs,
that they have options on the table when faced
with a crisis.

More than that, we want an industrial strat-
egy that delivers real solidarity. We need it to
drive success and deliver an engine room of
ideas that travels from the workplace up, not
from the “experts” down.

We need more than warm words from pol-
iticians, we need an army of activists in the
workplace that can drive their own destiny,
on the poverty of ambition, on falling living
standards, on joblessness, on undercutting and
underemployment.

We need to develop thousands of leaders,
not just one. We need our heroes to be collec-
tive. We need to rebuild our shop stewards’
movement.

*Sharon Graham is executive officer of Unite
the Union.
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Corrupt connections
effrey Epstein, Donald Trump, and Alex Acosta

Chauncey K Robinson

Billionaire hedge fund manager Jeffrey
Epstein was arrested last week for alleg-
edly sex trafficking dozens of underage
girls in Florida and New York between
2002 and 2005. His arrest comes 12 years
after the financier was let off the hook for
sexually exploiting over 30 underage girls
in Florida. Epstein’s case is not just one of
a single man’s repulsive illegal activities;
it’s connected to a much deeper mockery of
justice. Powerful and influential men, such
as President Donald Trump and current
Secretary of Labour Alexander Acosta, are
connected to Epstein, and are part of a sys-
temic web of deceit, abuse, and corruption.

Epstein is being charged with one count of
sex trafficking of minors and one count of con-
spiracy to engage in sex trafficking of minors.
This new indictment could put him away for
a maximum of 45 years. Yet the billionaire’s
dealing in trafficking human beings goes back
decades, but his wealth, influence, and connec-
tions allowed him space to engage such activi-
ties with few, if any, real consequences.

In 2008, it seemed as though his illegal
dealings had finally caught up with him when
he was first accused of assembling a network
of underage girls for sex, often using some of
them as recruiters to find more girls to abuse.
But his day of reckoning was not really to
come that year, as Epstein was given the legal
equivalent of a slap on the wrist from then-US
attorney for the Southern District of Florida
—Acosta.

As explained in a damning three-part
series by the Miami Herald, Acosta struck a
non-prosecution deal giving Epstein a mere
18-month sentence (of which he served only
13 months) in a county jail for his crimes in
exchange for pleading guilty to lesser state
charges of soliciting a minor for prostitution,
registering as a sex offender, and paying settle-
ments with some alleged victims. The deal not
only shielded Epstein himself from prosecu-
tion, it also granted immunity for any potential
accomplices to his crimes.

The short stint behind bars was hardly a
punishment; Epstein was allowed to leave
the jail and go to his office to work six days a
week. Acosta allowed Epstein to dodge federal
charges that could have put him away in prison
for life. Further, he sealed the plea bargain and
kept it secret, never giving Epstein’s victims a
chance to object, as federal law requires.

Alexander Acosta engaged in unconstitutional activity that violated the law he was put in charge of upholding.

It wouldn’t be until this year that a judge
ruled that Acosta and other Department of
Justice (DOJ) lawyers violated the Crime
Victims’ Rights Act (CVRA) by not informing
Epstein’s accusers about the non-prosecution
deal he was given.

Acosta engaged in unconstitutional activ-
ity that violated the law he was put in charge
of upholding. He is now the United States
Secretary of Labour, and President Trump is
defending him to the nation.

In a 2002 profile on Epstein in New York
Magazine, Trump was quoted as saying, “I’ve
known Jeff for 15 years. Terrific guy.” The
future president commented, “He’s a lot of fun
to be with. It is even said that he likes beauti-
ful women as much as I do, and many of them
are on the younger side. No doubt about it —
Jeffrey enjoys his social life.”

The connection between Trump and
Epstein goes beyond just a few lines of friendly
praise in a magazine article a decade and a half
ago or the past morally questionable actions
of his labour secretary. Trump’s Florida resort,
Mar-a-Lago, was named in a court case in 2017

as one of the recruiting grounds for Epstein’s
sex trafficking business.

During his 2016 campaign for the presi-
dency, Trump himself was sued by an anon-
ymous woman who claimed he raped her at
an Epstein party when she was 13-years-old
in 1994. The woman would eventually with-
draw her lawsuit days before the 2016 election
because, as her attorney Lisa Bloom explained,
she was getting death threats.

To date, at least 24 women have accused
Trump of sexual assault. Couple this with
Trump’s rhetoric towards women during his
campaign, his long history of lewd comments
towards women in general, and his continued
support of officials that undermine the repro-
ductive rights won by women, and it is a no-
brainer that he might have close ties with a
character like Epstein.

Although Trump has recently tried to dis-
tance himself from Epstein, vaguely alluding to
a falling out in 2004, records and photos going
back as far as the early 1990s show that his
involvement with the paedophile billionaire
goes beyond simply knowing him as a “fixture

in Palm Beach.” Of course, as recent history
has shown, Trump and his administration are
no strangers to figuratively and literally redact-
ing the truth.

Trump’s assessment that Acosta is an
“excellent” labour secretary just isn’t true
— not for working people anyway. Time and
again the labour secretary has sided with cor-
porate interests over workers. In March of this
year, Acosta targeted overtime pay for workers,
and in May he spoke out against an increase
in the federal minimum wage. Acosta is just
one example in a long list of administration
officials carrying out Trump policies that ulti-
mately only serve the wealthy and powerful.

The fact that the criminal justice system
seems to favour those with money and influ-
ence is no revelation for most people, but the
Epstein arrest brings to light just how deep the
ties can go — even to the highest office in the
land. The question now isn’t just a matter of
Epstein finally facing his judgement day; it’s
about whether those connected to his web of
deceit will face theirs as well.
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Powerful and influential men, such as
President Donald Trump and current Secretary of
Labour Alexander Acosta, are connected to Epstein,
and are part of a systemic web of deceit, abuse,
and corruption.
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