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Free market chaos

Residential building industry nears collapse

Peter Mac

There has recently been a nationwide series
of appalling failures of high rise apartment
buildings. Some of the most shocking cases
are in Sydney. Last December the Olympic
Park Opal Tower apartment building was
evacuated after the building began crack-
ing. Subsequent investigation revealed old
structural cracks filled with adhesive resin.

A few years ago the Sydney City Council
approved construction of the 127 Sugarcube
and Honeycomb apartments in Alexandria,
provided that the former industrial site was
cleared of asbestos, hydrocarbons and heavy
metal contaminants. However, the decontami-
nation plan was subsequently amended without
Council authorisation, and a private certifier
then allowed construction to proceed.

Last year Sydney City Council banned
apartment owners from moving in. The
developer told them the Council needed to
test roads and walkways, but didn’t mention
contamination.

In June the Mascot Towers building was
evacuated because of major structural defects.
Another building 150 metres away has water
penetration, concrete cancer and structural
movement. The developers say it isn’t sinking,
just “moving in a downward motion”.

In a Zetland building, upper-storey loft
apartments were recently evacuated because
of contamination, fire concerns, and water pen-
etration. Lower-level occupied apartments are
now unsaleable because of water seepage and
combustible external cladding.

In 2015 a private certifier allowed owners
to occupy apartments in a converted Alexandria
warehouse, despite fire safety defects and
major design variations that contravened agree-
ments with Council and neighbours.

The certifier was fined $50,000 and in
2016 the Council issued orders to demolish
and rebuild parts of the building. The Land
and Environment Court later ordered the devel-
oper to carry out remedial work, but this wasn’t
done.

Human waste from a collapsed sewer
line recently spread through 48 apartments in
another new residential block. Other problems
require $1.1 million of repairs, but the develop-
ing company has been “phoenixed”, (wound up
with its assets transferred elsewhere), so resi-
dents can’t sue for compensation.

Residents have little right to financial res-
titution. Mascot Towers is more than ten years
old, but NSW warranties against structural
defects are only valid for six years, or two
years for lesser issues.

Evacuated apartments are virtually worth-
less. Mascot Towers owners have in effect lost
$740,000 on average, and they face repair costs
ranging between $100,000 and $300,000.

Nationwide, more than 162,000 apartments
are expected to be built over the next decade.

Last December the Olympic Park Opal Tower apartment building was evacuated after the building began cracking.

But 85 percent of NSW apartments built since
2000 have defects.

A group of economists and property con-
sultants recently condemned construction of
new “high rise death traps”. Consumer groups
say don’t buy apartments in buildings less than
ten years old or with more than four storeys,
and don’t buy “off the plan”. Not surprisingly,
there’s been a steep drop in interest regarding
new high rise accommodation.

The problem

Referring to multiple building failures,
Chris Johnson, spokesman for developer lobby
group Urban Taskforce, said “I can’t under-
stand how that happened.”

But construction law expert Ian Bailey
unequivocally blamed the problem on “the
delusional process of private certification”, and
“the abandonment by state governments of the
responsibility to impose on strata unit devel-
opers an obligation to comply with building
regulations.”

Two weeks ago NSW Premier Gladys
Berejiklian admitted frankly: “We let the
industry self-regulate and it hasn’t worked”.
She says she’ll appoint a building construction
Commissioner, but she’s not tackling the prob-
lem at its source.

And self-regulation isn’t the only problem.

Developers don’t have to be registered, and
those whose buildings fail can cease business
and establish a “phoenix” company. Four of the
five firms that built Mascot Towers have been
deregistered, but their directors still run devel-
opment projects.

Developers can hire unregistered engi-
neers. Engineers deregistered by the peak pro-
fessional body, Engineers Australia, can still
practice in NSW, where there’s no government
registration of engineers.

Developers also hire unlicensed trades-
people to carry out building works. They’re
cheaper to employ and will cut corners to
achieve a quick result. Unfortunately, they’re
also far more likely to make mistakes.

The rot set in about eighteen years ago,
when the NSW coalition government allowed
developers to hire their own building certifier.
Dozens of council building inspectors became
private practitioners, and it was inevitable that
some would succumb to pressure from devel-
opers to approve sub-standard work.

The solution

The solution doesn’t lie in developers
hiring extra supervisory staff. If they’re paid
by the developer, they’re not independent.
Councils must appoint inspectors themselves,
preferably from their own staff but if not, from
a list of approved and fully qualified inspec-
tors paid by the council, and developers must
pay a service fee adequate to cover the coun-
cil’s costs.

Apartment owners must have greater rights
to restitution. State governments must address
the massive problems owners now face, not
just focus on improving controls in future.

Ian Bailey also recommends establishment
of a federal insurance agency to compensate
those affected by developer non-compliance
and cladding issues, and introducing legislation

to force developers to take out premiums with
the agency.

A compulsory building defects insurance
scheme existed in NSW, but in 2002 it was
removed for buildings over four storeys. A new
scheme for buildings over four storeys was
introduced in 2018. But the levy is a miserly
2 percent, and after two years if there are no
defects the money is returned to the devel-
oper rather than being kept to deal with further
cases, even though many defects appear after
two years.

The negligent behaviour of developers and
certifiers must be legally controlled, otherwise
the residential building industry will collapse
because of failing public trust.

Attempting to “Change the culture” of the
residential building industry certainly isn’t
the answer. As a result of letting it self-regu-
late, thousands of apartments around Australia
are now at risk. Hundreds of Sydney apart-
ment dwellers are homeless, with many facing
bankruptcy.

Recently there have also been major resi-
dential building failures in Melbourne, and in
Brisbane some owners can’t move into their
apartments because they get drenched after
rain. Development corporation Ralan has gone
bust after building one of four planned towers
on Queensland’s Gold Coast, leaving many
“off the plan” owners with no apartment — and,
indeed, no building.

But then, all that is what you get when
someone takes the brakes off capitalism. &
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Needed:
A new foreign policy

There are plans for a US missile base in Darwin, part of the
ongoing militarisation of Australia’s north in preparation for an
attack on China: these plans have seen the north increasingly oc-
cupied by foreign forces from the USA. Australian governments’
subservience to the US has been a history of Australian military
involvements in a string of destructive, criminal conflicts going
back historically to the end of WW2.

The defeat of the Nazis and the Japanese militarists and the
huge boost given to the prestige of the Soviet Union and socialism
as a result of its main contribution in World War II led to very
significant changes worldwide. Revolutions took place in a number
of other European and Asian countries.

The Chinese Revolution was victorious and established the
People’s Republic of China in 1949. The Vietnamese took up arms
against French colonialism, Indonesia threw out the Dutch, the
British were forced to concede independence to India. In the post-
war period the former colonial world all but collapsed.

The Australian government and ruling class turned to the
United States and in the post-war period the ANZUS treaty was
entered into.

Australia was also a member of the ill-fated South East Asia
Treaty Organisation (SEATO) which was nothing other than an
attempt by the US and other imperialist powers to shore up the
collapsing colonial regimes.

The US had become the most powerful imperialist power having
profited by World War II while the power of Britain, the Dutch
and Portuguese declined markedly.

The US was able to maintain a toehold by occupying South
Korea — where US troops are still to be found. The anti-socialism
of Australia’s foreign policy remains its basic element and as a
junior partner of the US, Australian governments are hard at work
to assist the United States achieve its objective of world domination
and the re-imposition of colonial status for all the countries of Asia.

The recent Tandem Thrust military and naval exercises in north
Queensland practiced the landing of invading forces on other coun-
tries’ beaches. The exercises were not about protecting Australian
beaches from an invading force for the very good reason that no
country threatens Australia.

The United States, as the band-master of the imperialist powers
in the Pacific, has knocked together a political and military network
intended to contain the increasing economic might of the Asian
countries taken collectively and also, they hope, to overthrow the
governments of China, Vietnam and North Korea.

Despite the military defeats in Korea and Vietnam, the
Australian ruling class is still thinking about and preparing for
wars — with its master the US — against other countries.

It is a policy of hostility and will inevitably fail. It is already
failing.

The Asian region has become the world’s fastest growing eco-
nomic region. Within around 20 years China’s economy will exceed
that of the US. Asia has already become the largest economic region
in the world and will not be pushed around. Its military strength
will also be built up unless threats against Asian countries are
abandoned.

Independent economic and political structures of Asian
countries are growing stronger. The name of the game is world
domination for the US (with Australia playing a lackey role) and
the preservation of capitalism in a world where economic and
political storms are growing rapidly in many countries.

Australia needs an entirely different foreign policy. In the first
place, it should be a policy which looks after the interests of the
Australian people, recognising that we are an Asian-Pacific nation.

To be independent means to terminate the Australia-US Security
agreement, to remove the American bases from Australian terri-
tory and to end offensive military and naval manoeuvres directed
against Asian-Pacific countries.

Relations must be based on equality, mutual benefit, non-inter-
ference in the internal affairs of other countries and acceptance
of the right of all countries to adopt their chosen social system.

To: Warren Smith
Divisional Assistant National Secretary
Maritime Union of Australia Division
Construction, Forestry, Maritime, Mining and Energy Union

Solidarity Message from the President,
Communist Party of Australia

Dear Comrade,

I stand up in solidarity with the Maritime Union of Australia and its members at DP World container terminal
ports in Sydney, Melbourne, Brisbane and Fremantle.

On behalf of the Communist Party of Australia (CPA) I would like to express our support and solidarity with
the Maritime Union of Australia and their struggle against the attack on wharfies.

The 200 proposed compulsory redundancies planned by the DP World multinational can be mitigated if there
is the will. The MUA have identified roster change, reduced hours and other measures to do so. The fact is
that the DP World’s attack on its workers is yet another attempt to further deregulate the workplace and attack
basic rights such as job security and conditions and to undermine collective bargaining.

MUA members have long been front and centre in the working-class struggle in Australia. I stand with your
members in the current fight against the giant multinational tax dodger DP World and denounce their anti-
worker plans and dishonest methods they employ to undermine workers’ rights.

I denounce the obscene levels of profit DP World has stolen from the productivity generated by the hard work
of the wharfies and the rejection of DP World to pay the 3 percent being asked for by those workers. It is in
stark contrast to the enormous profit margin of almost 50 percent.

I condemn the attacks and call on all Party members and workers to get behind the campaign of wharfies for
justice, job security and the right to work.

Communists in government would repeal all the anti-worker, anti-union legislation. We would strengthen
workers’ power in the workplace and legislate the right to strike, industry bargaining and enforce all other
ILO Conventions that Australia is a signatory to.

In working class solidarity,

Vinnie Molina
CPA National President
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You give us more information about you, about your friends, and we can
improve the quality of our services. We don’t need you to type at all. We
know where you are. We know where you’ve been. We can more or less
know what you’re thinking about.

Eric Schmidt, CEO of Google, 2010

PRESS FUND

The Press Fund is beginning to resemble all those high-rise
blocks of flats in Sydney that have recently been vacated. Where
is everybody? The Fund plays a vital role in the life of the
Party, but at the moment contributions are running few and
far between. We rely on your Press Fund contributions to help
us meet the running costs of producing the Guardian. We also
need to increase our readership, and you can help us there as
well, by getting your friends to subscribe to the Guardian and
by discussing the issues we raise each week. But right now you
can help us by sending in a Press Fund contribution for the
next edition, if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s
supporters, as follows:

Dr G Dittura $5, “Round Figure” $15, “Sparky” $10
This week’s total: $30
Progressive total: $3,820

PEACE 2019

Alice Springs Brisbane
Yami Lester Memorial Dinner Saturday 17 August
Friday 9 August 6:30pm 2-4pm

Fremantle
ICAN Report Launch & Peace Constellation
Thursday 8 August

Kungkas Can Cook, Larapinta Drive Griffith University, details TBA. 5:30-7pm
Bookings: mcifali@bigpond.com Hosted by WILPF Ausiralia. ity of Fremantle Council office and
Contact: truffle157@gmail.com library 70 Parry St

mayorsforpeace@fremantle.wa.gov.au

SAT 17 AUGUST 1-4 PM SYD CBD: MUA BUILDING 365 SUSSEX ST

Support The Guardian by donating to Press Fund
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Mark Fitzgibbon, head of the private
health insurance (PHI) fund nib, caused
a furore when he controversially called
for Medicare to be scrapped and compul-
sory private health insurance to be intro-
duced. He did so in an opinion piece in
the Australian Financial Review on July 23.
The private health system, despite being
propped up by massive subsidies from
the government, is proving unsustainable,
whereas the public health system, despite
years of underfunding, is still the superior
system in terms of quality and efficiency.

Last year around 65,000 people, mostly
younger fund members, voted with their feet
in a mass exodus from PHI cover. Endless
hikes in premiums, little or no wages growth,
rising out-of-pocket expenses, and an ageing
population are contributing to the crisis facing
the private sector. In 2018, a number of funds
saw a dip in their obscene profits and a few of
the smaller ones ran at a loss.

The actual cost of care also continues
to rise, with private hospitals paying more
for the same equipment and specialists than
public ones. Already the government is prop-
ping up the PHI system by more than $6 bil-
lion a year through its tax rebate to policy

Privatising

Australia
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holders plus an estimated $3-5 billion by indi-
rect means.

“[The] sensible policy approach would be
to make private health insurance compulsory
for all Australians with taxation devoted to
subsidising the premiums for those who would
otherwise be left behind,” Fitzgibbon sug-
gested. “That is, high-income earners would
at one end of the scale pay the entire premium
while at the other, those with low income fully
subsidised.” In other words, Fitzgibbon is call-
ing on the government to privatise Medicare,
to hand over the running of its medical insur-
ance, pharmaceutical benefits scheme and
other functions to the 38 PHI funds!

The Coalition, as a matter of principle,
is determined to privatise everything possi-
ble, and that includes Medicare. But it is not
proving so easy. The question of privatising
Medicare was one of the issues that helped
sink the Howard government. Medicare
became a major issue in the 2013 federal elec-
tions when Labor claimed the Coalition was
planning to privatise it. So popular and impor-
tant is Medicare to the majority of Australians,
Labor came unexpectedly close to winning
those elections. Those elections were fol-
lowed by the usual denials and promises by
the Coalition that they would never privatise
Medicare.

From the Archives

The Guardian, July 2001

Wage rises, not tax culs
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Fitzgibbon’s piece triggered Health
Minister Greg Hunt into action: “We are com-
mitted to it [Medicare] for life, forever. But
equally, we’re committed to private health
insurance. Both of those elements are part of
the model that best serves Australians.”

Actually, if you look a little deeper,
that position may not be so different to
Fitzgibbon’s. It comes down to what is meant
by Medicare. Governments are well versed in
how to keep a name and change the essence of
the concept. In this instance, the Hunt variant
of Fitzgibbon’s proposal would be to means
test Medicare and restrict the admission of
public patients to public hospitals to those
qualifying for the means tested Medicare. Of
course private patients would still be permit-
ted to have private beds in public hospitals
as they do now. This would force millions of
Australians against their will into PHI.

The government would also pay the PHI
funds a direct subsidy for each member — a
voucher system — to subsidise refunds on
visits to the doctor, x-rays, pathology, phar-
maceuticals, etc. It would be a two-tier system,
with the wealthier and generally healthier
people in the private sector and a run-down
public system for those less well off. In fact,
Fitzgibbon in his opinion piece, made a direct
reference to going down the US path. He

Photo: Anna Pha

forgot to mention how it was the worst health
system in the OECD — the most shambolic,
expensive, discriminatory, and failed to cover
tens of millions of people.

Fitzgibbon, in his Opinion Piece, poses the
question: “How do we continue to pay for a
‘universal’ healthcare system with an ageing
population, burgeoning spending and ever-
increasing dependency ratio of older retired
Australians to younger taxpayers? And why
the important goal of universal healthcare
means government must subsidise everyone
irrespective of their income or means.”

The answer is not the Americanisation of
Australia’s health system. It is not the creation
of a two-tier system based on wealth. It lies in
the nationalisation of the health system, restor-
ing the concept of “universal access”, quality
care with adequate funding through taxes. Such
changes would need to be phased in. The PHI
rebate could be redirected to dental and pri-
mary health care services. Repeal of the $154
billion in corporate tax cuts would provide
more than ample funds for public hospitals,
aged care and disability services. Abandoning
plans to go to war with the US could see bil-
lions of dollars of military expenditure redi-
rected from killing and maiming towards
healing and restoring health. &
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Alternative Media Forum
* Documentary Video Presentation
“Risky Business: Australia's
Military Alliance with the US”
e Speaker On: What's New in
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e Guardian Discussion.
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2PM
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583 High Street, Northcote,
$15 Food included. Drinks available
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Living under

Eileen Whitehead

“I do not know with what weapons
World War III will be fought.

But World War IV will be

fought with sticks and stones”.

Albert Einstein

I sometimes wonder whether
wisdom does come with old age.
It seems that we are incapable of
looking back and learning from
our errors. Of course everyone’s
experience of life differs and that,
in turn, affects our attitudes and
belief systems. My own life has
witnessed many catastrophic his-
torical events since being brought
into this world during World War
II.

Though too young to compre-
hend the daily presence of fear from

the danger of living in a city nightly
bombed by the Germans, post-war
I was beginning to register the hor-
rific aftermath. My mother had sur-
vived the war by almost living at the
cinema, lost in other people’s lives,
and when old enough I accompa-
nied her. Pathé Newsreels showed
graphic images of the concentration
camps being discovered and, though
shocked that humans could do such
things, it was the realisation of the
terrible carnage which resulted from
the two atomic bombs dropped on
Hiroshima and Nagasaki, killing
thousands of innocent civilians so
nonchalantly that preyed on my mind
for many years: in fact to this day.

I still remember the arguments in
my family about the justification — or
otherwise — for such a demonic act.
Some thought it was the only way

ourry Gith comraaes

6:00pm Saturday August 10
Fidel’s - 66 Wattle Avenue Royal Park Adelaide

IPAN WA presents
The Coming War on China by John Pilger
How likely is war on China”?
What might it mean for Australia”?
Screening on Sunday, August 25 at 2pm
Venue Trades Hall, 82 Beaufort Street, Perth
(opposite WA Museum)

Gold coin donation
Enquires, contact: Elizabeth on 0421 113 343

the nuclear shadow

to end the war in the Pacific, while
others cynically remarked it was
because the US wanted to test their
bomb.

Now that I’'m older and, hope-
fully wiser, I realise how little we
were told of the true effect of those
bombs.

These truths have only recently
been revealed, with elderly survi-
vors of this Asian holocaust bravely
travelling to our shores and telling
their horrific stories. I wonder how
our attitude to nuclear warfare might
have been affected had there been
people brave enough to “leak” that
information at the time?

History might have looked com-
pletely different without the Cold
War and the on-going knee-jerk
reaction by the United States. There
would have been no Vietnam War,
Korea would have stayed one coun-
try, Bikini Atoll would now be free
of radiation, and the unholy mess
that was Maralinga never taken place
—to name a few.

Instead, we have seen a headlong
madness to build nuclear weapons
which now threatens life on earth.
We are conditioned to believe that in
order to prevent another nation using
nuclear bombs on us, we also must
have nuclear bombs — as a deterrent
against the threat. It’s the same think-
ing as when President Trump com-
mented — on yet another mass school
shooting — that, had the teacher had
a gun it would not have happened.
Perhaps the thinking should be that
if nobody had guns (or bombs) there
would be no conceivable way people
could be murdered en masse.

Going back to the time of the
Cold War, I remember taking part in
the first Aldermaston Rally in 1958
and listening to Bertrand Russell
and Tony Benn — two great English
philosophers — address the crowd
about the lunacy of nuclear weap-
onry. The logic of “Mutually Assured
Destruction” — or MAD — was lost
on no-one at the time.

Nuclear power as a source of
energy was, in fact, an afterthought
and came about after the first US
nuclear reactor had been built for the
sole purpose of producing the plu-
tonium required in the manufacture
of atomic bombs. The discovery that
electricity could be developed from

Guardian

fission led to a nuclear power indus-
try, which after the disasters at Three
Mile, Chernobyl and Fukushima, is
still being spruiked as a “safe” form
of energy, despite the fact that a ban
on nuclear power has been in place
in Australia for many years now.

There haven’t been many sta-
tistics coming out of Japan since
the tsunami destroyed their nuclear
reactor, although I believe the seas
around the site are highly radio-
active. A 2006 Chernobyl report by
Greenpeace based on data collected
by scientists concerning cancer sta-
tistics from Belarus, Ukraine and
Russia indicates that deaths related
to this disaster will most likely be in
the 100,000s.

Not long after we had come
out to Australia in the late 1960s,
Len and I spent a few months in
Andamooka with friends who were
mining opal there and, on retire-
ment in the nineties we returned.
This second visit brought us up close
with BHP’s Olympic Dam uranium
mine site — the largest single uranium
deposit in the world — which BHP
now wants to expand.

At the time, I commented on
the lack of guttering under the roofs
to someone living there, only to be
told that on the few occasions that
it rained, it was allowed to run away
because it would be radiated. We
didn’t stay at Andamooka very long
after that piece of information.

Am I alone in noticing the
sudden interest of our government
in the push for nuclear power to
supply energy? Personally I do
not see this as our lords and mas-
ters attempting to provide us with
cheaper energy but see it in the con-
text of the increasing tensions being
created by our US “allies” in their
attempt to curb China’s develop-
ment in the region. The excuse to
mine more uranium (May 2019 the
Morrison government approved
a new uranium mine in WA) for
nuclear power production will soon
morph into the need for a nuclear
“deterrent” against the “yellow
peril” from the north.

When analysing the cost of pro-
ducing nuclear energy — without fac-
toring in all the other negatives like
the enormous use of water needed
and the huge cost to construct new

reactors — the whole exercise is
pointless. What it would cost to
build a nuclear reactor could build
7,000MW of wind energy, the same
amount of tracking solar, 10,000MW
of rooftop solar, 5,000MW of
pumped hydro and 5,000MW of bat-
tery power. All this renewable energy
without the 4,000-year problem of
nuclear waste disposal.

Another report estimates that
nuclear energy costs are double that
of coal, 5 times that of wind and four
times that of solar. But, of course, it’s
not possible to reprocess the latter
into weapons of mass destruction,
is it?

What I'm trying to resur-
rect with my reminiscences is the
memory of the aversion to nuclear
weapons that people had immedi-
ately after WW2 when the horror of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki were still
fresh in our minds. I remember in
the early seventies, the concern of
Australian workers over the issue
of mining uranium and shipping it
overseas.

In 1974 Friends of the Earth, the
Australian Conservation Foundation
and the ACTU discussed banning
uranium mining altogether. The
ACTU adopted anti-uranium poli-
cies, but only “in principle” which
was deliberately vague. Interesting
then that in late 1979 when Bob
Hawke as president of the ACTU
wanted to pass a motion weaken-
ing the ACTU’s policy on uranium
mining, union delegates voted an
overwhelming “no”.

It is also interesting that when
waterside and transport work-
ers along with seamen were refus-
ing to load uranium onto ships and
Malcolm Fraser (then PM) threat-
ened to bring in the troops, the
ACTU capitulated and ended the
bans. Seeing the result of the last
federal election in which the ACTU
championed the ALP, perhaps there
are others, like myself, with long
memories?

So, I can only hope that articles
about the horrors of nuclear weap-
ons or the use of nuclear power in
any shape or form help to alert those
younger and more innocent about the
way we can be manipulated by those
in power. Uranium? Leave it in the
ground. &
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Taking Issue — Rob Gowland
The Great Patriotic War — Part 2

The anti-fascist alliance

The invasion of the USSR solidified the
changing character of the war. Communists
had been active in developing an anti-Nazi
resistance in all the occupied countries, but
Hitler’s attack on the Soviet Union set up
the conditions for a grand anti-fascist alli-
ance to come into play. Sensing the mood
of the world’s people, the governments
of the anti-German democracies Hitler
so despised took a huge leap to the Left
and declared their willingness — nay, their
eagerness — to stand with the USSR.

In the countries of Europe that Hitler and
Mussolini had invaded, Communists had been
active in building Resistance movements, but
the emphasis of the Communist parties had
been on thwarting imperialist plans for a pos-
sible combined attack on the Soviet Union.
Hitler’s change of strategy, signalled by
Germany unilaterally breaking the non-aggres-
sion pact and launching a massive invasion of
the USSR, changed the whole character of the
War.

It was no longer an inter-imperialist war.
It was now openly a war against fascism, with
the bourgeois democracies in alliance with
the Socialist USSR ranged against Germany,
Hungary, Italy and Japan.

The Communists now sought to unite
the various Resistance and partisan move-
ments in the occupied territories of Europe. In
many countries these had been led by various
bourgeois democratic parties who declined to
have anything to do with the hated Reds. But
with Russia taking on the bulk of the fighting
against Hitler’s forces, the Communists’ efforts
to unite the anti-fascist Resistance were more
readily received.

For the sake of unity, the Communists fre-
quently took the initiative in uniting the various
trends under the leadership of the bourgeois
nationalist/democratic Resistance. In time, as
they proved themselves in this deadly strug-
gle, the Communists came to lead most of the
European anti-fascist guerrilla forces. Only in
Poland and the Baltic states were they unable
to form one united Resistance.

To give themselves the greatest chance of
success, the Nazis had invaded the USSR on
the longest day of the year in mid-summer.
They expected the campaign to be brief: after
all, they had conquered the rest of Europe in
next to no time. But Russia was vast and the
Red Army continued to resist despite losing
enormous amounts of land, men and materiel.

A Soviet woman said to me once, “you
have no idea of the horror that was coming

Victory Day celebrations in Russia.

towards us!” Women were routinely raped,
children routinely murdered, captured officers
routinely executed. German soldiers proudly
posed for photographs amidst the bodies of
Russian civilians they had massacred. In every
town or village they captured, the members of
the local Soviet were hanged or shot.

Soviet prisoners of war were denied POW
status, and either killed or sent to concentration
camps as slave labour. Soviet civilians were
also sent as slaves to Germany, to further the
Nazis’ dreams of the new “German empire”,
the Thousand Year Reich.

To the surprise of German (and Western)
experts, it was found that Soviet planes could
fly in freezing weather, thanks to special fuels,
Red Army soldiers were equipped with warm
clothing in plenty of time for winter, Soviet
Katyusha rocket artillery was accurate and
very deadly, and the Red Army seemed to
have plenty of them, the heavily-armoured
Stormovik fighter-bomber was a flying tank
unlike anything in Western arsenals, and the

basic weapon of the Red Army was the sub-
machine gun rather than the rifle.

And the Soviet T34 tank was acknowl-
edged as the best in the world, so much so that
the Germans shipped a captured one back to
Berlin and endeavoured to make their own ver-
sion for the Werhmacht!

For the people of the world who were not
under fascist domination, the tenacious strug-
gle put up by the Red Army and the Soviet
people was an inspiration and a subject for
great admiration. In Australia, the ban on
the Communist Party was finally repealed as
Communist speakers were being invited to
share the speakers’ platform at anti-Nazi meet-
ings with speakers from the RSL. In cinemas,
newsreels showing Stalin as leader of the
Russians’ heroic struggle against the invading
Nazis were invariably applauded.

While the USSR was bearing the brunt
of the fight against Nazi Germany’s attempt
at world conquest, leaving a staggering 26
million Soviet citizens dead and thousand of
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towns, cities and villages devastated or even
destroyed utterly, the world’s Communists
and many other folk were campaigning for the
opening of a second front. Imperialism, how-
ever, was in no rush to relieve the pressure on
its “gallant ally”.

Only when it appeared that any further
delay might result in the Red Army liberating
the whole of Europe unaided did the D-Day
landings come about. Even then, the Soviet
military continued to fight the most signifi-
cant Nazi forces. British imperialism, led by
Churchill, even connived to let German troops
who surrendered to the British retain their
weapons in the hope of Britain being able to
use these German troops to carry on the war,
this time against Russia.

The world’s people would have none of
it, however, and amidst rejoicing, the Second
World War stopped. Imperialism, however,
thought it had a card up its sleeve: the A-bomb.
More of that, however, next time. &

(Temporary Exclusion Orders) Bill
which is before the senate spells
disaster for our ability to keep our
government in check. The first
reason is that it gives Minister
for Home Affairs Peter Dutton
additional powers (never before
wielded by a minister) over indi-
viduals countering their interests.

For example, clause 10 of the
so-called “exclusion orders” bill
gives Dutton the ability to stop
people as young as fourteen from
re-entering the country for up to two
years.

Why? One of the reasons

lows: “the person has been assessed
by [ASIO] to be directly or indi-
rectly a risk to security ... for rea-
sons related to politically motivated
violence.” This raises several con-
cerns. How is ASIO to discern
whether someone is a security risk
or not? Could journalists or whistle-
blowers be considered threats? Why
not?

In the US, when now Secretary
of State Mike Pompeo was asked
a question about information secu-
rity he called Edward Snowden a
“traitor”” who should be “executed.”
Who is to say that Dutton (who is

wouldn’t call any future whistle-
blowers or journalists who chal-
lenge or threaten the legitimacy of
the Australian government a traitor
as well?

And fourteen? Really? Forgive
my cynicism, but it would appear
to me that this was the lowest age
the government thought it could get
away with.

Outside of broadening the scope
of people it has control over, to
me, it could very easily be used as
a tactic to separate the families of
those with whom the government
has a bone to pick. &
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Remembering Frida Kahlo

Sixty-five years ago a wonderful
communist artist died. Peter Frost
tells the amazing life story of
Frida Kahlo.

Peter Frost

About 10 years ago, trapped in
Dublin by those Icelandic volca-
noes, I found I had time to visit
an exhibition of an artist — Frida
Kahlo — I had read about but
never actually seen her paintings
except in books.

Now at last I could see the actual
gem like sparkling works.

Most were small, brightly col-
oured with frames that made them a
bit like atheist religious icons.

Two rather pompous women
with US accents were holding forth
on what they thought about Kahlo.

“Rather full of herself, she seems
only to have painted self-portraits
and simplistic ones at that.”

I should have ignored them but
rather foolishly I couldn’t hold back.
I had to tell them: “That’s because
she spent so long crippled, on her
back and in a body cast.

“She was bed-bound for months
with only a ceiling mirror and an
easel her father had built so she
could at least paint lying down and
what she could see — herself.”

Rather smugly I thought I had
won the argument, but how wrong
can you be. The other woman
responded with what she obvi-
ously thought was her killer blow.
“Anyway she was a communist.”

“Yes,” I said, “and that was the
best thing about her.”

Today Kahlo’s reputation is
growing all the time even though she
died 65 years ago this summer.

Her life was wracked with terri-
ble ill health and she died aged just
47.

Even in her lifetime she was con-
sidered one of the Mexico’s great-
est artists and Mexico has produced
many fine artists.

Kahlo was born on July 6 1907
in Coyocoan, a village now part of
Mexico City. Today because of the
influence of its favourite daughter it
has become the cultural hub of the
city.

It houses the bright-blue Frida
Kahlo Museum, showcasing her life
and work, as well as the National
Museum of Popular Culture and Folk
Art. There are science museums, the-
atres and the Azteca Stadium hosts
international football games.

Kahlo grew up in the family’s
home later known as Casa Azul (the
Blue House). Her father, a photogra-
pher of German origin, had come to
Mexico where he met and married
Matilde, half American-Indian and
half Spanish.

Kahlo was just six when she con-
tracted polio. She was bedridden for
nine months and her right leg and
foot withered. She would limp for
the rest of her life and always wore
long skirts.

Her father encouraged her to
play football, swim and even wrestle
to help her recovery. He would also
encourage her to help in his photo-
graphic business.

She proved very adroit at hand-
colouring black and white prints.

One of very few female students
at the National Preparatory School,
Kahlo gained a reputation for being
both outspoken and brave.

Here she first met the famous
Mexican mural painter Diego Rivera
— he was painting a mural on the
school.

Kahlo often watched him work
and she told a friend: “T will marry
him some day.”

Kabhlo joined a group of students
who shared left-wing political views.
They would sit up late into the warm
Mexican nights discussing ques-
tions of identity, post-colonialism
and Uncle Sam’s big bully state to
the north.

They would argue about femi-
nism, gender, class and race. It was
at this time Kahlo, and many of her
friends, joined what was then called
the Party of Mexican Communists,
as well as a group seeking to re-
establish Mexican culture.

She fell in love with one of the
group, a young journalist called
Alejandro Gomez Arias, but tragedy
struck.

In a bus and tram collision Kahlo
was very seriously injured. A steel
handrail went through her hip and
both spine and pelvis were shattered.

After several weeks in hospital
she was allowed home but had stay
in bed wearing a full body cast for
three months.

To alleviate both pain and bore-
dom, Kahlo took up painting. Her
father fixed a mirror to the ceiling
above her bed and built an elaborate
easel that allowed her to paint while
lying on her back.

Not surprisingly, her first really
impressive painting was a self-por-
trait. Frida said: “I paint myself
because I am often alone and I am
the subject I know best.”

Kahlo met up with Rivera again
in 1928. He praised her work and
the two soon started a romantic
relationship. Despite her mother’s
objection, Kahlo and Rivera married
in 1929.

The couple moved to wherever
Diego could get a mural commis-
sion. The newly married couple lived
in San Francisco, Detroit and New
York, where the Museum of Modern
Art held an exhibition of Rivera’s
work.

Kahlo’s 1932 painting, Henry
Ford Hospital, was painted in the
US. She had had her second miscar-
riage and Kahlo painted herself lying
naked on a hospital bed surrounded
by a foetus, a flower, a pelvis and a
snail, all connected by veins.

By 1933, Kahlo and Diego were
living in New York. They both hated
the capitalist culture of the US.
Rivera had been commissioned by
Nelson Rockefeller to create a mural.

The artist included Lenin in the
painting. Rockefeller stopped his
work and had Lenin painted over.

It was the last straw — they
moved back to Mexico. Kahlo and
Rivera’s marriage was never con-
ventional. They keep separate homes
and studios. Rivera had many affairs
including one with Kahlo’s sister
Cristina.

Kahlo was devastated when she
found out and she cut off her long
hair in desperation at the betrayal.

Kahlo always longed for children
but the bus accident injuries made it
very difficult. She had two miscar-
riages and both left her devastated.

Kahlo and Rivera often sepa-
rated but they always went back
together. In 1937 they befriended
Leon Trotsky — exiled to Mexico.

The exiled couple stayed in
Kahlo’s Blue House and Frida had
a brief affair with Trotsky. She was
briefly suspected of playing a part in
his murder but was soon cleared.

Kahlo never considered herself
as a Surrealist. She wrote: “Really I
do not know whether my paintings
are surrealist or not, but I do know
that they are the frankest expression
of myself.”

Her fame was growing. In 1938
she had a successful exhibition at
New York City gallery. In 1939 she
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“#] paint myself because
1 am often alone and | am

the subject | know best.”

exhibited in Paris, making friends
with artists such as Marc Chagall,
Piet Mondrian and another commu-
nist, Pablo Picasso.

This Louvre in Paris was the
first European museum to purchase
a work by a 20th-century Mexican
artist. The painting was The Frame
by Kahlo.

She and Rivera divorced that
year. Perhaps it was this that inspired
one of her most famous paintings,
The Two Fridas.

Just one year later Kahlo and
Diego remarried. This second mar-
riage wouldn’t differ much from the
first. They still kept separate lives
and houses. Both of them had fre-
quent affairs.

In 1941, with Kahlo’s popular-
ity growing, the Mexican govern-
ment commissioned five portraits
of important Mexican women.
She never finished the project. The
death of her father and continuing
bad health made any serious work
impossible.

1944 saw one of her most famous
portraits, The Broken Column, which
depicts Kahlo herself, bare-breasted

and split in two, her shattered spine
visible.

She wears a complicated surgi-
cal brace and there are nails piercing
her breasts. It is art savagely imitat-
ing her tortured life.

Her health got worse and in 1950
came the news that she had gangrene
in her right foot. She was bedridden
for nine months with frequent hospi-
tal stays and operations.

Amazingly Kahlo still managed
to work and paint. In 1953, she had a
solo exhibition in Mexico.

Despite limited mobility she
attended the opening ceremony,
arriving by ambulance. She wel-
comed visitors from a bed set up
among the artworks.

Just months later her right leg
was amputated. She was to use a
wheelchair for the rest of her life.
Not surprisingly she suffered from
acute depression, even becoming
suicidal.

Despite these health issues, she
remained politically active. She led
a demonstration against US-backed
overthrow of president Jacobo
Arbenz of Guatemala on July 2

1954. It was to be her last public
appearance.

One week after her 47th birth-
day, Frida died at her Blue House.

The doctors said it was a pul-
monary embolism, but many friends
think Kahlo had simply had enough
pain and misery and had chosen to
end her own life.

In the late 1970s Kahlo’s work
was rediscovered by art historians
and political activists. By the early
1990s, she was recognised, not only
as a great painter but also an icon for
feminists, Mexicans and the LGBT
movement.

Today her work is everywhere,
and celebrated internationally as part
of Mexican national and indigenous
traditions.

Feminists increasingly see
Kahlo’s art as an uncompromising
view of the female experience.

Whether hanging in a posh gal-
lery or printed on a T-shirt, more and
more of us are enjoying her work,
and that’s what Frida Kahlo — artist
of the Mexican people — really would
have wanted.
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Book Review: Kimball Cariou
The Sex Factor - How Women

British economist and activist Victoria
Bateman is known for unorthodox tactics
to get her point across at staid academic
conferences. Her latest book, The Sex
Factor: How Women Made the West Rich, is
well worth reading to gain insight into the
persistent problems of income and wealth
inequality for women in modern capitalist
societies.

Some readers (including this reviewer)
will think that Bateman’s views towards
Marxist analyses of the origin of wom-
en’s inequality is less than accurate, but by
using a wide-angle historical lens, the author
offers a valuable perspective which is rarely
even mentioned in contemporary bourgeois
academia or the mass corporate media.

Bateman’s fundamental argument is that
societies which encourage the participation of
women in the public realm of economic and
political life tend to expand their economies
much more quickly than those which put more
restrictions on the role of women by push-
ing them back into the domestic sphere. That
point is widely accepted as true, but Bateman
goes further by examining why, even in capi-
talist countries with expanding economies, a
high percentages of women remain stuck in
poverty and struggling against rising levels of
income inequality.

The author provides fascinating details

Made the West Rich

to back up her statement that one critical
reason for this puzzle is that women face too
little control over their own bodies, both in
the “modern” capitalist west and in coun-
tries which are historically closer to their
feudal and agriculture-based origins. At a
time when the furious misogynist backlash
against women'’s equality gains of recent dec-
ades (especially reproductive rights) appears
to be gaining momentum in North America,
this section of Bateman’s book is particularly
relevant.

Unfortunately, The Sex Factor pays scant
attention to a related point: the fact that the
right-wing, fundamentalist attack against
women’s equality began to gain traction after
the overthrow of socialist governments in
east-central Europe and the USSR. The resto-
ration of capitalism in these societies included
a massive rollback of equality gains achieved
under socialism, although this historic tragedy
is largely ignored by most liberal and social-
democratic voices in the imperialist countries
today. (For more on this, see Why Women
Have Better Sex Under Socialism, And Other
Arguments for Economic Independence, by
Kristen R Ghodsee, Vintage, 2018.)

Bateman is fiercely critical of mainstream
economists, arguing (correctly) throughout
her book that this field of study is utterly
wrong to consider itself “gender neutral.” On

the contrary, as she makes clear, by failing to
put the question of women’s inequality as a
top consideration, most economists actually
contribute to the ongoing realities of patriar-
chal oppression.

The author skips very lightly over the pio-
neering work by Marx and particularly Engels
on the origins of women’s oppression, but she
does recognise the significant contributions
of contemporary Marxist feminist writers
(Silvia Federici, Emma Dowling). However,
her approach to the solutions is not based on a
class, socialist analysis.

She does make a powerful case that gov-
ernments must prioritise a wide range of
policy options to advance gender equality.
As Bateman writes, “The world of work can
no longer operate on the assumption that we
all have someone at home to press our suits,
do the dishes and look after the kids whilst
we stay at our desk and work late,” and she
rightly condemns “the companies whose prof-
its have been built ... on the women who have
given birth to the workforce and who have
spent years turning out their partners clean,
tidy and well-fed every day.”

The Sex Factor has theoretical limitations,
but this is a useful and important book.

The Sex Factor: How Women Made the West
Rich by Victoria Bateman, Polity, 248 pp.
People’s Voice &
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At War

A dass struggle film coming soon to a theatre near you

Ed Rampell

Stéphane Brizé’s award-winning At War (En
Guerre) is a French feature about unions, strikes
and class struggle being released in America
shortly after Bastille Day, which commemorates
that “other” French Revolution. In this movie
a German-owned company reneges on prom-
ises to keep a factory open in an economically
depressed region of France, despite the workers’
sacrifices, agreeing to cutbacks on wages and
benefits, plus the firm’s receiving of subsidies
and tax credits from the French government.
The “problem” is that although the factory
makes a profit, it is not profitable enough for
shareholders obsessed with competitiveness in
our increasingly globalized planet.

In the workers’ fight to prevent the plant from
closing and not lose their jobs the proletarians resort
to industrial actions that become increasingly mili-
tant, including walking off the job, sit-down strikes,
occupations, etc. The failure of the French govern-
ment and courts to decisively support the strikers
pushes them toward more direct action. At one point
the German CEO is roughed up after a failed bar-
gaining session.

The workers are led by the combative Laurent
(played by Vincent Lindon, who won France’s
equivalent of the Oscar for playing a factory worker
in another movie by Briz¢, The Measure of a Man),
but after two months of being on strike a faction
of more moderate workers relent and are willing
to stop fighting and accept a severance package
from the company. Of course, this split divides and
weakens the workers. Laurent travels to the firm’s
headquarters in Germany, where he stages a final,
desperate protest, leading to some concessions to
the workers.

Although At War is full of militancy, there is
hardly, if ever, any ideological, philosophical dis-
cussion per se of socialism, communism, Marxism
and so on. For the most part, the strikers do not
engage with other sections of the working class
in an effort to seek solidarity and support along

common class interests. Exceptions are when the
workers on strike travel en masse to another plant
owned by the same German multinational and some
members of the French public send small sums of
money to support their industrial action.

Some may consider this film to be on the defeat-
ist side, despite the workers’ initial fighting spirit.
Others may feel this is a realistic look at class strug-
gle in the age of downsizing, outsourcing and glo-
balization. (The French strikers are anxious that the
factory may be re-established in Eastern Europe —
formerly socialist, needless to say — where, iron-
ically, there is less labour regulation and workers
receive lower pay and fewer benefits.)

At War dramatizes real economic and other
issues the working class has to confront and what
to do about them, whether in Europe, America or
beyond in our globalized world. It is in the tradition
of class conflict Hollywood films such as Charlie
Chaplin’s 1936 Modern Times, 1940’s The Grapes
of Wrath, the 1976 Woody Guthrie biopic Bound
for Glory, and French films such as René Clair’s
1931 A Nous la Liberté, 1972’s great Coup pour
Coup (about proletarians occupying a factory during
France’s 1968 worker-student uprising) and Jean-
Luc Godard’s 1972 Tout Va Bien, also about work-
ers taking over a factory, starring Jane Fonda and
Yves Montand.

At War is very realistic and well-made — at times
it seems like a documentary, and the cast is largely
composed of nonprofessional actors, who speak in
French with English subtitles. A7 War was an offi-
cial selection at the 2018 Cannes International Film
Festival, and won the Best Screenplay award at the
Chicago International Film Festival plus the prestig-
ious FIPRESCI Prize for Best Film awarded by the
International Federation of Film Critics. It is being
released in the US by the independent lefty distribu-
tion company Cinema Libre.

This relevant movie, which boldly, forthrightly
dramatises globalisation, workplace clashes and
employee versus employer subjects, is well worth
seeing.
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“Drug kingpins”
of the opioid crisis

John Bachtell

This article is the first of a two-part series
on the opioid crisis gripping the nation.

“What we do have in Cleveland County
(Oklahoma) is 135 prescription opioids for
every adult,” state’s attorney Brad Beckworth
told a judge. “Those didn’t get here from
drug cartels. They got here from one cartel:
the pharmaceutical industry cartel. And the
kingpin of it all is Johnson & Johnson.”

This is how Beckworth described one of the
largest global drug manufacturers in an
Oklahoma courtroom, where the drug com-
pany stands accused of fuelling the nation’s
opioid addiction crisis.

Since 1996, opioid overdoses have caused
over 200,000 deaths. The drugs are a class
of painkiller drugs derived from opium, also
the source of morphine, heroin, and cocaine.
Fentanyl, which is one of the most widely used
pain medications and one of the Johnson &
Johnson products under scrutiny at the trial, is
a synthetic opioid.

Blinded by greed, Johnson & Johnson —
and dozens of other drug manufacturers, dis-
tributors, pharmacies, and doctor — turned their
eyes away from the opioid crisis swamping the
country. Meanwhile, the Drug Enforcement
Agency (DEA) tracked the spread of opioids
but did little to stop it.

In the wake of this crisis, families are
mourning the loss of loved ones, millions are
addicted, communities devastated, including
some of the most poverty-stricken areas of the
country, and public hospitals and health clinics
overwhelmed.

In the rural town of Norton, Virginia,
the death rate is 18 times the national aver-
age. “Our jails are overflowing, a high per-
centage of children now have to be raised by
their grandparents, and our court system and
emergency services are strained,” said Mayor
Joseph Fawbush.

While government entities at every level
are left footing the bill to address the health
and social crisis, the pharmaceutical compa-
nies attempt to shift the blame to Mexican
drug lords, overzealous doctors, and the vic-
tims themselves.

Roots of the current crisis

Over 2,000 state, city, county, and tribal
governments have brought a “landmark™ con-
solidated lawsuit against some of the largest
pharma manufacturers, distributors, chain phar-
macies, and doctors. The trial is set to begin in
Cleveland in October.

The lawsuits, brought under the
RICO (Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt
Organisations) statute designed to prosecute
organised crime, contend the drug manufactur-
ers knew the opioids were addictive and inef-
fective despite their claims to the contrary and
created a public health crisis.

The Washington Post and Charleston
Gazette filed suit last year to unseal company
documents along with a DEA database that
tracked opioid sales. Despite fierce opposi-
tion by the companies and the DEA, the US
Court of Appeals agreed to their release. The
unsealed documents include damning emails
and data.

DEA tracking data shows some 76 billion
opioid pills flooded the country between 2006-
2012. Six large companies distributed 75 per-
cent of those pills, including Walmart, CVS,
and Walgreens, and just three companies man-
ufacture 88 percent of opioids.

In their obsession for profits, pharma-
ceutical manufacturers deliberately ignored
suspicious patterns of massive orders by phar-
macies, who acted like “street-level drug couri-
ers.” Instead, manufacturers put their stamp of
approval on the orders. Hundreds of millions of
pills found their way to the black market while
overdose deaths skyrocketed.

One sales agent described his job as to
“ship, ship, ship.”

Early on, Florida became a massive source
for the black-market distribution of opioids.
With little state regulation, walk-in clinics
taking cash-only payments exploded across the
state during the late 1990s. Doctors prescribed
pills without making a diagnosis.

These “pill mills” drew thousands from
states like West Virginia, Ohio, and Kentucky.
Loaded up with pills, the couriers returned
home and sold them.

The numbers reveal “clear heinous, crim-
inal distribution that has visibly contributed,
if not caused, the crisis our country is facing
with opioid use disorder,” said the anti-drug
group Shatterproof. “Sadly, we cannot change
the past. We can only focus on the millions of
Americans who (are addicted) and their fami-
lies, and create strategies and actions that will
prevent this for generations to come.”

Multiple other trials and hearings have
revealed similar patterns. In the suit brought
against Johnson & Johnson in Oklahoma, state
Attorney General Mike Hunter said, “What
is truly unprecedented here is the conduct of
these defendants on embarking on a cunning,
cynical, and deceitful scheme to create the
need for opioids.”

Incidentally, Johnson & Johnson had
already paid out hundreds of millions of dol-
lars in settlements for pedalling talc in baby
powder when they knew of its carcinogenic
effects. Tens of thousands of women have died
from ovarian cancers caused by talc.

History of the epidemic

Other unsealed documents from the Ohio
trial paint a sordid picture of how corporate
boardrooms concocted the opioid epidemic
fuelled by greed. Manufacturers, distribu-
tors, pharmacies, and corrupted doctors each
salivated over a piece of the $8 billion a year
market.

The invention of OxyContin by Purdue
Pharma in 1996 laid the basis for the epidemic.
Up until then, opioids were used to manage
severe pain during surgery or for those with
cancer. OxyContin, dubbed the “rich man’s
heroin,” contains oxycodone, a product derived
from opium along with heroin, morphine, and
codeine.

Purdue Pharma immediately saw the
potential for massive profits. To create a vast
market, Purdue and other pharma companies
launched a massive public relations campaign
to change the culture of pain management and
rebrand opioids deceptively. They partnered
with hospitals and universities and funded

physicians and medical research to influence
regulatory bodies to declare the drug a low
risk for addiction and more effective at treat-
ing pain.

Prescriptions for OxyContin grew 10-fold
between 1997 and 2002 as addiction and over-
dose deaths began mounting. Within two years
of its introduction, OxyContin represented 80
percent of Purdue profits.

In 2004, the FDA approved generic ver-
sions of OxyContin. That same year, the FDA
accused Purdue of criminally misleading the
public about the dangers of addiction from
OxyContin and a court invalidated its patent.
Global pharmaceutical corporations com-
menced an aggressive fight for market share
with their generic brands of oxycodone and
another opioid, hydrocodone. The opioid flood-
gates opened wide.

Purdue knew about the dangers of addic-
tion from OxyContin before they began
marketing the drug. They pleaded guilty to
conducting a fraudulent marketing campaign
to cover this up and paid a $635 million fine in
2007. But the gold rush was on.

Throughout the entire process, the DEA
gave the okay for increased production. Even
as the crisis grew in 2012, the drug manufac-
turers were shipping more pills with stronger
dosages. In the pre-trial hearings taking place
in Ohio, among the unsealed documents the
pharmaceutical companies and FDA fought to
keep hidden, are internal emails that describe a
culture of “sell, sell, sell.”

They show a clear pattern of unexplained
and massive amounts of oxycodone traf-
ficked through a few pharmacies. In 2008, the
FDA tried to pressure generic manufactur-
ers to reduce their production in response to
clear evidence of an epidemic. The companies
refused to stop the gravy train.

“Their failure to identify suspicious orders
was their business model: They turned a blind
eye and called themselves mere ‘delivery men’
with no responsibility for what they delivered
or to whom,” according to the plaintiffs’ filing
in the Ohio case.

Manufacturers
bribed doctors

To expand sales, pharmaceutical compa-
nies bribed doctors to increase prescriptions.
They did so by paying doctors for meals,
speaking fees, consulting fees, honoraria. The
more these doctors prescribed, the more phar-
maceutical companies paid them.

Guardian

According to one Harvard study, “In 2014
and 2015, opioid manufacturers paid hundreds
of doctors across the country six-figure sums
for speaking, consulting, and other services.
Thousands of other doctors were paid over
$25,000 during that time.”

In California, three percent of doctors sup-
plied 62 percent of pills.

In May, John Kapoor, CEO of Insys
Therapeutics, was found guilty of racketeering
in a nationwide scheme to bribe doctors to pre-
scribe its opioid product, Subsys. The doctors
were identified from past patterns of liberally
prescribing opioids even if the patient didn’t
need them. They then lied to insurance compa-
nies to get them to cover the costs.

The third wave

Mass addiction caused by the pharmaceuti-
cal companies and distributors is the basis for
an alarming new crisis of overdoses from fen-
tanyl, a synthetic opioid. Deaths from fentanyl
have grown exponentially and now constitute
the majority of overdose deaths.

In 2018, there were 32,000 deaths from
fentanyl, and 12,000 deaths from prescription
drugs. Men, African Americans, and Latinos
are now suffering the highest death rates.

The fentanyl crisis is being called the
third wave of the addiction crisis. Millions
became addicted to opioids like OxyContin.
Once addicted, they turned to heroin, a cheaper
opioid to satisfy their craving. Fentanyl is far
cheaper and easier to produce than even heroin
and gives a powerful high.

Amphetamines, street heroin, and cocaine
are being cut with fentanyl to bolster profits.
However, fentanyl is 100 times more potent
than morphine and 50 times more potent than
heroin, putting those who use it in immense
danger of overdose. It can shut off breathing in
less than one minute.

The DEA has charged that illicit fentanyl
is being produced in China and Mexico, where
a fentanyl crisis is breaking out, and brought
into the US through existing organised crime
supply chains.

In May, the Chinese government agreed
to ban the production of all forms of fentanyl.
But 80 percent of the global demand for opio-
ids comes from the US. Without addressing the
addiction crisis fuelled by the pharmaceutical
corporations, fentanyl production will quickly
move to another country, and the crisis will
continue.
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US-Guatemala

All hell breaks loose

Emile Schepers

On July 26, President Donald Trump
announced that the US and Guatemala had
signed a “third safe country agreement,”
meaning that people fleeing El Salvador
and Honduras with the intention of seeking
asylum in the United States would have to
stay in Guatemala and ask for asylum from
there. The details of the deal have not yet
been made fully known, but apparently,
it includes opening up more possibilities
for Guatemalans to come to the United
States as temporary guest workers in agri-
culture and perhaps other economic areas.
The agreement was signed by Guatemalan
Interior Minister Enrique Degenhart and
acting US Secretary of Homeland Security
Kevin McAleenan, with Trump showing up
personally for the occasion.

This announcement came on the heels of
bloodcurdling threats Trump had made against
Guatemala if it didn’t agree to play this role.
Right-wing, lame-duck Guatemalan President
Jimmy Morales had initially agreed to the deal,
causing outrage and incredulity in Guatemala
itself.

Activists and political leaders from
left, right and centre pointed out that the
Guatemalan government is in no position to
carry out such an arrangement, which could
flood this very poor Central American nation
of 17 million people with tens or hundreds of
thousands of refugees. The country does not
have the resources to feed, house and provide
health care and schooling even for its own
impoverished inhabitants, let alone migrants
and refugees that Trump claims are too many
to fit into the United States.

Moreover, as Guatemalan and international
human rights defenders quickly pointed out, by
no criterion can Guatemala right now be con-
sidered a “safe” third country for refugees. that,
with growing poverty and environmental deg-
radation, leads people to flee Honduras and El
Salvador, is also present in Guatemala. A large
proportion of the migrants and refugees that
Trump is trying to keep out of the United States
are themselves Guatemalans.

Members of Guatemala’s unicam-
eral Congress were also indignant because
Morales’s government did not submit the pro-
posed deal to them for debate and approval
or disapproval. Amilcar Pop, a member of
Congress from the left-wing Winaq party,
expressed the views of many: “It seems to us
right and proper to put the brakes on the irre-
sponsible impulse of the president and the
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Guatemala does not have the resources to feed, house and provide health care and schooling even for its own impoverished inhabitants, let alone
migrants and refugees that Trump claims are too many fo fit into the United States.

government. The Winaq political movement
has taken its position; we do not agree with
the capricious way the president wants to turn
Guatemala into the carpeted back yard of the
United States.”

So they took the issue to the country’s
supreme Constitutional Court, which ruled that
Morales did not indeed have the right to agree
to such a thing without congressional input and
approval. Morales then showed signs of back-
ing down, and cancelled a presumed signing
ceremony in Washington.

But that was the calm before the storm.
President Trump blew his stack, accus-
ing Guatemala of betrayal. He threatened
Guatemala with tariffs. He intimated he might
stop legal travel from Guatemala to the United
States and hinted he might grab some of the
money people living in the United States send
as “remittances” to their families and commu-
nities in Guatemala, an important lifeline for
the latter country — the remittances are esti-
mated to be 11 percent of its Gross National
Product. Trump’s chief advisor for Latin
American Affairs, Mauricio Claver-Carone,
suggested that the United States might impose
sanctions on the Guatemalan legislators who

brought the case to the court. According to a
report in the Guatemalan newspaper Prensa
Libre, Claver-Carone, a hard-line product
of Miami’s Cuban exile right, went so far
as to suggest that Guatemalan congressper-
sons opposed to the deal were controlled by
criminal elements who profit from immigrant
smuggling.

Then it was Jimmy Morales’s turn to blow
his stack, but not against Trump. On July 23, he
issued a statement, not defending Guatemala
against Trump’s threats, but denouncing the
Constitutional Court and his opponents in
Congress of wanting to “destabilise” the coun-
try by antagonising the United States, which
he characterises as Guatemala’s best friend. He
claimed, moreover, that neither the Court nor
the Congress had the right to interfere in the
matter.

But this did not stop the criticisms. On
August 11, Guatemala will have a run-off pres-
idential election, between the two highest vote-
getting candidates in the June 16 first round
(according to the constitution, Morales could
not run for re-election). Both the candidates in
the runoff, centrist Sandra Torres of the UNE
party and right-winger Alejandro Giammattei

Israel

Police summon 4-year-old

of the VAMOS party, expressed opposition to
the Trump-Morales deal because they see it as
a vague agreement negotiated in secrecy.

Many civil society entities joined the
chorus of condemnation. Guatemala’s Human
Rights Ombudsman, Jordan Rodas, says he is
looking at possible legal options to stop the
deal. The Alianza por las Reformas, an anti-
corruption organisation that is focused on
Guatemala’s many, and enormous, political
scandals, demanded that “the government and
Congress of the republic ... not bow down in a
servile manner to the pressures and extortion of
Donald Trump.” Amnesty International issued
a sharply worded denunciation.

In the United States, Democrat
Representative Norma Torres, herself an immi-
grant from Guatemala, questioned the agree-
ment on the grounds that today, Guatemala can
hardly be considered a “safe” country even for
its own people, let alone for refugees fleeing
other countries. She characterised the deal as
an “insult to common sense.”“ How much con-
gressional and public opposition there will be
to the deal here in the United States is yet to
be seen.
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Israeli forces surrounded a four-
year-old Palestinian child last
week after he was summoned for
interrogation for allegedly throw-
ing stones at a police vehicle.

Dozens of police officers
arrived at the East Jerusalem home
of Muhammad Rabiaa Elayyan,
handing a warrant to his father
Rabiaa who took his son to the
police station.

“This morning I said to my
child Muhammad: ‘I will take you
to a swimming trip.” I could not
explain what happened. We were
surprised when the soldiers were
stationed in front of the police sta-
tion on Salah Eddin Street,” his
father said.

Video footage posted by the

Wadi Hilweh Information Centre
showed Muhammad crying while
he was being carried into the police
station.

Scores of Palestinians from
Issawiya surrounded the pair, telling
the young boy not to be scared.

Elayyan said the police back-
tracked and denied the warrant was
for his son.

“They saw the media attention
and that it would become a scandal
for them, so they retracted,” he said.

He was interrogated without his
son and was told to “confine the boy
to the house.”

“The police made a mistake.
They’ve just sent a message of ter-
rorising young children, of making
them scared,” he said.

The Palestine Liberation
Organisation warned that the inter-
national community was complicit
in the act for their continued silence
and refusal to condemn Israel.

It said Israel did this to “ter-
rorize the Palestinian people and
convey the message that no one,
even the United Nations, the UN
Security Council, and all other
UN organizations, can protect
Palestinians from the brutality of
the Israeli occupation.”

Israeli human rights NGO
B’Tselem said Israel was “devoting
resources and efforts to make life in
the city unbearable for Palestinians,
so that they will leave, ostensibly of
their own will.”
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Protecting country

You may have been following the incred-
ible two-year story of the three strong
Tjiwarl women who have been fighting to
protect their country and prevent extinc-
tion from the proposed Yeelirrie uranium
mine. It has been an incredible journey, but
the moment we have been waiting for has
finally arrived. This Wednesday (July 31)
the Supreme Court of Appeals will hand
down its decision on this historic case.

We are hopeful our legal challenge will
be successful in protecting wildlife, uphold-
ing WA’s environmental laws, and preventing
the Yeelirrie uranium project from proceeding.

Whatever the outcome, the court case has
already had a major impact. It has drawn global

attention to the flawed Yeelirrie mine proposal,
and has prevented further approvals from being
granted. Even if our case is not upheld by the
court, the decision will highlight a fundamental
deficiency in our environmental laws that must
be addressed by our government.

The Yeelirrie mine project was rejected
by the WA Environmental Protection Agency
due to the threat of extinction to multiple
subterranean species. However former WA
Environment Minister Albert Jacob ignored
this advice, approving the project shortly
before the Barnett Government was voted out
of office.

The decision to pursue this legal action
has been costly and difficult, but we could
not allow a project to go unchallenged when
it would knowingly cause the extinction of
unique species. We are proud to stand with the
Traditional Owners and support the communi-
ties to stop these destructive projects and bring
our voices together in the courtroom.

The story of Yeelirrie is part of a bigger
story, where Australia’s environmental laws are
failing us. We need laws that will protect spe-
cies against extinction.

Thank you for standing with Shirley,
Elizabeth, and Vicky, and CCWA and standing
against the extinction of our precious wild-
life. I’ll let you know when the decision is
released.

Kerrie-Ann and
the Conservation Council WA Team

Coalition’s
true colours on super

A rookie Coalition Senator has launched
an extraordinary attack on the universal
superannuation system, saying people earn-
ing below $50,000 should be cut off from
employer-contributed retirement savings.

NSW Senator Andrew Bragg made the
suggestion in his first speech to parliament —
traditionally an occasion where incoming par-
liamentarians outline the issues that are most
important to them.

Senator Bragg said that superannuation
should be voluntary for people earning under
$50,000 — a situation that would see hundreds
of thousands of working Australians retire in
poverty.

He also suggested that the government
would benefit from higher taxation revenues
as they would be able to tax the increased
wage at a higher percentage than the conces-
sional taxation rates applied to superannuation
contributions.

Prime Minister Scott Morrison has claimed
that his government supports the universal
superannuation system, but Senator Bragg’s
comments come after a string of backbench-
ers have attempted to undermine the workers’
retirement by opposing the lifting of the freeze
on superannuation rates.

The Australian industry superannuation
system is the difference between a dignified
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retirement and working people spending their
final years in crushing poverty.

Prime Minister Scott Morrison claims that
his government supports a dignified retirement
for working people, but the words and actions
of members of his government tell a very dif-
ferent story.

Andrew Bragg, who is paid $25,000
a year in super on his large parliamentary
salary, wants to exclude all Australians earning
$50,000 or less from what is supposed to be a
universal superannuation system.

This is cruel, hypocritical, regressive and
unfair.

The fact he wants to bolster government
funds by increasing the tax on the retirement
savings of people earning under $50,000 only
weeks after his government gave huge tax
handouts to people earning half million dollars
a year heaps cruelty upon cruelty.

Workers fought for and won compulsory
employer-paid superannuation as workplace
right. Senator Bragg wants a return to regres-
sive class-based system of the 1970s where
only the wealthy with high- paying jobs have
the prospect of a dignified retirement. His
views have no place in a modern Australia and
the Prime Minister should condemn them.

Scott Connolly
ACTU assistant secretary

Cuba has a lot 1o be proud of

Bill Hackwell

July 26 marked the 66th anniversary of
the simultaneous assaults on the Moncada
Barracks in Santiago de Cuba and the
military garrison in Bayamo led by Fidel
Castro and less than 200 combatants in
what is known as the impossible storm-
ing of the heavens against the brutal US
puppet dictator Fulgencio Bautista, who
in the seven years before the Revolution,
carried out a reign of misery and poverty
punctuated by torturing and executing
20,000 Cubans.

The attacks marked a new stage of Cuba’s
quest for independence and sovereignty that is
deeply ingrained in all Cubans. Fidel, however,
made it clear that July 26 was not the beginning
of the revolution; that was born in 1868 when
Manuel Cespedes freed his slaves marking the
beginning of the Wars of Independence against
Spain. Heroic Moncada, which today serves as
a middle school, was a dramatic reawakening
of a flame that the Imperial powers could never
extinguish.

For the Cuban people July 26 is a day of
great pride for all the gains they have made
through determination and sacrifice against all
the nonstop attacks and a unilateral blockade
by the United States that has remained in place
throughout the last 12 presidents.

The ideals and principles of July 26 remain
vibrant in Cuba and can be seen in the legacy
of a people whose example has raised the bar
of human conduct between each other and
nations too.

While insistent and determined in main-
taining their sovereignty Cuba is the first to
make and promote respectful agreements
based on what is mutually beneficial with
other nations while constantly promoting world
peace as a goal.

Cuba opens it arms to the world not to
profit off it but to make it a better place. Fidel
Castro was the first world leader to sound an
alarm about the global climate crisis back in
the 1980s. When it comes to health and educa-
tion Cuba is not just interested in that for their
own country but for others too. Cuba is right-
fully proud to export teachers to help combat

illiteracy and has medical brigades working in
66 developing countries.

Just this past week Cuba’s Latin American
School of Medicine (ELAM) graduated another
500 doctors from 84 countries most of whom
received full scholarships. Brought into exist-
ence in 1999 by the Cuban government, ELAM
has graduated nearly 30,000 doctors from 115
countries in those 20 years including 170 from
the United States, whose only cost was a moral
one to go back and work in a community of
need. This is not a token public relations pro-
gram but one that has become the largest medi-
cal school in the world and a project that the
Cuban people have given to the world.

The World Health Organisation has
reported that Cuba has 9 doctors per thousand
inhabitants where the United States has 2.3
doctors per thousand. And the Cuban Ministry
of Health has just announced that Cuba, a
country of 11 million, has over 2,000 of its cit-
izens who are right now over 100 years old.

This is not a fluke but rather the priority of
a society that never discards people even after
they are no longer productive, or are living

with a disability. All Cubans at all levels and
capacity have access to health, education, cul-
ture, sports etc. to keep them fully engaged
their entire life.

A Save The Children report has ranked
Cuba as the safest country in Latin America to
be a child or adolescent (not to mention visit).
And UNICEF has declared that Cuba, despite
the blockade, has no malnutrition. Cuba has
eliminated Malaria through its preventative
health model, Cuba has eliminated mother to
child HIV transmission, Cuba has invented a
new drug that arrests lung cancer, Cuba’s infant
mortality rate per 1000 is 4, Cuba’s life expect-
ancy is close to 80, social indicators better than
many developed countries including the US;
and on and on.

So let’s ask the question once again, why
is it there is so much sustained hatred coming
from consecutive administrations? Well, it’s
because Cuba provides an inconvenient good
example of what collective striving for a better
world looks like. An example that was cata-
pulted onto the world stage with the attack on
the Moncada Barracks, July 26, 1953. &
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The prosecution of Assange

Alexandra Ellerbeck and
Avi Asher-Schapiro

For years, journalists and press
freedom advocates worried
the US would prosecute Julian
Assange under the Espionage
Act for the publication of classi-
fied information, a scenario that
potentially would have set a dev-
astating legal precedent for US
news organisations that regularly
publish such material. During the
Obama administration, officials
ultimately said they would not
prosecute because of the possible
consequences for press freedom.

It was unclear whether the Trump
administration would have the same
compunction: while Trump praised
WikiLeaks, then-CIA Director Mike
Pompeo labelled it a “non-state hos-
tile intelligence service”.

Trump has shown little con-
cern for freedom of the press, once
allegedly urging then-FBI Director
James Comey to jail journalists. (In
response to news of Assange’s arrest,
Trump said he would leave it to the
Justice Department.)

Unlike the publication of classi-
fied information, hacking computers
is not a tool for reporters. Some jour-
nalists were quick to point this out.

“[The] charge here is attempt-
ing to help crack a password to steal
classified material. Didn’t work but
would news orgs do that? (Not in my
experience.),” Greg Miller, a national
security reporter at The Washington
Post, said on Twitter.

But press freedom advo-
cates, and some journalists, have
not expressed relief based on the
indictment. A host of organisations,
including the Committee to Protect
Journalists (CPJ), spoke out against
the prosecution. Here’s why:

(1) The indictment is flimsy and
could simply be a pretext to punish
Assange for publishing classified
information.

The diplomatic time and
resources expended between three
countries to detain Assange strike
some observers as disproportion-
ate to the single computer misuse
charge.

The indictment is vague about
the exact nature of the aid Assange
allegedly provided Manning in the
course of their interaction, but it does
not appear that Assange success-
fully hacked any password. Even if
his attempts were successful, they
would have helped Manning cover
her tracks, but not let her break into
a system to which she didn’t already
have access.

Prosecutors have a wide range
of latitude; it’s worth remembering
that the Obama administration likely
had all the same information, but
declined to pursue an indictment.

Matthew Miller, a former Justice
Department spokesperson in the
Obama administration, told The
New York Times that he thought the
charge was justified but “This is not
the world’s strongest case.”

So, is it just a pretext on the part
of the US government to punish
Assange for the publication of clas-
sified information — a practice that
should be constitutionally pro-
tected? The issue comes in a time
of heightened concern for investiga-
tive journalists and national security
reporters.

Since the 9/11 attacks, the gov-
ernment has increasingly classified
large amounts of material and pun-
ished those who share it with the
press. CPJ has written extensively
about the chilling effect of this
crackdown on reporting in the public
interest.

“Given the nature of the charge
— a discussion nine years ago about
an unsuccessful attempt to figure
out a password — I think it’s fair to
debate whether this is a fig leaf for
the government punishing someone
for publishing stuff it doesn’t want
published,” tweeted Scott Shane, a
national security reporter for The
New York Times.

“If it wasn’t Julian Assange,
it would be very unlikely you’d
see this prosecution,” Cindy Cohn,
executive director of the Electronic
Frontier Foundation, told CPJ. “This
is what over-broad discretion in
prosecution does, it gives them a
pretext for going after people they
don’t like.”

(2) The charge could be a place-
holder, with more to come.

Another reason why the charge
may seem so modest: It could be
the first of several. In the week of 8
April, CNN cited US officials prom-
ising additional charges against
Assange. The press freedom impli-
cations of any future charges could
be significant — especially if they
involve the Espionage Act.

The Justice Department’s legal
strategy could be to pile on more
charges after Assange is extradited.
The extradition treaty between the
US and the UK says an individual
can only be charged for the “offence
for which extradition was granted”
or similar offences, but it also stip-
ulates how governments can waive
this rule.

Assange has an extradition

hearing on May 2, which gives the
US government time to develop new
charges.

(3) The language of the case
seems to criminalise normal journal-
istic activities.

While the charge against
Assange relates to the alleged con-
spiracy to hack a password, the lan-
guage of the indictment sweeps in a
broad range of legally protected and
common journalistic activity.

Count 20 of the indictment
states, “It was part of the conspiracy
that Assange encouraged Manning
to provide information and records
from departments and agencies of
the United States.”

The indictment goes on to char-
acterise a number of journalistic
practices as part of a criminal con-
spiracy, including use of a secure
message service, use of a cloud-
based drop box, and efforts to cover
Manning’s tracks.

The cultivation of sources and
the use of encryption and other
means to protect those sources are
essential to investigative journal-
ism. While the government may
include these details to show intent
or to describe the means and context
for the alleged criminal action, they
seem to go beyond what is necessary.

Barton Gellman, who led The
Washington Post’s Pulitzer Prize-
winning reporting on the Snowden
documents, told CPJ, “If asking
questions and protecting a source
are cast as circumstantial evidence
of guilt, we’ll be crossing a danger-
ous line.”

“A lot of the way the crime is
described here could be applied to
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other journalists,” Wizner, at the
ACLU, told CPJ. “If the government
wanted to just target the attempted
intrusion, they could have written a
very different complaint.”

(4) The Computer Fraud and
Abuse Act is incredibly broad.

In all of the concern over the
Espionage Act, journalists may not
have sufficiently raised alarm over
the law under which the US charged
Assange: the Computer Fraud and
Abuse Act (CFAA). “Thinking
we should breathe a sigh of relief
because it was the CFAA instead
of the Espionage Act is premature,”
Cohn, of the Electronic Frontier
Foundation, told CPJ.

The CFAA carries its own set
of free expression issues. While it
encompasses clearly illegal behav-
iour like hacking, it also criminalises
“unauthorised access to a computer”.

Manning was prosecuted
under the CFAA in addition to the
Espionage Act, but prosecuting a
publisher under the CFAA for con-
spiracy in obtaining the classified
information could potentially create
a dangerous legal model.

While reporters do not conspire
to decrypt passwords, they are often
aware of, and might actively discuss
with sources, activities that could fall
under the broad frame of “unauthor-
ised access”.

As the Cato Institute’s Julian
Sanchez wrote on Twitter, “The way
‘helping to hack’ is being charged is
as a conspiracy to violate 18 USC
1030 (a)(1) [of the Computer Fraud
and Abuse Act]. And good reporters
conspire with their sources to do that
constantly.”

“For almost every reporter work-
ing with a source, the source is pro-
viding information in digital form.
Anyone who is working with a
source who obtained that info in a
way that they weren’t supposed to
has a CFAA risk,” Cohn said.

She added that any journalists
who don’t think there are broader
press freedom implications to the
Assange prosecution are “whistling
past the graveyard”.

(5) Ecuador’s withdrawal of
asylum raises questions.

Assange’s arrest came after
Ecuador withdrew his asylum
protection. In a tweet on April
11, Ecuadorean President Lenin
Moreno said the decision came after
Assange’s “repeated violations to
international conventions and daily-
life protocols”.

In a video statement accompa-
nying the tweet, he cited Assange’s
repeated “intervening in the internal
affairs of other states” via WikiLeaks
publications.

Ecuador had previously
restricted Assange’s access to the
Internet based on allegations that he
was interfering in US elections and
in the referendum for Catalan inde-
pendence from Spain.

While Assange’s unusual pres-
ence in a diplomatic mission created
tensions — both inside the embassy
and in Ecuador’s broader inter-
national relations — withdrawing
asylum is an extreme measure, and
one that could have troubling impli-
cations if it was done in response to
publishing.
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Graham Harrington

It is often claimed that the “War on Drugs”
has failed, and that in response the use of
illegal drugs should be permitted.

There are several serious issues with this
thesis, the first being the question of what
evidence exists that there has been a “war on
drugs.” In fact the evidence suggests the oppo-
site: that what has existed since the 1960s has
been a war of drugs, used against the working
class, in the service of monopoly capitalism.
For instance, after the NATO-led invasion of
Afghanistan — the world’s leading producer of
opium — drug production increased 16-fold.

Another example is Colombia, after the
United States launched its “Plan Colombia,”
ostensibly to target cocaine production but in
reality targeting the FARC. Given the forced
displacement of Colombian peasants and the
neo-liberal reforms, many of those in poor
rural areas were forced to engage in coca pro-
duction as the easiest way to survive, which
meant that drug production increased.

Outside the areas controlled by leftist guer-
rillas, the conditions of these workers are abys-
mal, with many working under armed guard
by right-wing paramilitaries, who depend on
drug income for their campaigns of assassina-
tion against trade unionists and social leaders
throughout Colombia.

The use of drugs is not just a foreign-policy
weapon of the United States but also a domes-
tic one. The United States consumes half the
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drugs produced on the planet, with more than
two-thirds of its prisoners serving sentences for
drug-related offences, the majority being Black
Americans.

As well as being a source of immense profit
for the prison-industrial complex, it is also a
tactic for keeping the most subversive elements
pacified. As part of the “COINTELPRO” pol-
icies for attacking the Black Panthers, drugs
were flooded into black communities, with the
police turning a blind eye and leaving those
communities to become infested with drugs as
a result of deliberate under-development and a
lack of sustainable employment.

During the 1980s the US war against the
Sandinistas in Nicaragua allowed the CIA to
facilitate the Contras in trafficking drugs, in the
full knowledge that their destination would be
black working-class communities in the United
States.

The demand for the legalisation of drugs
is a blanket slogan that fails to properly under-
stand the complexities of the issue, and can
even be used for outright reactionary, neo-
liberal results, regardless of the intentions of
those calling for it.

Drug-trafficking is a major capitalist enter-
prise, the second-largest in the world, even
ahead of oil. Were narcotics to be made legal,
the massive international monopolies would in
fact find it to be a formality.

Given their immense economic power, it
follows that they also have immense political
power. Throughout Latin America and Asia,
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drug barons find that the law means little to
them, with some even having success in taking
the next step up from bribing law-makers to
becoming law-makers themselves, as in the
case of Pablo Escobar. Legalisation would only
give them the means to become as corrupt as
their allies in the legal pharmaceutical industry.

Ultimately, legalisation would inevitably
lead to an increase in drug-taking and the nor-
malising of drugs. Consumption would over-
whelmingly be centred on the imperialist core,
with an extremely exploitative dependence for
those in the Global South who are forced to
produce them, instead of more sustainable and
ethical projects. After cannabis was legalised
in some parts of the United States, arrests relat-
ing to drug crime actually increased, tripling
in Washington and increasing by 26 percent in
Colorado.

As is always the case under capitalism,
someone is making a profit. Altria, the parent
company of the tobacco giant Philip Morris,
has invested more than $2 billion in the fledg-
ling cannabis industry. The use of drugs,
including alcohol, only pacifies resistance
to capitalism. It is a barrier to working-class
struggle and the strengthening of workers’
power. It is a victory for individualism in its
worst form. Rather than relying on drugs to
allow our people to scrape a living under capi-
talism, revolutionaries should instead be work-
ing to smash the system and in so doing break
the source of people’s dependence on drugs.

Socialist Cuba is a concrete example of a

drugs policy that works in the people’s inter-
ests. All drugs are prohibited, including can-
nabis, and there are severe penalties for
drug-traffickers. Those who develop alcohol
or drug problems are not given harsh prison
sentences but are contacted by representa-
tives of their community-based Committee
for the Defence of the Revolution, where they
are informed about the harm their drug use
has caused and given educational and medi-
cal assistance, with information disseminated
widely through the media and the education
system.

This is a far cry from the sanitised
approach to drugs in Ireland, where televi-
sion shows such as “Love/Hate” portray drug-
dealers as handsome figures who struggle with
family and everyday issues involved in run-
ning a business where the customer seemingly
enjoys being an addict, with no real treatment
of the actual socio-economic reasons that lead
people to take drugs.

It’s almost like saying that the working-
class struggle in Dublin during the 1990s
against drug-pushers, and the state to an extent,
never happened. Even information schemes
here do a poor job of presenting the case
against drugs, instead only leading to curios-
ity about drug use, especially among rebellious
young people.

Then again, maybe that’s the point?
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The use of drugs, including alcohol,
only pacifies resistance to capitalism.
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