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Employers on the offensive

Following the Coalition’s unexpected win
in the May federal elections, employer
organisations wasted no time in lining up
with a shopping list of demands. These
demands focused on attacking trade union
rights and reducing workers’ wages and
working conditions. Industrial Relations
Minister Christian Porter then announced
a major review of Australia’s industrial
relations system.

Porter said that the review aims to iden-
tify “impediments to shared gains for employ-
ers and employees.” He claims to be seeking
reforms that “represent mutual gains without
individualised losses.” An impossibility in the
class conflicted system of capitalism!

Their demands include a reduction in or
the abolition of the minimum wage, individ-
ual employment contracts, the abolition of
compulsory superannuation, exemptions from
unfair dismissal laws, the watering down of
the better off overall test (BOOT) for the reg-
istration of enterprise bargaining agreements,
and changes to the rights and use of casual
employees.

“Oh, for a return to the good old Howard
days,” you can hear the employers and gov-
ernment ministers sighing. But they are doing
more than sighing, they are on the move, and
the Morrison government is onside with them.

The Australian Mines and Metals
Association is seeking a return to WorkChoices
era of the Howard Coalition government when
awards were stripped back to 20 “allowable
matters,” and later to 10 under WorkChoices.
The content of certified agreements was also
stripped back to provisions directly relating to
employer-employee matters.

It is no accident that the areas of review
announced by Porter correspond to employer
demands.

BOOT

BOOT aims to ensure that every worker
covered by an EBA is better off than they
would have been if covered by the relevant
modern award.

The Australian Industry Group (Al Group),
which represents employers in manufacturing,
construction, engineering, and a number of
industry sectors, is calling for amendments to
weaken the “better off overall” (BOOT) provi-
sions of the Fair Work Act (FWA).

The AI Group and many other employers
want BOOT to be assessed, not on the basis of
every individual worker being better off, but
some workers being better off such as a group
or class of worker. The other workers could be
worse off.

The Business Council of Australia’s CEO,
Jennifer Westacott warned that “BOOT is a
productivity killer and should be replaced to
prevent the enterprise bargaining system dying
‘the death of a thousand cuts.”” Translating that
into English: Westacott sees the BOOT increas-
ing employer costs and hence eating into their
sacred profits.

“Removing a test that ensures working
people are better off will leave us worse off,”
said ACTU secretary Sally McManus.

“The existing BOOT, which requires that
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every single employee is better off under the
proposed enterprise agreement, is unwork-
able,” Ai Group secretary Innes Willox said.

The ‘“unworkable” nature of BOOT
came to light when the Retail and Fast Food
Workers Union (RAFFWU)* launched a cam-
paign against an agreement between Coles and
the right-wing Shop, Distributive and Allied
Employees Association (SDA).

The EBA had been registered by the Fair
Work Commission which accepted both Coles’
and the SDA’s claims that it passed the BOOT,
that employees were better off overall than
under the award. When the EBA was chal-
lenged, the Fair Work Commission agreed that
it did not pass the BOOT.

This was because not all workers covered
by the agreement were better off, only some.
The employers want legislation to overturn that
decision or to completely abolish the concept
all together.

The outcome of that case was some gains
for the Coles workforce.

Wage-conditions trade-offs

Employers are looking for more trade-offs
in conditions in return for wage rises — what
they refer to as a wage-productivity exchange
bargaining system.

Such trade-offs began under the Keating
Labor government. They were part of the
decentralisation of the fixation of wages and
working conditions under a social contract
known as the Accord, between the Labor Party
and the ACTU.

Acceptance of such trade-offs by the
trade union movement was unprecedented.
As a matter of principle, unions had never
exchanged hard-won conditions for a few dol-
lars. Dollars are eroded over time by price

inflation and wage freezes. The conditions
traded off are rarely, if ever, restored.

The lost conditions included such things as
the use of casual labour, frequency of meal and
other breaks, changes in rostering and staffing
levels, and over-time limits.

Bosses made a killing out of these trade-
offs to the detriment of workers’ working con-
ditions and lifestyles.

Casualisation

Also high on the employers’ wishlist is
the question of casuals and contract labour.
Employers are always looking for ways to
avoid their legal obligations to cut costs.

Again, following a court case where a
worker wrongly categorised as a casual was
found not to be a causal by the federal court,
the worker had received the statutory loading
to wages as a casual.

The court had found that the worker was
not a casual employee because of his regular
and continuous pattern of work and so awarded
him his legal entitlements such as annual leave.

This produced uproar from employers
and then Industrial Relations Minister Kelley
O’Dwyer, who called it “double dipping.”
Employers categorise ongoing employees as
casuals to avoid meeting their legal obliga-
tions. A clear definition of casual employee is
required, but not what employers might want,
one that prevents avoidance of workers’ legal
entitlements.

Unfair dismissal

Protection from unfair dismissal is a con-
stant target of employers. The Australian
Chamber of Commerce and Industry (ACCI) is
at the forefront of the offensive against unfair
dismissal laws.

The ACCI says the laws have made it “too
hard, too expensive, too time-consuming for
small business people to deal with situations
where they need to terminate an employee’s
employment.” Translating that into English:
they want absolute freedom to hire and fire
who and when they like to maximise profits.

Fast food outlets, for example, are noto-
rious for sacking young workers as they get
older and go onto a higher rate of pay.

The Australian Mines and Metals
Association (AMMA) wants complete exemp-
tions from unfair dismissal claims, except in
the case of “serious offences and misconduct.”

The AMMA also wants the reintroduc-
tion of limits on EBA clauses that restrict how
employers use labour, reintroduce casuals, con-
tract labour or labour hire, and the rates that are
payable. In other words back to WorkChoices.

All of the above rights and more are under
attack. What is vital is that as many trade
unions, other organisations, and individuals
make submissions short or long to the review.

At the same time, the government’s fascis-
tic Ensuring Integrity Bill remains before
Parliament. The Senate referred the bill to
the Education and Employment Legislation
Committee for inquiry and report by October
25, 2019. The deadline for submissions to the
inquiry is 29 August 2019. (See Guardian
#1875, 03-07-2019, “Affront to democracy”.)
*RAFFWU is an unreglstered trade union
that was established in direct opposition
to the existing Shop Distributive and Allied
Employees Association (SDA) which was
doing cozy deals with employers. See
Guardian Issue #1878, 24-07-2019 The
battle at the heart of fhe Australian union
movement. &
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Enter Trump

In late 1996 the People’s Republic of China (PRC) was an-
gered that Washington had granted a visa to Taiwan’s president,
Lee Teng-hui, calling it a violation of the 1979 US “One China”
policy that recognised the PRC and downgraded relations with
Taiwan to “unofficial.”

Beijing responded to the visa uproar by firing missiles near a
small Taiwan-controlled island and moving some military forces
up to the mainland coast facing the island. However, there was
never any danger that China would actually attack Taiwan.

The Straits crisis led to a radical remaking of China’s mili-
tary, which had long relied on massive land forces. Instead,
China adopted a strategy called “Area Denial” that would allow
Beijing to control the waters surrounding its coast, in particular
the East and South China seas.

China is particularly vulnerable to a naval blockade. Some
80 percent of its energy supplies traverse the Indian Ocean
and South China Sea, moving through narrow choke points
like the Malacca Straits between Indonesia and Malaysia, the
Bab al Mandab Straits controlling the Red Sea, and the Straits
of Hormuz into the Persian Gulf. All of those passages are
controlled by the US or countries like India and Indonesia with
close ties to Washington.

In 2013, China claimed it had historic rights to the region
and issued its now famous “nine-dash line” map that embraced
the Paracels and Spratly island chains and 85 percent of the
South China Sea. It was this nine-dash line that The Hague
tribunal rejected, because it found no historical basis for China’s
claim, and because there were overlapping assertions by Taiwan,
Vietnam, Malaysia, Brunei, and the Philippines.

There are, of course, economic considerations. The region
is rich in oil, gas, and fish, but the primary concern for China
is security. The Chinese have not interfered with commercial
ship traffic, although they have applied on-again, off-again re-
strictions on fishing and energy explorations. China initially
prevented Filipino fishermen from exploiting some reefs, and
then allowed it. It has been more aggressive with Vietnam in
the Paracels.

The US has some 400 military bases surrounding China and
is deploying anti-ballistic missiles in South Korea and Japan,
ostensibly to guard against North Korean nuclear weapons.
But the interceptors could also down Chinese missiles, posing
a threat to Beijing’s nuclear deterrence.

Enter Trump. The Trump administration has opened a broad
front on China, questioning the “One China” policy, accusing
Beijing of being in cahoots with Islamic terrorists, and threaten-
ing a trade war. The first would upend more than 30 years of
diplomacy, the second is bizarre — if anything, China is overly
aggressive in suppressing terrorism in its western Xinjiang
Province — and the third makes no sense.

China is the US’s major trading partner and holds US$1.24
trillion in US Treasury Bonds. While Trump charges that the
Chinese have hollowed out the American economy by under-
mining its industrial base with cheap labour and goods, China
did not force Apple or General Motors to pull up stakes and
decamp elsewhere. Capital goes where wages are low and unions
are weak.

A trade war would hurt China, but it would also hurt the
US and the global economy as well.

When President Trump says he wants to Make America
Great Again, what he really means is that he wants to go back to
that post-World War II period when the US dominated much of
the globe with a combination of economic strength and military
power. But that era is gone, and dreams of a unipolar world
run by Washington are a hallucination.

By 2025, two-thirds of the world will live in Asia, 7 percent
in Europe and 5 percent in the US. Those are the demographics
of eclipse.

If Trump starts a trade war, he will find little support among
America’s allies. China is the number one trading partner for
Japan, Australia, South Korea, Vietnam, and India, and the
third largest for Indonesia and the Philippines. Over the past
year, a number of countries like Thailand, Malaysia, and the
Philippines have also distanced themselves from Washington
and moved closer to China. When President Obama tried to
get US allies not to sign on to China’s new Asian Infrastructure
Investment Bank, they ignored him.

But the decline of US influence has a dangerous side.
Washington may not be able to dictate the world’s economy,
but it has immense military power. Chinese military expert
Yang Chengjun says “China does not stir up troubles, but we
are not afraid of them when they come.”

Guardian

Sweet viclory

The Australian Manufacturing Workers’ Union
(AMWU) welcomed the long-awaited decision
handed down today by the majority of the Full
Court of the Federal Court in Mondelez v AMWU
& ors. Mondelez, which owns Cadbury, took the
AMWU and two of its members to Court in a bid to
strip all shift-workers of their personal leave.

The Turnbull-Morrison government intervened to
support Mondelez’s case against its employees and in
support of cutting personal leave entitlements for shift
workers.

Australia’s National Employment Standards (NES)
mandate a minimum of 10 days paid personal leave per
year. Cadbury employees work ordinary hours of 12-hour
days, which means they should have access to 120 hours
of paid personal leave per year to cover the hours of ten
work days. Mondelez argued that workers should only
receive 76 hours of personal leave under the NES, based

“Shift workers around Australia can breathe a sigh
of relief today thanks to AMWU members Natasha and
Brendan who stood up against Mondelez and won this
case”, said AMWU Tasmania state secretary, John Short.

“This was an appalling attempt by a very profitable
multinational company to rob its workers of the leave
that they are entitled to”, Short said. “If you need to take
a sick day, you should be paid for your normal hours of
work, it’s as simple as that. And you should be able to
take ten sick days paid at your normal hours of work.

“As Australians, we can be proud that we have
national minimum standards for personal leave. It’s out-
rageous that a multinational like Mondelez would come
in and try to undercut those minimum standards for some
of the hardest working, lowest paid employees in this
country”, said Short.

This case has far-reaching implications, with two
similar cases already before the Federal Court. &

Due to unforeseen circumstances
there will be no Press Fund this week.

on 10 days of 7.6 hours work each.

Morrison slammed
for backing failed bid
to cut sick leave

The peak body for working people
has slammed the Morrison gov-
ernment’s intervention in a failed
case that could have seen sick and
personal leave rights cut for thou-
sands of people working shifts.

The case between Cadbury
owner Mondelez, backed by a fed-
eral government intervention in
the case, and people working at its
Tasmanian chocolate factory set
important precedent protecting sick
leave for shiftworkers.

Mondelez had unsuccess-
fully argued in the Fair Work
Commission for a reduced entitle-
ment for the sick days of people
working shift work for the com-
pany, saying that because they
worked 12-hour days they should be
entitled to fewer sick days than the

National Employment Standards in
the Fair Work Act require.

The company brought a case
against two individual workers and
their union — the AMWU — in the
Federal Court in February this year.

The Morrison government inter-
vened in the court case — on the side
of the company.

After a difficult and lengthy
court process in which the work-
ers at Cadbury fought not only their
multi-national employer and power-
ful industry lobbies, but their own
national government, they have
emerged victorious.

“The fact that the Morrison
government would intervene on the
side of a company that is trying to
cut people’s personal leave below
the legal minimum is a disgrace,”

said ACTU secretary Sally
McManus.

“If Mondelez and the federal
government had been successful in
their case it would have undermined
a basic workplace right for thou-
sands of shiftworkers.

“Working people deserve a
Government that is on their side —
not one that sides with big business
to undermine basic rights like sick
leave.

“The Prime Minister needs to
explain why his government inter-
vened to support an attack by a
multi-national company on the
rights of Australian workers.

“And he needs to ensure that
neither he nor his Ministers will use
taxpayer money to try to cut basic
employment standards again.” &

That sinking feeling

Eileen Whitehead

I am just grateful that I’m not a
part of Scott Morrison’s “family”.
The Pacific Islands Forum was a
clear indication not only of our
government’s complete contempt
for the common people in general
but also a complete absence of
human compassion and any form
of diplomacy from our Pentecostal
PM. His outrageous repetition
of the old furphy (and the coal
lobby’s line) that “Australia
alone cannot cool the planet” was
pathetic and a classic excuse to
do nothing. Hypocrisy is nothing
new in politics, but when coming
from a man professing to be a
Christian, it’s unconscionable.
When in Cuba, three years ago,
I met a young Samoan girl, train-
ing to be a doctor, who told me that
Samoans were already concerned
about rising seas. At the Forum,

Enele Sapoaga, the Tuvalu Prime
Minister hit the nail on the head
when he accused Morrison of only
being concerned in saving Australia’s
economy, whereas he was trying to
save his people. Of course, the truth
of the matter is that, in such a situ-
ation, Morrison’s hypocrisy was
in having to show sympathy while
toeing the line of the federal coali-
tion ’s position on coal.

Meanwhile, China’s spe-
cial envoy to the Pacific, Wang
Xuefeng, when addressing the
Forum described their concerns and
demands as “legitimate” — providing
Morrison with another problem —
the influence of China in the Pacific.
Morrison knows that the Pacific
Islands will take advantage of this
situation.

It’s about time our government
stopped playing politics with such a
dire climate emergency. It is using a
transparent accounting trick to make

a mockery of our pledge to cut emis-
sions under the Paris climate treaty,
which could easily become an issue
in the free trade talks now under way.
Instead of making out that climate
change is pie in the sky, it should be
preparing a long-term plan (not too
long-term!) to phase out domestic
coal-fired power stations and prepare
mining communities for a transi-
tion away from coal. Developing a
policy on climate change isn’t about
diplomacy, it’s in our own interests.
It won’t only be the Pacific Islands
under water in 2050, it will be Bondi,
Glenelg, City Beach, etc.

If Scott Morrison is a dinky-
di Christian he should drag his cli-
mate denying colleagues kicking
and screaming to start addressing
the reality of climate change right
now. &

£f QUOTE OF THE WEEK 79

Where any view of Money exists, Art cannot carry on, but war only.

William Blake
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Don’t forget!
Abortion is an economic issue

Lauren Wilson

Last week, Gladys Berejiklian delayed
voting in the upper house for the proposed
“Abortion Bill” after caving to pressure
from conservative MPs and “pro-life”
protesters.

In what has become a moral and ideo-
logical debate centring on a woman’s right to
choose (a right all socialists should support
without reservation) we, as Marxists, must take
a dialectical materialist approach to the issue
and consider all social forces.

In supporting the pro-choice position,
we communists must ask: “who is really free
to choose?” There are many women who
feel the need to terminate their pregnancy
while strongly desiring to have a child. It is
Australia’s economic conditions which make
this choice harder for women and their part-
ners. According to the Australian Bureau of
Statistics (ABS), Australia’s fertility rate is
“below [the] replacement level.” This means
we are not currently birthing enough babies
to stabilise or grow our population, which is
a problem, especially with Australia’s ageing
population. “Pro-Life” conservative MPs
implement neoliberal policies such as increased
privatisation, anti-union and anti-worker legis-
lation, increased low-wage casual employment,
and tax breaks for business. This reduces the
investment in social programs which creates
more challenging conditions for women and
their partners to start a family.

An increasing number of women and their
partners are in precarious work as casuals,
on short-term contracts or engaged in the gig
economy, neither of which provides long-term
job security. This is compounded by little-to-no
provisions for maternity or family leave. This
makes it almost impossible for a large section
of workers to choose to have a child. Who but
the rich can freely choose in these conditions?

More numbers from the ABS show housing
prices in Melbourne and Sydney have grown
by an average of 100 percent in the last ten
years, while real wage growth has increased by
little more than seven percent on average in the
same time frame. This has severely impacted
the ability of young couples especially to start
a family. For older generations, it was standard
for couples to have their first child in the early
to mid-20s, but millennials are now waiting
until their late 20s and 30s to begin a family.

Most social commentators remark that
this is because millennials are selfish — more
focussed on travelling, eating expensive avo-
cado toast and just generally not being as
responsible as their elders. Of course it is easier
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Poor women are not only most likely to face legal repercussions
for having the procedure, but they are also most likely to choose
abortion over giving birth due to financial instability.

for the corporate media to blame the individ-
ual choices of a generation than to look at the
social factors such as high levels of student
debt, housing prices and wage stagnation that
prevent or delay younger people from starting
families.

Abortion rates are higher for poor/low-
income women which is why it is so impor-
tant for it to be decriminalised. Poor women
are not only most likely to face legal reper-
cussions for having the procedure, but they
are also most likely to choose abortion over
giving birth due to financial instability. Studies
in the US indicate that financial instability was
the second most common reason given for
having an abortion, the most common reason
being “bad timing.” Surveys in Australia
showed similar reasons with financial concerns
named in approximately 20 per cent of cases.
“Choosing” not to have a child because you
cannot afford one is not a free choice.

From the Archives

The Socialist, July 1981

NUCLEAR RACE.....

The cost of early childhood education is
also a major concern for women that prevents
or delays their choice in starting a family.
Many women return to work after giving birth
in a worse financial position due to the high
cost of early childhood education, and this can
lead to women staying home with their child
for a longer period. This may sound positive,
but it ultimately reduces a woman’s independ-
ence, losing out on superannuation, potential
career progression and, can create social isola-
tion for herself and her child. Childcare must
be viewed as a communal responsibility as it
was under the Soviet Union, taking the burden
off the family unit and allowing women to
return to work. We must realise that the health
and welfare of all children is in the best inter-
ests of the whole of society.

We must demand that women be given the
right to choose, but this means that it must be
a real choice. Women must have full control

over the decision to have or not have a child.
What this means is that women should have
access to free and legal abortions, increased
maternity and family leave, equal pay for
equal work, more secure employment with
the right to return to the same job after mater-
nity leave, wage growth in keeping with the
cost of living, superannuation earned while
on maternity leave, publicly funded universal
early childhood education, increased access to
public housing and rent subsidies to poor and
working-class families, and publicly funded
university education for all to prevent future
generations from accruing massive amounts
of debt at an early age. What we need is a
socialist society; it is only in a socialist soci-
ety that women will indeed have the right to
choose. &

Find out more about the

Communist Parly of Ausiralia

web www.cpa.org.au

emil cpa@cpa.org.au
phone 02 9699 8844

Support the Guardian
by donating to
Press Fund




4  Jugust 28, 2019

Australia

Guardian

CPA Maritime Branch launch

Anti-lmperialist

Elizabeth Tonn

The CPA Maritime Branch
recently held Survival or War?,
a forum to celebrate the launch
of the new Anti-Imperialist
Collective being formed under
the umbrella of the Communist
Party of Australia (CPA) at the
Maritime Union in Sydney.

The forum featured prominent
anti-imperialist speakers such as
Jay Tharappel, Tim Anderson and
speakers from an array of diaspora
groups such as Shamikh Badra rep-
resenting the Palestinian commu-
nity, Jane Corpu Brock representing
organisations such as the Filipino
International League of People’s
Struggle and Migrante International,
and Maki Danalis representing
the perspective of the trade union
movement.

The forum was designed to start
a conversation about the necessity
for a strong anti-imperialist move-
ment in Australia in response to the
renewed Cold War-like tensions with
China and Australia’s participation
with American imperial interests in
the Middle East and to build an even-
tual working-class movement against
these rising dangers.

The goal of the Anti-Imperialist

Collective in their Statement of
Unity was formulated around the
agreement of numerous principles
such as that:

Australia is a settler colony that
is founded on genocide. It is a prod-
uct of imperialist aggression.

The government of the United
States and the international capital-
ist class whose interests it serves is
the principal enemy of the world’s
people.

Australia’s involvement in US
imperialist aggression is inherently
detrimental to the Australian people
as well as morally culpable.

Groups and individuals with a
common interest in seeing the end
of Australia’s support for US imperi-
alism should unite and support each
other on the basis of mutual assist-
ance, solidarity, and respect.

The objective of this unity is to
collaborate in building a mass move-
ment against imperialist aggression.

Australia needs to re-industri-
alise and exit “free trade” agree-
ments which compromise Australia’s
capacity to be independent of the
US-led imperialist system. The
power and solidarity of the organ-
ised working-class is the strongest
tool there is to transform the world.

The Anti-Imperialist Collective

Collective

also adopted a series of aims
including:

Organising campaigns against
specific instances of imperialist
aggression, particularly in the Middle
East and Asia-Pacific regions, in the
cases in which Australia is directly
implicated.

Building unity amongst
Australian and diaspora communi-
ties to oppose their common enemy
of the USA and global capitalism.

Providing education on the

nature of imperialism, the impor-
tance of fighting it, and building sol-
idarity both at home and abroad.
Promoting a credible vision of a
non-aligned, progressive and peace-
ful Australia, including a re-industri-
alisation of the Australian economy.
Working towards the decoloni-
sation of this land. Work together
to oppose the local representatives
of imperialism and build a popular
mass opposition to capitalism.
Working to rebuild a position

of anti-imperialist activism among
rank and file trade union members
and workers.

Taking advantage of Australia’s
multicultural nature to help build
international solidarity.

For more information on the
Anti-Imperialist Collective please
view the Statement of Aims or to
view speeches from the forum,
check out the CPA Maritime Branch
Facebook page. &

A 36-year-old Pakistani refugee on Nauru
has been badly burned after he set fire to
himself in a suicide attempt, this morning,
Friday August 23. The refugee set himself
alight in front of a mental health doctor
who was attending his room in the Ewa
camp. He has been taken to the notorious
RON hospital. His present condition is not
known.

“It is tragic that refugees have been left
waiting so long for a secure future,” said Ian
Rintoul, spokesperson for the Refugee Action
Coalition, “After six years on Nauru, there is
a serious mental health crisis. So many refu-
gees have given up all hope. There have been
so many warnings, but the government just
sits on it hands while the number of casualties
increase.”

Refugee advocates are concerned
that another refugee will be charged with
attempted suicide after Nauru police arrested

a 38-year-old Iranian refugee on Tuesday
afternoon.

The Iranian refugee had splashed him-
self with petrol and set himself alight before
neighbours intervened with a fire extin-
guisher to prevent a catastrophe. Fire-fighters
and police attended the incident, with police
arresting the man and taking him to the police
station.

The Iranian man, Adnan, lives with his
wife and two children (a boy, 13 and a daugh-
ter, one) in the Anuijo camp, across the road
from the main gate of the family camp. The
couple and their son were sent to Nauru in
2013, but their one-year-old daughter was
born in Darwin a year ago.

His daughter has extreme behavioural
problems, and injures herself, but her con-
dition has gone untreated on Nauru. The
couple fears that their daughter has a congeni-
tal mental disorder as a result of medicine

prescribed during pregnancy as Adnan’s wife
also suffered extreme depression during the
pregnancy.

Desperate to draw attention to his fam-

ily’s agony, Adnan attempted self-immolation.

Fortunately, Adnan does not appear to have
suffered severe burns.

But fellow refugees and advocates are
extremely concerned that Adna will be
charged with “attempted suicide” as a result
of the incident.

The threat of an attempted suicide charge
follows the conviction of another Iranian
man, Sam Nemati, for that charge, in April.
Nemati’s conviction arose out of an incident
with Connect (the refugee service provider)
and Nauru police in January.

“It would be worse than absurd, if
Nauruan police charge Adnan with attempted
suicide”, said Rintoul. “Adnan and his family
need urgent help. It is obvious that there is

no help forthcoming on Nauru. The family
should be brought to Australia.

“Police action like this against refugees
can only make things worse. The police are
using criminal charges to cover-up the abuse
that is the reality of incarceration on Nauru.”

The incident comes as protests on Nauru
continue. Today will be the 32nd day of pro-
test at the family camp. For the last four days,
those protests by asylum seekers in the family
camp have been joined by protests inside the
Anuijo refugee camp.

The refugees have been warned by police
that they must stay inside the camp or they
will be arrested.

“Adnan’s arrest is one more reason the
protests will continue. There is no justice on
Nauru,” said Rintoul. &

Stop the killings in the Philippines!

Migrante Australia condemns
the recent spate of Kkillings in the
island of Negros where 13 peasants
were killed in a span of three days
from July 24 to 27. July 25 wit-
nessed the brunt of these murders
where seven were killed in just
one day. The killings were done in
brutal, brazen, and barbaric fash-
ion. These latest Killings included
two lawyers, a former mayor and
his cousin, a city councillor, a vil-
lage chief, a school principal and
his sister who is also a teacher, a
doctor, and other human rights
defenders and community leaders.

Negros houses acres of sugar
plantations controlled by 3 sugar
planter confederations. It is home to
a handful of “hacienderos” whose
power comes from their ownership
of vast tracks of land and thousands

of farm workers who are mired in
chronic landlessness, poverty, and
hunger. What the government calls
“peasant unrest” and “insurgency”
is actually a struggle by peasants for
land, livelihood, and human rights.

And it is a struggle that past and
the current government is finding
difficult to wipe-out. Hence the kill-
ing spree in the island.

The Duterte government’s solu-
tion has been to further militarise the
island. Through Oplan Sauron — an
intensive campaign of the AFP and
PNP against suspected New People’s
Army (NPA) guerrillas in Negros —
20 peasants were killed in December
2018 and March 2019. Memorandum
Order 32 (MO 32) saw the deploy-
ment of additional soldiers and
policemen to Samar, the whole of
Negros, and the Bicol region to

suppress “lawless violence and acts
of terror” to “prevent such violence
from spreading and escalating else-
where in the country.”

It has already triggered mass
killings and rampant human rights
violations, mainly against peasants,
fisher folk, and other rural-based sec-
tors. In Negros, Memorandum Order
32 has only succeeded in increasing
lawless violence.

It will not be surprising if
Duterte formally places Negros
under Martial Law. All these killings
are part of an orchestrated plan to
justify its declaration and MO 32 is
doing exactly what Proclamation 55
has done to a Mindanao that is under
Martial Law. We must not allow this
to happen. We must hold Duterte
accountable for the ongoing blood-
bath in Negros.

We demand scrapping of Oplan
Sauron and Memorandum Order
32, which has encouraged vio-
lence aimed at civilians in the area.
We demand the demilitarisation of
Negros.

We urge the United Nations
Human Rights Council to pay special
attention to the carnage in Negros in
its investigation of human rights vio-
lations throughout the country. Let
us urge the Australian government
— a signatory to the UNHRC resolu-
tion — to play a positive role in push-
ing for the Duterte government to
respect and uphold human rights of
the Filipino people.

We call on the peace-loving
members of the Australian com-
munity to be in solidarity with the
people of Negros.

Migrante Australia &

END STATE TERROR AND
KILLINGS IN NEGROS!

JUSTICE FOR ALL
THE VICTIMS!
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Successive Australian governments’ obse-
quious support for the US and its wars of
aggression diminishes Australia as the 51st
state of the US, carrying out Washington
and the Pentagon’s global objectives. With
the exception of a handful of politicians,
both the two main parliamentary parties,
the LNP and Labor, are obediently follow-
ing US global imperialist agendas at home
and internationally.

The US military alliance is a danger-
ous burden on the Australian people and the
environment.

The Pivot

In 2011, Obama and Clinton announced in
the Australian parliament a new US military
strategy in South-East Asia called the “Pivot
into Asia-Pacific”, which would move 60 per-
cent of the US global military into this region.
The Pivot was directed at rising China, which
is challenging US global hegemony. Australia,
as the client state of US, is at the centre of this
imperialist strategy in the Asia-Pacific.

For the first time, US Marines are per-
manently based in Australia, with Darwin
expanded into a major US military base
and launching pad for wars with China. The
upgrading will enable US nuclear-powered
submarines and naval supercarriers to dock
around Darwin’s coast, increasing the numbers
of more active US Marines and their amphibi-
ous strike invasion groups.

Bases

Since the Pivot’s announcement, US
bases and Australia’s military facilities have
been upgraded, expanded and more deeply
enmeshed with the US to make them interop-
erable with the US global military and foreign
policy agendas. Pine Gap is the most impor-
tant and biggest US military intelligence base
outside the US North-West Cape. Another
important base for US global military intelli-
gence communications has been re-opened and
upgraded.

Marines

Darwin is hosting 2,500 US Marines in
Robertson Barracks. Australian military are
presently involved in joint military train-
ing with US, Japanese and Singapore troops
in North Queensland and North Australia in
the biannual Talisman Sabre joint war exer-
cises preparing for US wars in the region and
beyond.

This year the joint military exercises will
practise a scenario of war with China, involv-
ing, amongst other exercises, invading and cap-
turing an island to create a base from which
to attack the mainland. Recently US Marines
have been practising the invasion and capture
of le Shima island off the coast of Okinawa.

US Marines on the Australian warship
HMAS Adelaide have been in regular war
exercises in the South China Sea, in training
to, in their own words, “invade, capture and
secure.”

Two Australian warships, HMAS Adelaide
and Canberra have been modified to transport
amphibious landing gear with US Marines
embedded in them. This refitting of Australian
warships for amphibious landings on foreign
countries has nothing to do with defending
Australia. It is purely to assist the US invasions
of other countries.

The Australian government is spending
$250 million in upgrading Australian Defence
Force facilities in Darwin, solely for use by the
US in their preparations for war with China.

This includes upgrading and building
new air strips throughout northern Australia
to accommodate stealth war planes and long-
range maritime patrol drones. It’s part of the
$150 billion upgrade of the Australian mili-
tary’s interoperability with the US military.
Tindal Air Base in Darwin is being upgraded
to accommodate B52 and B1 US fighter bomb-
ers able to carry nuclear weapons.
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And recently leaked information revealed
that the Australian government is considering
building a new naval port at Glides Point, 40
kilometres from the Port of Darwin, to dock
large amphibious warships, mainly US. A $40
million road was recently built close to the site
where the port will be built.

Manus Island is also being eyed by the US
for development as a military base for the US
Navy and Marines.

Foreign policies

In foreign policies successive Australian
governments have been involved in and sup-
ported every US war in the past 60 years —
from the war on the Korean Peninsula, Vietnam
War, Iraq, Libya, Syria, Iran, etc.

In the United Nations, the Australian
governments, on cue, obediently follow
instructions from the US and rubber stamp
every US foreign policy and its global strat-
egy to legitimise US wars of aggression,
sanctions against sovereign countries refus-
ing to bow to US demands, invasions, regime
changes and imperialist occupations e.g.
Palestine, Iraq, Libya, Syria, North Korea,
Iran, Cuba, South China Sea, Venezuela. The
Australian government acts as an agent of
the US, promoting its economic and military
interests in the Pacific.

Interoperability

Australia’s military and defence are now
interoperable with US military and foreign pol-
icies, indistinguishable from US global military
agendas and interests. The chain of command
comes down from the US and has nothing to do
with sovereign self-defence or the Australian
people’s needs for peace and security. It only
works against the interests of the Australian
people.

Interoperability with the US has embed-
ded Australian military and intelligence per-
sonnel in the US military establishments in
Washington, the Pentagon and in the Pacific
command in Hawaii and vice versa. The
America Australia Leadership Dialogue, based
in the US embassy in Canberra, grooms cur-
rent and future potential politicians and lead-
ers from both the LNP and Labor, trade union
officials, academics, business leaders and think
tanks.

Defence Minister Linda Reynolds pro-
claimed the $200 billion spending on defence
over the next five years will be for modernisa-
tion of the “joint force” and “supporting the
US-led world order and its advancement in the
Indo-Pacific.”

In Australia, $200 billion of people’s taxes
will be spent on mainly supporting US wars
of aggression and multinational weapons
corporations.

Defence industries

Most of the arms manufacturers in
Australia are US multinational corporations
— Lockheed Martin, Raytheon, Boeing and
Northrop Grumman — billions of dollars in
public funds (that’s people’s taxes) are handed
to them. In January 2018, a directive was sent
from Washington to all its overseas embassies
to drum up more business from its allies for US
arms corporations.

The US economy, its military and the
industrial military complex are dependent on
America and the world being in a state of per-
petual war. The US alliance locks Australia’s
economy and military into supporting US
imperialist wars and US arms manufacturers.

In announcing the Pivot in 2011, Obama
and Clinton sent a clear and loud message that
the Australian government will be required to
increase its military spending on US wars. This
demand has been loudly reiterated by Trump.

Recently the Australian government
awarded foreign military contractors $73 bil-
lion in tax-free contracts, because contracts
made directly with offshore companies’ head
offices are tax exempt, even for those with
shell companies in Bermuda, the tax haven of
multinational corporations.

Foreign multinational companies with local
subsidiaries don’t have to pay tax in Australia
when the contracts are made with the head
offices overseas. They are not required to pay
tax on their profits made from this $73 billion
tax-free gift from the Australian people. The
Department of Defence has revealed it spends
one-fifth of its entire budget, the biggest pro-
curement budget in government, on overseas
military contractors — even though these con-
tractors have subsidiaries in Australia.

This is despite the global defence giants
such as Boeing, BAE Systems, Raytheon and
Lockheed Martin having companies regis-
tered here in Australia. Billions of dollars in
tax evasion by multinational weapons corpo-
rations have been syphoned away from social
and community needs and the services of
Australia’s people. But this is nothing new as
multinational corporations pay little or no tax
in Australia. According to the Tax Office, 15 of
the top 21 companies paid zero tax for the three
years to 2017, including the biggest of them,
BAE Systems.

Recently the Australian government bank-
rolled Electro Optic System (EOS), a so-called
Australian company listed on the Australian
Stock Exchange, to the tune of $40 million for
the manufacture and export of arms. EOS’s
major shareholder, US Northrop Grumman
(20 percent) is the world’s fourth largest mul-
tinational weapons corporation. The other top
three global weapons corporations are US

corporations: Lockheed Martin, Raytheon,
Boeing and fifth is BAE (British).

Megaprofits are made by multinational
weapons and oil corporations from imperial-
ist wars. Hundreds of billions of people’s taxes
are taken away from the social and economic
needs of people and the environment, and
instead are used for imperialist wars and prof-
iteering by multinational corporations.

Australia’s economy is more than ever
integrated and becoming dependent on the US
military industrial complex. Imperialist glo-
balisation has wiped out many of our manufac-
turing industries and is now turning Australia
into a war-based economy.

Australia’s defence expenditure for 2019-
20 will increase to nearly $40 billion.

Democratic rights

Integration into US military agendas
erodes our democratic rights. The first casualty
of imperialist wars is truth. We have mountains
of anti-democratic laws. The AFP raids on the
ABC confiscated secret military material and
documentation involving SAS activities in
Afghanistan. The US is demanding Australia
stops the leaking of military secrets, and the
Australian government obliges, threatens and
intimidates journalists and the ABC, to reas-
sure the US that the secret war crimes will be
protected and kept secret.

Australia has some of the most far-reaching
and most extensive so-called anti-terror laws,
which originated in the US after September
2001 and were then exported to Australia. US
intelligence operatives visited Australia to
“advise” the government on the new US anti-
terror laws and roll them out here. These anti-
democratic laws continue to be strengthened.

Then there’s Julian Assange and the
Australian government’s compliance with US
demands for extradition.

Friends, we have an important and urgent
task to build a united front mass movement,
mobilise against US wars of aggression, cam-
paign to remove US Marines and US military
installations operating solely for offensive
wars waged by the US that threaten Australia’s
peace, independence and security.

IPAN’s main objectives are raising aware-
ness and campaigning widely in the broad
community for an independent and peace-
ful Australian foreign policy, removal of for-
eign military bases and troops, and ending
the Australian government subservience and
involvement in imperialist wars.

Shirley Winton is a member IPAN
(Independent & Peaceful Australia Network)
A talk given at the Melbourne Unitarian
Church on June 30, 2019

Beacon &
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Poetry selections for
the 200th anniversary of
the Peterloo Massacre

Jenny Farrell

Poet Percy Bysshe Shelley’s lifetime was
defined by the French Revolution, the
Napoleonic Wars, and severe political
repression in England and elsewhere in
Europe. In contrast to other European
countries, the power of the bourgeoisie in
England had been consolidated in their
own revolutionary period in the 17th cen-
tury. Therefore, the ruling class in England
had little sympathy for revolutionary
France as it could potentially rouse the
growing working classes, so far effectively
suppressed.

The more violent the revolution in France
became, the more alarmed the English bour-
geoisie grew. Jacobinism was a threat to the
ruling class — in England the bourgeoisie, not,
as elsewhere, the aristocracy.

So, while in every other European state the
deadly line was drawn between the nobility and
the bourgeoisie, in England this confrontation
took place between the bourgeoisie and the
radicalised lower and working classes.

These times of both great political hope,
ignited by the French Revolution, and unprec-
edented social unrest among the dispossessed,
fuelled by the Industrial Revolution, pro-
duced radical leaders who came under attack
and were imprisoned by the government in a
campaign of repression and violence. Prime
Minister William Pitt unleashed a crusade of
“white terror” and throughout the 1790s held
treason trials, suspended habeas corpus, issued
a Proclamation against Sedition, passed the
Treason and Sedition Act, the Unlawful Oath
Act, and banned Corresponding Societies.
However, the government attempt at silenc-
ing protest only led to further strife and the
increase in rebellion, including nonconformist
religions and atheism.

Until Napoleon’s final defeat at the Battle
at Waterloo in 1815, Britain was involved in a
prolonged state of war. The first result of the
peace was a severe political and economic
crisis. A new, more political quality enters the
riots and protests: The 1817 “Gagging Acts”
(Treason Act and Seditious Meetings Act)
served to further suppress radical agitation and
publications.

The political unrest of 1817 and the gov-
ernment’s silencing tactics culminated in the
Peterloo Massacre near Manchester on August
16, 1819. It arose from a large public meeting
of tens of thousands of working women and
men demanding reform and the repeal of the
Corn Laws in St Peter’s Fields, Manchester.
The yeomanry attacked, injuring over four
hundred and killing eleven.

Shelley had left England for Italy in March
of 1818 for what was in effect political emigra-
tion. The news of the massacre only reached
him on September 6. He set to work almost
immediately, writing the 91 stanzas of The
Mask of Anarchy in just a few days. It is rightly

considered one of the greatest political protest
poems written in English.

It is on the 200th anniversary of these
events this month, that we consider Shelley’s
magnificent poem and the effect it had on
two other poets, Bertolt Brecht and Thomas
Kinsella.

The Mask of Anarchy opens with a grue-
some parade of the government’s key play-
ers: Murder (Castlereagh — Foreign Secretary),
Fraud (Eldon — Lord Chancellor), Hypocrisy
(Sidmouth — Home Secretary), and other
Destructions (various bishops, lawyers, peers,
or spies):

I met Murder on the way-

He had a mask like Castlereagh * —

Very smooth he looked, yet grim;

Seven blood-hounds followed him:

I1I.

All were fat; and well they might

Be in admirable plight,

For one by one, and two by two,

He tossed them human hearts to chew

Which from his wide cloak he drew.

IV.

Next came Fraud, and he had on,

Like Eldon, an ermined gown;

His big tears, for he wept well,

Turned to mill-stones as they fell.

V.

And the little children, who

Round his feet played to and fro,

Thinking every tear a gem,

Had their brains knocked out by them.

VL

Clothed with the Bible, as with light,

And the shadows of the night,

Like Sidmouth, next, Hypocrisy

On a crocodile rode by.

VIL

And many more Destructions played

In this ghastly masquerade,

All disguised, even to the eyes,

Like Bishops, lawyers, peers, or spies.

VIIL

Last came Anarchy: he rode

On a white horse, splashed with blood;

He was pale even to the lips,

Like Death in the Apocalypse.

IX.

And he wore a kingly crown;

And in his grasp a sceptre shone;

On his brow this mark I saw —

“I am God, and King, and Law!”

The poem continues, outlining Anarchy as
the true ruler of England. On his rampage, he
comes across Hope, looking like Despair, and
Time running out:

... a maniac maid,

And her name was Hope, she said:

But she looked more like Despair,

And she cried out in the air:

XXIII.

“My father Time is weak and grey

With waiting for a better day;

See how idiot-like he stands,

122

Fumbling with his palsied hands

Hope then lies down before the horse’s
feet, in an act of passive resistance, and a
vapour-like shape appears that inspires the
multitude with hope—and thought. The
effect of this is announced in the next stanza,
Anarchy, the ghastly birth,/Lay dead upon the
earth. There follow two stanzas, that are indel-
ibly written into English socialist awareness:

XXXVIL

Men of England, heirs of Glory,

Heroes of unwritten story,

Nurslings of one mighty Mother,

Hopes of her, and one another;

XXXVIII.

Rise like Lions after slumber

In unvanquishable number,

Shake your chains to earth like dew

Which in sleep had fallen on you —

Ye are many — they are few.

Next, Shelley asks: What is Freedom? — ye
can tell/That which slavery is, too well.

He then goes on to outline in a savage
and empathic way the condition of the work-
ing class in England and how they are killed at
whim: And at length when ye complain/With a
murmur weak and vain /’Tis to see the Tyrants
crew/Ride over your wives and you — /Blood is
on the grass like dew. This is an allusion to the
protests over the recent years.

Shelley then, before giving his own view
of what Freedom means, concludes:

LL

This is Slavery—savage men,

Or wild beasts within a den

Would endure not as ye do —

But such ills they never knew.

The attributes of Freedom Shelley out-
lines are: food, clothing, heating, true justice
for all (ne’er for gold), wisdom, peace, and
love. Freedom is guided by science, poetry and
thought, spirit, patience, gentleness.

Shelley’s understanding of the fundamen-
tal clash between the propertied class in power
and the working class led Eleanor Marx, Karl’s
daughter, to conclude in Shelley and Socialism:
“More than anything else that makes us claim
Shelley as a Socialist is his singular under-
standing of the facts that to-day tyranny
resolves itself into the tyranny of the possess-
ing class over the producing, and that to this
tyranny in the ultimate analysis is traceable
almost all evil and misery.”

Shelley goes on to say that the working
people, the oppressed, should meet the tyrants
calmly, thereby shaming them. The poem,
however, ends on a note not of passivity, but
of action, returning to the stanza in the middle:

Rise like Lions after slumber

In unvanquishable number —

Shake your chains to earth like dew

Which in sleep had fallen on you —

Ye are many — they are few.’

The Mask of Anarchy has become not only
an early part of the canon of socialist English
working-class literature; it is a fast part of
the international socialist literary heritage.
A famous example of this is Bertolt Brecht’s
1947 poem The Anachronistic Procession, or
Freedom and Democracy.

Brecht, who follows Shelley’s ballad form
of four-beat lines, describes in his poem a pro-
cession through the ruins of Western Germany
after the war. A ragged procession carries two
old boards, one bearing the faded inscription
“freedom,” the other “democracy”: At the
head a featherbrain. He is followed by Two
in monkish garb from under which emerges a
jack-boot. They hold up a flag with the swas-
tika’s hooks removed. And there are others:
Company directors from the arms industry,
teachers, doctors, academics, “de-Nazified”
Nazis in high offices, “stormtrooper” editors, a
judge exonerating all of “Hitlerism,” and many
more.
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Then the faceless trust directors

Those men’s patrons and protectors:

Pray, for our arms industry

Freedom and Democracy

Keeping step, next march the teachers

Toadying, brain-corrupting creatures

For the right to educate

Boys to butchery and hate.

Then the medical advisers

Hitler’s slaves, mankind’s despisers

Asking, might they now select

A few Reds to vivisect.

Three grim dons, whose reputation

Rests on mass extermination....

Next our whitewashed Nazi friends

On whom the new State depends:

Body lice, whose pet preserve is

In the higher civil service.

As the procession reaches the “Capital of
the Movement” (Munich), six figures emerge
from the “Brown House.” They are: oppres-
sion, leprosy, fraud, stupidity, murder, and
robbery.

Each of these six grisly figures

Firmly based, with ready triggers

Says that there has got to be

Freedom and Democracy.

Finally,

...great rats

Leave the rubble in their masses

Join the column as it passes

Squeaking “Freedom!”as they flee

“Freedom and Democracy!”

Brecht’s succinct and apparently detached
voice is similar to Shelley’s. Like Shelley, this
results in vicious satire. However, Brecht tar-
gets the essentially unchanged society in the
West of Germany, then under Western Allied
control. He takes from Shelley the form and
the idea of a procession of the perpetrators of
inhumanity. While in Shelley’s poem, these
represent government and power, Brecht
shows how both the ordinary and the power-
ful Nazis of a few short years ago are not only
whitewashing themselves, they have retained,
thinly disguised, their posts of influence.
De-Nazification is shown to be a meaningless
fagade in this part of Germany. Now their chant
has changed to a deceptive and hollow cry for
U.S.-style “Freedom and Democracy.”

Brecht offers no call to the German people
that may be compared to Shelley’s “Men of
England” verses. His insight into the merely
cosmetic changes in the Western Allies’ part
of Germany was remarkable in 1947 and its
truth was borne out in the years that followed.
It has lost absolutely none of its validity over
70 years later, as Germany is involved in wars
once again, and the fascist Alternative fiir
Deutschland (AfD) is gaining in influence and
power at a fast and frightening pace.

Finally, a further famous echo of The Mask
of Anarchy is Thomas Kinsella’s 4 Butcher's
Dozen. Kinsella’s poem, again in four-beat line
ballad form, is about another British massacre,
in this sense closer to the events of Peterloo.
In the city of Derry in Northern Ireland, on
Bloody Sunday, January 30, 1972, 13 people
died as Britain’s soldiers shot randomly
unarmed civilians on a civil rights demonstra-
tion; one person died later of his injuries.

Like Shelley, Kinsella uses an “I” who
revisits the scene of murder:

I went with Anger at my heel

Through Bogside of the bitter zeal

— Jesus pity! — on a day

Of cold and drizzle and decay.

A month had passed. Yet there remained

A murder smell that stung and stained.

Instead of encountering the perpetrators,
this speaker comes across the victims, who
speak. These victims expose their attackers,
who, as in Shelley’s poem, represent the British
repressive state:

A harsher stirred, and spoke in scorn:
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“The shame is theirs, in word and deed,

Who prate of justice, practice greed,

And act in ignorant fury — then,

Officers and gentlemen,

Send to their Courts for the Most High

To tell us did we really die!

Does it need recourse to law

To tell ten thousand what they saw?

Law that lets them, caught red-handed,

Halt the game and leave it stranded,

Summon up a sworn inquiry

And dump their conscience in the diary.

During which hiatus, should

Their legal basis vanish, good,

The thing is rapidly arranged:

Where’s the law that can’t be changed?

The news is out. The troops were kind.

Impartial justice has to find

We’d be alive and well today

If we had let them have their way ...

Another ghost stood forth, and wet

Dead lips that had not spoken yet:

“My curse on the cunning and the bland,

On gentlemen who loot a land

They do not care to understand;

Who keep the natives on their paws

With ready lash and rotten laws;

Then if the beasts erupt in rage

Give them a slightly larger cage

And, in scorn and fear combined,

Turn them against their own kind.

Like Shelley, Kinsella offers a solution,
albeit a different one — British withdrawal from
Ireland:

If England would but clear the air

And brood at home on her disgrace ...

This is not an appeal to rise “like lions”
against the oppressor. Rather, the speaker in
this poem hopes that some kind of peace and
reconciliation among those living in Ireland
after British withdrawal might be achieved.

The Mask of Anarchy was not published
until 1832, not during Shelley’s lifetime.
Shelley drowned at the age of 29, in 1822,
when his sailing boat was surprised by a storm.
Leigh Hunt, editor of the radical newspaper
The Examiner, to whom Shelley had sent the
manuscript for publication in September 1819,
justly feared persecution by the state. He rec-
ognised the poem’s inflammatory nature that
it has kept to this day. Since its publication,
lines from The Mask of Anarchy continue to
accompany and inspire people on their road to
freedom.

*Castlereagh had come from Ireland, where
he was notorious for his bloody suppression of
the United Irishmen. .

Jenny Farrell is the author of Revolutionary ? i

Romanticism: Examining the Odes of John S
Keats, Nuascéalta, 2017. Percy Bysshe Shelley: 1792 - 1822.
Socialist Voice &

Leave the rubble in their masses
Join the column as it passes
Squeaking “Freedom!”as they flee
“Freedom and Democracy!”
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Italy’s anti-immigrant interior minister
Matteo Salvini has effectively forced Prime
Minister Giuseppe Conte to resign from
office in a scheme aimed at elevating his
extremist right-wing Northern League
party to power and installing himself in the
premier’s office.

Conte, a political independent who has
headed a coalition between Salvini’s League
and the anti-establishment Five Star Movement
since June 2018, resigned last week. In an
hour-long speech in the Italian Senate, with
Salvini sitting next to him, Conte berated the
League leader for undermining the government
from within.

Salvini has been pushing for new elec-
tions for weeks, convinced that the League
can capitalise on public anger with European
Union fiscal policies and deploy an anti-immi-
grant platform as a wedge to secure votes. He
has said the coalition is no longer functional
and claims only a new vote can break the
logjam.

It is now up to Italy’s President Sergio
Mattarella to decide whether new elections
should be called three and a half years early
or a different constellation of parties in par-
liament can be cobbled together to govern.
Though Salvini initially looked set to get his
wish, the centre-left opposition Democratic
Party announced Wednesday night that it was
in talks with Five Star to replace the Conte
government with one that would block Salvini
and the League.

The possibility shocked political watch-
ers in Italy because it was precisely the fail-
ure of the Democrats and Five Star to reach
agreement after the March 2018 elections that
allowed the League to consolidate its posi-
tion as a Five Star governing partner. The pos-
sibility that new elections could hand power
to Salvini and an extreme right government
appears to have pushed the old rivals to revisit
cooperation with one another.

Showdown over
migrant ship

The immediate point of contention between
Salvini’s League on one side and Conte and
Five Star leader Luigi Di Maio on the other
was over how to deal with a migrant ship
stranded off the Italian coast. It was floating in
Italian territorial waters for 19 days with over a
hundred people aboard. Conditions on the boat
were getting desperate, and at least 15 people
were seen jumping overboard in an attempt to
swim ashore.

Oscar Camps, the founder of the Open
Arms migrant justice NGO which owns the
ship, stated, “[We’re] confined in an iron box
for 18 days, rationed water, rationed food ... the
situation begins to resemble that of a Libyan
detention centre but in Italian waters.”

A court ordered the government to allow
the ship to dock. Conte pushed his interior min-
ister to follow the court’s decision, but Salvini
refused. He closed all Italian ports to the ship,
saying, “I’m not afraid; I'm proud to defend
the borders and security of my country.” A
Sicilian prosecutor intervened, ordering the
ship’s seizure on and evacuating its passengers,
thus ending the standoff.

ltalian Prime Minister Giuseppe Conte, next to ltalian Deputy Prime Minister Matteo Salvini.

The fight over the migrant ship followed
a split between the League and Five Star ear-
lier this month over the building of a high-
speed train between Turin, Italy, and Lyon,
France. The League favours it, but with Italy
under pressure to pass a budget and present
it to European officials in the fall, Five Star
remained reluctant about the cost.

EU fiscal squeeze
fuels the right

The battles over the stranded ship and
the rail line are episodes in a much bigger
crisis gripping Italian society. The European
Commission, which is following a hardline
policy laid out by Germany and the big banks
of Europe, is threatening Italy with disciplinary
measures if it doesn’t cut public spending and
start slashing government debt.

Along with countries like Greece, Portugal,
and Spain, Italy was one of those hardest hit
when the financial crisis exploded a decade
ago. In its aftermath, one round of austerity
after another was visited upon Italian workers,
who saw public services cut, wages freeze, and
jobs vanish.

Though the last decade has been particu-
larly difficult, economist Servaas Storm argues
that Italy has been subjected to a harsh model
of neoliberal capitalism for at least 30 years —
ever since joining the Eurozone with the sign-
ing of the Maastricht Treaty of 1992. Citing
what he calls “Italy’s permanent crisis,” Storm
says that unions were blamed for inflation and
targeted in the 1990s. Protections for workers
were significantly weakened through the 2000s
and industry was deregulated. Together, such
policies raised the profit share going to Italian
companies and saw wage growth stall.

The policy eventually backfired for Italian

capital, however. Aggregate demand dropped
as workers’ pay froze or slipped downward,
thus weakening the Italian economy overall
relative to other major European manufac-
turing powers like Germany and France. By
the time the financial crisis broke in 2008-09,
Italy’s fiscal situation was already significantly
weakened. With the state stripped of resources
and money having flowed to capital for years,
what started as a crisis in the big banks quickly
engulfed the whole economy.

The European Union’s response to the
crisis in Italy — the enforcement of major
public spending cuts, pension reform, and the
elimination of public sector jobs — only made
things worse. As in other countries, such poli-
cies are fuelling public anger toward the EU
and providing openings for far-right lead-
ers like Salvini. He rails against the EU and
blames immigration for the troubles Italian
workers face. In Trump-like manner, he says
only an “Italians First” movement can turn
things around.

An alternative?

Even if the Democratic Party and Five Star
do manage to form a coalition to block Salvini
and the far-right, their resulting government
will not be a progressive one necessarily. In
the recent period, the populist promises of Five
Star and the League led to some increases of
public spending, but the EU has signalled it
will not allow that trend to continue.

Whoever ends up in power, they will
face massive pressure from the European
Commission to cut tens of billions of euros
from the 2020 budget, raise taxes on the pop-
ulation, or both. Although the Democrats
and Five Star may initially prevent Salvini
from becoming prime minister, continuing to
follow the EU-mandated fiscal model will only

escalate support for his party and other right-
wing forces.

Former Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi,
emerging from a ban on holding public office
after a tax fraud conviction, is also angling to
again be premier. The conservative billionaire,
who controls most Italian media outlets, is
marketing himself to big business interests as
the best guarantee against abandoning the euro
or EU fiscal policy.

Without a serious break from austerity and
the formation of an alternative policy that ben-
efits workers while also fighting racism and
xenophobia, the anti-immigrant populist right
will continue to grow across Europe. The ideo-
logically incoherent Five Star Movement will
certainly not produce such a proposal.

The centre-left Democratic Party, which
traces its roots to the old Italian Communist
Party (PCI), has been riven by internal fac-
tional wars for years and is unlikely to produce
a credible anti-austerity alternative that can win
public support. The party remains the major
opposition force by default, the only social
democratic option in a political scene domi-
nated by right-wing parties of one variety or
another.

As for the forces to the left of the
Democrats, they too are divided and losing
support. The two main successors of the PCI
— the Communist Refoundation Party and the
(modern) Italian Communist Party — partici-
pated in last year’s elections on a joint list with
other anti-capitalist parties, but only garnered
1.1 percent of the vote and won no seats in
parliament.

Should the Democrats and Five Star be
able to form a coalition government, they will
have blocked Salvini and the extreme right —
but only for now.

People’s World &

Without a serious break from austerity and the formation
of an alternative policy that benefits workers while also
fighting racism and xenophobia, the anti-immigrant
populist right will continue to grow across Europe.
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lan Goodrum

For no particular reason, I’ve
been thinking of Claude Rains in
Casablanca lately. You remember
him — the Moroccan police cap-
tain who is “shocked, shocked”
to find gambling in Humphrey
Bogart’s establishment during a
raid, only to be handed his win-
nings without missing a beat.

You might wonder at the rele-
vance of that famous movie moment.
I’1l explain.

Amid ongoing violence and tur-
moil in Hong Kong, Chinese media
outlets have brought up a few rel-
evant facts: That “pro-democracy”
opposition heads had met with pol-
iticians in the United States, pro-
test leaders had been in contact
with State Department officials, and
major figures like Hillary Clinton
and Nancy Pelosi have issued state-
ments supporting the demonstrators.
With all this in mind, it’s been sug-
gested the US has been inflaming
tensions in the city and encourag-
ing escalation in an already heated
environment.

To wit, the Claude Rains
moment: Members of the diplomatic
corps were “shocked, shocked” by
this news. Why, it’s unthinkable that
the US, that bastion of democracy
and freedom, would ever attempt
to interfere in the affairs of another
country! China was called a “thug-
gish regime” for even bringing this
up — naturally, the “free press” was
all crickets when it came time to do
their purported jobs and speak a little
truth to power.

Safe to say none of these faux-
outraged government functionar-
ies or their lapdogs in the media
bothered to ask a Libyan what they
thought of the idea. The NATO
intervention there in 2014 turned
the African country with the highest
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Hong Kong's flag flying next to the CPC flag.

standard of living into a disaster
zone, complete with open-air slave
markets.

They wouldn’t have asked an
Iraqi, either. I’'m sure the families of
the million-plus people killed by the
US military since 2003 would have a
few things to say about their invad-
ers’ good intentions.

Or a Haitian. Or a Syrian. Or a
Venezuelan. Or a Honduran. Or an
Iranian. The list goes on.

The truth is US “diplomacy” has
never been that innocent, and every-
one knows it. State Department per-
sonnel — in league with military and
intelligence agencies — have spear-
headed countless interventions since
the turn of the 20th century, destroy-
ing countries or political formations
they saw as counter to US interests.
After the Russian Revolution of
1917 and especially after the Cold
War began, this meant subverting

communists or socialists and materi-
ally supporting anti-communists and
fascists.

Among the best-known exam-
ples of this skulduggery are the hun-
dreds of assassination attempts on
Cuban revolutionary leader Fidel
Castro — none successful; he died at
90, probably laughing at the US as
he went — and the overthrow of dem-
ocratically-elected Chilean Marxist
Salvador Allende. The US loved
democracy so much in the latter case
they replaced Allende with a military
dictator. These and many other inter-
ventions were overseen by the same
sort of “diplomats” who now act
offended at the notion they may be
doing something untoward in Hong
Kong.

But things are a little differ-
ent now. These clandestine activi-
ties used to be the sole purview of
the Central Intelligence Agency, and
when word got out the US’ defini-
tion of “liberty” really meant “not
being communists,” quite a few
people were furious. So, in a long
process which began in the 1970s,
the CIA delegated its regime change
responsibilities to a host of organisa-
tions, each given a degree of separa-
tion with some legalese and clever
accounting.

Though the Agency remains a
potent force for subversion — and
you would have to be truly naive to
think their cloak-and-dagger era is
over — the interventional landscape
has been somewhat diversified, with
a host of non-governmental organisa-
tions taking the place of traditional
spies. The National Endowment for
Democracy, the largest among them,
has of course given a great deal of
money to “pro-independence” forces
in Hong Kong. Nothing to worry
about, I’m sure.

Allan Weinstein, an early leader
of one such think tank, admitted it
outright when he said, “A lot of what
we do today was done covertly 25
years ago by the CIA.” While this
makes US influence operations easier
to track, it also gives them a veneer
of respectability among the general
public. It’s a bigger deal when a gov-
ernment agency is funding rebellious
elements in another country; much

less so if it’s some “non-governmen-
tal” cut out with a bit of plausible
deniability.

When news of CIA activity
broke in the past, it was big news.
That was bad for optics. Somewhere
along the way, powerful govern-
ment figures and capitalists real-
ized by doing all their influencing
in the open — and with a media that
had long since stopped pretending
to question motives — the scandal
brought by secrecy would go away.
This has worked wonders on a brow-
beaten population fed a steady diet
of propaganda. It turns out if you’re
told every other country on earth is
inferior to yours, you’ll start think-
ing intervention is great for every-
body else.

Some people normally scepti-
cal of official US narratives look
back on this sordid history and con-
clude it’s a thing of the past, the stuff
of ancients. But what’s changed
between then and now? Why would
any empire stop consolidating its
influence if it had the ability to con-
tinue? In fact, the US’ capacity for
interference has only grown more
sophisticated since the end of the
Soviet Union. With that country’s
dissolution in 1991, the world lost a
counterweight against imperialism —
and logic dictates things would get
worse rather than better in an era of
unilateral hegemony.

So the question remains: Why
would the US’ well-established,
well-funded campaigns of subver-
sion suddenly cease? Well, they
wouldn’t, of course. There’s an
equally bizarre notion from other-
wise right-thinking people that inter-
vention stops at certain countries’
borders. This is patently ridiculous.
If it can happen in Venezuela, Iran,
Libya, Cuba, or Syria, it can happen
in Hong Kong — a geographically
small Chinese territory with long-
standing ties to the West. It is, in
fact, perfectly positioned as a pres-
sure point for the rest of China.

And it’s not just a ques-
tion of economic or political sys-
tems anymore. The US doesn’t
trust anyone, even its own impe-
rial allies; recall that the National
Security Administration had German

Chancellor Angela Merkel’s phone
tapped for years. There’s no telling
how they’re keeping tabs on other
NATO members. Because the US
has the largest economy and military
many times over, however, lead-
ers who might otherwise speak out
against this treatment stay silent. Yet
the idea of US benevolence still has
a hold on the world’s imagination.
I encourage anyone on the fence to
think about it this way: If this is how
the US treats its friends, imagine
what it tries to do to its enemies.

And make no mistake, the US
considers China an enemy. It says
so in official statements and policy
briefings, and academics and jour-
nalists uncritically launder these
claims for a mass audience on their
enormous platforms. No matter how
many times China says it wants
peace and to handle its own affairs,
the myth of the “China Threat” per-
sists — stoked by US “diplomats” and
their lackeys in the press.

These inflammatory statements
serve a twofold purpose. On a per-
sonal level, they attract attention to
the authors’ work and better position
them for career advancement. More
broadly, they further US interests
and provide cover for narratives that
wouldn’t get consideration by the
public if they came straight from the
military-intelligence apparatus. It’s
a win-win for everyone — except the
US’ victims.

None of this is to say that things
in Hong Kong are perfect, or that
everyone in the city was happy as
a clam before the State Department
and NED came along. Severe ine-
quality plagues the city and must
be addressed for the government to
enjoy continued support from the
people. But bad actors take advan-
tage of existing negative sentiments
and amplify them, turning issues that
could be handled peacefully into pro-
found existential crises.

This playbook has worked for
decades now, undermining countless
sovereign governments whose exist-
ence ran counter to the interests of
the United States; it’s the height of
foolishness to think it can’t happen
here.

China Daily &
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Colonialism is death

On the recent white supremacist attack in
the USA, the rise of the far right, nation-
alist terror, and the Great Replacement
Theory.

It is a glaring and sad irony obviously lost
on these nationalist extremists that in the white
European colonisation of the Americas it was
the Indigenous Indians who were dispossessed
and displaced. This population replacement
was achieved by carrying out callous mass kill-
ings, the introduction of diseases like smallpox
(sometimes deliberate), and genocide of mil-
lions of native peoples on the two continents.

Similarly, in Australia, the European occu-
pation resulted in the deaths of hundreds of
thousands of Aboriginal people through mas-
sacres and the communication of fatal diseases.

The situation was also the same in New
Zealand with the colonial invasion, conflict,
and carnage causing thousands of deaths. In all
these circumstances the populations of native
peoples was drastically reduced to being a
small controllable minority in their own lands.

There were other examples of this in Asia,
Africa, the Pacific islands, and other places as
well, where the European invasion and occu-
pation led to many of the native peoples being
almost wiped out, driven out or being over-
whelmed by a flood of white settlers (or a com-
bination of these). The purpose of these brutal
actions by the European settlers was to sup-
plant the original inhabitants.

As in the cases of the USA, Australia,
Canada, New Zealand, Palestine, among others
the indigenous peoples became a minority by
a methodical policy of ethnic cleansing and a
large influx of European settlers. These are the
actual, intentional historic occurrences of the
genuine great replacements. An unacknowl-
edged truth the white nationalists conveniently
forget.

“The west won the world, not by the
superiority of its ideas or values or religion,
but rather by its superiority in applying
organised violence. Westerners often forget
his fact, non-Westerners never do.”
Samuel P Huntington
Steven Katsineris
Vic

The US and “ideas theft”

It is ironic that the US administration keeps
“pounding the porky” of Chinese “theft”
of American know-how as the reason for
its punitive tariffs and trade war with the
Peoples Republic.

Ironic because historically the US has been
the prime offender in global copyright and
patent theft for the past 200 years — one of the
pillars of its economic growth.

Ironic because another pillar of its eco-
nomic growth — the construction of the trans-
continental railroad in the 19th century — could
not have been achieved without ruthlessly
exploited Chinese “coolie” labour.

Ironic because, despite all of Trump’s his-
trionic distractions, the US remains the biggest
global hacker and collector of international
data, made possible by the complicity of track-
ing stations like Pine Gap.

Made possible also, by the “set up” monop-
oly of American-based computer systems like
Apple and Microsoft in the global IT network
... hence the threat of Huawei and the arrest of
Meng Wanzhou.

The Empire is threatened and bares its
teeth. Time for us to push the global bully
back.

Bob Treasure

Guardian

Willing killers

Over the last 20 months we have heard and
seen the media of the West pouring buck-
ets on Russia and many Middle Eastern
Countries. Those excluded from this bar-
rage were Israel, Saudi Arabia, and others
in league with the Coalition of the Willing
i.e. the USA, Britain, and Australia who
went to war against Iraqi on lies which has
left the Middle East in a state of war for the
last 20 years.

The media have attacked Syria for their
handling of civil war and the action taken
against the “rebels” and ISIS — both the groups
were armed and supported by the Coalition of
the Willing.

Most of this year’s media has covered Asia
and the build-up of China within the South-
China Sea and the Pacific. Then the North
Koreans not bending their knee to imperialism
of the West, whilst Asian countries have for-
given Japan for the atrocities committed in the
1930-40s they have not forgotten.

So with Japan starting to rearm with the
backing of the US, Britain, and Australia, Asia
is taking the only option left open to them.

AH

Cult

by
Rob Gow

Want to hear a truly disturbing statistic?
Try this one: More than 20 percent of the
world’s known plant species are threatened
with extinction. That’s one in five.

Over the last couple of hundred years we
have seen an enormous number of species of
animals become extinct. For a while, humans
were largely unconcerned by these depreda-
tions. The disappearance forever of a species
like America’s passenger pigeon or Australia’s
thylacine was no more than poignant. Sad, but
not overly important. It did not affect the rest
of us significantly.

Today, one hopes, we know better. And yet
the extinctions continue. Last week, I watched
a television documentary that dealt with the
last three southern white rhinos in Africa:
one elderly male and two females. Poaching
has wiped out the once-numerous population
to satisfy a profitable demand for rhino horn
thanks to a ludicrous belief among gullible and/
or superstitious people that it has impotence-
curing qualities! (It’s actually made of the same
stuff as hair and fingernails. How gullible can
you get?)

But what capitalists like to call “the
Market” say is that there is money to be made
satisfying the demand for “medicinal” rhino
horn. Thus, self-styled entrepreneurs have
paid poverty-stricken Africans to shoot rhinos
to harvest their horns. Now, the last three are
under armed guard 24 hours a day. But unless
the two surviving females can be impregnated
with aging frozen sperm that may or may not
still be fertile, the northern white rhino will
have disappeared. And the “entrepreneurs”
responsible will simply move on to some other
money-making scheme.

Meanwhile, the northern white rhino will
have become just a memory. A memory like
the passenger pigeon, once so numerous that
its flocks “darkened the sun” in North America.
It was shot out of existence by hunters who
thought carelessly that lots of birds now meant
lots of birds forever, if they cared about the
future at all, that is. The thylacine was exter-
minated by graziers who saw it only as a pest
that preyed on their sheep, not as an extraordi-
narily rare marsupial predator that had a valu-
able role to play in Tasmania’s general ecology.
The same attitude is displayed today by tour-
ism types and any politicians they can get into
their net who’ll listen to them bleat about the
dreadful damage shark attacks do to the tour-
ism “industry.” They respond to shark attacks

Capitalism:
the vandal of the environment

Wollomi Pine was found to still be alive — though rare — in the NSW Blue Mountains.

not with plans to try to educate people against
swimming or paddling a surfboard in isolated
locations especially early in the morning or at
dusk when sharks are more likely to be looking
for a feed. Instead they respond with a military-
style “show of strength” designed to reassure
potential tourists that everything is under con-
trol. To prove their point, they initiate the mass
killing of sharks.

And they brush aside as irrelevant the
warnings from ecologists that killing off the
top marine predators (i.e. sharks) seriously
damages the marine environment, including —
crucially — fish stocks.

Today, more and more people understand
that there are more important things than greed
and self-interest. But, as the likely fate of the
northern white rhino shows, the inter-connect-
edness of humans and the environment cannot
be overestimated. Whether from poaching,
selfish greed or just plain ignorance, humans
have had — and are still having — a devastating
effect on the natural world.

That natural world has been around for
millions of years, during which time it has
undergone far reaching changes; in other
words, it has evolved. That evolution can have
positive and negative effects. If we don’t stop

producing climate-changing greenhouse gases,
we may soon have the melancholy task of writ-
ing a record of the demise of the human race to
be included in a time capsule for some future
archaeologists to recover and (hopefully) deci-
pher in time to prevent themselves from fol-
lowing us into oblivion, like the northern white
rhino.

But the statistic I began with is the really
scary one: people are — slowly— becoming
aware of the threat to the world’s wildlife. But
plants? Can they really become extinct? Well
yes, of course they can.

Remember the excitement a few years
ago when the Wollomi Pine, thought to have
become extinct during the last Ice Age, was
found to still be alive — though rare — in the
NSW Blue Mountains.

That was a sort of extinction story in
reverse. But all too often these days the story is
of the loss of living things — animals or plants.
Habitats are being wantonly destroyed in the
pursuit of profit — or sometimes just through
careless ignorance. But mostly in pursuit of
profit.

A property developer who buys arable
farmland and turns it over to producing palm
oil instead of food is a latter-day vandal.

Capitalism, which allows investors in property
to determine what the properties they “own”
will be used for, is selling our society short.

Land, which is a fundamental asset, should
belong to society as a whole. Its use should be
determined by society, in the light of people’s
needs, not for the wretched purpose of making
some private developer rich.

The wilful destruction of farmland, in pur-
suit of profit, should be seen as what it is: a
crime against humanity. In the class war, it
is certainly a war crime, for it is the working
people whose lives are ultimately most seri-
ously diminished by the loss of habitat, species,
and diversity consequent upon such selfish
greed.

In WW2, the wholesale destruction of the
people’s property in the Soviet Union by the
Nazis was rightly classified as a war crime by
the Soviet authorities, to the obvious bewil-
derment of the accused Nazis in the dock at
Nuremburg, to whom the Soviet people were
subhuman scum and the concept of “the peo-
ple’s property” was also meaningless.

But surely defending your home and
defending the environment are part and parcel
of one and the same struggle? &
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American Factory
offers hope, dismay and

Eric A Gordon

On August 21, Netflix, a global network
reaching 190 countries, and a select group
of big-screen North American theatres will
release American Factory, a documentary
examining the confluence of Chinese and
American business and labour models
focusing on a re-tooled GM plant in
Dayton, Ohio, that is now Fuyao Glass
America. I won’t wait to the end of this
review to state that this is must viewing for
anyone interested in the future of American
labour and the nature of Chinese industry
and its labour force. Understanding the
forces at work as revealed in this film will
help to confront the challenge of automa-
tion that is already fully upon us.

There is a new class of Chinese industrial-
ists and billionaires who have been allowed to
amass fantastic personal wealth if they do their
share in continuing to lift the national econ-
omy. China’s output is now second only to
the United States, and much greater in certain
sectors. It is predicted to become number one
very shortly. This is by any measure the single
largest social transformation in the history of
humanity, and like it or not, it is the guidance
of the Chinese Communist Party since 1949
that has created this miracle of long-term plan-
ning and hard work.

Has there been a price for this extraor-
dinary economic and social phenomenon?
Definitely. Has it been worth it? That’s purely
a rhetorical question by now: people all over
the world want to rise up out of crushing pov-
erty and enjoy the good things of life. The only
pragmatic question to ask is, “How to do it”?

With lyrical elegance of means, the 110-
minute American Factory shows both the
strengths and the weaknesses of American
and Chinese models, without overt judgment.
The imperious Chairman Cao of Fuyao Glass,
which has dozens of factories in China and
abroad, has bought up a post-industrial hulk
of an auto factory in distressed Ohio, invested
close to $500 million to remodel it for man-
ufacturing glass for the auto industry, and
providing jobs to a workforce that has been
unemployed since GM shut down. Fuyao also
secured millions of dollars in tax incentives
from the state, city, and county to get the fac-
tory up and running. Now the pay is less than
half of what some of these folks earned before,
but they have some of their pride and dignity
back.

Initial hopefulness and optimism start fray-
ing at the edges, however, when they begin to
understand the demands that will be made of
them by their new high-tech bosses. Industrial
accidents are more frequent now, environmen-
tal and OSHA (Occupational Safety and Health
Administration) protections go unheeded,

building codes are ignored, and workers
are let go for speaking out on the need for a
union. “Safe doesn’t pay the bills,” a company
spokesman says. The Chairman hires a union
avoidance consulting firm to ensure that when
the eventual vote takes place over reinstating
the United Auto Workers (UAW) as the bar-
gaining unit, it will go the company’s way.

Directors Steven Bognar and Julia Reichert
showed this non-fiction feature at the 2019
Sundance Film Festival, and Netflix acquired
it. The film garnered the Directing Award for
US Documentary and immediately looked like
a top contender for a 2020 Oscar.

In their post-presidential lives, Barack and
Michelle Obama have launched Higher Ground
Productions, partnering with Netflix, “to har-
ness the power of storytelling,” in the former
president’s words. This title is the first Higher
Ground release to premiere on Netflix.

Fuyao employs over a thousand workers in
Dayton, about one from China for every four
or five Americans. The filmmakers had almost
unlimited access from the beginning of the fac-
tory rebuilding to the time after the UAW vote
takes place, a period of three years. We get to
meet a number of members on the Chinese
team as well as the Americans who are strug-
gling to understand the new labour ethos the
Chinese are promoting.

Some of the footage the film crew cap-
tured, of the Chinese managers lecturing their
Chinese employees, for example, is damningly
revealing of attitudes of Chinese superiority,
as well as flouting American labour law. The
Chinese resent their inability to force work-
ers to work overtime, as they can easily do

at home. The Americans respond, “You can’t
spell Fuyao without FU.”

We get to travel to China for a Fuyao com-
pany New Year banquet and show, where we
see the amazing personal sacrifice, discipline,
and regimentation that characterise Chinese
culture and which are so alien to the American
sensibility. The Ohio workers invited to the
festivities are all hefty dudes, contrasting vis-
ibly, at least in part, with the Chinese industrial
slogan of the day, “intelligence and lean.” The
implication is clear that it is only by harness-
ing China’s vast labour energy toward a single-
minded purpose, and by the introduction where
possible of robotics to save time and labour
and eliminate human error, that the most popu-
lous nation on Earth has leapt to the forefront
of the world stage.

Chairman Cao’s brother-in-law is both
head of the Fuyao workers’ union and of the
Communist Party. The company has ample
government backing. There is no “anarchy of
private production” here. The banquet would
not be complete without the simultaneous on-
stage wedding of six young Fujao couples, and
a propaganda number performed by adorable
little Fuyao children dressed in yellow as hard-
working chickens.

If that strategy was necessary for China,
can it, and should it be applied to America’s
workforce? Has the direction of investment
now reversed itself, with more significant
Chinese share in the American economy than
American in the Chinese? Time will tell, but
the film seems to point to what popular wisdom
understands: That the US is a spent power now,
flailing wildly to retain its position (mostly
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by military might), while China is poised to
assume world leadership with its steady, long-
range “soft-power” vision of success and har-
mony under its tutelage.

American Factory is a visually stunning
film, with balletic camera work starting with
streams of oaken-hued sand that will be trans-
formed into flawless transparent windshields.
If we see workers on the job, we often hear
not the intensely loud noise of the factory but
their quiet off-camera interview voices intimat-
ing their interior thoughts. The documentary
also features a truly wondrous score by Chad
Cannon.

This is in no way a company promotional
puff-piece. It’s fair-minded, with nuanced posi-
tive and negative aspects brought out on both
the Chinese and the American sides. It would
be folly not to pay attention to the modalities
of work the Chinese are now trying to impose
on industrial manufacturing around the world,
including in America.

US-owned companies have their own
forms of dehumanising standardisation and
regimentation, of course, with or without
unions — ask the folks at Walmart and Amazon.
Competitive practice in the future may involve
a melding of industrial styles that will likely
not satisfy most workers.

Unless they somehow get it together to re-
imagine an economy and a labour force, sepa-
rated from and opposed to capitalist modes of
production, that could be built under socialism.

But wait a minute ... Isn’t China supposed
to be building socialism? There is much to
ponder in this film.
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Time to sef Lula free

New revelations by investigative journalism reveal the bias and
corruption at the heart of the framing of left-wing former president

Lula, writes Mariana T Noviello.

August 20 marked 500 days that
the former Brazilian President
Lula has been in jail. And it
becomes increasingly clear that
his trial was not only unfair, but
that he is a political prisoner.

On June 9 this year, the inves-
tigative site The Intercept/The
Intercept Brasil, in partnership with
some prominent Brazilian media
outlets, launched a series of arti-
cles based on an enormous amount
of information about Operation
Car Wash (Lavo Jato) — the long-
running investigation that uncov-
ered a corruption scheme involving
the Brazilian state oil company,
Petrobras.

Much of the information The
Intercept received is still being ana-
lysed, but what has been released has
already provided evidence of what
many have been saying for a long
time: Operation Car Wash was biased
and politically motivated. To those
acquainted with the Brazilian politi-
cal landscape and able to access the
sentence issued by Sergio Moro and/
or read some of the analyses (avail-
able in Portuguese and English) of
hundreds of legal experts, academics
and practitioners, this is no surprise.

Some of the practices employed
to charge, convict and imprison
former President Lula raised eye-
brows, when they were not blatantly
illegal under Brazilian law.

Furthermore, Moro’s sentence
was criticised for not being able to
associate any action carried out by
president Lula to the Petrobras con-
tracts cited by public prosecutors.

It was also unable to prove that
the former president was the owner
or possessor of the flat “attributed”
(Moro’s words) to him.

The Intercept files seem to show
that Moro, the current Minister of
Justice in Bolsonaro’s government,
did not act as an impartial judge, but
in collusion with one of the parties —
the public prosecutors.

The Intercept’s investigations
seem to show that Moro, among
other things, advised prosecutors on
how to act, when to provide further
information about the case, indi-
cated witnesses for interrogation,
discussed which documents to bring
to court and concealed information
from the supreme courts.

The public prosecutor in charge
of Operation Car Wash behaved as a
subordinate and seemed to treat the
then judge Moro as the leader of the
investigation, frequently discussing
the case with him and acting on his
advice.

He held conversations with
judges in the higher courts about
Operation Car Wash who might later
be deciding on the appeals of these
cases. He considered taking action to
the detriment of the Workers’ Party
(PT) and Lula.

The 2014 elections were bitterly
fought. Discontent increased when
Dilma Rousseff (PT) won a fourth
consecutive term. The opposition’s
candidate, Aecio Neves, immediately
questioned results.

But the electoral courts subse-
quently found no proof of fraudulent
activities. From that moment, dis-
cussions about Rousseff’s impeach-
ment abounded and an impeachment
process was finally accepted on
December 2, 2015.

Rousseff held the executive, but
the left was heavily beaten in con-
gress. With the exception of the cur-
rent legislature, parliament during
her second term was the second most
conservative in Brazil since the end
of the military rule.

The so-called Bull, Bullet and
Bible (agribusiness, gun and reli-
gious) lobbies increased their influ-
ence significantly and congress was
bombarded with an explosive, dis-
ruptive agenda that left the govern-
ment paralysed.

This, together with an increas-
ingly difficult economic situation,
compounded with the media’s taste
for corruption scandals, further
stoked by the Car Wash investiga-
tions, led to the general dissatisfac-
tion that enabled the impeachment.
However, Rousseff’s removal rested
on fiscal procedures carried out
also by her predecessors, as well as
Michel Temer and Jair Bolsonaro
since the impeachment.

Her replacement, Temer, over-
saw a reversal of social democratic
policies introduced by PT.

A constitutional amendment led
to the freezing of real expenditure
on health, education and other social
policies to 2017 levels for 20 years.

Labour and trade union reforms
brought the loss of workers’ rights,
the loosening of labour market
regulations and the weakening of
unions, while social security reform,
so desired by the markets, is still
awaiting the current parliament’s
approval.

Violence, especially against
black people, women, rural and
indigenous populations and the ero-
sion of and disrespect for the rights
of minorities, rose to unprecedented
levels. Poverty and hunger returned.
The environment suffered.

Former Brazilian President Lula.

The popularity of Temer’s
interim government plunged.

As Lula himself says, it makes
no sense to force an impeachment,
remove PT from power, only to see
its return in the 2018 presidential
election. So Lula had to be stopped.

Lula’s appeal reached the appel-
late courts in record time and six
months before the Brazilian general
elections. He lost. Furthermore, all
three sitting judges issued similar
sentences — something unheard of in
Brazilian law.

When the supreme court denied
Lula a preventive habeas corpus,
the now minister Moro immediately
issued an order for his arrest — even
before the decision had formally
reached his court.

It is important to highlight the
speed of this appeal, Lula’s arrest
(which is controversial), as well as
the unusual behaviour of the appel-
late court.

Back in 2010, the so-called
“Clean Records” (Ficha Limpa) law
passed. It stipulates that candidates
convicted by a “collegiate body”
would not be eligible to run — Lula
was barred from running in the 2018
elections.

However, the continuing eco-
nomic crisis, in conjunction with
other unpopular measures, led to
the collapse of the coup-mongering
centre right. It thus became clear that
the only viable candidates were Lula
and far-right Bolsonaro.

And with Lula helpfully out of
away, Bolsonaro had now a clear
run.

As more information is revealed
about the inner workings of
Operation Car Wash, it becomes ever
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more evident that Lula is a political
prisoner.

Moro gave up his career as a
judge to become Bolsonaro’s minis-
ter. But the current government isn’t
just any old government.

Leaving aside the fact that Moro
incarcerated Lula — the main oppo-
nent of the man who made him min-
ister — Bolsonaro’s government is
nasty and dangerous.

It is destroying Brazil’s social
welfare system, it is formed by cli-
mate change deniers, it has no regard
for human rights. This is a govern-
ment that does not respect the rule
of law, whose actions are con-
stantly challenged in the courts as
unconstitutional.

A government that does not
understand the separation of powers,
that mixes state with religion and,
indeed, sees public office as the pri-
vate privilege of the president and
his family.

It is a government whose aim
seems to be to increase violence and
poverty. But worst of all, for the hyp-
ocrite Moro, this is perhaps the most
blatantly corrupt government that
Brazil has ever seen.

There are indications of
Bolsonaro and his family’s associa-
tion with militias — the very same
militias that allegedly murdered Rio
councillor Marielle Franco.

It is government that practices
nepotism and openly offers cash for
votes in parliament.

Moro, the man who until last
year was seen by many as the “anti-
corruption knight in shining armour,”
is not ashamed of being part of this
government.

Worse still, he does not seem

to see the need to fight the corrup-
tion allegedly attributed to his fellow
ministers — so long as former presi-
dent Lula is put away and everything
Lula stands for is destroyed.

That is why I fight for former
president Lula’s freedom. It is not
just a question of injustice done to
an innocent man, though this is also
important.

For Brazil, the last country to
abolish slavery, which still has some
of the highest inequality rates in the
world, Lula signifies the inconven-
ient rise of a politics from below.

Lula, a man who has always
fought for social justice, whose first
objective in power was to ensure that
all Brazilians could eat three meals
a day.

Lula was put in prison with false
allegations and dubious trials by a
biased judge. Lula was imprisoned
because his opponents felt unable to
beat him and his politics at the ballot
box.

This is what we have always
known and this is what The
Intercept’s revelations now elucidate
to the world.

But no investigative sites, as
much as they expose this informa-
tion, will ever do the work we have
to do ourselves. Lula’s imprisonment
was a political act and only political
action will get him out of jail.

The higher courts in Brazil have
shown again and again that they are
incapable of going against public
opinion. Only our fight will get this
innocent man out of prison.
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