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Youth demand action

Peter Mac

Next Friday, hundreds of thousands of
school students in Australia and around
the world will go on strike from school to
demand immediate, decisive government
action to deal with climate change. In
Australia they will be joined by parents,
grandparents, and many others determined
to get real action started.

A recent poll revealed deep concern about
climate change among Australians under thirty-
four years of age and a widespread public
realisation that the use of coal for energy pro-
duction will have to be phased out because it is
the major contributor to climate change.

Students have good reason to be con-
cerned. Last week UN Commissioner Michelle
Bachelet described climate change as the
world’s greatest threat to human rights, and she
declared: “We are burning our future.” She was
referring to the burning of fossil fuels, but it’s
also true in a literal sense because catastrophic
and frequent bushfires are a by-product of cli-
mate change.

Spring has only just begun in Australia, but
tremendous bushfires have already broken out
in huge drought-parched areas of Queensland
and New South Wales. The fires have been
boosted by unusually strong winds, which are
also a result of climate change. Hundreds of
firefighters have been deployed, but it is often
impossible to control the spread of the fires.

Last week, as many as eighty fires were
burning in Queensland at once, some in areas
where fires have never been recorded at this
time of year, and seven rural local government
areas in NSW were declared natural disaster
zones because of the fires.

Under climate change, fires are much more
liable to break out, whether they are initiated
accidentally, deliberately or by natural phe-
nomena. Early bushfires have become a reg-
ular phenomenon over the last ten years, and
there is now speculation that a bushfire season
beginning in late winter will become the “new
norm” in Australia.

Other factors are contributing to the bush-
fire crisis. Prolonged drought in the east-
ern states has lowered the level of rivers and
dams, and in some NSW towns, the extraction
of water from local reservoirs for firefighting
is now threatening the supply of local drink-
ing water. Fire-fighting authorities and rural
communities will face the agonising choice of
saving homes or saving the towns from having
to be evacuated because of lack of water.

Last year the number of fish that died in
stagnant reaches of the Murray Darling river
system was shocking, but the head of the
CSIRO says this year’s fish kills will dwarf last
year’s, in a “fish Armageddon.” As one grazier
commented, the fish are now facing extinction

because “the river systems are collapsing.”

The long drought is also having a severe
impact on grain harvests. Wheat, barley, and
canola crop yields are down, and last financial
year Australia became a net grain importer.
There is now a real possibility that large arable
parts of the country will eventually become
deserts because of long droughts, frequent
almost year-round bushfires, low river flows
and deforestation.

Political economy and
climate change culprits

Evidence indicates that Aboriginal people
arrived in Australia at least 50,000 years ago.
They learned how to care for the natural envi-
ronment and developed highly sophisticated
land care methods. When British settlers
invaded the land they brought with them
European agriculture, feral pests, and a politi-
cal economy based on private property and the
exploitation of labour. Hundreds of thousands
of aboriginal people died from introduced dis-
eases and genocidal attacks.

But the invaders also arrived at the begin-
ning of the industrial revolution, which has
been overwhelmingly dependent on the use

of coal, gas and oil, all of which constitute a
long-term menace because of their emission
of carbon-bearing greenhouse gases into the
atmosphere.

The local and international use of
Australia’s vast reserves of coal and gas since
1788 has made a significant contribution to
atmospheric carbon, and we, therefore, have a
national obligation to play a substantial part in
the struggle against climate change.

The main culprits in that struggle are big
business corporations that use fossil fuels in
energy production, vehicular transport, and
heavy industries, as well as the representa-
tives of those corporations in our parliament.
Together, they are waging a joint campaign
against the transition to a carbon-free economy.

The extraction of ground and surface water
for coal mining also magnifies water shortages.
The Dendrobium coal mine, located between
the Avon and Cordeaux dams in NSW drains 3
million litres of drinking water a day, and the
huge Adani coal mine in Queensland’s Galilee
Basin will take vast amounts of ground-
water and pollute the region’s aquifers and
watercourses.

Water shortages are also being exacerbated
by agricultural corporations that extract excess

s Australia burns

water from rivers for high-level irrigation con-
sumption crops such as cotton and rice, the cul-
tivation of which is totally inappropriate for
Australia, the driest sub-continent on Earth.

Partners in
a crime against humanity

The state and federal conservative gov-
ernments are keen to be seen doing something
about the effects of climate change. But they’re
unwilling to tackle the problem at its source,
because that would necessitate putting a stop
to profit-taking by a very powerful sector of
capitalism.

The NSW government is transporting
thousands of fish from the drought-stricken
Menindee lakes in northern NSW to parts of
the Lower Darling where the river is still flow-
ing, albeit sluggishly.

Some Murray Cod and Golden Perch are
also being taken for breeding to a special res-
ervoir at Narrandera. In effect, the government
is treating them as an endangered species, and
the relocation is a desperate measure to save
the species which may well become extinct if
left in the rivers.

Continued on page 2
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“Rule of law” for some

If only the Guardian Press Fund had a dollar for every time
the Morrison Coalition government banged on about the “rule
of law”. The “rule of law” is constantly bandied about as the
excuse for the steady flow of union-bashing legislation and end-
less attacks on trade unions for breaching these bad laws. The
Heydon Royal Commission in 2015 was set up by the Coalition to
demonise trade unions in the eyes of workers and the public as
a whole. It was nothing short of a political witch-hunt that also
roped in former Labor leaders Julia Gillard and Bill Shorten.
The hearings were dominated by rather tenuous, to say the least,
claims linking the trade union movement to all manner of crimi-
nal activity which the corporate media blasted on a daily basis
never missing the opportunity for a little embellishment.

The main target of union vilification was the building and
construction union, the CFMEU. This set the scene for two bills
that are currently before Parliament awaiting the outcomes of
two Senate Inquiries. They are the Ensuring Integrity and Proper
Uses of Worker Benefits bills.

The main focus of the anti-union legislation dating back to
the Howard era of the early 2000s has been on such things as:
* attacking trade union rights, including right to withdraw

labour
* slashing past gains
* decentralising the fixation of wages and working conditions
* eroding trade union density and representation
* bankrupting trade unions.

These latest bills represent some more recent trends of
increasing interference in the running of trade unions, and
mandatory penal provisions including jail sentences. They also
overrule democratic rights of union members and the ability of
officials to do their job.

The Ensuring Integrity Bill contains extensive provisions for
the disqualification of union officials from holding office and the
deregistration of a union or branch of a union. It also introduces
a “public interest test” for the amalgamation of (registered) trade
unions. (See Guardian #1875, 03-07-2019, “Affront to democracy™)

The Proper Uses of Worker Benefits Bill is also a complete
misnomer. A number of unions, such as in the construction in-
dustry, where redundancy is a common feature as work is highly
casualised and companies often go belly up have set up worker
benefits funds to protect workers’ entitlements. Participant
employers contribute a weekly amount for each employee to
the fund. The fund’s board has equal numbers of union and
employer representatives and an independent chair. These funds
provide a number of benefits for workers as well as contributing
to redundancy payments to tide workers over until the next job.

The government wants to make the boards “independent” and
put them on the same footing as corporate boards, but account-
able to the Registered Organisations Commission (ROC) under
the Fair Work Laws. This is the body that infamously, and it
seems unjustifiably, raided the Australian Workers Union offices.
Apart from giving the ROC even more powers, the aim is to
hand the finances of these funds over to the banks and insurance
companies. and the private vocational education companies that
rorted tax payers for millions of dollars!

Andrew Wallace, Coalition MP from Queensland, in speaking
enthusiastically in favour of the bill, said, “When it comes to
bodies like banks, credit unions and super funds, we oversee them
with APRA, the Australian Prudential Regulation Authority. We
require them to have independent directors, we require them to
meet strict reporting standards and to keep written policies, and
we require them to act prudently to protect their members’ or
customers’ interests.”

If that was the “rule of law” governing the financial sector
and private vocational education, then union members are hardly
likely to vote for it. The membership benefit funds are doing a
great job without any external interference. Unions do not need
government interference in their affairs. Does the government
also call wage theft, non-payment of workers’ entitlements, and
occupational health and safety breaches by employers, the “rule
of law?”
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Toxic safety culture
puiting workers

at risk

South Australian construction workers are being put
at risk due to a toxic safety culture and a regulator
that fails to seriously investigate safety breaches and
“literally phones it in” rather than inspect unsafe
sites, warns the CFMEU national Construction
Division.

“It is only a matter of time before there is another
avoidable fatality at a construction site in SA,” said
CFMEU National Construction assistant secretary,
Andrew Sutherland.

On Wednesday September 4, a worker was injured
at the Palumbo site in the city. The union attended the
same site two weeks ago and identified numerous safety
breaches requiring immediate action, but nothing was
done.

“We see the same thing playing out time after time in
South Australia,” said Sutherland. “There is a toxic atti-
tude to safety held by too many South Australian build-
ers who know that the regulator is unlikely to properly
investigate safety breaches, let alone take action against
them.”

The union has raised repeated concerns with
SafeWork SA over the regulator’s practice of ‘investigat-
ing’ safety breaches raised by union officials and workers
by phoning the builder and asking if there is a problem.

CFMEU officials have been left stunned in meetings
where builders have spoken on the phone to SafeWork
SA and the regulator has told them that they do not need
to investigate based solely on the builder’s assurances
that there are no problems on the site.

“It is outrageous that dodgy builders get to ‘phone a
friend’ in the regulator and avoid acting to protect worker
safety. This is exactly the type of behaviour and culture
that last year’s ICAC SA investigation into SafeWork
warned ‘could lead to catastrophic consequences for

workers’. It is appalling that the regulator continues to
flout ICAC’s findings.”

The union has highlighted SafeWork SA’s lamentable
prosecution record and the ongoing failure to implement
the recommendations of the ICAC investigation into the
organisation as evidence that safety is not taken seriously
in the SA construction industry.

SafeWork SA has run four successful prosecutions
in 2019. They had a total of five in 2018 and 11 in 2017,
contrasted to Victoria where the regulator has conducted
110 prosecutions in 2019 alone.

The union is now in the position of taking legal
action against builders where the regulator has failed to
act. The recent court action the CFMEU launched against
Kyren Group over the refusal to allow safety inspections
on one of Adelaide’s biggest construction sites is a case
in point.

Union officials saw workers on the Adelaidean site
installing window facades without harnesses, and leaning
over the edge of the building while trying to manoeuvre
glass panes. When union officials attempted to inspect
the site they were refused entry and abused by a site man-
ager who tore up their right of entry permits.

“These attitudes are all too common on SA build-
ing sites,” stated Sutherland. “Some union officials are
now wearing recording devices such as GoPros when
they go on worksites to document the bad behaviour
of confrontational builders who do not understand that
they are required to allow lawful entry to conduct safety
inspections.

“South Australian construction workers deserve to
have their health and safety taken seriously. They need
a regulator that will act against the cowboy operators in
South Australia who treat safety as a joke.” &
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be inundated. We also face the loss
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A British court says Australian journalist Julian Assange
should remain in prison because if released he would probably
leave Britain. He’s just served a sentence for having jumped
bail previously, but he’s now facing extradition to the US on a
phony charge of having hacked into US secret communications.
Assange’s struggle is also ours. If he’s sentenced in the US,
journalists everywhere will be under the constant threat of
prosecution if they reveal information which the public should
know but which the government wants to keep secret. We intend
to reveal important information that’s in the public interest
whenever we can. But we need your help, so please send in a
Press Fund contribution for the next issue if you possibly can.
Many thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:

Dr G Dittura $5, H North $250, “Round Figure” $15,
“Sparky” $10

This week’s total: $280 Progressive total: $4,680

Continued from page 1

The NSW government aims to
reduce emissions to zero by 2050.
But that government has been
responsible for the allocation of
water extraction licences that have
seen parts of the Murray-Darling
river system reduced to a series of
stagnant ponds in which fish cannot
survive.

For its part, the Morrison gov-
ernment is offering financial help
to families affected by the fires, but
it won’t tackle climate change seri-
ously. It’s still clinging to the mantra
that coal-fired power plants will con-
tinue to dominate Australia’s “power
mix” for the indefinite future, and it’s
also toying with the idea of build-
ing new coal-fired power stations or
even nuclear plants.

But coal-fired and nuclear power
plants cannot compete economically
with clean renewable energy pro-
duction. Coal and nuclear energy
generation involve the use of huge
quantities of water. The operation of
nuclear power plants is highly dan-
gerous, their construction periods are
extremely long and the radioactive
nuclear waste they produce must be
stored for hundreds of thousands of
years.

Next week PM Morrison
will visit US President Trump in
Washington, but he won’t attend the

UN Climate Emergency meeting
in New York on Tuesday. Fifteen-
year-old student climate strike initia-
tor Greta Thunberg will address the
meeting, and the Australian Minister
for Foreign Affairs will be there, but
Morrison himself is virtually ignor-
ing the event.

UN Secretary-General Antonio
Gueterres has asked all member
countries to outline plans to achieve
zero net carbon emissions by 2050.
However, Morrison won’t say what
Australia will do beyond its current
commitment to 2030, and even that
commitment is based on a phony
claim under which over-target emis-
sions achieved under the former
Kyoto agreement are included
in claims under the current Paris
agreement.

Last week, in a blatant attempt
to disclaim the link between fossil
fuels and climate change, David
Littleproud, Morrison’s Minister for
Natural Disasters, said “I don’t know
if climate change is man-made.”

Droughts and fires are only part
of the global phenomenon of climate
change which today’s youth will
have to deal with in years to come.
Even if carbon emissions ceased
tomorrow, sea levels and average
annual global temperatures would
continue to rise for decades, much of
our coastal towns and cities would

of the major part of our agricultural
areas, the spread of tropical dis-
eases, a desperate struggle for drink-
ing water and shelter from extreme
weather, and the likely arrival of mil-
lions of climate change refugees.

The current struggle is to ensure
that the people of Australia don’t
suffer an even worse fate. And that
will require, among a great many
other things, a national energy
system under the control of a fed-
eral government committed to vig-
orous, rapid and determined action to
lessen the impact of climate change
and eventually to reverse it with the
aid of science.

But today’s youth certainly
won’t get that from Australia’s con-
servative coalition. Nor, it seems,
will they get it from the Labor Party,
which is currently considering dump-
ing its carbon target of a fifty percent
reduction of our national carbon
emissions by 2030, and replacing it
with the coalition’s goal of twenty-
six to twenty-eight percent.

The best hope for Australia’s
youth lies in a future coalition of
parties, including the Communist
Party of Australia, that is absolutely
determined to meet the tremendous
challenges posed by climate change
which our people will face this
century.

£f QUOTE OF THE WEEK 77

Why is it that scarcely any are executed but the poor?
Thomas Paine - The Rights of Man
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CPA policy on climate change

The Communist Party of Australia’s pro-
gram on the environment states:

[The] Destruction of the environment is a
crime against humanity. Protection of the envi-
ronment must be a primary struggle of the work-
ing class and all people.

Today, the struggle for sustainable devel-
opment is in essence a struggle to restrain and
restrict capitalist corporations and to compel an
end to environmentally damaging production
processes. It is a struggle to fulfil human needs
through more creative, democratic and ecolog-
ically respectful practices. The contrast with
uncontrollable capitalist growth and exploita-
tion of natural resources for profit is stark. [...]

Australia has some of the world’s best capac-
ity for renewable energy — solar, wind, wave and
geothermal. There are no technical barriers to
moving to 100 percent renewable energy but this
is blocked by corporations that profit from pol-
luting industries. The CPA remains committed to
opposing nuclear generated power.

In line with these corporate interests, state
and federal Liberal governments have rejected
the promotion of renewable energy sources in
favour of expansion of coal mining and large-
scale development of gas. However, coal seam
gas extraction does grave environmental damage
such as poisoning ground and surface water
aquifers and destroying agricultural land. Energy
from gas is a substantial greenhouse gas polluter.

The parliamentary political force that has
consistently opposed the expansion of coal
mining and coal seam gas extraction and pro-
motes the development of sustainable renewable
energy sources is the Australian Greens. They,
however, do not offer a satisfactory solution for
workers in these industries. The CPA advocates
that mining and resource jobs should be pro-
tected and converted into areas of environmen-
tal sustainability on no loss of pay.

Polluting corporations are working with gov-
ernments to avoid regulations that may compro-
mise their profits and challenge the economic
system that created the environmental crisis in
the first place. [...]

It is crucial that the working class becomes
involved in the struggle to save the planet from
environmental catastrophe. Workers must be
confident that protecting the environment is in
their interest and the interest of their children
and future generations. No worker must be
worse off as a result of environmental protec-
tion measures.

In sharp contrast to the capitalist nations,
socialist countries made huge attempts and
advances in recent years to address environmen-
tal questions and support global measures to
reverse global warming and other consequences
of past practices. Cuba is a shining example in
this regard.
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the CPA advocates:

ecologically sustainable energy system.

sources under public ownership.

transportation, etc.

new services to outer suburbs.

control.

other environmental catastrophes.

To alleviate some of the worst features of the environmental crisis,

Nationalisation of Australia’s electricity generation, distribution and supply infrastructure.
Developing a national energy plan, with legislated targets, for transition to an

Massively investing in research and development of alternative renewable energy

Transfer of government subsidies from fossil and nuclear fuel sectors to energy
efficiency, renewable energy, and transition programs.

Making energy efficiency and conservation key determinants of urban planning and
central to government economic and industry policy.

Legislation and enforcement for efficiency and safety standards requiring motor vehicles,
electrical appliances and power generating machinery, chemical processes including

The provision of an expanded, nationalised public transport infrastructure. More frequent
and more reliable public transport services that are publicly owned and operated, and

Extensive provisions of infrastructure to be developed for cyclists.
Reopening country and regional rail lines for freight and passenger services under public

Restoration of Australia’s water systems and provision of adequate safe drinking water
for communities through coordinated national planning.

Phase out unsustainable water hungry industries such as cotton and rice-growing.
No provision of free potable water for mining processes.

Planning to be undertaken so that Australia will take responsibility and provide for
environmental refugees driven from their homes by the effects of climate change or

I. [ ] [ ]
ciimate crisis
Bri Sea

We can all see that the climate crisis is
the inevitable conclusion of capitalism.
Australia’s role in the climate crisis sits on
top of two systems: colonialism and impe-
rialism. Firstly, Australia engages in colo-
nialism by mismanagement of stolen land
— including land clearing, poor water man-
agement, irresponsible agricultural prac-
tices, and the mining industry. Secondly,
Australia engages in imperialism by par-
ticipating in overseas mining projects that
exploit those environments and their local
working class.
An Australian “Green New Deal” would

not solve either of these problems. Why?

Closing all uranium mines in Australia and cancelling contracts for the export of uranium.
Opposing the establishment of nuclear waste dumps in Australia.

Increasing research and development in energy and climate mitigation that can be used
to stimulate underdeveloped economies in order to achieve a global equity of energy
and resource use, and quality of life, in the course of achieving global sustainability.

From the Archives

The Socialist, January 1980

Because the kind of “green” social reforms
that are advocated for speak about a so-called
diverse, “clean” energy paradise for urban
centres, a treaty with Indigenous people, and
“reforms” for the workplace. This sounds
great on the surface, but what is the reality for
rural Australia? Will Indigenous people get
their land back? Who will own our labour and
pocket the surplus? Under capitalism, these
very radical reforms take the form of green
imperialism in place of a socialist revolution.

What would it mean if Australia were to
run on “clean” energy? Well, firstly, in order
to make such clean energy you need metals
such as aluminium and lithium. The largest
producer of lithium is Australia, followed by
several countries in the Global South. The pri-
mary source of aluminium is bauxite, which is
most abundant in Africa, Oceania, and Latin
America. The largest producer of bauxite is
Australia, followed by several countries in the
Global South. So, my question is: if Australia
manages to achieve 100 percent green energy,
who and who’s land suffers the damages?

The answer is rural Australia, that is
Indigenous land, and the Global South.
Mining at the price of Indigenous land is
already at the forefront of news in the case of
the Adani mine and the mining exploitation
of West Papua. Indigenous land is also being
sacrificed for lithium and bauxite mining in
South America. Both the working class and

Green imperialism or
socialist solution to

Indigenous land will be exploited for the
sake of idealised “green” living in the West.
“Green” Australia will be the same.

Natural resources will be stolen to pro-
duce our solar panels, wind turbines, and bat-
teries for energy storage and cheap labour will
be used to drive down the price. The exploita-
tion of these resources and the labour to pro-
duce them will be the means that justify the
green end.

This will be happening while people in
Australia’s urban centres will be patting them-
selves on the back for a job well done. Any
environmental or social issues that arise from
green energy will be hidden from these urban
centres. Just like the pitfalls of Australia’s
water management falls on rural towns, such
as Dubbo in NSW, and Indigenous communi-
ties, such as the Barkindji people, while water
treatment plants get a cashed-up.

The solution to the climate crisis in
Australia is, therefore, a three-pronged solu-
tion. This solution is workers led and owned
means of production influenced by decoloni-
sation and anti-imperialism. We have to prac-
tise decolonisation and anti-imperialism as we
move forward to a socialist state.

Decolonisation would include giving back
traditional owners’ land. A good start would
be returning all “Crown Land” (yay for the
British monarchy!), which takes up 34 per-
cent of Victorian land. It would also require
farmers, scientists, and workers to work side
by side with traditional owners in learning
how to properly manage land with minimal
impacts on the ecosystem. Clearing land,
destroying floodplains, building dams, and
growing almond and cotton is not viable in
Australia’s climate or economy.

Anti-imperialism would mean trade
unions and the working class standing in soli-
darity with the working class of the Global
South against economic sanctions and embar-
goes that are used as a wedge to steal natu-
ral resources and labour. This can be done by
standing in solidarity with anti-imperialist
peace organisations and advocating for revo-
lution over reform! &



4 September 18, 2019

Lauren Wilson

This Friday, September 20, will likely be
the largest protest in Australian and (prob-
ably) world history in calling for action to
combat climate change. The “School Strike
for Climate” has grown at a remarkable
pace, started by Greta Thunberg on her
own with a sign outside her Swedish school
in 2018 to what is now a worldwide mass
movement encompassing many different
groups coming together to try and save
the human species from extinction. Whilst
I will be joining the march in solidarity
with school strikers on Friday, and I call
on every person who is able to also attend,
we should be openly and loudly challenging
the ideas put forward by many young cli-
mate activists and NGO groups who argue
for a “Green New Deal” or other policies
that amount to the greening of capitalism.

The Green New Deal is essentially a shift
to renewable energy, which entails a massive
jobs program in the clean energy sector and
mass investment in public transit and other
public works. These are basic policies that
can be supported by any socialist and would
form part of the CPA program on the environ-
ment. These policies do not demand an end to
the capitalist system and are in fact promoted
as programs to stimulate further economic
growth; they do not demand an end to war
(its estimated that the US military is the larg-
est contributor to greenhouse gas emissions in
history), and they do not demand redistribu-
tion of wealth to combat global inequality cre-
ated by climate change. The lack of systemic
and structural change within this “green new
deal” or these greenwashed, capitalist policies
mean they do not address the core issue: impe-
rialist capitalism. The desire for growth and
profit above all else is the sole cause of climate
change, and anything less than the complete
overthrow of this system will fail to save us.

We, as socialists, are well aware that any
form of capitalism is fundamentally inca-
pable of overcoming the climate crisis as its
very nature is dependent on constant growth
and expansion of markets, demand for profits,
and exploitation of nature’s resources which
is incompatible with any green economy.
Dealing with climate change requires a con-
trolled shrinking of the economy and a move
to produce for need rather than profit; these
requirements cannot be brought about under
a capitalist system. Anything less than the call
for revolutionary change to the political econ-
omy only serves the capitalist class.

The demands of the school strike for cli-
mate are ones that should be critically sup-
ported by socialists with further investigation
and scrutiny required. Let’s take a look at what
the overarching demands of the school strikes
are:

* No new coal, oil and gas projects, including
the Adani mine.

+ 100 percent renewable energy generation
and exports by 2030.

* Fund a just transition and job creation for
all fossil-fuel workers and communities.

These demands sound nice enough but
without a clear understanding of the type
of society we want, a shift to renewable

Australia

technologies risks reproducing the climate
crisis. Corporations already receive subsi-
dies, funded by working people to compensate
them for their shift to more sustainable energy
sources. Why should the working class shoul-
der a burden that should be placed on corporate
profits and the ruling class?

Corporations then use these more efficient
energy sources to further increase their profits
and to greenwash their supply chain to appear
as environmentally friendly to their consumers.

Extinction Rebellion (another group lead-
ing the mass movement on climate action)
lists in its demands a call for net-zero emis-
sions, which means “the amount of emissions
being put into the atmosphere is equal to the
amount being captured” according to the exec-
utive director of the Climate Action Network.
This is not a demand for a reduction in the
consumption of fossil fuels. It’s the desire to
create and expand new carbon trade markets
where corporations can continue to plunder
the earth and buy some carbon credits making
some investment banker or NGO CEO very
rich. Meanwhile, they’ll continue to grow their
energy consumption, requiring the increasing
manufacture of wind turbines, solar panels, and
biofuels which require materials to be mined
using fossil fuels. This will not save us. The
only thing that can save us is controlled con-
traction of the economy, decreased production,
and consumption of all energy sources which
can only happen under a socialist system.

There is the risk that a controlled or
planned contraction of the economy would
detrimentally impact the lives of workers. A
recession brings with it much misery in the
form of job loss, debt, rations, and depression
and this is what will happen when the capitalist

Politics in the Pub Perth
The War in Workers

Thursday 26th September, 6-8pm
43 Below Bar and Restaurant (43 Barrack Street Corner of Hay St Mall)

The rights won by working people in Ausiralia are slowly being eroded.
The latest, most vicious attack is the Ensuring Integrity Bill tabled by the government.
Join the discussion on these issues and how the workers can unite to fight against these changes.

Speakers:

Melanie Booth, CPSU organiser
Adrian Lowe, CPSU delegate
Vinnie Molina, CPA President

Others to be confirmed
Chaired by the CPA

Free event — Food and drinks available at the counter.
For more information call 0419812872

system is no longer able to maintain its contin-
ued exploitation of our natural resources for
profit under a warming planet. A controlled
shrinking of the economy, or degrowth, is vital
to overcoming the climate crisis and it is only
under a socialist system that this would be pos-
sible. Degrowth under a socialist system would
remove the burden on workers that comes
about under recession. Degrowth will impact
corporate profits and idle investments of the
rich, after all they are the ones who got us into
this mess, its only fair that they should pay.

A degrowth economy would demand a
substantial reduction in working hours with no
reduction in pay, production of goods at the
level of human need not for a profit motive,
and an effective removal of this profit motive
without risk to our necessary industries — food,
transport, health etc. This requires state expro-
priation of vital industries in service of the
people, to control levels of production, and to
remove the profit motive. Industries like fash-
ion, especially the fast fashion industry, are
not vital to human need and expend massive
amounts of carbon emissions and would con-
tinue to exploit natures resources on a massive
scale. These types of industries would need to
be put under extreme control and most likely
be shut down, with the people working in these
industries receiving support from the state to
move into new areas of work. This would be
the first step on the way to a post-growth soci-
ety, one where growth is not the goal of the
economy but satisfying human needs.

These are the kinds of radical shifts
required in order to combat the climate
crisis. However, these are not the demands
we see at the students’ strike for climate, by
proponents of green new deals or as part of

Guardian

extinction rebellions platform. The reason that
these movements have become so popular so
quickly, gaining traction with world political
and business leaders alike is because they don’t
at their core challenge the system of power that
exists, the system that created climate change,
the system that has allowed the ruling class to
maintain power whilst they fail to represent
their people. People who call for socialism are
not invited to Davos, or to give speeches at
the UN, though this is nothing new. It is up to
socialists the world over to seize this moment
of growing climate activism and use it to edu-
cate the next generation on the almost insur-
mountable task ahead. We must funnel their
energy and passion into the correct cause if we
are to have any hope of survival.

We, as a global society, are already capa-
ble of producing more than enough food,
clothing, shelter and crappy entertainment
for the worlds 8 billion inhabitants. The prob-
lem? Things are not evenly distributed. They
are produced to turn a profit, not to meet the
needs of the people, and until we grasp this
at its core, we will continue to face a climate
crisis. The burden of the radical restructuring
of the economic system must be placed firmly
on the capitalist class, not the workers. A post-
growth society, where all workers can have
their needs met, can only be achieved when
the profit motive is removed. It is time for all
working-class people, all students striking for
their future to join the only movement that has
the solution to the climate crisis and campaign
for the complete destruction of the capitalist
system and join the fight for socialism, our
lives and future literally depends on it. &

STRIKING TO WIN A JUST
TRANSITION FOR ALL WORKERS

A POST-CLIMATE STRIKE FORUM WITH:

PAUL KEATING - MARITIME UNION OF AUSTRALIA SYDNEY BRANCH
DEPUTY SECRETARY
LEE RHIANNON - FORMER GREENS SENATOR FOR N5W

2:45 PM, Friday September 20

@ Maritime Union of Australia, 365 Sussex St, Sydney

Food and snacks provided!

Hosted by the Communist Party of Australia - Maratime Branch
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Colonial heritage, socialist future? — Part 2
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John Bachtell

While the Extradition Law triggered the
explosion of protests, they reflect a tinder
box of deeper underlying issues. While
China’s GDP is expected to grow at a six
percent rate in 2019, Hong Kong’s GDP
is projected to grow by only one or two
percent, sharpening problems.

These economic and social problems are a
consequence of British colonialism. They have
created social anxieties now being misdirected
by some forces against the Chinese mainland
and government.

According to Oxfam, Hong Kong is the
most unequal of all developed economies in
the world. The top five wealthiest Hong Kong
capitalists rank in the top 100 globally.

Hong Kong is the second most expensive
city in the world after London; 21 percent of
Hong Kongers live below the poverty line,
while another 20 percent live on the verge of
poverty.

An oligarchy of real estate tycoons and the
corporate elite dominates economic and social
life in the city. The corruption that character-
ised relations between government and real
estate moguls led to a longstanding housing
crisis in Hong Kong. Residents continually
pay more for housing, but end up with tinier
and tinier apartments. As they frequently point
out to visitors, to indicate the extreme density
of housing, 70 percent of Hong Kongers live
above the 15th floor.
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Revenues from property sales are the pri-
mary revenue source for the Hong Kong gov-
ernment. Property values here are among the
highest in the world. Even though wages have
stagnated, property prices doubled between
2010 and 2018 and have risen 300 percent
since 2003. Compared to its developed world
peers, the Hong Kong government spends
among the least on health care, education,
housing, and other social programs.

Economist Andy Xie says the situation
makes it “very difficult to see how young
people can feel hope. They know they’ll never
be able to afford a place, so they cannot start
a family. How can they get ahead in life?
Desperation, and really a deep sense of unhap-
piness, is driving this unrest.” According to
Xie, “Hong Kong has been a pressure cooker
for a long time.”

Roots of today’s protests

The extent and depth of support for the
protests among ordinary Hong Kongers are not
clear. Hong Kong is politically divided among
various contending forces, including those who
support China’s central government. Many res-
idents, owners of small businesses, and finan-
cial and tourism companies, have felt offended
by acts of violence and public destruction on
the part of protesters.

Though organised initially around fears
related to the extradition law proposal, the
current protests are also connected to earlier
movements resisting the authority of China’s

Talk to CPA party members 12 - 2pm
Monday, Wednesday and Friday

Visit the Workers’ library, working class classics

Monthly evenings of music 6-10pm (bar facilities)
66 Wattle Ave Royal Park (Southside entrance)

central government, which have become
more active as the end of semi-autonomy
approaches. Longstanding demands for direct
elections, universal suffrage, and economic
justice have been added to the protest agenda.

A Hong Kong Occupy-type movement
(also called localist) developed a decade ago
during the global financial crisis in opposi-
tion to extreme wealth inequality, the power
of Hong Kong oligarchs, rapid urban develop-
ment, and environmental destruction. Many of
the protests at that time reflected a rejection of
capitalism.

Social movements emerged on the right
and left in Hong Kong, a striking parallel to
what occurred in the US in response to the
2007-08 financial crisis. A right-wing popu-
list movement that has become more visible
is characterised by nativism, anti-China sen-
timents directed at the mainland, and even
nostalgia for British colonialism. Other move-
ments, however, including those calling for
self-determination, embrace labour rights,
gender equality, and the rights of minorities.

What became known as the Umbrella
Movement (named for demonstrators’ use of
umbrellas to protect against police tear gas)
erupted in 2014 in opposition to changes
in electoral law passed by the Standing
Committee of the National People’s Congress
of the PRC. The changes called for two or
three candidates for the chief executive of
Hong Kong to be pre-approved by an election
committee before going to the voters instead
of general elections open to all parties and
candidates. The protests extended for some
80 days and ended when the electoral reforms
were scrapped by the Hong Kong Legislative
Council.

The billionaire Jimmy Lai, publisher of
the Apple Daily, is widely seen as a signifi-
cant funder of the protests, both those of the
past and today. Apple Daily acted as a voice for
the demonstrations and helped spread vicious
anti-immigrant hatred, including characterising
mainland Chinese migration as a “locust infes-
tation.” Lai has a financial stake in the matter:
His media empire has lost massive amounts of
money due to an advertising boycott ordered
by Beijing over his support for previous anti-
China protests.

After the Umbrella Movement ended, so-
called “pro-democracy” organisations and
leaders, including those backed by the US
National Endowment for Democracy (NED),
were pushed aside by a younger generation
of more militant activists. Some of these new
social movements favouring independence
from China and self-determination gained
ground. Some are also receiving support from
the NED.

Today’s protests and
the future

Some of the social movements that
emerged from the Umbrella Movement are
leading the current demonstrations. The Hong
Kong Civil Human Rights Front, consisting of
about 80 organisations, initiated the protest on
June 9 in response to the Extradition Law. But
the demonstrations involve broader segments
of Hong Kong society and don’t appear to have
a single center.

They range from those demanding inde-
pendence or secession, to those advocating
social justice and support for China’s central
government, to anarchists provoking violence.
Some have strong right-wing populist and
nativist currents tapping into a growing Hong
Kong national identity.

It’s worth saying again: Hong Kongers
never achieved full democratic rights, direct
elections, and universal suffrage under British
colonial rule. In the early 1990s, as the transfer
in sovereignty approached, the British belat-
edly carried out some democratic reforms sup-
ported by China. But in 1994, Chris Patten, the
last colonial governor, unilaterally and without
consultation pushed through additional changes
to cement Britain’s continuing influence.

Naturally, China reacted negatively. After
the transfer of Hong Kong back to China in
1997, China disbanded the last Legislative
Council elected under British colonialism. In
1998, Hong Kong held new elections under the
Basic Law.

By any measure, it must be admitted that
elections in Hong Kong today are limited.
Voters choose half of the representatives to the
Legislative Council through direct elections
based on geographic districts. The other half
are elected through associations from lists of
approved candidates, mainly business and pro-
fessionals. An Election Commission selects the
Chief Executive.

Although multiple parties contest, there
are still no direct elections, an objective of the
Basic Law that, so far, remains unfulfilled.

Ultimately, the “one country, two systems”
model reflects a clash of political philosophies.
On the one hand, a new and evolving socialist
democracy rooted in China’s history, finding
its way to directly empower people’s govern-
ing with a single ruling party. On the other, a
restricted democratic governing model shaped
by British colonial occupation. Resolving these
contradictions will be an ongoing challenge
and at times, a painful process.
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The US’ aggression towards Cuba explained

Prior History

In 1898, when Spain lost its war against
America, the rights to its territories, includ-
ing Cuba, Puerto Rico, and Guam were signed
over to the US. For Cuba this meant its inde-
pendence was granted with the stipulation that
the US had the right to intervene in the coun-
try’s affairs and be granted a 100-year lease
on its naval base at Guantanamo Bay. For the
next half-century, with complacent leaders, the
American mafia used Havana as a gambling
haven with all the concomitant associations.

After the Revolution, everything changed.
Fidel Castro and his army of guerrillas over-
threw the government of President General
Fulgencio Batista in January 1959. The United
States initially supported Castro by imposing
a 1958 arms embargo against Batista’s gov-
ernment. In fact, Castro visited the US just
three months after coming to power, meeting
Vice President Richard Nixon in Washington.
It was a rare moment of alliance between the
two countries. Things changed when Castro’s
government seized private land and national-
ised hundreds of private companies — including
several local subsidiaries of US corporations.
American products were heavily taxed, and
the Eisenhower Administration responded in
October 1960 imposing trade restrictions on
everything except food and medical supplies.

Cuba then expanded trade with the Soviet
Union, and US responded again, this time cut-
ting all diplomatic ties and eradicating all trade
between the two countries through the issue of
a permanent embargo by President Kennedy in
February 1962. Cuba’s imports from the US,
such as food, telephones, television, and cars
were reduced as were exports from Cuba into
America. However, with Russia’s support the

LIFT THE US
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The Helms-Burion Act

US sanctions did not really hit the Cubans hard
until the fall of the Soviet Union in 1991.

Thrown into a “peak oil” situation, Cuba
entered what became to be known as the “the
special period,” where Cubans had to go on
rations of all supplies and power outages
became common. Castro had to put into place
economic, industrial, and agricultural reforms
to try and restore economic prosperity. The
severe government cutbacks hit the people
hard.

Regardless through their ingenuity and
Castro’s vision, Cuba although poor in com-
parison with many other nations, had very low
unemployment. During that period, Fidel rec-
ognised a future for Cuba as leaders in bio-
technology, supporting the industry through
those difficult times so that today it is the larg-
est medicine exporter in Latin America, and
has more than 50 nations on its client list.
Biotechnology became one of the building
blocks of the economy, and today it has more
than 100 patents. Also, tourism has steadily
increased aiding the country’s economy.

Enter the Helms-Burton Act

The Act named after the two Republicans
in the US who sponsored it — Senator Jesse
Helms, of North Carolina and Representative
Dan Burton, of Indiana, was originally passed
by the 104th United States Congress and
enacted into law by President Bill Clinton,
in March 1996. It was a deliberate attempt
to starve out the Cuban people taking advan-
tage of the “special period.” Its full title is
the Cuban Liberty and Democratic Solidarity
(Libertad) Act of 1996 and it’s enshrined into
the US’s Federal law. Titles I and II effectively
strengthened and codified the economic block-
ade the US had enforced on Cuba after its

revolution in 1959. This Act extended the terri-
torial application of the initial embargo apply-
ing to foreign companies trading with Cuba.

Now a new chapter in US economic bully-
ing begins with President Trump’s enforcement
of the application of Titles IIT and IV that have
never been enacted by any previous President.

Title III allows US nationals who owned
property in Cuba that was seized by the Cuban
government after the 1959 Revolution to sue
US and foreign companies for profiting from
their former properties. It exposes companies,
regardless of their origin, to legal action deal-
ing a blow to Cuba’s efforts to attract more for-
eign investment.

The definition of US “nationals” who can
sue foreign entities, is extended to Cubans who
were not US citizens at the time their property
was confiscated, but later became naturalised
US citizens: thus, allowing implicit extrater-
ritorial powers.

It penalises foreign companies allegedly
“trafficking” in property formerly owned by
US citizens but confiscated by Cuba after the
revolution. It also covers property once owned
by Cubans who are now US citizens.

According to the US-Cuba Economic and
Trade Council, the US government has a “cer-
tified” record of nearly 6,000 cases of US cit-
izens eligible for Title III, which could total
$US1.9 billion in lawsuits.

Title I1I, although the most controversial
provision of the Act does include a waiver,
allowing the US President to suspend this pro-
vision for six-monthly periods, providing cer-
tain conditions are met.

Title IV could be potentially more damag-
ing than Title III as there are no stipulations in
it for waiver. It prohibits the entry of any aliens
into the US who work for companies which
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have “trafficked” confiscated US property.
This provision could affect companies from
the EU, Spain, Canada, Japan, Russia, China
and others that have invested in properties
nationalised during the first years of Castro’s
government.

Effect on Cubans

The most likely short-term outcome is
the large-scale withdrawal of foreign inves-
tors from Cuba, a country whose economy has
around US$2 billion in foreign investments.

In addition, the Trump administration
has announced more travel restrictions to the
island, rolling back measures made by the
Obama administration, and limiting remit-
tances to US$1,000 per person per fiscal
quarter.

Again, Cuban authorities have responded
by further developing six economic sectors:
tourism, biotech and pharmaceutical industry,
renewable energy, food production, profes-
sional services exports, and construction.

For its part, Cuba’s government considers
that the full application of the Helms-Burton
Act a form of “political blackmail” to toughen
the economic and financial blockade against
its people. President Miguel Diaz-Canel has
tweeted that “There is no force, threat or
blockade that can separate us from our prin-
ciples of solidarity, internationalism, Latin
Americanism, Bolivarianism and Martians.
Latin America is a Zone of Peace. Viva Cuba
libre.”

Far-Reaching Effects of
the Title Ill Embargo

Cuba’s main European foreign partner is
Spain, a country which has substantial amounts

Perth Cuba vigil.

“There is no force, threat or blockade that
can separate us from our principles of
solidarity, internationalism, Latin Americanism,
Bolivarianism and Martians. Latin America is
a Zone of Peace. Viva Cuba libre.”
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invested in tourism with companies such as Melia,
Iberostar, Barcelo, Globalia, Sercotel, NH, Blau or
Roc. The Barcelo Hotel Group is not concerned as it
is working in Cuba through management contracts.
Therefore because there is no investment there is no
risk.

Nevertheless, financial analysts argue that the
Helms-Burton Act could generate “exceptional” and
unanticipated situations for companies: one of the
main uncertainties being Title ITI, which defines “traf-
ficking” as the purchase, receipt, use or investment in
assets “confiscated” after the Cuban Revolution. As
the concept and interpretation of “trafficking” are very
broad, the concern is that it could be used against com-
panies having very indirect deals with a nationalised
Cuban property.

The European Union High Representative for
Foreign Affairs, Federica Mogherini, has said that “the
EU considers the extra-territorial application of uni-
lateral restrictive measures to be contrary to interna-
tional law and will draw on all appropriate measures.”
She also stated that the application of Title III violates
EU-US agreements in place since 1997 and that the
EU could take the US to the World Trade Organisation
(WTO) or use retaliatory sanctions to protect its com-
panies in Cuba. There are two “antidote” rules that
allow European companies to sue the US plaintiffs and
potentially remove their European-based assets.

The British government has also said that it will
work with the EU to protect British companies.

DFAT recently noted opportunities for Australian
businesses in agribusiness, mining and energy, bio-
technology, infrastructure, and tourism. In 2017-2018,
Cuba sent three business delegations to Australia to
investigate potential areas for collaboration. This
resulted in Meat and Livestock Australia trial-
ling a cattle tick vaccine produced by Cuban SOE,
BioCubaFarma.

The CPA calls on the Australian government to
join the EU and UK governments to challenge this
extraterritorial US assault against the sovereignty of
other countries.

Conclusion

Enacting Titles III and IV of the Helms-Burton Act
will simply make the existing embargo policies that
are harming US economic interests even more difficult
to repeal. Also, while the legislation remains in place
the US continues to alienate its closest allies. These
policies are the sickening and degrading remains of the
country’s Cold War infrastructure and their enactment
a sign of the ideology remaining in America’s corri-
dors of power. It is a law that should be consigned,
along with many of the State Department’s bully-boy
tactics, to the trash can. @
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Former US National security advisor John Bolton justifies

this murderous move to strengthen the blockade, saying the
new sanctions are necessary against the troika of tyranny
“Cuba, Venezuela and Nicaragua.” He has concerns that the
perils of poisonous ideologies will be left unchecked. It is an
attempt also by Washington to punish Havana over its support
for Venezuela’s socialist president, Nicolas Maduro. Despite
these threats Cuba maintains its integrity and continues to
support Venezuela.

If we compare the most affluent country in the world:

In the US, 36.2 million people go hungry and 47 million lack
health coverage.

What does the poisonous ideology deliver for the Cuban
people? Despite almost 59 years of living under blockade.

There is virtually no homelessness in Cuba. Thanks to the
1960 Urban Reform law, 85 percent of Cubans own their
own homes and pay no property taxes or interest on their
mortgages. Mortgage payments can’t exceed 10 percent of
the combined household income.

Cuba’s unemployment rate is only 1.8 percent according to
CIA data, compared with 7.6 percent (and rising) in the United
States.

The adult literacy rate in Cuba (99.8 percent).

Cuba has a lower infant mortality rate (4.7 per 1,000 live
births) than the United States’ (6.0).

It is ironic that average Cubans who live, in what Washington
has deemed “a closed society,” are allowed by their
government to travel to the United States without limitation
while US citizens living under a supposed liberal democracy
are barred from travelling freely to Cuba.

The CPA stands in solidarity with the Cuban people alongside
the many other concerned people around the world.

We call on the US Administration and President Trump to
continue to develop just and civilised diplomatic relations with
Cuba. We call for the end of the US blockade on Cuba, the
return of Guantanamo Bay and the end of all regime change
policies sponsored by the US governments.

We call on the Australian government to challenge this
extraterritorial US assault against the sovereignty of other
countries.

We call for the United States to respect the vote of the UN
General Assembly that has condemned the blockade. We
call on the United States to respect the vote of the Australian
Government that has voted annually to end the blockade on
Cuba since 1996.
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Retail trade falls
as wage crisis persists

Australian retail turnover fell 0.1 percent
in July 2019, seasonally adjusted, accord-
ing to the latest Australian Bureau of
Statistics (ABS) Retail Trade figures. Key
economic indicators continue to show the
failure of the Morrison government’s eco-
nomic policies.

Low wage growth means that working
people are not spending on non-essential items.

This comes ahead of GDP data to be
released tomorrow, widely expected to show
slowing economic growth.

The Morrison government has actively

encouraged low wage growth and insecure
work which has stalled the economy.

Last year the government proudly
announced that low wage growth — now recog-
nised by the Reserve Bank of Australia (RBA)
as a key factor in the slowing economy — was a
design feature of its economic policies.

The economy is stalling because of the pol-
icies of this government. The low wage growth
crisis facing working people has been created
by the government.

Almost seven years of near-record low
wage growth means that working people now
have nothing to spend on non-essential items.
This is a symptom of the pressure this govern-
ment has put working people under.

For most working people, life is harder
now than at any time since the global financial
crisis, and the Morrison government continues
to back policies which keep wages low.

This government’s attacks on unions are
about keeping wages low, their support for
employer cost-cutting is about keeping wages
low, their refusal to give their own workers fair
pay rises is about keeping wages low.

Australians deserve a government which
governs in their interests, not to protect the
profits of big business at the expense of all else.

Sally McManus
ACTU secretary

Adelaide suburban Councils
to build recycling plant

Port Adelaide Enfield Council and Charles
Sturt Council have joined forces and
announced they will spend $12.8 million to
build a materials recovery facility to proc-
ess kerbside recycling materials. The plant
is expected to be completed by 2021.

The plan is to recycle waste into usable
materials such as road surfaces. Claire Boam
Mayor of Port Adelaide Enfield Council is
reported as saying “there were economic ben-
efits for councils managing their own waste,
both councils have a commitment to being
more sustainable and accountable with our
recycling.”

Both councils currently out-source recy-
cling processing to privately owned companies
who make profits at the expense of ratepayers.
Taking the profit at all costs out of recycling
is the way all councils should enthusiastically
head.

Private companies under capitalism
often trade when they are running into huge
debt owing multi-millions to subcontractors.
SKM left millions of dollars in debt, leaving
tonnes of waste in Victoria and 380 shipping
containers of recyclable materials in stor-
age at Wingfield, South Australia, leaving
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the warechouse owners in a quandary of what to
do with the shipping container waste material.
Both councils are serious about waste
management and are leading the pack which
is important to all ratepayers. Other coun-
cils should come aboard and councils should
demand the state government chip in with a
multimillion dollar grant to assist and show
that they are not as reckless as the federal

government.
Len Lean

Second World, Second Sex

How the socialist women of the East shaped feminism

Tony Pecinovsky

Western, liberal “feminism” often
focuses on middle-class women,
on expanding individualistic solu-
tions to broader systemic prob-
lems, on urging women to “lean
in” — in corporate board rooms
and in other traditionally male-
dominated spaces. Today, this
brand of feminism is considered
the dominant model in the fight
against sexism and for equality.

However, this wasn’t always the
case.

In fact, until the early 1990s,
global powers contended on a world
stage for varying definitions of
what was meant by feminism and
women’s rights. The First World
nations of the capitalist West and
the “Second World” nations of the
socialist East competed for wom-
en’s hearts and minds in the Global
South, or the Third World.

Unfortunately, with the collapse
of the Soviet Union and the Eastern
European socialist states, the strug-
gles that Second and Third World
women waged against the narrow
confines and individualistic solu-
tions of First World feminism have
been largely erased from the histori-
cal record.

Thankfully, Kristen Ghodsee has
brought this story out of the darkness
of obscurity. She has illuminated a
global women’s rights movement
spearheaded by the socialist East
and Cuba. She has brought the alli-
ances formed between the women of
the Second and Third World to the
foreground. She has accomplished a
monumental task with the publica-
tion of Second World, Second Sex:
Socialist Women's Activism and
Global Solidarity during the Cold
War.

Ghodsee, the author of Why
Women Have Better Sex Under
Socialism: And Other Arguments
for Economic Independence, is
also Professor of Russian and East
European Studies at the University
of Pennsylvania.

Contrary to popular notions
depicting state socialism as dull
and grey, through extensive archi-
val research, interviews, and

correspondence, Ghodsee has uncov-
ered a vibrant, militant, dynamic
global movement led by women’s
organisations in Eastern Europe and
their partners in the decolonising
world of Africa and Asia.

Specifically, Ghodsee’s analy-
sis in Second World, Second Sex is
focused on socialist Bulgaria and
independent Zambia.

She traces leading women’s
organisations in these two very dif-
ferent nations as they articulated,
fought for, and often won conces-
sions on the national and global
stage. She highlights the UN’s
International Women’s Year (1975),
the First World Conference on
Women, and the subsequent Decade
for Women (1975-1985). She con-
vincingly argues that the gains made
by state socialist women’s organisa-
tions shifted the political terrain dra-
matically to the left to the benefit of
women throughout the world.

As Ghodsee notes, during “the
Cold War, the West had to deal with
the international perception that
state socialist countries were the
only champions” of women’s rights,
a perception backed by the consid-
erable contributions socialist states
made in the struggle for equality not
only within their geographical bor-
ders but in the Global South as well.

“At the United Nations, the
Soviet Union and its allies often
accused the capitalist West of fail-
ing to improve the lives of women,
youth, workers, and racial minorities,
accusations that forced attention to
marginalised groups and proved pro-
ductive” in the struggles for social
and economic justice.

In short, the world’s workers in
general — and women in particular —
benefited from the “ideological ten-
sion” created by state socialism and
its allies in the Third World.

According to Ghodsee, “The
socialists believed that women’s
equality with men required some
form of state intervention and neces-
sitated a structural change in an
economic system that devalued
reproductive labour and care work.
They believed that rights extended
to women within a fundamentally
unjust system would benefit only a

minority of women and could too
easily be taken away.”

She adds, “Despite failing to live
up to all of their promises, Marxist-
Leninist parties, wherever revolu-
tionary governments came to power,
granted women full legal equality,
expanded literacy campaigns, pro-
moted education and professional
training, and encouraged full labour
force participation.” The Second
World’s “ideological commitments
to women’s emancipation and the
state’s empowerment of women’s
organisations” made these gains and
others possible.

This “ideological commitment”
was international. For example,
“Zambia established diplomatic ties
with the Soviet Union and the East
European countries soon after inde-
pendence,” which resulted in “trade,
aid, and cultural cooperation” that
benefited women. Zambia “received
$15 million in direct aid from the
Soviet Union and $60 million from
the East European countries between
1964 and 1979, and hundreds of
Zambian youth were sent to the
Eastern Bloc for education and train-
ing.” Socialist nations sent educators
and trainers to Zambia as well.

Ghodsee doesn’t gloss over the
challenges women in socialist soci-
eties faced or the disparities they
encountered when hosting inter-
national guests. The Committee of
the Bulgarian Women’s Movement
(CBWM), for example, which hosted
women leaders from Angola, Congo,
Ethiopia, Ghana, and other decolo-
nising or newly independent nations,
sometimes resented “that some
African women had access to goods
that were difficult to attain in the
Eastern Bloc ... Since many Aftrican
delegates were the wives, sisters, or
daughters of African leaders, they
were also much wealthier than their
Bulgarian counterparts.”

While all women in socialist
countries benefited from univer-
sal health care, generous maternity
leave, collective day care and child-
care centres, educational and voca-
tional training, and pay equity, they
also had difficulty getting consumer
goods and certain feminine hygiene
products.

Kristen Ghodsee

Socialist Women's Activism
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However, by arguing for state
intervention on behalf of women’s
rights, Second World women, their
governments — the socialist East —
and their allies in the Third World,
forced concessions from the First
World — the capitalist West — which
benefited women throughout the
world.

With the collapse of the Soviet
Union and the Eastern European
states, as well as the ascension of the
far-right globally, Ghodsee’s analy-
sis is needed now more than ever.

Second World, Second Sex is a must
read for anyone hoping to understand
the complexities of a global women’s
rights movement that goes beyond
the boundaries of Western, liberal
feminism.

Second World, Second Sex:
Socialist Women'’s Activism and
Global Solidarity during the Cold
War by Kristen Ghodsee, Duke
University Press, 2019.
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Trump:

clown or

Rob Gowland

If you’re one of those people who thinks
Donald Trump is a sort of joke, an embar-
rassing blot on American democracy, an
easy target for vaguely left-wing intel-
lectuals to sneer at, or further proof — if
such were needed — that being stupid is no
hindrance to reaching high office, then you
have missed the point.

Yes, missed the point completely, I’'m
afraid. Trump’s carefully nurtured persona of
“I’m just plain folks like you” and “I think
you honest working men are the salt of the
Earth” has been honed over quite a few years
of wheeling and dealing in real estate, becom-
ing in the process a billionaire (complete with
trophy wife and the sort of antediluvian atti-
tude to women that you would expect in that
milieu).

His decision to try for the Republican nom-
ination for President was a very canny move
indeed. Even if he had no chance of winning it
would greatly enhance his profile and his busi-
ness deals. And of course, it soon became clear
that if he pitched his campaign at the reasona-
bly well-off among the workers and the middle
class he actually did have a chance of winning.

As we have said before, Trump is undoubt-
edly a fascist, but he has no intention of doing
anything as crass as parading around in a Nazi
uniform. Instead, by playing the demagogue
and posing as the people’s friend, he intends
to peacefully win the country for the ultra-con-
servative forces.

While the Democrats are busy chasing a
phantom — alleged Russian “interference” in
the US elections — Trump is making hay. His
administration and his super rich friends inter-
fere in elections — in the US and abroad — all
the time, even overthrowing elected govern-
ments and installing un-elected juntas in their
stead. Despite this, he has dared to pose as an
international peacemaker, first via the supposed
“friendship” he claimed to have with Vladimir
Putin, and then for a short while with the leader
of the DPRK, Kim Jong Un.

Meanwhile, his actual policies have dra-
matically undone several decades of progress
on nuclear disarmament, on curbing the arms
race and in building trust in international rela-
tions. He has arbitrarily abandoned a number
of multinational agreements leaving his sup-
posed allies out on a limb.

He has actually demonised Latin-American
immigrants the way Hitler demonised Jews. A
revival of the politics of hate was under way in
the US long before Trump arrived in the White
House, but he has embraced it with gusto and
raised it to the level of state-sanctioned offi-
cial policy. Racism, religious intolerance and
homophobia have all benefited already from
Trump’s sojourn in the White House.

Despite yet another recent spate of school
shootings in the US, Trump has refused to ini-
tiate any kind of firm action on gun control.
In August, 2017, when a car was deliberately
driven into a crowd of people who had been
peacefully protesting the Unite the Right rally
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in Charlottesville, Virginia, killing one and
injuring 28, he tweeted that there were “fine
people on both sides”. He firmly sides with the
police in the face of public anger at the contin-
ued frequency of police shootings and arrests
of black youths.

As Richard Kossaly wrote in the US
weekly Workers World, “His [Trump’s] sexual
assaults against women, both physical and
verbal, are disgusting. The trauma caused by
such behaviour is undoubtedly everlasting in
some cases.

“His administration has continued racist
colonial policies against Puerto Rico. He
has the blood of many Puerto Ricans on his
hands because of his response — or rather non-
response — to Hurricane Maria and has made
vile statements against Puerto Rico’s brave
resistance to austerity”.

In short, he is a sexist, reactionary, racist
demagogue who believes that what is good
for big business is good for society. In other
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words, he is — as we have said — a fascist. And
he is moving the USA towards a very oppres-
sive future. As US journal Public Citizen notes:
“Every day we witness a further slide toward
authoritarianism under Trump.”

And as US academic and political com-
mentator Noam Chomsky says of Trump’s pol-
icies, “these policies are murderous. Trump’s
climate policy may literally be a virtual death
knell for the species ... The Nuclear Strategy
Review ... escalates the threat of nuclear war
significantly. The tax scam ... was just a gift
to the rich and the corporations, a double gift.
For one thing, it poured a lot of money into
their pockets. Secondly, it created a huge defi-
cit which can be used as a justification for cut-
ting social spending”.

At the same time, corporate profits in the
US are going through the roof. Corporate
America will tolerate all Trump’s crass buf-
foonery (an essential part of his “regular Joe”
persona) if he keeps delivering significant

numbers of the more affluent workers and
the middle class to swell his voter base while
simultaneously putting money into bosses’
pockets. Working class Americans, however,
are not seeing much benefit from Trump’s poli-
cies. Which is why he spends so much time
declaring that he admires and loves work-
ing people and that they are the cream of the
American nation. American workers — at least,
some of them — are intended to bask in the
glow of Trump’s rhetoric while his backers are
shafting them.

It’s a neat arrangement. Wages, in the US,
are in fact, stagnating. No wonder he has cor-
porate support! You don’t actually need to have
the support of a majority of the people to actu-
ally win presidential elections in the US — so
much for their vaunted version of democracy!
— and Trump obviously feels he has fooled
enough of them so far, he can probably keep
on fooling them.

Frankly, I doubt that. &
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Jimmy Doran

The world in which we live is finite. It does
not possess infinite, everlasting resources.
And it is fast approaching the point of no
return as we face imminent climate catas-
trophe. If we are to save humanity and
protect the world for future generations
we have to radically change the way we
live — immediately.

We’re not talking about a tweak here and
a tweak there, converting to wind power or
solar energy, eating less meat, or using less oil:
we’re talking about a total change in the way
we treat the planet and live our lives.

It’s not as if we’ve been very successful
so far. We live in a world where eight people
have accumulated more wealth than the poorest
half of the world’s population, where millions
starve while others live a life of luxury; and
these contradictions are interdependent.

A tiny proportion of humanity control the
vast majority of resources and wealth. This
control is facilitated by governments. Where
resources are desired, governments will wage
war to get them within their control or sphere
of influence, with little or no concern for col-
lateral damage.

The reckoning of emissions of greenhouse
gases usually looks at how much energy and
fuel civilians use; but the US military is one
of the largest polluters in history, consum-
ing more liquid fuels and emitting more cli-
mate-changing gases than most medium-sized
countries.
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The wealthiest parts of the world con-
sume amounts far beyond what the planet can
provide. Consumerism is not natural human
behaviour: we are bombarded day and night
with advertisements to create it. Capitalism is
structured to give an incentive to this type of
behaviour.

Permanent growth is an intrinsic part of the
capitalist system. Without growth there is no
accumulation; there is no accumulation without
consumption. Capitalism convinces people that
they need a lot more than necessary to have a
happy and healthy life.

People aspire to health, happiness, rela-
tionships, family, community, the acquisition
of knowledge. All the other needs are manu-
factured by the system.

Capitalism has failed people and the planet
through overproduction, over-consumption,
waste, greed, and inequality. These factors are
all necessary for capitalism to survive; but the
survival of capitalism is not compatible with
the survival of life on this planet. It has driven
it to the edge of catastrophe.

So what is to be done?

It’s as if we are all living in a country that
is below sea level and protected by dams and
pumps. These dams are leaking.

That’s bad enough, but the tide is also
rising faster than we can raise the dam, unless
we change the way we live. If we are to sur-
vive we have to raise the dams, plug the leaks,
and maintain the pumps. What in fact we are
doing is lowering the dams, ignoring the leaks,
and using the materials required for repairing

the damage to build sand castles, which cause
more leaks and overload the pumps.

Time has run out. We must drastically
change, now.

Governments must be made to rule in the
interests of citizens’ well-being, fulfilment, and
happiness, within the constraints of our envi-
ronment, so that humanity can survive and
prosper, rather than for the accumulation of
wealth by a tiny elite, to the detriment of eve-
ryone else.

We need system change — an economy for
the common good — to provide for the needs of
humanity rather than to increase GDP, market
share, and monopoly. This is not compatible
with survival any longer, if it ever was.

We need to stop producing unnecessary
goods and concentrate on the real needs of the
whole of society. To survive we have to totally
change the way we live: what we produce,
what we consume, and how we govern.

This will not happen overnight. And it will
require system change and a worldwide collec-
tive educational and political effort.

We need universal basic services for all,
publicly financed — in housing, health, educa-
tion, transport, child care, and care of the eld-
erly. Once the profit factor is removed, life
will be more sustainable, environmentally and
financially.

Private schools, private transport, private
hospitals and private housing waste resources
and cost more to operate and use. This in turn
requires more work, which produces more
unnecessary goods and services, which use

more resources, in an ecocidal merry-go-round.
Public ownership is the only efficient, sustain-
able way of providing the necessities of life
for everyone.

Production has to be efficient and confined
to necessary goods. We have to stop waste. In
a world where so many people are starving we
waste a third of all food that is produced. This
has to stop, now. Goods that are produced must
have a much longer lifespan, with no more
designed obsolescence, and must be suitable
for repair rather than for landfill or the incin-
erator after a couple of years.

All production, resources and distribution
must be brought under public control and cen-
trally planned. The decisions must be taken out
of the hands of banks and corporations, which
have brought us to the abyss.

This is not some sort of temporary short-
age or blip: it is a global emergency. Rosa
Luxembourg wrote: “Bourgeois society stands
at the crossroads, either transition to Socialism
or regression into Barbarism.”

Only socialism has the potential to stop the
environmental catastrophe and build a better
world, where all humanity can prosper.

Capitalism’s obsession with profit, growth,
consumption and accumulation has brought
humanity to the edge of extinction. We can
save the planet or save capitalism. We cannot
do both.
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