
Prime Minister Morrison’s intimate talks 
with President Trump have very serious 
implications for Australia and the rest of 
the world. Australia is riding on the back 
of the US into an abyss of warfare, climate 
change and disastrous trade relations.

Last week, in an unstable and threatening 
speech, Trump said Iran should be subjected 
to a nuclear attack because of its opposition 
to US interests. Morrison later praised Trump 
for his “measured and calibrated approach”!

Trump described the People’s Republic 
of China as “a threat to the world”. He said 
China had stolen intellectual property, prop-
erty rights and more than US$5,400 billion 
in annual trade from the US. Morrison agreed 
with Trump that China should forfeit the trad-
ing and climate change concessions than cur-
rently under its developing country status, 
even though in terms of average income, life 
expectancy and unequal development (the 
economic status criteria), China still ranks 
below the US and Australia. Not surprisingly, 
relations between China and Australia are 
now extremely low.

War plans
The two discussed joint operations in 

the waters south of Iran. Australia will send 
troops, a surveillance plane and a Navy frigate 
for six months to a US-led effort in the name 
of protecting shipping lanes from Iran.

Trump is fi nding it diffi cult on this occa-
sion to round up a significant number of 
allies to join the exercises against Iran, let 
alone pursue another war in the region. The 
European Union has positioned itself as an 

economic trade and military block in opposi-
tion to the US and its allies, which includes 
Britain – still trying exit the EU – and 
Australia alongside the likes of Saudi Arabia: 
the Decapitation Kingdom is currently con-
ducting a war against the people of Yemen, 
and for good measure last year assassinated 
Jamal Khashoggi, a Saudi dissident, journalist 
for The Washington Post and former general 
manager and editor-in-chief of Al-Arab News 
Channel, at the Saudi consulate in Istanbul, 
Turkey, carried out by agents of the Saudi 
Arabian government.

Australia is in fi ne company.
In the US Morrison was wined and dined 

with much fanfare as an unstinting ally, whose 
loyalty to Uncle Sam was hailed as a model 
to follow.

In a re-run of false allegations for-
merly made about Iraq having “weapons of 
mass destruction”, Trump repeated phony 
claims that Iran had attacked oil tankers in 
the Persian Gulf and Saudi oil processing 
installations.

Trump’s speech about a possible Iranian 
nuclear attack on Iraq foreshadows the 
involvement of Australia in yet another 
US-led war, following the trail from Korea, 
Vietnam, Afghanistan and Iraq and now 
China. Australia hosts crucial US communi-
cations installations (spy bases such as Pine 
Gap) and a growing military force in the north 
of the country.

Australia is set to become more heavily 
involved in the US’s use of space for military 
purposes and is aiming to become the world’s 
biggest exporter of weapons and military 

hardware at a time of pressing and growing 
social needs.

Free lunch
In between the serious talks and signing of 

agreements, selling off Australia’s sovereignty 
and independence, Morrison went to Chicago, 
gave a lecture on foreign policy and was shown 
a demonstration of MacDonald’s new “smart 
drive-through technology”.

Morrison and Trump visited an Ohio card-
board recycling factory owned by Australia’s 
richest man, Anthony Pratt, whose parent com-
pany paid only 0.2 percent Australian tax in the 
four fi nancial years to June 2017. Addressing 
Pratt’s assembled employees, Morrison gushed 
about “making jobs great again.” Pratt’s profi ts 
are certainly great again, up US$100 million in 
a single year, courtesy of Trump’s recent tax 
cuts, which cost the US government a trillion 
US dollars.

Trump is pursuing his trade war with China 
while here at home West Australian Premier 
Mark McGowan has pointed out angrily that 
Morrison’s toadying to Trump is putting in 
jeopardy a trading relationship in which goods 
worth $81 billion were recently exported from 
WA to China.

The context of the global fi nancial crisis, 
Washington is attempting to compensate for 
its economic weakness by using military power 
to undermine and contain China, to pre-empt 
its rise as an economic and military rival. The 
central US goal is control of markets, natural 
resources and cheap labour and the power to 
“free market” corporate capitalism. The US 
has a two-pronged approach – to exert military 

pressure and to threaten an economic blockade 
of China. 

To achieve this, the US is working to 
strengthen its alliances and strategic ties 
throughout Asia and the Indo-Pacifi c region. 
These growing strategic partnerships include 
high-level military exchanges, joint training 
and exercises as well as potential collaboration 
in the defence industry.

Offi cial Chinese responses to the new US 
alignment have so far been fairly calm and 
restrained. However, we would be foolish not 
to recognise that it is inevitable China will 
respond to US military and economic threats 
and efforts to “contain” their country. 

Back in 2009, during the debate on the 
Defence White Paper, Australia’s intelligence 
community was widely quoted as stating that 
China’s limited military build-up should be 
understood as not a threat to Australia but as 
China’s response to US military expansion in 
this region.

Australian government support for US 
policy brings war to our doorstep, threatens 
the security of Australian community, and risks 
relations with Australia’s major trading partner, 
the country credited with getting us through 
the global fi nancial crisis relatively unscathed. 
This support for US war fi ghting plans will 
cost Australian taxpayers billions of dollars and 
escalates the danger of confl ict in the region 
and the wider world.

The massive increase in US military pres-
ence in Australia will bring war and instability 
to our region. Recent decisions will make us 
poorer not safer and move Australia into direct 
engagement in bringing war to our door. 

A gig is not a job Cuba prepares to 
indict US blockade
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War on the poor continues
It was the fi rst week of sitting since the winter break and the 

government hit the fl oor running. On Wednesday September 11, 
it introduced four pieces of legislation, each seeking to make 
amendments to Social Security legislation. The bills are dressed 
up in fi ne-sounding language that contradicts the essence of the 
legislation, a practice that has become all-too-familiar under the 
Coalition. The victims, in line with Coalition practice, are the 
most vulnerable in society.

The fi rst of these bills is the Better Targeting Student Payments 
Bill. It was introduced as “ensuring the long-term sustainability 
of Australia’s welfare.” This is an old bill, dug up from 2017-18 
budget, that cuts pensioner education supplements during study 
breaks or holidays “to align with when students are engaged in 
study.” These supplements are paid to students who receive a carer 
payment, disability support pension, Newstart Allowance or single 
parenting payment. They are to assist with the additional costs a 
student has, so that they may obtain the qualifi cations to participate 
in the labour market.

The second is the Payment Integrity Bill “to ensure our wel-
fare system is sustainable into the future.” It introduces tougher 
measures for residency requirements to be eligible for the age 
pension and the disability support pension. It cuts the payment of 
the pension supplement when a recipient is absent from Australia 
for more than six weeks or departs permanently. It increases the 
waiting period for some recipients of benefi ts to pass the assets 
test in order to “increase self-reliance.”

The third bill, the Drug Testing Trial Bill, is resurrected from 
the past. It sets out to establish a trial of 5,000 new recipients of 
the Newstart Allowance and the Youth Allowance. The trial will 
operate in three locations: Canterbury Bankstown in Sydney, Logan 
in Brisbane, and Mandurah, just south of Perth. Any job seeker 
who tests positive for drugs or alcohol with have 80 percent of 
their allowance quarantined.

The quarantining of payments is also the subject of the Income 
Management to Cashless Debit Card Transition Bill. This has its 
origins in the Howard government’s Intervention in 2007. The 
Intervention applied to more than 70 Indigenous communities 
in the Northern Territory. It included compulsory health checks 
for all Aboriginal children, some by the military, and increased 
policing with assistance from the army.

Those who received government payments, received 50 percent 
of their income as cash and the remainder was quarantined in the 
form of a card which could only be used in certain retail outlets. 
Restrictions also applied as to what could be purchased with the 
card – no alcohol, cigarettes or gambling.

The Rudd/Gil lard Labor government introduced the 
BasicsCard. This scheme targeted people deemed to be “at risk” 
living in “vulnerable regions” – initially, anywhere in the NT. It 
could only be used in designated outlets. Today, the card is being 
“trialled” across Australia, mostly in poorer socio-economic areas. 
The amount quarantined has risen to 80 percent. The bill before 
Parliament takes it another step, replacing the BasicsCard with the 
cashless debit card and extending existing “trials”. The cashless 
debit card can be used in a greater range of outlets.

The cards initially targeted Indigenous Australians in some of 
the poorest communities. Cardholders are stigmatised every time 
they use the card. Many feel it is paternalistic, that it harks back 
to the colonial days. It removes responsibility and treats people 
like children. The Howard government targeted Indigenous com-
munities, and the members of those communities feel targeted. 
Successive governments have extended its application, bit by bit 
contrary to the wishes of many of those affected. The card is a 
cheap cop-out for a government that is not prepared to allocate 
fi nances for infrastructure and services in Indigenous communities 
and poorer socioeconomic areas where unemployment is high. The 
government leaves it to “market forces” to create jobs, where it 
has failed dismally.

The government shirks its responsibilities while meting out 
punitive measures to the people it neglects and mistreats. The 
government has no intention of stopping the roll-out of the cashless 
debit card and quarantining of payments. The National Party’s 
federal council, last month voted for a national roll-out of cashless 
debit cards for anyone younger than 35 on the dole or receiving 
parenting payments. Watch this space!

Guardian
Issue 1888 October 2, 2019

QUOTE OF THE WEEK
Man makes religion, religion does not make man.

MarxMarx
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Industrial worker 
death in Hobart
Ryan Burley 

A worker has died at the Nyrstar 
zinc smelter in Hobart. Fifty 
nine-year-old Michael Petterwood 
was found by colleagues on 
Wednesday, September 25. 
Petterwood had worked at the 
facility for over 30 years.

According to a representative 
from the Australian Workers’ Union 
(AWU), the man was found in a 
section of the facility that is prone 
to emitting sulphur dioxide. Police 
reported that the exact cause of death 
is not yet known.

The “zinc works,” as it is known 
locally, has played an important role 
in Tasmania’s economic history. 
The facility is located in the suburb 
of Lutana, north of Hobart. It was 
constructed in 1916, at a time when 

the Tasmanian capitalist class was 
eagerly exploiting mineral resources 
found in the mountainous west coast 
of the state. State-sponsored hydro-
electric projects in early twentieth 
century Tasmania created a surplus 
of cheap energy, which drove a rapid 
expansion of industrial development 
in the state.

There have been serious con-
cerns about worker safety at 
the facility in recent years. In 
November 2018, representatives 
from the AWU called for an inde-
pendent safety audit of the facil-
ity after complaints from workers. 
To drive home the urgency of this 
call to action, the AWU released 
an image of wooden beams held 
together with rope at the Lutana 
smelter. Union representatives 
claimed that workers were at risk 

from electrocution, acid burns and 
exposure to dangerous fumes.

In response, the Belgian-based 
company Nyrstar claimed that the 
safety of workers was their highest 
priority.

Nyrstar has been suffering sig-
nifi cant fi nancial diffi culty for sev-
eral years. In 2018, 100 jobs were cut 
from Nyrstar’s lead and zinc smelter 
at Port Pirie in South Australia. Soon 
after, 12 workers lost their jobs at the 
Hobart plant. It was also reported 
that Nyrstar had plans to reduce the 
number of maintenance staff at the 
Hobart facility from 63 to 43.

The company stated that they are 
investigating the incident and will be 
working with police and Worksafe 
Tasmania, and will offer counselling 
to workers who had been affected by 
the death of their colleague. 

PRESS FUND
Last week former Immigration Minister Amanda Vanstone 
wrote a particularly cranky article regarding teenage climate 
change activist Greta Thunberg. Although Greta’s solitary 
strike from school galvanised millions of people around the 
world to take action, Vanstone vigorously objected to her UN 
speech, observing that “no-one likes being yelled at or chastised 
for their views.” But Greta didn’t yell at anyone, and Vanstone 
herself spent much of her life in federal parliament yelling and 
chastising people for their views! We’re determined to point out 
when public figures like Vanstone dodge the real issues involved 
in social injustice, but as usual 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, namely:
Dr G Dittura $10, “Round Figure” $15, “Sparky” $10, 
G Spiers $25, B Treasure $30
This week’s total: $90 Progressive total: $4,930

Nurses left out of 
preventative health 
planning
The country’s largest union, 
the Australian Nursing and 
Midwifery Federation (ANMF), 
has expressed its disappointment 
that nurses have been left out of 
crucial planning for Australia’s 
10-year Preventative Health 
Strategy.

Federal secretary Annie Butler 
says the ANMF is questioning why 
federal Health Minister Greg Hunt 
has failed to include nursing repre-
sentatives on the Expert Steering 
Committee, given that nurses com-
prise more than half of the country’s 
health workforce.

“As trusted frontline health pro-
fessionals, we fi nd it very concerning 
that the Minister has excluded nurses 
from the over-arching decision-mak-
ing process in achieving long-term 
health targets,” Butler said. “The 
steering committee cannot genuinely 

be described as ‘expert’ without 
nurses having a seat at the table.

“Whether it’s immunisation, 
educating people about the need for 
regular health checks, identifying 
risks for chronic disease or offering 
support for pregnant women, nurses 
and midwives are at the centre of 
preventative health strategies, as part 
of their normal daily work routines 
and are also expert in collaborating 
with other health professionals to 
achieve intended outcomes.

“That’s why the ANMF and our 
members fi nd it disappointing that 
nurses have once again been denied 
a voice on the primary committee 
tasked with developing a strategy 
to improve preventative health out-
comes for all Australians.”

The union states that nurses will 
not continue to accept relegation to 
Sub-Committees and to not being 

deemed expert enough to sit along-
side other health groups on the main 
Steering Group despite having equal 
if not more expert knowledge in the 
area.

“We are concerned that health 
outcomes could now be compro-
mised by the Minister failing to 
include the expertise and knowledge 
nurses in the planning of preventive 
health strategies into the future.

“This oversight has clearly been 
recognised by the Shadow Minister 
for Health, Chris Bowen, who has 
called for nurses to be represented 
on the committee. The ANMF is now 
calling on the Minister to urgently 
review the Steering Committee’s 
membership and include rep-
resentation from the nursing 
profession.” 

The Nyrstar zinc smelter in Hobart.
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As the PRC (China) celebrates its 70th 
anniversary, much is said, including by 
capitalists, of its economic achievements. 
Following 200 years of suffering due to the 
colonialisations, imperialism, and expan-
sionism of Western World The People’s 
Republic of China was established on the 
1st of October 1949 and China was fi nally 
liberated. The West continued its aggressive 
attacks against China and like all socialist 
countries was subjected to economic block-
ades.  The Chinese revolution has persisted 
and has achieved unprecedented success in 
seventy years of development.

Deng Xiaoping said in 1979, “What we 
want is a socialism in which the productive 
forces are developed and the country is pros-
perous and powerful. This superiority should 
be demonstrated in that socialism provides 
more favourable conditions for expanding 
the productive forces than capitalism does.” 
In contrast to capitalist economies, this high 
prosperity is squarely aimed at achieving 
maximum sustainable rate of growth of living 
standards giving priority towards harmonious 
and sustainable development into the future. 
This is evidenced by the importance China 
attaches to the improvement of people’s well-
being. 1.3 billion Chinese are no longer threat-
ened by food or clothing shortages, more than 
850 million Chinese are out of poverty. China 
continues to trek forward at a cracking pace 
towards its goal of eliminating poverty. 

Maternal and infant mortality has also 
decreased substantially, from 1,500 per 100 
thousand and 200 per thousand 70 years ago, 
respectively, to 18.3 per 100 thousand and 
6.1 per thousand in 2018. These statistics are 
meeting the Millennium Development Goals 
ahead of schedule.

The Chinese Government has imple-
mented a series of policy frameworks that 
covers economic, political, cultural, and social 
construction of China to guide the economic 
and social development of the country. China’s 
objectives include investment in infrastruc-
ture, investment in health, good governance 
and strong delivery of public services, social 
inclusion, a vision for the future, and the pro-
motion of friendship with other countries.

China created more than 13 million new 
urban jobs annually for four consecutive years 
in 2013-2016. New jobs created in the fi rst 
eight months of this year stood at 9.74 million.

Life expectancy has more than doubled 
and this is not just a product of rising GDP 
as espoused by many but is instead a sensi-
tive indicator of overall social wellbeing. The 
average life expectancy rose from 74.83 years 
in 2010 to 76.34 years in 2015.

China has also committed to resource con-
servation as a feature of its economic growth 
promoting recycling, resource-saving, and an 
environment-friendly society that practises 
clean and safe development. In the four years 
from 2012 to 2016, energy and water use per 
unit of GDP dropped 17.9 percent and 25.3 
percent, respectively and energy use per unit 
of GDP has dropped 3.9 percent year on year. 
At the end of 2016 in grid wind power rose 

140.1 percent and solar capacity rose 21.4 
times. 

China has also embarked on a massive 
program of reforestation. These programs 
were developed in an effort to reduce the 
effects of soil erosion, air pollution, and cli-
mate change.

40 years of tree planting has increased 
China’s forested areas by 12 percent to 22 
percent (115 million hectares to 208 million 
hectares). NASA data shows China and India 
are global leaders in greening over the past 20 
years, accounting for one-third of total extra 
foliage between 2000 and 2017. 

A strategy of science and education and 
innovation in both urban and rural areas back 
the Government’s aim for sustainability. At 
the start of the revolution, China used to be 
an illiterate country. In 1949, 80 percent of 
its people could not write. The commitment 
and investment in education by the Chinese 
government see people entering the work-
force with an average of 13.3 years of edu-
cation. Education coupled with research and 
development (R&D) expenditures rising from 
52.2 percent from 2012 to 1.57 trillion yuan 
in 2016 see China emerging as a leader in 
solar, telecommunication, IT, artifi cial intel-
ligence, and many other newer technologies 
in the world.

Chen Xu the head of the Chinese mission 
to UN at Geneva reported that “770 million 
people are employed, a nine-year compul-
sory education is provided across the country, 

and China’s universal health care system and 
social security system lead the world in scale.”

Health in China has also benefi ted from 
the socialist revolution. The number of health 
service institutions increased to 987,000 in 
2017, up by 480 percent from 1978, with 
the number of health professionals soar-
ing by 260 percent to 8.98 million in 2017. 
Little known is the contribution China makes 
through its medical brigades particularly to 
Africa. An example is the Chinese medical 
support sent 100 healthcare workers to assist 
Algeria in 1963 after it gained independence 
from France. By 2014 China was disbursing 
an estimated $150 million annually and it con-
tinues today to build health facilities, donate 
supplies, grant funds, and provide staff.

Internationally China has embarked on 
some ambitious projects such as the Belt Road 
Initiative (BRI) that will bring great benefi t 
to numerous other countries as well as China. 
China is in the top position for infrastructure 
development in the world.

In 2019 China is a vibrant country where 
prosperity is continuing to rise.

We see all of this at a time when many 
indicators are in decline in developed capi-
talist countries. Life expectancy has declined 
in both the UK and US. In Australia the pre-
viously ongoing rise in life expectancy has 
slowed and likely to follow the trends in the 
UK and US. Infant mortality is also on the 
rise in the UK and US as is maternal mortality 
rates. Much of this has been linked to rising 

poverty. Professor Russell Viner, President of 
the Royal College of Paediatrics and Child 
Health reported infants are more than twice as 
likely to die in England and Wales if they are 
born into a poor family rather than a wealthy 
one, and the gap is widening. 

Poverty in Australia is also increasing 
again after several years of decline with the 
proportion of people living below the rela-
tive poverty line – 50 percent of the median 
income – increasing in 2017, from 9.6 per-
cent to 10.4 percent. An Australian Council 
of Social Services (ACOSS) report showed 
that 731,300 children or 17.4 percent of all 
children in Australia are living in poverty, 
an increase of two percentage points over 
10 years (from 2004-2014). The same report 
found that nearly three million people were 
living in poverty in Australia in 2014, or 13.3 
percent of the general population. More recent 
reports have estimated that on any given night 
one in 200 people in Australia are homeless.

While workers today are more produc-
tive and more skilled than ever before the 
stagnation of wages and the increase in inse-
cure work and a decline in public housing and 
social services all play a role. 12.5 million 
Australians are now in the workforce but mil-
lions are employed into jobs that are insecure.

China’s impressive development shows 
that Socialism is the only system that can 
deliver for the wellbeing of the people and 
can save the planet from environmental 
disaster. 

Australia

From the Archives The Guardian, July 1990

PRC celebrates 70 years

CPA delegation with Ambassador of the PRC to Australia at an offi cial gathering held in Canberra on Monday September 23. From left to right – 

Elizabeth Hulm, Vinnie Molina, Ambassador H.E. Cheng Jingye, Andrew Irving, Romina Beitseen.

National School & Marxism 
Studies Weekend

Saturday 19th – Sunday 20th October | Brisbane
Comrades and verifi ed friends of the Communist Party are invited to attend a weekend 
study group based on Lenin’s work, The Three Sources and Component Parts of Marxism.

Sat 19th School starts 9am
Yuraba (Spotted Gum) Conference Centre, 240 Church Road, Eatons Hill 
Followed by dinner with comrades Saturday evening

Sun 20th Seminar 10am-3pm
Red Brick Hotel, 83 Annerley Road, Woolloongabba

Transport and billeting available

Contact & RSVP David Matters: 0499 476 540 or mattersd1@gmail.com
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Paul Bastion*

I would like to thank the [Senate Inquiry] 
committee for providing the AMWU with 
the opportunity to give evidence in relation 
to this important legislation. The AMWU 
believes that these are bad laws and I would 
like to provide a brief historical example to 
illustrate why we have come to this opinion.

In 2001, James Hardie put $293 million 
into a trust fund designed to meet all future 
compensation claims for asbestos victims. 
They then moved the corporate headquarters to 
the Netherlands, taking an estimated $1.9 bil-
lion dollars in assets with them. They promised 
the Supreme Court in NSW that this money 
would be available, should the compensation 
fund that was established fall short.

However, in 2003, James Hardie severed 
links with their remaining Australian compa-
nies, cutting off any call on those funds now 
held in the Netherlands. Because Australia did 
not have the required treaty arrangements in 
place with the Netherlands, all the assets and 
incomes of the parent company were out of 
reach of James Hardie’s Australian victims, 
despite the assurances they gave to the court.

In early 2004, after years of campaigning 
by victims’ groups and the AMWU, the NSW 
government established the Jackson Inquiry 
to investigate James Hardie’s compensation 
fund. When the details of their conduct became 
public there was a public outcry.

A wave of national protests took place 
on September 15, 2004. Tens of thousands of 
workers across the country walked off the job 
and joined protests to demand that victims be 
treated with dignity and respect. In Sydney, 
workers from across the city left work and 
marched to the James Hardie shareholder brief-
ing in Darling Harbour with the simple demand 
“Make James Hardie Pay”

The following week, the report of the 
Jackson Inquiry laid bare the malicious con-
duct of James Hardie executives and their 
cruel decision to short-change the compensa-
tion fund by between $1.5 and $2.24 billion. 
Negotiations between James Hardie and the 
unions on how to ensure compensation was 
paid began the next week.

On December 21, 2004, after a concerted 
campaign, James Hardie fi nally reached heads 
of agreement with the ACTU, Unions NSW, 
victims’ groups, represented by the tireless 
Bernie Banton, and the NSW government.

We had secured uncapped compensation 
for victims of asbestos diseases and a commit-
ment to contribute $4.5 billion into the com-
pensation fund that was originally given only 
$293 million.

We achieved justice because unions and 
victims’ groups engaged in an escalating series 
of protests, work stoppages, work bans, boy-
cotts, matches, investor activism and intense 
political lobbying.

It is beyond question that this campaign for 
sufferers of asbestos disease made Australia a 
better, safer and more just place. Many of the 
campaign activities which I have outlined to 
you today would now constitute illegal indus-
trial activity.

Under this legislation, those of us who 
organised this campaign – a campaign that 
secured justice for people suffering from these 
horrifi c illnesses and untimely death – would 
be banned from the leadership of our union.

Under this legislation, our union, which 
stood up – not just for our members, but for 
their families and for victims across Australia 
– would be at risk of deregistration.

I know I speak for every AMWU member, 
delegate and offi cial when I say that if personal 
bans and union deregistration was the price we 
needed to pay for the justice that we secured, 
we would pay it 100 times over.

If we were faced with the same choice 
again tomorrow, I have no doubt that we would 
do the same thing – and we would be right to 
do so.

But the legislation before you is even 
more insidious than that. It doesn’t just punish 
unions for fi ghting against corporate interests, 
it gives those same corporate interests even 
more tools to prevent us from winning our 
fi ghts in the fi rst place.

Given the billions of dollars that our suc-
cessful campaign cost James Hardie, does 
anyone here think that they wouldn’t – as an 
interested party under the Act – seek to use 
these laws to have our offi cials removed from 
offi ce during the campaign?

Does anyone think that a company that 
intentionally delayed legal proceedings to 
deny sufferers compensation before their ill-
ness fi nally took their lives wouldn’t seek to 
use every avenue of delay and bog unions and 
victims’ groups in endless vexatious and costly 
litigation to frustrate out ability to organise 
against them?

It is easy to say now that no judge would 

ban a delegate, prevent protest action or dereg-
ister a union because they were fi ghting for the 
rights of the sick and dying, but the fi ght was 
not always a popular one. We fought long and 
hard to get this issue onto the political agenda.

For a long time, the AMWU and victims’ 
groups fought a lonely fi ght against a well-
resourced and ruthless opponent. With these 
new powers, the likes of James Hardie may 
well have been able to swamp this campaign 
before it gained the momentum and attention it 
needed to achieve success.

These laws are unjust. They go too far and 
give too many rights to employers to inter-
fere with the work that we do to improve the 
lives of our members, their families and their 
communities.

It is lucky that the last James Hardie didn’t 
have these laws to prevent their victims from 
achieving justice.

Senators, you are the only ones who can 
prevent the next Jamie Hardie from using them.

I encourage you to reject the legislation.
*Paul Bastion is national secretary AMWU 

The Union Busting Bill

Australia

Death, injury, wage theft
The Transport Workers’ Union 
told the Senate Inquiry hearing on 
the anti-union Ensuring Integrity 
Bill that the transport industry 
is the deadliest in Australia, and 
workers need legislation to back 
them up when their safety and the 
safety of the public is at risk.

TWU national assistant sec-
retary Nick McIntosh told the 
Education and Employment 
Legislation Committee at Mascot 
Ballroom in Sydney that the trans-
port industry is marked by high 
instances of death, injury, wage 
theft, non-payment of superannua-
tion, low pay and lack of minimum 
standards.

The proposed Ensuring 
Integrity Bill, which would make it 
more diffi cult for workers to take 
action, would award wealthy com-
panies the right to make profi ts at 
the expense of safety.

“The transport industry is 
crying out for regulation to pre-
vent wealthy companies at the top 
of supply chains from putting a 
deadly squeeze on transport, but 
this Bill aims to strip workers of 

the few legislative powers they 
have to fi ght back. When profi t is 
prioritised over safety, the worst 
often happens. Whether a fatal 
truck crash, a violent attack on a 
bus driver and their passengers, 
or an armed robbery of a cash-in-
transit van, these terrifying ordeals 
threaten workers just trying to do 
their job and the public who may 
be at the wrong place at the wrong 
time.

“Rather than fi ghting off a 
fresh attack on unions, workers 
should be given the protections 
they need to do their jobs safely,” 
said McIntosh.

Also appearing at the hearing 
was cash-in-transit driver Charles 
McKay who bravely reminded 
the Committee of incidents that 
required him and his workmates to 
take unprotected action after work-
ers had been killed.

One example is delivery guard 
Gary Allibon, who was shot dead 
in 2010 during a robbery at an 
ATM on Sussex Street in Sydney. 
Work stoppage meetings took place 
following these incidents to fl ag 

safety concerns and to allow work-
ers, employers and police to co-
ordinate responses.

“When a worker is tragically 
killed in our line of work, it is not 
just a one-off case of terrible luck. 
Armed robberies are calculated 
attacks that purposefully threaten 
our lives. If a worker is killed, the 
perpetrators are on the loose, and 
we do not feel that the company is 
doing enough to protect us, how 
can we be denied the human right 
to remove ourselves from that 
danger? Doing so should never put 
us at risk of losing our job or our 
representative body at risk of being 
deregistered,” McKay said.

Supermarket giant Aldi began 
an unprecedented Federal Court 
case in 2017 against the TWU 
after it failed to get an injunction 
stopping the union from speak-
ing out about truck driver rates 
and safety in its supply chain. The 
case demonstrates that companies 
are already willing to take lengthy 
and costly cases to test laws in 
order to silence workers and trade 
unions. 

International solidarity for victims of James Hardie.



Guardian October 2, 2019  5

The worldwide actions taking 
place around climate change has 
begun to challenge the standing 
order: their demands being that 
we be told the truth about climate 
change.

According to Nicola Paris of 
the grassroots training organisation, 
Counter Act, peaceful activists are 
being met with a growing pattern 
of repression, such as raids for low-
level offences, huge fi nes for fi rst 
offences and, in some cases, danger-
ous tactics from police. She points 
out that campaigning organisations 
are under-prepared for such conse-
quences in the event of the inevi-
table civil resistance which has to 
replace their unsuccessful electoral 
objectives.

Paris warns that the increasingly 
repressive anti-protest laws that have 
been put in place means that it is 
necessary for “institutional support 
to challenge patterns of repression.” 
No doubt through the courts. 

In Australia, we have recently 
seen fi rst-hand signs of government 
repression with the raids on journal-
ist Annika Smethurst’s home and 
the ABC offi ces, plus the deliber-
ate political abandonment of the 
Australian whistle-blower Julian 
Assange. The stringent whistle-
blower laws can easily be made to 
be fi t for use against environmental 
activists who become more radical 
and successful. Remember federal 
MP George Christensen’s reaction 
to confl ate the actions of anti-Adani 
protestors with terrorists! But we all 
know which side his bread is but-
tered – no doubt following the lead 
of his coal-bearing Prime Minister.

The calls for action from the 
young people of the world and 
the appearance of groups such as 
Extinction Rebellion has given 
people what all revolutions give 
– hope over despair and a sense of 
caring for each other – comradeship. 
It has removed the sense of power-
lessness that many people felt seeing 
people in power doing nothing to 
solve this urgent problem. There is 
now a feeling that if we have to, we 
will go down fi ghting. In Australia, 

rather than despondency with the 
election result, people have become 
active with organisations such as 
Greenpeace, the Australian Youth 
for Climate Change (AYCC). The 
Communist Party has also experi-
enced a surge of interest around the 
country. We are, perhaps, at a point 
in history where determined citizens 
see the need to unite to drive change.

To date climateemergencydecla-
ration.org/category/news/:

990 jurisdictions in 18 countries 
have declared a climate emergency. 
Populations covered by jurisdictions 
that have declared a climate emer-
gency amount to 212 million citi-
zens, with 47 million of these living 
in the United Kingdom. This means 
in Britain now roughly 70 percent 
of the population lives in areas that 
have declared a climate emergency. 
In New Zealand, the percentage is 
even higher: 73 percent of the popu-
lation. It’s 24 percent in Switzerland 
and Spain.

In Australia, where the climate 
emergency declaration mobilisation 
and petition was launched in May 
2016, 45 jurisdictions representing 
roughly 5 million people and 20 per 
cent of the population have declared 
a climate emergency, including 
the government of the Australian 
Capital Territory, based in the capital 
Canberra. More than 100 candidates 
in the 18 May 2019 federal election 
had signed the Climate Emergency 
Declaration petition.

All Australians need to come 
together over this issue and also need 
to respect the First Nations people 
who have looked after this coun-
try for millennia. We’re all in this 
together. Now the biggest challenge 
is to change the thinking of those in 
power: we have the solutions already 
and they will be put in place whether 
those in power change their minds 
or not. We no longer have the luxury 
of procrastination while fossil fuel 
corporations degrade the planet and 
swell their coffers.

A widespread transformation of 
the way we do business is needed as 
is action commensurate to the crisis. 
Currently, the UK keeps extending 

the number of days it’s running with-
out coal power. The German govern-
ment has agreed to an accelerated 
phase-out of coal and an ambitious 
acceleration of renewable energy. 
Australia’s booming coal industry 
has made it the world’s third-biggest 
exporter of potential carbon diox-
ide emissions locked in fossil fuels, 
placing it only behind oil giants 
Russia and Saudi Arabia, yet our 
Prime Minister has the gall to tell 
the Pacifi c Islanders that “Australia 
alone cannot cool the planet” – a 
classic excuse to do nothing.

Now to the crux of this article. 

How serious are we in saving our 
planet? I haven’t seen many grand-
parents or parents at the rallies 
urging our politicians to act now 
about climate change. They should 
be out there supporting their grand-
children and children in their 
attempts to force governments to 
take action. I don’t think the govern-
ment will put whole families behind 
bars?

And, who knows, perhaps 
we’ll see the police actually march 
with us: wouldn’t that be some-
thing? Even with the current gov-
ernment strictures regarding union 

involvement in strikes, there are 
signs that the unions are prepared 
to defy the restrictive laws enacted 
by our conservative governments, in 
order to show solidarity at this seri-
ous moment in history.

I’ll let Karl Marx have the last 
say, with the words from his epi-
taph on his tombstone in Highgate 
Cemetery:

“The philosophers have only 
interpreted the world, in vari-
ous ways: the point, however, is to 
change it.” 

Australia

Taking Issue – Eileen Whitehead

Time for revolution – Part 2

Hydrogen to fuel the future *
To power fl eets of buses, trucks, trains and ships
Len Lean

Transdev, the Paris-based operator of 
Sydney’s harbor ferries and light rail, 
as well as buses in Melbourne, Sydney, 
Brisbane and Perth, is trialling hydro-
gen-powered buses in France and the 
Netherlands this year.

The trials are the latest in a series to 
explore the vaunted potential for hydrogen fuel 
cells as an alternative passenger vehicle fuel to 
lithium ion batteries and highly polluting inter-
nal combustion engines.

Hydrogen fuel by-products 
Hydrogen is highly combustible and when 

combined with oxygen drawn from the air it 
can be used to generate electricity to propel 
vehicles. The only by-products are water and 
steam, with zero pollution discharges into the 
surrounding atmosphere. Hydrogen fuelled 
vehicles are much lighter than lithium ion 
batteries which add signifi cant weight and an 
environmental footprint, however hydrogen-
powered buses are, according to reports, more 

expensive to build than electric buses or con-
ventional highly polluting internal combustion 
engine buses which are adding to the global 
crisis.

Climbing the learning curve
Hydrogen fuelled buses at this stage have 

a range of up to 350 kilometres. Trials of a 
hydrogen powered train are being conducted 
in Germany. Toyota has launched a hydrogen 
powered vehicle, the Mirai. Hyundai-Kia are 
developing a model.

Australia not so clean
Carbon dioxide emissions from trans-

port in Australia is just under a fi fth of total 
emissions, and are coming under more scru-
tiny. Low carbon solutions have not emerged 
as readily as renewable electricity generation 
such as solar and wind power combined with 
battery storage. The immediate interim solution 
to reducing our high greenhouse gas emissions 
is battery electric powered public transport. 

European countries have electric powered 
trams and buses, China has battery operated 

trackless trams, and battery-operated refuse 
collecting trucks and street sweepers. Australia 
doesn’t even conform to the Euro 6 for light 
vehicles, we are stuck on Euro 5 still, and Euro 
V for heavy vehicles instead of Euro VI level.

Deplorable energy source
CSIRO (Commonwealth Scientific and 

Industrial Research Organisation), Australia’s 
premier scientifi c research agency, is research-
ing hydrogen fuel cell technology and Kawsaki 
Heavy Industries is leading a pilot program 
in Victoria’s Latrobe Valley making hydro-
gen using brown coal and to their shame are 
funded by the federal and state governments. 
Continued use of brown coal is deplorable and 
causing an increase in global heating.

Netherlands leads the way
The commercial use of hydrogen as a fuel 

in transport vehicles is several years away, 
therefore, electric vehicles are the present alter-
native to reduce greenhouse gases and reduce 
global warming. The Netherlands electric 
buses run solely on renewable energy, mainly 

from wind power, providing the world’s clean-
est bus systems in Eindhoven and Amsterdam.

Keeping 
the conversation going

We have seen how many people dem-
onstrated at the climate strike in Australia 
and around the world, it’s now essential to 
get things done. Climate scientists have now 
changed their terminology to refl ect the grow-
ing crisis. They now use stronger language to 
describe climate change to climate emergency, 
and global heating.

The CPA policy on the climate crisis and 
our party’s program to alleviate the worst fea-
tures of the climate heating crisis must be taken 
to the people at every opportunity.
* Hydrogen fuel is a zero-emission fuel when 
burned with oxygen. It can be used in fuel 
cells or internal combustion engines to power 
electric vehicles or electric devices. It has 
begun to be used in commercial fuel cell 
vehicles such as passenger cars, and has been 
used in fuel cell buses for many years. 
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A gig is not a job – Part 1

Anna Pha: Where did all of this start?
Thomas Costa: We consciously decided 

to look at the gig economy. We started looking 
at it about four years ago. We started to notice 
there were more and more businesses, particu-
larly online, that were engaging people online, 
with short-term contracts on on-demand type 
contracts.

One particular company we noticed, which 
is now the biggest gig economy company in 
Australia, is Airtasker. They were employing 
people to do odd jobs. So you could go online 
and say you need a cleaner and you would 
fi nd someone saying “I am willing to be your 
cleaner” and they start a bidding process – bid-
ding down.

So they might say “I am willing to do your 
job for $15 an hour.” Another might say they 
will do it for $10, then another for $9. So they 
keep bidding until an amount you could agree 
on, so multiple workers could bid for the same 
job.

It raised a number of questions for us, and 
a number of concerns. That’s when we thought 
that we actually need to get into this space 
because if this starts to become more common, 
particularly with the growth of the internet, it is 
going to be a real problem for minimum stand-
ards for workers.

AP: Where did the name gig come from?
TC: This was around the time when 

Airbnb had become popular, Uber was starting 
out and there were a lot of people referring to it 
as the “sharing economy” which has these con-
notations of being fair, warm and fuzzy.

So we can’t call it the sharing economy, 
this isn’t sharing. This is something quite 
exploitative. So we looked around and there 
had been this term used a couple of times in 
some of the academic literature, calling it the 

“gig economy.” That was a reference to some-
one performing a gig. Musicians and actors 
often do gigs.

They described it as a gig economy as you 
basically get paid for a gig. There’s no regula-
tion for it. You do one job and get paid for it 
and if you do another job tomorrow you get 
paid for it. And if you don’t get one the next 
day you don’t get paid. That’s why we chose 
the term gig economy.

Then we went out and did this report on 
Airtasker. That was the fi rst time, certainly 
in Australia, and probably internationally, to 
a large extent that anyone had started to talk 
about this new phenomenon of online busi-
nesses trying to engage workers directly, 
completely outside of the industrial relations 
systems of the countries they operate in.

AP: When you say “we” who are you 
referring to?

TC: I’m talking about Unions NSW where 
I work. I was elected as assistant secretary 
four years ago. The secretary was also newly 
appointed at the time. My background is the 
railway union, the RTBU. I was there for about 
six years as an industrial offi cer in the national 
offi ce.

AP: Could you give a few examples of 
these companies, and do they all operate in the 
same way?

TC: No, they operate very differently but 
what they all have in common is they claim 
they are not employers. They all say they 
are not employers, that they are just online 
platforms.

We noticed that Airtasker gave some indi-
cation of the rate, that they would advertise on 
their site that the average rate for a cleaner is 
$15 per hour. They are even advertising below 
the minimum wage, which is why we did the 

report to say these companies are actively 
involved in manipulating the market.

Race to the bottom
They were using it to drive wages down, 

pitting worker against worker in a sort of race 
to the bottom, and using their scale to undercut 
established employers who pay legal wages.

Airtasker is one of the bigger gig compa-
nies in Australia and an Australian company. 
That was sort of why we chose to target them 
as the fi rst real campaign in this space.

The way we wanted to do this was by cre-
ating awareness in the community that this is 
an issue. So we looked into the gig economy 
but predominantly focused on Airtasker as the 
vehicle to do that. We drafted a report in-house 
and we called that Innovation or Exploitation?

The report particularly focused on how it 
was a model that led to very exploitative con-
ditions of workers and in some cases actually 
dangerous exploitation.

There were jobs advertising electrical 
work, for example, in people’s homes that 
had no requirements for licencing or any of 
the other OH&S requirements that you would 
expect in that industry. Airtasker at the time 
did not see itself as having a role in OH&S 
because it described itself as basically a 
“Trading Post,” but operating online, which 
it defi nitely isn’t.

So after we released that report we got a 
lot of media attention. We followed it with a 
lot of social media as part of our campaign. 
That really leveraged the fact that these gig 
economy companies are quite brand sensitive. 
They don’t have particularly complex web-
sites or platforms, so they are vulnerable to 
another company coming in and stealing their 
market share. So by doing that we actually 
forced Airtasker to come in and to talk to us 
and talk about how they could reform their 
business.

So that was probably one of the more posi-
tive gig campaigns that we have done because 
we sat down with them very quickly and 
explained where we thought there were some 
problems with what they were doing.

They did not give us everything, but to 
their credit they were willing to do a deal. We 
reached an agreement which meant they would 

no longer advertise these below award wages, 
that they would allow us to help them improve 
their occupational health and safety.

So now they require licencing, they check 
for those things, they badge different people 
using their sites as to whether they have an 
offi cial licence or not. We produced a lot of 
material on OH&S for them to put on their 
website to help create awareness of what occu-
pational health and safety standards that you 
need.

We also started a process of trying to 
develop a dispute settlement process that 
would be overseen by the Commission.

It’s quite interesting. Airtasker came to us 
after about six months of our agreement being 
in place and they said that we had actually 
made them money because they take 15 per 
cent of every job. Because people are being 
paid correct or above award wages they are 
getting more of a clip. It was a little bit ironic. 
We ran a campaign against them but we kind 
of helped them out too!

That was a sort of positive outcome but 
we learnt a lot about the gig economy going 
through that process and how a number of 
players that come on the market are mostly 
tech people. They’re not traditional employers, 
they understand the internet, they understand 
the technology. They don’t really understand 
labour relations, they don’t understand OH&S, 
and they don’t generally want to get into that 
space.

They want to stay away from it as much as 
possible, which has been part of the cause of 
much of these problems.

Ripped off
Another thing we learnt is that Australians 

do not like to know that they are ripping some-
one off. People were using Airtasker when it 
was underpaying and not paying award rates 
and weren’t particularly fussed about it. But 
as soon as we went out to the media and on 
online on social media and said this is below 
award rates, that if you are employing some-
one through Airtasker, you are doing the wrong 
thing, then we started to see their business drop 
off.

Australians do not like to know someone 
is being underpaid, which also gives us a lot of 

Companies such as Uber, Airtasker, Deliveroo, and Airbnb have become household 
names with millions of Australians using them for the purchase of goods and services. 
They are companies that are engaged in what is commonly referred to as the gig 
economy. But how many people know how these companies operate, what happens 
behind the scenes, how they treat their workers, beyond the fact that they claim they 
are only online platforms? Anna Pha from the Guardian interviewed Thomas Costa, 
assistant secretary of Unions NSW, who is at the forefront of the defence of workers in 
the gig economy.
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leverage in these types of campaigns against 
these companies.

So that was the Airtasker campaign.
AP: Are you able to give us another exam-

ple of the gig economy?
TC: More recently we’re involved in a 

campaign with the Transport Workers Union 
[TWU] called The Rights for Riders which 
is about improving the rights of those work-
ers you see out on the streets riding bicycles 
or scooters delivering food for restaurants – 
Deliveroo and Uber Eats.

Rights for Riders
We started that at the beginning of last 

year, getting out and talking to riders. We hung 
around on street corners to try and catch them. 
We found they were being severely underpaid. 
In some cases their average pay was about ten 
to fi fteen dollars an hour.

AP: Were they happy to talk to you?
TC: Very. Initially there was some appre-

hension but we went about and rode with them. 
We logged on, signed up with these companies, 
we started delivering food. We built relation-
ships with them and very quickly the word got 
round that the unions were out here talking to 
them.

They wanted to talk. Some of the condi-
tions were so terrible that they were really 
upset. These companies, for example, used to 
pay much higher rates – they used to pay an 
hourly rate. They removed the hourly rate and 
then paid a delivery fee. They would extend 
periodically the amount of kilometres for a 
ride.

So if you can imagine you are paid $9 per 
delivery and your average distance for deliv-
ery is 5 km and they increase that to 7 km and 
you are still only getting $9 a delivery, you’re 
losing pay. Uber Eats, Deliveroo, and Foodora 
would do this periodically to test how far the 
workers would go before they would just give 
up. You could see that the workers were getting 
really frustrated about this.

And they had been doing their own organ-
ising as well. They had set up a series of 
WhatsApp groups, lots of online groups, where 
they were talking about what was going on. So 
it was very easy for us to then get involved in 
those groups, and communicate with them and 
organise them.

So there was a large campaign. At different 
stages, where we felt some of the attempts of 
these companies to really stretch the limits of 
what is reasonable, we would help these riders 
organise wildcat strikes.

They would immediately wind back what-
ever the push had been, whether it was to 
extend their distances or lower the pay rates.

Flexibility myth
Lots of people talk about fl exibility in the 

gig economy but something we learnt from 
these riders is that there is very little fl exibility. 
Although they log on the App and ride, they 
are considered independent contractors and so 
they don’t have to ride at any given time. If 
they don’t ride the shifts that these companies 
want them to ride, then they don’t get the good 
shifts the following week.

They have an algorithm that rates you. 
Depending on your speed, depending on 
which shifts you ride, how available you are, 
you get preference then for the better shifts 
the next week. So you can imagine that if 
you are being paid $10 a delivery you are 
not really going to want to ride on a Monday 
night. You’d want to do the busy nights on 
Fridays and Saturdays.

AP: So you could be on a whole shift on a 
Monday night and only get a couple of gigs?

TC: That’s right. When these companies 
fi rst came into the market a few years ago, 
some of the riders who have been around since 
it fi rst started said it was actually a good job. 
You would get paid, I can’t remember exactly, 
but about $20 an hour plus a $10 for a delivery 
fee. So on a good night you might be making 
$30 or more per hour riding around and they 
were quite happy with that. But then, periodi-
cally these rates would be reduced and it got to 
the point where they are only paid per delivery.
Next week: Part 2 of the gig economy – 
visa workers, and the expansion of the gig 
economy into new, higher-skilled fi elds of 
work.  Photos: Unions NSW
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Broken laws, broken people
Ceren Sagir

BRITAIN: International Trade 
Secretary Liz Truss faced mount-
ing calls to resign today after she 
admitted to once again breach-
ing the law by awarding arms 
licences to Saudi Arabia. Truss 
told Parliament that an internal 
review of all licences granted 
for Saudi Arabia and its coali-
tion partners since the Court of 
Appeal ruling in June is ongoing 
and has so far identifi ed one fur-
ther breach.

The licence for the repair of mili-
tary equipment, in particular counter-
IED equipment, was never used and 
has been revoked, according to the 
Department for International Trade.

A licence breach of a commit-
ment given to Parliament was also 
identifi ed through the export of fuel 
gauges for Jordanian military air-
craft — also now revoked. In June, 
the Court of Appeal ruled that the 
government acted unlawfully when 
it licenced the sale of British-made 
arms to Saudi forces without assess-
ing whether the Saudi-led coalition 
had violated international humanitar-
ian law in the course of the Yemen 
confl ict.

Earlier this month, the gov-
ernment apologised to the Court 
of Appeal for two “inadvertent” 
breaches of an assurance it would 
not license any more arms sales to 
Saudi Arabia for the use in the con-
fl ict in Yemen.

Truss said it is “possible that 
more cases will come to light” after 
announcing an independent investi-
gation has been commissioned.

Campaign Against Arms Trade 
(CAAT), which won the case against 
the government, called for an 
“immediate embargo” on all arms 
sales to Saudi Arabia and the wider 
coalition.

CAAT’s Andrew Smith said: 
“We are always being told how rig-
orous and robust arms export con-
trols supposedly are, but this shows 
that nothing could be further from 
the truth.

“The system is clearly broken 
and unfi t for purpose. This is symp-
tomatic of a policy that puts arms 
sales ahead of human rights.

“Even if it was in error, it is 
clear that the government cannot be 
trusted to uphold the ruling of the 
Court of Appeal. There can be no 
more excuses.

“Tens of thousands of people 
have been killed in a war that has 
created the worst humanitarian crisis 
in the world. Despite the destruction, 
the government has shown a total 
disregard for the people of Yemen.”

Since the bombing of Yemen 
began in March 2015, Britain has 
licensed £5.3 billion worth of arms 
to the Saudi regime, though actual 
fi gures are likely to be higher.

Scottish National Party (SNP) 
MP Chris Law, a member of the 
international trade committee, 
accused the government of putting 

“profi t ahead of upholding interna-
tional humanitarian law.”

Shadow trade secretary Barry 
Gardiner said: “This is shocking. The 
government has failed to carry out its 
duty of care in a confl ict where thou-
sands of people have died.

“The government repeatedly 
claims that we have a robust and 
rigorous arms control regime. But 
the best rules are useless unless you 
implement them.

“Given the Secretary of State’s 
admission that further breaches may 
well follow, we now need a root and 
branch review to establish a dedi-
cated committee with the necessary 
powers to ensure that the proper con-
trol is exercised.”
Morning Star 

West Papua

Call on UN to step in 
and stop bloodshed
Steve Sweeney

West Papuan independence cam-
paigners issued an urgent call last 
week for international bodies to 
step in and prevent further mas-
sacres after a week of bloodshed 
in the occupied Pacifi c nation. 
United Liberation Movement for 
West Papua (ULMWP) leader 
Benny Wenda warned that 2019 
was becoming the worst year of 
violence in nearly six decades of 
illegal Indonesian occupation 
after at least 27 were killed during 
protests.

He appealed for the UN to inter-
vene as a matter of urgency and put a 
stop to the killings.

Wenda told the Star: “This year 
marks a new phase of Indonesian 
state brutality against the people of 
West Papua. Indonesia has aimed for 
the total elimination of our peaceful 
struggle for self-determination, and is 
imprisoning and killing our children, 
high school teenagers and university 
students to do it.”

West Papua was annexed by 
Indonesia in 1969, following the 
so-called Act of Free Choice. This 
saw just 1,022 handpicked residents 
allowed to vote in favour of the move, 
many doing so at gunpoint.

Violence has intensified since 
the latest “uprising” which Benny 
Wenda said began after a seven-year-
old child was arrested by Indonesian 
police in August. He spoke of “colo-
nial racism” with West Papuans 
attacked by Indonesian forces who 

have routinely opened fi re on peace-
ful protesters.

Late last month at least 27 were 
shot dead by nationalist militias who 
attacked a convoy of students who 
were being transported by Indonesian 
security services.

“Indonesia is criminalising, 
attacking and killing the children of 
West Papua in order to maintain its 
brutal occupation of our land,” he 
said, warning that the region was 
becoming “the next East Timor.”

Thousands were slaughtered there 
by Indonesian forces during their 
struggle for independence, which was 
fi nally achieved in 2002.

“The 16,000 addi t ional 
Indonesian troops deployed to my 
homeland are not there to protect my 
people – they are there to use vio-
lence, harassment and intimidation to 
maintain Indonesian control over the 
territory.

“West Papuans are risking their 
lives just to utter the words ‘refer-
endum,’ ‘self-determination’ and 
‘independence,’ words of freedom,” 
Wenda told the Star.

“I’m calling on [Indonesian presi-
dent] Widodo to allow the UN high 
commissioner in. The time for this 
visit it now: no more delays. The 
crisis is taking place as you read this.”

But he said: “Our victory will 
come; justice will prevail. Let us 
unite to fi ght peacefully for freedom 
and liberation for all, including the 
many West Papuan generations to 
come.”
Morning Star 

Morales’ scathing attack on capitalism
Bolivian President Evo Morales delivered 
a scathing criticism of capitalism as world 
leaders gathered for the United Nations 
General Assembly in New York last week.

He warned that it is responsible for 
the major issues affecting the planet, 
including “inequality, hunger, poverty, 
the migration crisis, unemployment” and 
other problems.

The unequal distribution of wealth and 
the senseless accumulation of goods and 
money concentrated in the hands of a few are 

rooted at the heart of the capitalist system, he 
explained.

Morales said that under capitalism “it is 
intended to commercialise everything to accu-
mulate more capital” with the world being 
controlled by a global oligarchy of only a 
handful of billionaires.

“The underlying problem is in the model 
of production and consumerism, in the own-
ership of natural resources and in the unequal 
distribution of wealth,” Mr Morales said in a 
fi ery speech.

That 26 people in the world have the same 
wealth as 3.8 billion people he described as 
“unfair, immoral and inadmissible.”

The Bolivian leader also said his coun-
try “will not renounce its right to sovereign 
access to the Pacifi c Ocean” in relation to a 
136-year maritime dispute with Chile.

Landlocked Bolivia lost access to the sea 
in 1884 after a war with Chile and has tried to 
regain it ever since.

The case was recently taken to the 
International Court of Justice which in its 

last ruling, in October 2018, determined that: 
“Bolivia had a coastline of more than 400 
kilometres along the Pacifi c Ocean.”

But it said that Chile had no obligation to 
negotiate Bolivian access to the sea.

A September 2015 judgment established 
that “the issues in dispute are not matters 
resolved by an arrangement of the parties, 
by an arbitration award, by a judgment of an 
international tribunal or governed by agree-
ments or treaties in force.”
Morning Star 
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Egyptians

Between hopes for freedom and treachery
Aboulfotouh Kandil

The fact that protesters in Egypt are now 
being allowed to carry on without arrests 
by police indicates we may be witnessing 
a “soft coup” within the military regime 
against the inner circle of President Abdel 
Fattah Al-Sisi and his loyalists, rather than 
a mass rebellion aimed at replacement of 
the dictatorship with genuine democracy.

Through his circulation of video clips 
recently an Egyptian military contractor, 
Muhammad Aly, exposed details of fi nancial 
corruption involving various military leaders 
backing Sisi. Aly asserted that he is not politi-
cised, one way or the other, and just wanted 
back money owed to him and others in the 
military regime.

Opponents of the Sisi regime contributed 
to the spread of the videos. To make matters 
worse, Sisi himself essentially acknowledged 
on September 16, 2019, the correctness of 

Aly’s statements regarding the fi nancial cor-
ruption referred to, and announced his inten-
tion to continue the corruption. This was 
against the advice of numerous authorities in 
the ruling regime.

Although Aly had asserted that he was not 
politicised one way or another and that all he 
meant was to get his late dues, the nature of 
his rhetoric changed markedly after Sisi had 
spoken. He shifted from demanding his fi nan-
cial dues to calling for an uprising against 
Sisi, stressing that there are army and police 
offi cers supporting his demands, and assuring 
potential revolutionaries also that their dem-
onstrations would not face repression.

At the same time, messages and videos 
in support of Aly’s demands for an uprising 
against Sisi have emerged from people who 
claim they are active or former military and 
police offi cers, spokespersons for high-rank-
ing military fi gures, as well as political oppo-
sition fi gures at home and abroad.

Aly’s call for the revolution coincided 
with his call for Defence Minister General 
Mohamed Zaki to arrest Sisi, which raises the 
question of what exactly Aly wants, whether 
he is calling for a popular revolution or a mili-
tary coup, or promoting the same old trick of 
a “popular revolution” cover for internal army 
maneuvering.

Aly set September 20 as the start of pro-
tests against Sisi, and the opposition forces 
promoted that call. It was remarkable that 
Sisi left Egypt on the same day for the United 
States to attend the UN General Assembly 
Summit. Although the pro-Sisi media and his 
regime have denied, or at best undermined, 
the protests that erupted at Aly’s invitation, 
opposition media highlighted them as a mas-
sive popular uprising.

Political opposition forces hopefully 
won’t forget the lessons of the January 2011 
revolution and the 2013 military coup. Their 
real battle is not only with Sisi but against the 

entire military regime. Although Sisi is uglier 
and bloodier than his predecessors, popular 
opposition forces don’t gain when they sup-
port one military coup against another.

Regardless of the size of these demonstra-
tions, the availability of streets and squares 
to the demonstrators, and the new reluctance 
by police to confront them with brutal force, 
it seems there are signifi cant sections of the 
military pushing for a change of the guard. 
It’s a way that the military can acknowledge 
and deal with some of the excesses of the Sisi 
regime but still maintain control.

If this happens, Egyptians will not 
achieve their hopes for freedom, democracy 
and a decent life for which they are strug-
gling, and will discover that Muhammad Aly 
and his invitation were only tricks of the mili-
tary to keep people in the stable of humiliat-
ing obedience.
People’s World 

Around the world, 
millions strike 
demanding climate action
Mark Gruenberg

WASHINGTON: For Daniel Goldman of 
Arlington, Vaginia, the reason for battling 
to reverse climate change is very simple. “I 
don’t want to die,” he says. Marching with 
a hand-drawn sign declaring “The wrong 
ICE is melting” – uniting two controversies 
on one piece of cardboard – the high school 
student from Arlington was one of tens of 
thousands of students who descended on 
downtown DC on September 20 as part of 
the worldwide student strike about climate 
change.

And more than a few adults, including 
union members from the Service Employees 
and the Communications Workers, among 
others, marched, too. The students organised 
themselves into a worldwide coalition for 
the strike, which began September 20 and is 
scheduled to run for a week, to demand world 
leaders get off their asses and battle global 
warming and its resulting climate change.

Marchers numbered in the tens of millions, 
from Anchorage to Miami and from London to 
Kuala Lumpur. All demanded world leaders act 
before it’s too late.

In New York, a fl ood of people massed 
before the United Nations, which will hold a 
special session during the week of September 
23 on combating climate change. In Chicago, 
people marched from the southern end of Grant 
Park to the plaza in front of the federal build-
ing in the Loop.

In London, they descended on Trafalgar 
Square and in Kuala Lumpur, they massed at 
a shopping mall.

And everywhere, they demanded politi-
cians and other leaders get off their asses on 
the issue. One DC sign read: “Adults won’t 
lead, so the kids will.”

“Our generation faces a dystopian future,” 
explained Chloe Lanyi-Lari, a classmate of 
Goldman.

The scientifi c consensus is the planet is 
warming so fast that another rise of two more 
degrees Celsius in heat trapped in the Earth’s 
atmosphere will bring catastrophic changes. In 
some cases, it already has.

The evidence includes melting glaciers 
and Arctic and Antarctic icecaps, increasingly 

frequent and ferocious hurricanes, expanding 
African deserts, wildfi res in California and the 
Amazon, and extinctions of birds and animals 
as their habitat disappears.

So, the students and their allies took to the 
streets around the globe. In DC, at least, their 
signs, chants and comments were pointedly 
directed at a federal government – and particu-
larly at President Donald Trump – in climate 
change denial.

“My friend was giving me a bunch of 
ideas, including ‘people before profi t,’ ” said 
Sofi a Monticelli while juggling three signs and 
leaning against a tree on the way to the US 
Capitol. “I didn’t understand that, so we came 
up with ‘ecology before economy,’ ” which was 
the lead sign she carried.

“It’s very important people know this is 
an actual problem. If we don’t do something, 
no one else is going to. We’re the fi rst gen-
eration to feel the effects of climate change. 
We’re the last who can fi x it,” said Monticelli’s 
classmates, Hayley Brewer and Julia Pollak. 
The three were part of a group of 20 from the 
International School.

While high-schoolers made up the vast 
majority of the students who struck, some 
younger kids came with their parents. “My 
7-year-old daughter understands climate 
change better than Trump’s Cabinet,” read a 
sign carried by a young mother, pointing to her 
child, wearing a pink T-shirt and shorts.

Speakers to the crowd urged students, 
and adults, to lobby lawmakers to move now 
against the carbon emissions that cause climate 
change. Frequent signs, both printed and hand-
written, demanded an end to US use of fossil 
fuels.

Other signs pushed the Green New Deal, 
advanced by “The Squad” of four young 
female first-term lawmakers: Democratic 
Representatives Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez of 
New York City, Ilhan Omar of the Twin Cities, 
Ayanna Presley of Boston and Rashida Tlaib 
of Detroit. All are from communities of colour.

Marchers – and their signs – indicated 
Trump, a virulent climate change denier, is a 
big part of the problem. Chants of “Hey, hey, 
ho, ho, climate change has got to go,” alter-
nated with second lines of “Donald Trump has 

got to go.” “Vote them out” changed to “Vote 
Trump out.”

And a frequent hand-lettered sign read: 
“Climate change is rising and so are we.”

“We’re out here hopefully to get some leg-
islation changing the environment so the Earth 
doesn’t die,” said Benjamin Valdevisio of H.D. 
Woodson High School in Fairfax, Va. He lofted 
his handmade sign: “I don’t want to live in a 
world without fl owers.” Blossoms festooned 
its fi nal word.

But the students – and many accompany-
ing adults – made clear they won’t wait for-
ever for the pols to act. “Vote climate 2020,” 
one sign read.

“Voting and peaceful protest is the alterna-
tive to us violently showing up on their (poli-
ticians’) doorsteps,” said Goldman, who also 
wore a button with the Hebrew word zachor 
– remember – on it. “The system needs to 
change.”
People’s World 
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New wave of protests
After the physical attacks and arrests of 
West Papuan students in the Javanese city 
of Surabaya, Papuans inside West Papua 
took to the streets. This led to the biggest 
rallies in over a decade. West Papuan 
and Parliament buildings were attacked. 
This was in direct response to the racial 
attacks on the West Papuan students who 
had been labelled as monkeys and apes. 
Demonstrators turned the insults back on 

the Indonesian by wearing monkey masks. 
6,000 additional police and military forces 

were brought in to quell the protests. Six 
Papuans were killed when the police shot into 
crowds of protestors. Tear gas was also used. 
On September 18, another four Papuans were 
shot and killed.

Solidarity rallies were held around 
Australia, and in Adelaide, we had a large 
contingent that was swelled by Pacifi c Island 
supporters. 

Indonesia has since cracked down harshly 
on protestors who have been arrested and are 
being charged with treason, punishable by 
15 years jail. Human rights lawyer Veronica 
Koman who is visiting Australia is being issued 
with an Interpol Red Notice and charged with 
treason as well.

It is expected that protests will not be 
stopped by these actions. Papuans are seeking 
a referendum on independence and a vote for 
this through the UN. 

Dave Arkins
Secretary Australia West Papua 

Association SA 

Let’s work together 
for a better planet
Considering the dire problems the world 
faces, politically, socially, and environ-
mentally it is a tremendously encouraging 
and impressive thing to see people taking 
effective action to change things. It is 
very inspiring when the youth and other 
ordinary people work to resolve problems 
where politicians and political elites have 
been unable to do so.

Perhaps in people-power there is the real 
hope for humanity and our planet. We are all 
in this together and only by coming together 
and making a collective effort can we stop the 
climate crisis gripping the planet, save natural 
habitats being destroyed, and save endangered 
animals.

In such diffi cult and challenging times 
we should not remain silent and inactive but 
do something. Each one of us has some time, 
skills or talents to give; we can use our voices, 
or write, or donate or attend a protest or events 
to help. Little or big efforts, what we do 

combined adds up to a lot, so we can all make 
a difference.

If you really care about the dismal state of 
our world and it is possible for you to make it, 
get involved in the schoolstrike4climate, or one 
of the many other climate change action groups 
around Australia.

We need to act to protect a liveable earth, 
for humans and all its living inhabitants. Our 
precious planet needs us. The future of life on 
Earth is at stake. Never give up hope, together 
we can win.

“What is the use of a house, if you haven’t 
got a tolerable planet to put it on.”

Henry David Thoreau
Steven Katsineris

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Review by Graham Drew

With a world that is increasingly and grossly out 
of balance A World Turned Upside Down? seeks 
to pinpoint clarity out of confusion and keep us 
located in the real world. There are few slogans 
and rehashing of statistics, though the reader is 
left in little doubt that fewer people hold obscene 
wealth at the expense of an ever-expanding 
number of poor in a “burning” world. There is 
one phrase we socialists in Australia can keep in 
mind when engaging with electorally focussed 
political parties and some union offi cials – their 
tendency to “talk left and walk right.”

Like previous Socialist Registers, the 2019 edition 
is a bit of a must for the bookshelf of any left-liberal, 
especially academics, and those of us who continue 
to be engaged with contemporary politics. While the 
challenge for the students of Marxism will be to time-
table their reading time into precious waking hours, 
the sixteen articles in the three hundred and seventy-
two paged edition allow the reader to dive in and out 
of the book. Equally, the complexity of the writing 
and the amount of rhetoric varies between the articles, 
as does the number of words I needed to fi nd in the 
dictionary. By noting the contents herein I hope you 
will gain a sense of how this publication contributes 
to what is loosely called “the Left.”

In the fi rst article, “Trumping the empire,” Panitch 
and Gindin put Trump into perspective promoting 
this reader to affi rm that currently the institutions 
of the state always serve capital. While in his article 
on Trump, Doug Henwood, deftly notes the sinister 
role of billionaires likes of Koch brothers and Ray 
Kiely, in his “Locating Trump: Paleoconservatism, 
neoliberalism, and anti-globalisation” article does just 
this. Nicole Aschoff believes “Trumpism” signifi es 
“America’s tipping point” and thus a challenge for “a 
new left” working for a programme which seemed to 
this reader a bit like a form of neo-Keynesianism. I 
also found Alan Calfruny’s “The European crisis and 
the left” a bit of a lament for Keynesianism. However, 
both articles, as with the rest, are superbly useful 
observations. 

In the book’s last article, Colin Leys asks “Is there 
a way forward for the left?” in reference to Corbyn 
and Brexit Britain, and it seems that it all depends. 
Closer to home for Australian readers is David 
Whyte’s “‘Death to the corporation’: A modest pro-
posal” (who argues, amongst other things, that the 
regulating “state” is of, and maintains the interests 
of the ruling class) applies to any discussion of the 
Australian Banking Royal Commission – even for 
the ALP and Greens. Members of both these par-
ties would also especially benefit from reading 
Elmar Altvater and Birgit Mahnkopf’s article “‘The 
Capitalocene’ Permanent capitalist counter-revolu-
tion.” Despite not talking directly about Australia 
we should all fi nd Adam Hanieh’s “The contradic-
tions of global migration” engaging for amongst other 
things, we will appreciate how “principal patterns of 

migration reinforce and refl ect the shifting nature 
of capitalist accumulation at the global scale [with] 
borders ... mediating the value of labour power and 
differentiating populations.” Umat Ozsu’s article 
“Humanitarian intervention today” suggests that some 
notion of international law around the concept of sov-
ereignty is better than nothing, though the Western 
powers like to have the R2P (responsibility to pro-
tect) caveat.

The two articles specifi cally about China are ably 
contextualised by Aijaz Ahmad’s “Extreme capitalism 
and ‘the national question’ ” where we are reminded 
how the implosion of the USSR and the change of 
course after 1978 in China paved the way for global 
dominance of neoliberalism. Both Lin Chun’s 
“China’s new globalism” and Sean Kenji Starrs’ “Can 
China unmake the American making of global capi-
talism?” suggest that the Chinese need another social-
ist revolution as they both explore the challenges and 
contradictions confronting China geopolitically and 
internally. Following on, in a sense, from these two 
informative articles, Jayati Ghosh maps worsening 
income inequality in “Decoupling is a myth: Asian 
capitalism in the global disarray” and this reader 
would add, volatile for all. The statistics in this arti-
cle, including those in the form of tables and graphs, 
will add to the vitality of any discussion.

Ana Garcia and Patrick Bond, in their arti-
cle “Amplifying the contradictions: The centrifugal 
BRICS,” reminds us that all capitalist nations (and 
corporations) self-interest compete at the people’s 
expense. This insightful critique of the Brazil-Russia-
India-China-South Africa formation, with its fi rst 
heads-of-state meeting in 2009, demonstrates that “the 
nefarious effects of neoliberal globalisation, having 
pushed the world into an uneven economic crisis, 
have yielded political consequences that are also 
uneven.” Possibly more familiar to Australian read-
ers is “Neoliberal capitalism: The authoritarian turn” 
by Marco Boffo, Alfredo Saad-Filho, and Ben Fine, 
for they conclude, amongst other things, that “instead 
of confronting strong systemic rivals ... neoliberal 
authoritarianism focuses on attacking the weak.” This 
article, in returning to the theme of Trumpism pro-
vides an explanatory and cautionary overview of our 
present evolving world of “neoliberalism’s systemic 
shortcomings ... that fosters the personalisation of pol-
itics.” The authors argue that “neoliberalism is trapped 
... within its three paradoxes” of the economic, politi-
cal and authoritarian neoliberalism and that “neolib-
eral orthodoxy is wholly unequipped ... to address the 
political crisis of democracy.”

As a thematic collection of carefully prepared arti-
cles, the 2019 Socialist Register should be a welcomed 
contribution to debate within and between social-
ist/communist parties in Australia, especially as we 
approach 2020 which marks one hundred years since 
the establishment of an Australian Communist Party. 
Equally, self confessed social democrats and progres-
sives, including Greens, will be able to draw valuable 
conclusions from this annual publication. 

Socialist Register 2019: 
A World Turned Upside Down?
Edited by Leo Panitch and Greg Albo

There is one phrase we socialists in 
Australia can keep in mind when 
engaging with electorally focussed 
political parties and some union 
officials – their tendency to “talk 
left and walk right.”
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Michelle Zacarias

What happens when a wildly successful 
rich white woman comedian realises she’s 
had access to immeasurable opportunities 
throughout her life? She makes a documen-
tary centring on herself. Chelsea Handler’s 
newest Netflix documentary, Hello, 
Privilege. It’s Me, Chelsea, does exactly 
that. Almost fi ve years after publishing a 
book distastefully titled Uganda Be Kidding 
Me, Handler is now a New York Times best-
selling author for the fourth time with her 
Life Will Be the Death of Me: . . . and you 
too! The comedian’s career continues to 
thrive, despite some previous racial faux 
pas, as she embarks on a personal journey 
to tackle some diffi cult personal topics.

Handler’s latest venture starts off well 
intentioned enough. The former late-night 
talk show host begins an honest conversa-
tion around the various ways she has benefi t-
ted from being white throughout her career. “I 
was white, I was pretty, and I had a big mouth, 
and for some reason, that was rewarded in 
Hollywood,” she says in her fi lm’s intro. The 
documentary quickly goes south, however, in 
what becomes an hour-long run of cringe-wor-
thy interviews, lack-lustre self-refl ection, and a 
mediocre analysis of racial relations.

One of the few successful aspects of the 
documentary was actually hearing from com-
munity activists who spoke thoughtfully on 
the matter. Throughout filming Handler is 
confronted about what she intends to do once 
the cameras turn off. “One of the things I’ve 
noticed about white privilege is that it always 
ends up being about people of colour’s experi-
ence – and it never becomes about whiteness,” 
says one University of Southern California 
student at an open mic event. “You do need to 
learn about others, but you also need to learn 
about yourself.”

Despite this direct piece of advice, Handler 
spends a better part of the hour running around 
asking (mostly) Black people what she can 
do to be a “better white person.” The framing 
of the question fails to acknowledge the vast 
institutional barriers and lack of generational 
wealth that communities of colour face com-
pared to segments of the white population – 
not to mention what might seem like smaller 
privileges, such as having a job interviewer or 
landlord call you back. Handler also seems to 
clumsily muddle the lines between racial and 
economic privileges, both of which she is a 
benefactor of.

Although Handler acknowledges that many 

opportunities came “easily” to her, she never 
stops to dissect the reasons why. The come-
dian primarily speaks about privilege through 
the lens of her own experiences. She discusses 
growing up in a white middle-class commu-
nity, and how when she was 16-years-old, she 
went off to live with her brother in a “multicul-
tural” (read: Black) neighbourhood and gets 
romantically involved with a teenaged boy 
named Tyshaun. She describes this period of 
her life as being chaotic, insisting that she was 
able to talk her way out of multiple arrests.

Handler reaches out to Tyshaun in hopes 
of reconnecting and having an honest conver-
sation about her whiteness (sigh). The reun-
ion is an uncomfortable ordeal, with Handler 
treating it as some type of “trauma tour,” press-
ing Tyshaun about his prior criminal convic-
tions and his family’s history with addiction. 
To make matters worse, Tyshaun recalls being 
forced to watch Handler’s career blow up 
all over television and in the media while he 
remained locked away in prison for 15 years.

One particularly disheartening part of her 

previous relationship is the fact that Handler’s 
father forces her to get an abortion when 
she becomes pregnant with Tyshaun’s child. 
There is inherent racism attached to the idea 
that Handler was free to “experiment” and 
live within proximity to Blackness, so long 
as she had no permanent attachment to it. 
While neither Tyshaun nor his family express 
any ill will towards Handler, she offers them 
nothing in return for their participation in her 
documentary.

There are a few efforts made by Handler to 
ignite discourse with other white people. The 
comedian sits and chats with self-proclaimed 
“white-trash” Tennessee rapper, Jelly Roll, 
who discusses his views on how “the system” 
has failed the working class, for instance. 
Handler also visits Oktoberfest in the small 
Georgia town of Helen where she says she 
hopes to “talk to a bunch of white racists.” 
The segment, while humorous, seemed more 
like a late-night-talk show bit, and provided no 
real point other than to vilify Southern white 
communities.

One of the more compelling parts of the 
documentary actually occurs during a discus-
sion with a small group of conservative white 
women. During the conversation, Republican 
political consultant Kathy Tavoularis acknowl-
edges and “agrees” with the existence of white 
privilege. She is immediately challenged by 
another woman in the group, so she backtracks 
by saying she doesn’t think that white privi-
lege is real, but rather that Black “disprivilege” 
exists.

Tavoularis’s response perfectly encapsu-
lates the lack of understanding surrounding 
institutionalized anti-Blackness in the country. 
The oppression of others is only a feasible con-
cept for people, like Handler, when there is a 
hypothetical boogeyman to point fi ngers at – 
not when there are three fi ngers pointing right 
back at her.

I’m not going to lie, Handler’s history 
of engaging in racist behaviours makes this 
“noble” endeavour diffi cult to believe. From 
her fetishisation of Black men to the publi-
cation of her offensively-titled book, she has 
repeatedly displayed a lack of remorse. During 
an interview with Jimmy Kimmel, Handler 
also revealed she was forced to take sexual 
harassment training after she groped a Black 
woman while fi lming the spoken word night 
event at USC, proving yet again that Handler 
is woefully unaware of how she upholds white 
supremacy.

Unfortunately, Hello, Privilege. It’s Me, 
Chelsea falls short of its potential. Like so 
many Hollywood liberals, Handler casu-
ally distances herself from conversations sur-
rounding systemic racism in this country, 
instead choosing to focus on virtue signalling. 
Although the comedian may have had good 
intentions, the fi lm’s conclusion leaves too 
much unaccounted. Handler ends the docu-
mentary without communicating any plans to 
pursue a long-term commitment towards anti-
racism work, leaving viewers with the bitter 
aftertaste of a publicity stunt.
People’s World 

White privilege documentary 
misses the mark
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WT Whitney

For the 28th consecutive year, Cuba will 
be asking the United Nations General 
Assembly on November 7 to approve a 
resolution calling for an end to the US eco-
nomic, commercial, and fi nancial blockade 
of Cuba. Every year, in preparation for 
this vote, Cuba’s Foreign Ministry deliv-
ers a comprehensive report to the various 
national delegations represented in the 
Assembly. It updates them on adverse 
effects of the blockade, especially new ones.

Speaking to reporters on September 20, 
Cuban Foreign Minister Bruno Rodriguez 
released Cuba’s report on the blockade for 
2019. It’s 37 pages long and concentrates on 
the impact of the blockade showing up between 
April 2018 and March 30, 2019.

Its format is similar to that of earlier 
reports. This report, like previous ones, uti-
lises hundreds of examples drawn from daily 
life in Cuba to demonstrate hardship caused 
by the blockade. The 2019 report once more 
analyses blockade-related damage according 
to categories like violations of international 
law, genocide, the trashing of human rights, 
and economic hardship affecting every corner 
of Cuban society.

This report pays special attention to fallout 
from recent US intensifi cation of the blockade. 
It points to the hobbling of embassy opera-
tions in the two capitals, and to larger US fi nes 
against third-country banks and companies 
involved with Cuba. There’s mention of Cuban 
tourist facilities being off limits to US visitors 
and of renewed restrictions on people-to-peo-
ple travel to Cuba. The report prominently fea-
tures the US government’s turn, after a lapse 
of 26 years, to implementing Title III of the 
Helms Burton Law of 1996.

Under Title III, former owners of national-
ised properties, or their heirs, can now appeal 
to US courts to gain compensation from third-
country businesses occupying those proper-
ties. The idea is to advertise foreign investment 
in Cuba as extremely risky business. Cuba’s 
economic development thereby takes a hit, in 
theory.

The new Cuban report is strong on details. 
It reviews US laws and regulations buttress-
ing the blockade over the course of decades. 
The report emphasizes the “social impact” of 
the blockade. It cites shortages, delays, unmet 
goals, and administrative snarls weighing on 
the healthcare, education, sports, cultural, and 
information-technology sectors.

According to the report, “The plans and 
programs of the ‘dirty war’ against Cuba have 
always included manoeuvres aimed at pro-
moting hunger and disease among the Cuban 
people and thereby undermining support for 
the Revolution.”

The blockade’s role in causing operational 
dysfunction in various sectors of the economy 
receives top billing in the report. It system-
atically documents troubles in construction, 
infrastructure, the biopharmaceutical industry, 
tourism, communications, information technol-
ogy, industrial development, the energy sector, 
and banking.

Foreign banks, leery of being penalised 
by the US Treasury Department, are shown 
to have often failed to transfer funds destined 
for Cuba. They’ve charged high commissions. 
Over 100 foreign banks now refuse to offer any 
services to Cuban banks. The upshot is that, 
most recently, Cuba’s banking operations reg-
istered annual losses 35 percent greater than 
those of the previous year.

In the time frame covered by the report, 
Cuba’s economy suffered $4.344 billion in 
losses. The report indicates that over the 
course of almost six decades the US economic 
blockade has deprived Cuba of $922.6 billion 
(adjusted for infl ation).

Surveying US violations of international 
law, the report spotlights the “extra-territo-
rial” thrust of US policies on Cuba, which in 
fact violate the sovereignty of many nations. 
The report ends with a long list of examples of 
resistance to the blockade both worldwide and 
within the United States. The most prominent 
of them is the overwhelming rejection of the 
blockade by the UN General Assembly every 
year for 27 years.

Presently, the sequence of a Cuban report, 
voting in the United Nations, and a few news 
reports is repetitive enough to be unthink-
ingly dismissed as a kind of routine business. 
But there’s nothing commonplace about a US 
policy that, as described by Cuba’s Foreign 
Ministry, is “the most unjust, severe, and pro-
longed system of unilateral sanctions ever 
levied on any country.”

Actually, the blockade and its varied rami-
fi cations are beyond extraordinary. For exam-
ple: it’s long, but how long is long? It began 59 
years ago, in 1960. Three more jumps like that 
into the past and you’d be in 1783. That was 
when the US Revolutionary War ended.

Now the blockade is more unrelenting than 
ever. The opening sentence of Cuba’s current 
report makes the point: “Intensifi cation of the 
blockade continues to be the central axis of US 
policies toward Cuba.”

Its continuation despite yearly condemna-
tion in the General Assembly testifi es to US 
disregard of world opinion. That the blockade 
persists despite solidarity efforts on Cuba’s 
behalf both internationally and in the United 
States calls for unsparing analysis.

In its evolution, the blockade conveys les-
sons about how international politics work. 
The blockade typifi es the US capitalist gov-
ernment’s propensity to work its way through 
nefarious means. Persistence of the blockade 
points to the painful lack of internationally 
sanctioned collective mechanisms for enforc-
ing norms of justice and decency.

Critics denounce the blockade as illegal, 
immoral, and cruel. The yield of doing so is 
not obvious. Seeing that, left-leaning polit-
ical theorists of a scientifi c bent could well 
point out that the blockade’s long life con-
fi rms their presumption that the force of ideas 
is not enough, alone, to bring about necessary 
societal change.

Against all odds, however, Cuba’s social-
ist revolution remains undefeated. There are 
reasons. It’s no miracle. From the 19th cen-
tury on, Cuba has nurtured a culture and tra-
dition of rebellion. From then on, the quality 
of revolutionary leadership – José Martí, for 
example – has been high. Working people in 
Cuba, awake and informed, have long tended 
to join together for the sake of their common 
good. And not least, the high and mighty 
reacted to the Revolution by abandoning the 
island.
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Sydney Vigil

STOP USA BLOCKADE ON CUBASTOP USA BLOCKADE ON CUBA
Also solidarity with Venezuela & GazaAlso solidarity with Venezuela & Gaza

5:30 pm Thursday October 17
Martin Place Sydney (Outside of the US Consulate)

For the 28th consecutive year, 
Cuba prepares to indict US 
blockade at United Nations

Cuba Vigil at Martin Place, Sydney, last month – dedicated protesters of the blockade unyielding against the cold and wet night.


