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Kill the Bill

Anna Pha

The Senate is set to vote on one of the most
draconian pieces of industrial relations
legislation ever to come before Parliament.
This union-busting bill is some of the
harshest, undemocratic legislation in the
world. It ranks with the most restrictive
laws ever, under dictatorships. If passed,
it will make it virtually impossible for
any trade union to win pay rises or pro-
tect working conditions and jobs for their
members.

It is no exaggeration to describe this bill
as fascistic.

The dishonestly named Ensuring Integrity
Bill provides employers and government
bodies with the powers to destroy the trade
union movement and crucify workers. It would
see working conditions taken back to the days
of master-servant relationships of the 18th and
19th Centuries.

Unlike the notorious Australian Building
and Construction Commission (ABCC) legis-
lation, the Ensuring Integrity Bill applies to all
registered trade unions. Construction unions
have already been hit with tens of millions of
dollars in fines by the ABCC.

State interference

The Ensuring Integrity Bill authorises an
unprecedented level of state interference and
supervision over the democratic processes
within trade unions and establishes almost
open-ended reasons for disqualifying union
officials from holding office — including for
not being “a fit and proper person”, whatever
that means.
It introduces a “public interest test” for
the amalgamation of (registered) trade unions.
(See Guardian #1875, 03-07-2019, “Affront to
democracy”)
Under the bill, the Federal Court must
cancel the registration of a union on any of the
following grounds:
 Corrupt conduct of officers
+ Two findings against the union for
disqualification of officers

* Multiple findings against a substantial
number of members of the organisation or a
part of its membership

* Non-compliance with orders or injunctions
or “obstructive unprotected” industrial
action.

There have been more than 75
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Trade union rights
criminalised

“The only obstacle to rampant profit-goug-
ing by corporations, to wage theft, and super-
exploitation, is the union,” Communist Party
of Australia national president, Vinnie Molina,
told the Guardian.

“Defending workers’ rights and ensuring
workers’ safety has been criminalised,” Molina
added.

Unions work in a very difficult environ-
ment in which breaking bad laws is a neces-
sity. But they should not go to jail or be forced
to pay tens of thousands of dollars in fines for
legitimate trade union activity.

Drafted by and for employers, the bill sets
out to destroy workers’ democratic rights and
smash militant trade unionism in Australia.

So much for rule of law

Australia’s industrial relations legisla-
tion is already in breach of international law —
International Labour Organisation Conventions
— which Australia, as a signatory, is obligated
to legislate for and adhere to.

The right to come together, the freedom
of association, is a fundamental human right.
It is a right protected by the UN and two
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International Labour Organisation treaties that
Australia has signed. So much for the rule of
law!

The right to take any form of industrial
action is currently confined to when an enter-
prise agreement has expired, and a new one is
being negotiated.

The government plans to further restrict
this extremely limited provision. Construction
companies are seeking to lift the existing cap
on the life of enterprise agreements, to prevent
them expiring before a project is completed.

The employers are complaining that this
gives the unions more power in negotiations
because they can take legal industrial action
before the project is finished.

“Every day we see employers engag-
ing in wage theft and people being killed at
work. If these laws applied equally to cor-
porations we would see banks, multinational
pizza chains and the restaurants of celebrity
chefs closed down for repeatedly breaking
workplace laws and their top Executives
sacked,” the Australian Council of Trade
Unions notes.

This government has abandoned any pre-
tence of democratic rights. It has overseen
raids on the media, has plans to legislate away
the right to protest and outlaw boycotts. The

pieces of

anti-democratic legislation dating back to the
Howard Codlition government in 1997,

the road to disaster

How did we come
to this?

Culture & Life
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media are so incensed that they run regular
redacted pages in their newspapers to cam-
paign for free speech.

There have been more than 75 pieces of
anti-democratic legislation dating back to the
Howard Coalition government in 1997.

Act now

The importance of trade unions cannot
be exaggerated. They save lives. They ensure
workers receive their entitlements. Union
members earn on average $275 a week more
than workers who are not union members.

The Coalition, big business, and many
small businesses want a life without unions.
They want a return to the master servant rela-
tionship where workers had 16-hour working
days and no rights. Don’t let the Senate give
it to them.

At present the bill hangs in the balance
with a handful of cross-benchers still to declare
their position. The Greens and Labor are set to
oppose the bill. Some of the cross-benchers are
seeking amendments.

“The Ensuring Integrity Bill has no room
for amendments, it has to be blocked. Kill
the Bill or be killed!”, Vinnie Molina told the
Guardian.

Write now to:

Senator Jacqui Lambie

Senator Rex Patrick

Senator Stirling Griff

Senator Pauline Hanson

Senator Malcolm Roberts

See page 2 for a draft letter from the
ACTU &

Denying women'’s
reproductive rights
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Privatisation epiphany

The man who commenced the privatisation of Australia’s major
airports now says if he had his time again he would not do it. “It
was a mistake,” he told The Australian Financial Review. “They
are blatantly profiteering.” Yes, they are profiteering monopolies.
Really! The man who has experienced this epiphany is John Sharp,
who was Transport Minister in the Howard Coalition government
from 1996 until he resigned in 1997. His comments follow the
release of a report last month by the Productivity Commission (PC)
into the Economic Regulation of Airports. The title of the report
is itself misleading — there is no economic regulation of airports.
They operate in a privatised and deregulated environment.

The airports are monopolies.

The PC’s report called for the retention of the existing, de-
regulated environment. At present, the ACCC has the role of
monitoring, not regulating, the airports in the four major cities.
It has no powers to intervene to regulate or control pricing. As
Sharp said, the ACCC’s powers are the equivalent of “being hit
over the head with a piece of wet lettuce.” The airlines have nothing
to fear from the ACCC.

During his post-Parliamentary life Sharp has held a number of
directorships and advisory positions in transport-related corpora-
tions, and is currently a director of Regional Express Airlines
(REX).

The combined aeronautical profits of Australia’s four biggest
airports (Sydney, Melbourne, Brisbane and Adelaide) during
2017-18 were $821 million. But that is not all: the private airports
pocketed millions more out of car parking fees and landside charges
in their pursuit of super-profits. Some airports have seen their
profits more than double in the past decade.

Sydney Airport (which is owned by the publicly listed Sydney
Airport Holdings) made $97 million in profit from parking
alone last year. It has a monopoly over parking at the airport.
(Aeronautical services, in general, consist of aircraft movement
services and facilities such as runways, taxiways and aprons, as well
as passenger movement facilities such as terminals, aerobridges,
check-in and baggage handling facilities.)

“There shouldn’t be an unregulated revenue stream in a mo-
nopoly environment,” Qantas CEO Alan Joyce told the ABC. Virgin
Airlines CEO Paul Scurrah said airports had charged his airline
$109 million over the last three years. He blamed the high airport
charges for making it more difficult to discount airfares. (ABC
AM, 18/09/2019)

The ACCC has strongly advocated the need for independent
arbitration in cases where airports and airlines cannot agree on
the pricing of aeronautical services. It said in its submission to
the PC inquiry: “the threat of regulation may have constrained
behaviour in the past when the airports were first privatised.
However, we do not consider that the current regime is effective
in constraining behaviour.

“In Australia, providers of key infrastructure services with
natural monopoly characteristics similar to those exhibited by
the major airports are typically regulated to ensure that they will
not exploit their market power to the detriment of consumers....”

Lenin in his Imperialism, The Highest Stage Of Capitalism,
noted “... the rise of monopolies, as the result of the concentration
of production, is a general fundamental law of the present stage of
development of capitalism.” “Competition becomes transformed
into monopoly.”

“This transformation of competition into monopoly is one of
the most important — if not the most important — phenomena of
modern capitalist economy ....” Lenin also wrote about the forma-
tion and impact of cartels under monopoly capitalism in the early
20th century. Today, in the 21st century what Lenin said still holds
true. In addition, it also applies to the services sector, the most
parasitic form of monopoly capital which Lenin addresses in the
same work.

The essence of the pricing of services by the airports is the
concentration of ownership in private hands — monopoly capital
— whose sole purpose is the generation of private super-profits.
The airports and airlines should be nationalised. Privatisation
has cost the government billions of dollars in revenue and hurts
passengers, airport workers, and other users of airport facilities.

PRESS FUND

Just like Nero, PM Scott Morrison is fiddling while the nation
burns around him. He’s obsessed with protecting fossil fuel
corporations, even though their industries are helping to induce
climate change and savage bushfires like those that have taken
three lives and destroyed at least 150 homes in Queensland and
NSW. In contrast, by 2050 the New Zealand government intends
to cut NZ fossil fuel emissions to zero and methane emissions
(from livestock) by up to 47 percent. Doubtless referring to
Morrison’s government, NZ PM Jacinda Ardern commented
pointedly that New Zealand wouldn’t be “a slow follower” in the
global climate change struggle. The Guardian is committed to
that struggle, but we really need Press Fund contributions, so
please send in something if you possibly can. Many thanks to this
week’s contributors, as follows:

Dr G Dittura $15, J Kiek $50, “Round Figure” $15, “Sparky” $10
This week’s total: $90
Progressive total: $5,640

Guardian

Expectations

The Reserve Bank of Australia has downgraded its
expectations for GDP growth to 2.3 percent this year
and 2.6 percent in the year to June next year. That is
down from 2.4 percent and 2.7 percent respectively.

Household consumption has also slowed, as working
people head into the seventh consecutive year of record
low wage growth and are increasingly raiding any sav-
ings they may have to pay for essential items.

Household consumption grew by 0.4 percent in the
June quarter and by 1.4 percent over the year. Growth for
all consumption categories except health slowed relative
to the previous year, although the slowdown was more
noticeable for discretionary components like furnishings
and motor vehicles.

The RBA statement on Monetary Policy released
on Monday also stated “wages growth is low and shows
little sign of picking up”.

The Australian economy is faltering. We have the
slowest economic growth since the GFC, a wages crisis,
households being forced to dip into their savings, low
consumption and retail trade has had its worst result since
the 1990s recession.

“The legacy of the Morrison government will
be an historic period of low wage growth which has
driven down living standards for millions of working
Australians and stalled economic growth,” said ACTU
secretary Sally McManus.

“Wage growth is now going backwards in new pri-
vate sector agreements, the Morrison Government has
no plan to fix the crisis in wage growth crisis, only more
attacks on working people and unions.

“Working people create economic growth through
spending, but the government has implemented a delib-
erate plan to stop wage growth, and the result of that is
lower spending, and slowing growth.

“The Morrison government is so committed to
trickle-down economics that even as the RBA down-
grades economic growth, they are preparing to bring the
Ensuring Integrity Bill to the Senate, a Bill which will
make it harder for all Australian workers to get a pay rise.

“The Morrison government is the source of this prob-
lem. It has driven down wages and all Australian workers
are being forced to pay the price.” &

Act now!

Phone and email the cross-hench Senators

Senator

Jacqui Lambie — Tas
senator.lambie@aph.gov.au
02 6277 3614

Rex Patrick — SA
senator.patrick@aph.gov.au
02 6277 3785

Stirling Griff — SA
senator.griff@aph.gov.au
02 6277 3128

Pauline Hanson — Qld
senator.hanson@aph.gov.au
02 6277 3184

Malcolm Roberts — Qld
senator.roberts@aph.gov.au
02 6277 3694

ing bill.

theft.

conditions?

Draft letter:

Dear Senators,
I am writing to ask you to vote
against Scott Morrison’s union bust-

This is about silencing working
people and making it harder for all
workers to be represented, to win
pay rises and fight rampant wage

All workers in Australia benefit
from the work of unions. If unions
are shut down or silenced, who
will stand up to the powerful, make
sure workers get their rights, that
workers and the public are safe and
fight to improve workers’ pay and

threaten basic democratic freedoms.
Only authoritarian governments
interfere with the running of unions
or working people’s basic rights to
be represented.

If the government really cared
about integrity — rather than just
attacking unions — they would
crackdown on the bad behaviour
of banks, businesses built on wage
theft, the behaviour of their own
current and past Ministers and
establish an effective Federal ICAC.

You have the power to stand
up for working people and stop
Scott Morrison’s union busting bill.
Please vote against the so-called
“ensuring integrity” bill.

Please use that power wisely.

These laws are so extreme they

Venezuelan function

A successful public function in solidarity with the
Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela and president
Nicolas Maduro was held in Adelaide on Saturday
November 1 at Fidel’s bar as part of the 27th South
Australia State Conference.

CPA State Secretary Elias Alevizos thanked people in
attendance for the successful State Conference and called
on supporters to celebrate the 100th anniversary of the
Communist Party of Australia throughout 2020.

Guest speakers Daniel Gasparri, Venezuelan Charge

D’Affaires who travelled from Canberra, ACT, greeted
the CPA State Conference and gave an update on the situ-
ation in Venezuela, in particular the US blockade on his
country.

CPA President Vinnie Molina delivered a message of
solidarity with the Bolivarian Revolution and called on
the Australian government to recognise President Nicolas
Maduro as the democratically elected president of the
Republic of Venezuela.

Hands off Venezuela! &

£ QUOTE OF THE WEEK 77

Every Communist must grasp the truth: Political power grows out of the barrel of a gun. Our princi-
ple is that the Party commands the gun and the gun will never be able to command the Party.

Mao Zedong - 1938
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Rachel Hayes

Climate change is sparking movements
all around the world, inspiring the young
and old to strike, organise their commu-
nities and importantly — be politicised.
Unprecedented media coverage of Greta
Thunberg’s story and influence is forcing
capital to respond and begin to adapt. I feel
compelled to write about one of the tactics
currently being used by capital to respond
to the climate crisis. I’m referring specifi-
cally to philanthropists, trustees, invest-
ment funds, and bogus charities (set up
for tax evasion purposes). These individu-
als and entities are engaged in a practice
called “impact investing,” and the United
Nations and others are banking on it to
solve climate change while keeping capital-
ism thriving — in the hope of never dealing
with the impossibility of such a position.
Impact investment funds are popping up
all over the world. The International Finance
Corporation describes the aim of impact invest-
ing as “harnessing the power of investing to
do good for society by choosing and manag-
ing investments to generate positive impact
while also avoiding harm.” It’s a newish prac-
tice that falls somewhere between grant-mak-
ing and marketing. I am currently working in
international development and conservation
— I’m surrounded by, corporations expanding
this practice — and the development sector are
buying into it. To explain the complexities — |
want to take you to a conversation I recently
had with a climate activist from Ghana.
“Jennifer” is speaking with me about an
impact investment project. She explains to me
the contradictions she sees between conser-
vation and clean energy efforts. A European
energy corporation is clearing land for solar
panels in her community. To start, the solar
panels are made in China — cheap labour, more
pollution in production and dodgy foreign
contracts leaving workers unpaid or unsafe in
many circumstances. These panels are made
with lithium, which is primarily extracted in
Australia. The chemicals used to process lith-
ium are poisoning waterways and damaging the
livelihoods of the people who live there. The
land which the solar farm is built on — five hec-
tares is cleared — destroying the native ecosys-
tem — particularly threatened migratory birds.
The biggest contradiction I see is that host gov-
ernments of impact investment projects, devel-
oping nations almost always take on the cost
of risk. The Ghanian Government takes on any

risk the investors have — meaning if the inves-
tor doesn’t make the agreed returns on their
investment, the host government will foot that
bill. Once the solar farm is up and running, the
corporation will sell the energy to the Ghanian
community. And I can guarantee, it won’t be
for free.

The people responsible for the climate
crisis seem to be trying to also be the people
who are going to fix the climate crisis. There is
no justice, no community ownership — just the
same profit-seeking model that got us in this
mess in the first place.

I hear about these types of stories all the
time — but now, I believe that governments and
international organisations are shifting more so
to impact investment projects as a way to mon-
etise climate action — and then ignore fossil
fuel emissions, mass extinction, and climate
justice. Huge tree planting projects are either
not effective or destroy the delicate native
ecosystems. Corporates like Shell, one of the

Communist Party of Australia
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From the Archives

The Guardian, October 2005

TODAY'S DEBATE:
FREE TRADE,
600D OR BAD?
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OF COURSE FREE
TRADE IS 600D FOR
THE ECONOMY!

AND NOW
LABOR'S
VIEW...
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biggest polluters in the world — simultane-
ously exploring new oil fields while throwing
a few million dollars at a mangrove restora-
tion project. Big climate agencies and phil-
anthropic funds, such as the United Nations,
Conservation International, Rockerfeller, and
the Bill and Milinda Gates foundations are
spending millions on these projects that look
good for corporates and keep their employees
and customers placated. I’'m not saying by any
means that mangrove restoration is a bad thing,
but unless we address the root causes of cli-
mate change, projects like this are just a way
for capital to placate us.

For every dollar spent training and organ-
ising the climate movement who stand for jus-
tice and equality — a million dollars is being
spent on projects like the above — feel-good
projects that corporations use to boost their
public image.

We need to be talking about how capital
(corporations and individual capitalists) are

Adelaide

responsible for the ecological collapse we are
facing — instead we are blaming each other
for using plastic straws and coffee cups. The
Guardian (UK) article, revealing that just 20
Corporations were responsible for one-third
of carbon emissions, shows the root causes of
climate change. These same Corporations and
philanthropists are responsible for the wars
over oil in the Middle East, mass starvation in
the global South, and they are responsible for
the loss of the Earth’s precious forests and ani-
mals that are rapidly being wiped out. They are
trying to adapt to the crisis, and they are doing
a very good job. Socialist thinkers over 100
years ago were predicting a time when capi-
talism peaks and no longer expands. Where
the working class (that is you and me and 98
percent of the population) will wake up and
take on our oppressors. But now, I believe they
underestimated the ability of corporates and
capitalists to adapt and placate us. We can’t let
them win. &

Drop in to Fidel's for a chat

Talk to CPA party members 12 - 2pm
Monday, Wednesday and Friday
66 Wattle Avenue Royal Park (Southside entrance)

Visit the Workers’' library, working class classics

Monthly evenings of music 6-10pm (bar facilities)

o

Sydney Vigil

STOP
USA BLOCKADE

| ON CUBA

AI{so solidarity with Venezvela & Gaza

12:30 pm Sunday November 17
Sydney Town Hall
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Traditional owners take
action o stop Origin

fracking their country

Northern Territory traditional owners and
pastoralists took their fight against frack-
ing to Sydney last week to confront Origin
Energy executives at the company’s annual
general meeting.

The delegation rallied outside the AGM
before presenting their case directly to share-
holders and the board inside, calling for a
resolution that would force Origin Energy to
provide crucial documentation underpinning
consent claims for its fracking projects in the
NT.

On the advice of the board, shareholders
did not support the resolution.

Ray Dimakarri Dixon, a native title holder
from Marlinja community at the centre of the
Beetaloo basin drilling activity, told the Koori
Mail that the fight against fracking would con-
tinue regardless.

“We had a chance to talk, me and the
other TOs, and our message to the Origin mob
that we want to ban fracking in our countries
because we are worried about water, the cli-
mate, the environment and our culture,” Dixon
said.

“They’re going ahead with it in our com-
munity and we’re downstream from it. We
don’t want to get poisoned.”

“We know Origin didn’t get proper,
informed consent. These agreements were
made back in 2004 and 2005. At the time, our
old people didn’t understand how many wells
would be drilled, or the risks to our land and
water from fracking.”

“Many native title holders were never con-
sulted by Origin at all, even though they have
a legal obligation to talk to them.

“Shareholders should be concerned about
shoddy consultation practices with traditional
owners that could spell the end of its fracking
hopes.”

Disputes over its fracking agreements have
plagued the company’s early stage exploration
since works began in mid-2019.

Dixon said the NT delegation was sup-
ported by members of the Lock the Gate move-
ment and GetUp, as well as pastoralists on
stations where Origin began civil works last
month.

Within weeks of its first project approval
from the NT government, owners of the NT’s
Amungee Mungee cattle station took Origin to
court alleging the company breached its land
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access contract, and failed to consult over risks
from its fracking activity that could cause sig-
nificant harm to pastoral businesses.

Daniel Tapp, a stakeholder and pastoral-
ist working with a group of landholders threat-
ened with fracking on their properties in the
Beetaloo basin, said locals had good reason to
be concerned at Origin’s fracking plans.

“We have just experienced one of the driest
wet seasons on record, and now this monstrous
fracking industry wants to come in, take our
water, and pollute our aquifers,” he said.

“Pastoralists have no veto rights over
mining or exploration on their properties, and
we want this to change.

“What’s more, we’ve recently learned
that due to omissions in the NT water and

petroleum acts, landholders face the very real
threat of being held liable if a fracking com-
pany fouls an aquifer while conducting drill-
ing on our land.

Tapp said an overwhelming majority of
Territorians remained opposed to fracking, as
identified by the Pepper Inquiry.

“We also know that the Pepper Inquiry’s
recommendations have been watered down.
For example, fracking companies are now
allowed to store their waste water in open air
ponds.

“In the past, the industry has risked cross
connecting aquifers and one of those aquifers
is twice as salty as seawater, with over 1,000
pounds PSI in it.”

“Once fracking companies gain access

to our pastoral leases, our rights go out the
window and we’re at the mercy of invasive
industrial activity, and potential land and water
contamination.”

Solicitor Marylou Potts, who advises land
holders, communities and councils in NSW,
QLD and the NT in relation to land access, said
governments have a responsibility to ensure
that landholders are no worse off as a conse-
quence of fracking companies, petroleum title
holders, accessing their land.

“Currently in the NT, unlike in other juris-
dictions, the landholder has all the risk and no
legislative protection,” Potts said.

Koori Mail &

Speech on behalf of the CP of Greece

Comrades, let me extend my
appreciation, on behalf of the
Communist Party of Greece, for
the invitation to address your
function dedicated to the 99th
anniversary of the founding of the
Communist Party of Australia and
the 102nd anniversary of the Great
October Socialist Revolution.

It is a great pleasure for us to be
here with you on this occasion.

The Great October Socialist
Revolution has introduced a new
era in Humanity’s history.

It was a window to the sunshine
and the bright future, radically dif-
ferent from the wars, crises, poverty
and destitution for the millions of
workers living in capitalist societies.

Red October revealed the enor-
mous productive potential of a
socialist society.

The young Soviet Union
addressed the problems capital-
ism was facing and will continue to
face.

* Eliminated illiteracy, which
had reached 76 percent of
the population, increased the
educational and cultural level of
the working class.

* Provided free medical and
hospital care and social security
to all workers. .

* Addressed the housing issue that
capitalism still fails to resolve
even in the most developed
capitalist countries

* Delivered real equality for
women, the right to work, the
right to social security, to enjoy
civil and political rights and at
the same time be able to exercise
the right to motherhood as equal
members of society.

The bourgeoisie were trem-
bling in light of these achievements,
while Communist Parties were
founded all over the world and two
years later, exactly 100 years ago,
the Communist International [CI]
was founded.

At the KKE we honour and
acknowledge the contribution of
the CI to the international workers’
and communist movement. The CI
was the child of the victory of the
Great October Socialist Revolution
in Russia, expressing the need for
coordination and unity of the inter-
national revolutionary labour move-
ment in the conditions of the period
of the transition from capitalism to
socialism.

For the KKE, there is a funda-
mental need for the working class
to be organised on an international
scale and with class consciousness.
The ideological unity and revolu-
tionary strategy is a duty for every
Communist Party, while its level of
development in every country is a
major issue today.

However, we are aware of the
process of revolutionary reconstruc-
tion, we know that it will be slow,
torturous, vulnerable but we also
know that it will be achieved by

the Communist Party’s ability to
fully empower itself ideologically
and organically; overcoming erro-
neous positions, such as the stages
between capitalism and socialism,
which have unfortunately domi-
nated the International Communist
Movement for decades and are
reproduced in various forms today;
combining revolutionary action
with revolutionary theory, build-
ing solid foundations in the work-
ing class, in strategic sectors of the
economy, enhancing their leading
participation in the working-class
movement, strengthening each
Communist Party.

The KKE struggles on a daily
basis both in Greece and inter-
nationally. It struggles within the
workplaces, it is close to the work-
ers, to the youth, the poor peas-
antry, the unemployed, the small
self-employed, fights for the recon-
stitution of the labour movement,
the social alliance, the overthrow

of monopoly power, the building of
socialism-communism.

102 years ago, the Russian com-
munists led by Lenin struggled to
achieve a great goal. — to establish
a new society where the interests of
the working people were superior to
those of capital.

They knew that if they wanted
to accomplish their goal, they
should first overthrow capital-
ism, and they did just that. Almost
a century ago, the Australian
Communists commenced the strug-
gle for the same goal as did the
Greek communists and many others.

We in the KKE are inspired by
revolutionary optimism and we will
do our utmost to achieve this.

Comrades, we wish every suc-
cess in your efforts.

Long live the Red October!

Long live the 99 years of the
CPA!

Long live communism! &
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The NSW government has
decided to contract out the last of
the State Transit Authority buses
in Sydney. Services operating
on the Northern Beaches, Ryde,
and Eastern Suburbs lines will
be given over to operation by an
as yet unnamed private corpora-
tion. The process will be covered
up by a competitive tender set up,
to award the operation of these
services to the preferred tenderer.

The lack of transparency in the
privatisation process covers up the
fact that a guaranteed profit is pro-
vided to the successful tenderer, and
the amount of that profit. It acts as
a smokescreen to the real disadvan-
tages of private corporations running
the urban transport network.

Over the last four decades, since
the introduction of the National
Competition Policy by the Keating
federal government, we have seen
an increase in the corporatisation of
government services and the integra-
tion of private corporations into the
government agencies running our
transport and other services.

The privatisation process has
not stopped. More and more of our
public services have been opened
to the contracting out of operational
services.

In the 1980s, Australia’s major
cities all had government-owned and
operated bus, tram, and rail services.
Many were public as a result of the
government acquiring bus networks
from failed private operators.

In Adelaide and Perth, these
had been developed to the extent
that there were no significant pri-
vate operators left. In Brisbane,
the old tram network was covered
with buses. Historically, tram serv-
ices had operated until the 1960s
in Sydney, Perth, Adelaide, Hobart,
Launceston, Newcastle, Ballarat,
Geelong, Brisbane, Rockhampton,
and Melbourne.

The petroleum industry, as it
did in the USA, formed a powerful
lobby, and vigorously campaigned
against public transport systems in
Australia post-World War II. (In the
USA they purchased transit compa-
nies and closed them down.)

Urbanisation was also spread-
ing in Australian cities. Huge tracts
of land were opened up for devel-
opment, and the Australian Dream
of a house on a suburban lot was
coming to its heights. The car indus-
try was just in its infancy, and the
major manufacturers were pressing
governments to open highways and
roads for development. The tram

was portrayed as an impediment to
these developments and had to go,
replaced by buses which could run
on the new roads without holding up
traffic.

Tram workers who had by
the 1950s organised themselves
into a National Union (Australian
Tramway and Omnibus Association)
had played a significant role in cam-
paigning for the public ownership
and operation of these services and
any associated bus and trolley bus
services. The tram workers along
with public bus members also suc-
cessfully campaigned to expand
public ownership of many services
in their cities.

In Perth and Adelaide, the cam-
paigns had virtually eliminated the
private companies by the 1980s, and
extensive bus networks replaced the
tram networks that had been closed.
The strength of the union in these
and other centres was responsible for
forcing the retention of bus services
on the old tram networks.

In Hobart and Launceston, simi-
lar successes were had. In Sydney,
the trams were replaced by buses in
the early 1960s. The Liberal Party,
which had prolonged periods in gov-
ernment, was successful in prevent-
ing, to a large degree, the expansion
of the public bus network to the
newly developed western suburbs
around Blacktown and Mt Druitt. It
strengthened the private bus opera-
tions from subsidies in education
budgets for free travel. The free
travel payments were used to cover
the operating costs of what were then
small private companies.

In Brisbane, the trams were
transferred to Brisbane City Council
ownership in 1924 along with elec-
tricity generation. The electricity
system was handed to the state gov-
ernment, but the trams were shut
down and replaced by buses. A major
strike by the tram union succeeded in
guaranteeing the jobs of tram work-
ers as bus drivers and the network
of services. Rockhampton, also in
Queensland, replaced trams with a
public bus network.

In all cities except Melbourne
and Glenelg in Adelaide, the trams
were closed. In Melbourne, the tram
services were maintained and even
expanded by Liberal Premier Rupert
Hamer, in the 1970s. The Hamer
government also created private bus
networks and, as in NSW extensive
connections with the Liberal Party
ensured government subsidies to the
private companies.

Canberra and Darwin never
had tram networks so public bus
networks developed in a different
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Brisbane trams, 1944.

way. Along with the different devel-
opments in the ownership of the
networks, unionisation also had dif-
ferent histories. A rivalry developed
between the Australian Tramway
and Motor Omnibus Association
(ATMOEA) and the Transport
Workers Union (TWU) over cover-
age in the industry.

With this coverage came differ-
ing wages and conditions, includ-
ing work practices and relations to
the privatisation struggles, contract-
ing out, etc. In Brisbane, the TWU
sought restrictions on the coverage
that the ATMOEA could seek and
was granted access to bus drivers at
the same time as the ATMOEA was
confined to government-owned cor-
porations. This division continues
to plague the industry and causes
many problems for bus drivers. It
has played out differently in the
other states.

The other factor playing in the
industry has been access to the fed-
eral arbitration system. All states
except Queensland are under by the
federal system. The divisions cre-
ated by this are used to hold back
the wages and conditions of bus
workers.

In the 1980s, serious changes
took place. Similar developments
were labelled Thatcherism in the
UK, Reaganism in the USA, and by
various other names in other capi-
talist countries. These policies were
in response to the surplus of money
circulating in the capitalist coun-
tries but accelerated with the fall of
the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries.

The acceleration of capital seek-
ing higher returns led to a drive
towards privatisation of government
assets. This was led by the USA and
Britain but hit Australia at the same
time as the election of the Hawke-
Keating governments.

Australia’s urban public trans-
port industry became a prime
target for this parasitic capital.
Governments around the nation
began to corporatising in readiness
for privatisation. This was accom-
panied by the adoption of economic
rationalism corporatisation by the
major parties.

Sydney and Newcastle buses
were created as entities and set up
along corporate models. The NSW
Greiner Government embarked on a
privatisation model with Newcastle
buses to be the first cab off the rank.
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The then ATMOEA launched a suc-
cessful campaign and stopped the
sell-off. It was at a cost with the loss
of some conditions and the intro-
duction of a six-day roster which
partially ended the 38-hour week.
Compulsory overtime became
the norm as Sundays were now
worked as an addition to the normal
workweek.

Under the Keating govern-
ment, the aforementioned National
Competition Policy was introduced,
government enterprises were cor-
poratised and subjected to private
competition rules. In this scenario,
the Kennett government in Victoria
began its assault on the public sector
including the privatisation of and of
the public transport network. The
first to face this were the bus drivers,
with 80 percent of their network pri-
vatised. The division between unions
and coverage came into play.

In 1985, the then ATMOEA had
run a campaign to make some bus
depots in the private sector come
under public employment condi-
tions. They were having success in
this when the Victorian Branch of
the TWU launched action to stop this
process and have the depots brought
back to their coverage.

This division between unions
was counter-intuitive to the inter-
ests of workers and public transport
users. As a result the drivers who
became privately employed lost pay
and conditions. In fact, the private
employers went on an anti-union
campaign in the depots they took
over — sacking unionists and busting
the militancy.

In the 1990s, ATMOEA amal-
gamated with three rail unions
and became part of the now Rail
Tram and Bus Union (RTBU).
Unfortunately, the coverage issues
went with them to the new union.

The bus division of the
ATMOEA faced extinction through
privatisation as the TWU would be
handed coverage and members trans-
ferred to inferior wages and condi-
tions. Competition between the
unions became a negative feature.
The RTBU sought ways to end this
and even went as far as trying to
organise a federation of the unions.

If we jump forward to the latest
privatisation in NSW, the tragic out-
come was engineered by privatising
Newecastle first. On this occasion,
the government offered the union
an arrangement that the wages and

conditions of the Newcastle mem-
bers would be guaranteed and that
the RTBU could continue coverage.

The price was to offer no oppo-
sition to the privatisation. Thus,
having tricked the union into this
deal, the government revealed that
they had no intention of looking after
the workers in Newcastle. Instead,
their real aim was the privatisation
of the whole system with the main
opposition weakened. It was after
this that they continued their plan
kept from the 1990s and embarked
on stage two of the operation the pri-
vatisation of inner west buses thus
further weakening the union.

The third stage of this move is
now to remove the last depots from
public ownership and operation
believing that this will be easier and
able to advance more along lines
wanted by this government. The gov-
ernment will now operate more in
line with the procedures carried out
during the Kennett attack and many
good union activists will be victim-
ised during this process.

What happened under the
Kennett privatisation was that public
transport was weakened and massive
freeway construction began. So far,
where the Liberals are dominant in
government the developers and road
construction companies are having a
field day. Instead of a developed uni-
fied public transport system we are
getting longer journey times, more
chaos and tolls.

This privatisation, like all others
before it, will not improve the lives
of either the workers or the people of
NSW. It should, and must be resisted
as part of a fightback against corpo-
ratised government.

The bus and tram workers cannot
win this fight on their own, but their
battle is the cause for all work-
ers. Unions NSW must organise
against this as a major mobilisation
of workers in NSW. Reversing this
decision and returning all the buses
into public ownership will help all
workers and begin a real struggle to
reverse the declining living standards
of all workers.

Privatisation in this industry has
been a gift to corporate capital, fuel-
ling their profits. At the same time
for passengers it has meant poorer
and more expensive services and
for bus drivers and other workers in
the industry it has seen real wages
decline.
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How did we come to

Eileen Whitehead

“The poverty of our century is unlike that of
any other. It is not, as poverty was before,
the result of natural scarcity, but of a set of
priorities imposed upon the rest of the world
by the rich.”

John Berger

This article looks back to a time I knew and
to which — looking at our contemporary
society — we are in danger of returning.

The mass evacuations of children in
England at the beginning of World War II
brought to light the obnoxious conditions in
which the lower classes lived. People in the
country were appalled by the filthy condition of
some of the children arriving from the slums of
London, Liverpool, Glasgow and many other
cities. Conversely, mothers who had accom-
panied their children from the cities were bil-
leted in country hovels with no electricity or
running water.

The “upstairs/downstairs” of Downton
Abbey is a whitewashed version of the
actual class conditions existing in the 1930s.
Fortunately, (unlike today) there existed people
in high places who found this unacceptable and
the government was forced to investigate its
own society: the result being the commission-
ing of The Beveridge Report. Unlike today,
reports were actually acted upon.

I was born and grew up during the Second
World War, after which the mood — in the UK
at any rate — was one of optimism. We had sur-
vived what seemed an inevitable invasion by
the Nazis and the returning servicemen and
women were making it clear what they had
fought for was a better standard of living for
all and that we would not be returning to the
ossified class structures (should that be stric-
tures?) existing pre-war.

Churchill had been the figurehead through
the war but Labour, elected immediately
after, was promising the people a better life:
a national health system and better living con-
ditions. Politicians then had some sense of
honour and integrity and people trusted them.

What became known as The Beveridge
Report was actually titled, “Social Insurance
and Allied Services”. Published in 1942, it pro-
vided the blueprint for social policy in post-war
Britain. William Beveridge had worked for a
charitable organisation in East London and had
seen the appalling social inequality, i.e. the out-
rageous filthy, slum conditions in which work-
ing people were forced to live.

He realised that philanthropy — so favoured
by the upper classes to ease their conscience
— was insufficient and, in his position at
Whitehall, was commissioned to lead this
enquiry into social services.

The report recommended a new system
of comprehensive social insurance to provide
state benefits for the sick, poor and unem-
ployed, which replaced the “Poor Law” and
the workhouse; a comprehensive healthcare
system, free at the point of use across doctors,
hospitals, surgeons, dentists and opticians; the
school leaving age was increased to 15, univer-
sities expanded, with the Butler Act providing
free education for all children; a housing pro-
gramme to build millions of social housing and
demolish the inner city slums (begun but never
fully realised).

It included a Town and Country Planning
Act providing parks and green belts around
cities; full employment and nationalisation
of coal mines, electricity, gas, water, rail-
ways, long-distance road transport, the Bank
of England, iron and steel production and
the waterways. If Labour had won a second
term they planned to nationalise Tate and
Lyle, British Electric Traction and many of
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the large manufacturing companies. But, of
course, the upper classes rallied to make sure a
Conservative government was elected to put a
stop to such “nonsense”.

The post-war situation in Australia was, no
doubt, similar. However, the massive influx of
the displaced of Europe helped with the coun-
try’s many rapid improvements, leading to full
employment in construction, mining and manu-
facturing. Workers enjoyed stability and a rea-
sonable standard of living, where one wage
could sustain a growing family. All this a mere
80 years ago — so what has gone wrong?

The slippery slope appeared in the 1980s
reinforcing the prediction Karl Marx made
about the great productive forces of capitalism
eventually mutating into destructive forces.
Neo-liberalism appeared in Australia at the
time of the Hawke/Keating ALP government
and the Accord, which bound the unions to a
policy of class collaboration and the resultant
loss of wages, conditions and jobs under “class
peace”.

Margaret Thatcher applied the hatchet and
the blow torch to the coal miners in Wales and
the North of England around the same time.
In the US the Reagan administration turned
its guns on the unions and imposed austerity
measures that hit working people hard. Since
then we’ve seen the increasing poverty of the
working class in each of these countries.

Recently, Philip Alston, a United Nations
Special Rapporteur, who usually reports on
third world poverty, visited the UK — the
world’s fifth-largest economy — and revealed
the inexcusable state of its society. Despite
its wealth, one-fifth of the UK population
(14 million people) were living in poverty.
Government cuts after the global financial
crisis were imposed on the poor rather than
the rich. In his report, Alston wrote that “great
misery had been inflicted and that British com-
passion for those who are suffering has been
replaced by a punitive, mean-spirited and often
callous approach”.

He also pointed out that the UK govern-
ment was actively pursuing policies that made
its people poorer. (Sound familiar?) He went on
to say that by pursuing these cuts “more as an
ideological than an economic agenda, much of
the glue that has held British society together
since WW?2 has been deliberately removed”.

This comment could equally well apply
to Australia, where a government is intent on
working for the corporations currently raping
the country and adding to global warming
whilst paying zero taxes towards the country’s
upkeep. The oligarchy of globalisation has
removed Australian jobs offshore, where pro-
duction is cheaper — $2 a day rather than $20 an
hour. Since the Accord, there has been an ever-
increasing whittling away of workers’ rights:
persuading the gullible to enter into individual
contracts rather than join trade unions.

With many workers feeling betrayed by
unions who had not been there for them when
needed, while government legislated individ-
ual contracts were imposed. So now we are
regularly seeing wage theft, longer and longer
hours with Dickensian restrictions and a boom-
ing “gig” economy. Add to this the 457 visa
— recently replaced by the Temporary Skill
Shortage (TSS) visa intended to allow busi-
nesses to hire skilled — read cheap — work-
ers from overseas. If there is a skills shortage
perhaps it is due to the onslaught this govern-
ment waged on our TAFE education system.
No wonder there is a complete erosion of trust.

When the global financial system tottered
in 2008 because of reckless speculative behav-
iour, Banks and financial institutions on either
side of the Atlantic were bailed out (“quanti-
tative easing” — printing money) by govern-
ments to the tune of billions of dollars and the

Guardian

West’s economy is still failing. But have the
elites shared in the hardship they caused? Have
any bankers gone to jail? We’re still waiting for
the result of criminal behaviour highlighted by
our own Hayne Royal Commission in 2018!

People today feel betrayed by their elected
representatives. Workers are being constricted
with a raft of legislation which attacks any
attempt they make to demand justice. The
unemployed are being vilified; people seek-
ing asylum from even worse dictatorships
are incarcerated indefinitely offshore. Human
rights are constantly abused. Where has this
inhumane and unprincipled behaviour come
from? When did it begin or was it always there
lurking, just waiting to be approved by the
silence and passivity of people burdened by
unrelenting debt?

In many countries it has led to a move to
the right. This explains the grand entrance of
Brexit and Donald Trump, both with the prom-
ise of “Greatness”. The “common” people, i.e.
those struggling at the bottom of the pile, are
corralled by regulations set up for total control.
They have no say and therefore rightly feel vic-
timised and bereft of hope. Has anyone noticed
the increase in surveillance — all under the pre-
tence of our security? Bills are being passed to
control freedom of speech and to hobble the
workers’ rights through their organisations, the
trade unions.

The injustice of the globalised finan-
cial system became clear to the UK populace
when, after seeing the British economy grow
by 10 percent between 2009 and 2014 they
were experiencing real wages actually fall-
ing by 6 percent. In the US, in 2016, 95 per-
cent of households had incomes below that of
2007. Yanis Varoufakis, in his introduction to
the 2018 edition of The Communist Manifesto,
sums this up eloquently:

“Do-gooders, establishment politicians and
recovering academic economists all respond to
this predicament in the same way, issuing fiery
condemnations of the symptoms (income ine-
quality) while ignoring the causes (exploitation
resulting from the unequal property rights over
machines, land, resources). Is it any wonder we
are at an impasse, wallowing in hopelessness
that only serves the populists seeking to court
the worst instincts of the masses.”

He goes on to quote Marx, who pre-
dicted the dying throes of capitalism we are

Workers are being constricted with a raft of
legislation which attacks any atiempt they make
to demand justice. The unemployed are being
vilified; people seeking asylum from even worse
dictatorships are incarcerated indefinitely offshore.
Human rights are constantly abused.

experiencing now, and recommends read-
ing the Communist Manifesto as it gives us
a chance to unravel this mess, avoid discon-
tent and depression and seek a better way. We
have to realise (as Marx extolled) that “the free
development of each is the condition for the
free development of all.” I would also quote
Marx — “From each according to their abilities,
to each according to their needs.”

The anarchy of runaway global capitalism
materialised after the collapse of the Soviet
Union. Without a balance of power in the world
the Western power brokers — the US, UK, EU —
were given carte blanche to rule the world, and
what a mess they’re making of the job.

Anthony Barnett, in his book The Lure
of Greatness, attributes the current breach of
trust in politics to “The lies about weapons of
mass destruction, told in order to start the war
on Iraq”, which was, of course, nothing new
if we remember the fabrication told about the
Gulf of Tonkin incident in order for the US to
enter the Vietnam war. Years later millions of
people protested in the streets of London and
in the US over the planned invasion of Iraq: to
no avail.

Compound this dissatisfaction and sense
of oppression with the creeping tentacles of
globalisation and the focus on the “economy”
at the expense of everything else — even the
planet — the constant attack on the welfare
achievements post-WW?2, replacing these with
insecurity and debt. Under Blair and Bush and
Howard — and all the cronies coming after — all
we see in our daily news is increasing milita-
risation, financialisation, privatisation, surveil-
lance, spin and fake news — until we can’t
separate the truth from the lies.

Financing all the wars in the Middle East
and Afghanistan brought the finance houses to
their knees. The new post-Cold War “unreg-
ulated” financial system would, we were
assured, be manna from heaven for every-
one. The crash happened not because of trade
union militancy or excessive wages; it hap-
pened because of the deregulation of the finan-
cial industry which allowed banks to engage
in speculation (i.e. gambling with our money)
— hedge fund trading with derivatives and then
more mortgages in order to support the profit-
able sale of derivatives. The banks were bailed
out, but the workers have since paid the price.

The Occupy movement emerged to give
voice to the anger, but lacked clear goals. It
was founded by people who had realised the
bullshit they were expected to digest: that the
global financial free-for-all was not for their
benefit or their children’s future, it was all
about making a few people in the know and
in the ruling class very rich indeed. The late
capitalist economic system was (and still is)
failing the average working man and woman.
Sick of hearing the false mantra that “the
market knows best and the welfare system is
a burden” — the constant front page rhetoric of
Rupert Murdoch’s media empire — people are
increasingly enraged at being victimised due to
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this monumental capitalist cock-up;
seeing their prospects shrivel whilst
the rich get richer (with governments
support of corporate welfare).

The seeds were sown for the
revolts on both sides of the Atlantic
for Trump and Brexit. People felt let
down by the various governments
for over 20 years. Many had stopped
voting, disappointed and angry, so
when warned in the UK of the eco-
nomic consequences of leaving the
EU, they defied them.

Similarly in the US, having
become disenfranchised under var-
ious Clinton, Bush and Obama
Presidencies, Trump’s wheeler/
dealer blandishments offered a dif-
ferent business model to people who
had nothing to lose — literally.

We have come to a point of his-
tory where capitalism’s reach is
all-pervasive and it’s impossible to
imagine the world without it and
its effect on our lives. Marx fore-
saw the global reach of capitalism.
In his “Economic and Philosophical
Manuscripts”, he refers to “a univer-
sal energy which breaks every limit
and every bond and posits itself as
the only policy, the only universal-
ity, the only limit and the only bond”.
But the Communist Manifesto also
claims (remarkably) that it is pre-
cisely when we are about to succumb
to this idea that alternatives present
themselves.

Capital’s failure condemns
whole generations to deprivation
whilst ruining the environment. Its
latest extreme manifestation is neo-
liberalism, which is hell bent on
destroying the welfare system and
is rapidly eliminating social rights
such as education, health and public
transport. Philip Alston reported that
in the UK 500 childcare centres and
340 libraries had been closed and,
by 2020, 200,000 adults and 1.5 mil-
lion children would fall into poverty.
No doubt the Tory government will
soon reintroduce the workhouse! It
regards any resource that should be
for the good of the common people
as part of the market to be used
solely in the pursuit of a new eco-
nomic, political and social structures.

Capitalism is by its very nature
unjust. It enslaves everyone — rich
and poor — wasting human and natu-
ral resources. Capitalism’s “energy”
is self-immolating. As Varoufakis
states: “We need to organise politi-
cally to defend the weak, empower
the many and prepare the ground
for reversing the absurdities of
capitalism.” &
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Anti-Imperialist Conference
Solidarity for
democracy and

Havana Cuba November 1-3, 2019
Keith Headland

The Anti-Imperialist Conference was organ-
ized by the Cuban Institute of Friendship with
the Peoples (ICAP), the Central Organization
of Cuban Trade Unions (CTC), along with the
Cuban Chapter of Social Movements and the
Continental Conference for Democracy and
Against Neoliberalism.

It opened at 9am on Friday November 1 at
the Palace of Conventions with a tribute to Fidel
Castro, consisting of a slide show and perform-
ance from the children’s group The Colmenita
(The Little Beehive) and opening remarks by
Fernando Gonzalez, ICAP President and formerly
of the Cuban Five.

Cuban government representatives, as well as
current and former parliamentarians from other
countries, took part in the event.

There were over 1,300 participants from 95
countries. Many of the speakers described the situ-
ation, and problems they face, and the action they
are taking in their daily struggle. They came to
provide solidarity with Cuba.

The Communist Party of Australia has always
been active in the solidarity movement with the
socialist countries and in particular Cuba. The
Party was represented by members who took
part in the conference. When the Australia Cuba
Friendship Society (ACFS) was formed in 1979,
the Melbourne Branch of the then-SPA decided
that all members would join (when its ACFS
branch opened in 1982) and become active in the
ACFS.

The event set out to make a real contribution
against the current counter-revolutionary offensive

of US imperialism. It also sought to build the
widest possible unity of the leftist forces in the
region, to reject the attempts to isolate, destabi-
lise, and effect regime change in those countries
that choose the socialist or independent path of
development.

The current political situation is marked by
the aggressiveness of the Trump administration,
growing hostility against Cuba and other coun-
tries in the region, the judicial persecution of pro-
gressive leaders and the imposition of recycled
neoliberalism.

On Saturday morning, the conference split into
several commissions to work on the themes of:
Solidarity with Cuba and other just causes.
People before free trade and transnationals.
Decolonisation and cultural war.

Youth: strategies and continuity in struggle.
Democracy, sovereignty and anti-imperialism.
Strategic communication and social struggle.
Integration. identities and common struggles.

The workshop for Solidarity travelled to
ELAM, the Latin American School of Medicine
on the outskirts of Havana, where we received a
multicultural welcome with some of the students
in national dress of their respective countries, and
the majority in their white dust coats.

We had meetings by region and had a dis-
cussion with students and delegates from several
countries including Sri Lanka, the Philippines,
Thailand, Malaysia, South Korea, and India and
exchanged some ideas and experiences.

At the general meeting of delegates at ELAM,
after our regional meetings, the Cuban Minister for
Health spoke and outlined the facts and achieve-
ments of the Cuban health system, and the role
of ELAM assisting in training doctors for many
countries, including the USA.

November 13,2019 7

During the journey, I observed three service
stations with a line of vehicles at least a kilome-
tre long at each of them waiting for that day’s
delivery of fuel, thanks to the tightening of the
US blockade by President Trump. It has stopped
the tankers delivering crude oil from Venezuela.
I have heard that Russia has sent bulk tankers to
provide this fuel.

A street meeting was held in a neighbourhood
with several CDRs (Committees for the Defense
of the Revolution) where we received a very
warm welcome with food, music and dancing,
giving delegates the chance to enjoy some Cuban
hospitality.

It was a tremendous surprise for the delegates
when President Nicholas Maduro of Venezuela,
President Miguel Diaz Canel of Cuba, Raul Castro
and other Cuban and foreign dignitaries arrived at
the event on Sunday afternoon.

Both Presidents Maduro and Diaz Canel spoke
and received a very warm and enthusiastic recep-
tion with many standing ovations.

Among the topics covered was the fact that the
USA is making two new military bases in Syria
and the interference in Venezuela with the objec-
tive to control the world’s oil supplies.

It was said that the hand of the USA is
behind the right-wing interference and attempts
at destabilisation in a number of Latin American
countries.

President Diaz Canel has just returned from
a visit to several European countries to find new
markets to replace those lost in the tightening of
the US blockade.

The conference was a tremendous success in
expressing solidarity with not only Cuba, but other
countries in the region, and forming links between
activists of the left to assist in future actions. &
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“Unprecedented” rate
of biodiversity loss

Mike Shanahan

Nature loss is accelerating world-
wide at an unprecedented rate,
with grave impacts for human
well-being, according to a major
report approved by more than
130 of the world’s governments.

The report, launched in Paris on
May 6, says fundamental changes
are needed to everything from farm-
ing and fishing to private investment
and governance to ensure the bene-
fits continue to flow.

While such warnings have been
heard before, this is the most com-
prehensive assessment to date, and
the first that governments have come
together to endorse. The findings
are set to influence world leaders
who are meeting in China next year,
aiming to reach a new global agree-
ment on biodiversity.

“The evidence is incontest-
able,” said Robert Watson, chair
of the Intergovernmental Science-
Policy Platform on Biodiversity
and Ecosystem Services (IPBES),
which produced the report. “Our
destruction of biodiversity and eco-
system services has reached levels
that threaten our wellbeing at least
as much as human-induced climate
change. We have a closing window
of opportunity to act, and narrowing
options.”

Key findings

The report is the result of three
years of work by hundreds of sci-
entists who have reviewed 15,000
sources of information. It shows
how nature is crucial to humanity,
providing food, water, energy and
medicines, as well as livelihoods and
cultural and spiritual fulfilment.

But it shows too that many spe-
cies are fast declining in range and
numbers, and that the services eco-
systems provide, such as water and
carbon storage, seed dispersal and
pollination, are breaking down.

Humanity has “severely altered”
three-quarters of the planet’s land
surface, it says, adding that one
million species are threatened with
extinction, many within decades.
Watson said the continued loss of
biodiversity “will undermine the
ability of most countries to achieve
most of the Sustainable Development
Goals”, which all UN member states
have pledged to achieve by 2030.

While climate change will make
all of this worse, so too could some
efforts to prevent global warming.
IPBES says, for example, that plan-
tations of bioenergy crops can have
negative impacts on biodiversity and
on ecosystem services that are key to
food and water security.

The report says biodiversity
loss and ecosystem destruction is
being driven by a litany of problems
including over-fishing, deforestation,
pollution, agricultural expansion,
rising seas, unsustainable hunt-
ing, illegal wildlife trade, invasive

species and climate change. It also
highlights important “indirect driv-
ers” such as rapid economic growth,
poorly planned urbanisation and
rising per capita consumption.

Spotlight on China

The IPBES report is global in
scope and makes grim reading for all
regions. It warns, for instance, that
if the current trends continue, “there
could be a substantial decline in the
economic and non-monetary value
of nature’s contributions” to people
across Asia in coming decades. With
its diverse landscapes and rapid
development, China exemplifies
many of the problems and potential
solutions IPBES describes.

The country has established
many protected areas and greatly
increased its forest area in recent
years. But it also faces significant
conservation challenges, particu-
larly in its drylands, lakes, rivers and
coastal wetlands, of which less than
half of the original area remains.
These include over-exploitation,
pollution, extractive industries and
invasive species, which IPBES has
said are “key biological threats to
China’s social development and eco-
logical security”, costing US$17 bil-
lion each year.

According to IPBES, the number
of invasive species harming China’s
agricultural ecosystems has been
growing by about three species a
year since 1900, with a faster rate of
increase in the past 15 years. This is
a huge threat, particularly to China’s
193 million small farms, which are
living repositories of crop diversity.

That biodiversity is also threat-
ened by economic forces. In
response to market demand, many
subsistence farms are being replaced
by commercial monoculture. The
loss of traditional crop varieties and
associated local farming knowledge
is removing options that could be
crucial to efforts to adapt to a chang-
ing climate.

“This is a threat to the sustain-
ability and resilience of the whole
traditional farming system,” said
Yiching Song, of the Centre for
Chinese Agricultural Policy of the
Chinese Academy of Sciences. At
the same time however, said Song,
there is growing demand in China
for safe, good-quality and varied
food because of rising incomes, food
safety issues and increasing concern
for the environment. “This is good
news and an opportunity for crop
biodiversity protection and farmer
seed system enhancement,” she said.

Bringing about
a revolution

Only “transformative change”
can prevent further declines in
humanity’s natural life-support sys-
tems by 2050 and beyond, says
the IPBES report. “By transforma-
tive change,” said Watson, “we
mean a fundamental, system-wide
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The red panda (Ailurus fulgens) is considered endangered.

reorganisation across technical, eco-
nomic and social factors, including
paradigms, goals and values.”

Among other things, the report
calls for better ways of producing
and using food, energy and water,
more inclusive decision-making and
governance of natural resources, new
frameworks for private investment
and incentives for environmental
protection. It urges governments to
ensure that policies in all areas from
health to housing, from defence to
finance, take account of biodiversity.
And it gives examples of effective
policies, practices and governance
structures to conserve and sustain-
ably use biodiversity.

One example that IPBES high-
lights is China’s Sloping Land
Conversion Programme (or Grain
for Green), the world’s largest refor-
estation effort. By paying farmers to
plant trees on their land and provid-
ing degraded land to rural families to
restore, it has transformed more than
15 million hectares of degraded agri-
cultural land and 17 million hectares
of barren mountainous wasteland to
natural vegetation, though at a local
level some results have been more
mixed.

“The figures are really big —
US$40 billion spent, over 30 million
hectares of land restored and some
32 million households engaged,” said
Himlal Baral, a senior scientist at the
Center for International Forestry
Research, based in Indonesia. “This
is a great restoration effort and many
countries can learn lessons from
this. It shows that if you put in eco-
nomic incentives, there is potential to
restore degraded and marginal land.”

The Darwin Workers’ Club gets a licence ... Again!

This Darwin Workers' Club has been successful in their application for a special licence for service of liquor for members and
bona fide quests at their dlub rooms located at 38 Woods Street, Darwin. The licence was granted on October 1 and the dub
is currently remodelling their club rooms for a November opening. This licence is the second the Workers' Club has received with

the last being granted on July 12, 1946, during the rebuilding of Darwin following the Japanese bombing of the city.

Facebook: www.cpa.org.au/facebook/darwin-workers

He noted that while some of the
programme’s benefits such as soil
and water conservation and landslide
protection are local, the carbon stor-
age achieved by planting so many
trees benefits the whole planet.

Having worked in China for sev-
eral decades, Jianguo (Jack) Liu, a
professor at the Centre for Systems
Integration and Sustainability at
Michigan State University, is hope-
ful. “Enormous change has already
taken place,” he said. “The govern-
ment has increasingly paid atten-
tion to the environment. That is very
positive, of course, but there are still
challenges to be addressed.”

Liu pointed out that, in the past,
assessments of government offi-
cials were based on gross domestic
product (GDP) and took no regard
of environmental performance. “The
higher the GDP, the more likely
someone would be promoted,” he
said. “Now, they are evaluated by
environmental and economic per-
formance. If you have had a bad
environmental record, you will be
punished and will not be promoted.”
Liu said he would like to see this
approach “scaled up, implemented
and enforced nationwide”.

A new global dedl

All eyes will be on China’s
efforts to conserve nature next
year, when Kunming, the capital
of Yunnan province in southwest
China, hosts the 15th Conference
of the Parties to the UN Convention
on Biological Diversity (CBD).
Representatives of nearly 200
governments will meet there to
agree a new 10-year framework to

halt biodiversity loss and protect
ecosystems.

It could be a sombre meeting, as
delegates will confirm that progress
towards the last agreed targets, set in
Aichi, Japan, in 2010, has been abys-
mal. The IPBES report suggests that
most of the 20 Aichi targets will be
missed.

“The IPBES Global Assessment
tells us how much we have achieved,
where we are on track, where we are
not, why, and what the options are
for moving forward,” said the CBD’s
executive secretary, Cristiana Pasca
Palmer, who added that it will make
an “invaluable contribution” to the
process of setting ambitious, achiev-
able targets in the post-2020 global
biodiversity framework.

“The assessment also shows
that threats to biodiversity cannot be
addressed by governments alone,”
said Pasca Palmer. “In fact, it under-
scores the urgent need for transfor-
mational change to safeguard nature
and the ecosystem services that
underpin all life. This requires every-
one to get involved — including busi-
nesses, communities and individuals
— as we lay the foundations for an
even more ambitious biodiversity
agenda for the next decade.”

Mike Shanahan is a freelance
writer and journalist specialising
in environmental issues such as
climate change and biodiversity
loss. This article is reproduced
from the chinadialogue website
(www.chinadialogue.net).
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Launch of a militant

trade union campaign

A well-attended meeting organised by Unite
in the Community, in conjunction with
Communities Against Low Pay (CALP),
was held in Dublin recently. The aim of the
meeting was twofold: to organise low-paid
restaurant workers into a union, and to
actively identify rogue employers who are
exploiting workers by paying poverty pay
and in many cases stealing the tips from
waiting staff.

The campaign against the Ivy Restaurant,
which steals its employees’ tips, was explained.
One of the speakers was Julia Marciniak, a
former member of the staff who was sacked
for fighting back. Her dismissal is being fought
by her union.

Councillor Cieran Perry explained that
CALP is a grass-roots organisation for cam-
paigning against low pay and organising
actions during trade disputes when trade unions
are banned from doing so, in particular by the
Industrial Relations Act (1990).

Cieran described how CALP had been
active during the Greyhound strike, the Lloyd’s
Pharmacy strike, and Tesco strike. Not being
part of the trade union movement or officially
on strike, it was able to place pickets where the
unions were forbidden, for example in shop-
ping centres during the Lloyd’s and Tesco dis-
putes. CALP members manned pickets and
blocked bin lorries where unions were forbid-
den to.

There was a call for a radical trade union
campaign to fight back against low pay and
precarious employment. The question has to
be asked: Are workers able to have a “radi-
cal” trade union campaign? Anti-worker leg-
islation is so restrictive that if workers were
to have such a campaign they would need a
senior counsel in one hand and the 1990 act in
the other in order to navigate all the legislation
that is used to stop workers’ resistance.

Let us look at three issues discussed at the
public meeting: the Ivy Restaurant, the mini-
mum wage, and tip theft.

If there was no 1990 act when Julia was
sacked from the Ivy restaurant her fellow-
workers could have gone on strike and placed
a picket on the restaurant immediately and shut
it down. This could have brought the owners
of this business to the negotiating-table. But
under the 1990 act, single-worker disputes are
drawn out for months, and by such time all the
energy is gone out of the dispute.

Individual workers are at a huge disadvan-
tage; but even a group of workers must now
give a minimum of seven days’ notice, and
have to abide by a huge amount of rules and
regulations in the balloting of members, which
often leads to long gaps between dispute and
strike. This tips the balance of power firmly
towards the employer — as it was designed to
do.

When the government refused to increase
the minimum wage by 30 cents in the recent
budget, low-paid workers on the minimum
wage could have downed tools in a strike
against the minimum wage. This too is out-
lawed under the 1990 act, as “political strikes”
are banned.

The tips issue could have been dealt with
in a collective manner. The workers in all
restaurants that are stealing tips could have
gone on strike in support of each other as an
industry-wide strike. Restaurants not directly
involved could have had support strikes. This
would give the workers involved a much
stronger position for fighting back against
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this outrageous policy that is now common all
around the country.

“Social partnership” and its legislation,
the Industrial Relations Act, has led to union
density being at its lowest level in the history
of the state, hovering around 24 percent of the
workforce. Many of these workers are in their
50s, while younger workers coming through
are not joining unions, so it’s on a downward
spiral.

Many young workers have not even heard
of trade unions: they hardly know they exist.
This is because of the effects of “social part-
nership.” Unions are inactive and are not seen
on the streets or on strike fighting for workers’
rights. Despite “social partnership” being aban-
doned many years ago, this mentality continues
today, largely thanks to the anti-union legisla-
tion enacted as part of it, which restricts unions
in taking strike action.

Under the voluntarist trade union system
there is no right to union access; we do not
have collective bargaining rights; and there is
no right to union recognition.
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We may have the right to join a union, but
without these other rights it is akin to having
the right to own a bike but not being allowed to
cycle it. It puts handcuffs on workers.

We need to remove these handcuffs. Then,
and only then, can workers take off their
gloves, roll up their sleeves, and fight back.
Then, and only then, can workers have a rad-
ical trade union campaign against precarious
work, poverty pay, and all the other inequalities
being imposed on the working class.

There is very little power in a union today.
This power must be regained if we are to get a
just share of the wealth that we produce. If we
had 100 percent union density without power
we are fighting a losing battle.

What is needed is a radical workers’ rights
campaign to tip the balance back in our favour.

We must fight to have the 1990 act abol-
ished and take on the employers, with a ballot
box in one hand and strike notice in the other.

Unions must become radical or become
redundant.

Socialist Voice &

Iraq

“Eailure at all levels”

Steve Sweeney

Iraq’s Communist Party called
for a new type of government
and for the momentum of the
current uprising to continue
until its demands are realised as
roads were blocked in Baghdad
on Sunday.

A party statement branded the
current system a “terrible failure at
all levels” as mass anti-government
protests over unemployment, cor-
ruption, and poor delivery of serv-
ices continued. It claimed that the
popular uprising had created “a new
reality” with people not coming out
on to the streets for “partial solutions
and cosmetic reforms.”

The goal of the movement is
“getting rid of the existing system of

government, the quota system [fol-
lowing the US invasion in 2003,
the provisional government set up
an inflexible system whereby the
key roles are reserved for a Kurd, a
Sunni Muslim, and a Shia Muslim],
and rampant corruption, of the group
that has ruled since 2003.”

Prime Minister Adel Abdul
Mahdi offered his resignation last
week in a bid to placate the popular
uprising, but President Barham Salih
said this was contingent on Iraqi
parties agreeing on a replacement,
which could take months to resolve.

The authorities have responded
to the widespread protests with vio-
lence. At least 250 people have been
killed and more than 800 injured
as live rounds have been fired on
crowds. Despite the oppression, tens

of thousands blocked major roads
to shut down Baghdad on Sunday,
the first working day of the week.
Government offices were shut down
and students staged sit-ins as the cap-
ital ground to a halt.

Protester Tahseen Nasser
explained: “We decided to cut the
roads as a message to the govern-
ment that we will keep protesting
until the corrupt people and thieves
are kicked out and the regime falls.
We’re not allowing government
workers to reach their offices, just
those in humanitarian fields,” he
added.

The Communist Party said:
“The moment of real change of the
status quo has arrived. It begins
with changing the government, the
mechanisms for its formation and

the policy of governance, and ends
with establishing a state based on cit-
izenship, true democracy, and social
justice.”

The party — which topped polls
as part of Mugqtada al-Sadr’s Sairoun
coalition in the 2018 general elec-
tion — demanded the resignation of
the government and its replacement
with a new system. Four of its mem-
bers of parliament — party general
secretary Raid Jahed Fahmi, Haifa
al-Amin, Muzahem al-Tamimi, and
Taha al-Difai — resigned their seats in
protest of the government’s violence.

Amin said there must be efforts
to bring government security forces
who have killed demonstrators to
justice. She told Middle East Eye
last week: “Special tribunals must be
formed to consider all the cases and

identify those involved in the firing
[of] live ammunition and the use of
violence, as well as whoever gave
the orders.”

The Communist Party is calling
for a transitional government with
“exceptional powers” formed out-
side the current quota system as soon
as possible, with a “peaceful and
smooth constitutional handover of
power” and fresh elections. Political
prisoners detained during the upris-
ing must be released, it said, and
echoing Amin’s call, again said those
who have killed protesters have to be
brought to justice.
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Against deportations
at Qantas AGM

A shareholder motion calling on Qantas to
review its practice of carrying out deporta-
tions for the Australian government has
achieved record support.

Qantas is one of several Australian air-
lines which deports asylum seekers on behalf
of the country’s immigration authorities.
Unions and activist groups alike remain seri-
ously concerned about these companies’ role
in enforcing government policies, which may
contravene international human rights stand-
ards and endanger aviation workers on the
ground and in the air.

Last week, the Australian Centre for
Corporate Responsibility (ACCR) brought
forward a motion on behalf of concerned

shareholders to demand that Qantas review its
deportation practices. 23.5 percent of votes cast
were in favour, a significant increase on the 6.4
percent registered for a similar motion at the
2018 AGM.

Activists are also applying pressure to
airlines in other countries to end the use of
commercial flights for government deporta-
tions. This has already resulted in some vic-
tories, with Virgin Atlantic announcing it will
refuse to carry deportees involved in Britain’s
“Windrush” scandal. Meanwhile, the “Stansted
15” group of protestors were charged under
anti-terrorism laws for obstructing a deporta-
tion at Stansted Airport, but only received non-
penal sentences earlier this year after a judge
ruled that their intentions had been “genuine”.

The International Transport Workers’
Federation remains opposed to the use of com-
mercial flights for such purposes, and is calling
on airlines worldwide to end their relationships
with state immigration authorities.

International Transport Workers'
Federation statement

Changes would cost
workers billions

A new report from the Australia Institute’s
Centre for Future Work includes modelling
which shows that the changes to bargaining
rules proposed by business groups would

cost workers currently on private sector
EBAs $2,000 over the first three years and
rip billions in wages from the workforce as
a whole.

At a time when Australia is in a wages
crisis and enterprise bargaining in the private
sector is down to just 11 percent coverage,
weakening the rights and protections of work-
ing people will make things even worse.

The report highlights that the proposed
changes — weakening or removing the Better
Off Overall Test, reducing scrutiny of non-
union EBAs, narrowing the scope of what can
be covered by an agreement, and blocking bar-
gaining on certain projects all together through
“whole of life” Greenfields agreements — will
mirror the effect of [the Howard government’s]
WorkChoices.

The Morrison government has made it
clear that it has a radical agenda to change
workplace laws to further entrench the power
of corporations over working people. Unlike
John Howard’s hated WorkChoices, this time
the government is drip feeding its plans in an
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attempt to disguise the extent and impact of
the changes.

Australian workers haven’t had a pay rise
in almost seven years. We have a wages crisis
and this report shows that the Morrison gov-
ernment is getting ready to rip billions out of
working people’s pockets.

Slow wage growth has stalled the entire
economy. This government is fixated on
trickle-down economics, but that experiment
has failed.

Australians literally can’t afford much
more of this government. By reducing the
power of working people and unions and
caving to business on changes to the law, the
Morrison government is crushing wage growth.

The Morrison government could take a
step towards positive wage growth tomorrow
by withdrawing its union-bashing bills and
supporting union efforts to increase wages
across the country.

Sally McManus
ACTU Secretary

Cult

by
Rob Gowlan

There was a time, not so long
ago, actually, when right-wing
politicians were wont to complain
about what they called “the ABC’s
left-wing bias”. They maintained
that the national broadcaster
had to be “even-handed, unbi-
ased and fair”. In practice that
meant avoiding taking any posi-
tion that could be considered as
even remotely pro-working class,
because that would provoke scan-
dalised complaints from Liberal
Party politicians.

Of course, “unbiased” here is
merely a euphemism for “pro-estab-
lishment”. Bourgeois journalists who
are embarrassed at the thought that
they are merely tools of the capital-
ist establishment cloak their posi-
tion with a gloss of high-sounding
phraseology about how they are
being “objective”, even claiming
that instead of presenting their own
view (heaven forefend!) they are pre-
senting the arcane concept “the view
from nowhere.”

In fact, however, it is impossible
to present a completely “unbiased”
account of any event. The simple act
of choosing which “side” to feature,
selecting who to interview, or what
topics to cover means the journal-
ist is imposing his or her own per-
spective on the coverage of the issue.
And why not?

It is surely fatuous to pretend
that any article or news item is free
of “bias”. In class society, every-
thing reflects the class position of
the person who produced it. For the
capitalist media, the “view from
nowhere” is replaced by the view
of the ruling class, although the pre-
tence is maintained that it is objec-
tive and unbiased. Significantly, it
is rarely the representatives of the
working class who are given a plat-
form in mainstream bourgeois news
articles.

Look at the coverage on our TV
of the attempted “colour revolution”
in Hong Kong. Given the number of
Western intelligence agencies that
had (have, I should say) stations in

Honk Kong, it would be a poor jour-
nalist indeed who was not able to see
who was fomenting the “pro-democ-
racy” campaign there. But there is
not a hint of this in the “unbiased”
coverage we get. Unbiased my foot!

When the working class are
in power in a country, on the other
hand, bourgeois critics vigorously
attack its media as not being “free”.
They happily — and regularly — assert
that it cannot be trusted because it is
not “free of government control”.
But in capitalist countries, the dom-
inant media faithfully reflects the
views of the capitalist ruling class. It
would soon be denied any advertis-
ing revenue or government support
if it did not.

For all its posturing about “free
speech”, capitalism is very capable
of imposing harsh restrictions on
democratic rights if it feels threat-
ened in any way, everything from
suppression by the police of peace-
ful protest to mass arrests and execu-
tions and the imposition of martial
law. Fascism has been quite astutely
described as “the last resort of
capitalism in decline”. However,
capitalism’s preferred method of
governance is good old bourgeois
democracy. This is the system
used in most developed capitalist
countries.

It is cheaper than fascism, but
most importantly it keeps the masses
quiet, content in the belief that they
have the power at the next election
to toss out a government that has
proved unsatisfactory.

For capitalism, it has the advan-
tage that it allows the large corpo-
rations to maintain their class rule
while presenting the mass of the
people with a pretence of democratic
control over the economy and politi-
cal system. The factor that renders
all the pretence as nothing more than
that is of course finance. The people
may have the right to open their
own newspaper or TV network, but
that right is effectively useless if the
people do not have the funds to do
s0. And capitalism makes sure that

e “Unbiased”

Tony Jones — presenter on ABC's Q&A.

militant workers — or even people
who are just mildly left-leaning —
have no chance of accumulating
sufficient capital to threaten the cor-
porate control of the media.

Control over the capitalist econ-
omy also renders moot any attempt
by a bourgeois political party to
effect significant changes to the dis-
tribution of wealth in a country. They
can tinker with the edges of the eco-
nomic system but cannot make any
significant changes to it. They cer-
tainly cannot even consider changing
it for some other system that might
be more attuned to the needs and
aspirations of working people.

To keep bourgeois democracy
functioning effectively requires some
pretty neat footwork on the part of
capitalism’s minions. They must
engage in the elaborate farce of elec-
tions every few years, offering the

people a choice between tweedledum
and tweedledee while pretending all
the while that the minor differences
between bourgeois parties are in
fact crucial to the well being of the
people and the body politic. A great
amount of effort — and money — is
expended by politicians, broadcast-
ers and commentators to convince
the people that bourgeois elections,
despite the fact that they do not
affect class rule one iota, are never-
theless a vital and significant contri-
bution to asserting the people’s will
over the governance of the nation.
This laughable situation has
been the subject of numerous per-
spicacious satires over the years,
and today the patience of the people
has understandably worn thin. Their
efforts to assert their genuine demo-
cratic rights in numerous countries
have been met, as you’ve probably

noticed, with violence and oppres-
sion backed up by a lying bourgeois
media.

Right now people are in revolt in
countries ranging from Haiti to West
Papua, Pakistan to Libya, Spain to
Argentina. Attempts by capitalism to
channel this revolt into pro-capitalist,
“pro-democracy” diversions might
be temporarily successful here and
there, thanks to capitalism’s many
years experience with hoodwinking
workers and other toilers, but the
leading capitalists are all too aware
that the tide is turning against them.

The people whose labour creates
the wealth are demanding that they —
and not some rich parasite — also be
permitted to enjoy it, to spend it, to
use it. Attempts to stop them are not
going to be received well and cer-
tainly not for too long. &
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Docu- and mockumentaries

af Toronto International
Film Festiva

Bill Meyer

TORONTO: Just like with the
news, it’s getting difficult to draw
the line between fact and fiction
— truth or lies — in movies. The
line is blurring between docs and
narratives, they just don’t want
to fall into clear categories. And
just because there are no scripts
in docs, it doesn’t necessarily
mean that the characters are
speaking the truth. Just because
actors read written lines in a nar-
rative doesn’t mean that it’s not
real, honest and truthful. Since
the advent of docudramas, moc-
kumentaries, and biopics, the
question is raised whether a docu-
mentary is more truthful than an
acted film.

A good example is the great
1994 political mockumentary star-
ring and directed by Tim Robbins
entitled Bob Roberts, a timely satire
about a right-wing guitar-plucking
senatorial candidate, quite reminis-
cent of the late Republican Party
hack, Lee Atwater. Appearing like
a documentary, it is totally scripted,
and although it contains fictional
characters, there are many truisms in
the satirical script.

The Toronto International Film
Festival, like many festivals, has
had for years a category called
Documentaries, where unscripted
non-fiction films are placed. This
year, a film called The Laundromat,
(not in the Doc category, but rather
in Special Presentations) offered a
comical deciphering of the Panama
Papers, in a mockumentary format,
a narrative film written to look like a
documentary.

It’s a difficult and complicated
subject but presented in an extremely
entertaining style reminiscent of
another daring and cleverly con-
structed doc, How to Make Money
Selling Drugs. Directed by master
filmmaker Steven Soderbergh, it is
a brilliant and creative satire about
money, where it comes from and
how it’s misused.

It employs a clever construct of
two sort-of moderators, played by
veterans Gary Oldman and Antonio
Banderas, walking through the sets
unnoticed, explaining what is really
going on. They define money and its
historical role in society. They dis-
cuss credit, money laundering, gov-
ernment corruption, offshore tax
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havens, and how the scheme was
created and developed in the US
and expanded worldwide. A lowly
office employee eventually becomes
the president of over 200,000 fake
companies that exist only on paper.
The companies are given addresses
in places that are designated tax-free
havens and the scam mushrooms into
what the Panama Papers eventually
exposed.

The film begins with a boating
accident and drowning. The survi-
vors try to get insurance coverage
and discover the company is off-
shore and unapproachable, so they
sue. From then on it’s a wild ride
following the money to unexpected
places far beyond the vision of the
law. The roving moderators supply
witty sayings as the story unravels.
“There’s a 1,000 billionaires in the
world. A million or more million-
aires. The rest are victims.” They
explain how “your potholes and bad
roads are caused by these offshore
tax havens.”

The script provides a clear
analysis of what the over 11 mil-
lion leaked documents, called the
Panama Papers, revealed. The cast
is enhanced by the presence of two
other veteran actors, Meryl Streep
and Sharon Stone, involving dual
roles that eventually are revealed in
the clever and shocking ending. The
powerful message is stated there, but

Gary Oldman and Antonio Banderas in The Laundromat.

rather than spoil it, you’ll have to see
this fascinating non-doc mock.

The fake doc The Laundromat
is far more truthful than a real doc
presented at TIFF called The Cave.
Produced by the team that brought
us the Academy Award-nominated
doc on the now-discredited Syrian
White Helmets, Last Men in Aleppo,
it’s another regime change film that
somehow manages to show the bru-
tality on one side only. The death and
destruction caused by US-funded
“moderate rebels” and jihadi mili-
tants are hard to find, implying all
of it is coming from Assad’s gov-
ernment forces. This is a one-sided,
highly funded doc that has an obvi-
ous agenda of covering up a large
part of the truth. And as for truth in
documentaries, keep in mind Steve
Bannon used to make them.

Another film at TIFF is The
Report, where the middle word in
the title is redacted. The word is
“torture” and the film is about the
determination of reporter Daniel
Jones (played admirably by Adam
Driver) to expose our government’s
use of torture at the Guantdnamo
facilities. It’s not a condemna-
tion of our government’s imperial
aims but a pro-Democrat movie
mostly glorifying California Senator
Dianne Feinstein’s work in this
area. Obviously, a movie of this size
and subject matter, with privileged
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intelligence access demonstrated
throughout the story, had to have the
complete support of the CIA. Thus,
it’s not a serious challenge to the
CIA’s power and sordid history of
abuse.

Another important doc made
by one of our country’s greatest
filmmakers, Barbara Kopple, also
raises the same concerns. How can
one feel they’re getting an impar-
tial and truthful telling of a govern-
mental calamity when the director
has gained unprecedented access
to the government and its military?
This highly funded and well-pro-
duced doc, Desert One, retells the
fatal attempt to rescue US hostages
held in Iran in 1980. Jimmy Carter
was president at the time and had to
make the critical decision of aborting
the rescue operation after one of the
helicopters crashed into a plane on
the ground. Eight US soldiers were
killed, and the USA was shamed.

The small town in the Iranian
desert is still a tourist attraction
with exhibits and attractions demon-
strating how incompetent and fool-
ish the powerful empire really was.
The only thing that saves this movie
from being traditional government
propaganda, is that Kopple chose
to include a few Iranians in some
respectful interviews, telling the
story from the side one rarely sees in
our country.

And to complete our report-
ing of some of TIFF’s fake and real
docs, one can’t overlook the Israeli
recreation of the Rabin assassina-
tion in a film called Incitement. 1t’s
composed as a doc, obsessed with
details about the background of an
idealistic 25-year-old far-right Israeli
law student who is determined to
shoot Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin
because of his signing of the Oslo
Peace Accords. The film examines in
detail the actions and beliefs of the
assassin, a Yemeni Jew named Yigal
Amir, who believed a Jew cannot
kill another Jew without consent of
a rabbi. So he searches for that one
person to justify his actions.

His family and friends all have
no idea what he’s up to, but they
share his hatred of a leader who they
feel sold out his people.

The film appears to sympathise
with Rabin but follows both sides of
the issue. Netanyahu, who went on to
replace Rabin, viciously opposed the
former leader and the peace move-
ment, and never mentioned Rabin
or the assassination in his inaugu-
ral speech. And in an abrupt and
dramatic manner, the film ends the
moment Rabin is shot at a peace rally
as if saying the killing is only sec-
ondary to the story that led up to it.
The Laundromat is available on
Netflix in Australia.
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Len Lean

The use of rape as weapon of war is unconscionable
yet common. The UN Secretary General documents
April 2019 reports active use of sexual violence in 37
current conflicts: this is intended to destroy whole
communities: It is more dangerous to be a woman
than a soldier in armed conflicted.

Sexual violence in war remains a deep scar on the
moral integrity of society.

The final resolution adopted after the US threatened to
veto the resolution, had been influenced by the requirement
of the USA to remove references in the resolution to sexual
and reproductive health as it could imply it supports abor-
tion. The resolution also stripped its inclusion of formal
monitoring and reporting of atrocities.

The USA changes are putting women’s lives and
health at greater risk and disregards the most fundamen-
tal of woman’s rights over her own body. France’s UN
Ambassador is quoted as saying “that the Security Council
is incapable of acknowledging that women and girls who
suffered from sexual violence in conflict — and who obvi-
ously didn’t choose to become pregnant should have the
right to terminate their pregnancy”.

reproductive rights

The growing trend of conservative views on sexual and
reproductive health pose considerable threat to rights that
have been hard fought and won more than 25 years ago.
The values of moral principles are shaped by the values of
a nation’s political economy. Societies are filled with indi-
viduals who live self-interested and amoral lives under the
Capitalist system, policies based on the assumption of uni-
versal selfishness. President Trump seems to be driven by
ruthlessly egotistical instincts.

Autonomy over one’s body is not just a cornerstone
of reproductive rights, the right to choose whether, when,
how often, and with whom to get pregnant is foundational
to women’s wellbeing and to the family.

Economists — with great assistance from the controlled
media — have successfully sold the myth that politicians
and policy makers should ignore virtue and values. By
doing so our society have compromised the very virtues
and values of our commitments to creating every person
as an equal member of society.

Intensive and competitive market based society has
generated enormous wealth for a few and our society has
become more divided and more angry as democratic and
human rights are eliminated. &
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World’s biggest trade deal = no details

The Regional Comprehensive
Economic Partnership (RCEP)
trade agreement — touted as the
biggest in history — is nearing
completion, but no one outside the
secret negotiations knows what
it contains, and by the time the
Australian people find out, it will
be too late to make changes.

The agreement will cover
almost half of the world’s popula-
tion, over 30 percent of global GDP
and over a quarter of world exports.
The Morrison government continues
to negotiate massive trade deals in

secret, only disclosing their contents
when it is too late to make changes.

Rumours suggest that this new
trade deal may give monopoly
rights to pharmaceutical companies
in Australia, facilitate further pri-
vatisation and once again increase
the number of vulnerable tem-
porary visa workers in Australia,
potentially increasing the costs of
medicine and other services, while
driving down wages and making it
harder to find a job.

Unfortunately, due to the refusal
of the Morrison government to

allow any oversight of this agree-
ment, the Australian public will
have to wait to find out what we
have signed up to until it’s too late
to change the agreement.

“These trade deals change peo-
ple’s lives and have a huge impact
on the Australian economy. They
should be negotiated in full view of
the Australian people, not behind
closed doors,” said ACTU president
Michele O’Neil. “The Morrison
government tells us to trust them
to negotiate these agreements, but
recent examples show that their

number one priority is expanding
the power of multinational com-
panies at the expense of the jobs
and living standards of Australian
workers.

“This new agreement could
change the accessibility of cheap
medication, increase the cost of
services and make it harder to get
a job, especially in regional areas.
There is no justification for keep-
ing the Australian people in the dark
about this.

“The government should tell
us what we are being signed up for

and welcome a public debate about
the merits of the agreement. Refusal
to do so suggests the government
knows it is selling out Australian
workers. We call on the government
to immediately release the text of
the agreement for public and par-
liamentary scrutiny and to commit
to an open and transparent process
for negotiating trade agreements to
ensure they are in the best interests
of all Australians.” &

Asylum seeker on bridging visa

On Sunday October 20, a 33-year-
old Bangladeshi asylum seeker,
Mohammad Mohsin, has committed
suicide at a mosque in Lakemba.

Mohammad arrived by boat in 2013,
but was only recently allowed to lodge his
protection application. His initial applica-
tion was rejected, but he has lodged an
appeal with the Federal Circuit Court.

Like so many others on a bridging
visa, Mohammad had no income and did
not have the right to work. He was des-
titute and had become homeless, rely-
ing on charity and support from others in
the Bangladeshi community. After being
supported for many months by friends, he
had spent the last few months going from
couch to couch.

Friends said that his precarious

Lakemba

situation had weighed heavily on him and
that he had spoken of ending his life even
several months ago. He also felt guilty
for relying on others in his community
for support.

Mohammad’s death came only days
after another suicide death in Brisbane of
an ex Manus refugee.

There are thousands of asylum seek-
ers in desperate circumstances, in limbo,
on bridging visas in the community,
living without work rights, trying to sur-
vive with the support of friends or their
own community members.

“Mohammad’s death is yet another
tragedy that reveals the government’s
failed asylum process. His death has
caused a great deal of distress through-
out the refugee community,” said lan

Rintoul, spokesperson for the Refugee
Action Coalition.

“There are thousands of potential
Mohammads left waiting for many years,
forced to live without support, and vic-
tims of a fast-track asylum processing
system that is designed to fail refugees.

“The government has inflicted an
enormous burden on asylum seekers
and the legal and community groups
that struggle to support them. Fast track
processing must be scrapped and all
people on bridging visas must have
the right to work and income support
for those who are unable to support
themselves.

“The government’s punitive anti-ref-
ugee regime is killing people — offshore
and onshore.” &
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