
Intergenerational Report 
The march of history

Marcus Browning

A spectre is haunting Europe – the 
spectre of Communism. All the powers 
of old Europe have entered into a 
holy alliance to exorcise this spectre: 
Pope and Tsar, Metternich and 
Guizot, French Radicals, and German 
police-spies.

Manifesto of the Communist Party

Last week the Albanese government 
announced the list of economic bur-
dens that it intends will accompany 
the Intergenerational Report into the 
future – the NDIS, Medicare, excessive 
corporate taxes, an ageing generation, 
and the need to foist the planned aus-
terity program onto the working people.

In this plan, the working people are 
to bear the weight of lower real wages, of 
falling living standards and lost services to 
fund the all-consuming cost of the AUKUS 
war machine.

It is in this global context that the words 
quoted above from the Communist Manifesto 
highlight today’s developments. Published 
in 1848, one hundred and seventy-fi ve years 
ago, they could have been written today to 
describe the ultra-conservative and neo-
fascist forces making gains in the likes of 
Ukraine and countries in the EU. The names 
are diff erent but the political forces are the 
same as those of the 19th century.

In 1848 the ‘holy alliance’ of the Euro-
pean reactionaries proved to be futile and 
the Communist Manifesto ushered in 100 
revolutionary years in which communism 
became a world force, not only emblazoned 
on the fl ags of millions of people but inscribed 
in the minds of working people across the 
world as they fought for their place in the 
sun. For peace, education, a home, a job, 
medical services, for their real liberation 
and independence from colonialism for 
their countries. No one can stop this march 
of history!

Now, more than ever before, people 
know who is standing in the way of human 
progress – the conservatives, the neo-Nazis, 
those still aspiring for world domination, 
those who have had no hesitation in invad-
ing Korea, Vietnam, and Iraq to name but 
three – those mercilessly imposing the bar-
barity of their weapons of mass destruction 
to terrorise civilian populations, to make the 
world safe for the corporations and their 
ceaselessly burgeoning profi ts.

Was it not also the Soviet Union that 
“tore the guts out of the Nazi armies” and 
saved the world from a life under the heel 
of fascism?

As the world is battered by a cost-of-living 

crisis, still recovering from the worst pan-
demic in a century, and struggling to cope 
with the eff ects of disastrous climate change, 
the profi ts of the biggest 500 fi rms on the 
planet nearly doubled, exceeding $3 tril-
lion in 2021.

Their combined income amounted to an 
almost unimaginable $38 trillion – equiva-
lent to nearly 40 per cent of the entire world 
economy. That’s more than the GDP of all 
but the very richest countries in the world 
combined.

The combined income of just the fi ve 
biggest corporations in the world was more 
than the income of the poorest two billion 
people put together – one-quarter of the 
world’s population. One single corporation – 
Walmart – earned more than half-a-trillion 
dollars. That’s more than $1.5 billion every 
day, exceeding the GDP of even wealthy 
countries like Austria or Norway. Meanwhile, 
Apple, the most profi table private corpora-
tion in the world, saw its profi ts rocket by 
65 per cent to $95 billion.

This is what motivates those who attempt 
to turn back the tide of history and look to a 
‘new’ spectre. It is why the Albanese govern-
ment has handed Australia’s independence 

and sovereignty over to the biggest and most 
aggressive military power in history, convert-
ing the nation into a foreign military base 
– a launch pad for war in the Asia-Pacifi c 
and beyond.

In contrast, in Asia, strong communist 
parties lead the governments of China, 
Vietnam, Laos and the Democratic People’s 
Republic of Korea. They also hold strong 
positions in the Mongolian parliament and 
in Cambodia. Two state governments of 
India are led by an alliance of communist 
and left parties, and they have been repeat-
edly re-elected.

In the face of counter-revolution, changes 
in a left direction continue in South America. 
Cuba has defi ed all the attempts of successive 
US Governments using a blockade of trade 
sanctions, sabotage, propaganda and assas-
sination attempts to overthrow the commu-
nist government of that small island state.

There is a similar story on the African 
continent despite the huge economic, social, 
and national problems that have been cre-
ated by colonialism in the Congo, Zimbabwe, 
Angola, Namibia, South Africa, and other 
African countries. Communists are repre-
sented in the South African parliament and 

in the ANC-led government. There is the 
emergence of the BRICS group of countries 
– Brazil, Russia, India, China and South 
Africa – which is in the process of expanding.

As the capitalist world slips more and 
more into instability and has no solution 
to its problems but to resort to war, their 
governments reach for the anti-communist 
weapon just as they did in the days of the 
Cold War. Their focal point is China and its 
Communist government.

The Communist Manifesto stated that 
“In place of the old bourgeois society, with 
its classes and class antagonisms, we shall 
have an association in which the free devel-
opment of each is the condition for the free 
development of all.”

Just as the fi rst communists made the old 
rulers of Europe tremble, so today we see in 
the actions of the authors the same attempt 
to turn back the clock of history. To quote the 
Manifesto again: “Let ruling classes tremble 
at a Communist revolution. The proletarians 
have nothing to lose but their chains. They 
have a world to win.”

There’s the real intergenerational 
report. 
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Class interest 
and Voices

One really bad argument against a Yes vote for 
the Voice to Parliament is that that a small group of 
Australians – Indigenous people – might have ‘too 
much’ access to government. Too much of a voice!  
This is nonsensical for several reasons. Parliament, 
which will decide the fi nal form of the Voice, isn’t 
about to make itself powerless. More importantly, 
having a voice in matters that aff ect Indigenous 
people would only be a good thing and make the 
country more democratic, not less.

If anyone who argues that way really doesn’t want 
a minority to have ‘too much power,’ we’ve got news 
for them; it’s happening now. The Australian busi-
ness community has so much of a voice, it might be 
more accurate to call it a foghorn. To understand 
how that works, we have to look at one of the great 
unmentionables of polite Australian politics, class.

It needs to be said; Australia has classes. You are 
in one of them. Those classes have interests.

Just as Peter Dutton’s cynical claim that he 
doesn’t want to divide the country up on racial lines 
means he’s fi ne with the racial divisions we have 
now, Labor’s claims to be class-blind, or to ‘govern 
for everyone,’ are really a way of saying that they 
are happy with how the class system is working, 
and they are going to keep governing for the most 
powerful part of the capitalist class.

When Labor claims to be governing for everyone, 
what they mean is that they’re going to keep turning 
their backs on the class that set them up and which 
still supports them, the working class. They agree 
to make a few improvements in the interests of that 
working class in order to keep the system going to 
the advantage of the ruling class. If Labor do that, 
the deal is that the ‘big end of town’ in the form of 
their big donors and most of the media will let them 
govern the country. 

In 2019 Bill Shorten had the temerity to criticise 
the Liberal-National Coalition for governing for the 
‘big end of town’ and paid a price losing an elec-
tion he was widely expected to win. Labor hasn’t 
forgotten that, and has waved through tax cuts that 
overwhelmingly benefi t those with the highest in-
comes, while abandoning promises for fairness when 
it comes to rorts that benefi t millionaires.

Albanese has told big business that he wants to 
have a ‘structured dialogue‘ to talk about economic 
‘reforms.’ Our ruling class is only interested in one 
kind of reform – the kind that gives them more 
power over workers while letting them pay less tax. 
Hence their calls for lower company tax, widening 
the regressive GST, and their constant drumbeat 
of calls for lower wages and ‘fl exibility’ for working 
conditions.

Business also sometimes bemoans the lack of 
‘productivity,’ which for them means lower wages 
and worse conditions for workers. When they get 
their way on these things, innovation goes down, 
because why do things more effi  ciently if you’re 
already underpaying workers?

Whatever happens to Albanese’s idea of a ‘struc-
tured dialogue,’ the big end of town will continue to 
have a powerful voice with either of our two major 
parties. Big donations, and massive advertising 
spends speak loud and clear in Australia now.

The working class is a majority of the population, 
and has nowhere near the voice that big business 
has in the bourgeois democracy we have – for now.

Under socialism, the majority of the population 
run the country. Join your union. Join the CPA. It’s 
long past time we spoke up. 
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Offshore Alliance 
members at Chevron 

vote for protected 
industrial action

Off shore Alliance members at Chevron’s Gor-
gon and Wheatstone Downstream facilities have 
voted to endorse taking protected industrial 
action should the global petrochemical com-
pany fail to off er them an industry standard 
Enterprise Agreement in current negotiations.

There has been a spate of companies across the 
Western Australian gasfi elds inking Enterprise Agree-
ments (EA) with the Off shore Alliance to cover their 
workers in the last few years.

Workers at Shell’s LNG facilities secured an EA 
this time last year after 76 days of protected industrial 
action. Workers at INPEX secured an EA with the 
Alliance in 2022. And earlier today Off shore Alliance 
employee representatives at Woodside endorsed an 
in-principle agreement negotiated with the company.

This leaves Chevron out in the cold with no indus-
try standard EA covering its workforce.

Over 450 workers at Chevron’s Gorgon and Wheat-
stone Downstream facilities in Western Australia’s 
North West today [29th August] voted 99 per cent 
in favour of taking Protected Industrial Action to 
progress their bargaining claims in a ballot ordered 
by the Fair Work Commission.

Protected Industrial Action could include a range 
of work bans including refusing to load tankers or 
vessels with LNG or condensate, up to complete 
stoppages of work.

Off shore Alliance Members at Chevron have still 
not reached agreement on several key claims including 

job security, agreed rosters, mutual agreement on 
transfers to other Chevron worksites, mutual agree-
ment on the working of overcycle, training standards, 
travel arrangements and rates of pay.

Unlike Woodside, which has reached a deal with 
the Alliance that is likely to be endorsed at a mass 
meeting of members tonight, in recent days Chevron 
has attempted to circumvent union representatives 
by off ering an Enterprise Agreement to their workers 
that isn’t supported by their union, something that 
Off shore Alliance spokesperson, AWU WA Secretary 
Brad Gandy says is nothing more than a waste of time.

“Chevron has chosen to roll out agreements to 
its Gorgon and Wheatstone Downstream workforce 
that are not supported by the Alliance as they do not 
address key bargaining claims and do not meet the 
industry standard set by Off shore Alliance members 
at other facilities,” says Mr Gandy.

“It’s baffl  ing that Chevron management has decided 
to engage in what is essentially a time wasting exercise 
when the vast majority of its employees are voting on 
whether to approve industrial action.

“The Alliance will be strongly recommending to 
members to vote ‘no’ to these agreements, just as it 
did when Chevron did this for the Wheatstone Plat-
form workforce.

“The result of that ballot was a 98% ‘no’ vote,” 
says Gandy.
Off shore Alliance
Contact: Tim Brunero 0405 285 547 

Public Sector Alliance 
WA campaign for new 
industrial agreement

Richard Titelius
Delegate CPSU/CSA

On Monday evening 14th 
August 2023, at the CSA Cen-
tre in Perth, the peak union 
body Unions WA, launched its 
campaign for a new industrial 
agreement. This would be the 
second occasion in recent years 
public sector unions had come 
together to run a campaign for 
improved wages and condi-
tions, the fi rst being against 
Premier Mark McGowan.

The previous wage increases 
which were eventually settled 
between the various unions and 
government after diffi  cult and 
protracted negotiations, showed 
that government had little interest 
in maintaining or improving real 
wage levels which would attract 
and retain quality public sector 
workers. Large numbers of public 
sector workers began to steadily 
leave the public service and it 
became more diffi  cult to recruit 
good workers.

The Public Sector Alli-
ance includes United Work-
ers Union, Community and 
Public Sector Union/Civil Service 

Association(CPSU/CSA), State 
School Teachers Union, Hospital 
Services Union, WA Police Union, 
United Professional Firefi ghters 
Union (still fi ghting the government 
to complete the last agreement) 
and the Rail Tram and Bus Union. 

Unions WA Secretary Owen 
Whittle said Public Sector unions 
had shown with the last agreement 
that better results were achieved 
through unity and solidarity, adding 
that, “We are going to see that spin 
machine cranked up again once we 
begin our campaign, as the govern-
ment will try to divide and conquer 
individual unions.”

The Alliance is proposing a 
campaign based on a pay claim of 
7 per cent and 5 per cent in 2024 
and 2025 – the fi rst increase to 
restore wages and the second to 
help to maintain them.

Public sector workers addressed 
the launch to give examples of the 
consequences of low wages, and 
explain what is needed. Virginia, 
a school cleaning supervisor at 
Scarborough Senior High School 
and a delegate with United Workers 
Union, said that a dip in enrolments 
at the school had led to cuts in staff  
and the school were now employing 

only one cleaner per block whereas 
previously they had two. The wages 
of $850 per week meant some who 
were on rents of up to $750 per 
week were experiencing housing 
stress, and Virginia knew of at least 
one cleaner who was living out of 
her car with the diffi  culty of prepar-
ing meals without a stove meaning 
takeaways on most occasions. The 
rising cost of bills such as utilities 
and transport costs such as petrol 
created stress especially for clean-
ers with small families.

The Communist Party of 
Australia supports the call of the 
Public Sector Alliance in WA for a 
campaign to achieve wage justice 
to relieve cost of living pressures 
for existing workers in the public 
sector and also recruit and retain 
new workers who are urgently 
needed to help ease the burden of 
overworked and stressed out staff . 
It is only through the unity and 
solidarity of the organised working 
class, in this case the unions united 
under the banner of the Public 
Service Alliance, that workers can 
achieve suffi  cient power to force the 
government to negotiate genuinely 
and in good faith. 
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Commit to education
There exists signifi cant dispar-
ity in educational outcomes 
throughout Australia. Fund-
ing for education must be pri-
oritised to deliver inclusive, 
quality public education for 
all and the Australian Educa-
tion Union (AEU) and Youth 
Development Australia are 
working to bridge the divide.

Free, inclusive, quality educa-
tion for all is a noble aim and if 
evidence from the OECD is any 
indicator, countries whose educa-
tion systems combine quality with 
equity are the highest performers.

In Australia, governments 
promise a fair go, meaning that 
everyone will have the opportu-
nity to succeed in education and 
beyond. But that’s not necessarily 
the case, says author and Finnish 
educator Pasi Sahlberg, professor 
of educational leadership at the 
University of Melbourne.

“We need to be clear about 
what we mean by equity in educa-
tion, because my experience here 
is that people have very diff erent 
views. Some think we can enhance 
equity by broadening educational 
opportunities, making more choice 
available,” says Sahlberg.

“But the basic principle for 
me is what we often call ‘social 
equity,’ which means that educa-
tional outcomes, however they’re 
measured or defi ned, should be 
similar across diff erent social or 
equity groups.”

In Australia, that simply isn’t 
the case.

There is great disparity in edu-
cational outcomes for Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander children, 
children from low socioeconomic 
groups, those for whom English is 
not their fi rst language and chil-
dren who live in regional, rural and 
remote areas.

If the goal for every child in this 
country is to accomplish an agreed 
level of education – to achieve social 
equity and equality of educational 
outcomes – that takes money.

POLITICAL WILL
David Edwards, Education 

International (EI) general secre-
tary, says there is plenty of money 
out there to address this inequity 
should governments choose to 
prioritise it.

“Funding is available when it 
comes to subsidising the fossil fuel 
industries polluting our planet. It’s 
available when it comes to war or 
giving tax breaks to the rich and 
corporations. What is lacking is the 
political will to truly make educa-
tion a priority.”

EI’s Go Public! Fund Education 
campaign is a global initiative to 
fi ght for publicly funded education 
systems able to deliver inclusive, 
quality, public education for all.

“Education status tells us 
so much about a country,” says 
Edwards. “The prospects for 
children, the health status of the 
population, the income and civil 
rights of women, the likelihood of 
innovation and entrepreneurship, 
and a country’s ability to respond 
and adapt to crises including con-
fl ict, climate change, and natural 
disaster.”

Globally, the statistics are grim. 
Edwards says 220 million children 
are not in school, 450 million stu-
dents in school are not learning 
at their expected grade level, and 
there’s a worldwide shortage of 69 
million teachers.

“We need to turn this tide, to 
meet all students where they are, 
address their needs, and help them 
overcome the obstacles they face. 
For that to happen, we need well-
funded public education systems 
and well-trained and well-paid 
educators that have the trust, 
tools, and time to deliver quality, 
inclusive and equitable education 
for all,” says Edwards.

COMMITMENT 
NEEDED

According to Edwards, 

education fi nancing has fallen in 
65 per cent of low- and middle-
income countries and in 33 per 
cent of upper-middle and high-
income countries since the start 
of the pandemic, leaving educators 
every where without the resources 
they need to help students heal and 
make up for lost time.

In addition, widespread policies 
driving uncompetitive pay, unsus-
tainable workloads, and growing 
precarity are driving teachers out of 
the profession they love and making 
it impossible to recruit and retain 
the teachers the world needs.

“We’re demanding that govern-
ments commit to education,” says 
Edwards.

“Large corporations and 
wealthy individuals can no longer 
be allowed to leverage the fi nancial 
system for speculation and short-
term profi tmaking while raising 
prices, hiding assets, and under-
mining state revenue collection.

“Billions in uncollected taxes 
must be marshalled for the exten-
sive investments in the public good 
like public education and to build 
economies that provide sustainable 
and broad-based growth.”

A RARE SIGHT
After a 20-year teaching career 

in Queensland primary and sec-
ondary schools, many of them in 
rural and remote areas and on 
Country, Kamilaroi woman Melitta 
Hogarth has seen the diff erence 
that resources and proper fund-
ing can make. But, she says, it is 
a rare sight.

Hogarth, now an associate pro-
fessor in Indigenous education at 
the University of Melbourne, says 
for Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander children to achieve the 
same educational outcomes as 
non-Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander children, schools need 
to receive funding that addresses 
the inequities that currently exist.

“That became evident during 
COVID when students who were 
already struggling were detriment-
ally aff ected because they didn’t 
have the fi nancial resources for 
access to the internet. So issues that 
were already apparent to teachers 
before COVID became more pro-
nounced,” she says.

“A lot of people talk about 
equity in terms of equality of oppor-
tunity rather than recognising that 
everyone does not have the same 
starting point,” Hogarth says.

SMOOTH 
TRANSITIONS

Australia’s education system is, 
in many ways, grinding to a halt in 
terms of its relevance to support of 
students, says Keith Waters, execu-
tive offi  cer at Youth Development 
Australia (YDA).

Waters has experience in help-
ing young people – especially those 
out of the juvenile justice system 
or home care settings – make the 
transition from secondary school 
into work. He’s also a single father 
of nine, all of whom attended public 
schools.

He says Australia is not resourc-
ing schools to give teachers the 
tools to keep pace with the rapidly 
changing world of work and the 
skills required to participate in it.

“It is abundantly clear to me 
in all of my experience, which 
has spanned public and private 
schools, that public schools strug-
gle under the weight of a pure lack 
of resources, whether that’s the 
overall funding levels or capital 
investment,” says Waters.

He’s staggered by the number 
of schools he sees that are in dis-
repair and not fully functional 
because governments don’t make 
the necessary investments: “The 
signifi cantly growing numbers of 
disengaged young people comes 
down to a lack of resources in public 
schools to provide the teaching and 
support that those students need.”

Early school leavers are disad-
vantaged when it comes to partici-
pation in the workforce and are at 
higher risk of becoming homeless. 
With the cost-of-living crisis biting 
many families, those living hand-to-
mouth can fi nd it diffi  cult to make 
education a priority, says Waters.

That places even more pres-
sure on already under-funded 
schools and governments need to 
address that.

“The burden [that schools] 
carry to try and keep those kids 
engaged is really diffi  cult. And with 

that often comes other issues of 
disadvantage, so it just compounds.

“There’s a geographical ineq-
uity: what you get depends on where 
you live. And that’s something that’s 
got to be addressed also.”

But it’s not just local geography. 
Waters, whose youngest son is Afri-
can, says schools can’t adequately 
assess children, especially new 
arrivals, from diff erent diaspora.

“The resources just aren’t there 
for schools to be able to assess the 
educational level these kids are up 
to and how they’re best supported. 
A student at 13, who should be in 
Year 7, might have the academic 
skills of someone in Year 3.

“That’s not the school’s fault, 
that’s not the teacher’s fault. The 
resources just aren’t available,” 
Waters says.

ABOVE AND BEYOND
For disability advocate and 

Inclusion International council 
representative for Asia Pacific, 
Stephanie Gotlib, equity is about 
inclusion and opportunity and 
the specifi c resourcing required to 
achieve that.

Gotlib’s son Adam, now 23, 
lives with intellectual disability and 
autism. He has high communica-
tion and behaviour support needs.

When Adam was starting 
school, Gotlib was asked why she 
wanted him to learn to read. Her 
answer: “For me, it’s about every 
child getting a fair go and having 
access to an education that enriches 
and values them and gives them 
opportunities. If we deny that to 
kids, particularly kids with dis-
ability, the community misses out.”
Australian Educator 

Victorian Uni strikes roll on
Melbourne University’s Stu-
dent Union has given its full 
support to the strike action 
by National Tertiary Educa-
tion Union (NTEU) members, 
commenced on Monday 28th 
August. University staff  are 
demanding: a fair pay rise, no 
forced redundancies, and 80 
per cent secure work.

Wage theft, massive casualisa-
tion, and job insecurity for univer-
sity staff  aff ect students too in the 
form of distracted teachers who 
rush from short-term contract to 

short-term contract, and often pre-
pare for classes on the fl y, as well 
as assessing with their minds on 
their precarious situation. Today’s 
students are often tomorrow’s uni-
versity ‘precariat’, working as ses-
sional teaching staff  as they move 
through university. 

NTEU members at Swinburne 
university have struck too, in 
response to university manage-
ment’s proposal to scrap more than 
140 rights and conditions from 
Swinburne’s enterprise agreement, 
including removing caps on unsafe 

workloads, limiting academic free-
dom, reducing protections against 
bullying and erasing the path for 
casual staff  to convert to permanent 
roles. Last month, more than 300 
Swinburne staff  made a vote of 
no confi dence in Vice Chancellor 
Pascale Quester. 

Union members at Monash 
University, La Trobe University, 
Victoria University, and RMIT 
are also opposing slow or stalled 
enterprise bargaining.
NTEU 
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From their fi rst kick-off  against Ireland in the 
World Cup, the Matildas were playing to win 
not only the World Cup, but respect for wom-
en’s sport, and for the world to see why this 
team – and women athletes the world over – 
deserve fair and equitable pay and conditions.

Along the way, they’ve fulfi lled a legacy that goes 
all the way back to 1978, when the fi rst Australian 
women’s national football team was established.

It’s the Matildas commitment to unionism and 
solidarity – as well as their skills with the ball – that 
sets them apart, particularly as one of the only national 
women’s football teams covered by a hard fought-for 
collective bargaining agreement (CBA).

But it hasn’t been an easy journey to get here.

HISTORY OF UNIONISM
In 1993, Professional Footballers Australia (PFA) 

was established, with twin objective to support the 
players and build the game.

They’ve worked hard over the last 30 years to drive 
change in the industry, making tough decisions and 
taking bold actions along the way – not least of which 
includes going on strike in 2015: despite achieving a 
history-making, best-ever performance by an Aus-
tralian football team (at the time!), in reaching the 
quarter fi nals at the World Cup in Canada earlier that 
year, the Matildas were still fi ghting for payments that 
would barely qualify as the minimum wage.

Their collective action worked. Within two months, 
the PFA and Football Australia had struck a new CBA 
with vastly improved pay conditions for both the top 
and base contracts for the Matildas.

Their tenacity didn’t end there though – in 2019 
they secured another landmark CBA that closed the 
pay gap between the Socceroos and Matildas; a world-
fi rst for women’s football.

Before that pay deal, players had to rely on jug-
gling their playing careers with second jobs just to 
get by: Alanna Kennedy held down a job at Pizza Hut, 
Katrina Gorry worked as a teacher’s aide, and Caitlin 
Foord was an Uber driver.

Now, thanks to their collective power, they can 
focus exclusively on the sport, and this has no doubt 
contributed to their stunning World Cup success 
this year.

Kate Gill, former Matildas star, became the Co-
Chief Executive for the PFA in 2020, and has played 
a vital role in leading the drive for better pay rates 
and conditions for the Matildas:

“There are only a handful of countries that have 
secured collective agreements that deliver world-class 
conditions and standards.

“Each of those countries, including Australia, has 
achieved these standards through players fi ghting for 
progress – often over decades and through signifi cant 
industrial action.”

ON AND OFF THE FIELD
The Matildas have come so far in recent years, but 

the fi ght continues on a global level: football’s inter-
national governing body, Fédération Internationale 
de Football Association (better known as FIFA) still 
off ers the Men’s World Cup champions four times 
the prize money that is off ered to the winners of the 
Women’s World Cup.

The tides are turning there too (in no small part 
due to the eff orts of unionists like the Matildas): 
FIFA has pledged to equalise the World Cup prize 
money by 2027.

Still, it’s important to acknowledge that, as of 
2023, the Matildas are an outlier in the international 
scene, and there is a stark lack of union representation 
and collective bargaining agreements for women’s 
national teams.

The PFA is blazing a path forward for sportsmen 
and sportswomen by winning historic CBAs (for play-
ers of both teams). If Australia’s success can inspire 
change internationally and encourage more national 
teams to form strong player unions, the more pres-
sure it will place on organisations like FIFA to address 
substantial pay and prize money disparities.

We couldn’t be prouder of the Matildas for every-
thing they have accomplished on and off  the fi eld. 
Union strong and proud.

UNION POWER
These past weeks have seen millions of Aussies 

discovering the force that is the Matildas – erupting 
into Matilda mania that grew stronger with every 
round of the World Cup tournament.

Coincidently, the Matildas’ 2019 CBA is set to end 
in September – if the players’ ambition over the years 
is any indication, their next agreement could be the 
most advanced yet.

The growth and strength of the Matildas has shown 
the nation, and the world, the value of workers coming 
together in solidarity and using their collective power 
to kick goals and win change.
Unions Australia 

Photo: LittleBlinky – fl ickr.com (CC BY-SA 2.0)

The Matildas’ 
collective power

Trade union federations in the EU have called for 
affi liates to support French trade unionists who are 
being prosecuted for taking collective action during 
recent pension protests. IndustriALL, which represents 
manufacturing and energy unions, and the European 
Public Services federation (EPSU) made the call after 
mining and energy union FNME-CGT general secretary 
Renaud Henri, the general secretary of CGT’s energy 
workers in Marseilles, and several other activists were told 
to appear in court in September. The targeting of union 
leaders and activists comes in the aftermath of mass 
industrial action taken to oppose government attacks 
on pension rights and the closure of pension funds for 
electricity and gas workers in France. IndustriALL Europe 
and EPSU say this is a direct attack on fundamental trade 
union freedoms and the right to strike – and marks the 
fi rst time senior union leaders have faced public safety 
charges for engaging in trade union activism. Christophe 
Garcia, the leader of CGT energy workers in the Gironde 
region, is also set to appear in court during November 
in Bordeaux. FNME-CGT is planning a demonstration 
at the Montmorency police station on 6th September 
while IndustriALL Europe and EPSU will stage solidarity 
protests outside the French embassy in Brussels.

PARASITE OF THE WEEK: A lot of employers

New analysis has revealed Australian workers are being 
underpaid nearly $850 million a year. The analysis by the 
McKell Institute looked at Fair Work Ombudsman (FWO) 
business audit campaigns dating back to 2009. Their 
analysis found more than 40 per cent of the businesses 
audited fell foul of the Fair Work Act, while more than a 
quarter recorded breaches of monetary obligations such 
as award rates and agreements. Extrapolated across 
Australia, this equates to 269,728 businesses collectively 
ripping off more than 1.3 million workers, or roughly 11.5 
per cent of the country’s workforce, a collective $847.25 
million annually.

McKell Institute CEO Ed Cavanough said the estimates 
were at the lower end, because the analysis did not 
account for cases where workers were underpaid against 
appropriate award rates or the incorrect payment of 
penalty rates. “The analysis puts a conservative fi gure on 
the cost of wage theft that is rampant across Australia, 
equivalent to a 0.01 per cent loss in GDP,” Cavanough 
said. “The total amount of actual wage theft is likely 
much higher. This is an extraordinary amount of money 
being stolen and it’s unacceptable. Being unaware is 
not an excuse. The onus is on employers to understand 
their obligations to their employees,” Cavanough said. “It 
shows why we need strong laws to criminalise wage theft, 
like the protections being pursued through the federal 
government’s workplace reforms. These horrifying fi gures 
are another blow for workers who are struggling to meet 
mortgage repayments, keep up with rising rents and 
paying their bill.” The McKell Institute is calling on the 
federal government to introduce strong laws to criminalise 
wage theft, and to provide more funding to the FWO to 
enforce these laws.
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OP-ED

Nuclear (con) fusion
Eileen Whitehead

It’s increasingly evident that the reason the 
LNP quietly introduced the AUKUS pact into 
Australia just prior to the nation going into an 
election, was because they knew they were on 
the way out but that this would wedge the ALP 
into agreement.

This action also brings the nuclear energy debate 
back into the conversation despite the fact that there 
are two pieces of Commonwealth legislation currently 
prohibiting nuclear power in Australia. There are the 
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conserva-
tion Act and the Australian Radiation Protection and 
Nuclear Safety Act, which prevent the construction 
or operation of nuclear facilities for power genera-
tion, as well as facilities for the fabrication of nuclear 
fuel, uranium enrichment, and the reprocessing of 
nuclear waste.

In NSW, Victoria, and Queensland there is also 
legislation prohibiting the construction of nuclear 
plants, with WA, SA, and the NT all having legisla-
tion in place to prohibit the transport or disposal of 
nuclear waste.

We are now seeing all the usual right-wing war-
riors – Gina Rinehart, Warren Mundine, Ted O’Brien, 
Andrew Liveris (former co-conspirator with Angus 
Taylor for his abortive ‘gas-fi red recovery’ plan); the 
IPA (Institute of Public Aff airs), and the Murdoch 
media – using AUKUS in the battle for acceptance of 
nuclear power as a tolerable alternative energy source 
to renewable energy, which they all loathe – being 
heavily invested in fossil fuels.

Dutton, in a speech to the IPA recently began 
pushing the idea of small modular reactors (SMRs), 
as well as micro modular reactors (MMRs) – nucle-
ar batteries (both still at the prototype stage). He 
doesn’t appear to realise that it’s illegal under those 
two separate pieces of legislation to have nuclear 
power in Australia, despite this having been passed 
by the Howard government in 2006, after receiving 
the review by nuclear physicist, Ziggy Switkowski. 
His review concluded that to produce nuclear power 
would cost between 20-50 per cent more than coal. 
But of course, Dutton is using the AUKUS agreement 
to argue that Australia is already buying into SMRs, 
albeit on submarines rather than on land.

What Dutton ignores is that renewables and stor-
age have rapidly become cheaper, and what he doesn’t 
mention is just how long SMRs and MMRs would 
take to become operational. They can’t possibly help 
Australia reach its 2030 emissions reductions target. 
But he probably knows that!

Nationals Senator, Matt Canavan, wants to remove 
bans on nuclear power, arguing dishonestly that 
nuclear energy will be the most competitive carbon 
free option for producing electricity. However a recent 
government committee has recommended that the 
bans remain. But this will only be so long as Labor 
and the anti-nukes who currently dominate the cross 
benches remain in power.

The Murdoch media – naturally – has made much 
of a Minerals Council of Australia poll held recently. 
A lot of leading questions, but none asking voters if 
they’d like a nuclear plant or waste facility in their 
backyard. 

Anna Pha

Australia is a contracting party to the Convention on the 
Prevention of Maritime Pollution by Dumping of Wastes and 
other Matter, or London Protocol, which came into force in 
1975. Its objective is to promote the effective control of all 
sources of marine pollution and to take all practicable steps 
to prevent pollution of the sea by dumping of wastes and 
other matter. In 2009 it was amended to enable the export 
of carbon dioxide (CO2) streams for the purpose of carbon 
sequestration, referred to as carbon capture and stor-
age (CCS), in sub-seabed geological formations. Labor’s 
Environment Protection (Sea Dumping) Amendment (Using 
New Technologies to Fight Climate Change) Bill 2023, cur-
rently before Parliament, seeks to legalise the shipment of 
Australia’s CO2 offshore – a form of climate colonialism.

If passed the bill would give the go-ahead to Santos’ 
plans to establish a CCS project in its Bayu-Undan gas 
fi eld 250km south of East Timor to receive CO2 from gas 
projects in Australia. It carries enormous risks to the marine 
environment. Any leakages could result in acidifi cation of 
the ocean and harm to marine ecology on which climate 
and humanity are so dependent.

As Independent Monique Ryan told Parliament: “The var-
ious safety and regulatory frameworks involved are not 
present in this bill. The bill fails to stipulate compliance 
requirements necessary for the minister to grant a carbon 
dioxide export permit. It requires no environmental impact 
assessments to be undertaken for carbon dioxide import or 
export or for marine geoengineering. It includes no regula-
tions around the circumstances of carbon dioxide transport. 
It sets no expectations regarding the regulatory capacity 
and readiness of destination countries to create and main-
tain adequate environmental protections.”

“I also note that both offshore gas projects and carbon cap-
ture and storage have implications for the cultural practices 
of traditional owners on sea country. These implications are 
also not addressed in this bill.”

As previously reported (Green Notes Guardian #2060) 
large scale CCS has not proven successful. For example, 
Chevron’s Gorgon emissions have been rising while stor-
age of CO2 has declined as it has hit numerous problems. 
Grant Hauber, in a report for the Independent Institute for 
Energy Economics and Financial Analysis says that the 
two Norwegian projects “cast doubt on whether the world 
has the technical prowess, strength of regulatory oversight, 
and unwavering multi-decade commitment of capital and 
resources” to keep C02 permanently sequestered. Norway 
is considered the “gold standard” of CCS.

“CCS and the global trade of CO2 streams are crucial to 
the gas industry’s global strategy to gain social licence by 
appearing to act on climate whilst simultaneously open-
ing up new fossil fuel projects against the explicit advice 
of bodies such as the International Energy Agency and the 
IPCC (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change). This 
bill aims to facilitate the greenwashing of fossil fuel expan-
sion plans in Australia,” Ryan said.

It is not only being pushed by the fossil fuel sector as a cov-
er to expand CO2 emissions but, with the view of making 
millions of dollars out of trading carbon credits on global 
markets.

The Australian Greens and ‘teal’ independents are opposed 
to the bill. Fossil fuels should be phased out in a just and 
planned manner.

The other part of the bill, “Using New Technologies to Fight 
Climate Change” will be covered in the next Green Notes.

GREEN NOTES

Housing crisis missing from 
intergenerational report

Homelessness NGO Every-
body’s Home says the federal 
government’s intergeneration-
al report misses the mark by 
ignoring housing.

Spokesperson Maiy Azize said 
housing will have a major impact on 
the lives of Australians in coming 
decades.

“Housing is a huge driver of 
inequality and insecurity. Whether 
a person has secure housing will 
shape the quality of their lives. 
And when hundreds of thousands 
of people miss out, everyone pays 
the price. The cost of inaction is 
huge,” Azize said.

“Australia’s entire social 

security system assumes that 
people will have paid off  a mort-
gage by the time they retire. Our 
aged care system relies on people’s 
homes for funding.

“But more and more people 
will be renting for life. They are 
heading for an insecure retirement, 
and Australia is heading for more 
inequality and insecurity.

“All of these issues are missing 
from the intergenerational report.

“Without a plan for secure, 
aff ordable housing, hundreds of 
thousands of Australians will miss 
out. Our health and aged care sys-
tems won’t be ready for the huge 
costs of people being pushed into 

aged care too early – an issue 
fl agged by the aged care Royal 
Commission – and growing rates 
of homelessness.

“If we don’t act now, the hous-
ing crisis will only get worse and 
take a greater toll. 

“We’re calling on the federal 
government to end our social hous-
ing shortfall by building 25,000 
homes a year, and create a fairer 
tax system for renters. 

“If they don’t step up, a gen-
eration of Australians will inherit 
a country that is more unstable, 
and more unfair.”
Everybody’s Home 
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John Pilger

In the 1970s, I met one of Hitler’s lead-
ing propagandists, Leni Riefenstahl, 
whose epic fi lms glorifi ed the Nazis. 
We happened to be staying at the same 
lodge in Kenya, where she was on a pho-
tography assignment, having escaped 
the fate of other friends of the Führer.

She told me that the “patriotic mes-
sages” of her fi lms were dependent not on 
“orders from above” but on what she called 
the “submissive void” of the German public.

Did that include the liberal, educated 
bourgeoisie? I asked. “Yes, especially them,” 
she said.

I think of this as I look around at the prop-
aganda now consuming Western societies.

Of course, we are very diff erent from 
Germany in the 1930s. We live in informa-
tion societies. We are globalists. We have 
never been more aware, more in touch, and 
better connected.

Are we? Or do we live in a media society 
where brainwashing is insidious and relent-
less, and perception is fi ltered according to 
the needs and lies of state and corporate 
power?

The United States dominates the West-
ern world’s media. All but one of the top ten 
media companies is based in North America. 
The internet and social media – Google, 
Twitter, Facebook – are mostly American-
owned and controlled.

In my lifetime, the United States has 
overthrown or attempted to overthrow more 
than 50 governments, mostly democracies. 
It has interfered in democratic elections 
in 30 countries. It has dropped bombs on 
the people of 30 countries, most of them 
poor and defenceless. It has attempted to 
murder the leaders of 50 countries. It has 
fought to suppress liberation movements 
in 20 countries.

The extent and scale of this carnage are 
largely unreported, and unrecognised; and 
those responsible continue to dominate 
Anglo-American political life.

In the years before he died in 2008, the 
playwright Harold Pinter made two extraor-
dinary speeches, which broke a silence.

“US foreign policy,” he said, is “best 
defi ned as follows: kiss my arse or I’ll kick 
your head in. It is as simple and as crude 
as that. What is interesting about it is that 
it’s so incredibly successful. It possesses 
the structures of disinformation, use of 
rhetoric, distortion of language, which are 
very persuasive, but are actually a pack of 
lies. It is very successful propaganda. They 
have the money, they have the technology, 
they have all the means to get away with it, 
and they do.”

In accepting the Nobel prize for literature, 
Pinter said this: “The crimes of the United 
States have been systematic, constant, vicious, 
remorseless, but very few people have actu-
ally talked about them. You have to hand it 
to America. It has exercised a quite clinical 
manipulation of power worldwide while 
masquerading as a force for universal good. 
It’s a brilliant, even witty, highly successful 
act of hypnosis.”

Pinter was a friend of mine and pos-
sibly the last great political sage – that is, 
before dissenting politics were gentrifi ed. I 
asked him if the “hypnosis” he referred to 
was the “submissive void” described by Leni 
Riefenstahl.“

“It’s the same,” he replied. “It means 
the brainwashing is so thorough we are 
programmed to swallow a pack of lies. If 
we don’t recognise propaganda, we may 
accept it as normal and believe it. That’s the 
submissive void.”

In our systems of corporate democracy, 
war is an economic necessity, the perfect 
marriage of public subsidy and private 
profi t: socialism for the rich, capitalism for 
the poor. The day after 9/11 the stock prices 
of the war industry soared. More bloodshed 
was coming, which is great for business.

Today, the most profi table wars have 
their own brand. They are called “forever 

wars”: Afghanistan, Palestine, Iraq, Libya, 
Yemen, and now Ukraine. All are based on 
a pack of lies.

Iraq is the most infamous, with its 
weapons of mass destruction that didn’t 
exist. NATO’s destruction of Libya in 2011 
was justifi ed by a massacre in Benghazi that 
didn’t happen. Afghanistan was a convenient 
revenge war for 9/11, which had nothing to 
do with the people of Afghanistan.

Today, the news from Afghanistan is 
how evil the Taliban are – not that Presi-
dent Joe Biden’s theft of US$7 billion of 
the country’s bank reserves is causing 
widespread suff ering. Recently, National 
Public Radio in Washington devoted two 
hours to Afghanistan – and 30 seconds to 
its starving people.

At its summit in Madrid in June, NATO, 
which is controlled by the United States, 
adopted a strategy document that militarises 
the European continent and escalates the 
prospect of war with Russia and China. It 
proposes “multi-domain warfi ghting against 
nuclear-armed peer-competitors.” In other 
words, nuclear war.

It says: “NATO’s enlargement has been 
a historic success.”

I read that in disbelief.
A measure of this “historic success” is 

the war in Ukraine, news of which is mostly 
not news, but a one-sided litany of jingoism, 
distortion, and omission. I have reported a 
number of wars and have never known such 
blanket propaganda.

In February, Russia invaded Ukraine as a 
response to almost eight years of killing and 
criminal destruction in the Russian-speaking 
region of Donbass on their border.

In 2014, the United States sponsored a 
coup in Kyiv that got rid of Ukraine’s demo-
cratically elected, Russian-friendly president 
and installed a successor who the Americans 
made clear was their man.

In recent years, American “defender” mis-
siles have been installed in eastern Europe, 
Poland, Slovenia, and the Czech Republic, 
almost certainly aimed at Russia, accom-
panied by false assurances all the way back 
to James Baker’s ‘promise’ to Gorbachev 
in February 1990 that NATO would never 
expand beyond Germany.

Ukraine is the frontline. NATO has eff ec-
tively reached the very borderland through 
which Hitler’s army stormed in 1941, leav-
ing more than 23-million people dead in the 
Soviet Union.

Last December, Russia proposed a far-
reaching security plan for Europe. This was 
dismissed, derided or suppressed in the 
Western media. Who read its step-by-step 
proposals? On 24th February, Ukrainian 
President Volodymyr Zelenskyy threatened 
to develop nuclear weapons unless America 
armed and protected Ukraine. This was the 
fi nal straw.

On the same day, Russia invaded – 
according to the Western media, an unpro-
voked act of congenital infamy. The history, 
the lies, the peace proposals, the solemn 
agreements on Donbass at Minsk counted 
for nothing.

On 25th April, the US defence secretary, 
General Lloyd Austin, fl ew into Kyiv and 
confi rmed that America’s aim was to destroy 
the Russian Federation – the word he used 
was “weaken.”

America had got the war it wanted, waged 
by an American bankrolled and armed proxy 
and expendable pawn. Almost none of this 
was explained to Western audiences. Rus-
sia’s invasion of Ukraine is wanton and inex-
cusable. It is a crime to invade a sovereign 
country. There are no ‘buts’ – except one.

When did the present war in Ukraine 
begin and who started it?

According to the United Nations, between 
2014 and this year, some 14,000 people have 
been killed in the Kyiv regime’s civil war on 
the Donbass. Many of the attacks were car-
ried out by neo-Nazis.

Watch an ITV news report from May 
2014, by the veteran reporter James Mates, 
who is shelled, along with civilians in the 

city of Mariupol, by Ukraine’s Azov (neo-
Nazi) battalion.

In the same month, dozens of Russian-
speaking people were burned alive or suf-
focated in a trade union building in Odessa 
besieged by fascist thugs, the followers of the 
Nazi collaborator and anti-Semitic fanatic 
Stephen Bandera. The New York Times 
called the thugs “nationalists.”

“The historic mission of our nation in 
this critical moment,” said Andreiy Biletsky, 
founder of the Azov Battalion, “is to lead the 
white races of the world in a fi nal crusade for 
their survival, a crusade against the Semite-
led Untermenschen.”

Since February, a campaign of self-
appointed ‘news monitors’ (mostly funded 
by the Americans and British with links to 
governments) have sought to maintain the 
absurdity that Ukraine’s neo-Nazis don’t exist.

Airbrushing, a term once associated with 
Stalin’s purges, has become a tool of main-
stream journalism. In less than a decade, 
a “good” China has been airbrushed and a 
“bad” China has replaced it: from the world’s 
workshop to a budding new Satan.

Much of this propaganda originates in 
the US, and is transmitted through prox-
ies and ‘think tanks,’ such as the notorious 
Australian Strategic Policy Institute, the 
voice of the arms industry, and by zealous 
journalists such as Peter Hartcher of the 
Sydney Morning Herald, who labelled those 
spreading Chinese infl uence as “rats, fl ies, 
mosquitoes, and sparrows” and called for 
these “pests” to be “eradicated.”

News about China in the West is almost 
entirely about the threat from Beijing. Air-
brushed are the 400 American military bases 
that surround most of China, an armed 
necklace that reaches from Australia to 
the Pacifi c and Southeast Asia, Japan and 
Korea. The Japanese island of Okinawa and 
the Korean island of Jeju are loaded guns 
aimed point-blank at the industrial heart 
of China. A Pentagon offi  cial described this 
as a “noose.”

Palestine has been misreported for as long 
as I can remember. To the BBC, there is the 
“confl ict” of “two narratives.” The longest, 
most brutal, lawless military occupation in 
modern times is unmentionable.

The stricken people of Yemen barely exist. 
They are media unpeople. While the Saudis 
rain down their American cluster bombs with 
British advisers working alongside the Saudi 
targeting offi  cers, more than half a million 
children face starvation.

This brainwashing by omission has a 
long history. The slaughter of World War 
I was suppressed by reporters who were 
knighted for their compliance and confessed 
in their memoirs. In 1917, the editor of the 
Manchester Guardian, CP Scott, confi ded 
to Prime Minister Lloyd George: “If people 
really knew [the truth], the war would be 
stopped tomorrow, but they don’t know and 
can’t know.”

The refusal to see people and events as 
those in other countries see them is a media 
virus in the West, as debilitating as COVID. 
It is as if we see the world through a one-
way mirror, in which “we” are moral and 
benign and “they” are not. It is a profoundly 
imperial view.

The history that is a living presence in 
China and Russia is rarely explained and 
rarely understood. Vladimir Putin is Adolf 
Hitler. Xi Jinping is Fu Man Chu. Epic 
achievements, such as the eradication of 
abject poverty in China, are barely known. 
How perverse and squalid this is.

When will we allow ourselves to under-
stand? Training journalists factory-style is 
not the answer. Neither is the wondrous 
digital tool, which is a means, not an end, 
like the one-fi nger typewriter and the lino-
type machine.

In recent years, some of the best journal-
ists have been eased out of the mainstream. 
‘Defenestrated’ is the word used. The spaces 
once open to mavericks, to journalists who 
went against the grain, truth-tellers, have 
closed.

The case of Julian Assange is the most 
shocking. When Assange and WikiLeaks could 
win readers and prizes for the Guardian, the 
New York Times and other self-important 
‘papers of record,’ he was celebrated.

When the dark state objected and 
demanded the destruction of hard drives 
and the assassination of Assange’s char-
acter, he was made a public enemy. Then 
vice-president Biden called him a “hi-tech 
terrorist.” Hillary Clinton asked, “Can’t we 
just drone this guy?”

The ensuing campaign of abuse and vilifi -
cation against Assange – the UN Rapporteur 
on Torture called it “mobbing” – brought the 
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liberal press to its lowest ebb. We know who 
they are. I think of them as collaborators: as 
Vichy journalists.

When will real journalists stand up? An 
inspirational samizdat already exists on the 
internet: Consortium News, founded by the 
great reporter Robert Parry, Max Blumen-
thal’s Grayzone, Mint Press News, Media 
Lens, Declassifi ed UK, Alborada, Electronic 
Intifada, WSWS, ZNet, ICH, CounterPunch, 
Independent Australia, Globetrotter, the 
work of Chris Hedges, Patrick Lawrence, 
Jonathan Cook, Diana Johnstone, Caitlin 
Johnstone and others who will forgive me 
for not mentioning them here.

And when will writers stand up, as they 
did against the rise of fascism in the 1930s? 
When will fi lmmakers stand up, as they did 
against the Cold War in the 1940s? When 
will satirists stand up, as they did a genera-
tion ago?

Having soaked for 82 years in a deep 
bath of righteousness that is the offi  cial ver-
sion of the last world war, isn’t it time those 
who are meant to keep the record straight 
declared their independence and decoded 
the propaganda? The urgency is greater 
than ever. 

Magazine

Let Cuba Live!
1 MILLION SIGNATURES 
TO TAKE CUBA
OFF THE LIST 
OF STATE SPONSORS 
OF TERRORISM.

Join the urgent call to take Cuba off the State Sponsors of Terrorism list & 
end the blockade on the island!

Join the global call for 1 million signatures for an urgent demand: take 
Cuba off the list of state sponsors of terrorism and end the illegal 60-year 
blockade on the island!

Cuba has promoted healthcare, education, and peace for the peoples of 
the world – not terrorism.

Cuba is a sponsor of peace, not a sponsor of terror.

Over 60 years, the blockade has cost the Cuban economy US$154.2 
billion. This is a blatant attack on the sovereignty and dignity of Cuba and 
the Cuban people.

Visit website: letcubalive.info and sign
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Big brave Western 
proxy warriors …

Caitlin Johnstone

Amid continuous news that 
the Ukrainian counteroff en-
sive which began in June is not 
going as hoped, The New York 
Times has published an arti-
cle titled “Troop Deaths and 
Injuries in Ukraine War Near 
500,000, US Offi  cials Say.”

Reporting that Ukrainian eff orts 
to retake Russia-occupied territory 
have been “bogged down in dense 
Russian minefi elds under constant 
fi re from artillery and helicopter 
gunships,” The New York Times 
reports that Ukrainian forces have 
switched tactics to using “artillery 
and long-range missiles instead of 
plunging into minefi elds under fi re.”

Then the article gets really 
freaky:

“American offi  cials are worried 
that Ukraine’s adjustments will 
race through precious ammuni-
tion supplies, which could ben-
efi t President Vladimir V Putin of 
Russia and disadvantage Ukraine 
in a war of attrition. But Ukrain-
ian commanders decided the pivot 
reduced casualties and preserved 
their frontline fi ghting force.

“American offi  cials say they fear 
that Ukraine has become casualty 
averse, one reason it has been cau-
tious about pressing ahead with 
the counteroff ensive. Almost any 
big push against dug-in Russian 
defenders protected by minefi elds 
would result in huge numbers of 
losses.”

I’m sorry, US offi  cials “fear” 
that Ukraine is becoming “casualty 
averse?” Because safer battlefi eld 
tactics that burn through a lot of 
ammunition don’t chew through 
lives like charging through a mine-
fi eld under heavy artillery fi re?

What are the Ukrainians sup-
posed to be? Casualty amenable? 
If Ukraine was more casualty ame-
nable, would it be more willing to 
throw young bodies into the gears 
of this proxy war that the US empire 
actively provoked and killed peace 
deals to maintain?

Something tells me that the 
US offi  cials speaking to The New 
York Times about their “fear” of 
Ukrainian casualty aversiveness do 
not know what real fear is. Some-
thing tells me that if you marched 
these US offi  cials through Russian 
minefi elds under constant fi re from 
artillery and helicopter gunships, 
then they would understand fear.

Western offi  cials have been 
spending the last few weeks whin-
ing to the media that Ukraine’s 
inability to gain ground is due to an 
irrational aversion to being killed. 
They’ve been decrying Ukrainian 
cowardice to the press under cover 
of anonymity, from behind the 
safety of their offi  ce desks.

In an article titled “US intel-
ligence says Ukraine will fail to 
meet off ensive’s key goal,” The 
Washington Post cited anony-
mous “US and Western offi  cials” 
to report that the massive losses 
Ukraine has been suff ering in this 

counteroff ensive had been “antici-
pated” in war games ahead of time, 
but that they had “envisioned Kyiv 
accepting the casualties as the cost 
of piercing through Russia’s main 
defensive line.”

The same article quotes Ukrain-
ian Foreign Minister Dmytro Kuleba 
telling critics of the counteroff ensive 
to “go and join the foreign legion” 
if they don’t like the results so far, 
adding, “It’s easy to say that you 
want everything to be faster when 
you are not there.”

In an article titled “US Cluster 
Munitions Arrive in Ukraine, but 
Impact on Battlefield Remains 
Unclear,” The New York Times 
reported unnamed senior US 
offi  cials had “privately expressed 
frustration” that Ukrainian com-
manders “fearing increased casu-
alties among their ranks” were 
switching to artillery barrages, 
“rather than sticking with the West-
ern tactics and pressing harder to 
breach the Russian defenses.”

“Why don’t they come and do 
it themselves?” a former Ukrainian 
defence minister told The New York 
Times in response to the American 
criticism.

In an article titled “Ukraine’s 
Lack of Weaponry and Training 
Risks Stalemate in Fight With 
Russia,” The Wall Street Journal 
reported that unnamed western 
military offi  cials “knew Kyiv didn’t 
have all the training or weapons” 
needed to dislodge Russia, but that 
they had “hoped Ukrainian courage 
and resourcefulness would carry 
the day” anyway.

“It didn’t,” Wall Street Journal 
added.

In the same article, The Wall 
Street Journal cited a US Army 
War College professor named John 
Nagle admitting that the US itself 
would never attempt the kind of 
counteroff ensive it’s been pushing 
Ukrainians into attempting.

“America would never attempt 
to defeat a prepared defence 
without air superiority, but they 
[Ukrainians] don’t have air supe-
riority,” Nagl said, adding, “It’s 
impossible to overstate how impor-
tant air superiority is for fi ghting 
a ground fi ght at a reasonable cost 
in casualties.”

And now we’re seeing reports 
in the mass media that US offi  cials 
– still under cover of anonymity of 
course – are beginning to wonder if 

perhaps it might have been better 
to try to negotiate peace instead 
of launching this counteroff ensive 
that they knew was doomed from 
the beginning.

In an article titled “Milley had 
a point,” Politico cites multiple 
anonymous US officials saying 
that as “the realities of the coun-
teroff ensive are sinking in around 
Washington,” empire managers are 
beginning to wonder if they should 
have heeded outgoing Joint Chiefs 
chair Mark Milley’s suggestion back 
in November that it was a good time 
to consider peace talks.

“We may have missed a window 
to push for earlier talks,” one anony-
mous offi  cial says, adding, “Milley 
had a point.”

Oops. Oh well, it’s only Ukrain-
ian lives.

Imagine reading through all 
this as a Ukrainian, especially a 
Ukrainian who’s lost a home or 
a loved one to this war. I imagine 
white hot tears pouring down my 
face. I imagine rage, and I imagine 
overwhelming frustration.

This whole war could have been 
avoided with a little diplomacy and 
a few mild concessions to Moscow. 
It could have been stopped in the 
early weeks of the confl ict back 
when a tentative peace agreement 
had been struck. It could have been 
stopped back in November before 
this catastrophic counteroff ensive.

But it wasn’t. The US had an 
agenda to lock Moscow into a costly 
military quagmire with the goal of 
weakening Russia, and to this day 

US offi  cials openly boast about all 
this war is doing to advance US 
interests. So they’ve kept it going, 
using Ukrainian bodies as a giant 
sponge to soak up as many expen-
sive military explosives as possible 
to drain Russian coffers while 
advancing US energy interests in 
Europe and keeping Moscow pre-
occupied while the empire orches-
trates its next move against China.

The Washington Post’s David 
Ignatius wrote an article explain-
ing why westerners shouldn’t “feel 
gloomy” about how things are going 
in Ukraine, writing the following 
about how much this war is doing 
to benefi t US interests overseas:

“Meanwhile, for the United 
States and its NATO allies, these 
18 months of war have been a 
strategic windfall, at relatively low 
cost (other than for the Ukrain-
ians). The West’s most reckless 
antagonist has been rocked. NATO 
has grown much stronger with the 
additions of Sweden and Finland. 
Germany has weaned itself from 
dependence on Russian energy 
and, in many ways, rediscovered its 
sense of values. NATO squabbles 
make headlines, but overall, this 
has been a triumphal summer for 
the alliance.”

“Other than for the Ukrainians” 
he says, as a parenthetical aside.

Everyone who supported this 
horrifying proxy war should have 
that paragraph tattooed on their 
forehead.
Pearls and Irritations 

Volodymyr Zelenskyy paid a visit to the wounded at a military hospital. 
Photo: Public domain.

2023 ‘Deadliest year on 
record’ for West Bank 

Palestinians
Israeli occupation forces have killed over 200 
Palestinians in the occupied West Bank this 
year, surpassing the total number of deaths 
last year (167), said the UN’s Middle East envoy 
Tor Wennesland in a special briefi ng to the UN 
Security Council on 21st August. This year’s 
death toll is already the highest since 2005.

The UN envoy blamed “unilateral acts” by Israel, 
including increased settlement expansion, demolition 
of Palestinian homes and other structures, and settler 
violence, as the main reasons for the number of deaths 
in the occupied Palestinian territories.

Israeli state violence against Palestinians has 
increased tremendously in the last few years. Israeli 
security forces have carried out near-daily raids in 
Palestinian localities, with increased demolition of 

Palestinian homes and other structures including 
schools. On 22nd August, Israeli occupation forces 
killed another Palestinian teenager, Othman Atef Abu 
Kharj, during a raid in al-Zababdeh town near Jenin 
in the occupied West Bank. Israel has also repeatedly 
allowed extremist illegal settlers to go on rampages 
inside Palestinian localities under tight security cover.

Wennesland noted the dire fi nancial condition 
of most of the Palestinian institutions such as the 
Palestinian Authority, which has a projected defi cit 
of over $370 million this year. The condition of UN 
agencies such as the UN Relief and Work Agency and 
the World Food Program is similar, threatening the 
food security of hundreds of thousands of Palestinian 
refugees in the occupied territories. 
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David Cavendish

USA: Imagine the following 
scenario: Donald Trump, the 
three-time indicted former 
US president, wins the 2024 
Republican nomination to 
regain his old job. As in 2020, 
however, he loses the election. 
But instead of fomenting an 
insurrection as he did on 6th 
January 2021, he is able to 
convince several high-ranking 
military commanders that the 
results were a due to “voter 
fraud” and decides to leave 
the lower 48 states. With the 
support of a small group of 
armed forces personnel, he 
overthrows the government 
of Alaska and declares that he 
is the legitimate President of 
the United States.

What would the US govern-
ment do?

The odds are pretty good that 
the legitimate president (Joe Biden, 
we assume) would use force to oust 
the phony Trump-led government. 
Why? Because Alaska is a state of 
the United States regardless of what 
Donald Trump might say. Would 
anyone fault such an act?

The point of this rather ludi-
crous idea (though nowadays you 
never know) is to show the situation 
between China and the island of 
Taiwan in a diff erent light, one that 
diverges from what the media and 
Washington constantly throw at us.

Recently, the US government 
announced a $345 million military 
aid package to Taiwan. The media 
splashed big headlines for a couple 
of days, then dropped the issue. 
That’s been business as usual for 
nearly 75 years when discussing 
Taiwan and China. What is not 
remembered is the history of post-
WW2 relations between China, 
Taiwan, Europe, Japan, and the 
United States.

Before discussing the current 
situation, however, some history 
from even further back is in order.

Human beings have been living 
on Taiwan for 30,000 years. For 
most of that time, the island was 
little known to the outside world. 
China and other East Asian coun-
tries had intermittent contact, but 
that all changed when the Portu-
guese arrived in 1544 and named 
it Formosa, which means ‘beauti-
ful island.’

They were shortly supplanted 
by the Dutch East India Company, 
which set up several forts and 
developed a highly profi table trade 
in silk, sugar, porcelain, and rice, 
among many other commodities. 

By the 1640s, the island became 
involved in Chinese dynastic strug-
gles. The Dutch were ousted, and by 
the end of the 17th century, parts 
of Taiwan came under Chinese 
control. After two centuries of con-
fl ict, the Chinese government made 
Taiwan into a province.

That lasted until 1895, when 
Japan conquered the island, its 
control lasting until the end of WW2 
in 1945. Victory over Japanese 
imperialism on the mainland led to 
the resumption and culmination of 
the civil war between the Commu-
nists and the Nationalists. On 1st 
October 1949, the liberation forces 
established the People’s Republic 
of China.

The defeated Nationalists under 
Chiang Kai-shek fl ed to Taiwan and 
declared themselves the govern-
ment of the whole of China – the 
continuation of the old ‘Republic 
of China,’ simply based temporar-
ily in the province of Taiwan. The 
Nationalists, or KMT Party, never 
declared Taiwan to be an independ-
ent state. Though they disputed 
the Communists’ hold on power in 
China, the Nationalists did not seek 
to split Taiwan from the mainland.

Taiwan has therefore been a 
province of China from 1945 to the 
present, just as it was from 1885 
to 1895 before Japanese imperial 
occupation.

For 30 years after the 1949 
revolution in China, the United 
States recognised the ‘Republic of 
China’ on Taiwan as the govern-
ment of all of China. In the eyes of 
Washington, it was as if the People’s 
Republic did not exist.

That changed in 1972 when 
President Richard Nixon and his 
National Security Advisor Henry 
Kissinger visited China. After a 
week of intense discussions, the 
two sides agreed to work toward 
normalising relations. At the end 
of their meetings, they issued a 
statement known as the Shanghai 
Communique. Among its important 
points was the understanding that:

“The United States acknowl-
edges that all Chinese on either side 
of the Taiwan Strait maintain there 
is but one China and that Taiwan is 
a part of China. The United States 
government does not challenge 
that position. It reaffi  rms its inter-
est in a peaceful settlement of the 
Taiwan question by the Chinese 
themselves.”

This agreement was reinforced 
in 1979 when the two countries 
established formal diplomatic 
relations. “The Government of the 
United States of America acknowl-
edges the Chinese position that 

there is but one China and Taiwan 
is part of China,” it declared.

Even though the United States 
says it adheres to the one-China 
principle, Washington has been 
trying to play both sides of the street 
ever since. Shortly after President 
Jimmy Carter gave the speech 
announcing the breakthrough, and 
even though Washington said it was 
committed to settling the future of 
Taiwan peacefully, the United States 
began selling ‘defensive’ weapons 
to Taiwan under the Taiwan Rela-
tions Act.

These ‘defensive’ weapons 
expenditures in the 44 years since 
have amounted, by one estimate, to 
be around $90 billion. At the same 
time, the US Navy Seventh Fleet 
regularly conducts patrols around 
Taiwan with heavily armed war-
ships. Add to these insults numer-
ous other US provocations, such as 
the visit of former Speaker of the 
House Nancy Pelosi to Taiwan in 
2022 (a long tradition of US Con-
gressional leaders), and the recent 
meeting between Kevin McCarthy, 
the current House Speaker, with 
the political leader of Taiwan, Tsai 
Ing-wen, who was on a visit to the 
United States.

The Chinese position on Taiwan 
has not changed since the Shang-
hai Communique. A statement by 
China’s Foreign Ministry in 2022 
sums it up: ‘There is but one China 
in the world, Taiwan is an inalien-
able part of China’s territory, and 
the Government of the People’s 
Republic of China is the sole legal 
government representing the whole 
of China.’

Much has been written about 
how relations between China and 
the United States are at their lowest 
point in decades,amid speculation  
that we are in “Cold War 2.0.” The 
relationship between the govern-
ments of the two largest economies 
in the world is understandably com-
plex, but it doesn’t have to include 
military brinksmanship.

The danger from a war between 
the two countries for any reason 
is beyond comprehension. Such a 
war could mean the end of human 
life on this planet. Mutual relations 
based on respect, cooperation, and 
peace would be a great thing for 
every human being. This may sound 
idealistic, but the alternative is too 
hideous to contemplate.

It may be a long road to reach 
that goal, but we must take the fi rst 
step: End US arms sales to Taiwan 
and return to the principles set out 
between the two countries a half-
century ago.
People’s World 

RUSSIA: The Kremlin last week rejected allegations that 
it was behind a plane crash that is presumed to have 
killed mercenary leader Yevgeny Prigozhin. Kremlin 
spokesperson Dmitry Peskov told reporters: “Right now, 
of course, there are lots of speculations around this 
plane crash and the tragic deaths of the passengers of 
the plane, including Yevgeny Prigozhin.” He said: “Of 
course, in the West those speculations are put out under 
a certain angle, and all of it is a complete lie.”

DENMARK: The Danish government said that it will pro-
pose a law that would make it illegal to desecrate any 
holy book in Denmark, where a recent string of public 
desecrations of the Koran by anti-Islam activists has 
sparked angry demonstrations in Muslim countries. The 
right-wing government also said that it would extend 
Denmark’s existing ban on burning foreign fl ags.

FRANCE: Investigative magistrates ordered former 
president Nicolas Sarkozy and 12 others to go on trial 
on charges that his 2007 presidential campaign received 
millions in illegal fi nancing from the government of late 
Libyan leader Muammar Gadaffi . The national fi nancial 
prosecutor, Jean-Francois Bohnert, said that the trial will 
run from January to April 2025. Meanwhile, President 
Emmanuel Macron vowed to press on with key econom-
ic, immigration, and education changes despite political 
challenges that have included months of protests against 
an attack on pension rights and an uprising over the 
police killing of a teenager. Macron said in an interview 
with Le Point magazine that he would meet the “main 
political leaders” next week for talks on the issues con-
fronting France.

GREECE: Authorities battling a major wildfi re in north-
eastern Greece, described as the European Union’s 
largest single recorded fi re, have recovered more bod-
ies, bringing the total death toll from wildfi res in Greece 
last week to 21.

Ireland: At a protest outside the Irish Department of for-
eign affairs organised by the Communist Party of Ireland, 
the CPI handed in a letter of protest to the Department of 
Foreign Affairs condemning the recent escalation of Irish 
state policy that will see Ireland actively involve itself in 
the Ukraine-Russian confl ict by agreeing to train Ukraine 
military personnel. The vast majority of Irish people have 
clearly stated support for neutrality and the demand for 
a ceasefi re through peaceful negotiations in the Ukraine 
war.

ZIMBABWE: President Emmerson Mnangagwa was 
forced to extend voting in the general election for an 
extra day at dozens of polling stations due to massive 
delays in the distribution of ballot papers. Ballot papers 
were still being printed hours after voting should have 
ended, while vote counting had begun at other polling 
stations.

SOUTH AFRICA: Six more countries are to join the 
BRICS bloc of developing economies. Arabia, Egypt, the 
United Arab Emirates, Ethiopia, and Argentina are to be 
invited to become members of BRICS (Brazil, Russia, 
India, China, and South Africa) from next year. The 
announcement was made at a Johannesburg summit of 
the bloc by South African President Cyril Ramaphosa, 
whose country chairs BRICS at present. South African 
Foreign Minister Naledi Pandor said that BRICS leaders 
had arrived at a consensus on the bloc’s enlargement 
and how to go about it.

Global Briefs

Kaohsiung, Taiwan: Kaohsiung Confucius Temple. Photo: CEphoto, Uwe Aranas – Wikipedia (CC BY-SA 3.0)
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Bias and bullying

The two-page spread in Murdo-
ch’s SA Advertiser of Monday 
21st August with the big-font 
headline “CFMEU ‘BULLYING’ 
WORKERS” made interesting 
reading. Writer Riley Walter 
reports that [unnamed] indus-
try workers claim “the pow-
erful John Setka led CFMEU 
is using ‘intimidatory’ tactics 
to force workers on Adelaide 

construction sites to join the 
union.”

And not only, “and threatening 
builders with losing future work if 
they refuse.” One worker goes on 
to claim that “his employer had 
been told by CFMEU delegates the 
company wouldn’t win tenders for 
future projects because it wouldn’t 
force employees to join the union.” 
And further that “you won’t be able 
to tender for that job because we’ll 
make sure you don’t get on that job 
and if you do get on we’re going to 
give the builder trouble.”

This anonymous worker further 
claims that the CFMEU had shut 
down construction of Adelaide’s 
biggest office building in King 
William Street 49 times over 12 
months.

And since our enterprising 
capitalist daily reminds its readers 
that “we’re for you” it took up the 

cudgels on the behalf of the unfor-
tunate bullied workers.

“If these claims are proved 
authorities must forcefully stamp 
out such behaviour,” its editorial 
asserts. “All workers have a right to 
feel safe at work and be free to join 
whatever organisation they want.”

Of course workers want to feel 
safe at work. The Advertiser reports 
the fi gure of 49 shut downs and 
leaves it to imply that they were 
all irresponsible. The question 
must be asked, “How many were 
due to safety breaches?” No deaths 
or serious injuries were reported 
on that site during that 12 month 
period, for which the union must 
not only be thanked – construc-
tion workers need to realise that 
the union is there for them and not 
to be parasites and expect to reap 
the benefi ts of CFMEU member-
ship for free.

As for the union threats to the 
builder’s ability to tender for a job. 
This is a ridiculous claim. Some-
thing is wrong with the process 
clear of any union infl uence and 
the reporter didn’t do his job with-
out bias if he didn’t check but left 
it with an implied and unjustifi ed 
bad tick for the union.

Bob Saltis 
Adelaide

Slogan nonsense
I read the Guardian very often. 
I am a Greek-Australian who 
lives in Greece since 1993 and 
I am a member of the Greek 
Communist Party.

Today I saw an article (Guardi-
an online issue #2066 21/08/2023) 
with the title of “Revolving doors 
of greed” with a picture of a beau-
tiful young lady holding a paper 

banner with the slogan” people 
over profi ts.”

People over profi ts? What does 
it really mean?

In few words, the followers of 
the slogan “people over profi ts” 
are not asking for the abolition 
of capitalism, they are not ques-
tioning the profi t itself, and thus 
the whole profi t production 
system, they are simply asking 
for a ... more humane capital-
ism, a demand which is nothing 
but a sheer nonsense and a blatant 
absurdity.

Please be careful what you 
publish.

Vassilis Laringakis
Greece

[Editor’s note: Point taken. We 
certainly do not want to settle for a 
‘more humane capitalism.’]

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010
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OP-ED: Branding shows the face of the Occupation
Reb Halabi

The alleged branding of the 
Star of David on the face of 
a Palestinian man by Israeli 
police has left many around 
the world aghast at the bar-
baric cruelty and violence of 
such an act. It has been report-
ed in numerous media outlets 
yet is, so far, glaringly left out 
of others. 

This kind of humiliation and 
violence seems to come from 
another era in a time when racial 
violence and the attacking of the 

underdog whilst authorities turned 
a blind eye was de rigueur. But 
it’s 2023.

It is so staggering that it’s 
hard to fi nd words that can make 
sense of regions in our world 
where this is not only accept-
able from police but handled 
with care when brought to the 
attention of the criminal justice 
system. And to be clear, I mean 
the police are handled with care, 
not the victim. Of course, we can 
read articles that describe the 
Palestinian as a terrorist a drug 
smuggler or a known aggressor 

against the Occupiers, but that is 
blind-siding 101. Even if he was 
all of the above, does this justify 
such barbarity?

16 police offi  cers were alleg-
edly dealing with one man, the 
Palestinian. One police offi  cer 
even off ered an explanation as to 
how the impression of the Star 
of David appeared on the man’s 
face; his boot pressed against the 
Palestinian man’s face as they 
were arresting him in a struggle. 
A struggle? With 16-1? The body-
cams on all 16 police offi  cers 
were apparently not turned on. 

The branding was allegedly after 
a savage beating.

It is utterly frightening when 
authorities, police and defence 
forces not only have the capacity 
to do as they will when arresting 
people, but even more fright-
ening is their capacity for such 
hatred and violence against 
human beings. Were any of 
them laughing as they branded 
this man’s face with the Star of 
David? I can only imagine what 
decent and reasonable Israe-
lis and Jews around the world 
must think of this emblem being 

used for such disgusting acts of 
cruelty.

If a border police offi  cer can 
be acquitted in an Israeli court 
for killing an autistic Palestinian 
man, then I guess the gates of 
hell are open for all the unfor-
tunates who cross the Israeli 
authorities. I don’t really have 
much more to say as the photo 
of the man’s branded face, the 
nature of who did it and the 
horror of how low the police 
have stooped, really just leaves 
me speechless.
Pearls and Irritations 

Xi pledges China’s continuous support 
for Cuba in opposing interference

Johannesburg, 23rd August (Xinhua) – Chinese President 
Xi Jinping said that China will continue to fi rmly support 
Cuba in defending national sovereignty and opposing 
external interference and blockade.

China will also try its best to provide support for Cuba’s economic 
and social development, said Xi in a meeting with Cuban President 
Miguel Diaz-Canel on the sidelines of the 15th BRICS Summit.

Xi recalled that President Diaz-Canel paid a successful state visit 
to China last November, when they reached a broad consensus on 
further deepening China-Cuba ties in the new era and agreed to work 
together to build a China-Cuba community with a shared future.

With the joint eff orts of both sides, the consensus is being 
eff ectively implemented, Xi said. China is ready to work with Cuba 
to continue deepening political mutual trust, expanding practical 
cooperation, strengthening strategic coordination, and pushing 
for progress in the special friendly relationship between the two 
parties and the two countries, Xi added.

China praises Cuba’s steadfast support for China in issues 
concerning its core interests, Xi said.

Xi stressed that the Group of 77 and China is an important 
platform for cooperation among developing countries, adding 
that Cuba, as the current chair of the Group of 77 and China, has 
made positive contributions to strengthening the unity of devel-
oping countries.

China attaches great importance to and supports Cuba in suc-
cessfully holding the Group of 77 and China Summit next month, 
Xi noted. China is willing to work with Cuba and other members 
of the Group of 77 to better safeguard the common interests and 
development rights of developing countries, Xi said.

For his part, Diaz-Canel spoke of his successful state visit to 
China last November, saying that both sides are earnestly imple-
menting the important consensus reached by the two leaders.

He said the current Cuba-China relations are at a historical 
peak, adding that the Cuban people deeply admire President Xi 
and are grateful for China’s understanding and invaluable support 
for Cuba’s just cause.

Cuba fi rmly supports the Global Development Initiative, the 
Global Security Initiative, and the Global Civilization Initiative 
proposed by Xi, he said, adding that Cuba is ready to work with 
China to deepen Belt and Road cooperation, build a Cuba-China 
community with a shared future, and advance on paths of social-
ism with respective characteristics.

The Caribbean country is ready to closely collaborate with 
China to ensure the success of the Group of 77 and China Summit, 
he said. 

China-Cuba Friendship Primary School Sanlihe Campus, Xicheng District, Beijing. 
Photo: N509FZ – Wikimedia Commons (CC BY-SA 4.0)
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On 8th August, one of the dead-
liest wildfi res in the 21st cen-
tury broke out on the island of 
Maui, Hawaii. Aerial photos 
show the eff ects of the devas-
tation, with the historic city 
of Lahaina going from a thriv-
ing, lush greenscape to a burnt 
husk of destroyed buildings 
and wildlife. The fi res still rage 
as of 22nd August and have 
taken 115 lives, with around 
1000 unaccounted for, as of 
that date.

According to Kaniela Ing, 
former Hawaiian legislator and 
the director of the Green New Deal 
Network, the wildfi res are “a tragic 
symbol of the climate emergency 
and colonial greed.” Lahaina, which 

experienced much of the worst 
devastation, was once the seat of 
the independent Hawaiian gov-
ernment kingdom years before it 
was toppled and annexed by the 
United States in the 1890s. Some 
of the most precious historic sites 
of an independent Hawaii were 
destroyed in the fi res.

Ing claims that “the gross mis-
management of land by greedy 
developers and land speculators 
destroyed our natural landscape 
and buff ers and enabled the rapid 
spread of the fi re.”

The Maui Emergency Manage-
ment Agency estimates that it will 
cost over US $5.5 billion to rebuild 
from the damage. With numerous 
residential buildings destroyed, 

there are now thousands of dis-
placed people in Maui.

Even before the fi res, Native 
Hawaiians were struggling to stay in 
their homes, with a booming tour-
ism industry driving up prices. The 
cost of living in Hawaii is almost 
twice the US average (though it is 
key to note that Hawaiian inde-
pendence activists protest the island 
chain’s default inclusion as a part 
of the United States). The median 
price of a single-family home 
in Maui is $1.2 million, and the 
median condo price is $850,000. 
The racial groups with the highest 
poverty rates are Native Hawaiians 
and other Pacifi c Islanders.
Globetrotter 
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Skye Dannaher 
Paid parental leave is one of the most important forms of 
social security, as it enables parents to be able to care for their 
children while they are at their most dependent. If children 
are not properly cared for and developed into healthy, happy 
adults, the future labour on which society depends for produc-
tion would be torn from under us. Why then, is Australia so 
far behind other developed nations in providing paid parental 
leave? Even in a capitalist society, it seems like a no-brainer 
that children should be cared for to the greatest extent ena-
bled by the material conditions under which they exist. 

Currently in Australia, parents have access to twenty weeks of 
paid parental leave under the National Employment Standards 
through the Australian Government Paid Parental Leave 
Scheme after the birth of a child or the adoption of a child 
under the age of sixteen, but only if they have worked for their 
current employer for at least twelve months on a “systematic 
basis.” On top of that, the pay is calculated based on minimum 
wage and only comes to $882.75 per week. To put this into 
perspective, Bulgaria has four hundred and ten days of leave 
paid at ninety per cent of the parent’s income, Norway has for-
ty-nine weeks at one hundred per cent of income or fi fty-eight 
weeks at eighty per cent income, and Japan allows both par-
ents to take paid parental leave without regard to how much 
the other parent has taken. How can Australia consider itself 
developed when it refuses to enable parents to care for their 
children in their most crucial period of development? 

The brunt of this terrible state of affairs falls mainly on the 
working class women of Australia. Despite changing attitudes 
regarding gender roles among the Australian public, wom-
en still do the heavy lifting when it comes to childrearing. In 
2016, ninety-fi ve per cent of primary parental leave was taken 
by women. With such low pay for parental leave, women give 
up much of their fi nancial autonomy in order to have children, 
and without fi nancial autonomy women are often subject-
ed to domestic violence that they otherwise would be able to 
escape. Relationship abuse often begins after the birth of a 
woman’s fi rst child, as the lack of fi nancial autonomy, which 
is even worse for women who are unemployed as they won’t 
receive a cent of this leave, is compounded with the fear that 
the mother has of not being able to provide for her child. This 
situation is exploited by men who want to control their part-
ners. The children of these women are then brought up in 
abusive households, which irreparably harms their wellbeing 
both growing up and in their adult life, leaving psychological 
scars that will never fully heal. 

If we are to have a society that is worth living in, that priori-
tises the safety and wellbeing of women and children, paid 
parental leave must be overhauled. In a country as rich as 
ours, a country that can supposedly afford to spend at least 
$368 billion dollars on a submarine vanity project to provoke a 
peaceful country that continually reiterates its commitment to 
cooperative development, the government should be providing 
for parents and their children in a comprehensive manner. 

Half the Sky
Maui: Wildfires 

devastation exposes 
colonialism

Progressive Luisa González 
and Millionaire 

Daniel Noboa in runoff 
elections in Ecuador

On 20th August, over 13 million Ecuadorians 
took part in the early general elections to elect 
the country’s next president, vice president, and 
137 members of the National Assembly amid a 
wave of violence and record rates of homicide.

After 60 per cent of the votes had been counted, at 
around 9 pm, president of the National Electoral Council 
Diana Atamaint gave a public address and confi rmed 
that Ecuadorians would return to the polls for a runoff  
election on 15th October, since no candidate hit the 
threshold to win outright.

Luisa González of the left-wing Citizen Revolution 
Movement party won this fi rst round of elections with 
33 per cent of the vote, while Daniel Noboa of the right-
wing National Democratic Action alliance trailed behind 
her with 24 per cent. Both candidates will now head to 
the second round in October.

The key concerns among voters as they headed to 
the polls on 20th August were sharp increases in crime, 
which the government of incumbent conservative Presi-
dent Guillermo Lasso blames on drug-traffi  cking gangs, 
and the struggling economy, which has caused a rise in 
unemployment and migration.

González, a protégé of former leftist President 
Rafael Correa, has promised to address the security 
crisis by strengthening the institutions and entities in 
charge of managing security, which she alleges Lasso 
and ex-President Lenín Moreno dismantled. She also 
promised to address the root causes of violence, such 
as poverty and inequality. She has vowed to increase 
public spending and revive Correa’s large-scale social 
welfare programs and public infrastructure projects. 

Luisa González of the left-wing Citizen Revolution 
Movement party. Photo: Asamblea Nacional del 
Ecuador – fl ickr.com (CC BY-SA 2.0).

Sydney Vigil

STOP STOP 
USA BLOCKADE USA BLOCKADE 

ON CUBAON CUBA
Join us in Sydney to demand that Join us in Sydney to demand that 

the USA stops the blockade on Cuba the USA stops the blockade on Cuba 
with the right to self determinationwith the right to self determination

Also stop Venezuela & Gaza blockadesAlso stop Venezuela & Gaza blockades

12:30 pm Sunday September 17
Sydney Town Hall
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Review by Graham Holton

Angela Y. Davis, 
Are Prisons Obsolete? revisited

In 1969 Dr Angela Y. Davis 
was fi red from the Universi-
ty of California, Los Angeles 
(UCLA) for being a mem-
ber of the Communist Party 
USA (CPUSA). She was later 
accused of involvement in the 
shootings during the armed 
takeover of a courtroom in 
Marin County, California. 
In 1970, the FBI director, J. 
Edgar Hoover, listed Davis 
on the FBI’s Ten Most Wanted 
Fugitive List. After her arrest, 
Davis was held for more than 
a year in the Women’s Deten-
tion Center, New York. 

She described the prison as 
“infested with roaches and mice.” 
The doctors were racists and insen-
sitive to women’s needs. Most of the 
day was spent in “5 x 9 cells with 
fi lth and concrete fl oors.” She was 
not allowed to see the legal material 
from her attorneys until the prison 
staff  had read them. The Black 
People in Defense of Angela Davis 
organised to free her, with John 
Lennon and Yoko Ono contribut-
ing to the campaign with the song 
“Angela.” She was acquitted of all 
charges in 1972. Davis received the 
Soviet Union’s Lenin Peace Prize 
and was inducted into the National 
Women’s Hall of Fame.

Renowned as a political activist 
and intellectual, Davis co-founded 
Critical Resistance in 1997 to have 
the prison–industrial-complex 
abolished. Her Are Prisons Obso-
lete? (2003) has become a classic 
study of the US prison system. At 
the Kennedy School of Government, 
Davis asked the audience why it is 
that in America prisons are “con-
sidered so natural and so normal 
that it is extremely hard to imagine 
life without them.” To explain why 
the image of American prisons is 
so common, one must understand 
why the prison-industrial-complex 
was developed and why it is failing 
to stop crime. 

Marxist theorists of state insti-
tutional punishment have noted 
that imprisonment as the primary 
mode of state-infl icted punishment 
is directly related to the rise of Capi-
talism. Originally prisons were not 
institutions of mass incarceration in 
which a large portion of a popula-
tion is imprisoned as punishment 
by the state. Michel Foucault writes 
in Discipline and Punish (1975) 
that as the bourgeoisie became 

the politically dominant class they 
established “an explicit, coded 
and formally egalitarian juridical 
framework” through parliamentary 
legislation. This juridical system 
although “egalitarian in princi-
ple” was supported by systems of 
non-egalitarian and asymmetrical 
powers. Institutions of the state – 
judicial, prison and policing – were 
set up to punish and control.

Mass incarceration as punish-
ment does not stop crime. 77 per 
cent of prisoners in the US are 
rearrested within fi ve years. In 
Norway prisoners who are taught 
valuable skills and have a job during 
and after their time of incarcera-
tion are 24 per cent less likely to 
commit crimes when released. 
Making prisoners feel worthwhile 
in society stops them reoff ending. 
Instead of punishment, the goal 
must be rehabilitation. According to 
the Harvard Political Review each 
year 600,000 people are released 
from state and federal prisons and 
another nine million are released 
from local jails. Within three years 
of their release, two out of three 
former prisoners are rearrested 
and more than 50 per cent are 
re-incarcerated. 

Today’s super-maximum 
security facilities, argues Davis, 
give “no pretense that rights are 
respected, there is no concern for 
the individual, there is no sense 
that men and women incarcerated 
in super-maxes deserve anything 
approaching respect and comfort.” 
Prisons are designed to solve the 
social problems created by the 
deindustrialised economy and to 
increase corporate profi ts. 

President Johnson’s 1960s War 
on Crime was followed by President 
Nixon’s 1970s War on Drugs. In the 
1980s President Reagan deregu-
lated the market, and the airline 
and trucking industries, closed 
psychiatric wards, and established 
the prison-industrial-complex to 
house the growing number of young 
off enders. The rate of crime was 
not escalating. People who were 
not hardened criminals, were being 
convicted of victimless crimes like 
possession of marijuana or cocaine, 
or of petty crimes such as shoplift-
ing. In the 1990s, President Clinton 
introduced the “three strikes” policy 
which meant those who commit-
ted minor crimes ended with life 
imprisonment. Today there are 

thirty-three prisons in California, 
where Reagan was once governor. 

New prisons benefi t the cor-
porations which build them, on 
cheap land near small towns, and 
supply everything needed for their 
day-to-day running. Under policies 
of neoliberalism and privatisation, 
by 2018, 8.4 per cent of prisoners 
were housed in private prisons. The 
largest corporate prison provider 
is CoreCivic Inc. (formerly Cor-
rections Corporation of America), 
which owns 74 prisons and jails, 
is paid US$89.86 per prisoner per 
day, amounting to US$1.9 billion 
per annum. Private prisons earn a 
total of US$10.3 billion per annum.

On any given day, two million 
people are locked in US prisons, 
jails, youth facilities, and immigra-
tion detention centres. Prisons are 
an expensive form of punishment. 
In 2019 the average daily cost for 
a federal inmate was $107.85, 
amounting to billions of dollars 
annually. Elliott Currie writes in 
Crime and Punishment in America
(1998), that: “Short of major wars, 
mass incarceration has been the 
most thoroughly implemented 
government social program of our 
time.” Policies of getting tough on 
petty crime have not led to a safer 
society, only more prisons. 

There are more women in 
prison today in California than there 
were in the entire USA in the 1970s. 
The Central California Women’s 
Facility has capacity for 3,918 
women, the second largest women’s 
prison in the world. According to 
the organisation Prison Policy Ini-
tiative there are 172,700 women 
and girls incarcerated in the US, 
of which sixty per cent have not 
been convicted of a crime, but are 
awaiting trial, too poor to pay the 
bail. Historically women were not 
subjected to corporal punishment, 
such as whippings or beatings, they 
were given domestic chores. 

Institutions see women as 
having more emotional problems 
than men and are therefore more 
likely to end up in mental facilities. 
For Davis “deviant men have been 
constructed as criminal, while devi-
ant women have been constructed 
as insane.” Psychiatric drugs are 
commonly used in women’s pris-
ons as a means of control. The 
sociologist Luana Ross in Invent-
ing the Savage (1998), describes 
how female prisoners, “feel dead, 

paralyzed … [they] put you on drugs 
so they can control you.”

Davis went through the prison 
system and can support Assata 
Shakur’s testimony from her own 
experience. Shakur was wrongly 
convicted in 1977 of killing a state 
trooper. She escaped in 1979 and 
received political asylum in Cuba. 
In her autobiography she says 
that she was confi ned in a men’s 
prison, under twenty-four-hour 
surveillance of her most intimate 
functions, without intellectual 
sustenance, adequate medi-
cal attention, and exercise, and 
without the company of other 
women for all the years she was 
in custody. Shakur describes the 
humiliation of strip and internal 
searches, known by inmates as 
“getting the fi nger.”

The 1996 Human Rights Watch
report found that for women prison-
ers: “If you are sexually abused, you 
cannot escape from your abuser.” 
The abusers are rarely held to 
account. Male offi  cers have near 
total authority to provide or deny 
privileges and to coerce prisoners 
to have sex. Women complained 
of being forced by doctors to take 
totally unnecessary pelvic exami-
nations, even for a cold.

Davis is often asked about 
how off enders should be treated, 
if not by imprisonment. A large 
percentage of prisoners are there 
awaiting trial, too poor to pay the 
bail. Many are arrested for minor 
drug off ences, petty theft. A lot 
have psychiatric problems. These 
people should not be in prison, but 
placed in supportive institutions. 
Those who commit violent crimes 
have severe psychiatric problems 
and should be placed in suitable 
institutions. Mass incarceration, 
using inhumane punishment, does 
not solve the crime rate, but it does 
enrich corporations. 

77 per cent of prisoners in the US 
are rearrested within five years.


