
The attack in 1998 on the 
Maritime Union of Australia 
(MUA) was part of the growing 
offensive by capital against the 
working class that continues at an 
increasing pace today. The offen-
sive by employer Patrick, with the 
support and collusion of the then 
federal Howard Coalition govern-
ment, used the military and police 
arms of the state in an attempt to 
force the MUA off the waterfront.

In Australia, productivity bar-
gaining, massive reductions in work-
forces, bench-marking and various 
other employer-driven measures to 
intensify exploitation and maximise 
profi ts have been foisted on unions. 
In many instances, there was little 
resistance and even cooperation for 
quite a long period of time during 
the class collaboration of the Hawke-
Keating Labor government period. 
In the eyes of the employers, the 
union movement was weaker than in 
former days.

Under propagandist banners 
intended to help force workers to 
submit to the employers’ agenda, 
slogans such as “reform”, “world’s 
best practice”, “competition” and 
“productivity”, built an environment 
in which confl ict and confrontation 
were presented as evil and undesira-
ble. Class struggle was to be replaced 
by “harmonious relations” (class 
collaboration) between unions and 
employers. Trade union membership 
declined sharply in this period. The 
MUA remained one of the few where 
100 percent trade union membership 
prevailed.

In the 1980s and early ‘90s, 
there were some serious attacks 
on the union movement such as 
Mudginberri, Robe River in WA, 
SEQEB in Queensland and the 
Dollar Sweets dispute. In this period, 
the New Right developed, taking 
over the leadership of the National 
Farmers’ Federation (NFF) and 
coming to the fore in the Liberal and 
National Parties. Leading New Right 
fi gures such as Ian McLachlan, Peter 
Reith, Peter Costello and David and 
Rod Kemp went on to become fed-
eral government ministers.

When Peter Reith became the 
Howard government’s Workplace 
Relations Minister, he declared war 
on the union movement and identi-
fi ed four industries for “reform” and 

four unions for destruction – meat, 
construction, maritime and miners.

The government and employ-
ers targeted what they saw as the 
strongest points of the union move-
ment rather than starting with the 
weakest. If they could knock off the 
strong, the rest, they believed, would 
be easy.

The Workplace Relations Act 
and amendments to the Trades 
Practices Act were introduced. 
Targeting the MUA, the Howard 
government spent $1.2 million on 
consultants for advice on how to 
destroy the union, de-unionise the 
waterfront and abolish award condi-
tions and all the gains won in a cen-
tury of struggle.

Master plan
A master plan was mapped out. 

Patrick Stevedores and P&O (the 
other major stevedoring company) 
were consulted and involved. P&O 
was not prepared to sack its work-
force since its large shipping line 
would suffer from international soli-
darity actions that would inevitably 
have followed de-unionisation. But 
P&O did join in the discussions with 

the government and then opened a 
second front in the offensive against 
waterside workers with demands for 
massive retrenchments and reversals 
for the union on the waterfront.

The first blow using the new 
laws was struck against the miners 
at Rio Tinto’s Hunter Valley No 1 
mine. Rio Tinto’s objectives were 
clear: de-unionisation and individ-
ual contracts. The CFMEU Mining 
Division fought a tactical struggle, 
avoiding breaking the new laws and 
preventing the dispute spreading to 
other mines or other unions.

This was a marked change from 
past struggles in which the principle 
of “one out, all out” was the norm 
with other mines taking solidarity 
actions and other unions becoming 
involved.

These new tactics, adopted in 
response to the new legislation, 
caused concern among some union 
members. However, they trusted 
their leadership and endorsed its 
recommendations.

Legal framework
These tactics were a response 

to the new draconian legislation 

governing labour-capital relations. 
There had been a shift from industri-
al law to corporate and common law 
with Reith’s legislation relegating 
the Industrial Relations Commission 
(IRC) with its deliberations taking 
into account economic implications in 
its ability to conciliate and arbitrate.

Almost all the court hearings in 
the MUA dispute did not take place 
in the IRC but in the Supreme and 
High Courts where the nature of 
hearings and decisions are signifi -
cantly different and legal costs are 
extremely high.

The Howard government’s 
changes put labour-capital relations 
on a commercial footing, based on 
the idea of a contract between two 
parties: one selling labour and the 
other buying it. The new situation 
was meant to pit individual workers 
against their employer.

Conciliation and arbitra-
tion, which had operated for over 
90 years, has been replaced by a 
system based on injunctions, dam-
ages actions, sequestration of assets, 
fi nes, deregistration and jail penal-
ties. Unions, their individual mem-
bers and offi cials can be sued for 

millions of dollars and face the threat 
of losing their homes, their savings 
– everything.

Secondary boycotts, such as 
solidarity actions by other unions 
in support of striking workers, had 
been made illegal such as truck driv-
ers refusing to cross pickets or work-
ers and their unions taking solidarity 
action.

The Reith legislation inserted a 
special clause in the Trades Practices 
Act (Section 45DB), commonly 
referred to as the “Maritime Union 
clause”, which outlawed industri-
al action against an employer (pri-
mary boycott) which “has the effect 
of hindering trade or commerce 
involving the movement of goods 
between Australia and places outside 
Australia.”

Union membership
The Workplace Relations Act 

outlawed discrimination on the basis 
of union membership or non-mem-
bership. This was intended to help 
employers prevent unions taking 
action against the recruitment of 
non-union labour.

Continued on page 4
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
The bourgeoisie has torn away from 
the family its sentimental veil, and 
has reduced the family relation 
to a mere money relation.

Manifesto of the Communist Party

”“
PRESS FUND

This year mid-Autumn maximum daily temperatures across Australia have frequently exceeded 
30 degrees Celsius, even in the southern states. The dangerous, super-hot, extended summers we’ve 
been experiencing are entirely consistent with scientific conclusions about the result of burning fossil 
fuels. Nevertheless, climate change deniers still claim that’s the best way to generate energy, because 
Australia has vast reserves of coal and gas – which just happen to be privately-owned! We’ll cover this 
crucial issue in detail next week, but we need Press Fund contributions, so please send in something for 
the next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to the following contributors for their generous support 
this week:
BB $5, Dr G Dittura $15, Jim Doyle $120, Max Hunt $50, Iraqi comrades $80, M MacClintock $20, 
D McLaren $20, B Moran $20, MM $10, “Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $15, E Seymour $25
This week’s total: $385 Progressive total: $1,755

Denis Doherty 

There is a debate about the Bisalloy cam-
paign. Bisalloy is a Wollongong company 
that has a contract with the Israeli arms 
producer Rafael to provide reinforced steel 
for the Israeli army armoured vehicles, 
using funding from the federal govern-
ment’s recently announced $3.8 billion to 
promote the arms trade.

Peace and Palestinian support groups are 
horrifi ed by this but concerns have been raised, 
suggesting we should pull back on the cam-
paign aimed at having the contract cancelled.

People in Wollongong and beyond are 
aware that the local economy is fragile, espe-
cially now BHP has left town and many coal 
mines may soon close. They know jobs and 
more jobs are desperately needed.

The argument goes that the campaign 
against Bisalloy could cost jobs and will 
therefore be deeply unpopular with the com-
munity and unionists. Let the issue die, the 
thinking goes, and we will concentrate on 
another way to bring the issue of Palestinian 
oppression and Israeli violence against them 
to the fore.

We must reject this type of thinking 
because in the end it would force us to aban-
don principle and to be silent or to compromise 
in the face of injustice and inequality.

Wollongong
Federal and state governments have the 

power to direct funds to subsidise industry in 
Wollongong. They could have made a rule that 
all government projects use Wollongong steel. 
They did not. Instead the NSW government 
had their new trains made in South Korea.

Wollongong’s economic development has 
been neglected but when activists campaign 
for the cancellation of a project worth a small 
$900,000, there are shrill cries that they are 
threatening jobs? This is a nonsense.

That same $900,000 invested in steel for 
civilian projects would create more jobs. A 
recent US study found that domestic spending 

outpaces military spending in job creation by 
21% (for wind energy)

Jobs at stake at Bisalloy?
In 2017 Bisalloy had a revenue of $40 mil-

lion. The military steel contract with Rafael 
is worth $900,000 (less than a $1 million).
This is such a tiny fraction of its overall work-
load that it is doubtful the company would put 
on extra workers to deal with the contract or 
force workers off the job if the contract were 
cancelled. In practical terms the risk to jobs 
is more fear than reality, fear encouraged by 
those without morality or principle but with a 
devouring drive for profi ts.

Companies like Bisalloy do not exist to 
make jobs for workers. They are profi t driven 
companies that value their shareholders and 
their profi ts above all else. 

Bisalloy has a subsidiary in Thailand and 
no one can tell us that if they saw an opportu-
nity to ditch the Wollongong section and use 
cheap labour in Thailand, they would leap at 
the chance.

The chairman of Bisalloy, Phillip Cave 
AM, is the owner of a hedge fund with a large 
investment in this company. He is the man who 
took over the Dick Smith stores, which went 
broke with the loss of many jobs.

Jobs are not the priority of Bisalloy or its 
chairman. Any loss of jobs at Bisalloy would 
not be because of pro-Palestinian activists.

Is there work that can’t be 
done?

Is there never to be any discussion about 
the end uses of goods produced by the great 
skill of our workers? Should we just accept 
whatever is put before the workers and people 
of Wollongong? Are there any limits?

Should we agree that Wollongong needs 
jobs so jobs that make the metalwork for IS 
fi ghters to mount large calibre machine guns 
on the back of utilities are OK?

Is making metal canisters to hold nerve gas 
so people can be assassinated OK?

Would you make fl ame throwers so the 
Myanmar Government can more easily burn 
Rohinga villages?

There have been cases where workers 
refused to cooperate, where they courageously 
drew the line.

The pre-war Menzies government was 
selling scrap and pig iron to Japan, which 
was engaged in a war against the people of 
Manchuria (China) and was expected to soon 
be at war with Australia.

The workers refused to load a ship because 
the iron would come back in the form of bul-
lets. People are proud of the workers who 
refused to load the Dalfram in 1938.

The Bisalloy steel is intended for the Israeli 
army, an army that kills Palestinian children. 
In 2016 the Israeli military killed 16 children. 
In 2017 they killed 5 children and kept around 
3,000 in prison.

In 2018 there has been the case of Ahed 
Tamimi, a 16-year-old girl who slapped an 
Israeli soldier with her open hand for fi ring a 
rubber bullet into the face of her 13-year-old 
cousin. He suffered severe concussion, jaw 

broken in three places and his eye socket dam-
aged. He will be disfi gured for life. Ahed has 
been jailed for eight months while the Israeli 
soldier is free.

Surely this is the limit to what Australian 
workers are prepared to create? 

Imposing sanctions
It is time to impose on Israel the same sort 

of citizen sanctions that were imposed on the 
South African government during its apartheid 
period. These sanctions were and are impor-
tant and effective. In the case of Israel, they 
are known as the Boycott, Divestment, and 
Sanctions (BDS) campaign.

BDS is vilifi ed and condemned by busi-
ness people, many politicians, the Jewish lobby 
and more but we must not wilt in the face of 
these attacks. BDS is an effective non-violent 
method to bring about change in the circum-
stances of the Palestinian people.

We should embrace it along with workers 
and people of the Illawarra. In years to come 
this campaign will become just as much the 
stuff of legend as the Dalfram is. 

Bisalloy and the challenge

“Free the Refugees” – Palm Sunday Rally Perth
Richard Titelius

In the 1970s and 1980s Palm 
Sunday Rallies were used by the 
peace and anti-war movement 
to protest against war and for 
peace in the world. The last great 
peace rallies held in Perth focused 
on the lies of Weapons of Mass 
Destruction which built the edifi ce 
for the invasion of Iraq in 2003. 
The majority of asylum seekers 
around the world are the outcome 
of confl icts such as Iraq, in which 
Australia is participating in serv-
ice to big power USA.

Over 1,000 people from all 
walks of life rallied for refugees on 
Palm Sunday last month in front of 
St Georges Anglican Cathedral in 
the centre of Perth – church groups, 
unionists, NGO’s who work with 
refugees, students and political par-
ties. Bipartisanship on refugees 
means the ALP was not attending as 
a political organisation. Also notable 
by their absence was the corporate 
media, which ensures the invisibility 

of refugees and their branding as 
the “other”, to be scapegoated and 
despised.

One of the first speakers was 
Mehdi, a former refugee from Iran 
and one of the original incarcerat-
ed prisoners of the camp on Nauru 
Island set up by the Labor govern-
ment of Julia Gillard. Mehdi is a 
political blogger now. He spoke of 
his own time as a refugee in a camp 
on Nauru and what life is like there 
now.

The next speaker was Dr Carmen 
Lawrence, former ALP premier 
of WA who opened her speech by 
acknowledging Australia was “pre-
siding over the politics of cruelty.” 
This was contrasted “by the contra-
diction demonstrated by Immigration 
Minister Peter Dutton when he 
announced his government would 
consider granting temporary pro-
tection visas to white South African 
farmers who were suffering violence 
and harassment by black South 
Africans.”

The government of South Africa 

rebuffed Peter Dutton, saying that 
the violence was also being wrought 
on black South Africans. This was 
on top of the Australian govern-
ment rebuffi ng the government of 
New Zealand over their offer to take 
refugees from Australia’s detention 
camps to be processed in NZ.

Lawrence also noted the 
Australian government had, in the 
past year, also commenced cutting 
off welfare payments to Nauruan 
refugees who had come to Australia 
to seek medical attention. These 
actions were costly in human as well 
as fi nancial terms. The Australian 
government, when it acts in this way, 
also contradicts UN Human Rights 
covenants on Refugees of which it is 
a signatory.

Today, concluded Lawrence, 
“The refugees are being ground 
down in body and soul from the 
Australian governments refugee 
policy.” Immigration Minister Peter 
Dutton himself said after a refugee 
self-immolated, that they do this in 
order to come to Australia.

The rally proceeded to march 
through the two pedestrian malls of 
the city to take their message of com-
passion and humanity to the Sunday 
shoppers. On the whole their mes-
sage was well received.

The Communist Party of 
Australia condemns the policy of 
the federal government of offshore 
detention and processing of refugees, 
which scars refugees who are already 

suffering trauma as a consequence 
of the treatment in their country of 
origin which caused them to leave in 
the fi rst place.

The CPA calls on the policy of 
mandatory offshore detention to be 
scrapped and for all refugee process-
ing to be carried out onshore in 
Australia and preferably in the com-
munity so they can have access to 
badly needed services. 
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Deposit-taking institutions 
(banks, permanent building 
societies, etc) hold $4.6 trillion 
in assets, around two-and-a-half 
times the size of Australia’s $1.8 
trillion nominal economy. The 
profi ts of the fi nance and insur-
ance sector of the economy are 
larger than those for any industry, 
including construction, resourc-
es, tourism or agriculture. No 
wonder the expression “too big to 
fail” became the slogan when the 
government rushed in to protect 
the banks during the 2008 global 
fi nancial crisis and subsequent 
economic crisis.

The major banks, the Big Four, 
are the major providers of home 
loans, car loans and other personal 
loans, as well as providing insurance 
and investment products through 
their subsidiaries.

As at November 2017, there was 
a total of $1.07 trillion outstanding 
in fi nance for owner-occupied hous-
ing and a further $560 billion in 
investment housing fi nance (a total 
of around $1.6 trillion in housing 
fi nance). Around 98 percent of this 
housing finance was provided by 
banks, an indication of their monop-
oly over the sector. The remainder 
was provided by permanent building 
societies and credit co-operatives. 
Their monopoly over fi nancial serv-
ices is not surprising when their size 
and power is considered.

The major banks made whop-
ping increases in their profi ts last 
year. They did this by such means 
as increasing interest rates on 
home loans, reducing rates on term 
deposits, sacking thousands of staff 
and blatant deception, misleading 
conduct and breaches of the law. 
Between them the Big Four netted a 
gross profi t of more than $30 billion.

A Royal Commission was the 
last thing they wanted, but they 
got one in the end when public and 
internal pressure within the ranks 
of the Coalition became too much 
to withstand. The Hayne Royal 
Commission into Misconduct in 
the Banking, Superannuation and 
Finance Services Industry has been 
given a deadline of January 1, 2019 
to produce its final report – just 
over a year. In contrast, the attack 
on organised labour – the Heydon 
Royal Commission into Trade 
Union Governance and Corruption – 
spent two years trying to vilify trade 
unions and their offi cials.

The differences in the names 
of the two Commissions speak vol-
umes about the government’s hoped-
for outcomes. On the one hand a rap 
over the knuckles for the banks for 
“misconduct”, and on the other for 
the trade unions a raft of anti-union, 
anti-worker legislation.

Rowena Orr, counsel assisting, 
summed up the fi rst two weeks of 
hearings saying: “... over the last two 
weeks, the Commission has received 
evidence of misconduct and conduct 

falling below community standards 
and expectations by a number of 
fi nancial services entities.” During 
those two weeks the Commission 
looked at examples of this misconduct 
in relation to home loans, car loans, 
credit cards and overdraft facilities 
and the sale of insurance products.

Westpac staff had received pay-
ments from referrers for the referral 
of customers to Westpac for loans, 
and for loans made to customers 
who did not have the capacity to 
repay them. NAB bankers engaged 
in conduct such as falsifying docu-
mentation and knowingly accepting 
falsifi ed documentation in connec-
tion with home loan applications, 
receiving payments from intro-
ducers, failing to disclose personal 

relationships with introducers, etc 
etc. The CBA has already paid out 
millions of dollars in remediation of 
errors, brokers submitting false or 
misleading information.

The Commission took up the 
question of confl ict of interest where 
the larger the loan and the longer the 
loan period (i.e. more interest), the 
larger the commission. It also looked 
at the additional profi ts being made 
through the corrupt practices of the 
banks. The second week finished 
with the Commission having hardly 
scratched the surface regarding loans 
and credit cards.

They have certainly lived up to 
their reputation as bastards.

The Australian Securities and 
Investments Commission (ASIC) 

has been proven to be a paper tiger, 
hardly touching the profound cor-
ruption of these powerful, parasitic 
monsters.

As it is, the Royal Commission 
is running to an extremely tight 
schedule with inadequate time to 
explore the issues in great depth. 
For it to achieve anything, then two 
things need to come out of it.

First, strong legislation with 
the necessary machinery to enforce 
it and serious penalties, including 
jail for CEOs of banks that serious-
ly defi le people’s lives. Second, the 
establishment of a People’s Bank, 
with a strong social charter that puts 
people before profits and invests 
deposits in projects of benefi t to the 
community. 

Australia
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Celebrate May Day
Sunday May 6

Fremantle Esplanade

Join UnionsWA to celebrate May Day
10:00 am –  Kids entertainment, food and 

coffee to open
11:30 am –  Sally McManus Speech and 

Working Voices Choir
11:50 am – Begin assembly
12 noon – 12:40 pm – March
2:00 pm – Event fi nishes

This year we will recognise the 20th anniversary of the 1998 
Patricks Dispute and the ACTU Change The Rules campaign.

UnionsWA

Perth

Guatemala: Struggle for justice
Film and discussion

3-6 pm Saturday April 21 – Perth Trades Hall 
Entrance through Beaufort Centre, 82 Beaufort St Perth

Introduced by Vinnie Molina, CFMEU WA State President
Drinks and nibbles provided

Sydney

VIGIL DEMANDING VIGIL DEMANDING 
THAT THE USA STOP THAT THE USA STOP 

THE BLOCKADE ON CUBATHE BLOCKADE ON CUBA

5:30 pm Tuesday April 17 
Sydney Martin Place outside the USA Consulate

Sydney

Annual Nakba Commemoration

Dr Ramzy Baroud

Coalition for Justice and Peace in Palestine will present our annual Nakba 
commemoration this year which is the 70th anniversary of the Nakba.

7 pm Wednesday May 16
NSW Parliament Macquarie Street Sydney

SPEAKER: Dr. Ramzy Baroud, a widely published 
and translated author, an internationally syndicated 
columnist and editor of the PalestineChronicle.com.

coalitionforpalestine.org



4  April 11, 2018 GuardianAustralia

Continued from page 1
The Trades Practices Act’s anti-

trust provisions – competition law 
– outlawed what was termed as 
“monopoly behaviour”. For exam-
ple, the fact that all wharfi es belong 
to the MUA is alleged to be “harm-
ful, monopoly behaviour” which 
infringes the law. Employers and the 
government attacked the MUA’s cov-
erage because it meant workers were 
not competing with each other when 
they negotiate industrial agreements.

The government argued that 
there should be more than one union 
on the waterfront or, better still from 
its perspective, a pool of non-union 
labour. This is what the National 
Farmers’ Federation attempted to 
create with the introduction of a non-
union workforce onto the waterfront.

Concepts such as “world’s best 
practice” and “benchmarking” were 
other devices aimed at pitting work-
ers in one country against workers 
in other countries. Arising out of 
the waterfront dispute, a formidable 
armoury of laws – industrial, corpo-
rate, civil, competition – were put 
in place to threaten the trade union 
movement with fi nes and damages.

The right tactics
The MUA faced a choice: to 

remain within the law and avoid 
massive damages actions and seques-
tration of assets or to disregard the 
new laws and take actions which 
might be strong enough to defeat the 
laws – as had happened in the Clarrie 
O’Shea case in the 1960s.

The MUA and the Australian 
Council of Trade Unions initially 
remained within the law and con-
fi ned the dispute as far as possible, 
much as the miners had. However, 
they were prepared to widen it and 
conduct an all-out struggle backed 
by other unions. Such a situation 
may have been approaching when 
the High Court ordered the reinstate-
ment of the Patrick workforce. If the 
High Court decision had not gone 
in the union’s favour, the struggle 
might have escalated and broadened. 
The ACTU was already surveying its 
affi liates to see what level of action 
they were prepared to carry out.

Were the MUA tactics the con-
tainment of struggle or the correct 
approach in the current circum-
stances? In fact, they were not an 
abandonment of class struggle but 
the best and most effective way to 
wage that struggle given the new 
industrial legislation, the rising but 
still not high level of struggle in the 
aftermath of the years of Accord 
class collaboration introduced in the 
Hawke-Keating years, the infl uence 
of reformist social democratic ide-
ology in the working class, and the 
current balance of class forces.

The new tactics won the re-
instatement of sacked MUA 

members but raised a number of 
important issues. The nature of the 
struggle meant that its organisation 
needed to be centralised. It was not 
possible to fi ght such a campaign 
if each area was making independ-
ent decisions. It was conducted 
nationally, with a consistent uni-
form approach providing the basis 
for unity in action and the building 
of a united front of the MUA and the 
whole trade union movement.

This laid the basis for stronger 
and effective struggles against the 
government and employers.

Role of the state
The role of the state in the water-

front dispute is one of its signifi cant 
features. The Howard government 
had been complicit from the start. 
It had been planning, driving and 
organising the attack on the workers 
and had not hidden its support for 
Patrick Stevedores.

There are close ties between the 
government, government bodies and 
the employers. Employment National 
(formerly the Commonwealth 
Employment Service) was headed 
by a former Patrick employee. One 
of Reith’s staff had links with the 
maritime industry and government 
money was used to draw up the strat-
egy for the stevedoring companies.

The Department of Foreign 
Affairs and Trade, the Immigration 
Department and the Ministry of 
Defence were complicit in the Dubai 
affair, where replacement scab work-
ers – mostly former military person-
nel and ex-police – were secretly 
trained to take over the positions of 
the unionised workforce. It would 
have been impossible to organise 
in a few days passports for military 
personnel to travel to Dubai without 
such involvement.

The Department of Social 
Security through Centrelink had 
instructions to discriminate against 
MUA members and their families 
and report to the Minister any appli-
cations they received. They got 
into hot water when Community 
and Public Sector Union members 
objected and queried the legality of 
their instructions. The government 
was forced to pull back.

State governments were also 
involved to varying degrees. In 
Victoria, Jeff Kennett’s Liberal gov-
ernment supplied batons, shields and 
mace gas for use on the waterfront 
against wharfi es.

Police role
The role of the police both took 

unexpected turns and was instruc-
tive. The union’s approach was to 
make consistent efforts to establish 
friendly and good working rela-
tions with the police. Police men and 
women are unionists.

Many police were sympathetic 

to the MUA. One commented: “My 
son is a worker too, it could be his 
job next.”

In Victoria, police took industrial 
action during the MUA dispute and 
placed bans on attending demonstra-
tions. They quickly won a wage rise. 
Their union went on to affi liate with 
the Victorian Trades Hall Council.

Of course, if the police force had 
been given orders to forcibly break 
up the pickets, they would have done 
so. The bourgeois state will always 
use the police and other agencies 
to maintain its power, by force if 
necessary.

At the pickets
Effective tactics were developed 

during the dispute. One was “shield-
ing”, another was the idea of “peace-
ful assemblies”. After injunctions 
were won by the employers, and 
MUA offi cials and members could 
not continue to organise and lead the 
pickets, they were shielded, replaced 
by offi cials from other unions and 
volunteers from the community. The 
use of the term “community picket” 
or “peaceful assembly” was also 
used to shield the MUA from the full 
force of the anti-union laws. It also 
refl ected the broad community par-
ticipation in the defence of the MUA.

Significantly, the people join-
ing or visiting the pickets, bring-
ing donations or sending messages 
of support came from a wide social 
spectrum: a section of the farming 
community, small business people 
and students as well as workers. The 
MUA and ACTU leadership contrib-
uted to the breadth of support that 
was developed during the dispute.

The community assemblies at 
the wharf gates were like mini-cit-
ies. Morale was reinforced with con-
certs and other entertainment and 

events. Regular reports on activities 
in other ports and on other develop-
ments were provided. Delegations 
of unionists from other areas, plus 
sporting fi gures, TV personalities 
and various politicians paid visits. 
Meals were supplied with much of 
the food donated. Telephones were 
installed and televisions hooked up. 
Visiting postal workers suggested 
that the Port Botany picket should be 
given its own post code.

The atmosphere of comradeship, 
determination and commitment had 
to be experienced to be fully felt. 
One woman had taken her annual 
leave and was living at the picket 
line in a tent. She had never been on 
a picket before but had decided she 
must do something when she saw 
what was happening to the wharfi es.

Raising $250 a week for every 
family of the sacked MUA mem-
bers was a huge task. In Brisbane, 
for example, with sacked workers 
at two ports, they had 247 families 
to support and 360 children. MUA 
members still at work struck a levy 
while members of other unions made 
voluntary contributions on a regular 
basis. Financial support also came 
from many other organisations and 
individuals.

International 
solidarity

The International Transport 
Federation (ITF) played a crucial 
part in the dispute, demonstrating 
once again the power of internation-
al working class solidarity.

ITF action nipped in the bud the 
fi rst attempt to introduce non-union 
labour onto the waterfront in Cairns; 
it knocked Dubai out completely.

The full impact of the ITF 
response to Patrick’s use of 

non-union labour came as the ships 
loaded by non-union labour moved 
around the world. For example, 
the Canada Columbus spent a few 
weeks on the US west coast where 
US dockers refused to unload her 
scab-loaded containers.

Conclusion
What were the key issues in 

the struggle? Two, organisational 
economic, stand out: union labour 
and collective bargaining. The aim 
of Patrick and the government was 
to de-unionise the waterfront and 
replace enterprise agreements and 
the award with individual contracts.

Compromise on these would 
have represented a serious setback 
for the union movement, resulting 
in reductions in wages, poorer work-
ing conditions, loss of jobs and lower 
safety standards. But the MUA stood 
fi rm on these two questions.

At the time the CPA put forward 
a number of demands in the interests 
of the working class which should be 
taken up. They already have wide-
spread support and include:
• Return to a centralised system 

of deciding wages and working 
conditions, to collective 
bargaining and an end to 
individual contracts.

• The right to strike without 
qualifi cations.

• Public ownership. The ports and 
stevedoring operations should be 
publicly owned and controlled.

• A shorter working week with no 
loss of pay.

• Opposition to privatisation 
which is killing jobs, robbing 
governments (and hence the 
people) of revenue, pushing up 
the cost of services and reducing 
quality and access. 

Editorial – continued

War on the waterfront
Lessons from the attack on the Maritime Union

Significantly, the people joining or visiting the 
pickets, bringing donations or sending messages 

of support came from a wide social spectrum.
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Under the Victorian govern-
ment’s Public Housing Renewal 
Program, 70% or more of public 
land is to be sold to private devel-
opers for “redevelopment” (= pri-
vate profi t). All the public housing 
properties will be demolished. 
There will be a slight increase 
(10%) in so-called “social hous-
ing”, built to replace the public 
housing, but these dwellings 
will be smaller and mainly 1 or 
2 bedroom units – so the actual 
capacity to house people in need 
is likely to be reduced.

Furthermore, it is doubtful 
whether this will be true public 
housing or the privatised version of 
“community housing” (aka social 
housing), which is either owned or 
managed by separate businesses with 
their own policies and procedures. 
Essentially this represents a gross 
privatisation of what are presently 
100% public assets.

For more than one year, thou-
sands of public housing tenants have 
been living under the threat of loss of 
their dwellings. Similar schemes are 
apparently also being implemented 
in other states. 

Besides the fundamental prob-
lems behind this plan, there appears 
to be some associated misjudgments 
and unwarranted assumptions. The 
most obvious basic problem is the 
policy that the government itself 
does not need to solve the public 
housing crisis of insuffi ciency and 
dilapidation.

One error of judgment is that the 
problems of public housing can be 
solved by private enterprise. If the 
privately owned real estate industry 
is so good at meeting the needs of the 

disadvantaged, why do we have such 
a housing crisis now? In Victoria, 
free kicks have been provided to land 
acquirers and real estate speculators 
for the past 180 years.

Now we have a housing shortage 
that is arguably as bad as it has ever 
been. Proof of this is the unaccepta-
ble number of people who have been 
on the public housing waiting list 
for more than a decade, out of a cur-
rent total of 35,000 people on public 
housing waiting lists.

The plain truth is that the private 
rental real estate market is devoted to 
profi t – profi t that is not to be made 
in suffi cient amounts from the poor 
and needy. So, the plan is to obtain 
cheap public land, demolish the 
existing housing stock, and rebuild 
with units that can be sold for profi t. 
The problems are twofold: fi rstly, 
that cheap land is already inhabited 
by public housing residents; second-
ly, those public housing tenants will 
not be able to supply the necessary 
profi t – so to satisfy social needs the 
redevelopers must be compelled to 
accommodate the displaced public 
housing tenants. This presents an 
irreconcilable confl ict of interest.

The redevelopers have obvi-
ously lobbied the Victorian govern-
ment successfully, as the conditions 
of their permits are favourable to 
their profi teering incentives. They 
only need to provide a percentage of 
their total redevelopments to “social 
housing”, not necessarily even public 
housing.

Across Melbourne there are 
nine freestanding public housing 
estates that are planned for “redevel-
opment”: in Ascot Vale, Brighton, 
Brunswick West. North Melbourne, 
Heidelberg West, Hawthorn, 
Northcote, Clifton Hill and Prahran. 

There are also two areas of low-rise 
public housing attached to high rises 
in Flemington and Prahran that are 
also targeted, making a total of 11.

Behind closed doors
The damning ratio of the out-

comes planned for these estates is 
that only 188 new “social housing” 
dwellings will be built compared 
with a massive 4,521 private units. 

It appears that the decisions 
leading to this crisis have been 
made behind closed doors and in the 
absence of meaningful consultation 
with the people who will be affect-
ed. Associated assumptions are that 
it is acceptable to disrupt the lives 
of those public housing tenants and 
that private developers will provide 
the necessary properties to accom-
modate the displaced residents. This 
seems like a pointless exercise: evict 
the tenants, knock down their homes, 
allow the buyers to build new resi-
dences and rehouse the tenants. It is 
not that simple. Of course the devil is 
in the detail and not all of the evicted 
residents will be able to return. Bad 
luck for those who miss out.

In order to implement this fl awed 
policy, the language has been twisted 
and euphemised. As stated, the system 
has been split up under the umbrella 
term “social housing”. In addition to 
public housing there is a new category 
called “community housing”, which 
is not necessarily publicly owned. 
Only public housing is both owned 
and managed by the government. 
This enables a change (= increase) 
in the scale of rent levels chargeable. 
With rental charges proportional to 
income under public housing, tenants 
only pay 25% of their income – but 
under these new classifi cations, rents 
increase to 30% or more.

Another loss is the public hous-
ing fl exible rebated rents that rise 
and fall depending on changes in 
circumstances, a protection which 
ensures that low-income earners are 
securely housed. This protection is 
likely to be withdrawn from tenants 
in community housing.

The term “social housing” ena-
bles dependent tenants to be further 
marginalised and to become another 
source of profi t for the corporatised, 
non-profi t/charitable sector to ven-
ture into the housing market. This is 
an innovative development. Another 
innovation is the refusal to admit 

that current residents will be evict-
ed; the offi cial term is “relocated”. 
Regardless of the terminology, when 
those tenants cannot be told where 
they are then to be housed, it looks 
remarkably like eviction.

Market pressure 
It is hard to escape the conclu-

sion that the crisis facing the capi-
talist system has resulted in terminal 
desperation. In an already crowded 
city this system cannot continue to 
generate its expected profi t levels if 
it must pay the increasingly exor-
bitant real estate prices that it has 
caused. This system is functioning so 
well that its opportunities now arise 
in alienating public lands (current-
ly serving socially worthwhile pur-
poses) so that private enterprise can 
profi t from the exploitation of poor, 
marginalised and vulnerable people.

It seems to be an increasingly 
cruel and rapacious system, desper-
ately casting around for novel ways 
to exploit diminishing untapped eco-
nomic potential – regardless of the 
social costs of its efforts. The casual-
ties of this system will be the aban-
doned residents of the currently 
existing public housing estates, dis-
placed to make way for the gentrifi -
cation of those neighbourhoods.

If some of them are lucky 
enough to have employment now, 
how will they be affected if they are 
“relocated” to great distances from 
their current residences? What if 
these changes result in their com-
muting costs exceeding the mon-
etary benefi ts of their employment? 
How will they manage childcare and 
the schooling of their children, not to 
mention whatever social and family 
networks they may have? What 
choices will they have in the destina-
tions of their “relocation”?

The proposed scheme gives the 
tenants a “choice” of preferred relo-
cation areas, but if there is nothing 
available in those areas, they may be 
made to relocate anywhere or they 
will have to enter the private real 
estate rental market. Those “relo-
cated” will pay the same rent as for 
their current premises. This sounds 
remarkably like public subsidies 
for the private rental market, if pri-
vate rents are to be capped at public 
housing levels. Is it believable that 
in an understocked market, private 
landlords will rent their properties 

at a loss to displaced public housing 
tenants?

However, implicit in the govern-
ment’s printed advice is the recogni-
tion that not all the affected tenants 
will return to their present sites; and 
those permanently “relocated” will 
have their rents capped at current 
rates for the fi rst six months only. 
What then? 

One of the benefits of public 
housing was security of tenure, 
and this is of vital importance for 
those whose circumstances cannot 
afford the cost and inconvenience of 
moving house.

Rental competition
The competition for rental prop-

erties is intense. Stories abound of 
people with comfortable salaries 
spending large amounts of time in 
vain searches. Below them on the 
economic scale are students and the 
underemployed; their choices are 
more limited and they fi nd it even 
more diffi cult to fi nd rental accom-
modation, and all tenants now have 
little security of tenure on their 
temporary homes. Regularly being 
moved on is a way of life for them. 
Those closer to the bottom of the 
ladder of opportunity have even less 
hope.

Their only possibilities lie in 
public housing, for which the wait-
ing lists are long, and of which there 
is soon to be much less available. In 
this situation of a housing shortage, 
where/how is the government going 
to fi nd the means of accommodating 
several thousand further displaced 
tenants?

Complicating this diffi cult situ-
ation is the sad reality that not one 
item of public housing stock has 
been added to the state-owned inven-
tory in the last two decades. We are 
about to pay the heavy price of the 
outsourcing of government respon-
sibilities so recklessly and foolish-
ly implemented by the vandalistic 
Kennett and his gangster administra-
tion in the 1990s. So now the long 
queues for inadequate public hous-
ing are to be further lengthened by 
those unfortunately “relocated” so 
that their existing publicly owned 
homes can be demolished. It is hard 
to identify any sanity in this scheme.
Next week – Excluding the 
vulnerable
The Beacon 

Australia

An unnecessary crisis
Public housing in peril – Part 1

Melbourne
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Crucial to Israeli colonialism is an attempt 
at the destruction of Palestinian society. 
This is part of a bid to secure demographic 
majority over non-Jewish people across 
all of historic Palestine and maximal con-
trol over the territory and its resources. 
Pursuing these goals necessarily involves 
hindering Palestinians’ ability to raise their 
next generation and to sustain, educate and 
care for themselves and each other.

The institutionalised destruction of 
Palestinian women’s lives has thus been an 
essential feature of the Israeli project. And as 
the world celebrated International Women’s 
Day, and in a time of the #MeToo movement, 
it is important to remember how Israel has 
systematically carried out violence against 
Palestinian women, undercut their health-
care, and undermined their socio-economic 
conditions.

In this regard, Israeli settler-colonialism 
can be seen as intrinsically anti-feminist and a 
form of gendered violence.

Routine violence
Israeli violence against Palestinian women 

is routine. The United Nations Human Rights 
Council special rapporteur on violence against 
women notes that the “establishments and 
expansion of settlements has been accompa-
nied by an increase in settlers’ violence against 
Palestinians, including women and girls.”

The Women’s Centre for Legal Aid and 
Counselling, a Palestinian organisation, gath-
ered statements from women who describe 
being “scared to leave their houses alone after 
experiences of [attacks by Israeli settlers] 
during both day and night.”

The group also collected testimony from 
100 Palestinian women living in Israeli-
occupied East Jerusalem and found that when 
Israeli governments illegally settle Israelis 
in East Jerusalem and Palestinians protest, 
“women frequently report an increase in Israeli 
police brutality including night time raids on 
family homes and the arrest of young men and 
minors.”

Palestinian women who have been detained 
report being subject to torture or ill treatment 
or both, as noted by the UN special rapporteur: 
“Beatings, insults, threats and sexual harass-
ment were reported to be common practices as 
well as intrusive body searches, which often 
occur before and after court hearings or during 
the night as punitive measures.”

Israeli violence against Palestinian women 
is also frequently fatal and on a large scale. 
During Israel’s December 2008-January 2009 
offensive against Gaza, 110 Palestinian women 
were killed. During Israel’s summer 2014 
assault on the territory, Israel massacred 230 
women.

Targeting healthcare
Base violence is just one of the weapons 

being deployed against Palestinian women. 
Targeting Palestinians’ access to healthcare and 
reducing its quality, both in Israel and in the 
occupied West Bank and Gaza Strip, is another.

The UN’s Committee on the Elimination 
of Discrimination against Women issued a 
recent report fi nding that Palestinian women 
and girls residing in Israel “continue to register 
poor health outcomes, particularly infant and 
maternal mortality.”

The rate of infant mortality among 
Palestinian citizens of Israel is 6.4 per 1,000 
live births, almost three times higher than it is 
among Jewish Israelis. Last month Israel’s high 
court took steps likely to worsen this problem 
by rejecting a petition demanding the re-open-
ing of a mother-infant health clinic serving 
some 1,500 people in two Palestinian commu-
nities in Israel.

Physicians for Human Rights-Israel, mean-
while, has outlined a variety of mechanisms 
through which Israel undermines Palestinian 
healthcare in the West Bank and Gaza.

These include Israeli control of the 

Palestinian Authority’s budget, including its 
health budget, and limiting the free movement 
of patients, medical personnel, ambulances and 
medications between the Gaza Strip and the 
West Bank, including East Jerusalem, as well 
as within the West Bank.

Such practices contribute to Palestinian 
women having worse health outcomes than 
their Israeli counterparts. Maternal mortal-
ity in the West Bank and Gaza is four times 
higher than in Israel. Life expectancy of Israeli 
women is on average 10 years longer than it is 
for Palestinian women.

Moreover, Palestinian women in the West 
Bank live under the omnipresent threat of 
having their homes demolished or of being 
evicted. This, according to the UN’s spe-
cial rapporteur, has a “severe psychological 
impact” on women, “causing anxiety and lead-
ing to depression.”

Israeli military forces regularly carry out 
night raids in the West Bank. The special rap-
porteur describes these as “psychological vio-
lence” against Palestinian women to the extent 
that they “experience severe sleeping disorders, 
severe stress issues and depression.”

Unbearable burden
Meanwhile, at the checkpoints Israel has 

established throughout the West Bank, Israeli 
soldiers have blocked pregnant Palestinian 
women on their way to hospital to give birth.

In Gaza, health care is inadequate because 
of the Israeli blockade. Patients in need are at 
the mercy of the Israeli military to grant them 
a permit for travel, which is often delayed or 
denied.

In 2016, for instance, the Women’s 
Centre for Legal Aid and Counselling reports 
that 1,726 such permits were denied and 
8,242 were delayed so long that they did not 
receive a response in time for their medical 
appointments.

These restrictions are “arbitrary,” accord-
ing to the centre, and “target seriously ill 
women who pose no threat [to Israel] ... For 
women – mothers, wives and daughters – the 
burden these restrictions place on them and 
their families is unbearable.”

Israel’s large-scale military assaults on 
Gaza have further undermined women’s health 
there.

According to UNESCO’s Commission on 
the Status of Women, Israel’s 2014 attack left 
healthcare centres damaged, without suffi cient 
medical equipment and supplies, and health-
care providers unable to properly meet the 
needs of women and girls requiring sexual and 
reproductive health services.

During the Israeli attack, UNESCO reports, 
“more than 45,000 pregnant Palestinian women 
were deprived of access to basic reproductive 
health services, and approximately 5,000 of 
them gave birth in extremely poor conditions.”

Destroying potential
Similar problems exist with Palestinian 

women’s education and employment.
The UN’s Committee on the Elimination of 

Discrimination against Women has expressed 
its “concern about the systemic discrimina-
tion experienced by national minorities” living 
in Israel, specifi cally Palestinian women and 
girls. The committee notes that Palestinian 
women and girls have unequal access to educa-
tion – as do their ultra-Orthodox Jewish coun-
terparts – which leads to higher dropout rates 
and poor outcomes in higher education.

According to the scholar Suheir Abu 
Oksa Daoud, “Israeli state policies toward 
Palestinian women workers [living in Israel] 
have been central to their marginalisation in 
production and employment.”

Daoud points out that the “severe short-
age” of day care centres in Palestinian areas 
prevents Palestinian women from entering 
the labour market, noting that only 25 gov-
ernment-supported day care centres operate 
in Palestinian areas in Israel whereas 16,000 
operate in Jewish areas.

In the West Bank, the violence, vandalism 

and property destruction that Israeli soldiers 
and settlers carry out “overburdens women 
with increased responsibilities, including fi nan-
cial ones, for members of their family.”

In a study of the Israeli-occupied Jordan 
Valley, an area of the West Bank largely popu-
lated by Bedouin Palestinians, the rights group 
Al-Haq notes that Palestinian women are espe-
cially “vulnerable to the impacts of Israel’s 
unlawful measures in the region, which have 
had direct adverse impacts on their standard of 
living and on the various roles and responsibili-
ties they undertake.”

For example, the organisation points out 
that in 2015 and 2016 Israel demolished 240 
Palestinian houses, tents, animal sheds, stores 
and poultry farms in the Jordan Valley, displac-
ing 647 Palestinians. These measures, Al-Haq 
says, resulted in “devastating consequences” 
for Palestinian women and deprived them of 
their right to an adequate standard of living.

Al-Haq adds that Israel’s discriminatory 
planning and zoning regime systematically 
denies Palestinian communities building per-
mits so Palestinian women and their families in 
the Jordan Valley “are forced to live with little 
to no privacy, in overcrowded, unsanitary and 
uninhabitable environments.”

These poor living conditions affect “the 
livelihoods of women and children and their 
access to basic services and facilities, includ-
ing water and sanitation, healthcare and 
education.”

Al-Haq interviewed women in al-Qilt al-
Foqa, a community in the southern Jordan 
Valley, about the acts of violence Israeli set-
tlers routinely commit, often under the protec-
tion of Israeli soldiers. The organisation states 
that “women expressed anxiety about living 
in a constant state of psychological distress 
from fear of potential settler attacks on the 
community.”

This anxiety, Al-Haq adds, “stems from 
both experiencing and witnessing incidents of 
violence that in the past posed a serious threat 
to the lives of the women, children and other 
family members.”

Physical and mental health
Al-Haq fi nds that “the right of Palestinian 

women to the enjoyment of the highest attain-
able standard of physical and mental health, 
including to sexual and reproductive freedom, 
is severely undermined by Israeli practices 
in the Jordan Valley, including demolitions, 

denials of road constructions, and restrictions 
on access to healthcare services and facilities.”

In Gaza, UNESCO reports, food insecurity 
among women-headed households is 51 per-
cent while in the male-headed households in 
which most women live, it stands at 58 percent.

UNESCO attributes this problem to Israel’s 
closure of the Strip. The report notes that food 
insecurity worsened after Israel’s summer 2014 
assault because it increased the number of dis-
placed Palestinians in Gaza, made it harder for 
the population to access their livelihoods, and 
increased unemployment rates. UNESCO says 
that it expects this situation to “contribute to a 
deterioration of the nutritional status of women 
and children.”

As the “primary caregivers in Gaza, 
women are faced with acute challenges in 
coping with the large number of families 
with members killed or injured, the long-term 
impact of damaged infrastructure and reduced 
services,” UNESCO states.

Systematic and deliberate
Israel’s oppression of and violence against 

Palestinian women is pervasive and occurs at 
every level of their lives. It can only be seen as 
systematic.

The Women’s Centre for Legal Aid and 
Counselling describes the Palestinian women 
of Jerusalem as a “community deliberately and 
systematically placed under enormous physi-
cal and psychological pressure by the prevail-
ing authority with an apparent intention of 
making not only day-to-day life unbearable, 
but destroying any hope in a brighter future.”

The World Health Organisation fi nds that 
Israel’s measures as an occupying power are 
“designed to expel [Palestinians in the occu-
pied West Bank and Gaza Strip] and prevent 
them from reaching their agricultural land and 
property. This has a devastating effect on the 
health of inhabitants, particularly women (and 
especially women who are pregnant), children 
and the aged.”

Israel’s settler-colonial policies under-
mine Palestinian women’s abilities to live full, 
secure lives, and to contribute to building com-
munities capable of fl ourishing in the present 
and in future generations.

One way to support the global emancipa-
tion of women is to support the struggle for 
Palestinian liberation.
The Electronic Intifada 

Israel’s violence against 
Palestinian women
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From the moment Donald Trump assumed the presidency, 
women of all ages, gay, straight and transgender, immi-
grant and native born, black, brown and white, have been 
in the forefront of the surging Resistance.

Women are fed up with gross misogyny that pervaded the 
2016 US elections and with the institutionalised sexism and 
abuse they confront daily in social relations, politics, work, 
school, media and culture.

Inspired by the historic Women’s March, record numbers 
of women are running for offi ce, including many elected last 
November.

Women teachers are on the front lines defending public 
education and led the historic wildcat strike that shook West 
Virginia. The #MeToo and #TimesUp movement occupied 
centre stage at the Oscar ceremonies on March 4.

Women of colour, who are triply oppressed due to their race, 
gender and as workers, particularly African-American women, 
are the most conscious and mobilised bloc of voters against 
GOP candidates. African-American women were founders and 
are leaders of the #BlackLivesMatter, #SayHerName, #MeToo 
and anti-gun violence movements.

Women, particularly women of colour, are the most dynam-
ic part of the new labour organising, and young women are lead-
ing students walking out over gun violence and mass shootings.

This dynamic, multi-sided grassroots social movement is 
forcing greater awareness of misogyny and institutionalised 
sexism, insisting on the intersection of gender, race and class, 
and transforming politics, culture and social relations.

Millions of men are now refl ecting deeply on their attitudes, 
behaviour and social relations, and becoming allies in this fi ght. 
Acknowledging institutionalised sexism is a crucial step upon 
which white male hetero privileges can be discarded and women 
empowered to act together with men on an equal basis to change 
society.

Capitalism, patriarchy and 
white supremacy

Early human societies were organised communally and 
characterised by egalitarianism between sexes. They were mat-
rilineal societies that traced kinship through maternal lines.

As the productive forces developed, the creation of a social 
surplus resulted in the struggle over its division. Private prop-
erty and class-divided society emerged. The matrilineal system 
was overthrown, the family appeared, and patriarchy prevailed 
and was passed on to the capitalist stage of human society.

Long before the US became a nation, the development of 
capitalism on these shores uniquely fused patriarchy with white 
supremacy, the ideology and practice that undergirded chattel 
slavery and the subjugation of black people, the bloody geno-
cide of Native Americans and theft of lands from Mexico.

The intertwined evolution of the ideologies and practices of 
male supremacy and white supremacy has been juiced by milita-
risation and the culture of violence derived from the suppression 
of slaves, Indigenous genocide and US imperialist domination.

In addition, misogyny has also been shaped by religious 
fundamentalism, particularly white Christian fundamentalism, 
with its strict hierarchical view of family, class, race, gender 
and homophobia.

The dominant norm of the white male nativist hetero 
Christian in economics, culture and social relations is the high-
est expression of this.

The hierarchies of class, race, gender, xenophobia, disabil-
ity, anti-Semitism, etc, all intersect, “cross hatch and overlay,” 
notes Angela Davis. It is impossible to address one of these 
issues without addressing all of them.

Naturally, the #MeToo movement is intersecting, cross 
hatching and overlaying with other movements including the 
Fight for 15 (basic wage), powered by working-class women 
challenging extreme wealth inequality; the LGBTQ rights 
movement challenging male hetero norms; the Black Lives 
Matter movement challenging foundations of white supremacy, 
and transgender people fi ghting violence and challenging the 
binary gender system.

These movements and the accompanying moral outrage are 
being refl ected in fi lm, theatre, dance, song, literature and sport.

#MeToo and 
the broad democratic movement

The struggle for full equality based on race, gender, sexual 
identity, ableness, birth origin, etc, has been part of the resist-
ance to right-wing extremism and the powerful corporate and 
social forces that comprise its support base.

White supremacy, male supremacy and misogyny are basic 
pillars of extreme right ideology and practice. They were instru-
mental in the rise of the right and its triumph, including the 
Trump presidency, potent dividers of the working class and 
people, and underminers of class consciousness.

The modern right wing made a concerted effort to undo the 
tremendous gains won by the women’s movement in the 1960s 
and 1970s, which was inspired by and intersected with the Civil 
Rights movement.

The attempt to outlaw abortion is a transparent attempt to 
subjugate women, imposing male domination over women’s 
lives and bodies in line with the strictest of fundamentalist reli-
gious and patriarchal outlooks.

Through its domination of the federal government, a major-
ity of state governments and the judiciary, the right wing is now 
attempting to turn the clock back 100 years and obliterate every 
social gain.

Why the sexist backlash?
We live in rapidly changing times: globalisation and techno-

logical developments, extreme wealth concentration, dramatic 
demographic shifts and changes to the status of women in soci-
ety, expanding concepts of gender and sexual identity, advances 
in LGBTQ and immigrants’ rights, the growing infl uence of sci-
ence, and fundamental challenges to white supremacist ideology 
and practice – all against the background of extreme weather 
conditions brought on by global warming.

Change, and particularly the rapidity of change, can be 
deeply unsettling. This was most vividly captured in the 
response to the election of the fi rst African-American president 
and the fi rst woman to be nominated for president by a major 
party.

It was refl ected in vile hatred directed at Oprah Winfrey at 
the mere suggestion that this African-American woman should 
be a candidate for president, and the despicable vilifi cation of 
House Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi.

In response, many white male heterosexuals feel their domi-
nant status, entitlement and identity are threatened. And, with 
the rise of science and pluralism in religious outlook, those who 
believe the US to be a white, Christian nation also feel deeply 
threatened. As sociologist Michael Kimmel explains, the rage 
of white men against Clinton was also rooted in rapidly chang-
ing economics, deindustrialisation, the loss of livelihoods and 
incomes.

“They played by all the rules. And in return, they expect-
ed to be able to support their families but they can’t,” writes 
Kimmel. “The jobs are gone and it’s tough to support a family 
on one income now. For a lot of these men, being the bread-
winner is the defi ning feature of masculinity. They staked their 
entire sense of manhood on their ability to be providers and pro-
tectors. That’s what I mean when I talk about humiliation. It’s 
not about being laughed at, or embarrassed. It’s more profound. 
These men feel like they’ve failed at being men.”

“Make America great again” and the lure of a return to pre-
vious times struck a chord.

The refusal of some to defend Hillary Clinton against the 
misogynistic attacks, including among progressives, and even 
the resistance to the analysis that this was a major factor in her 
defeat is itself an infl uence of sexism.

The basic pillars of alt-right or rebranded neo-Nazi ideology 
are white supremacy, anti-Semitism and misogyny. Alt-right 
ideology maintains that whites are the greatest victims of racism 
and men the victims of sexism.

Right-wing Christian evangelicals aim to establish a theo-
cratic state in which these policies are enshrined not only as law, 
but as the word of God. Ultimately, alt-rightists envision impos-
ing something akin to white Sharia law.

Masculinity, militarism and culture
The culture of toxic masculinity is the social brew every 

young male is broadly reared in. Most men are taught what is 
considered manly: superiority over women, displaying power 
and aggression, exhibiting a lack of emotions and sensitivity 
and controlling women’s bodies and lives.

In a misogynistic culture, boys are taught to fear challenges 
to the hetero norm: any display of affection opens a boy or man 
up to being accused of being gay and the target of bullying.

Misogyny and homophobia negate the humanness of men. 
Masculinity, as it is destructively socially constructed, pre-
vents the true identities of men and women from revealing 
themselves.

Modern-day US capitalist society intensifi es toxic masculin-
ity with the pervasive militarisation of society and culture and 
the glorifi cation of guns and violence. The fi ght to transition to 
a peaceful, demilitarised society and foreign policy is indispen-
sable to ending toxic masculinity and misogyny.

This is the wellspring for the epidemic of domestic vio-
lence, including the one in four women who will experience 
severe violence at the hands of an intimate partner in their life-
times. Thirty-four percent of women killed in the US are mur-
dered by an intimate partner.

There are no profi les for mass shooters who carry out acts 
of domestic terrorism. But most in the past 20 years have been 
white men, usually socially isolated and often prey for white 
supremacist groups.

According to Newsweek, “about 71 percent of school shoot-
ers felt ‘persecuted, bullied, threatened, attacked or injured’ 
leading up to their rampage, according to Secret Service data. 
Bullied high schoolers are also more than twice as likely to 
bring guns or knives to school as their non-bullied peers.”

The #MeToo movement is shattering what is considered 
normal behaviour that must be tolerated. Men must reject these 
norms too. Inherent in the #MeToo movement is the liberation 
of men from toxic masculinity and the realisation of their fuller 
humanity.

If the American people are to defeat right-wing domination 
of government and society, and open new vistas in the fi ght for 
radical change ushering in a truly human existence, the ideol-
ogy and practice of male supremacy and white supremacy must 
be defeated.
People’s World 

Fighting misogyny and 
sexism liberates men too
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John Haylett

Ben Caspit is a political commen-
tator who has a daily radio show, 
regular spots on TV and columns 
in several Israeli papers and who 
distinguishes himself in his latest 
offering on last week’s “Great 
Return March in Gaza” by por-
traying the scale of bloodshed as 
a triumph for Israeli moderation.

He contributes a piece to 
Al-Monitor’s Israel Pulse, laying 
bare what he calls “Israel’s Gaza 
nightmare” where a mass breach of 
the border fence could oblige tanks 
and helicopters of the Israeli Defence 
Forces to open fire on marching 
civilians.

“Picture the outcome if they 
would have burst through the fence, 
even at a single point, and begun 
marching into Israel. It would have 
ended in a bloodbath,” Caspit quotes 
a senior Israeli military offi cial as 
saying.

“We would have no choice but 
to employ enormous force and that 
would have resulted in dozens, if not 
hundreds, of casualties. The images 
would have been a huge victory for 
the Palestinians.

“As far as we’re concerned, 
the fact that the recent event ended 
with 16 casualties, 12 of whom have 
already been identified as Hamas 
terrorists, but without any casual-
ties among the women and children, 
is a very signifi cant achievement on 
our part. It should not be taken for 
granted.”

According to the Gaza Health 
Ministry, 18 people were killed by 
snipers, 1,400 wounded – half with 
bullet wounds and others suffering 
the effects of tear gas and rubber bul-
lets – and at least one woman was 
shot in the back.

Caspit, however, accepts his 
government’s fi gures, while noting 
that 16 deaths “is still a high number. 
It is more than either side has suf-
fered in a day, with the exception of 
when actually fi ghting.”

On that basis, someone in the 
Israeli government must surely 
be in line for a Nobel Peace Prize 

nomination for showing such 
restraint, even if it may not be 
repeated.

Defence Minister Avigdor 
Lieberman warned: “Next time, we 
have the capacity to respond more 
forcibly. We will not hesitate to use 
any means at our disposal.”

Caspit rolls out another unidenti-
fi ed military fi gure to speculate that 
Hamas activists might, during the 
next protest march, “try to shoot at 
IDF troops. They will try to incite 
the area and cause us to make a mis-
take, which would send tens of thou-
sands of people to the fence.”

No wonder these army offi cers 
prefer to remain anonymous. Their 
offerings are a reworking of former 
Israeli prime minister Golda Meir’s 
slur about “the Arabs” – she denied 
Palestinians’ very existence.

Meir said: “We can forgive the 
Arabs for killing our children. We 
cannot forgive them for forcing us 
to kill their children,” which had 
the twin value of absolving the IDF 
of responsibility for shooting dead 
Palestinian children while dehu-
manising Palestinian parents for 
allegedly treating their children as 
disposable cannon fodder.

This message resurfaced in 
Israeli media coverage at the week-
end when Hamas was accused of 
sending a seven-year-old girl to 
breach the border fence only to be 
returned to her mother by kindly IDF 
troops, thereby comforting Israeli 
citizens by reinforcing the myth of 
the IDF as the “most moral army in 
the world.”

Hamas, which was one, but far 
from the sole, organiser of the Land 
Day protest, rejected the Israeli line 
that soldiers killed Palestinians for 
trying to “infi ltrate” Israeli territory.

Its political bureau deputy chair-
man Mousa Abu Marzook insisted, 
in line with video evidence, that 
there was no attempt by protesters 
to take the border by storm. “They 
were killed by snipers from a long 
distance when they were inside the 
Gaza Strip,” he said.

Marzook added that the planned 
six-week-long Great Return March 

activities were intended to show the 
world that Palestinians whose ances-
tral homes are in territory occupied 
by Israel “that they did not forget 
their villages and towns, the towns 
of their fathers and grandfathers.”

He made the valid point that 
their determination to show that they 
have not forgotten where they come 
from should be a “reminder to the 
whole world that there are UN res-
olutions that give Palestinians the 
right to return to their villages and 
towns.”

Marzook’s view will be ignored 
by global media networks support-
ive of Israel’s ongoing illegal coloni-
sation of Palestinian land. There is, 
however, a brave minority of Israelis 
prepared to speak out against the 
crimes committed in their name by 
government and armed forces.

Israeli Communist Party leader 
and Joint List chairman Ayman Odeh 
denounced the use of live ammuni-
tion against unarmed protesters, 
declaring: “On the Jewish festival of 
freedom of all days, the residents of 
the world’s largest prison are asking 
to live.

“Men, women, and children, 
residents of Gaza, are marching to 
demand their freedom, facing off 
against indifference and cruelty.

“From Israel’s perspective, there 
is no legitimate form of Palestinian 
protest. Even such a model of non-
violent popular struggle is met with 
armed soldiers who do not hesitate to 
fi re at unarmed demonstrators.”

Israeli independent blog +972 
carried a piece by ex-soldier Shai 
Eluk who reported being stationed 
on the border with Gaza six years 
ago.

“The same marchers, the same 
protest. Even the orders to open 
fi re at crowds of people remained 
the same,” wrote the former Nahal 
Brigade soldier and Combatants for 
Peace activist.

“The order was clear. If a 
Palestinian crosses the ‘buffer zone’ 
– 300 metres from the fence inside 
the Gaza Strip – one may shoot at the 
legs of the ‘main inciters’.

“This order, which never 
explained exactly how a soldier is 
meant to identify, isolate, and shoot 
a ‘main inciter’ out of tens of thou-
sands of demonstrators, disturbed 
me then. It continued to disturb me 
this past weekend, after IDF snipers 

opened fi re on Palestinian marchers 
at the Gaza border.

“‘How can opening fire at a 
crowd of people be a legal order?’ 
I asked my deputy company com-
mander six years ago. I have yet to 
receive an answer.”

On the same blog, Edo Konrad 
highlighted the gulf between gov-
ernment propaganda and video 
records, pointing out that even the 
Washington Post had noticed the 
absence of Hamas signs at Abdel 
Fattah Abdel Nabi’s funeral. His 
family denied he was linked to the 
group despite Tel Aviv insisting the 
opposite.

Konrad says that the videos show 
that Israel needed no pretext for kill-
ing protesters, stressing that “Israeli 
generals told the cabinet ahead of 
time that there would be Palestinian 
casualties.

“Attempts to retroactively por-
tray them as Hamas militants, stone-
throwers or human shields serves 
only one purpose – to quiet the 
Israeli conscience.”

Charity co-ordinator and Gaza 
left-wing organiser Hasan al-
Kurd, who was among the protest 

organisers, told +972 on March 26 
that they were insistent on non-vio-
lent action.

“We’re against stone throwing 
or even burning tyres. We will make 
sure the protest doesn’t escalate to 
violence – at least from our end,” he 
added prophetically.

Kurd had picked up on co-ordi-
nated Israeli media and security 
establishment framing of the pro-
test as a Hamas event, thus making 
it inherently violent.

“By declaring Friday’s pro-
test action to be violent before it 
even occurs, the army’s own violent 
response becomes something of a 
foregone conclusion,” wrote Michael 
Schaeffer Omer-Man.

Veteran Ha’aretz commentator 
Gideon Levy was appalled at public 
acquiescence to the Gaza slaughter, 
writing: “The killing of Palestinians 
is accepted in Israel more lightly 
than the killing of mosquitoes.

“There’s nothing cheaper in 
Israel than Palestinian blood. If there 
were a hundred or even a thousand 
deaths, Israel would still ‘salute’ the 
IDF.”
Morning Star 

“There is nothing 
cheaper in Israel than 
Palestinian blood”
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Neil Clark

The news that the UK’s own chemical 
weapons scientists can’t confi rm that the 
nerve agent we’re told was used on the 
Skripals came from Russia is another blow 
to the credibility of the UK political and 
media establishment. They were oh-so-sure, 
weren’t they? Or at least they wanted us 
to think that. For the past four weeks in 
Britain, we’ve been subjected to a quite 
hysterical wave of Russophobia, worse than 
anything we witnessed even at the height of 
the old Cold War.

The poisoning of former MI6 agent Sergei 
Skripal and his daughter Yulia, who were found 
in a collapsed state on a bench in the cathe-
dral city of Salisbury on Sunday, March 4, led 
not only to calls for a boycott of the football 
World Cup in Russia, but for this news service, 
RT, to be taken off the air. The UK expelled 23 
Russian diplomats, and then pressured other 
European countries to do the same. While on 
Good Friday, in another provocative move, 
British authorities boarded an Aerofl ot plane at 
Heathrow Airport.

The important principle of “innocent until 
proven guilty”, enshrined in Article 11 (1) of 
the UN’s Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights, was chucked out of the window. In its 
place we had “guilty until proven innocent”.

Instead of waiting until a full and proper 
investigation could even begin – let alone be 
concluded – we had a show trial and sentenc-
ing, by media, politicians, and members of 
neo-con think tanks.

Anyone who dared to question the offi cial 
narrative and didn’t support punishing Russia, 
faced attack from Imperial Truth Enforcers. 
Former UK Ambassador to Uzbekistan 
Craig Murray, who said that Foreign and 
Commonwealth Offi ce sources had told him 
that Porton Down scientists were unable to 
confi rm Russian culpability, was labelled a 
“conspiracy theorist” for observing: “The same 
people who assured you Saddam Hussein had 
WMDs now assure you Russian ‘Novichok’ 
nerve agents are being wielded by Vladimir 
Putin to attack people on British soil.”

Labour leader Jeremy Corbyn, who con-
demned the attack but called for a thorough 
investigation, was savaged not just by the 
Tories, but also his own Parliamentary party, 
simply for taking a cautious line in Parliament 
on March 14.

Thirty-six Labour MPs signed an Early 
Day Motion – sponsored by arch Corbyn-
critic John Woodcock – which declared “This 
House unequivocally accepts the Russian 

state’s culpability for the poisoning of Yulia 
and Sergei Skripal.” The EDM supported the 
expulsion of Russian diplomats and the call-
ing of a special meeting of the UN Security 
Council to “discuss Russia’s use of chemical 
weapons on UK soil.”

Will these MPs now be apologising to 
Russia for accusing them of doing something 
which most defi nitely has not been proved? Or 
does supporting a neo-con foreign policy mean 
never having to say you’re sorry?

It’s not just politicians who need to eat 
some humble pie.

In all my years in journalism, I have never 
felt so ashamed of my profession as in the last 
four weeks. The job of the journalist is to ask 
questions. To fi nd out the truth. To be absolute-
ly fearless in following leads, wherever they 
may take you. Today in Britain, political jour-
nalism means just parroting the offi cial War 
Party line.

It soon became apparent that the govern-
ment narrative on Salisbury had more holes 
in it than a slab of Swiss cheese. But we were 
all expected, like the good little townsfolk in 
Hans Christian Andersen’s “Emperor’s New 
Clothes”, not to notice. Newspapers and maga-
zines which should have been holding Theresa 
May and Boris Johnson to account did noth-
ing of the sort. Suppositions were reported, day 
after day, as proven fact.

The last four weeks have shown how noth-
ing really changed even after the catastrophe of 
Iraq. The same pro-war commentators are still 
in place, robotically churning out their rabidly 

anti-Russian, anti-Putin diatribes for an ever-
dwindling readership.

After the lies told about Iraqi WMDs, 
you might have thought there would be a bit 
of “mainstream” scepticism about UK gov-
ernment chemical weapons claims against an 
“Offi cial Enemy” state, which seem designed 
to lead us into an even more calamitous war. 
But no, they all carried on as if the only impor-
tant thing that had happened in 2003 was 
Arsenal beating Southampton 1-0 in the FA 
Cup Final.

Just before the Iraq invasion, I remem-
ber asking a Conservative MP at a party if he 
really believed the guff about Saddam having 
WMDs. He looked at me and paused, before 
saying, “Well you’ve got to admit, he’s not 
a frightfully nice chap.” Today that MP, who 
clearly didn’t believe the government’s asser-
tions, is the British Foreign Secretary.

Boris Johnson has gone further than any 
minister down the “Russia did it” line. In an 
interview with Deutsche Welle on March 20, 
he said: “they (the scientists at Porton Down) 
were absolutely categorical and I asked the 
guy myself, I said, ‘Are you sure?’ And he said 
‘there’s no doubt’.”

That is fl atly contradicted by the statement 
of Gary Aitkenhead, the chief executive of the 
Defence Science and Technology Laboratory at 
Porton Down, who said, “We have not identi-
fi ed the precise source.”

Just as interesting was Aitkenhead’s 
response to being asked if Novichok could 
have emanated from Porton Down itself. 

“There’s no way that anything like that would 
ever have come from us ... we’ve got the high-
est standards of control and security,” he said.

Yet in his Deutsche Welle interview, Boris 
Johnson, in answer to the question: “Does 
Britain possess samples of it?” (i.e. Novichok), 
replied, “They (Porton Down) do.” How could 
Porton Down know the substance used was 
Novichok if they possessed no samples to test 
it against?

If samples were stored literally just down 
the road from where the Skripals were poi-
soned, surely it’s reasonable to ask whether 
or not some of them did get out? To main-
tain, as the UK government does, that no other 
explanation other than Russian guilt is plau-
sible is clearly nonsense. After going out on 
a limb on this one, (one suspects in order to 
curry favour with kingmaker Rupert Murdoch), 
Boris Johnson’s position as foreign secretary is 
surely now untenable. Jeremy Corbyn needs to 
be calling for his resignation – and also that of 
Prime Minister Theresa May – when he next 
goes to the House of Commons.

But it’s clear that the UK’s problems go a 
lot deeper than changing the faces at the top. 
The Salisbury “Rush to Blame Russia”, before 
any evidence of Kremlin involvement was pro-
duced, proves that we need a clear-out of the 
entire political and media establishment and a 
move to a more democratic, publicly account-
able system. We didn’t get that after Iraq, but 
we really must get it now.
RT– Russia Today 

International

Down and out 
at Porton Down

An offence against democracy
Brazil’s Supreme Court decision 
to send former president Luiz 
Inacio Lula da Silva to jail is a 
nakedly political act. The most 
popular president in Brazil’s his-
tory is also the front-runner in 
polls for elections due in October. 
His Workers’ Party government 
oversaw massive poverty reduc-
tion and redistribution of wealth 
that saw per capita household 
income rise 27 per cent in eight 
years.

When he stepped down after 
serving the maximum two con-
secutive terms, his successor Dilma 
Rousseff won election and re-elec-
tion in 2010 and 2014 on the same 
left-wing platform.

Both Lula, as he is universally 
known, and Rousseff formed part 
of the “pink tide” in Latin America 
associated most strongly with the 
Bolivarian revolution in Venezuela. 
As well as challenging the privileges 

of the rich, left governments in 
Brazil, Venezuela, Ecuador, Bolivia 
and Argentina used the wealth cre-
ated from natural resources to fund 
social programs aimed at eliminat-
ing poverty and illiteracy rather than 
allowing it to be siphoned off by for-
eign “investors”.

And they followed socialist 
Cuba in starting to chart independ-
ent foreign policies that took their 
continent out of the shadow of the 
United States. Their reward was 
predictably to be demonised as “dic-
tatorships” and to face a ferocious 
and ceaseless onslaught of misinfor-
mation, economic warfare and street 
violence aimed at undermining and 
derailing their governments.

Venezuela has, so far, man-
aged to defend its revolution from 
attempted coups, deadly opposition-
mounted riots and threats of inva-
sion by the United States – though it 
has been a close-run thing.

So have Bolivia and Ecuador, 
although the growing gulf between 
the latter’s former president 
Rafael Correa and his successor 
Lenin Moreno indicate that the 
ruling class is working hard on a 
comeback.

The election of Argentina’s 
President Mauricio Macri in 2015 
took Buenos Aires back into 
Washington’s backyard and his 
government has since followed the 
neo-liberal playbook to the letter – 
public-sector cuts, capitulation to 
foreign vulture funds and attacks on 
working people’s rights that have 
and are provoking massive strikes.

The total domination of 
Argentinian media by a single oli-
garchic fi rm, the Clarin media 
group which was deeply hostile to 
Cristina Fernandez’s left adminis-
tration, raises questions on how fair 
its democratic process can be, but at 
least Macri was elected.

Brazil’s current government has 
no legitimacy whatever.

The impeachment of the twice-
elected Rousseff, supposedly for 
violating budgetary norms relat-
ing to public spending, was entirely 
about protecting crooked senators 
from exposure in the massive Car 
Wash corruption scandal – record-
ings of planning minister Romero 
Juca saying exactly this forced his 
resignation.

Rousseff’s successor Michel 
Temer has also been caught on tape 
discussing hush money payments 
to Eduardo Cunha, the former par-
liamentary speaker jailed for cor-
ruption who led the impeachment 
process against Rousseff.

The fact that he has never been 
elected has not deterred him in the 
least from implementing a radical 
right-wing program totally at odds 
with what Brazilians voted for in 
2014, involving a 20-year freeze 

on public spending and the demoli-
tion of ethnic minority and women’s 
rights.

The Brazilian elite has been 
shameless in overriding the popular 
vote in order to reverse all the gains 
of the Lula and Rousseff presiden-
cies and they are equally shameless 
in manipulating the judicial proc-
ess to prevent a left comeback at the 
ballot box.

Lula’s corruption conviction 
rests on the testimony of one con-
vict whose sentence was reduced as 
a reward. Far more voluminous evi-
dence of corruption exists against 
Temer and many of his associates.

Only with Lula in jail and out of 
the running does the Brazilian right 
feel it has a chance in October. His 
imprisonment is simply another step 
in the process of dismantling the 
democratic system that began with 
Rousseff’s impeachment in 2016.
Morning Star 
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Powerful few

Concentrated wealth tends to be 
amoral, and the ultra-wealthy are 
growing more powerful all the 
time. And since small businesses 
usually can’t afford the services 
of fi rms like Appleby, legalised 
tax evasion increases inequal-
ity among both individuals and 
businesses.

How can the United States and 
the world respond before it’s too 
late? Economists like Piketty and 
Zucman have called for a global 
wealth tax, although that would be 
diffi cult to enforce.

The International Monetary 

Fund (IMF) argued that taxes on 
the Western world’s 1% should be 
“signifi cantly higher”. The Paradise 
Papers illustrate the importance of 
ending legalised tax evasion.

But it is hard to pass such meas-
ures in today’s political world. In the 
US, there’s a strong chance Trump 
and Congress will cut taxes on bil-
lionaires and corporations instead. 
That’s what happens when wealth 
becomes too concentrated and polit-
ical power follows suit.

The undemocratic and unequal 
state of the US can no longer be 
hidden. These reports are informa-
tive, but so far we’ve only glimpsed 
the oligarchy’s reach and power. 
This concentration of power must be 
investigated, and then it must be con-
fronted – by a majority determined to 
take back the economy and democra-
cy from the powerful few who have 
made it their plaything, before it’s 
too late.

It’s time to strike back – not 
against wealthy individuals, but 
against oligarchy itself.

T Southern
Brisbane

Open letter to
Senator Carol Brown
Shadow Minister for 
Disability Services
Dear Senator Brown,
I am a GP practising in subur-
ban Sydney. I recently had a 
59-year-old patient who was been 
on workers comp for many years 
after an industrial accident. His 
wife has been on carers benefi t for 
many years looking after him.

You may be aware that the NSW 
government has shortened the term 
of workers compensation and put 
a sunset of five years on almost 
all existing claims in 2012. These 
people were kicked off the benefi ts 
in December 2017 and had to apply 
for the Disability Pension, which 
has much harder standards than the 
inability to work in the old work-
ers compensation system. Naturally 
they have defaulted, presumably to 
NewStart, but they have almost no 
chance of getting a job.

I had written a certificate for 
my patient, and then was contacted 

by Centrelink and had a half-hour 
phone discussion about this man and 
assured them that there was no possi-
bility of his ever going back to work.

Centrelink then asked me for 
more details and I asked them if 
there was a form that I could fi ll 
in. They sent a questionnaire and 
I answered the page-and-a-half of 
questions, which took me more than 
an hour if counting the phone call. 
When I tried to bill them, I was told 
that the fee is $80, non-negotiable. 
The normal rate would be at least 
treble that.

So we have a situation where 
doctors are being used to make it 
harder for patients – who will never 
work – to be put on benefi ts, and 
other doctors ripped off in the con-
fl ict. Most doctors who fi lled out the 
Centrelink forms in the past merely 
treated it as part of a consultation and 
billed Medicare.

I am very unhappy that 
Centrelink is ripping us off and wast-
ing our time, but the patients are in 
an even worse state, being asked to 
work when they obviously cannot, 
and punished for not trying when 

they are totally uncompetitive in the 
jobs market.

Could you please ask the 
Minister on notice what percent-
age of applicants for the disability 
pension have been found jobs since 
they applied for the disability pen-
sion, and what are the numbers of the 
people in this limbo situation?

You will be aware that Medicare 
is being starved to death by not 
having rebates (payments to doc-
tors) rising with the CPI, and that 
both major parties have been equally 
guilty of this. GPs are deeply unhap-
py as their practices become non-
viable, and specialists have stopped 
using Medicare outside the hospital 
in most cases.

I look forward to your response 
and action.

Sincerely
Dr Arthur Chesterfi eld-Evans

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

The war against fascist Germany came to 
an end when the Red Army stormed Berlin, 
captured Hitler’s bunker and wiped out 
the seat of Nazism. Shortly afterwards, the 
victorious Soviet leadership allowed their 
Anglo-US allies in the anti-fascist alliance 
to enter the city that the Soviet army had 
captured at such cost.

Like Vienna, the German capital was to be 
divided into four zones of occupation (Soviet, 
British, US and French), as were both Austria 
and Germany. This had been agreed at the Yalta 
conference of the Big Three (Churchill, Stalin 
and Roosevelt), whose decisions in no way 
envisaged the permanent partition of Germany.

Nor did the boardrooms of Wall Street 
and the City, London’s fi nancial and bank-
ing centre: their goal was to push the beastly 
Bolsheviks back from the Elbe all the way to 
Moscow and beyond – hopefully into oblivion!

The four-power occupation of Berlin and 
Vienna was not allowed to operate successful-
ly. The denazifi cation process was made inop-
erable in the three Western zones of Germany.

The operation of the Berlin underground 
by the authorities in the Eastern (Soviet) sector 
was sabotaged whenever the trains ran through 
the western parts of the city, culminating in the 
planting of a bomb on a train. The underground 
had to be restricted to the east.

The currency in the western zones was 

arbitrarily changed, effectively creating two 
Germanys. Even the status of Berlin as the cap-
ital of Germany under four-power occupation 
was unilaterally changed, with the Berlin airlift 
attempting to force the de-facto recognition of 
the western part of the city as an offi cial out-
post of the western part of the country.

The division of Germany was brought 
about by the West, as the means of securing 
German capitalism from Bolshevik collectivi-
sation, and to allow Germany to be rearmed, 
reunited and relaunched against the Bolshevik 
scourge in the East. Unfortunately, it did not go 
according to plan.

Throughout the 1950s the West poured 
money into Western Germany, to re-establish 
the great German corporations that US and 
British capital had maintained strong links 
with right through the War, and to simultane-
ously score propaganda points off the capital-
defi cient East.

In the east of Germany, education, the 
judiciary, the landed estates, the factories, all 
had been denazifi ed. All the former support-
ers of Hitler and co who lost their positions or 
their property looked for the chance to go to 
the west.

It wasn’t hard to fi nd, for although the 
border was closed (and mined on the Western 
side), in Berlin it was wide open. Over 70 
Western intelligence services had stations in 

west Berlin. It was a gateway to all of Eastern 
Europe.

The Western powers had irrevocably 
divided the country by formally establishing 
the Federal Republic of Germany out of the 
three western zones and installing the pro-Nazi 
Konrad Adenauer as Chancellor.

The anti-fascists of the largely rural east-
ern zone then founded the German Democratic 
Republic, which the West of course refused 
even to recognise.

For a decade, the attempts of the new GDR 
government to industrialise and rebuild the 
economy of the eastern region were systemati-
cally frustrated by massive, well-orchestrated 
sabotage from the West, by way of west Berlin.

If the GDR government announced plans 
to develop ship-building or chemical indus-
tries, specialists in those industries would soon 
receive letters, notes under doors, visits from 
“friends”, offering extremely well-paid posi-
tions in the West, complete with large fl at and 
fl ash car.

Times were tough and many took these 
offers, as they were meant to.

They simply crossed over into west Berlin 
and went to the addresses they’d been given 
and that was that. A well-organised brain-drain 
was bleeding the GDR’s economy through an 
open wound called the border with west Berlin.

The decision to close the open border 

between East and West Berlin was made at 
4pm on August 12, 1961. It was put into effect 
without any announcement, at midnight the 
following Sunday.

The West was caught fl at-footed. Dozens, 
perhaps hundreds of agents were stranded on 
the wrong side of the new border – the hastily 
erected “wall”.

The black-marketeering in East Berlin, 
using Western currency that had been encour-
aged by certain Western agencies, came to a 
shuddering stop.

From the day the Wall was erected the 
economy of the GDR never looked back. It 
developed steadily to become the tenth leading 
industrialised country in the world.

In comparison, from the day the Wall came 
down, the economy of eastern Germany went 
down the drain. Its people lost their industries, 
their agriculture, their jobs, their public hous-
ing, free health care, union holidays, free edu-
cation, government funded arts and culture.

The people who glibly rejoiced in the 
“fall of the wall” on November 9, 1989, in 
the ending of the “partitioning of Germany”, 
should remember who divided Germany in the 
fi rst place, and should spare a thought for the 
working people of eastern Germany, the vic-
tims of the “fall of the wall”. 

Thoughts 
on the 
“fall of 
the wall”
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Dozens, perhaps hundreds of agents were stranded on the wrong side of the new border – the hastily erected “wall”.
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As of now Marvel’s Black Panther 
has become the top-grossing 
superhero genre fi lm of all time. 
The Ryan Coogler directed 
cultural phenomenon is also a 
fi lm with a virtually all Black 
cast. Coogler himself is a young 
African-American, along with 
various other people of colour 
who took the lead behind the 
scenes of the fi lm.

Hollywood is no stranger to 
Black movies, even Black movies 
that are successful at the box offi ce. 
Yet, Hollywood is also no stranger 
to having an issue with acknowl-
edging the profi tability of diversity 
and representation in fi lm and the 
creative industry. Due to this, Black 
Panther’s continued success has 
many wondering if there will be a 
tide change when it comes to repre-
sentation, and how to take advantage 
of this moment for Black creatives 
paving their way into the industry.

Such a topic was grappled 
with at a recent panel at the annual 
WonderCon convention. The panel, 
“Blacks in Entertainment: Designing 
for the Culture” discussed the topic 
of “what next” for Black workers 
in the industry, and how to succeed 
against discrimination.

Over 60,000 comics, fi lm, televi-
sion, science fi ction, animation and 
art lovers descended into Anaheim 
California for the annual WonderCon 
convention from March 23-25. The 
annual convention, which began in 
1987 where it originated in Oakland 
California, boasted a wide array of 
exhibitors and attendees from across 
the country. In addition to shows 
and vendors, the convention held a 
number of speaking panels on vari-
ous topics dealing with the creative 
industry. “Blacks in Entertainment: 
Designing for the Culture” was one 
of the more socially conscious panels 
as it dealt with race and employment 
in the creative fi eld.

The panel featured actor and 
screenwriter, Kevin Grevioux (The 
Mask, Underworld), and comic 
book artist Ryan Benjamin (Batman, 
Ultimate Spiderman), along with 
visual effects artist Veronica 
Flint, producer Travis Williams 
(Vice President, Lightstorm Ent), 
Microsoft developer Leon Pryor, 
and animation and video game pro-
ducer Eric T Elder. It was hosted 

by producer Charles Babb who is 
the founder and CEO of Fairchild 
Consortium, an augmented virtual 
reality gaming production company. 
When Babb posed the question of 
Black Panther, and what it means for 
the industry when it comes to race 
relations, each panellist had varying 
opinions.

Babb expressed that it was “a 
new era” at the moment with Black 
Panther dominating the box offi ce. 
Grevioux spoke on the importance 
of the moment, but also his con-
cerns. “I hope it changes the prior 
mind-set. That we can [get to the 
point] where movies with a large 
Black cast can be considered just 
movies, and not ‘just Black’ movies. 
To be sure, the reason why it [Black 
Panther] is doing so well is because 
it’s a Marvel property. The test still 
remains if Hollywood executives 
are going to look at this movie and 
say, ‘You know what? Why don’t we 
take a chance? Why don’t we create 
other movies with people of colour. 
[Which includes] Black, Latino, 
Asian, Indian, and say hey these 
things can work.’ But it remains to 
be seen,” Grevioux noted. He went 
further to explain, “Unfortunately 
you had Proud Mary that came out 
a few weeks before and did nothing 
at the box offi ce,” Grevioux said, 
referring to the Taraji P Henson-led 
fi lm. “Chadwick Boseman [the Black 
Panther lead actor] did another 
movie Marshall previously and that 

didn’t do great at the box offi ce. So, 
what I fear is that they’re going to 
claim to do a couple of other movies 
featuring people of colour, and that 
the fi rst one that tanks they’ll claim 
‘it doesn’t work’ and then go back to 
the old ways of doing business ... I’m 
cautiously optimistic.”

Travis Williams jumped in to say 
that he was “more than optimistic” 
regarding the new era in entertain-
ment. He explained that he was going 
a different route of thinking about 
the industry. “What is important is 
that extraordinary Black people are 
taking charge. Black Panther was 
badass regardless of race. It would 
have been a hit movie even if the 
people were orange. We have to get 
out of this thinking that Black people 
can’t be nuanced. There are going 
to be some fi lms that come out that 
won’t do as well. We have to fi gure 
out who the extremely talented Black 
people are and employ them.”

Eric T Elder said, “The success 
of Black Panther was in part due to 
a number of Black people coming 
together, who work in an industry 
where they have been constantly 
told they have to be over fi ve times 
better than [their white counterparts] 
to even have a shot ... It’s going to 
be really interesting to see what hap-
pens in the next 3-5 years. But I’d 
love to see more instances of not just 
making a product that has a Black 
cast or people of colour, or a cer-
tain kind of story, but more where 

there are producers and writers and 
others [behind the scenes] who are 
people of colour as well. It will 
make a big difference in the future 
of entertainment.”

Leon Pryor spoke to the need for 
educating Black people about their 
resources, and what it actually takes 
to get started in their career. “There 
are no barriers. The knowledge is 
out there. They just don’t know that 
they can go get them. If you want to 
be that fi lmmaker, be the fi lmmak-
er. It [Black Panther] is giving them 
the confi dence to go after it. [Black] 
people are looking at this movie and 
saying I can be a writer. I can be a 
fi lmmaker,” Pryor said.

Expressing how much represen-
tation matters, he went further to 
add, “When you can see that person 
that looks like you doing the things 
you want to do, it helps you know 
you can do it. It’s powerful. So for 
me, it’s not so much will the envi-
ronment change, but will the young 
people’s mind-set be changed for the 
better in knowing they can achieve a 
Black Panther for themselves.”

Grevioux echoed Pryor’s senti-
ments, recalling his own initiation 
into fi lmmaking. “I know this sounds 
sad, but before seeing [famed Black 
director] Spike Lee do it, I didn’t 
even know Black people could direct 
movies. This was back in 1986, and 
it never even occurred to me [until I 
saw him].”

The panellists also talked about 

the craft of being a creative in the 
industry. Ryan Benjamin spoke to 
the need for content and story to 
dominate above all else. “When I 
create a character, I go with what 
works. Skin colour is secondary [in 
that sense].” Grevioux explained that 
plot dominates for him. “I create a 
plot and then fi gure out what kind of 
character is best to lead in the kind of 
story I want to tell.”

As the panel was wrapping up, 
the question was posed by People’s 
World to the panellists on what 
resources for employment aspir-
ing creators could look to in terms 
of a collective way of landing jobs. 
Although the panel acknowledged 
the importance of apprenticeships, 
they noted that it can be hard for 
Black people – in particular working 
poor Black people – to gain access 
to them, or complete the programs. 
Grevioux expressed, “Mentorship is 
really important. Find someone who 
is working in the industry and asking 
them if there is a way to learn from 
them. You have some writing pro-
grams, but the process to get in are 
ridiculous.” Travis Williams echoed 
that sentiment: “Those of us who 
are currently working in the indus-
try know how it feels to not be work-
ing in the industry. We remember 
someone helping us out, and those 
who are leading now should pay that 
forward. It’s how progress can be 
made.”
People’s World 
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When the Second World War broke out in September 1939, 
the government of Australia was in the hands of Menzies, 
Fadden and Spender. Anti-working class and pro-fascist, 
they had been pursuing a policy of appeasement towards 
the Japanese militarists and were eager for an accommoda-
tion to be reached with the Nazis so that the war could be 
turned against the Soviet Union.

Following the lead of the of the Daladier government in 
France, Menzies and company utilised the war to suppress the 
communists at home. The Crimes Act, passed considerably ear-
lier by the Bruce government, was invoked to try to make com-
munist work impossible.

Individuals were prosecuted, as was the organisation 
“Friends of the Soviet Union” as a forerunner to banning the 
Communist Party of Australia (CPA) itself.

These attacks were beaten back as the party fought against 
the policy of appeasement of Nazi Germany and against the 
policy of “switching the war”. Its members defended the Soviet 
Union against the campaign of slanders which went on day after 
day even before the war.

Leading mass struggles 
Above all else, the communist party applied itself in this 

period to leading the mass political and economic struggles of 
the workers for democratic rights and against the burden of the 
war being foisted on to the workers.

The boosting of profi ts by speed ups and the breaking 
down of working conditions “in the interests of the war effort” 
was opposed and under party leadership, there were strikes of 
miners, metalworkers and others.

Illegal organisation 
On June 15, 1940, the Menzies government declared 

the Communist Party to be an illegal organisation under the 
National Security Regulations. However, despite police raids, 
arrests of members and confi scation of property (especially 
books), the party continued to function and communist activity 
actually increased.

Anti-fascist war
During the time, the character of the war had been chang-

ing·, assuming more and more – in the countries invaded and 
occupied by Germany – the aspect of an anti-fascist war of 
liberation.

This process came to its pinnacle with the German attack on 
the Soviet Union on June 22, 1941, for the Soviet Union’s only 
aim in the war that followed was liberation.

The CPA now called for the fullest support for what had 
become a just war of liberation. However, Australia was still 
saddled with the reactionary Menzies/Fadden crew. The change 
in the character of the war created the conditions for their 
removal.

Call for Labor government 
A letter signed by 15 trade union leaders, all communists, 

was sent to the Labor party leader, John Curtin, on September 
17, 1941. It spoke of the need to replace the then federal govern-
ment with a Labor government.

The letter called for trade union representation on boards 
controlling war production, called for lifting the ban on the 
CPA, establishment of diplomatic relations with the USSR 
and, most signifi cantly, promised that the CPA would use its 
infl uence “to secure continuity of production and avoidance of 
industrial disputes”.

This unity proposal was a very powerful incentive to the 
Curtin leadership of the Australian Labor Party which was 
reluctant to move against Menzies and Fadden. 

After the Labor Party won an overwhelming victory in New 
South Wales, for which the communists could take much of the 
credit, Curtin was prepared to act. At long last a federal Labor 
government came into existence. 

The Communist, Party’s policy now was for national unity 
around the Curtin government and for the maximum strengthen-
ing of the war effort. The party gave the lead for the avoidance 
of strikes as much as possible, against absenteeism and for a 
worker-based labour discipline.

Sabotage 
In the struggle for production, the CPA had to fi ght strenu-

ously against the right-wing of the ALP and the trade unions 
who set out to sabotage the policy of boosting production.

Union leaders who had spent years advocating arbitration 
and the ways of “class peace” suddenly became ultra-mili-
tant and fomented strikes, sowing confusion and helping the 
reactionaries.

The Trotskyists also rejected the party’s line of “Everything 
for the War Effort” and organised disruptive stoppages, often 
around workers’ legitimate grievances. Employers often pro-
voked strikes in order to undermine the Curtin government.

Increased production
The Communist Party organisations on the job waged a hard 

and bitter fi ght in order to implement the policy of ensuring 
increased production.

The changed character of the war and the advent of the 
Curtin government created favourable conditions for the cam-
paign to lift the ban on the CPA. Nevertheless, it took more than 
a year of mass mobilisation and pressure before the Labor gov-
ernment agreed and lifted the ban.

From the moment of the German invasion of the USSR, the 
Communist Party campaigned strenuously for the opening of a 
second front in Europe to shorten the war.

After Japan’s launching of their Pacifi c war, the CPA 
also campaigned for the British to release the jailed Indian 
Congress leaders and to create a Provisional Indian National 
Government (including the communists) which could bring 
India into the war against Japan by way of Burma and linking 
up with all the Chinese armies fi ghting for liberation from the 

Japanese. British imperialism found this proposal somewhat 
alarming.

Armed forces
Besides mobilising the workers for the war effort and 

launching the campaign for increased production, the 
Communist Party recruited directly for the armed forces. Over 
4,000 communists served in the armed forces during the course 
of the war. Many lost their lives.

The party waged several campaigns around questions affect-
ing the conditions under which the troops lived, worked and 
fought. Considerable support was developed among service men 
and women. The party issued a program – “A Plan For The 
Fighting Man” – in July 1944.

Growth
During the Second World War, the Communist Party of 

Australia enjoyed a period of spectacular growth. Membership 
in 1940 was just over 4,000. By May 1942, despite illegality, it 
reached 7,200. In December 1942, it was 16,000 and it reached 
approximately 25,000 by the end of the war.

This phenomenal growth was the direct result of the polit-
ical line followed by the party. Its consistent defence of the 
Soviet Union had been proven correct, its consistent struggle 
against the reactionaries and for democratic rights was self-
evidently correct.

Australian interests
Above all, the party’s policy of “everything for the war 

effort” – restraining strikes while protecting workers’ interests, 
maintaining stability, boosting production – was identifi ed with 
Australia’s national interest.

The Communist Party was identifi ed by the Australian 
people with the struggle against German and Japanese aggres-
sion, with the struggle against fascism and with the defence of 
Australia’s independence which was threatened by Japanese 
invasion. 
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