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On Thursday June 28, in the fi nal hours 
before adjourning for the winter break, the 
Coalition government rammed through two 
“national security” bills with the all-too-
familiar bipartisan support of Labor. They 
are the fi rst in a package of four bills that 
will seriously restrict democratic rights of 
Australians in the name of protecting our 
democracy.

The attack on democratic rights is shielded 
behind the constant references to protecting 
Australia’s “national security” from foreign 
powers and commercial spies and by further 
fuelling the cold war against China.

The fi rst two Bills, the Foreign Infl uence 
Transparency Scheme Bill 2017 and the 
Espionage and Foreign Interference Bill 2017, 
were introduced in December and referred 
to the Parliamentary Joint Committee on 
Intelligence and Security. They returned to the 
House of Representatives on June 26, along 
with 50 pages of amendments where they were 
passed on the same day!

As a result, Parliament had little time 
to peruse the new texts, let alone see them 
released for public debate or comment. They 
appeared in the Senate on June 27, and after a 
relatively short Second Reading debate passed 
a day later on June 28.

The Parliamentary Joint Committee on 
Intelligence and Security is made up of repre-
sentatives from the Coalition and Labor parties 
which recommended a number of negotiated 
amendments to Parliament. They had sewn up 
a deal behind closed doors. The only forces 
to oppose the legislation were the Australian 
Greens and Independent MP Andrew Wilke.

A third, related bill on foreign interference, 
the Electoral Funding and Disclosure Reform 
Bill, was tabled in Parliament. It threatens the 
ability of organisations such as Change.org to 
carry out online campaigns for change. It will 
be covered in a future issue of the Guardian.

Beat-up
“The Attorney-General should explain why 

such a signifi cant piece of legislation can’t go 
through the usual process of scrutiny by the 
usual Senate committees and allow other 
people to come in and have a look at it,” said 
Senator Adam Bandt of the Australian Greens.

“Even in the time taken to consider these 
bills the threat to the environment has changed 
and become more acute,” an unconvincing 
Attorney General Christian Porter said. Really?

Porter argued that they had to pass the leg-
islation before the July 28 by-elections, claim-
ing that foreign agents were increasingly trying 
to cause chaos in democratic electoral proc-
esses and needed to be stopped.

“We have heard time and time again 
from our most senior national security lead-
ers that we live in a time of unprecedented 
foreign intelligence activity against Australia 
with more foreign agents, from more foreign 
powers, using more tradecraft to engage in 
espionage and foreign interference than at any 
time since the Cold War,” Attorney General 
Christian Porter said.

Targeting China
The Foreign Influence Transparency 

Scheme Bill, which Porter is referring to, seeks 
to establish a “foreign infl uence transparency 
scheme” with a public register of individuals 
and institutions acting on behalf of a foreign 
power, foreign political organisation, foreign 
business, or an individual who is neither an 
Australian citizen nor a permanent Australian 
resident.

There are limited exclusions for people 
lobbying with respect to or providing humani-
tarian assistance, legal advice, consular help, 
religion, news media and in the course of com-
mercial activities.

How the new laws could prevent foreign 
agents creating chaos in our democratic elec-
toral processes in the July 28 elections is not 

clear. Its mechanisms will not be in place 
before the elections!

The responsibility to register lies with the 
individual or institution to declare their activi-
ties. Failure to do so is punishable by up to a 
seven-year jail sentence. There are also severe 
penalties for registrants who fail to notify the 
Secretary of material changes, report on cer-
tain activities, or keep adequate records of 
activities.

These activities include parliamentary 
lobbying, general lobbying, communications 
activity and donor activity. In each case activ-
ity must be conducted for the purposes of 
political or governmental infl uence to require 
registration under the scheme.

This Porter claims, “will provide transpar-
ency for the Australian government and the 
Australian community about foreign infl uence 
in Australia.” He completely ignores the real-
ity that agents of another power or commercial 
spies are hardly likely to register, instead oper-
ating clandestinely.

In introducing the foreign interference 
bill, Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull said, 
“interference is unacceptable from any coun-
try whether you might think of it as friend, foe 
or ally. Nations and their representatives will 

be judged by their behaviour in Australia, not 
who they are.”

He pointed the fi nger directly at China and 
Chinese interests in making accusations of for-
eign interference.

China’s foreign ministry spokesman Geng 
Shuang reacted strongly, saying “It poisons the 
atmosphere of the China-Australia relationship 
and undermines the foundation of mutual trust 
and bilateral cooperation. We express strong 
dissatisfaction with that and have made a seri-
ous complaint with the Australian side.”

In light of this profound concern over for-
eign interference, is Turnbull about to close 
Pine Gap and end the US Alliance? Pine Gap 
is used by the US for both military and com-
mercial espionage!

Dissent criminalised
In relation to the Espionage and Foreign 

Interference Bill, Bandt said in his Second 
Reading speech that it criminalises dissent. 
“This bill makes it a much more dangerous 
proposition to stand up on human rights and 
point out our government’s record or other 
governments’ records internationally on human 
rights.

Continued on page 12
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We have now reached the point where telling the truth is crime. 
Witness K and his lawyer now face criminal prosecution for re-
vealing the Australian government’s illegal actions in bugging the 
private government discussions of our East Timor neighbours.

In 2004 agents from the Australian Secret Intelligence Service 
(ASIS) planted listening devices in the cabinet room of the East 
Timor government. The aim was to obtain information to advantage 
Australia in negotiations over the East Timor-Australia boundary 
which straddles a major undersea oilfi eld.

The reason for this action against Witness K and his lawyer, 
Bernard Collaery, is because they courageously exposed the illegal 
and unscrupulous tricks that the Howard government perpetrated 
against the newly independent nation of Timor-Leste.

The action by spy agency ASIS, ordered by former foreign 
minister Alexander Downer, was undertaken to cheat the poorest 
nation in Asia out of its main resources that it sorely needed to 
rebuild and develop after 24 years of illegal and brutal occupation 
by the fascist dictatorship of General Suharto.

It can also be added that the situation is made even worse 
because Australian governments supported the occupation of East 
Timor during the occupation by the Indonesian military (TNI) 
by recognising the illegal takeover, being an apologist when TNI 
massacres were exposed, arming and training the TNI while know-
ing full well that it was committing genocide and gross human 
rights abuses.

During WW2, Australia invaded Portuguese Timor in the hope 
that it would stop the Japanese attempting to use it as a base to 
attack Australia. At the time, Portugal was a fascist state and was 
allied with the Nazis and the fascist powers in Europe, but it was 
not a combatant in the war.

And this is the way that our leaders have repaid these long-
suffering people! 

The reasons for this betrayal of our great WW2 ally was be-
cause conservative Australian leaders (LNP Coalition and the ALP) 
wanted to plunder the oil and gas in the Timor Sea – most of which 
belongs to East Timor – and to keep in good with US policies. After 
all, former US secretary of state Henry Kissinger and former US 
president Gerald Ford dined with Dictator Suharto in December 
1975 – on the eve of the full-scale Indonesian invasion.

In 1965, the CIA with the help of the TNI and the connivance 
of the US, the stooge Suhartu overthrew the democratically elected 
Sukarno government and ushered in one of the largest bloodbaths 
in modern history: up to a million people and more. The Suharto 
dictatorship encouraged extremely right wing vigilantes to go on 
a killing spree.

Ordinary Australians who really do see the fundamental im-
portance of the values displayed by Witness K and his lawyer 
acknowledge that Witness K and Bernard Collaery are good and 
courageous people who have helped the tiny nation of Timor-
Leste to receive some justice despite the despicable behaviour of 
Australian leaders.

Former Australian leaders who aided the TNI while it extermi-
nated so many East Timorese – are the ones that should be facing 
the International Criminal Court for aiding and abetting genocide 
and human rights abuses.

Fair minded Australians are right behind Witness K and 
Bernard Collaery and call for them to be given offi cial honours. 
Those politicians who want to imprison them for their actions are 
seen as being exploitative, uncaring about the ideals of democracy, 
human rights, social justice and the rule of law.

As whistleblower Andrew Wilkie stated, the Australian govern-
ment has now exposed itself for what they are and the world will 
view them with disgust and loathing.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
I hope that in studying this question of the state you will acquaint 
yourselves with Engel’s book The Origin of the Family, Private 
Property and the State.

VI Lenin – The State
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PRESS FUND
This week the Commission of Inquiry into Australia’s banks and 
financial institutions focused on the banks’ ruthless foreclosure of 
mortgages entered into by desperate farmers beset by relentlessly 
bad weather. Climate change will continue to reduce global food 
production, and a seemingly never-ending drought is currently 
gripping much of the nation’s interior. However, the federal 
government has failed to pull the banks into line, or to prevent 
closure of the fruit and vegetable canning factories or to block the 
theft of river water, which is adversely affecting food production. 
We’re committed to improving government agricultural policies, 
but we can’t do this without your help by way of Press Fund 
contributions, so please send in something for next week’s edition 
if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s “faithful few”, as 
follows:
C Costa $20, MM $10, “Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $15, 
This week’s total: $50 Progressive total: $4,260

Illegal and unscrupulous

Support Support The GuardianThe Guardian  
by donating to Press Fundby donating to Press Fund

And the rich 
get richer
On the same day that local MP Warren Entsch will 
receive a massive pay rise, local workers will suffer 
through the second round of the Turnbull govern-
ment penalty rate cuts, which recent polling shows 
face overwhelming community opposition.

Workers held a roadside rally outside the offi ce of 
federal Member for Leichhardt Warren Entsch in a peace-
ful protest to highlight the widespread community sup-
port for protecting penalty rates.

On July 2, Entsch is set to benefi t from a pay rise for 
politicians the day after penalty rates are cut again for our 
lowest paid workers in retail, hospitality, fast food and 
pharmacy industries.

“Warren Entsch has voted repeatedly to cut penalty 
rates for the over 9,000 affected workers in his elector-
ate,” said Queensland Council of Unions Cairns president 
Rob Hill.

“We know there is overwhelming support for the 
plan to restore penalty rates for the hundreds of thou-
sands of workers who have seen them ripped away under 
a Coalition government.

“However, instead of addressing the concerns of the 
overwhelming majority of the community, the Turnbull 
government is persisting with $80 billion in corporate tax 
cuts for big businesses, and $17 billion of that to the big 
banks,” Hill said.

“Protections for working people have been eroded. 
We need to change the rules so working people have 
more secure jobs, fair pay and a better quality of life.”

ACTU secretary Sally McManus said the Turnbull 
government is cutting the pay of hundreds of thousands 
of people who rely on penalty rates at the same time as 
they’re delivering handouts to big business.

“This isn’t fair. The money that Turnbull is handing 
to big business is coming out of our hospitals, schools, 
childcare centres and community services.

“It’s not surprising that the twin policies that taking 
away from working people and giving public money to 
big business are so unpopular. These ideas have been 
proven not to benefi t the community. These are bad ideas.

“People won’t stand for this. We can and will change 
the rules so people come before big businesses.” 

Australia’s 
East Timor shame
The Australian government’s 
action to charge Witness K and 
Bernard Collaery with conspiracy 
because they assisted Timor-Leste 
to achieve some justice in the 
Timor Sea. Their actions meant 
that Timor-Leste got interna-
tional recognition for a maritime 
border that conforms to the UN 
Convention of the Law of the Sea 
and that it now has access to more 
of its oil and gas resources that 
rightly belong to it.

Apart from the latest dastardly 
action by the Turnbull Government, 
it should be remembered that the 
East Timorese have been treated 
appallingly by Australian govern-
ments for a long time.

Timor-Leste needs all of the 
resources that rightly belong to 
them especially after they suffered 
24 years of illegal and brutal occu-
pation by the fascist dictatorship 
of General Suharto that resulted in 
a decline in a third of the popula-
tion, 80 percent of its infrastructure 
destroyed and a large proportion 
of the population traumatised and 
experiencing high levels of unem-
ployment, high child mortality, mal-
nutrition etc. It is the poorest nation 
in SE Asia.

To our great shame, all 
Australian governments supported 
the takeover by the Indonesian mili-
tary (TNI) in 1975 by offi cially rec-
ognising it, by arming and training 
the TNI (while knowing full well 
that it was committing genocide 
and gross human rights abuses) and 
by being an apologist for Indonesia 
when TNI crimes were exposed.

This was a very shameful way 
to treat a nation whose people 
had suffered greatly during WW2 
because of the support they gave 
Australia. During the war, Australia 
invaded Portuguese Timor in the 
hope that it would stop the Japanese 

attempting to use it as a base to 
attack Australia.

About 20,000 Japanese troops 
invaded Portuguese Timor to fl ush 
out the 400 Australian comman-
dos who were there. After a year of 
fi ghting, Australia suffered about 40 
casualties and the Japanese about 
1,000! This was because of the 
magnifi cent support that the East 
Timorese gave to our soldiers and it 
cost them dearly.

About 70,000 East Timorese 
out of a population of 500,000 per-
ished during the war while Australia 
lost 40,000 out of 7 million. It is 

believed that up to 40,000 East 
Timorese were summarily executed 
because they lived in villages that 
supported the Australians

Now our leaders should apolo-
gise to Timor-Leste for their past 
shameful conduct, drop the charges 
against Witness K and Bernard 
Collaery and pay back all the pro-
ceeds it has taken from the oil and 
gas in Timor’s half of the Timor Sea 
which is evidently worth billions of 
dollars.

Yours sincerely
Andrew (Andy) Alcock

SA
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On June 11, 2018, Comrade John Evangelatos passed away. John was 
a member of the party since 1979. He was born in Piraeus, Greece 90 
years ago; he had 4 brothers and 3 sisters. During the German fascist 
occupation in 1944, British allies bombed urban neighbourhoods of 
Piraeus with thousands of innocent deaths, amongst those were John’s 
father, sister and youngest brother.

The whole family took part in the National Resistance, resulting in pros-
ecutions, imprisonment and exiles.

For a better life, Comrade John with his wife Dimitra and daughter Anna 
Maria, followed thousands of Greeks to Australia for a life of peace. He 
arrived in 1968. He worked here until his retirement.

As soon as he arrived, he came into contact with the Progressive 
Movement in the Greek community as a member of ATLAS and the Greek 
Orthodox Community.

From 1979, until the end, as a member of the Communist Party of 
Australia, he was present for the political, practical and ideological require-
ments of the Party.

Every Wednesday, he would ensure he attended the Party headquarters to 
prepare the Guardian for its distribution.

His kindness and his love for his Comrades is missed. His progressive 
beliefs and support are also missed by his Comrades.

He leaves behind his wife Dimitra, his daughter Anna Maria, son-in-law 
Chris, his grandson Leo, and his many friends.

May you rest in peace, Comrade John. May your dreams of peace, work-
ers rights, and non-exploitation of the workers be realised.

In his memory, the following Comrades have been donations to the CPA:
Evangelatos Family: $150
Beloyiannis Branch: $100
Sarelas Family: $100
Speis Family: $50
Apostolakis Family: $50
Vouros Family: $50
Stelios Filferis: $50
Koulouris Family: $20
Tzamourakis: $20
Spiros Vassilpoulos: $20

Australia

From the Archives The Socialist, June 1981

Working class legacy
Comrade John Evangelatos
Communist Party of Australia – Beloyiannis Branch

Juru Traditional Owners win 
court case against Adani
Darren Coyne 

Juru traditional owners from 
north Queensland have accused 
the Adani mining company of con-
ducting work at its Abbot Point 
port based on dodgy cultural 
assessment surveys.

They are also considering ways 
to recover more than one million 
dollars in payments owed to Juru 
people as a result of Adani’s Abbot 
Point coal terminal development.

This follows a Federal Court 
judgement last month that found 
that the Kyburra Munda Yalga 
Aboriginal Corporation had failed 
to protect the rights of the Juru 
people, who were the recognised 
native title holders.

The Juru Enterprises Limited 
(JEL) group successfully claimed 
that Adani had broken legally 
binding contracts in the form of 
Indigenous Land Use Agreements 
(ILUAs) and Cultural Heritage 
Management Plans to which JEL 
were a party.

During proceedings, the court 
heard that the Kyburra group did 
not account for payments by Adani, 
then paid its own directors up to 
$1,000 a day cash-in-hand to con-
duct cultural heritage assessments 
for the Indian miner.

It emerged that Kyburra 

directors had held secretive talks 
with Adani and took all cultural her-
itage works and ILUA payments 
away from members of the Juru 
Enterprises Limited and gave them 
to themselves.

The Federal Court ruled in 
favour of JEL and ordered Kyburra 
to pay Juru’s court costs but that 
is unlikely to happen as the Juru 
Kyburra Corporation has been 
placed under a special administrator 
due to its fi nancial mismanagement.

Andrew Morrell, a traditional 
owner from the Juru Native Title 
Claim and a director on the Board 
of Juru Enterprises Limited, told 
the Koori Mail that the court ruling 
meant that any work carried out by 
Kyburra directors for Adani was 
invalid.

“We are now in a much better 
position to protect our cultural 
sites,” he said.

“We’ll work with them (Adani), 
but everything that has been 
done will need to be revised and 
reviewed.”

Morrell said there were numer-
ous places at Abbot Point where 
Juru people have burial sites, rock 
art and rock carvings.

“If any of those areas are being 
impacted they need to have that 
impact removed from that area.”

Mark Ascione, solicitor for Juru 

Enterprises Limited, confi rmed 
that position, saying “because 
they (Adani) were dealing with 
the wrong people ... their so-called 
approved surveys are not worth a 
cracker”.

Ascione said Juru people were 
now concerned that Adani had con-
tinued on with construction work 
despite the court ruling, and that 
part of that construction was in an 
area identifi ed as burial grounds. 

His message to Adani was to 
stop work immediately. “If they 
(Adani) continue with their heads in 
the sand it’s going to be a shit-fi ght 
and it won’t be [with] us it will be 
with the government.”

He said proven breaches of the 
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Act 
could result in fi nes up to a mil-
lion dollars. A spokesman for Adani 
told the Townsville Bulletin that the 
company would adhere to the ruling 
but denied suggestions the judge-
ment had any bearing on matters 
pertaining to cultural heritage. 

“We will continue to work col-
laboratively with traditional owners 
under guidance of the Indigenous 
Land Use Agreement and the 
Cultural Heritage Management Plan 
which are currently in place,” the 
spokesman said.
Koori Mail 
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1788 saw the foreign invasion to 
make this land part of the British 
Empire.

The British Empire, which 
extended to many countries through-
out the world, was all about enrich-
ing the ruling class in England. 
Colonisation was driven by the mon-
archy, the nobility and other wealthy 
sections of English society.

The single-minded colonial-
ists ignored the prior occupation of 
the Australian continent. As they 
extended their pastoral, agricultural, 
timber and mining industries, they 
pushed the Indigenous population 
– the Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander People – off the lands, relo-
cated them and slaughtered them 
when they resisted.

Over 100 years later when the 
English ruling class granted self-
government to Australian citizens, 
the Indigenous people continued to 
be ignored.

As capitalism developed, the 
Indigenous people were not wanted 
for the factories in the towns and 
cities or for agricultural produc-
tion. They were not seen as having 
an economic role, except where 
their bush skills were exploited by 
pastoralists in the north. Displaced 
from their lands and left with scant 
resources, they suffered impoverish-
ment, severe health problems and 
few possibilities to break free from 
their depraved conditions.

Ideas of racial superiority were 
put into practice by the government, 
the judiciary and the police, with the 
aid of the church. Many children 
were abducted by the authorities so 
they could be reared like white chil-
dren. Generations of abductions did 
not improve the life prospects of 
Indigenous people, but merely rein-
forced their resentment.

In the second part of 20th cen-
tury, citizenship was officially 
granted by referendum. The people 
and the heroic Indigenous activists 
pressured the government into grant-
ing some land rights in rural areas 
and near the towns. Some health, 
education and housing programs 
were initiated by government as a 
result of these pressures. In a few 
areas, Indigenous economic enter-
prises were set up, some on a com-
munal basis but others on a capitalist 
model. Entrepreneurs began exploit-
ing Indigenous artistic talents.

The mining and property booms 
of the 21st century prompted a new 
push against Indigenous people. 
Mining companies want ore-rich 
lands in rural areas and property 
developers want Indigenous land 
holdings closer to the towns and 
cities.  Governments have facili-
tated this push by attempting to 
break down the traditional collective 
custody of land, by the notorious 
Intervention aimed at “disciplining” 
the Indigenous people and by dis-
banding representative organisations 
in order to undermine the fi ght-back 
by Indigenous people.

As long as capitalism exists 

Indigenous rights cannot be secured. 
Racism and oppression will con-
tinue in one form or another. There 
will continue to be pressures 
on Indigenous people to aban-
don their traditional culture and 
values. Government policy towards 
Indigenous Australians and towards 
the whole society will continue to be 
subject to the singular desire of the 
wealthy capitalist class to make more 
and more profi ts.

It is important to recognise that 
the problems of Indigenous people 
do not exist in isolation, separate 
from the class structure of soci-
ety. The problems were created in 
the fi rst instance not by the English 
people but by the ruling class in 
18th century England, and the prob-
lems have been perpetuated by sub-
sequent class systems in Australia. 
The future of the Indigenous people 
depends on changing the class nature 
of Australian society. 

Socialism
Socialism is the next stage of 

society that follows capitalism. 
Socialism will be achieved when the 
working class and other oppressed 
peoples rise up against the wealthy 
capitalist class and its governments 
and take power in their own hands.  
This is inevitable as people will rec-
ognise that the system of capital-
ism can no longer provide for their 
needs.

1 Socialism puts an end to the 
exploitation of workers and the rule 
of the wealthy. New social values 
will arise in the struggle for social-
ism and with the establishment of 
the new system. Socialism promotes 
the values of togetherness, compas-
sion and acceptance of one another. 

The basis is set for the elimination 
of racism, other forms of prejudice, 
hostility and personal greed. The 
people orientation of socialism will 
bring new attitudes of friendship 
towards the Indigenous people and 
acceptance of their history, rights and 
special needs.

2 The special relationship of 
Indigenous peoples to the land can 
be fulfi lled with socialism, whereas 
capitalism encourages the view of 
land as a source of private profi t. 
Socialism will bring an end to land 
ownership by private companies 
including mining companies and 
developers, and put an end to the 
private sale of land for commercial 
purposes or speculation. This will 
allow for (a) acceptance of the prior 
occupation of the whole of Australia 
(b) real meaning given to Indigenous 
attachment to land, and (c) respect 
of sacred sites. Preservation of the 
natural environment can be best 
approached when there is no profi t-
hungry capitalist class.

3 Socialism will provide for 
traditional Indigenous communi-
ties to be revitalised. Many of the 
customs and values are compatible 
with socialism. There will be full 
acceptance of leadership structures 
within communities, way of life and 
languages. Traditional collectiv-
ism and sharing will be encouraged. 
Communities can have the choice 
to maintain traditional subsistence 
economies or engage in other eco-
nomic activities.

4 Individuals, families or groups 
will have the right of participation in 
traditional communities, either long-
term or for short periods. Those who 
choose to live in urban settings will 
be accepted without the prejudice 

and marginalisation which currently 
exist. There will be an end to the 
forced assimilation into the way of 
life of non-Indigenous people. 

5 Socialism gives high priority 
to the health of the people. Private 
profi t and elitism will be eliminated 
from health services. There will be 
substantial increase in the amount, 
range and quality of services for 
Indigenous people to bring health 
standards up to the level of the rest 
of the population.

6 Sports, dance, music and artis-
tic endeavours, both traditional and 
modern, will be facilitated, not for 
commercial exploitation as in capi-
talism, but for the all-round personal 
development of the individual and 
for the good of the Indigenous and 
non-Indigenous communities.

7 Rates of crime, drug addic-
tion and other such problems which 
currently refl ect the alienation and 
oppressed status of Indigenous 
people will generally decrease with 
socialism because of the new spirit 
and social attitudes. Judicial bias will 
be eliminated and emphasis given 
to collective, community-based 
approaches to problem solving.

8 Unlike capitalism which sets 
people apart and emphasises indi-
vidualism at the expense of collec-
tivism, socialism draws all people 
together to participate actively in the 
running of society. While Indigenous 
people will be encouraged to main-
tain their identity and way of life, 
processes will be developed to 
involve Indigenous people into the 
affairs of the whole of society, for 
instance by direct representation in 
all levels of government.

9 Indigenous people would 
also be involved in the centralised 

economic planning of socialism, in 
which the whole of the economy 
will move forward in a co-ordinated 
way. Centralised economic planning, 
unlike the disjointedness and insta-
bility of capitalist economies, will be 
directed at the economic and social 
needs of the all the people, as well as 
environmental considerations and the 
special needs of Indigenous people.

There will no longer be a clash 
between Indigenous rights and the 
interests of capitalism. The new 
social system will provide a posi-
tive framework for resolving issues 
such as land titles, the form of 
governance and administration of 
Indigenous areas, and issues related 
to the exploitation of minerals and 
other natural resources. The achieve-
ment of socialism will not mean iso-
lation of Indigenous people, nor will 
it mean assimilation of Indigenous 
people into non-Indigenous 
communities.

The process of achieving and 
constructing the new social system 
will be facilitated by present day 
efforts towards maintaining cus-
tody of lands won under capitalism, 
maintaining Indigenous communi-
ties, gaining increased assistance 
to them and protecting their natural 
environments, resisting attempts to 
privatise parcels of Indigenous lands 
and ensuring that the economic use 
of these lands and other economic 
activities are pursued under a com-
munal rather than capitalist model.

The collective, militant strug-
gle of the Indigenous people against 
racism and oppression and for the 
restoration of their pride creates the 
kind of spirit which will facilitate the 
building of a new society run by and 
for the people in Australia. 

Along class lines

What Socialism offers 
the Indigenous People 
of Australia
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“With commercial business models – 
whether print or broadcast – failing, news-
rooms shrinking, drama budgets dwindling, 
funding the ABC to tell Australian stories 
is more essential than ever”: Jonathan 
Holmes, former host of Media Watch.

The ABC has never been under greater 
attack in its long and storied history than it is 
now. Almost $340 million has been cut from its 
base funding since 2014. Programs have been 
axed, locally produced drama is way down, 
foreign bureaux have been closed and hun-
dreds of years of journalistic experience has 
been lost.

ABC journalists simply doing their job are 
attacked on an almost daily basis by Coalition 
politicians.

On top of funding cuts, “fair and balanced” 
legislation, a steady stream of politically-moti-
vated complaints and inquiries, we now have 
the Liberal Party federal council voting 4:1 in 
favour of selling off the ABC.

But the ABC isn’t theirs to sell. It belongs 
to us, the Australian public, and it’s time to 
start fi ghting back.

Make your voice heard at rallies for the 
ABC in July.

Hosted by ABC Friends, these rallies will 
be the start of a national campaign to defend 
the ABC as an independent and trusted source 
of news, information and entertainment for 
generations of Australians.

Sydney – 2-4 pm, Sunday, July 8 at NSW 
Teachers’ Federation Auditorium, 37 Reservoir 
Street, Surry Hills: Speakers will include Kerry 
O’Brien, Magda Szubanski, Philip Adams and 
Tom Keneally.

Brisbane – 11:30 am, Friday, July 13 at 
ABC Brisbane, South Bank. More details to 
come.

Melbourne – 2-4 pm, Sunday, July 15 at 
Deakin Edge, Federation Square: Speakers 
will include Peter Greste, Jon Faine, Magda 
Szubanski and Margaret Reynolds (ABC 
Friends national president). 

“Dangerous and 
irresponsible”

The Federal Budget’s cut of $127 million 
from the ABC represents a dangerous and irre-
sponsible assault on public broadcasting in 
Australia, the journalists’ union MEAA says.

There are grave implications for audiences 
seeking news and information, and these cuts 

only weaken public broadcasting at the very 
time when commercial broadcasting is strug-
gling due to the challenges of digital disruption 
– particularly for audiences in rural, regional 
and remote Australia.

There are also serious implications for tel-
evision production.

The loss of $43 million in funding to sup-
port news and current affairs is particularly 
short-sighted (this funding expires next year 
and the ABC must re-bid for further funding), 
as the ABC can and must play a crucial role in 
providing high quality public interest journal-
ism in the era of “fake news” and social media 
platforms stripping revenue from commercial 
news media.

MEAA Media director Katelin McInerney 
said: “The potential $43 million cut to dedi-
cated news funding and the freezing of indexed 
funding at a cost of $84 million are crippling 
blows to the ABC and follow years of under-
funding by the Abbott and Turnbull govern-
ments. Including the budget announcement, 
almost $400 million has been cut from ABC 
funding since 2014. ABC base funding has 
been cut in real terms by almost 25 percent 
over the past 30 years.

“These funding cuts have placed enormous 
stress upon the ABC which, was once again 
being asked to do more with less.

“The timing of these cuts could not be 
worse: in the lead-up to a federal election when 
strong journalism to independently scrutinise 
politicians’ claims and counter claims will be 
needed. It is becoming increasingly diffi cult for 
the ABC to deliver original investigative jour-
nalism and local and regional newsgathering 
with these deep cuts to its funding,” McInerney 
said.

The spate of highly-politicised assaults 
on public broadcasting by the government in 
recent years fl ies in the face of calls made to 
restore funding. In February the Senate Select 
Committee into the Future of Public Interest 
Journalism recommended that the government 
must ensure adequate funding for the ABC and 
SBS to ensure they meet their charter obliga-
tions – particularly in rural and regional serv-
ices and fact-checking capacity.

“Right now, the ABC is already seeking 
to cut 20 journalist positions in a proposed 
restructure, cuts that will hurt its local news-
rooms and in turn, starve local communities of 
quality reporting of news stories that matter to 
them. Every time the government announces 

these politically-motivated assaults on the ABC 
it is local communities that suffer.”

MEAA Equity director Zoe Angus warned: 
“These federal government cuts also represent 
a dangerous threat to the creation of original 
Australian television production, particularly 
drama. It is this type of short-sighted and dev-
astating cuts to funding that has spurred the 
Make it Australian campaign. The constant 
slashing of funding by governments endangers 
the ABC’s ability to produce quality Australian 
screen content and fulfi l its important cultural 
role in Australian storytelling.

“Even before last night’s Budget, more 
than $250 million had been cut from the ABC 
since 2014. Over this same period, the ABC’s 
commissioning budgets for adult drama and 
children’s content each dropped by 20 percent. 
Given their important cultural role, the ABC 
must be properly funded and future funding 
must be guaranteed so that productions can be 
developed with certainty,” Angus said.

Independence the key
Ranald Macdonald is a former Managing 

Director of the ABC and editor in chief of The 
Age newspaper. He is an ABC 3LO morning 
presenter and Friend of the ABC.

Those who say that the ABC will be around 
for years to come have their heads truly in a 
world of denial, Macdonald said.

On top of the government’s huge cuts to 
funding, with 1,000 less employed today than 
four years ago, continual harassment and criti-
cism, now the federal Liberal Council meet-
ing in Sydney on June 16 has, on a 2 to 1 vote, 
sought the selling off of the ABC.

Oh, what a happy world it must for com-
mercial media rivals with the government 
ensuring that the ABC is less able to perform 
to the highest standards – and how great the 
expectation of widespread editorial approval 
must be from Cabinet.

Yet, perhaps the public might have the 
fi nal say with its concern about fake news, 
the potential loss of the range of programs 
the ABC is offering, and the domination of 
Murdoch and his loyal minions on what we are 
being presented as news.

There is the importance of ensuring a 
diversity of news sources available in our (cur-
rently) robust democracy.

It is interesting that after 125 pages in their 
[right-wing think tank] IPA-sponsored book 
Against Public Broadcasting (just released) 

promoting selling off of the ABC, the authors 
come to their conclusion that “the single largest 
impediment to privatising the ABC is public 
opinion”.

Brilliant.
But, what about the loss of an independent 

and courageous broadcaster? One that provides 
alternative radio and television programs for 
all Australians in the public interest – not just 
those that make a profi t.

The decision to support selling off of the 
ABC, sadly promoted by the Young Liberals 
(not small ‘l’), is of real concern.

In the last report by the EU Commissioner 
for Human Rights, he states “that countries that 
have popular, well-funded public service broad-
casters encounter less right-wing extremism and 
corruption and have more press freedom.

“However, 
independence is the key”

Communications Minister Senator Fifi eld 
rightly says the government is not bound by 
decisions of the peak federal body of Liberal 
Party delegates, and others will obviously dis-
tance themselves from the vote

But, and, But again.
The vote was 66 percent of over 100 del-

egates from all round Australia and it contin-
ues the trend of the IPA and other right-wing 
critics in trying to bully the ABC into sub-
mission with the astonishingly united support 
from News Limited journalists and committed 
commentators.

As well, Senator Mitch keeps saying that 
all the inquiries and proposed legislation are 
just “good housekeeping”, and that the ABC 
funding will be “adequate”. Some signs for 
ABC Friends defending the ABC, while 
strongly encouraging it to do better, are prom-
ising: very recent surveys conducted by the 
Australia Institute indicate the public wants an 
ABC, which can do its job i.e. more funding 
and less political interference

The Guardian urges readers to attend the 
ABC Friends rallies to indicate to the govern-
ment and the ABC’s critics they are playing 
with fi re, with potentially dire consequences. 
Also, being non-political, to support the ALP in 
its “back the ABC” stance and reminding other 
parties and individual politicians unhappy with 
their own party leadership that those who sup-
port the ABC have a vote!

AND can get our vote. 

Hands off our ABC
Be part of the campaign
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Last Letter to My Son

Nazim Hikmet

… Don’t live in the world as if you

were renting

or here only for summer,

but act as if it was your father’s

house …

Believe in seeds, earth and the sea,

but people above all.

Love clouds, machines, and books,

but people above all.

Grieve

for the withering branch,

the dying star,

and the hurt animal,

but for people above all.

Rejoice in all the earth’s blessings –

darkness and light,

the four seasons,

but people above all.

Fragments
Six poets

Woman Sitting 
at the Machine, 
Thinking

Karen Brodine

language the most basic of industry

to gather our food

to record exchange

to give warning and call for help

to praise courage

it fl ows through our hands and into

metal

they think it doesn’t touch us

a typesetter changes “man” to “person”

will they catch her?

Like You

Roque Dalton

Like you I

love love, life, the sweet smell

of things, the sky-blue

landscape of January days.

And my blood boils up

and I laugh through eyes

that have known the buds of tears.

I believe the world is beautiful

and that poetry, like bread, is for

everyone.

And that my veins don’t end in me

but in the unanimous blood

of those who struggle for life,

love,

little things,

landscape and bread,

the poetry of everyone.
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Prison Islands Will Be Free!

Victor Williams

Prison islands, prisoned eyes of southern oceans,

Robbin Island, Dawson Island, Buru Island,

Can you see the fi res of freedom on the skyline?

Can you feel the beat of victory on the shore?

Now the people move together, arm their anger,

Cuba marching, Mozambique and Timor marching,

Jungles light with blaze of rifl es, fl ash of arrows,

Hands are wrenching breaking every prison door.

Cabral, Mondlane, brave Allende, Boaventura —

They have killed the people’s leaders, they have shot them.

Rio Tinto, Standard Oil and Anaconda

Paid the jailers, bought the killers, sold the gun.

But their words will live beyond them, call the people,

Every race and every language march together:

Cuba marching, Mozambique and Timor marching,

Marching, marching from the night into the sun.

They have hanged them, they have shot the people’s singers,

Singing Mini, Borja Costa, Victor Jara.

Can you hear them, prison islands, hear the surging,

King waves pounding on the beach of liberty?

Stadium jail, Pretoria prison, burning Dili;

Died the singers, but the songs they make are deathless.

Cuba singing, Mozambique and Timor singing

For the day the prison islands will be free!

A Worker Reads History

Bertolt Brecht

Who built the seven gates of Thebes?

The books are fi lled with names of kings.

Was it the kings who hauled the craggy blocks of stone?

And Babylon, so many times destroyed.

Who built the city up each time? In which of Lima’s houses,

That city glittering with gold, lived those who built it?

In the evening when the Chinese wall was fi nished

Where did the masons go? Imperial Rome

Is full of arcs of triumph. Who reared them up? Over whom

Did the Caesars triumph? Byzantium lives in song.

Were all her dwellings palaces? And even in Atlantis of the legend

The night the seas rushed in,

The drowning men still bellowed for their slaves.

Another Day

Pablo Neruda

Pardon me, if when I want

to tell the story of my life

it’s the land I talk about.

It grows in your blood

and you grow.

If it dies in your blood

you die out.

Illustrations by Tom Pearson
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South Korean trade union leader 
Wol-San Liem* speaks to Navid 
Shomali about the continuing 
struggles of the labour movement 
and her hopes for a lasting 
peace in the region

Navid Shomali (NS): Please 
briefl y tell us about your union.

Wol-san Liem: Our union organ-
ises both permanently employed and 
precariously employed – part-time, 
subcontracted etc – workers at public 
institutions, social care workers and 
public and private transport work-
ers. We have almost 200,000 mem-
bers, are affiliated to the Korean 
Confederation of Trade Unions and 
are the largest industrial union in 
South Korea.

NS: How much infl uence does 
the trade union movement possess 
in the Republic of Korea (South 
Korea), in terms of collective bar-
gaining, economic policy and also 
more broadly in terms of the politi-
cal agenda?

WSL: Trade union density is 
only 10 percent in South Korea. 
Less than 5 percent are part of the 
democratic trade union confedera-
tion KCTU.

Of course, there is higher density 
in certain workplaces and industries 
and in the public sector in general. 
The strength, or not, of a union in 
terms of collective bargaining largely 
depends on the particular workplace 
and sector. At national level, KCTU 
affi liates have generally exercised 
their infl uence and power on eco-
nomic and other policy through 
the mobilising of national protests, 
strikes and other forms of collec-
tive action. This has, at times, had 
a strong impact on the direction of 
policy or even which government is 
in power.

For example, KCTU unions 
played a vital role in the candlelight 
uprising that led to the impeachment 
of the previous president in 2016-
17. On the other hand, trade unions 
have never really been recognised as 
“social partners” by the government 
and capital in Korea in the way they 
are in many European countries, 
meaning that our infl uence is always 
dependent on our ability to take col-
lective action in a given moment.

NS: What restrictions exist on 
the activity of trade unions and trade 
unionists in the work place?

WSL: Korean capital is very 
anti-union and uses all sorts of union 

busting techniques, legal and illegal, 
including the formation of yellow 
unions, dismissals and other pres-
sure on workers, even violence. This 
stops some classes of civil servants, 
as well as “owner-operators,” from 
forming trade unions and exercising 
their rights.

Limits and proscriptions are 
placed on what we can bargain about 
in the public sector and also on the 
right to strike per se. For exam-
ple, there are high minimum serv-
ice requirements that have to be met 
during strikes across most of the 
public sector, including transport.

NS: How do you view the cur-
rent South Korean government? 
Does the current administration 
mark a break from past policies that 
might open the way for peace?

WSL: The current government 
of Moon Jae In has re-engaged in 
dialogue with North Korea, which 
was completely cut off under the 
previous president Park Geun Hye. 
While this is a change in position 
from that of the immediate pred-
ecessor in government, it has prec-
edents under the former Kim Dae 
Jung and Noh Moo Hyun govern-
ments. And the current government 
has been quite careful not to rock 
the US-South Korea military alli-
ance, thus representing a continua-
tion from the past.

NS: How do trade unionists in 
South Korea view the presence of 
US troops on the peninsula?

WSL: It is the position of KPTU 
– and of our national centre the 
KCTU – that US troops should be 
withdrawn. They contribute to ten-
sions on the peninsula and in the 
region and also to social problems – 
crime and pollution from their bases.

NS: How far has the US sought 
to interfere in the internal politics of 
South Korea?

WSL: The relationship between 
the US and South Korea could be 
called neo-colonial. The South 
Korea government is dependent on 
the US for military and political 
support.

The US does not really need to 
illegally or overtly interfere as suc-
cessive South Korean leaders have 
looked to the US for approval and 
support. Of course, there was more 
direct interference during the 1980s. 

In addition, the US retains command 
over the South Korean military in 
times of war.

NS: What economic interests 
does the US have in South Korea?

WSL: The US is South Korea’s 
second-largest trading partner and 
South Korea is the sixth-largest US 
trading partner. The two countries 
have an FTA, signed in 2007 and in 
effect since 2012. It eliminates tar-
iffs on goods and provides protec-
tions for transnational corporations.

The US under Trump has been 
eager to gain more access to the 
South Korean agricultural and man-
ufacturing markets while seeking 
to impose barriers on imports from 
South Korea of electronic goods, 
steel and automobiles.

In March of this year a renego-
tiation of the FTA led to more access 
for the US automobile cars industry 
to the South Korean market.

Large corporations such as GM 
and Chevron invest in South Korea. 
South Korea is highly dependent 
on the US for foreign reserves and 
fi nance.

The US military industrial com-
plex has a high stake in the state of 
military tension on the peninsula.

NS: What is the attitude of South 
Korean trade unionists to China’s 
Belt and Road initiative and its call 
for peaceful co-operation?

WSL: This is not an issue that 
has received much debate yet in the 
labour movement in South Korea. 
In general, we are aware of Chinese 
capital’s investment in infrastructure 
throughout the Eurasian continent 
and of the entailing need for solidar-
ity to ensure that workers are treated 
fairly in these projects.

NS: How do you assess the cur-
rent initiatives of the DPRK (North 
Korea) government towards a demil-
itarisation of the peninsula?

WSL: The DPRK appears to 
have moved decisively to a policy 
of denuclearisation in exchange for 
security assurances, the normalisa-
tion of its relationship with the US 
and, eventually, Japan, with the goal 
of economic development.

This has been very helpful in 
enabling North-South and North-US 
dialogue, mitigating very high mili-
tary tensions that persisted until the 
end of last year. Moving towards a 

peace treaty, reduction of tensions, 
denuclearisation of the peninsula 
and disarmament is a good thing 
for workers and common people on 
both sides of the border.

On the other hand, we are con-
cerned that the opening of the South 
Korean economy, North-South eco-
nomic co-operation and investment 
from foreign private capital will 
lead to new social problems, includ-
ing increased wealth disparity and 
labour “fl exibility.”

NS: How dangerous is the long-
term militarisation of East Asia 
(Asia Pacifi c), as has been building 
up over the past decade?

WSL: Confl ict on the Korean 
peninsula is connected to milita-
rism in the entire Asian region. 
Militarisation and territorial confl icts 
are becoming a greater risk. We 
hope that achieving peace in Korea 
will be a starting point for building 
workers’ solidarity for demilitarisa-
tion throughout the region.

NS: As you are aware, Mr 
Trump has reneged on a number 
of international treaties in the past 
18 months. How confi dent can the 
people of Korea be about the US 
respecting the outcome of any agree-
ment reached with DPRK?

WSL: This is obviously a con-
cern for us. It is important that 
movements in South Korea and 
the US, as well as globally, keep 
pressure on the US to honour its 
agreements.

NS: What steps should the US 
take to demonstrate that it is serious 
about the current round of negotia-
tions with DPRK?

WSL: The US should com-
pletely stop joint military exercises 
with South Korea, make clear its 
willingness to quickly sign a peace 
treaty, reach a non-aggression agree-
ment with the DPRK, make con-
crete promises to guarantee North 
Korea’s security by removal of the 
pre-emptive strike policy and policy 
of extended deterrence and make a 
quick and fair timeline for easing 
and then ceasing sanctions.
* Wol-san Liem is International and 
Korean Peninsula Affairs director 
of the Korean Public Service and 
Transport Workers Union (KPTU)
Morning Star 

South Korea

Peace is union business

The KCTU unions played a vital role in the candlelight uprising that led to the impeachment of the previous president – Gwanghwamun square, Seoul.

International
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John Foster

On June 19, the United States 
withdrew from the UN Council 
for Human Rights. The reasons? 
US ambassador to the UN Nikki 
Haley described the council as a 
“cesspool of political bias” and 
criticised its “unceasing hostility 
towards Israel.” US Secretary of 
State Mike Pompeo accused the 
council of “shameless hypocrisy” 
and of “enabling human rights 
abuses by absolving wrongdoers 
by silence.”

The US withdrawal was backed 
by the Israeli Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu, who described 
the council as a “biased, hostile, anti-
Israel organisation that has betrayed 
its mission of protecting human 
rights.”

The EU, on the other hand, 
reasserted its “steadfast commit-
ment to the human rights council.” 
Its spokesperson Maja Kocijancic 
described the US withdrawal as risk-
ing “undermining the role of the 
US as a champion and supporter of 
democracy.”

What, therefore, is the signifi -
cance of this move? Is it another 
short-term, impetuous gesture by the 
Trump administration or something 
longer-term and strategic?

The UN’s oversight of human 
rights has been a problem for the 
United States for some time. The 
council’s predecessor, the UN 
Commission for Human Rights, was 
terminated by Kofi  Annan in 2006 
after prolonged criticism from the 
US.

In 2001, UN members had voted 
the US off the commission after 
President George W Bush failed 
to ratify the Kyoto protocol on cli-
mate change and reactivated the US’ 
nuclear missile shield.

In 2002, the commission had 
tangled with the US over Palestine 
when it recognised, for the occupied 
territories, the “legitimate right of the 
Palestinian people to resist the Israeli 
occupation in order to free its land.” 
The following year, Syria moved for 
the investigation of US war crimes 
in Iraq.

Annan’s reorganisation was 
meant to insulate the new council 
from such pressures. However, Bush 
refused to join the new council, and 
it was not until 2009 that Barack 
Obama restored US membership.

The role of both bodies was, 

and is, the defence of the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights, 
adopted by the UN in 1948. 
Previously, the commission’s mem-
bers had been elected in full session 
by all UN member countries. Post-
2006, the council has been com-
posed of 47 members, each elected 
for three years from fi ve separate 
regional constituencies.

Is the new breach by Trump a 
matter of impulse and irritation, or 
does it mark a more strategic shift?

The council had established an 
inquiry into extreme poverty in the 
US, focusing specifi cally on the 40 
million who live in absolute poverty.

When the special rapporteur 
Philip Alston gave his initial report 
last week, he responded to Haley’s 
“cesspool” comments by drawing 
attention to the raw sewage fl owing 
in the streets of Alabama, “remark-
ably close to the Capitol.”

Haley had previously been gov-
ernor of South Carolina, another 
poor Southern state, and for a long 
period defi antly defended the deci-
sion to fly the flag of the slave-
owning Confederates. Yet there are 
strong reasons for believing that the 

decision to withdraw from the UN 
council is more strategic and there-
fore more dangerous.

They relate to the Trump admin-
istration’s decision to align itself far 
more unilaterally to Saudi Arabia 
and Israel in a bid to reassert physi-
cal control over the Middle East and 
its natural resources.

Two actions by the human rights 
council have rendered this new align-
ment more diffi cult and problematic.

The first was in September 
2017 when the council established 
a committee to investigate what it 
described as a “man-made catas-
trophe” in Yemen: “It is vital that 
those who infl icted such violations 
are held to account.” The commit-
tee is scheduled to report its fi ndings 
in September. Criticism of Saudi 
Arabia, its allies, and arms suppliers 
would seem inevitable.

The second concerns Israel. 
There has been a longstanding anger 
by Israel at a standing item on the 
agenda of all council meetings: “the 
human rights situation in Palestine 
and other occupied Arab territories.”

Following the Gaza shootings 
on May 18, the council voted to 

launch a war crimes investigation – 
condemning the “disproportionate 
and indiscriminate use of force by 
the Israeli occupying forces against 
Palestinian civilians, including in the 
context of peaceful protest, particu-
larly in the Gaza Strip.”

This is also due to report over 
the next 12 months. Combined, 
these two initiatives will provide a 
very inauspicious background to any 
military actions by Israel and Saudi 
Arabia to change the balance of mil-
itary forces in Syria, Iraq, and the 
Gulf.

This would seem to be why the 
US seeks to discredit the UN coun-
cil at an early stage and to claim that 
it is obsessively focused on hostility 
to Israel. However, this claim bears 
little relation to the reality of the 
council’s work.

A cursory examination of its 
current agenda shows that it has 
ongoing investigations into human 
rights abuses in Myanmar, Burundi, 
South Sudan, and the Democratic 
Republic of Congo; that it has just 
published a report on war crimes 
in Eastern Ghouta (Syria); and that 
its recent sessions examined issues 

of displaced persons, the rights of 
women, and issues of sexual orienta-
tion and gender identity.

The action of the US is there-
fore deeply worrying. Whatever res-
ervations socialists may have had in 
the past about the 1948 Universal 
Declaration, particularly its initial 
failure to embrace collective and 
economic rights, it is important to 
defend the role of the human rights 
council today.

The US attack would seem to 
presage a very serious threat to 
world peace in the Middle East, one 
that is linked to a wider assertion of 
US control over strategic resources 
against competing economic blocs.

It is also important ideologically. 
The attack by the US administration 
represents part of its drive to consoli-
date support for a right-wing populist 
world view not just within the US 
but more generally – a world view 
in which the major threats to human 
rights are today posed by countries 
like Venezuela, Cuba, and Nicaragua 
and anyone who questions the rights 
of property and big business.
Morning Star 
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Threats to human rights

Defend, strengthen nation’s health
BRITAIN: The scale of the National Health 
Service 70th anniversary demonstrations 
over the weekend shows the huge level of 
support among the British people for what 
is truly a national institution, and their 
determination to protect it from the rav-
ages of Tory cuts and marketisation.

The principle of a National Health 
Service, providing healthcare as a form of 
collective solidarity from which no-one is 
turned away on the basis of what they can 
afford, is one which trade unions, campaign-
ers and even those who consider themselves 
to be “apolitical” have shown themselves 
willing to defend, on the streets and at the 
ballot boxes.

Defence of our NHS, and reversing the 
funding cuts and partial privatisation imple-
mented by Tory and Tory-Liberal govern-
ments, will be a crucial part of Labour’s 
electoral strategy at the next election.

However defence of the NHS alone is 
not enough.

Aneurin Bevan, founder of the NHS, 

envisaged that it would be progressively 
developed by successive governments, as 
public endeavour proved to be both more 
effi cient and more egalitarian than private 
profi t-making.

A future Labour government must not 
only commit to reversing the attacks on the 
NHS but to further developing its capacity 
to provide for all the healthcare needs of the 
people of Britain.

This vision will involve further devel-
oping both the national coordination and 
the local responsiveness of NHS struc-
tures, ensuring that decision-making oper-
ates according to a national plan based on 
need, while incorporating an element of local 
democratic control, so that those working at 
the coal-face and citizens in each local area, 
have control over their NHS and its respon-
siveness to local needs.

This could replace the current system of 
quasi-market mechanisms which introduce 
perverse incentives into the system, and the 
thorough lack of democratic accountability 

at a local level, to staff or to people who use 
the service.

But the NHS is not the only area where 
this approach of national co-ordination com-
bined with local democratic accountabil-
ity is desperately necessary. Following the 
reforms of the Blair era and the Tory-led 
governments which followed it, our educa-
tion system has been left in a weakened and 
fragmented state.

While schools are subject to an “account-
ability” system which has massively 
increased pointless workload and driven 
teachers out of the classroom in droves, there 
seems little genuine accountability to local 
parents, students or to any kind of national 
plan for education.

Multi-academy companies and national 
academy chains, run on business lines, are 
free to pay their CEOs extortionate salaries 
while a lack of strategic planning and demo-
cratic oversight means such companies can 
collapse overnight or neglect schools to the 
point that they collapse.

At the heart of this, our children are 
being failed while the usual suspects make a 
tidy profi t off the backs of working people.

That is why Labour’s plans for a national 
education service are so important. This 
must be a truly national service, guided by 
a national plan but developed at local level, 
through strong forms of local democratic 
accountability.

Schools, colleges and other education 
institutions, including universities, must 
once again be part of a national strategy to 
deliver the liberatory potential for the people 
of Britain, but must draw in the expertise of 
those that work in them and be truly account-
able to the communities that they serve.

A government that could deliver such 
a national education service would both be 
advancing the current needs of our society 
and building the foundations on which a sim-
ilar approach could be extended much more 
broadly across the economy under socialism.
Morning Star 
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Will not be silenced
The silencing of local government is of 
concern. The Victorian Gay and Lesbian 
Rights Lobby (VGLRL) is calling on 
political parties to protect the right of 
local councils to advocate in the interests 
of their local community when reforms 
to Victoria’s Local Government Act are 
debated in Parliament.

Under the current Local Government Act, 
the role of a council includes advocating in the 
interests of the local community to other com-
munities and governments. However, the gov-
ernment’s proposed new Local Government 
Bill has no specifi c mention of advocating in 
the interests of the local community.

During the recent debate on marriage 
equality in Australia, councils across Victoria 
passed motions to encourage the federal gov-
ernment to support changes to the Marriage 
Act.

Issues such as these do matter to the local 

community and local councils can respond by 
advocating on these issues to other govern-
ments. Local governments are in a position, 
given their closeness to the community, to 
listen to the community and advocate in the 
community’s interests to other governments.

Advocacy on these issues has provided a 
positive message to LGBTI people in the local 
community.

The VGLRL is calling on political parties 
to ensure that specifi c reference to advocat-
ing in the interests of the local community is 
inserted in the Bill.

Dale Park
Co-Convenor VGLRL

Seven years to life
My name is Sarah, I am a grandmother, an 
environmental activist and an offi ce volun-
teer at Greenpeace Australia Pacifi c. I’m 
writing to you today because our freedom 
to speak on environmental issues is under 
attack.

I joined Greenpeace because I always 
admired its direct action campaigns. 
Greenpeace helps to amplify the voices of mil-
lions of people around the world, so that we 
can harness our collective power to support the 
environment. But now, in Australia, charities 
and the people who support them are at risk of 
being silenced.

I’m sure you have heard about the three 
federal government bills that could threaten our 
ability to speak out on important issues.

The one that worries me most is the 
Espionage and Foreign Interference bill. In 
2009 I was part of a 200-person blockade in 
front of Parliament House in Canberra in the 
lead-up to UN climate talks. If these new laws 
had been in place back then, I could have faced 
a 20-year prison sentence as a “saboteur”.

It’s hard to believe that such an attack on 
our democratic rights could happen here – I 
want my grandchildren to grow up with the 
freedom to protest peacefully. I want them to 
be able to speak out on the issues they care 
about, without fear of going to prison.

What exactly does the Espionage Bill mean 
for activists like me? Here are just a few exam-
ples of the impacts it could have:

If I am peacefully protesting by blockading 
a coal export from leaving Australia, I could 
be considered to be a “saboteur” and face 20 
years in prison;

If I am peacefully occupying a politician’s 
offi ce about international issues such as climate 
agreements, I could face up to three years in 
prison;

Just for planning a protest on 
Commonwealth property I could face a seven 
year penalty; and

It means whistleblowers could face penal-
ties of up to life imprisonment.

That’s why we must hold our govern-
ment to account and ensure they do their job 
of caring for land, water, people and climate, 
instead of pandering to the demands of their 
mates in the coal industry. Your voice matters 
– imagine not being able to use it.

We’ve shown over and over that the 

collective action of citizens can defeat even the 
most powerful corporations. The Franklin Dam 
blockade in the 1980s was a perfect example of 
how peaceful protest can win victories for the 
environment. Ordinary people like us managed 
to stop a huge hydro-electric dam being built in 
South-West Tasmania.

I come to Greenpeace two days a week to 
help in the offi ce and I’m aware of the hard 
work and commitment of everyone here. I 
admire the fact that Greenpeace is totally 
independent and doesn’t accept any govern-
ment or corporate funding. This means that 
we can boldly confront any organisation that 
is harming our planet without fear of confl ict 
of interest. I know that we are strong enough 
to overcome this because so many courageous 
people have already taken action:

Thousands have contacted Bill Shorten’s 
offi ce, demanding that he opposes the bills;

Community groups have taken to their 
local towns to put up posters, asking Labor to 
keep to its promise of being an ally to advo-
cacy groups.

Standing up to protect our Earth is not a 
crime. Protesting to stop a coal mine being 
built next to the Great Barrier Reef should not 
be illegal. Having conversations about how we 
can help keep our planet healthy, end human 
rights abuses and defend our democracy is not 
a felony. The only corruption I can see here is 
the government trying to silence us.

Sarah, 
Greenpeace Volunteer

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010
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BRITAIN: July 25 this year marks the 80th 
anniversary of the start of the last great 
battle of the Spanish civil war – and what 
many now regard as the fi rst battle of the 
second world war.

The Battle of the Ebro saw International 
Brigades, that great anti-fascist army of vol-
unteers from around the world, “cover itself in 
glory,” as Ay Carmela, the famous battle-song 
declares.

Ninety British Battalion members lost 
their lives in the battle. They helped lead the 
Spanish Republic’s offensive across the Ebro 
on July 24, 1938 and were on the front line for 
most of the next two months.

Their names are inscribed on a memorial 
that hangs in the Marx Memorial Library’s 
memorial garden in London.

The plaque is in three pieces – it was 
smashed by Spanish neo-fascists soon after 
it was unveiled in 2005 near Gandesa. It was 
immediately replaced, but the original was 
shipped to London and unveiled in 2016 by 
Labour’s shadow foreign secretary Emily 
Thornberry.

Among the International Brigade veter-
ans present when the plaque was unveiled in 
Spain was the legendary Jack Jones, Liverpool 

docker and leader of the Transport and General 
Workers’ Union (now part of Unite). He had 
been wounded during fi ghting at the Ebro.

Jones’s participation in that epic battle and 
his lifelong efforts to keep the memory of his 
comrades in Spain alive underline the strong 
ties between the International Brigade volun-
teers and Britain’s labour movement.

Most of the 2,500 volunteers from Britain 
and Ireland were labour movement mem-
bers and activists. Leading fi gures visited the 
British Battalion in Spain including Labour 
leader Clem Attlee, who had one of the battal-
ion’s companies named after him.

Jones would always lament the tragic loss 
of life among the British volunteers – 526 were 
killed during the war in Spain – saying that 
many would have returned home to play dis-
tinguished roles in the labour movement.

Fortunately, many did survive, for exam-
ple nurse Thora Silverthorne, daughter of a 
South Wales miner. She went on to found the 
fi rst trade union for nurses, now part of Unison 
and, as a leading light in the Socialist Medical 
Association, was one of the architects of the 
NHS.

Shortly before his death last year Rodney 
Bickerstaffe wrote that one of the lessons of 

the Spanish civil war was to show that there is 
a time to fi ght in a foreign war, just as there is 
a time not to.

Another lesson was that it’s better to trust 
the decent values of working people – in 
this case those brave men and women of the 
International Brigades – than their deceitful 
and self-interested rulers.

Bickerstaffe’s words especially ring 
true when applied to the Battle of the Ebro. 
Fighting raged against the backdrop of great 
powers manoeuvring, as Europe edged closer 
to all-out war.

At Munich in September 1938 
Conservative prime minister Neville 
Chamberlain, who had already betrayed Spain 
by imposing an arms embargo on the Spanish 
Republic, sacrifi ced Czechoslovakia to the fas-
cist dictators.

By November much of the Republic’s 
army had been crushed at the Ebro by the fas-
cists’ overwhelming superiority in arms. Hitler 
and Mussolini saw to that, pouring aeroplanes, 
munitions and men into the fray. General 
Francisco Franco’s final victory was only 
months away.

Research in the photo archives of the 
Imperial War Museum has shown that some of 

the very same Luftwaffe planes that bombed 
and strafed the British International Brigaders 
at Ebro were soon fl ying over the skies of 
southern England during the Battle of Britain 
in 1940.

The volunteers in Spain warned 
Chamberlain that the fascist beast could not be 
appeased.

They were ignored, not least because 
much of the British establishment preferred to 
see enemies only on the left, in this case the 
reformist elected government of the Spanish 
Republic and its only major military ally the 
Soviet Union.

The International Brigades failed to stop 
Franco. But their stand against fascism and 
their story of heroism and sacrifi ce still shine 
as beacons in labour movement and radical 
history.

Today, the work of the International 
Brigade Memorial Trust receives generous sup-
port from trade unions.

They recognise that the spirit of anti-fas-
cism and international solidarity shown by the 
International Brigades are inspirational values 
that must be passed on to new generations.

¡No pasarán! They shall not pass!
Morning Star 

Anti-fascist lessons
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Annual commemoration of International Brigadiers by members of the Scottish Socialist Party.
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Pride month ends this week (June 
28) and today the LGBTQ com-
munity commemorates the 49th 
anniversary of the Stonewall 
Rebellion, the confrontation 
with police in New York City’s 
Greenwich Village that sparked 
the modern gay rights movement.

With the announcement yes-
terday that Supreme Court Justice 
Anthony Kennedy is retiring, 
LGBTQ people across the country 
are awaiting to see whom President 
Trump will nominate to replace 
him. Though a conservative justice, 
Kennedy supplied the swing vote for 
many progressive victories, includ-
ing the ruling that legalised same-
sex marriage three years ago and 
the Lawrence ruling that overturned 
sodomy laws in 2003. It is not a 
happy note to end Pride month 2018.

But no matter whom Trump 
nominates to the court or what kind 
of reversals could lay ahead, one 
thing is certain: The struggle for 
LGBTQ equality will go on, just as it 
has for nearly a half-century. Pride is 
something to be celebrated by more 
than just the LGBTQ community, 
though. It is a commemoration of 
the fi ght for civil rights and against 
police repression.

Leading up to the Stonewall 
events of June 28, 1969, many had 
been fi ghting against anti-homosex-
ual laws. While Stonewall was per-
haps a sea change in the strength of 
the movement, the struggle for gay 
equality had been around for years.

Gay bars had long been illegal 
in most localities, and in New York, 
any place where three or more homo-
sexuals gathered was considered 
a gay bar and subject to losing its 
liquor licence. Such rules added to 
an already homophobic society. The 
Mattachine Society of New York, 
a gay rights organisation founded 

in the 1950s, and the American 
Civil Liberties Union challenged 
this unconstitutional law head on. 
Though no lawsuit was ever fi led, 
the news coverage of the challenge 
forced the city to legalise gay bars. 
(Among the Mattachine Society’s 
founders was Communist Harry 
Hay.)

What still remained was police 
entrapment and repression. Vice cops 
would go to the newly legal gay bars 
and arrest patrons, treating them as 
prostitutes. Between pressure from 
judges, whose schedules were being 
overwhelmed with these cases, and 
from the community, the police com-
missioner announced that this policy 
would end.

However, as the events of June 

28, 1969, showed, the issue of police 
targeting of gay bars was far from 
over. In a summer fl urry of bar raids, 
focused on gay, Black, and Hispanic 
bars, the police charged that the 
Stonewall Inn was violating liquor 
control laws. At 3am, eight plain-
clothed police offi cers entered the 
bar and ushered patrons out. As raids 
had become a common event, most 
peacefully walked out and waited for 
their friends.

The mood shifted, though, when 
a police wagon drove up. The raiding 
offi cers forced two bar employees 
and four patrons into the wagon. The 
patrons realised that this was not the 
same as the other raids they had been 
through. As a result, people started 
throwing things at the wagon as it 

drove away. The crowd grew more 
and more angry, and the items being 
thrown became bigger.

Violence broke out between 
police, who had stationed themselves 
inside the bar, and protesters. The 
police response was to beat protest-
ers and threaten to shoot.

The protests continued on and 
off for a number of days. The crowd 
at the June 29 demonstration, the 
morning following the raid, was esti-
mated to be in the thousands.

On July 2, the demonstrations 
turned more violent, with the police 
using their nightsticks indiscrimi-
nately against the crowd. Those out 
in support of gay rights were left 
battered, bruised, and bloody in the 
streets.

The signifi cance of Stonewall 
is not the violence, though. It was 
the fi rst time that there was active 
resistance against the persecu-
tion of homosexuals. While the 
LGBTQ rights movement stretches 
back much earlier than June 1969, 
the Stonewall Rebellion set off a 
new militancy and openness to the 
movement.

Starting in 1970, marches have 
been held every year to mark that 
shift, and the entire month of June 
has been set aside as a time to be 
proud of the past, present, and future 
of the LGBTQ movement.
People’s World 
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Continued from page 1
“It makes it much more dangerous to 

protest against things that have an economic 
impact, like the Adani coalmine, because, if 
these bills pass, there will be sweepingly broad 
new defi nitions of what counts as national 
security, what counts as Australia’s economic 
interests and what counts as our international 
reputation, and, if you fall foul of those very 
broad defi nitions, you could fi nd yourself in 
jail, because you will have breached espionage 
laws in this country, which are usually consid-
ered some of the most serious offences that 
there can be,” Bandt warned.

“Many, many people have spoken up about 
these bills and said not only that these bills are 
unnecessary but that they take us a step further 
down the road of becoming the kind of society 
that these bills are meant to protect us from,” 
Bandt said.

“When it comes to putting people in jail 
because they dared to speak up to a govern-
ment, we should tread very, very carefully in 
this place. A very strong case needs to be made 
before we criminalise what most people would 
think is an everyday right of free speech.

“To go to a protest against a company 
doing something that you don’t like, even if it 
potentially embarrasses Australia, to stand up 
to something that Australia is doing either by 
itself or with another country, even if it might 
embarrass Australia, or to say that a govern-
ment needs to be held to account, even if it 
might be seen to be harming our international 
interests, is something that most people in this 
country would think is a fundamental right. It’s 
what marks out democracies from other forms 
of society,” Bandt warned.

Education Minister Senator Birmingham 
told the Senate it would, “strengthen criminal 
offences targeting espionage, offi cial secrets, 
sabotage, treason and other offences against 
the government. And, it will introduce, for the 
fi rst time, new offences targeting foreign inter-
ference and economic espionage by foreign 
actors.”

The legislation applies to “all information, 
and not just information that is security clas-
sifi ed or that relates to Australia’s security or 
defence,” Birmingham said.

“The Bill will also introduce a new offence 
criminalising economic espionage, or the theft 
of trade secrets for a foreign actor. This offence 
will combat the increasing threat of data theft, 
business interruption and economic espio-
nage undertaken at the direction of foreign 
governments.”

Does this mean the government will jail 
those working at Pine Gap and the US offi cials 
who receive the data that is used in military 
and commercial espionage? Not likely!

“The foreign interference offences capture 
covert, deceptive or undisclosed conduct that 
is intended to serve the intelligence purposes 
of a foreign actor, harm Australia’s national 
security or advance the interests of a foreign 
actor by either infl uencing the exercise or per-
formance of any democratic or political right in 
Australia or by an Australian, or infl uencing a 
Commonwealth, State or Territory political or 
government process.”

The penalty is up to 20 years in jail.
It is quite broad in its application, extend-

ing to the use of force, violence or intimidation 

to interfere with Australian democratic or polit-
ical rights.

“I think the starting principle should be: 
you are entitled to dissent against a govern-
ment; you are entitled to hold a government 
to account; and you are entitled to do things 
that the government may even say are against 
the country’s interests – if what you’re doing is 
trying to uphold human rights, if what you’re 
doing is to trying to make sure climate change 
doesn’t devastate us, and if what you’re doing 
is trying to make sure there is some account-
ability and integrity in parliament,” Bandt said.

The Law Council of Australia raised a 
number of signifi cant concerns in its submis-
sion to the Parliamentary Joint Committee on 
Intelligence and Security, some of which were 
addressed and included in amendments to the 
bills. In particular it:
• “queries the effectiveness of the Bill in 

achieving its stated aim of providing 
‘transparency for the Australian 
Government and Australian public about 
the forms and sources of foreign infl uence 
in Australia’

• “is concerned that the broad scope of the 
measures may unduly impact those that 
have no intention to disrupt Australian 
democracy and sovereignty, while lacking 
the ability to curb the types of infl uential 

behaviour that is of identifi able concern.”
These broad measures in the original bill 

would have roped in whistleblowers, aid work-
ers and other not-for-profi t workers, journal-
ists. The government claims this has been 
addressed in the amendments. But with no time 
for scrutiny or public debate, we are expected 
to take Porter’s word. Australian corporations 
and MPs are also exempt.

Call-out of Military
A third bill was introduced last week, the 

Defence Amendment Bill 2018. The ADF Call 
Out Bill, as it is also referred to, will make 
it easier for states and territories to request 
Australian Defence Force (ADF) support and 
to expand and simplify the force’s powers 
to search, seize and control movement at the 
event of a terrorist attack or domestic security 
incidents and threats.

The bill is based on recommendations of 
the Defence Counter-Terrorism Review, which 
was conducted in 2017.

“Defence has already strengthened the 
practical support it provides to state and ter-
ritory police since the outcomes of the review 
were announced in July last year,” Defence 
Minister Marise Payne said.

The bill is broad in scope, clearly going 
beyond addressing any would-be terrorism. 

The military can be called on to assist with 
“co-ordinated acts of violence or other domes-
tic incidents that threaten the security and lives 
of Australians, Payne said.

“Defence has also expanded the capacity 
and capability of supporting ADF teams on call 
to assist police to respond to domestic secu-
rity incidents and threats when requested by the 
states and territories.”

At the same time police forces around 
Australia are being equipped with military-
style weapons.

There are many dangers inherent in these 
developments with an increasing tendency 
towards the militarisation of civil society and 
potential for the use of heavier weaponry. Such 
developments could result in heavier casualties 
with terrorists attempting to match the ADF 
and police.

Damien Cave writing in the New York 
Times (30-01-2018), noted that, “lawyers’ 
groups, human rights organisations, journal-
ists and government watchdogs have all crit-
icised the new rules as so far-reaching that 
they threaten to make Australia more like the 
authoritarian regimes it aims to resist.”

“It’s giving government a hell of a lot 
of power, and it’s dangerous,” said Elaine 
Pearson, the Australia director for Human 
Rights Watch. 
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