
NO WAGE FREEZE!
NO JOBS LOST!

Anna Pha

It is a sign of things to come 
as the federal and state gov-
ernments face mounting def-
icits and debts. The federal 
government has already fro-
zen the wages of its employ-
ees. Employers are also on 
the front foot with demands 
for no increase to the mini-
mum wage at the Fair work 
Commission’s (FWC) Annual 
Wage Review.

The Australian Industry Group 
(AiG) of employers trots out the 
usual capitalist myth that wage 
rises cost jobs in their submission. 
The cutting of penalty rates did not 
produce additional jobs as promised 
by employers and the government. 
But it did shrink the purchasing 
power and living standards of those 
who had their wages cut.

“Awarding a minimum wage 
increase in this year’s review 
would not be in anyone’s interests 
– certainly not in the interests of 
low-skilled workers who would be 
much more likely to lose their jobs, 
or in the interests of the hundreds 
of thousands of workers who have 
joined the dole queues. Over the 
months ahead, during the recovery 
from the pandemic, the priority 
needs to be on assisting businesses 
to retain as many employees as pos-
sible and encouraging businesses to 
take on employees,” Innes Willox, 
the AiG CEO said.

This move hardly constitutes a 
contribution to the consensus and 
cooperation between employers, 
government and trade unions that 
the government has proposed. It 
demonstrates clearly that employ-
ers will not abandon their class 
interests. They will never let up in 
their short-sighted drive to reduce 
wages and working conditions in 
the pursuit of maximum profi ts.

WAGE FREEZES ARE 
CONTRACTIONARY

ACTU secretary Sally McManus 
responded to the AiG’s demands 
for a wage freeze: “Business has 
consistently opposed real wage 
increases for working people – now 
they are advocating a real terms 
pay cut,” she said.

“Undermining wage growth 

makes economic recovery harder 
and hurts our communities.”

The Fair Work Commission’s 
decision is due by the end of June 
and will directly aff ect around 2.2 
million workers.

The government has put more 
money into workers’ pockets with 
cash payments, JobKeeper and the 
doubling of JobSeeker. It did so to 
stimulate the economy, to increase 
demand for goods and services.

Australia is sliding into a deep 
recession. Contractionary policies 
such as reducing wages will only 
deepen that economic crisis by 
reducing demand.

JOBS ON THE LINE
Members of the National Ter-

tiary Education Union (NTEU) 
decided to hold a social distancing 
protest on 28th May to demand 
urgently needed support for uni-
versities. They have been hit hard 
with the loss of thousands of fee-
paying international students as a 
result of the pandemic.

“The entire university com-
munity is in shock that the federal 
government has abandoned higher 
education during this crisis. It is 
hard not to see the federal govern-
ment’s actions as wilful neglect. 
The JobKeeper rules have been 
deliberately adjusted three times 
to prevent universities from being 
eligible, despite the fact that 21,000 
jobs nationally hang in the balance,” 
said Dr Melissa Slee, Victorian state 
secretary of the NTEU.

An agreement between the uni-
versities and the NTEU for a pay 
cut to save jobs fell through and 
the sackings have started. 

INSULTING
The NSW government is no 

longer applauding the heroic 
frontline workers who are risking 
their lives to save ours during the 
COVID-19 pandemic. Last week 
(3rd June) it attempted to pass a 
bill for a 12-month wage freeze for 
public sector workers. The bill failed 
to pass in the Upper House, but 
the government has not given up.

It now plans to use the Indus-
trial Relations Commission – “the 
independent umpire” – to get what 
Parliament knocked back. It is 
threatening job losses if that fails.

The proposal for a wage freeze 

was met with widespread anger and 
condemnation from its employees 
and the public, so much so that 
Treasurer Dominic Perrottet fol-
lowed up with an insulting $1,000, 
one-off  payment. Not surprisingly 
it got the response it deserved.

The state employees had 
expected a 2.5 per cent pay increase 
as per their agreement with the 
government. Instead, the wages 
of public sector workers would be 
frozen for twelve months – in other 
words, a reduction in real wages. 
The government hoped to rip $3 
billion out of their pockets.

The decision would have 
aff ected 400,000 workers includ-
ing nurses, paramedics, teachers, 
early childhood educators, public 
servants, fi refi ghters, state public 
transport workers, amongst others.

“EMPTY WORDS”
The paramedics were quick to 

respond. They began refusing to bill 
patients on Monday 1st June. Mem-
bers of the Nurses and Midwives 
Association (NSWNMA) began a 
series of rolling protests outside 
Parliament House the next day.

“For months we have put our 

health and our lives on the line in 
the COVID-19 pandemic, prior to 
that we worked through months 
of fi res and then fl oods. Standing 
alongside our colleagues we have 
been at the frontline of all these 
crises,” the paramedics union 
said in a message to its members. 
“Despite this, all the NSW govern-
ment has for us is empty words.”

NSW Nurses and Midwives 
Association (NSWNMA) Gen-
eral Secretary, Brett Holmes, said 
members were frustrated by the 
hollow thankyous from Treasurer 
Dominic Perrottet and Premier 
Gladys Berejiklian.

More than sixty branches of the 
NSWNMA took action. In Sydney, 
they surrounded state Parliament, 
while practicing social distancing.

“Despite bullying attempts 
by the Treasurer, trying to buy-
off  nurses and midwives with a 
$1,000 payment, our members are 
steadfast against this callous public 
sector wage freeze,” Holmes said.

UNITY VITAL
The government had originally 

indicated that frontline COVID-19 
workers would be exempt from the 

wage reduction but later went quiet 
on its promise, and then went back 
on its word at the end of May.

By sending it to the Industrial 
Relations Commission, Berejik-
lian will attempt to distance the 
government from the decision. It 
is impossible to predict the Com-
mission’s decision. But one possible 
outcome might be a freeze exclud-
ing frontline workers – possibly 
not handing down the full 2.5 per 
cent they should receive. It might 
even award the one-off  $1,000 that 
was on the table alongside a freeze.

Other public sector workers 
face a freeze. Commissions always 
take into account the economy and 
jobs, in particular they adopt the 
capitalist myth that wage rises 
cost jobs.

Maximum unity between public 
sector employees is required with a 
united campaign against the wage 
freeze, not just in support of all 
frontline workers, but all public 
sector employees. It deserves the 
support of all trade unions, left and 
progressive political parties and the 
wider community. There should be 
no sackings, no reduced hours and 
no wage cuts. 
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NO CHARGES 
FOR SMETHURST; 
OTHERS NOT SO 

LUCKY
News Corp Journalist Annika Smethurst, whose 

story exposed “a secret government proposal to expand 
domestic intelligence activities,” will not be charged 
by the Australian Federal Police (AFP), according to 
The Sydney Morning Herald.

Following her story published in 2018, the AFP 
raided Smethurst’s home in June 2019, which led to 
her mounting a High Court challenge. The challenge 
was a success but not because the warrant violated 
any journalistic rights but because it “misstates the 
substance of s 79(3) of the Crimes Act 1914” and didn’t 
“state the off ence to which it relates with suffi  cient 
precision,” among other technical issues. 

Following the ruling, the AFP decided not to pursue 
charges with Deputy Commissioner Ian McCartney 
stating that the police had already gone through the 
material and found that “there was insuffi  cient evidence 
to progress the investigation.”

The decision not to pursue charges also extends to 
former intelligence offi  cial Cameron Gill whose home 
was raided last September because the government 
alleged that he was the source of the Smethurst’s leak.

Commenting on the end of the investigation, Law 
Council of Australia president Pauline Wright said that 
“The law continues to leave journalists and media or-
ganisations exposed to possible police investigation 
and prosecution.”

This is undoubtedly true for ABC journalists Dan 
Oakes and Sam Clarke.

Oakes and Clarke, the team behind The Afghan 
Files, are “still under active investigation,” According 
to McCartney, for the leak of classifi ed documents that 
informed their series of reports. 

One has to wonder how much infl uence News Corp 
was able to exert on the ruling of Smethurst’s challenge, 
a privilege Oakes and Clarke won’t have as employees 
of the ABC, an institution continuously under fi re by 
Australia’s right wing.

The topic of journalistic freedom has been covered 
extensively by the bourgeois press, and it is a freedom 
that The Workers’ Weekly Guardian, and the CPA, also 
holds in high regard. However, lost in this conversation 
seems to be any discussion about accountability.

What repercussions are there for those offi  cers in 
charge that wrote malformed, and thus unissuable, 
warrants? Probably none.

The question of accountability is an incredibly 
important one to ask, especially in light of the riots 
over George Floyd’s death at the hand of Minneapolis 
police offi  cer Derek Chauvin. In the States, the lack 
of accountability has led to riots all over the country. 
The situation is perhaps worse in our own country of 
Australia where the death of many Indigenous people 
at the hands of the police goes unreported. 

Law enforcement is allowed repeatedly to break 
the law in order to achieve their ends, without con-
sequences, and even Smethurst’s case is a testament 
to this. According to The Sydney Morning Herald, 
despite “police actions [being] unlawful on technical 
grounds,” they were not stopped from using the mate-
rial they gathered. Thus, the work of the investigators 
could continue regardless of the actions they took to 
further their case.

It is clear as day that the system will protect law 
enforcement even when they themselves abuse the law. 
Smethurst had her career and life on the line; the cops 
had nothing to gamble away.

The discussion around police accountability is not 
as prominent here as it is in the States, but it defi nitely 
should be. Instead of looking across the Pacifi c, we 
need to start at home. We need to make sure that law 
enforcement agencies cannot get away with doing as 
they please in order to “get the job done.” Because the 
reality is that the only way our journalistic freedom, 
among our other liberties, is worth anything, is if there 
are consequences for those who violate them.
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The Communist Party USA joins with the people 
of Minneapolis in demanding the immediate 
arrest and prosecution of the cops responsi-
ble for the murder of George Floyd.

The horrifying eight-minute evidence, streamed 
around the world, is clear and undisguisable. It reveals 
that the murder of George Floyd was a public execution 
by the police. The refusal to immediately make arrests 
has understandably sparked rage in Minneapolis and 
around the country. Once again, “I can’t breathe” has 
become the battle cry of millions. Make no mistake, 
the protests will continue until justice is done.

Minneapolis’s rebellion is the fault not of the 
protestors but of the system of institutionalised racism 
and violence that allows such atrocities to occur in the 
fi rst place. These racist murders are occurring over 
and over, “alive and in living color,” and most often 
without prosecution – it’s a wonder more rebellions 
haven’t occurred.

Donald Trump’s irresponsible threat to “shoot 
the looters” is as contemptuous as it is predictable. 
We recall with disgust his threat to order troops 
to shoot immigrants on the US/Mexico border. 
Indeed, threats of violence are a regular part of his 
tool kit. In fact, he openly encourages police forces 
to manhandle those arrested. It is Trump who is 
the thug-in-chief.

Trump’s use of racism as a central organising 
tool will only end with his defeat in November. But 
the country cannot wait to address the epidemic 
of racist violence. Congress, state legislatures, city 
councils, labour leaders, clergy, and representatives 
of community organisations of every stripe across the 
country must address the crisis. The time is way past 
due for community control of the police. In the fi rst 
place, neo-Nazi, KKK, and other neo-fascist elements 
must be driven out of police departments around the 
country. Investigate that! In addition, our country 
needs a radical reform of policing.

Compounding the routine violence against African 
Americans is the impact of COVID-19 on working-
class communities of colour in all aspects. They are 
the ones dying in inordinate proportions. They are 
the fi rst to serve on the front lines and, like in any 
war, the fi rst to die.

We call on our members and friends to join the 
protests for justice in every way possible and to make 
justice for George Floyd part of every demonstration 
going forward.

Our hearts, prayers, and solidarity go out to George 
Floyd’s family and to Floyd himself, who cried out 
for his deceased mother while a thug sat on his neck. 
We say, rise up and protest. We join with millions 
demanding justice now!

Communist Party USA Statement

RISE UP AND PROTEST 
THE MURDER OF 
GEORGE FLOYD!

Sydney Vigil

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

5:30 pm Wednesday June 17
Sydney Martin Place – Outside of US Consulate Offi ce

PRESS FUND
You may have noticed that the Guardian is back in print? We know from the phone calls 
that subscribers have missed the print edition. For many people nothing compares with 
holding a paper in your hands. But printing the paper costs money. All contributions to 
the Press Fund assist, no matter how large or small.
Many thanks to this week’s contributors:
Dr G Dittura $30.00, E Seymour $25, Digireb $25.00, C Lesses $30
This week’s total: $110.00 Cumulative total: $1,495.00
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Eileen Whitehead

How much longer is white Australia 
going to get away with acts of sheer, 
unadulterated barbarism unleashed 
on anything associated with the cul-
ture of the original Indigenous own-
ers of the land? It is appalling that the 
destruction of such an exceptionally 
important archaeological site – and 
more importantly – cultural site dat-
ing back 46,000 years, has scarcely 
been mentioned on our news media. 
Compare this with the international 
hue and cry in 2001 when UNESCO 
called an emergency meeting of the 
UN Security Council after the Islamic 
State destroyed the 9th century Ner-
gal Gate in Mosul. 

A cynical refl ection might be that this 
act of bastardry has been done under cover 
of the coronavirus pandemic.

It should be noted here that Rio Tinto 
did facilitate the archaeological dig in 2014, 
which proved the astonishing age of the 
site at the Juukan Gorge caves, something 
they perhaps regretted in 2020. The caves 
proved Aboriginal existence since the Ice 
Age, and archaeological fi ndings discovered 
a macropod fi bula approximately 28,000 
years-old, as well as a 4,000 year old length 
of plaited human hair, woven with strands 
from the heads of several diff erent people 
which revealed DNA links with current Puutu 
Kunti Kurrama and Pinikura (PKKP) – the 
traditional owners living today. 

Archaeologist Dr Michael Slack said it 
was a once-in-a-lifetime discovery. There 
had been an earlier one-metre test dig, 
conducted in 2008, which dated the site at 
around 20,000 years old, but the salvage 
expedition uncovered a “very signifi cant site” 
with more than 7,000 artefacts collected, 
including grid stones that were 40,000 years 
old, thousands of bones from middens which 
showed changes in fauna as the climate 
changed, and sacred objects.

The fl at fl oor of the cave had allowed for 
soil and sand to build up, creating a layer 
almost two metres deep whilst most archaeo-
logical digs in the Pilbara hit rock at thirty 
centimetres. Most signifi cantly, the archaeo-
logical records did not disappear during the 
last Ice Age. Most inland archaeological sites 
in Australia show that people moved away 
during the Ice Age between 23,000 and 
19,000 years ago, as the country dried up 
and water sources dried up. Archaeological 
evidence from Juukan Gorge suggests it was 

occupied throughout. Slack stated that “it 
was the sort of site you do not get very often, 
you could have worked there for years,” and 
added, “How signifi cant does something 
have to be, to be valued by wider society?” 
He should have said “White” society.

A little history of the events leading up 
to this catastrophe might be pertinent here.

In 2013, the Barnett state government 
gave Rio Tinto permission, under Section 
18 of the Aboriginal Heritage Act (1972) to 
conduct excavation, destruction or damage 
to this Pilbara site. This Act was framed in 
1972 solely in order to favour mining pro-
ponents, which is why it states that once 
Section 18 notice is granted no subsequent 
archaeological information is admissible. 
Something of which all mining corporations 
would be well aware. The PKKP traditional 
owners have always questioned the intran-
sigence of this Act, and it would appear that 

Section 18 is a legal loophole conveniently 
placed to allow such acts of vandalism as 
being “within the law.”

The Act has, since 2018, been under 
review by the McGowan government, and 
after a tragedy of such enormous propor-
tions, it is regrettable that the review was 
not fi nalised. It is obviously “out of date, 
ineffi  cient and ineff ective,” as opined by the 
WA Aboriginal Aff airs Minister, Ben Wyatt 
at the time. Unfortunately, the review proc-
ess had currently been delayed due to the 
COVID-19 restrictions: or that is what we 
have been led to believe.

In a recent radio interview with Peter 
Stone (with no participation from Rio 
Tinto) Ken Wyatt’s reaction was “disap-
pointment,” supporting Rio Tinto’s close 
working with traditional owners, but sad 
that to date two cultural sites had been 
destroyed. Replying to Stone’s query as 
to who gave permission for this destruc-
tion, he could only reply it seems to have 
been a mistake. He vaguely stated, “there 
was something missing in respect to the 
original decision, and a lack of involvement 
with the traditional owners which should 
be standard practice.”

Apparently, the traditional owners rang 
him at the eleventh hour, and he duly notifi ed 
the lawyer (no name given) to make contact 
with the Commonwealth, which obviously 
did not eventuate. This should be investi-
gated. Asked by Stone if he had followed 
up, Wyatt replied that he was waiting for the 
lawyer to get back. Surely, in this instance 
and as an Indigenous person himself, it was 
imperative that he should have been more 
active, especially knowing how important 

this site was and also knowing how mining 
companies behave? 

Another aspect in the review of the Abo-
riginal Heritage Act (1972) is that the new 
legislation will provide options to appeal or 
amend agreements to allow/disallow for the 
destruction of heritage sites. Meaning that 
there would be provision for agreements 
between traditional owners and mining 
companies to allow for processing any new 
information. This legislation would also pro-
vide options for appeal should either party 
not be compliant with the agreement. It is 
interesting to note that Rio Tinto, though 
broadly supportive, still wanted consent 
orders already granted under the current 
system carried over, also demanding that 
rights of appeal be fi xed and not subject to 
extensions.

So what happens now? Can a company 
who, in 2018, paid out $30 billion to its 
shareholders and whose board of directors 
contains non-Australians who have worked 
for Statoil (now Equinor), Royal Shell, 
Lloyds, Chevron, PetroChina, Macquarie, 
AMP, JP Morgan, the IMF, HSBC, Neptune, 
and Schlumberger, as well as a Secretary 
to the Cabinet of John Howard, have any 
understanding or appreciation of the value 
of a cultural heritage site to the oldest living 
peoples on the planet?

This disgraceful act, for which Rio Tinto 
“apologises,” should be investigated at the 
highest levels of our government. It must not 
be glossed over and buried. We need some 
investigative archaeology initiated in the Law 
Courts in order to assure our Indigenous 
Australians that they have our respect and 
deepest sympathy for this outrageous act. 

Australia

RIO TINTO BASTARDRY 
IN THE PILBARA
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INQUIRY A SHAM
Anna Pha

A Senate Committee inquiry into 
domestic violence closed three months 
ahead of schedule, incredibly without 
calling for submissions or holding 
public hearings. It didn’t even issue 
a media release.

The Senate called the inquiry on 26th 
February, just one week after the horrifi c 
murder of Hannah Clarke and her three 
children. It had until 13th August to report.

It released a majority report, supported 
by the three Labor Party members, the two 
Liberal Party members and the one Australian 
Greens member. Rex Patrick, Centre Alli-
ance, issued a dissenting, minority report.

Women’s advocacy groups, the Law 
Council and many others were stunned by 
the unexpected and premature closure of 
the inquiry. They were even more shocked 
to read it. The majority report did not fulfi l 
the requirements of the terms of reference.

The terms of reference were quite clear: 
they were to report “on domestic violence 
with particular regard to violence against 
women and their children.”

The Australian Greens had supported the 
holding of the inquiry, but with reservations. 
Senator Waters told the Senate that, “[...] we 
note that the inquiries that this chamber got 
up – thanks to the Greens moving them – in 
2015 and 2017 have still largely remained 
not acted upon by this government. So we’re 

not confi dent that this inquiry would be any 
diff erent [...]. The government knows what 
needs to be done.”

The Committee was asked to respond 
bearing in mind a number of specifi c reports 
over the past six years and the implementa-
tion of the National Plan to Reduce Violence 
Against Women and their Children 2010-22.

In particular, the committee was tasked 
with inquiring into and reporting on:

“immediate and long-term measures 
that need to be taken to prevent 
violence against women and their 
children”

“the adequacy, eff ectiveness and 
resourcing of policies, programs, 
services and responses to domestic 
violence across the Australian 
government, state and territory 
governments, local governments, 
nongovernment and community 
organisations, business and the media”

“the eff ects of policy decisions regarding 
housing, legal services, and women’s 
economic independence limiting the 
ability of women and children to escape 
domestic violence [...]”
The terms also sought recommendations 

on how governments can best support and 
contribute to the social, cultural, and behav-
ioural shifts required.

The terms of the inquiry were extremely 
broad including a catch-all term: “any other 
related matters.” The language was clear, 
it was to be an inquiry into the state of 
play and what is needed to move forward.

Instead, the majority report reads more 
like a literature review, going over previ-
ous reports and what governments claim 
to have done. But it fails to address real-
ity, the situation on the ground or what 
needs to be done, in particular under the 
new conditions arising from COVID-19 
measures.

The Committee failed to invite a single 
person working in the field who could pro-
vide first hand knowledge of the current 
situation and needs.

Instead of recommendations the major-
ity report lists facts. For example, it says, 
“The number of women in Australia who 
have died at the hands of a current or 
former partner has not reduced signifi-
cantly since 2010, with between 72 and 
105 women killed this way in each year 
since, and numbers fluctuating rather 
than reducing.”

That suggests that previous govern-
ment actions are not having a significant 
impact. So, why note that and not consult 
with people on the ground and seek sub-
missions as to what might be done to bring 
about fundamental change.

The report concludes with a list of 
twelve questions. The first is: “Has the 

National Plan achieved what it set out to 
achieve? If not, why not?” A question that 
was surely the remit of the committee? It 
asks but does not attempt to answer this 
key question.

“How can the government ensure the 
1800RESPECT service is fulfilling its vital 
role?” “How have COVID-19 and the associ-
ated lockdowns and job losses contributed 
to domestic and family violence?” “Has the 
government response been fast enough, 
and has it been effective?” “Is there enough 
support for women with disabilities?” And 
so the questions continue.

There is not a single answer to any of 
these questions. Surely that was the pur-
pose of the inquiry!

Patrick in his dissenting report does 
not mince words. Referring to the failure 
of the committee to answer the questions 
he says, “[...] in clear dereliction of duty, 
it did not seek answers to them.”

“The committee failed itself, the Austral-
ian public, Hannah Clarke and her three 
beautiful children, Aaliyah, Laianah, and 
Trey, and all victims of domestic violence, 
past, present and future,” Patrick says.

He makes one recommendation: “The 
committee should take a long hard 
look at itself and then resolve to bring 
a motion to the Senate that would 
direct it to revisit the issue and do the 
job properly on the second pass.” 

AMAZON FOREST IS BEING PUT ON SALE
Larissa Maxine

In a secret recording of a min-
isterial meeting held on 22nd 
April, Brazilian Environment 
Minister Ricardo Salles stated 
that while people are distract-
ed by the deaths from COVID-
19, the Amazon forest should 
be put up for sale.

In the recording, Salles 
declared: “We need to make an 
eff ort while we are in this calm 
moment in terms of press cover-
age, because they are only talking 
about COVID, and run the cattle 
herd and change all the rules and 
simplify standards.”

The analogy of cattle herding 
is an apt one. The selling off  of 
the Amazon Rainforest is being 
done in order to allow the use 
of that land (which is protected 
by strict environmental preser-
vation laws) for the farming of 
cattle. Cattle exports generate 
500 billion Brazilian Reals (BRL) 
(approx. A$137 billion) annually, 
which makes Brazil one of the 
largest producers of beef in the 
world, with exports reaching over 
150 countries.

Following the leaked 

recording, the Brazilian offi  ces 
of Greenpeace and World Wild-
life Foundation (WWF) said in 
a joint statement that, “for the 
Minister of the Environment, 
more than 23,000 dead are an 
opportunity.” Additionally, WWF 
Brazil released a list of corpora-
tions that have been lobbying 
Salles to deregulate environmen-
tal restrictions on the Amazon.

The list included many well-
known corporations such as 
Friboi, Pedigree, and Whiskas, 
who are represented by the Bra-
zilian Animal Recycling Associa-
tion (ABRA), and Avon, Natura, 
and O Boticário, who are repre-
sented by the Brazilian Associa-
tion of the Personal Hygiene, 
Perfumery and Cosmetics Indus-
try (ABIHPEC), among others.

Currently, Salles is being 
investigated for illicit enrich-
ment. According to data com-
piled by Brazilian magazine 
Crusoé, the Minister of the Envi-
ronment would have received 
2.75 million BRL (approx. 
A$760,000) between 2014 and 
2017. The information, published 
in the article entitled “The Minis-
ter of the millions” came to light 

after the São Paulo Public Minis-
try broke Salles’ bank secrecy.

The government’s environ-
mental deregulation policies are 
yielding results. According to 
MapBiomas Alert project, who 
released their fi rst Annual Defor-
estation Report on all Brazilian 
biomes, ninety-nine per cent of 
all deforestation in Brazil in 2019 
was illegal – a total of 12,187 
square kilometres of native veg-
etation lost.

The COVID-19 pandemic 
which has claimed more than 
23,000 Brazilian lives cannot 
be used as a distraction. It’s a 
serious and sad moment for the 
entire globe. It has devastated 
lives, and now, in Brazil, it is 
being used as an opportunity to 
exchange nature for profi t. This 
can not be allowed! 

In addition to being the larg-
est receptacle of biodiversity in 
the world, the Amazon rainfor-
est is also home to hundreds of 
indigenous natives who are mur-
dered daily in order to enrich and 
grow the wealth of the bourgeois. 
Capitalism once again shows its 
bloody claws and takes the future 
of our planet with it. 
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AWU WOMEN OF STEEL 
MAKE HISTORY IN FEATURE 

DOCUMENTARY
The Women in Steel documentary 
– which tells the inspiring story of 
how a group of Australian Work-
ers’ Union (AWU) women battled 
for years against BHP in order to 
achieve equality in the workplace 
– has been shortlisted for a Syd-
ney Film Festival prize.

The fi lm documents the legendary 
struggle of a group of AWU unionists in 
the Illawarra, who fought for the right 
for women to work in blue collar jobs 
in Australia.

The shortlisting is fantastic recogni-
tion for fi lmmaker Robynne Murphy, 
who was one of the original band of 
AWU members who took on “The Big 
Australian” at its Port Kembla steel-
works after being told there were “no 
jobs for women” back in 1980.

The documentary, which received 
donations from hundreds of supporters, 
including the the Australian Workers’ 
Union, and many other unions, fol-
lows their 14-year fi ght in Wollongong 
which paved the way for equal rights to 
employment for women across Australia.

It documents every part of the strug-
gle against BHP (now Bluescope Steel) 
which fought them at every step, right 
up to the High Court of Australia.

Ms Murphy, a now retired member 
of the AWU, managed to fi nish off  her 
documentary earlier this year. It’s an 
incredible achievement considering 
she was also battling the bush fi re crisis 
as a member of her local South Coast 
Rural Fire Service.

Her dedication has now been 
rewarded by being selected to take part 
in the Sydney Film Festival, which will 
screen Women in Steel online due to 
the COVID-19 pandemic from June 
10-21. It has also been named a fi nalist 
in the $10,000 Documentary Australia 
Foundation Award at the Sydney Film 
Festival.

Ms Murphy said: “I am so proud 
that our story will reach a whole new 
audience who will learn what we were 
up against in the 1980s.

“This is only possible because of 

the incredible support by some many 
people who believed in our our project. 
And it makes it even more special that 
my union, the AWU, has been one of 
our biggest backers.”

Misha Zelinsky, Assistant National 
Secretary of the AWU, said: “The AWU 
Women of Steel are an incredible band 
of women. It takes courage to reject the 
status quo and go up against one of the 
most powerful companies in the world.”

“AWU steelmakers in Wollongong 
are bred tough – and these women are 
made of pure iron.”

Misha Zelinsky noted that this vic-
tory went beyond just the Port Kembla 
steelworks, but was an industrial out-
come of historic importance.

“This wasn’t just a big fi ght in Wol-
longong – it is a landmark industrial 
achievement and part of Australia’s 
union history.

“As a Wollongong local, it’s shocking 
to think that when I was growing up – as 
late as the ’80s and ’90s – women were 
blocked from working at the steelworks. 
Every Illawarra local owes a great debt 
to the Women of Steel – as do all Aus-
tralian workers that have come since.

“These brave women never wavered 
and continued fi ghting for years on end 
to not only change their own workplace 
in Wollongong, but to alter the entire 
landscape of women’s rights in the 
workplace.

After hearing about the long fi ght 
to make the fi lm, the AWU swung into 
action and backed the original group 
of activists plus the production team 
made up of volunteers.

“Robynne has been working on this 
documentary for years – and in a style 
befi tting the original struggle – she 
never gave up.

“The end result is moving and inspir-
ing – every single working person should 
get out and see this documentary. The 
AWU is delighted to have been a part 
of this project and we really do hope 
Robynne and the group win this award. 
It would be fi tting recognition.”
Australian Workers’ Union 

United Workers’ Union (UWU) has 
requested the Senate Committee consid-
er seven key recommendations to ensure 
essential workers of Australia are recog-
nised with action that makes a meaning-
ful contribution to their lives and working 
conditions.

The Senate resolved to establish a Select 
Committee on COVID-19 to inquire into the 
Australian government’s response to the 
COVID-19 pandemic.

United Workers Union National Secretary 
Tim Kennedy said the COVID-19 crisis has 
revealed and exacerbated inequalities in our 
communities and workplaces that require a 
progressive vision to ensure no worker is left 
behind.

“United Workers Union represents 
150,000 essential workers on the frontline of 
the COVID-19 crisis. We represent the para-
medics and healthcare members taking care 
of you in this crisis; the warehouse, food proc-
ess and farm workers who are ensuring you 
are fed; the early childhood educators that 

haven’t stopped working; the cleaners who 
are working harder than ever; and the aged 
care workers ensuring the elderly live with 
dignity.

“While this government has recently 
deemed this work essential, our members 
have long been undervalued and subjected to 
precarious working arrangements, low pay 
and disrespect. For our members and working 
people around the country, the status quo has 
always been unequal. Today, we welcome the 
opportunity to put forward recommendations 
that can advance a progressive alternative 
vision that ensures no-one is left behind as we 
work to rebuild our economy for everyone.

“Our recommendations are built on the 
premise that returning to the status-quo is 
folly, and will only mean we lurch into the 
next crisis sooner. Australia is still very lucky. 
The choices we make now will determine if we 
continue to be lucky. Together we can choose 
to build a vibrant and sustainable future that 
works for the many, not the few.”

United Workers’ Union

UNION SUBMITS PROGRESSIVE VISION TO 
SENATE COVID-19 COMMITTEE

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS
Provision of basic income payment of $750 per week directly payable to all 
workers fi nancially impacted by COVID-19, including casuals and visa holders.
Maintain the current rate of JobSeeker at $550 per week, extend to all 
unemployed workers and disability support pension recipients, and permanent-
ly abolish mutual obligations.
Visa amnesty for migrant workers and universal healthcare for every-
one currently in Australia, including visa holders and undocumented workers.
Universal sick leave that encompasses 20 days paid pandemic leave 
for all workers, irrespective of how they are classifi ed. This specifi cally includes 
casual workers.
Ensure workers and their unions play an active role in developing 
COVID-19 specifi c OHS training and practice, with access to necessary PPE.
Bring public services back into public hands.
Invest in renewable energy generation and export infrastructure to 
rebuild the economy and create secure union jobs for the future.
View the Union’s full submission to the Select Committee on COVID-19 inquiry 
into the Australian government’s response to the COVID-19 pandemic at 
www.unitedworkers.org.au 
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A national survey* of early childhood 
educators has revealed widespread 
increased safety risks and dropping 
standards of care and education as 
the number of children attending long 
day care rapidly goes up.

More than two-thirds of respondents say 
that they and the centre’s families are more 
at risk of COVID-19 as a result of increasing 
attendance. Half reported having to compro-
mise the quality of education and care daily 
or regularly during the pandemic.

Educators need to be able to return to 
their primary duty of providing education and 
care programs. However, with the increasing 
attendance rates, they cannot also continue 
to carry out enhanced cleaning. During the 
period of low attendance, many of the health 
and hygiene practices were supported by 
educators deployed from other duties.

United Workers’ Union, the early educa-
tion union, says that a federal government 
support package is needed to support neces-
sary hygiene and cleaning practices. Finan-
cial support is the only way to ensure these 
practices continue to keep children, families 
and educators safe, while not impeding the 
provision of education and care programs.

The main survey fi ndings on health and 
hygiene: 
• Sixty-nine per cent of educators report 

that they believe that the health risk to 
themselves and the centre’s families and 
children is increasing as more children 
attend their service.

• Eight in ten educators believe additional 
staff  are needed at their centre to 
maintain adequate health and hygiene 
practices.

• Twenty-one per cent of educators feel 
unsafe at their centre.

• Sixty-nine per cent of centres do not 
have a health and safety representative.

The main survey fi ndings on quality of 
education: 
• Seventy-two per cent of all respondents 

reported having to compromise the 
quality of education and care regularly 
with fi fty-three per cent reporting a 
daily impact on quality during the 
pandemic due to a lack of staff .

IMPACTS ON QUALITY – Educators 
reported in the survey:
• Frequent roster changes and room 

arrangements making consistency of 
care diffi  cult.

• Workers are on restricted hours and a 
lot of staff  are calling in sick, with more 
work to do and more pressure to get 
things done with the ability to provide 
care for children compromised.

• A lot of the time it’s just about 
supervising the children as there are too 
many for the staff  present.

• Staffi  ng was not consistent which they 
feel has a huge impact on the children’s 
learning.

• A lot of the extra things they did (that 
gave them an “exceeding in all areas 
rating”) are being dropped and morale 
is dropping.

HYGIENE IMPACTS ON JOBS – 
Educators reported in the survey:
• We had been able to maintain quality 

with increased hygiene practices due 
to reduced number of children. Now 
numbers are increasing, it is becoming 
very diffi  cult for staff  and hard to 
maintain quality.

• Our cleaner was the fi rst to be stood 
down. Staff  have been doing cleaning 
within opening hours. This has become 
increasingly diffi  cult, especially this 
week since schools opened. Our centre 
has barely been cleaned all week.

• It seems all we are doing is cleaning, 
and not spending quality time with the 
children as we don’t have cleaners.

• Educators are responsible for all centre 
cleaning.

• I have to complete all cleaning in 
addition to regular responsibilities.

• Running out of gloves, paper towels and 
just told to deal with it and not use any.

• Recently lack of staff  has meant cleaning 
has dropped right back to the standards 
it was before COVID-19.

• Unreasonable expectations of staff  to 
perform extra cleaning on top of an 
already overloaded workload.

Helen Gibbons, United Workers Union 
director of early learning says, “The COVID-19 
pandemic saw thousands of families withdraw 
children from early learning settings out of 
concerns for the health and safety of their 
children, driving the sector to near collapse.

“During this period of low attendance 
many of the health and hygiene practices 

were supported by educators deployed 
from other duties. Educators implementing 
strong health and hygiene practices in early 
learning services were crucial to providing 
parents the confi dence to return. Their work 
has kept children and families safe.

“As children return in higher numbers, 
educators can no longer be redeployed to 
these tasks. They need to be able to focus on 
the care and education of the children. Finan-
cial support is needed to ensure enhanced 
cleaning practices continue to keep children, 
families and educators safe.

“The survey results show these are con-
cerning issues to be dealt with urgently, the 
government cannot delay. Funding must be 
delivered for services to resource cleaning 
and to maintain daily and regular cleaning 
regimes.

“The survey also reveals the deep toll the 
past few months have taken on the sector and 
its ability to provide quality learning during 
the pandemic. Our educators are desperate to 
return to the pre-COVID standards of early 
learning as attendance increases. This can 
only happen if centres have the resources to 
clean and deliver high quality early learn-
ing programs. The government announced 
in May that they will provide $10 million to 
independent schools to support improved 
COVID-19 hygiene measures. Early learning 
services are in dire need of similar support.”

One educator from South Australia told 
her union, “During COVID-19 our numbers 
went down and my employer reduced a lot 
of staff  hours. Now that the numbers are 
going back up at my centre, we still have 
extra cleaning to do, but we don’t have 
enough staff . Staff  hours were really cut 
back during the virus, and it aff ected a lot 
of people. Now that the children are coming 
back, they aren’t increasing the staff  back to 
where it was before.

“I’ve got 15 two-year-olds between three 
educators, but we’ve still got all the extra 
cleaning to do. Last week we had more chil-
dren than our staff  numbers were meant to 
cover under our ratios. It’s not right.”

Sandy, an educator from Queensland 
says, “Not enough safety measures have 
been implemented at the centre where I 
work. This has caused stress for myself and 
the other educators because we are worried 
about our safety.

“We are really short-staff ed – and we’ve 
been told that we can’t hire anyone else. 
It’s not good for us and it’s not good for the 
children. We are barely scraping in under 
the ratios, instead of focusing on delivering 
quality early education and care. We don’t 
have the staff  to pull off  the fl oor to do the 
extra cleaning that we know we need to do 
during this time. More needs to be done.”

Another educator is very concerned that 
safety is not being addressed, “We have seri-
ous concerns about safety and hygiene, but 
the centre has refused to address them. We 
have asked for professional cleaners, but the 
centre won’t listen: they won’t even roster 
on extra educators to do the cleaning. We 
feel that our health and safety and the health 
and safety of the children in our care are not 
considered a priority.”

What is needed to ensure a COVID 
Safe Early Learning sector? To ensure 
that all early learning services are equipped 
to continue to manage the risks of COVID-19, 
a support package with funding for enhanced 
cleaning, and required training for staff  is 
required, including the following:
• Funding for services to engage 

professional cleaners to maintain 
daily cleaning regimes;

• Requirement to demonstrate the 
existence of a trained health and 
safety representatives in accordance 
with state and federal health and safety 
legislation, to monitor practices and 
compliance with health guidelines and 
resolve disputes;

• Allocation of funding to support the 
time needed for training health and 
safety representatives;

• Requirement to demonstrate a 
Covid response policy in the case of 
an outbreak in the centre, and that all 
staff  have been trained in the policy; and

• Requirement to consult with staff  on 
any changes to health and hygiene 
practices as advice from the Australian 
Health Protection Principal Committee 
is updated.

* The national online survey of over 1100 early 
childhood educators was conducted by United 
Workers’ Union between 27th and 31st May 
2020. 

United Workers’ Union Survey
TWO-THIRDS SAY FAMILIES AND 

EDUCATORS AT INCREASED 
RISK OF CORONAVIRUS DUE TO 

LIFTING ATTENDANCE
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To prove that the alleged statements were sedi-
tious, the Crown would have to show that Aus-
tralian-Soviet relations were so bad that Australia 
was likely to be an aggressor against the Soviet, 
said Mr F. W. Paterson, defending [CPA] Secretary 
L. L. Sharkey this week against sedition charges.

“But we have no evidence here whatsoever as to the 
relations between the Commonwealth Government and 
the Soviet Union.

“The Crown certainly does not expect your worship 
to make a decision on the basis of your reading of the 
newspapers.

“But if your worship is asked to take judicial notice 
of any fact on this question, then I ask you to take judi-
cial notice of this fact: Australia and the Soviet Union 
are both members of the United Nations, and there is a 
non-aggression pact between the Soviet Union and Great 
Britain, strictly called the ‘Anglo-Soviet Treaty,’ and it 
is to last for twenty years from 1942.

“It may be that the Crown intends to suggest that 
the relations between the two countries are so bitter 
that either Britain or Australia would support a war of 
aggression against the Soviet Union.

“I doubt very very much whether they will. But, to 
succeed in their proof that these paragraphs or any of 
them amount to a seditious intention, they would have 
to be prepared to do that.

“Look at the fi rst two paragraphs which deal more or 
less with the same subject and therefore could be read 
together. Supposing for the sake of argument we omit 
the words ‘Soviet Forces’ and say ‘United States forces.’

‘If United States forces entered Australia [...]’ Would 
anyone suggest that that is seditious?”

Mr Isles: “You are overlooking the fact of 
disagreement.”

Mr Paterson: “No, your worship, there is disagree-
ment between Australia and America, between Britain 
and America. Take the position of Palestine. The only 
reason there is a tendency to headline disagreement 
between the Soviet Union and Australia and Britain is 
because the newspapers tend to stress those disagree-
ments, but put away into some small corner the other 
disagreements with the USA.”

Mr Isles: “Do you agree it is notorious that many 

people would violently disagree with the first two 
statements?”

Mr Paterson: “That is notorious, but it is not a noto-
rious fact.”

Mr Isles: “You do not agree that that is a notorious 
fact?”

Mr Paterson: “No. Because you can have notorious 
lies as well as notorious truths.”

Mr Dovey: “It depends on the point of view.”
Mr Paterson: “Of course it does, but you cannot be 

asked, your worship, to give a decision on a point of view.”
Mr Isles: “Is it not common knowledge that a 

great many people would disagree with the fi rst two 
statements?”

Mr Paterson: “I do not know whether a great many 
will.”

Mr Lsles: “You will not agree it is common 
knowledge?”

Mr Paterson: “No, I would not. You remember, your 
worship, Dr Gallup said it was not only common knowl-
edge, but it was proved by his whole method, that Presi-
dent Truman would be defeated in the last presidential 
elections – and he was not.”

“Supposing a case came before your worship in 
January, 1940, when Russia was black in the eyes of 
the world –”

Mr Isles: “I agree with you, but we must deal with 
the circumstances which exist today.”

Mr Paterson: “Not only the circumstances, your 
worship, but the truth which exists today; that is the 
point, the truth which exists today. In fact your worship 
can take judicial notice of the fact that the Prime Min-
ister of Australia has indicated from time to time that 
Australia would not be an aggressor against the Soviet 
Union. He does not suggest at any time Australia would 
be an aggressor

“If someone said ‘but the Soviet Union might be the 
aggressor’ then the fi rst paragraph does not apply to us 
because you cannot be in pursuit of yourself, you cannot 
be chasing yourself.

“That fi rst paragraph does not say ‘If Soviet forces 
entered Australia as aggressors,’ it says ‘in pursuit of 
aggressors.”
This article originally appeared in Tribune April, 1949. 

Australian Communist Thought and History

“WOULD AUSTRALIA ATTACK SOVIET?” 
ASKS PATTERSON IN COURT

Hello Comrades! This week marks our last edition on Australian 
communist theory on Social Democracy and the ALP. This week, 
we present an excerpt from comrade Warren Smith from his 
pamphlet Can We Move the ALP to Left by Joining It? Here Smith 
highlights how the ALP’s relationship to capitalism makes this 
move a futile one.

In our history section we are continuing our coverage of the 
Sharkey trial with some excerpts from the case itself. Here Mr 
Paterson’s oratory mastery is on display, as he challenges the 
court against the charges laid on L. L. Sharkey. 

Friends Of Soviet Union (F.O.S.U.) State conference Victoria.

“This is a political prosecu-
tion, aimed at the defendant 
because he is General Secre-
tary of the [Communist Party 
of Australia],” declared Mr 
F. W. Paterson MLA in wind-
ing up the case for the defence 
of Mr L. L. Sharkey on charges 
of sedition in the special Fed-
eral Court.

Mr Paterson’s speech was 
one of the most powerful ever 
heard in the court. Specta-
tors, including the big array 
of journalists from all Sydney 
newspapers, were deeply 
impressed. The Crown Prosecu-
tor, Mr Dovey, referred to it as 
a “very earnest and interesting 
address.”

Mr Isles SM dismissed the 
charge of publishing seditious 
words, but held that a case had 
been made out on the charge 
of uttering seditious words. He 
committed Mr Sharkey for trial 
at the Central Criminal Court.

“If the defendant is guilty of 
publishing words of a seditious 
intention the Daily Telegraph
reporter, editor and proprietor 
should be in the dock with him, 
or rather, instead of him,” said 
Mr Paterson.

“They were the persons fi nal-
ly responsible; they published it; 
and it is obvious that the Crown 
has not sought to prosecute the 
Daily Telegraph or any body 
connected with it.”

The Telegraph, said Mr 
Paterson, deliberately sought this 
statement.

“They sought it for whatever 
motive I do not know — whether 
in order to get news or whether 
because it was a deliberate con-
spiracy to trap him: there is no 
evidence of that, but the fact is 
plain that the Daily Telegraph, 
through its employees, deliber-
ately sought this; they calmly 
published it after they had it in 
front of them, and if the publi-
cation by Sharkey, through the 
authority, was likely to promote 
feelings of ill-will, etc., then 
obviously the publication by the 
paper itself was likely to do the 
same.”

“NO INTENTION 
PROVED”

Mr Paterson asked the magis-
trate to dismiss the informations 
on the grounds that the evidence 
didn’t prove Mr Sharkey uttered 
or published the alleged words; 
that the words didn’t express 
any intention at all and that, if 
they did express an intention, it 
was not a seditious intention as 
defi ned in the Crimes Act.

“I cannot fi nd any evidence 
that the defendant uttered those 
words,” said Mr Paterson.

“The Telegraph reporter, Mr  
McGarry, gave evidence to the 
eff ect that he had certain conver-
sations with the defendant.

“The most his evidence can 
support is, as a result of conver-
sations, the exact words or the 
eff ect of which he cannot rec-
ollect, he typed certain things 
down.

“For instance, I might say 
to Mr X ‘Are you married?’ Mr 
X says ‘Yes.’ If I were journalist 
and reported that to a newspa-
per the paper would say ‘Mr X 
said he was married.’ That does 
not mean, and there is no evi-
dence here to suggest, that Mr X 
uttered the words ‘I am married.’ 
He merely utters the word ‘Yes’; 
that is the utterance.
This article originally appeared in 
Tribune April, 1949. 

“POLITICAL CHARGE” 
AGAINST SHARKEY, STATES PATERSON
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The unfortunate reality is that the 
ALP is not a revolutionary party. It 
does not intend to remove capital-
ism, only administer it. The ALP and 
social democracy generally attempt 
to mollify some of the harsher edges 
of the administration of the state. The 
essence and role of the state, howev-
er, does not change. At times of arch-
conservatism, a Labor government 
can seem a relief, but all too often it 
has been Labor governments that have 
led the agenda of implementing neo-
liberal policy.

Socialism is a system by which the means 
of production (i.e. land and the factories – the 
means to produce commodities) are socially 
owned and under the control and direction 
of the working class controlled socialist 
state. Socialism means not just taking gov-
ernment but structurally reorganising the 
state to achieve social objectives consistent 
with the position of the people, to build a 
society where people actually do come before 
profi ts. The basis is that social production 
should not engender private gain but social 
gain. With today’s technology, the practical 
basis for developing socialism exists, but it 
won’t come without an enormous struggle 
because it is opposed to everything that 
capitalism stands for and is based upon. It 
would mean an end to privilege and class 
rule of the Murdochs, Packers and Rineharts.

The ALP constitution defi nes the ALP:
“The Australian Labor Party is a demo-

cratic socialist party and has the objective 
of the democratic socialisation of industry, 
production, distribution and exchange, to the 
extent necessary to eliminate exploitation 
and other anti- social features in these fi elds.”

Few progressives could argue with such 
principles. The fact that the ALP constitution 
is progressive in parts is indisputable. When 
these progressive principals are completely 
undermined and ignored by ALP politicians, 
who openly and brazenly do the work of big 
capital, the anger of people, and many ALP 
members is understandable and justifi able. 
ALP governments have not just maintained 
the status quo, but with clear policy initiative, 
have expanded the gap between rich and poor 
in our society. The many examples of policy 
backfl ip by the ALP refl ect an astounding 
disconnection between policy and practice 
and a severe undermining of internal ALP 
democratic processes.

The ALP constitution calls for the:
“[...] redistribution of political and eco-

nomic power so that all members of society 
have the opportunity to participate in the 
shaping and control of the institutions and 
relationships which determine their lives 
[...].”

This stated position has turned into a 
process of allowing the gap between rich and 
poor to expand due to ALP government’s 
policies. The Accord process of the 1980s 
leaves a stark reminder of the blunting of 
union and working-class power in the inter-
ests of corporate gain. This special period is 
worthy of examination in its own right and is 
dealt with in more detail later in the chapter 
“Prices and Incomes Accord.”

Further on the ALP platform mandates 
the “establishment and development of 
public enterprises.” 

Yet in government, the ALP has done the 
opposite. We have witnessed extraordinary 
acts of privatisation, including QANTAS and 
the Commonwealth Bank. The 2015 Queens-
land election victory for Labor was won on 
an anti-privatisation platform. At the same 
time, the recently elected Andrew’s ALP 
government in Victoria is going to privatise 
the ports. This means handing wealth by the 
bucket load over to big corporations, taking 
wealth directly out of the public sector and 
services for the community. The opposi-
tion to privatisation is clearly only relevant 

when in opposition and when there is a well-
organised campaign by the working-class, 
led in this instance by the Electrical Trades 
Union (ETU) along with the Queensland 
Council of Unions (QCU) and the Maritime 
Union of Australia (MUA) in Queensland in 
the “Queensland Not for Sale” campaign. 

Labor Prime Minister Ben Chifl ey tried 
to nationalise the banks during his term 
in offi  ce in 1947. While Conservative and 
Labor governments both established public 
enterprises in accordance with the needs of 
capital at the time this was the only Labor 
government to ever attempt nationalisation. 
The capitalist ruling class and media barons 
denounced the Chifl ey government, turning 
the tide of electoral fortune against the ALP. 
Notwithstanding the ruling class reaction, 
which resulted in electoral defeat, it was 
found in the High Court that nationalisation 
was unconstitutional. This eff ectively ren-
dered the parliamentary and reformist path 
to socialism null and void. The constitution, 
which is the basis for Australian parliaments, 
is a complete capitalist construct aimed at 
maintaining the class privilege of the owners 
of the means of production.

Further refl ecting the requirement to 
appease capital within the ALP platform is 
“the right to own private property.”

The private property cited here does not 
mean the family home or car, i.e. personal 
property, but the fact that someone can 
own the natural and mineral resources of 
the country. When “private property” rights 
are dealt with in political theory, it is nearly 
always a reference to ownership of the means 
of production (factories, mines, and land etc). 
It is the private property rights that allow 
ownership of the means of production that 
leads to the consequential and inevitable 
exploitation of the working-class. 

Another noble aim in the ALP platform 
is for the:

“democratic control and strategic social 
ownership of Australian natural resources 
for the benefi t of all Australians” 

Capitalism demands that our natural 
resources be owned privately. These resource 
corporations wield immense power. Natural 
resources are used for private profi t. Public 
ownership of resources should be used to 
look after the interests of all people. Natu-
ral resources should be publicly owned but, 
despite some botched moves by the Whitlam 
government, all Labor governments have 
failed to deliver this position. Some things 
are just off -limits in the natural “order” of 
things. 

The basic reluctance of Labor govern-
ments to remove bad laws, unfair laws, 
designed to maintain class hegemony, is in 
stark contrast to the ALP pledge to see “the 
abolition of poverty, and the achievement of 
greater equality in the distribution of income, 
wealth and opportunity [...].” 

Working people are struggling with unjust 
laws used by wealthy aggressive employers 
who are on a constant rampage to destroy 
the working conditions and slash wages of 
Australian workers. These laws, put in place 
through the mechanisms of the state, are 
used to protect the capitalist system and 
corporate power and profi tability. 

The contradictions in the ALP platform 
are astounding. Ideological theory and prac-
tice do not align in the ALP, and it is easy 
to see why working men and women could 
think that an invasion of the party with the 
best of Australia’s working-class may assist 
in bringing the ALP back to its roots.

The unfortunate reality is that, despite 
repeated eff orts, it just never works. Even the 
best Labor governments have looked after 
the interests of big capital once elected. The 
nature of class power in our society ensures 
that no Labor government will get elected 
and certainly won’t stay there if it betrays 
its responsibilities to big capital. Sound, 
progressive, democratically arrived at policy 
positions from the rank and fi le are ignored 
as the ALP politicians are practically able to 
do as they please once in parliament. You 

can join the party, but can you achieve a 
progressive majority in caucus to implement 
positive change? All evidence since the1890s 
indicates that it cannot be achieved.

Comrades who go into the ALP to expose 
class privilege and promote the class interests 
of the working-class should be applauded. 
The harsh reality, however, demonstrates 
that this course of action has never been 
able to challenge capitalism and has proved 
impossible in implementing any form of 
socialism, which was and always has been 
the historical goal of working-class political 
struggle since the early 1800s.

No one can deny a progressive ALP would 
have a generally better position than their 
conservative counterparts. Many progres-
sive social reforms have been made by the 
ALP that have benefi ted Australian work-
ers. The problem with social reforms is they 
can be undone. Like Fisher’s creation of the 
Commonwealth Bank was easily privatised 
by Fraser, Hawke, Keating, Howard, Rudd, 
Gillard, Rudd, and Abbott governments have 
all contributed to [unwinding] Whitlam’s 
free university education.

No one undid Peter Reith’s hated Work-
place Relations Act. Sure there were some 
tinkers to the policy but the essence of indi-
vidualism, enterprise employment, destruc-
tion of industry awards and a move to bust 
union power in the workplace and commu-
nity was a policy position maintained by all 
successive governments to varying degrees. 

The Australian ruling class have allowed 
diff erences around the fringes of policy to be 
implemented through the two- party system 
but that “fl exibility” is highly conditional 
upon maintenance of capitalist relations 
of production, distribution, and exchange. 
Historically, across the world, there have 
been some interesting examples of social 
democracy taking its electoral mandate too 
far for the ruling class to be willing to accept. 
Whenever the system has been potentially 
threatened social- democratic governments 
have been removed, sometimes by military 
force. 

Mohammad Mosaddegh is one such 
example in Iran. His democratically elected 
government set about a program of land 
reform, social security, and rent controls. 
He was a leading fi gure in bringing about 
secular democracy to Iran. When he sought 
to nationalise the oil industry, his govern-
ment was removed by a British and United 
States coup in 1953. 

Jacobo Árbenz Guzmán was elected by 
a huge majority in 1950 in Guatemala. He 
continued on the land reform policies of his 
predecessor to the great chagrin of the United 
Fruit Company who consistently lobbied the 
US government to overthrow the govern-
ment. Eventually the US State Department 
and the CIA launched a coup on trumped up 
charges of links to communism and secretly 
importing Czech weapons into Guatemala. 

Salvador Allende’s 1970 victory in Chil-
ean elections is another classic example of 
a social democratic government not being 
allowed to implement a progressive program. 
Allende attempted to nationalise the banks 
and copper mining industry. He sought to 
bring education and health under government 

control. He brought free milk to the kids in 
shanty towns and continued land reform 
and social welfare programs. This far too 
progressive agenda saw the intervention 
of the CIA and the bloody military coup of 
notorious dictator General Pinochet. 

The ruling class has a pattern of denying 
any elected social democratic government’s 
reforms. The struggle within the confi nes of 
the system demonstrates this time and time 
again. The dismissal of the Whitlam govern-
ment is not dissimilar to these events. There 
was an absolute certainty of CIA involvement 
in the Whitlam dismissal. John Pilger writes:

“An American commentator wrote that 
no country had ‘[...] reversed its posture in 
international aff airs so totally without going 
through a domestic revolution.’ Whitlam 
ended his nation’s colonial servility. He 
abolished royal patronage, moved Australia 
towards the Non- Aligned Movement, sup-
ported ‘zones of peace’ and opposed nuclear 
weapons testing. Although not regarded as 
on the left of the Labor Party, Whitlam was 
a maverick social democrat of principle, 
pride, and propriety. He believed that a 
foreign power should not control his coun-
try’s resources and dictate its economic and 
foreign policies. He proposed to ‘buy back 
the farm.’ ”

In drafting the fi rst Aboriginal lands 
rights legislation, his government raised 
the ghost of the greatest land grab in human 
history – Britain’s colonisation of Australia 
– and the question of who owned the island 
continent’s vast natural wealth.” 

You will note in the three examples land 
and nationalisation of resources are all 
common threads. The ruling class corporate 
elite will not stand idly by and have electoral 
processes remove what the capitalist ruling 
class believe is their god-given right. This may 
explain why the ALP has never eff ectively 
taken [action] on these questions. They are 
not allowed. It is not within the rules of the 
electoral game. That’s why signifi cant social 
change will only come about by revolution-
ary means. 

Social change is possible. Socialist revolu-
tions have occurred in many countries, many 
have been reversed, and many have failed 
for a range of reasons. Rosa Luxemburg 
observed in 1900, that, “It is impossible to 
imagine that a transformation as formida-
ble as the passage from capitalist society to 
socialist society can be realised in one happy 
act [...] The socialist transformation supposes 
a long and stubborn struggle, in the course 
of which, it is quite probable the proletariat 
will be repulsed more than once.”

The absolute necessity, however, is for 
social development to move towards social 
wealth being shared in an equitable fashion 
in a world without exploitation. Socialism 
is possible. It can be witnessed in shining 
beacons of hope such as Cuba and continues 
as a driving force of opposition to capital-
ism wherever it appears. There should be 
no illusion that the ALP can be a vehicle to 
socialism.
If you wish to read the rest of this pamphlet it 
is available for free at www.cpa.org.au under 
the resources section. 

Australian Communist Thought and History

SOCIAL DEMOCRACY 
AND SOCIALISM

The following is an excerpt from Can We 
Move the ALP to Left by Joining It? by 
Warren Smith.
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B. A. Ford

Miriam Margolyes describes 
herself in the series as a 
“78-year-old Jewish lesbi-
an” going on a journey to 
immerse herself into the 
Australian nation. The entire 
series explores the contradic-
tions of the Australian nation. 
It looks at how the nation was 
built, what it is founded on, 
and what it promises.

Although Miriam has lived in 
Australia for 40 years, she only 
became a citizen in 2013. She and 
her partner live in what Miriam 
describes as a “silly little bubble” 
in the NSW countryside, which she 
fell in love while fi lming Babe. She 
admits that her idea of Australia 
was built on dreams and illusions 
that may not be true and so she 
wants to fi nd the truth – starting 
with the Australian dream.

HOME OWNERSHIP
The Australian dream, as 

Miriam saw it, was home owner-
ship. Australian home ownership 
is very attractive to British immi-
grants with nature at your doorstep 
(a beach, the bush, etc.), a large 
backyard and a big property to raise 
a family on. She talks about adver-
tisements she had seen that tried to 
sell this version of the Australian 
dream to British people. Even in 
Australia, I remember as a child 
watching the cricket and seeing a 
funny advertisement that compared 
playing cricket in Australian back-
yards to British backyards (which, 
of course, explained why Australia 
had the better national team).

The home ownership seg-
ment in Miriam’s series shows 
two contrasting ideas of “home” 
in Australia: one is a $10 million 
marble-fl oored mansion in Sydney, 
and the other is a motorhome. The 
marble-fl oored mansion represents 
a dream very similar to the Ameri-
can dream – a rags to riches story 
for fi rst-generation immigrants. The 
motorhome represents Australia’s 
growing poverty, for a population 
that is driven by one of the fastest 
growing homeless demographics: 
women over the age of fi fty-fi ve. 
On the one hand, you have a “hard 

work pays off ” narrative, and on 
the other, you have a narrative of 
women retiring with fi fty per cent of 
the superannuation men retire with. 

STOLEN LAND
In this episode, Miriam also 

meets up with Lidia Thorpe. Lidia 
Thorpe is a well-known Indigenous 
activist in Melbourne of Gunai-Gun-
ditjmara heritage (Gunai-kurnai 
country is Gippsland in the east of 
Victoria and Gunditjmara Country 
is to the south-west). Lidia throws 
a bit of a curveball to Miriam when 
she tells her that she doesn’t identify 
as Australian. Instead, the Aus-
tralian national identity has been 
thrust upon her and her people. 
This segment is important because 
Lidia explains how the Australian 
dream has been possible because 
of the genocide of thousands and 
thousands of Indigenous people. 

Earlier in the episode, Miriam 
discusses a handbook she down-
loads called How to Settle and 
Succeed in Australia. Settling 
and succeeding was the Austral-
ian dream 200 years ago. Miriam 
quotes the handbook: “it’s the pos-
sibility of making a fortune that 
drives the immigrant.” I am not 
convinced, however, that the cur-
rent Australian dream is so diff erent 
than the “settling and succeeding” 
dream. Like America, another Brit-
ish settler colony, many diff erent 
nations fi nd our country appealing 
because there is a chance that you 
could walk away with a $10 mil-
lion home. But how does a country 
become the land of opportunity?

CONTRADICTIONS
The contradiction of land is 

never properly discussed in the 
episode. Genocide is mentioned, 
but it is portrayed as if it is a thing 
of the past. In Stalin’s theory of the 
nation, “common territory” is one 
of fi ve criteria of what constitutes 
a nation. But while the Australian 
nation exists, its common territory 
is based on stolen land. As Aileen 
Moreten-Robinson explains in her 
essay, “The House that Jack Built: 
Britishness and White Possession,” 
that since Australian sovereignty 
is based on the myth of terra nul-
lius, and that land is inexplicably 

tied to nation, then the Australian 
nation is built on values that were 
required to “dispossess Indigenous 
people of their lands.” The values 
she discusses are values associ-
ated with the conquering of the 
diffi  cult Australian landscape that 
substituted the real violence of the 
Frontier Wars.

The relationship between the 
Australian nation and the land we 
possess is explored when Miriam 
meets with a struggling family in 
Trundle. Trundle is a town in west-
ern NSW that has been struggling 
with drought for the past three 
years. The people in the town are 
clearly facing adversity with fi nan-
cial struggles, mental health issues, 
and the “miserable” landscape. It’s 
suggested that the people in Trundle 
are experiencing some form of deni-
alism. Many people, including the 
young sons on the farm, express the 
generational trauma that underpins 
the Australian farmer. Drought has 
been a constant hurdle for those 
wanting to build wealth off  the 
land. Although Miriam cites climate 

change as a potential reason Trun-
dle is suff ering from the drought, 
there is no acknowledgement of 
water and land mismanagement. 

With the import of British cul-
ture, there was also the import of 
British agricultural practices that 
involve land clearing and pastoral-
ism. These agricultural practices are 
in contradiction with the ecology 
of the landscape. For example, an 
important plant that was cleared, 
and continues to be cleared in 
northwest Victoria and southwest 
NSW is the mallee. The mallee has 
an important ecological function of 
storing water in its massive ligno-
tuber trunk (underground trunk). 
In Australian explorer Ernest Giles’ 
journal, Australia Twice Traversed: 
The Romance of Exploration, he 
describes the importance of the 
mallee: 

“The eucalypts of the mallee 
species thrive in deserts and 
droughts, but contain water in their 
roots which only the native inhab-
itants of the country can discover. 
A white man would die of thirst 
while digging and fooling around 
trying to get the water [...] but it 
is an aboriginal art at any time or 
place to fi nd it.” 

Instead of admitting that British 
agricultural practices are destruc-
tive, Australians describe the land 
as difficult, and the red, dusty 
country is incorporated into our 
national identity. While drowning 
in debt, farmers in Trundle hang 
onto hope that the tide will turn, 

because their father got through the 
drought, and their father’s father 
got through the drought and so on.

LIBERALISM
The thing that stood out to me 

the most with Miriam’s search for 
the Australian dream were the lib-
eral undertones. The “brutality and 
greed” that Miriam saw in Australia 
was in response to liberal ethics 
and opportunities. When Miriam 
asked people what they thought 
the Australian dream was, a lot of 
people responded with “freedom.” 
Yet many people also spoke about 
the constraints of life in Australia 
in between mortgages, work, and 
fi nancial responsibilities. 

The fi nal person Miriam talked 
to was a young man from Afghani-
stan who arrived by boat and was 
in the fi nal year of his temporary 
protection visa. The viewer was 
positioned to feel sorry for the man 
because he was born in a terrible 
place and fi nally found freedom in 
Australia (even though this freedom 
is temporary because of Australia’s 
racist immigration policy). There 
was no exploration of how Afghani-
stan was destroyed by US imperi-
alism, from the destruction of the 
Saur Revolution by the US-backed 
Mujahideen to the ongoing War on 
Afghanistan. Miriam seemed only 
let down that Australia’s tolerance 
was a myth and not that we helped 
create the refugees we exclude from 
our nation. 

Miriam found her eyes seriously widened visiting First Nations people, pictured here with Elder MK Turner. 
(Photo: Rebecca Hill)

Lidia explains how the 
Australian dream has 
been possible because 

of the genocide of 
thousands and thousands 

of Indigenous people.

TV Review

MIRIAM MARGOLYES 
ALMOST AUSTRALIAN

Miriam as Aunt Prudence in Miss Fisher's Murder Mysteries, Death by Miss Adventure.
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The National People’s Con-
gress (NPC), China’s top leg-
islature, recently adopted 
the Decision on Establishing 
and Improving the Legal Sys-
tem and Enforcement Mech-
anisms for the Hong Kong 
Special Administrative Region 
(HKSAR) to Safeguard Nation-
al Security.

The Decision is a manifesta-
tion of exercising and safeguarding 
national sovereignty, and conforms 
to the international law and con-
vention. However, the rightful 
and just move was maliciously 
vilifi ed by some US and Western 
politicians who claimed that Hong 
Kong no longer has “a high degree 
of autonomy.” On one hand, they 
pretend to care for Hong Kong resi-
dents; on the other hand, they are 
threatening to impose sanctions on 
the region. Their absurd practices 
mirrored bold-faced hegemonism 
and exposed their unlimited double 
standards.

National security legislation 
is a state legislative power in all 
countries, unitary and federal alike. 
The central government of a coun-
try bears the greatest and ultimate 
responsibility for national security 
of all local administrative regions. 
This is a basic theory and principle 
of national sovereignty, as well as 
a common practice in all countries 
of the world.

As the national security situ-
ation in Hong Kong has become 
increasingly severe and it was dif-
fi cult for the HKSAR government 
itself to independently advance 
legislation on national security, it 
is both necessary and urgent for 
the NPC and its standing com-
mittee to improve the legal system 
and enforcement mechanisms for 
the HKSAR to safeguard national 
security. The move is unquestion-
ably legitimate.

In other words, the adoption 
of the Decision doesn’t violate the 
“one country, two systems” prin-
ciple or sabotage the high degree 
of autonomy of the HKSAR. On 
the contrary, the Decision fi rmly 

safeguards the principle and 
ensures that it is moving toward 
the right direction.

No country will allow the prac-
tices and activities endangering 
national security on its own terri-
tory, such as splitting the country.

Over the years, the US and other 
Western countries have adopted 
numerous laws to safeguard their 
national security. After the 9/11 
terrorist attacks in 2001, the US 
government passed the Patriot Act, 
the Homeland Security Act and the 
CLOUD Act and has applied them 
to a large number of cases in judi-
cial practices.

According to the US law, who-
ever organises or encourages the 
overthrow or destruction of the 
US government by force or vio-
lence shall be imprisoned twenty 
years at most, and traitors may 
face a minimum sentence of fi ve 
years and even death penalty. In 
the country, police offi  cers have 
the right to search phone, e-mail, 
medical, fi nancial and other records 
of homegrown terrorists.

In addition, the PRISM surveil-
lance program exposed in 2013 
showed the world how crazy the 
US is in protecting its so-called 
“national security.”

Some politicians in the US and 
the West are practicing double 
standards on national security 
issues. On the one hand, they have 
built an extremely strict national 
security legal system covering 
legislation, law enforcement, pros-
ecution, trial, and prisoner rehabili-
tation programs; on the other hand, 
they spare no eff ort to instigate and 
support practices and activities that 
endanger the national security of 
other countries, pointing fi ngers at 
other countries’ legal and justifi ed 
national security legislation.

They have tried their best to 
create an iron wall of national 
security of their own, but are 
attempting to create loopholes 
on the national security network 
of China. This fully exposes their 
true purpose of suppressing and 
curbing China’s development, as 

well as their cold-blood motives to 
play the Hong Kong card.

The double standards of some 
politicians in the US and the West 
are nothing new to the Chinese 
people, including the compatriots 
in Hong Kong. After the turbulence 
over proposed anti-extradition bill 
amendments last June, the external 
forces labelled violent criminals as 
“democratic warriors,” but turned 
a blind eye to the greatest human 
right and will of the people – stop-
ping violence and restoring order.

They connived at and beautifi ed 
pro-violence remarks, but arbitrarily 
silenced the voices of justice calling 
for truth and the rule of law. To put 
it bluntly, under the guise of their 
seemingly “noble” excuse is deep-
rooted hegemonic acts and logic.

Some American politicians, 
represented by Secretary of State 
Mike Pompeo, carried out illegal 
surveillance programs around the 
world, but smeared other countries 
for “launching cyber attacks on the 
US.” They arbitrarily interfered in 
other countries’ internal aff airs, 
but in turn vilifi ed the latter for 
“attempting to interfere in Ameri-
can elections.” They are heavily 
engaged in trade protectionism, 
but in turn accuse other countries 
of “undermining free trade.” What 
defi nes their standard is “power 
is truth” – they place their private 
interests before everything.

The affairs of the HKSAR 
are China’s internal aff airs, and 
China will not allow any external 
force to interfere with Hong Kong 
aff airs. The US and Western politi-
cians obsessed with hegemonism 
had better abandon their double 
standards.

The Chinese people do not 
believe in fallacies, but they are not 
afraid of them; they do not make 
trouble, but they are not afraid of 
it. No country should entertain 
the fantasy that China will barter 
away its core national interests 
or allow its sovereignty, security, 
and development interests to be 
infringed upon.
People’s Daily 
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Without evidence, Trump and 
several top offi  cials from his 
administration have blamed 
Antifa and groups it describes 
as “agitators.”

United States President 
Donald Trump tweeted Sunday 
that the US will go ahead and 
label Antifa as a “terrorist organ-
isation,” raising serious concerns 
about the unconstitutionality of 
such a threat if carried out.

“The United States of Ameri-
ca will be designating ANTIFA as 
a Terrorist Organisation,” Trump 
said, as protests over the murder 
of the black man, George Floyd, 
continued in at least thirty cities 
in the United States on Sunday 
[31st May], with Minneapolis as 
the epicentre.

Without evidence, Trump 
and several top offi  cials from his 
administration, including US 
Attorney General William Barr, 
have blamed Antifa and groups it 
describes as “agitators” for taking 
over the protests in US cities.

“The violence instigated 
and carried out by Antifa and 
other similar groups in connec-
tion with the rioting is domestic 
terrorism and will be treated 
accordingly,” Barr said in a state-
ment on Sunday following the 
president’s tweet.

The movement itself, 
short for “anti-fascists,” is an 
umbrella term for far-left-
leaning groups with no desig-
nated leadership that is opposed 
to far-right ideologies; with 
many in recent years directly 

confronting white nationalists 
and Trump-supporters.

Yet for many experts, the 
worrying fact is the intention of 
Trump to designate a domestic 
group in the same way it does 
foreign entities as he has no legal 
authority.

“As this tweet demonstrates, 
terrorism is an inherently politi-
cal label, easily abused and mis-
used. There is no legal authority 
for designating a domestic group. 
Any such designation would 
raise signifi cant due process and 
First Amendment concerns,” the 
American Civil Liberties Union 
National Security Project Direc-
tor Hina Shamsi said.

In stark contrast to the spot-
light on left-leaning groups, the 
rise of the far-right and neo-nazis 
have been ignored by the Trump 
administration despite warn-
ings from social movements and 
lawmakers.

Even FBI Director Christo-
pher Wray has raised concerns 
about the increase of white 
supremacist activity driving the 
domestic terror threat, in some 
cases surpassing that from for-
eign terrorist groups.

Meanwhile, for the fourth 
consecutive night from the city of 
Los Angeles to Chicago, through 
Cleveland, Washington DC and 
New York, scenes of wide-spread 
protests and riots continue, forc-
ing local authorities to announce 
curfews and to call up to 5,000 
troops from the National Guard.
Telesur 

TRUMP SAYS US 
WILL LABEL ANTIFA 

AS A TERRORIST 
ORGANISATION

Collecting signatures in the Tsim Sha Tsui district of Hong Kong for a 
petition supporting China’s new national security law for the city. 
(Photo: Lam Yik Fei)
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Up to 50 million jobless and 100,000 
people dead – those are the backdrops 
to what has become a national upris-
ing against police violence targeting 
Black people in America.

The recent murder of George Floyd by 
Minneapolis police has triggered incredible 
developments that have never been seen in 
American history. The mass demonstrations 
coast to coast are certainly more dramatic 
than anything in the more than fi fty years 
since the assassination of the Rev. Martin 
Luther King, Jr.

The uprising comes just days after deaths 
from the coronavirus pandemic passed 
the grim six-digit mark and the number of 
unemployed reached heights last recorded 
in the depth of the Great Depression – all 
the result of Donald Trump’s mishandling 
of the pandemic response.

This weekend, we saw massive peaceful 
protests in which huge multiracial crowds of 
youth gathered in city after city from coast 
to coast demanding justice for George Floyd 
and, more broadly, demanding an end to 
the structural racism that has plagued this 
country for 400 years.

Donald Trump, the provocateur in chief, 
meanwhile, is trying to take advantage of the 
violence to target battleground states key 
to the November elections where leading 
progressive activists have risen to elected 
offi  ce – starting in Minnesota. Keith Ellison 
is the attorney general and will be leading 
the prosecution of George Floyd’s murderer. 
The cities of Minneapolis and St. Paul have 

progressive mayors. The state’s lieutenant 
governor is a Native American woman, and 
the governor is a progressive Democrat.

Trump attempted to blame them – along 
with other governors and mayors nation-
wide – for violent clashes that were often 
the result of police provocations. “It took 
the National Guard,” Trump tweeted, “to 
do what the radical Democrats couldn’t.”

In addition to lobbing vicious insults 
at progressive elected offi  cials during this 
crisis, he has engaged in his usual pouring 
of gasoline on the fl ames in order to feed 
the racist elements of his base and boost his 
re-election chances.

Last week, he equated all protesters to 
criminals and revived segregationist slogans 
to demand they be gunned down in the street. 
Over the weekend, he declared that being 
anti-fascist is comparable to being a terror-
ist. And today, he muses about sending in 
the military and tells governors they must 
“dominate” anyone who dares to protest.

He threatens to set up confrontations 
by bringing his “MAGA” supporters out to 
clash with demonstrators, and he is laying 
the groundwork to do whatever necessary 
to hold onto his power. No one would be 
shocked by anything he does in the coming 
days and weeks, up to and including decla-
ration of martial law.

Unfortunately, he’s being helped along 
by some in the streets who are using the 
protests as cover. Though they are by far 
a tiny minority, the destructive actions of 
a small percentage have been used by the 
right-wing to detract from the focus of an 
unprecedented peaceful mass movement.

Among those endangering the movement 
are anarchists. In one section of Chicago this 
weekend, fi fteen police cars were vandalised 
with the kind of equipment no normal person 
brings to a demonstration. As evidenced by 
the spray-painting of symbols right out of 
the neo-Nazi Skinhead movement on the 
walls of trashed buildings, it is also clear that 
white supremacist provocateurs are operat-
ing under the cloak of these demonstrations.

One positive thing that could make a dif-
ference compared to past uprisings like this 
one is that longtime activists against police 
violence have risen to elected offi  ce in vari-
ous cities and towns across the country. Lori 
Lightfoot, the mayor of Chicago, for example, 
has been clear that she will do everything 
to protect the right of peaceful protest but 
that she will not tolerate gangs rolling into 
shopping centres and destroying property.

In Washington, D.C., yesterday the head-
quarters of the AFL-CIO, the country’s largest 
organisation of workers, was burned. This was 
a sad and unfortunate development, espe-
cially since the labour movement has been 
trying so hard in recent years to develop the 
unity that is needed among working people 
of every race and background.

After the attack on that building, Richard 
Trumka, the president of the AFL-CIO, said 
that “racism plays an insidious role in the 
daily lives of people of colour. Racism is a 
labour issue because it is a workplace issue. 
It is a community issue and unions are the 
community. We must and will continue to 
fi ght for reforms in policing and to address 
issues of social and economic inequality.”

It is appropriate to focus on the issue of 

unity, too, because it is 1st June, the begin-
ning of Pride Month. Pride began as a struggle 
against police violence during the Stonewall 
riots in New York in 1969. LGBTQ people 
were also fair game for the guns of out of 
control police throughout the history of this 
country, and it took a revolt started by Black 
transgender women to kick off  the movement 
that has won many victories over the past 
fi fty years. Pride Month this year is a good 
opportunity to unite the struggles of all the 
communities that have been victimised by 
the armed power of the state.

So the watchword is unity. The peaceful 
mass demonstrations must continue. The 
violent detractors from the core message 
must be isolated. The joblessness and hunger 
stalking America now during the pandemic 
must be alleviated with additional massive 
aid to the people in terms of health care, 
extended unemployment benefi ts, and direct 
payments. And it all has to be done safely. 
In the pursuit of justice, we cannot aff ord 
additional mass waves of infection during 
this pandemic.

The key to all of this is the elections in 
November. Police intimidation and manipu-
lation of people’s fears about how to be safe 
when going out have become tactics for voter 
suppression. The drive for equality and jus-
tice that these demonstrations express must 
break through those eff orts to instill terror.

The way to make a meaningful start to 
winning justice in this country is to remove 
the criminal, white supremacist, and fascist 
element from the White House.
People’s World 

NATIONWIDE UPRISING AGAINST 
RACIST POLICE VIOLENCE


