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The government is determined to 
extend the additional “fl exibility” 
given to employers to change wages, 
hours of work and work performed 
at short notice. Employer bodies are 
now pressing for these “fl exibility” 
measures to become permanent for 
the government to completely dereg-
ulate the labour market.

“Flexibility” is government and employer 
spin for a return to the master-servant rela-
tions of the 19th century when workers had 
virtually no rights. The government’s aim is 
to boost private profi ts and bring about an 
economic recovery on the backs of workers, 
the unemployed and other vulnerable groups.

Under present arrangements, employers 
are also permitted to reduce wages paid to 
workers who receive the JobKeeper pay-
ment of $1,500 per fortnight, regardless of 
what they were being paid prior to receiving 
JobKeeper and whether they are working 
the same or even more hours.

Despite attempts by some employers 
to rort the JobKeeper scheme, there is no 
doubt that JobKeeper has proved to be a 
lifeline for millions of workers and their 
employers. The JobSeeker supplement is 
also providing critical assistance, enabling 
many unemployed to put food on the table.

It is important that these payments are 
maintained at their current rates beyond 
the end of September, but the government 
is short-sightedly making substantial reduc-
tions in the payments. This will have a signifi -
cant contractionary impact on the economy. 
Stimulatory policies are required. People 
need more money in their pockets, not less.

At present 3.5 million workers receive 
JobKeeper and a little under one million 
JobSeeker. The government predicts that 
a few hundred thousand more will join the 
dole queues as JobKeeper winds down and 
the economy slides deeper into recession. At 
the same time it estimates that there will be 
1.4 million by the end of the year, and one 
million in the fi rst quarter of 2021.

As for the Coalition’s Australian Building 
and Construction Commission (ABCC), it is 
doing its job, continuing to harass, intimi-
date and bully workers and their unions for 
doing nothing more than protect workers’ 
rights and safety.

The ABCC has extraordinary powers to 
deny workers the right to silence. If they 
refuse to comply, they could be sent to jail. 
Now the ABCC is taking intimidation even 
further, threatening to prosecute workers 
for attending political rallies. Workers and 

union offi  cials are facing massive individual 
fi nes of tens of thousands of dollars, yet again 
doing the government’s dirty work.

CASUALS HIT
Australia has one of the highest rates of 

casualisation of its workforce of any OECD 
country. As a result, hundreds of thousands 
of workers have missed out on JobKeeper. 
It also enables employers to sack workers 
without any obligation to make redundancy 
payments.

Casuals have also been impacted by 
the lack of savings as they are not entitled 
to sick and annual leave. Many have been 
forced to draw on their meagre superan-
nuation savings.

At the time of writing, 770 cases of 
COVID-19 in Victoria have been linked to 
private care centres. The spread between 
centres was facilitated by the large number 
of casual staff  who are employed at more 
than one centre. Contracting out has also 
been a factor in the spread.

Victorian Premier Daniel Andrews 
looked clearly frustrated when he pointed 
out that the federal, not state government 
has responsibility for these private centres. 
Angry family members are furious at the lack 
of information about their relatives and the 
poor quality of care.

These centres which are regulated by the 
federal government are not required to meet 
staff -patient ratios, unlike the state centres 
where they are regulated.

The centres are run for profi t, and some 
of the corporations that run them make hun-
dreds of millions of dollars in profi ts, mostly 
sourced from government subsidies. Staff  
shortages, lack of appropriate equipment 
and inadequate training also play a role in 
the present crisis.

FAILED POLICIES
Instead of stimulatory measures the 

government is set to implement a highly 
contractionary package. The extent of these 
measures can be seen from its anticipated 

spending on JobKeeper and JobSeeker. Over 
the six months to the end of September it 
will have spent a bit under $70 billion on the 
two schemes. Once the cuts come into place 
it estimates spending over the following six 
months will be $17 billion – a reduction of 
$53 billion.

The mean spirited, anti-worker ideology 
of the government drives the cuts to Job-
Seeker and JobKeeper payments after the 
end of September. That cut of $53 billion 
will have a massive contractionary impact 
on the economy. It is crazy to withdraw that 
amount and it will be extremely painful for 
recipients of those payments and to the many 
small businesses that rely on people having 
money to spend.

At the same time PM Scott Morrison has 
announced a $270 billion spending spree to 
boost Australia’s military capacity to fi ght 
US wars, in particular against the People’s 
Republic of China.
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FRYDENBERG
A CONFUSED 
ECONOMIST

A couple of weeks ago, Treasurer Josh Frydenberg 
told ABC television’s Insiders program that “Thatcher 
and Reagan are fi gures of hate for the left because 
they were so successful.” For him, their success 
was marked by the fact that “One got two terms, 
which was the maximum that you can get in the 
United States. Margaret Thatcher got 11 and a half 
years,” the result of both former leaders “cut[ting] 
red tape and they cut taxes and delivered stronger 
economies.” 

These remarks should make anyone with an 
ounce of moral fi bre recoil in disgust. However, were 
these economics stronger? Thatcher’s UK was always 
bogged down with the highest rate of unemploy-
ment the country had seen in half a century, with 
income inequality reaching heights not seen in the 
previous decade. According to the Joseph Rowntree 
Foundation, “The proportions of households that 
were core poor and breadline poor declined dur-
ing the 1970s, but then increased again during the 
1980s.”

And now, in the driver’s seat of our economy, dur-
ing a completely unprecedented economic and health 
crisis, is a man who thinks the kind of economic 
legacy Thatcher left behind was something to be 
admired, and even worse, to take inspiration from! 
These comments only leave us asking: What aspects 
of Thatcherism is Frydenberg going to take inspira-
tion from? Will Thatcher’s education cuts, which 
resulted in the snatching of free milk from school 
kids, be a model to emulate? We already know what 
the our government thinks of university students 
(Guardian #1921, “Editorial: Arts and humanities 
suff er under new government plan”) so this wouldn’t 
be too far off  the mark.

Perhaps even more confusing than suggesting 
Thatcher and Reagan are inspirations during this 
incredibly precarious time was Frydenberg’s com-
ments about the kind of government the Morrison 
government intends on being during this pandemic: 
“We are not a government of austerity. We are a 
government that will support the economy at a time 
that they need it, but we will also be disciplined.” 
What he means by disciplined is anyone’s guess, 
but it is likely that all Frydenberg is attempting to 
do here is to speak out of both sides of his mouth.

Frydenberg is merely trying to conceal the seri-
ousness of the economic situation Australia is facing. 
In this regard, Former Prime Minister Kevin Rudd 
has done a great job in highlighting the hypocrisy of 
the Coalition. When in opposition, it hounded the 
Rudd government for its spending during the Global 
Financial Crisis qualifying the debt accumulated as 
“unbearable,” ($48 bil) “crippling,” ($90 bil) “ex-
orbitant,” ($153 bil) and “addicted” ($160 bil). But 
now, with a defi cit of $677 bil, the debt is somehow 
“manageable,” a far-cry from its early proclama-
tions of an economy that was going to be “back in 
the black.”

It is important to note that spending, when it is in 
the interests of the working-class, is not a bad thing. 
However, while the government has had to swallow 
some hard pills and subsidise wages in the form of 
JobKeeper, and support those made redundant with 
JobSeeker Coronavirus supplement, it nonetheless 
is attempting remove itself from any obligation it 
has to those suff ering the most. 

Just last week, the Guardian reported on the cuts 
to the JobSeeker coronavirus supplement that will 
see the program paying out only $815.70 per fort-
night or $58 a day by October, putting those without 
jobs back behind the poverty-line. It also reported 
on the cuts to JobKeeper of $300 at the same time.

We must ensure that our government never fol-
lows through with the kinds of disastrous economic 
management of the Thatcher and Reagan years, and 
keep the present rate of JobKeeper and JobSeeker 
so that the working-class isn’t left in the cold.
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COUNTER-
PRODUCTIVE CUTS

JobKeeper will remain at 
$1,500 a fortnight before being cut 
to $1,200 for the last three months 
of the year. There is another cut to 
$1,000 for the fi rst three months 
of 2021. That is for workers who 
were employed for twenty or more 
hours per week if their employer 
qualifi es.

For casual and part-time work-
ers on less than twenty hours per 
week, the amounts fall from $1,500 
to $750 from October and then to 
$650 for the fi rst three months 
of 2021.

The reduction in JobSeeker 
payment will only make the unem-
ployed more desperate to accept any 
work under any conditions. For the 
last three months of 2020 the pay-
ment will be cut by $300 a fortnight 
to $815.70 or $58 a day. JobSeeker 
recipients also face the uncertainty 
of what they might receive in 2021. 
Hundreds of thousands of workers 
will be driven into poverty by the 
cuts announced so far.

The reintroduction of the 
mutual obligations test for the 
unemployed to receive JobSeeker is 
cruel, inhumane, and demoralising, 
a characteristic of the government’s 
treatment of victims of its policies 
and the most vulnerable. This is 
in an environment of non-existent 
jobs and growing unemployment. 
It is a crude method to cut more 
people off  and make it diffi  cult for 
newly unemployed people to gain 
access to the payment.

Cutting incomes will reduce 
the capacity of people to purchase 
goods and services. The government 
clearly understood the need for a 
stimulus to the economy when it 
introduced JobKeeper and Job-
Seeker. That need is as great or 
even greater than ever. The cuts 
will drive the economy deeper into 
crisis and prolong any recovery.

Treasurer Josh Frydenberg is 
trying to keep up appearances of 
handing out support at the same 
time as pursuing his priorities: a 
budget surplus and lowering the 
mounting government debt.

The present level of those pay-
ments must be maintained and 
expanded to cover visa, student, 
casual, “illegals,” and other groups 
of workers who have been left out.

The government also plans to 

cut taxes – inline with its neolib-
eral policies.

DEFICIT IS 
NOT THE PROBLEM

For some time now, the govern-
ment has been doing a “balancing 
act” between the lives and health 
of people, and what it claims will 
help the economy. This trade-off  is 
a smokescreen for its obsession with 
returning the budget to a surplus 
as quickly as possible and slashing 
mounting government debt.

The budget defi cit is not the 
problem. The government’s poli-
cies are.

The defi cit should be looked at 
in the wider context of the whole 
economy. The latest fi gures are an 
$86 billion defi cit for the fi nancial 
year just ended and $284 billion in 
2020-21. Just over a third of this 
defi cit has nothing to do with any 
packages. It is largely a result of a 
decline in economic conditions, 
much of it because of a decline in 
personal and company income tax.

This anticipated budget defi cit, 
if spent on stimulatory measures, 
will not be a burden on the economy 
or budget. The government can 
borrow at 0.04 per cent interest for 
fi ve years and 0.9 per cent for ten 
years (according to RBA fi gures). It 
would become a burden if interest 
rates were high. 

JobKeeper and JobSeeker could 
be funded at their present levels by 
slashing the more than half a tril-
lion dollars currently allocated for 
military spending. Unlike killing 
machines, it would save lives and 
be of benefi t to the environment.

JOB CUTS HAVE 
BEGUN

In the meantime, just when the 
government talks about the impor-
tance of job creation, it is quietly 
cutting public sector jobs. Many 
of the cuts have been targeted at 
science, the arts and culture, and 
renewable energy.

CSIRO scientists are busting 
their guts to develop a vaccine for 
COVID-19, while many of their 
fellow employees are losing their 
jobs. The latest cuts are to key sci-
entists, engineers, and researchers 
in the fi eld of energy. The govern-
ment has cut 619 CSIRO jobs over 
the last year alone.

At the same time, while atten-
tion is on the pandemic, it is quietly 

cutting jobs from the ABC. The ABC 
has lost 1,100 jobs as a result of 
budget cuts by the Morrison gov-
ernment. In the latest hit, 250 staff  
joined the ranks of the unemployed. 
In addition, it has just cut twelve per 
cent of staff  at the National Gallery 
of Australia. Last month it also axed 
sixty positions in the Department 
of Foreign Aff airs and Trade.

CHOICE
The government has a choice: a 

profi t-led “market”-led or a public 
sector-led recovery.

It could pursue the pro-big 
business, austerity measures, a 
path it plans to follow. In particu-
lar this would involve deregula-
tion including the labour market, 
further privatisations, and tax cuts 
for the wealthy. As stated above, 
this would result in contracting 
the economy and deepening and 
prolonging the economic crisis. 
Some aspects of opening up could 
see the widespread proliferation 
of the virus.

Or, it could apply the lessons of 
past post-recession and depression 
recoveries and adopt stimulatory 
measures, while putting the inter-
ests of the people fi rst and retain-
ing JobKeeper and JobSeeker at 
their present levels. This includes 
investing in the public sector to 
simulate growth and meet the 
unprecedented demand for govern-
ment services. Job creation in the 
health, community, public housing 
and renewable sectors would serve 
useful social goals.

Australia’s manufacturing 
sector was found wanting when 
the pandemic hit. It had over suc-
cessive decades been wound down 
with many skills and facilities lost. 
This is another area crying out for 
assistance and job creation.

New research from the Aus-
tralia Institute’s Centre for Future 
Work reveals that Australia ranks 
last among all OECD countries for 
manufacturing self-suffi  ciency. 
While this indicator confirms 
the dramatic decline of domestic 
manufacturing in recent years, it 
also reveals the enormous potential 
benefi ts that would be generated by 
rebuilding manufacturing back to 
a size proportional to our national 
needs: $180 billion in new sales, 
$50 billion in additional GDP, and 
over 400,000 new jobs.

Such measures would assist 
people, be stimulatory and ease the 
depth and pain of the crisis. 

WORKERS IN 
THE FIRING LINE

It is crazy to cut $53 billion from JobSeeker and JobKeeper payments while announcing a $270 billion spending 
spree on Australia’s military capacity.
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Pandemic failures in aged care 
revealed in survey; workers 
feel “unprepared, untrained, 
unsafe.”

Shocking gaps in coronavirus 
preparations by aged care 
providers have been revealed 
in a new national survey of 
more than 1,000 aged care 
workers.

The survey also shows lock-
downs and other coronavirus 
measures have seriously aff ected 
aged care workers and the residents 
they care for, with staff  shortages, 
increased workloads, and some 
residents not seen for whole days 
at a stretch.

Results from the United 
Workers’ Union survey show 
large gaps in aged care pan-
demic preparations:
• Three in ten residential aged 

care workers said they had 
received no additional training 
in coronavirus safety measures 
or on correctly using personal 
protective equipment. 

• More than two thirds of aged 
care workers do not feel 
very prepared to deal with a 
coronavirus outbreak. 

• Four in ten workers feel their 
aged care facility has not 
communicated their infection 
plan well. 

• One in three home care 
workers said they did not 
have enough supplies of hand 
sanitiser and gloves. 

• Only one in ten home care 

workers said they had 
been given a contactless 
thermometer. 

The survey reveals workers 
struggling with staff  shortages 
and increased workloads since 
the outbreak: 
• Two-thirds of residential 

care workers and one half of 
home care workers say their 
workloads have increased since 
the pandemic. 

• Seventy-fi ve per cent of 
workers say they don’t have 
enough staff  to provide quality 
care. 

• Eight out of ten aged care 
workers say they always or 
often don’t have the time 
to provide the social and 
emotional support to those 
they care for (up from seven 
out of ten last year). 

• Ninety per cent of aged care 
workers said they did not have 
enough time to complete tasks 
(about the same as last year). 

• Forty-four per cent of aged 
care workers said they would 
be unlikely to be working in the 
sector in fi ve years’ time (up 
from thirty-seven per cent last 
year). 

The survey raises structural 
issues that make stopping 
coronavirus and keeping aged 
care staff  challenging:
• Nine out of ten aged care 

workers said they could not 
aff ord to take unpaid leave. 

• Nine out of ten aged care 
workers are worried their 

colleagues may have to work 
if they have mild symptoms 
because of a lack of leave. 

• Only sixteen per cent of 
workers report their providers 
have off ered some form of paid 
pandemic sick leave. 

• Aged care workers report staff  
shortages occur because shifts 
are not fi lled when people do 
take coronavirus-related leave. 

• Only one in ten workers said 
they felt more valued since the 
onset of the pandemic. 

• More than half of frontline 
care workers say the federal 
government’s controversial 
retention bonus has had no 
impact on retaining them in 
the industry. 

Survey reveals exhausted 
workers unable to help those 
they care for:

United Workers Union aged 
care director Carolyn Smith said 
the fi ndings confi rmed the dire 
conditions facing aged care workers 
nationally during the pandemic.

“Aged care workers have 
revealed they feel unprepared, 
untrained and unsafe in the 
face of this pandemic, which 
is a damning indictment 
on national preparations 
to protect Australia’s most 
vulnerable people,” Smith 
said.

“The public has a right to be 
very concerned that workers 
feel unable to take leave if they 

are suff ering minor symptoms 
because there is no fi nancial 
safety net for them.

“What is also shocking is that 
in these known hotspots for 
coronavirus transmission, 
workers report less staff , more 
work and less ability to care 
for those they care for.

“The federal government’s 
band-aid solutions for 
pandemic staffi  ng in the 
sector – including the under-
whelming retention bonus – 
have clearly not worked.

“In our submission to the 
Royal Commission on the 
impact of COVID-19, we are 
again calling on the federal 
government to fund aged care 
in a way that recognises the 
crisis in aged care, and tie that 
funding to improving workers’ 
wages and conditions.”
Workers reveal the despair 

they face when dealing with 
the impacts of coronavirus:

“We wake them up, put them 
in a chair, all day with no 
visitors, no extra staff  and 
put them back to bed 8 hours 
later, with staff  hardly getting 
a chance to talk to them. The 
reason I’d leave aged care is 
because it’s not really care, I 
feel like a robot.”

“Some residents are going 
all day without staff  even 
entering their rooms as there 
isn’t enough of us.”

“Residents being restricted 
to either their own room or 
lodge have created many more 
behaviours and along with 
residents wanting more one-
on-one attention, personal 
carers are stretched to give 
any quality of care.”
Aged care worker and 

United Workers’ Union 
member Jay from Queens-
land says:

“Residents really needed 
support from staff . They got 
stressed, anxious and other 
stuff  because they couldn’t 

see their families. We had 
to become their friends and 
families.

“We did not get personal 
training about COVID-19, it 
was online. Half of the people 
didn’t even know there was 
training. We still need that to 
happen.”
Aged care worker and 

United Workers’ Union 
member Mel from Western 
Australia says:

“There’s a lot more 
expectations – we have had 
to be more vigilant about 
times when family members 
are allowed in or allowed out; 
that’s all extra work we had to 
take on.

“People were quite upset; 
families were quite upset. It 
took a toll on the staff  as well.

“If we were to be really under 
the pump, we would struggle 
big time. That would be the 
case in most facilities, because 
we don’t have the training and 
we don’t have the staff  to deal 
with the very unwell.”
Home care worker and 

United Workers Union 
member Karen from NSW 
says:

“It’s been so stressful, we go 
into someone’s house with a 
series of safety questions but 
they may have dementia and 
not be able to answer them.

“We sometimes have to buy 
our own PPE. We are under 
a hell of a stress out on the 
frontline, in the community, 
while we see the rest of the 
company are safely working 
from home. Makes us feel a bit 
unappreciated.”
About the survey:
The survey was conducted in 

May and June, with responses 
from every state and territory 
predominantly made up of United 
Workers’ members in Queensland, 
South Australia and Western Aus-
tralia (residential) and NSW (home 
care). 

Australia

PANDEMIC FAILURES IN AGED 
CARE REVEALED IN SURVEY

United Workers’ Union Statement

The Guardian is running a competition: 
How would you spend $270 billion? On 
war preparations and killing machines? We 
would like to know how you would spend 
the money. You can tell us in an article, a 
shopping list, or in graphic form such as a 

cartoon, poster or meme, or you may have a 
better idea. Word limit is 500.
Enter now to win a $50 bookshop voucher or 
six-month subscription to the Guardian!
Good luck!

COMPETITION
HOW WOULD YOU SPEND $270 BILLION?

NAME: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

EMAIL ADDRESS: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
or
POSTAL ADDRESS: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

PHONE: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

I ……………………………….. , certify that the work submitted to the CPA’s 
How would you spend $270 billion? is my original work.

By submitting an entry I agree to the publication of 
my entry in the Guardian and on CPA’s social media.

SIGNED: …………………………………  DATE ………………………

Entries close at 5 pm on Wednesday 5th August 
but earlier submissions would be appreciated.

Entries should be sent editor@cpa.org.au or mailed to:
How would you spend? 74 Buckingham Street Surry Hills NSW 2010


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Seamus Carey 

The trend of military build-up in our 
country has entered a new and danger-
ous stage. The signs are unmistakable: 
our government is preparing for war.

A war which does not need to happen, 
and is not in our interests. A war which could 
lead to death and destruction on a scale great 
enough to threaten human life as we know it, 
for which there is no possible justifi cation. 
But capital’s hunger for it swells.

The 2020 Defence Strategic Update 
released by the Australian Department of 
Defence on the 1st of July states:

“This security environment is markedly 
diff erent from the relatively more 
benign one of even four years ago, 
with greater potential for military 
miscalculation. This could conceivably 
include state-on-state confl ict that could 
engage the Australian Defence Force 
(ADF) where Australia’s interests are 
threatened. Accordingly, Defence must 
be better prepared for the prospect of 
high-intensity confl ict.”

It is no secret that the People’s Republic 
of China is being considered the potential 
military enemy here. The document states 
“Strategic competition, primarily between 
the United States and China, will be the 
principal driver of strategic dynamics in our 
region,” and specifi cally raises the possibility 
of “high-intensity military confl ict between 
the United States and China.” Unsurprisingly 
but nonetheless disturbingly, the document 
promises that Australian Defence “will con-
tinue to deepen Australia’s alliance with the 
United States.”

That the government has committed the 
outrageous sum of $270 billion to military 
spending, at a time when nearly every other 
sector of our society is in desperate need of 
funding, shows that this intention for war 
is becoming less hypothetical. The deepen-
ing severity and pervasiveness of anti-China 
propaganda over the past few years is also 
a sign that the government and ruling class 
are taking steps to preemptively win public 
support for this senseless war.

All that’s needed to kick it off  is a “Gulf of 
Tonkin incident”. Or a “USS Maine incident.” 
Or a “weapons of mass destruction-type” 
incident. The fact that the US imperialists 
lie to start aggressive wars is so well known 
by this point that it has become cliché. We 
all know for a fact they lie. Yet our govern-
ment is still perfectly happy to believe them 
and remain their fi rm ally! It is happy to 
have them whisper in their ear, for instance 
via “trusted” think tanks like the Austral-
ian Strategic Policy Institute, which openly 
receives funding from the US government 
and US arms manufacturers.

Alternatively or in concert, the lie of 
“Uyghur genocide” or other claims of human 
rights abuses could be used to justify inva-
sion. The outrageous likening of China to Nazi 
Germany, which informs and is informed 
by the construction of this myth, is a clear 

attempt to lay the ground for an ethical jus-
tifi cation for initiating military confl ict: one 
that is palatable both to those on the right 
and to those on the liberal “left,” who still 
retain some faith in the truthfulness of the 
information made most accessible to us, 
despite that we all know for a fact they lie.

The Australian people are being bom-
barded with lies that perpetuate the belief 
that China is the aggressor. If it were known 
clearly by all that China is not the aggres-
sor, then it would also be clear that, in fact, 
it is we who are – and by “we” I am forced 
to mean “the US and its allies.”

If China set up military bases in Mexico, 
Cuba, Haiti, or any other country in that 
region, and conducted military exercises in 
the Gulf of Mexico or off  the coast of Cali-
fornia, it would be considered by most to 
be obvious aggression. However, they have 
done no such thing whatsoever. The US on 
the other hand has military bases and facili-
ties in Japan, South Korea, Singapore and 
Australia, amongst several others. The US 
Navy shamelessly conducts military exercises 
along the coast of China, even going so far 

as to repeatedly sail military vessels through 
the Strait of Taiwan and call it “freedom of 
navigation operations.”

The main activity of the Chinese mili-
tary (the People’s Liberation Army) that is 
pointed to as aggressive is military exercises 
in the South China Sea. Yet the fact that 
the US and Australian navies also conduct 
military exercises there is seen as somehow 
diff erent, blameless. This can only be justi-
fi ed by a sense of moral superiority that has 
no basis in fact.

China’s claim and activities in the South 
China Sea are often called “expansionist,” a 
use of the word which renders it meaningless. 
Regardless of anyone’s opinion on the claim, 
the fact is clear that this claim predates the 
founding of the People’s Republic. Holding to 
the same claim (even reducing it by bilateral 
agreement with Vietnam in the early days 
of the People’s Republic) cannot sensibly be 
considered “expansionist”. The “Republic of 
China government” of Taiwan even makes 
the same claim and conducts its own military 
exercises in the Sea. Yet it doesn’t receive 
the same criticism in our media.

At no point in the past four years that 
the Defence Strategic Update identifi es as 
a period of heightening of tensions has the 
Chinese government openly threatened to 
invade another country. The US, meanwhile, 
has openly threatened to invade multiple 
countries, including DPR Korea, Venezuela 
and Iran, as well as engaging in combat in 
many others after having actually invaded 
them, including Afghanistan, Iraq and 
Syria, in which Australian troops have also 
taken part. The US has also, unilaterally and 
without reasonable justifi cation, initiated an 
attempt at economic warfare against China; 
a move destined to fail but with which the 
Australian government meekly and half-
heartedly joined in, betraying the interests 
of the Australian people.

The US imperialists are lying about China, 
and the Australian government is shamelessly 
following the US in its lies and aggression 
along the road to apocalypse. The Austral-
ian people deserve better allies and a better 
government, and we deserve independence 
and peace. We must fi ght back against the 
drive towards war at all costs. 

Australia

RESIST THE WAR DRIVE

Something to say?
Write to the Editor!
editor@cpa.org.au

That the government has committed the outrageous sum of 
$270 billion to military spending, at a time when nearly every 

other sector of our society is in desperate need of funding, 
shows that this intention for war is becoming less hypothetical.

Find out more about the

Communist Party of Australia

web www.cpa.org.au
email cpa@cpa.org.au

Perth



Guardian August 3, 2020  5

Floyd Kermode 

What is “cancel culture”? Why is it 
getting so much attention? Should we 
worry about it? Cancel culture suppos-
edly involves commentators being sub-
jected to concerted attempts to have 
them sacked from jobs and banned 
from appearing in various media plat-
forms, merely for expressing contro-
versial opinions. 

Free speech is endangered! “Progressives”, 
a nebulous group including everyone to the 
left of the far-right, are being intolerant!  Fear-
less commentators are self-censoring! Life in 
English-speaking countries is becoming like 
North Korea, only we don’t do those spec-
tacular mass-fl ag-waving events at stadiums.

What cancel culture is, really, is a furphy 
with a grain of truth at its heart. Cancel cul-
ture is not unlike “political correctness” (PC) 
– both started as a joke and became an alibi 
and a distraction. 

PC, a cartoon version of commendable 
eff orts to recognise the full humanity of people 
who hadn’t been treated with respect for 
ages, is invoked to avoid the need to defend 
racism or sexism. Cancel culture is used to 
demonise criticism instead of addressing the 
reasons for that criticism.

Although usage of the term can be found 
as early as the mid-20th century, contempo-
rary usage of PC started life as a self-depre-
cating joke, by progressive people about how 
hard they were trying to include previously 
marginalised groups. The joke caught on, 
and a book of funny and entirely fi ctional 
PC expressions became a minor best seller.  

Nobody had seriously suggested that 
a “manhole cover” be renamed a “person-
hole cover” or tried to replace “short” with 
“diff erently-heighted.” However, PC became 
a massive alibi – which racist wouldn’t rather 
say “I’m very non-pc” than “I fear and hate 
non-white people”?

Similarly, “cancelled,” applied to people 
instead of subscriptions, meals, or TV shows. 
Contemporary usage started out as a funny 
way of telling friends you disagreed with 
them, the term evolved into shorthand for 
saying you had good reason for disliking a 
celebrity or company. I’m a Twitter addict 
and I’ve mainly seen “X is cancelled” in the 
context of telling everyone that a celebrity 
has done or said something that would make 
any reasonable person want to stop consum-
ing their work, rather than as a call to arms.  

As Aja Romano points out in a Vox.com 
piece, “Why we can’t stop fi ghting about cancel 
culture,” the concept is often confused with 
“call out culture” – the practice of publicly 
denouncing someone for doing something 
seriously wrong. 

So does anyone really get cancelled? A 
better question would be this: does anyone 
really get cancelled who wouldn’t have been 
sacked or suff ered consequences anyway if 
we weren’t talking about cancel culture? 

Recently, Harper’s Magazine published 
an open letter by a number of prominent 
public fi gures, such as J K Rowling and Noam 
Chomsky, calling for the end of cancel culture. 
It’s signifi cant that the open letter didn’t cite 
any actual cases. For example, Roseanne 
Barr lost her TV show after a racist tweet. 
The American Broadcasting Company knew 
how a lot of their audience would have felt 
about her comments. Ponder this: would 
a company not fi re an employee that was 
making inappropriate comments that left 
other employees incredibly uncomfortable? 
Arguably not. Similarly, Harvey Weinstein 
lost all his power and infl uence on his way 
to prison for numerous sexual off ences. 
Weinstein’s history of sexual assault would 
have been a career killer at any time. Rowl-
ing’s tweets suggesting that trans rights 
were somehow incompatible with “the lived 
reality of women globally” were criticised by 

a lot of people including some of the Harry 
Potter actors and some of the other writers 
employed by her publisher. She still has 14.3 
million followers on Twitter and is the most 
published living woman on earth as well as 
one of the richest. Thus, if the backlash to 
her tweets amounts to cancelling, it’s hardly 
a death sentence.

Which brings us to two of the reasons 
why we’re hearing the term cancel culture 
being used a lot now.

Firstly, Donald Trump mentioned it in a 
recent speech. He was speaking against the 
removal of memorials to confederate gener-
als and said “we can’t cancel all our culture,” 
which suggests Trump has given the concept 
no thought at all.

Secondly, is the aforementioned open 
letter. The letter claims that “powerful 
protests for racial and social justice,” while 
a good thing, are leading to “a new set of 
moral attitudes and political commitments 
that tend to weaken norms of open debate 
and toleration of diff erences in favour of 
ideological conformity.” What’s more “the 
free exchange of information and ideas […] 
is daily becoming more constricted.” This is 
bad, the letter tells us because free expression 
is “the lifeblood of a liberal society” (“liberal” 
here meaning “free” not, as in Australia, the 
“monstrously corrupt reverse Robin Hood 
political party”).

As mentioned above, while the letter 
doesn’t give any specifi c instances of actual 
people who’ve been actually cancelled, it 
claims that calls for “retribution” in response 
to “transgressions of speech and thought” 
are “all too common.” The language is pretty 
over the top – is there anyone who’s calling 
for punishment for thoughts? We have to 
ask: what do they mean by “retribution”? If 
it’s just non-following, well, they’ll have to 
suck it up; I’ve still got the right to dislike 
things and to urge others not to consume 
them. If I do that, I’m engaging in a prac-
tice that’s as old as opinion. If “retribution” 
means “trying to sack someone,” I haven’t 
seen as much of that on the part of progres-
sives. They don’t seem to mean the hound-
ing of Yasmin al-Magied out of her job and 
her country by Murdoch publications, who 
published more than 120,000 words on her 
for a seven-word tweet that mentioned the 
words “Lest we forget.”

The letter goes on to justify its call for 
tolerance on the part of “progressives” by 
claiming that “right-wing demagogues are 
already exploiting” it. No evidence is given that 
right-wingers are exploiting actual dogmatic 
intolerance on the part of “the left.” I’ve been 
keeping an eye on right-wing commentary 
since the mid-1970s and the accusation of 
intolerance against the left who – oh, the 
irony – are supposed to be pro-tolerance goes 
back at least that long. The idea that if the left 
is nice enough demagogues like Trump will 
stop accusing it of intolerance is delusional.

Are there valid reasons for being con-
cerned about cancel culture? Not really. 
Rowling claims to have received death 
and rape threats after her excursion into 
transphobia. That’s appalling, but the solu-
tion to those threats is not to scold people 
for criticising Rowling. The fact that one of 
the signatories is Bari Weiss, who literally 
made a career trying to have academics dis-
missed for supporting Palestinians, doesn’t 
mean that open debate is not a good thing, 
but is a good reason to be sceptical about the 
phenomenon of cancel culture.

We are going to hear this label thrown up 
a lot in the near future, not to protect open 
debate, but to distract and change the topic. If 
you’re accused of participating in perpetrat-
ing cancel culture or hear the label thrown 
around, ask these questions. Who exactly is 
being “cancelled”? What’s the topic they’re 
supposedly being cancelled for? Is what’s 
happening to them diff erent to criticism? 

OP-ED

CANCEL CULTURE OUTRAGE 
MUCH ADO ABOUT NOTHING

J K Rowling still has 14.3 million followers on Twitter and is the most published living 
woman on earth as well as one of the richest. Thus, if the backlash to her tweets amounts 
to cancelling, it’s hardly a death sentence.

Yasmin al-Magied was pushed out of her job and her country by Murdoch publications, 
who published more than 120,000 words on her for a seven-word tweet that mentioned the 
words “Lest we forget.”
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On Friday the 24th July, 550 workers at 
the Woolworths distribution centre in 
Wyong took strike action. These work-
ers were supported by their union, 
the United Workers’ Union (UWU) 
to strike to remedy serious griev-
ances with Woolworths. These griev-
ances include unsafe work practices, 
rates of pay that are lower than that 
of warehouse workers employed by 
Woolworths in identical warehouses 
in Sydney, and to convert workers who 
have been stuck in casual positions for 
years to permanent positions. Wool-
worths retaliated by locking the work-
ers out until Wednesday the following 
week in a move described by UWU as 
“heartless.” The UWU established a 
24-hour picket outside the distribu-
tion centre. 

CPA members of UWU have been playing 
an important role in organising and sup-
porting this picket to defend the interests of 
workers. Members of Central, Maritime, and 
Beloyannis branch visited the picket within 
a day of the lockout. The Maritime Branch 
donated $350 of required supplies, while 
other members brought cartons of food on 
arrival to the picket.
For more coverage of the Wyong Woolworths 
strike, visit the CPA Facebook page for The 
Workers’ Weekly Guardian’s exclusive video 
report. 

CPA MEMBERS SUPPORT LOCKED 
OUT WOOLWORTHS WAREHOUSE 

WORKERS IN WYONG
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Hello comrades! This week marks the last week of Australian Communist 
Theory and Thought on fascism. In this week’s theory section we have 
an article on monopoly and fascism in relation to the formation of the EU.

In our history section we have two articles. The fi rst, on the attempts 
by state governments to deregister the BLF. The BLF were one of the 
more visible radical unions and because of their commitment to workers 
worried Australian governments during their whole existence, resulting in 
a number of deregistrations.

The other is on Hawke’s recognition of Indonesia’s claim over East 
Timor. Hawke’s legacy, particularly when it concerns foreign policy, is 
largely remembered by members of the public for his anti-apartheid 
stance on South Africa. However, it is worth noting that Hawke had some 
considerably terrible positions as well. This article highlights one of 
those.

This article originally appeared in 
The Tribune May, 1962. 

Rupert Lockwood

The Common Market’s Europe-
an Investment Bank is now active-
ly promoting mergers of giant 
monopolies into internationalised 
super-monopolies.

Room at the top, or at least on the second 
fl ight, is being reserved for key British indus-
trial giants.

As these monopolies operate strategic 
subsidiaries in Australia, of potent infl uence 
in the Australian economy, the implications 
for the Australian people will be grave.

Pre-war cartels helped the German trusts 
to consolidate Fascist rule and submerge 
Europe in fi re and blood from the Volga to 
the Ebro.

The cartel associations with the nazis 
of the Two Hundred Families of France, of 
the De Wendels of Comite des Forges with 
the German steel magnates, of Vickers with 
Krupp, Imperial Chemicals and duPont with 
I G. Farbenindustrie, of Royal Dutch Shell 
chiefs with the Nazi party itself – these 
yielded their mass graves and ruined cities.

Now, instead of the patent-exchanging 
and .price-fixing cartels, the American 
and West German sponsors-in-chief of the 
Common Market propose that the cartel 
members should unite into single companies 
to cover particular industries.

TO CURSE 
THE WORLD WITH GRAVE 

THREATS 
One of the chief duties of the Common 

Market’s Investment Bank, the instrument of 
the European monopolists and their American 
investment partners, is “to fi nance projects 
of interest to several member States.”

Colossal inter-State corporations, usually 
with the West Germans having the main infl u-
ence under dollar patronage, are in process 
of formation, to curse the world with graver 
threats of Fascism and nuclear war. 

This “internationalisation” of monopolies 
is designed to make the Common Market 
“irreversible.”

How can an industry in Britain or 
France be unscrambled from an interna-
tional corporation, for nationalisation? For 
a Common Market automobile corporation, 
engine-building can be in the Rhineland, 
bodybuilding in France, assembly in Hol-
land; the laboratories and raw materials 
sector for a chemicals industry in Italy, the 
fi nal production stages in England.

Of what use the British Labour Party 
publishing Signposts for the Sixties with 
proposals for nationalisation when its 
leader, Hugh Gaitskell, supports entry to a 
Common Market whose rules strictly forbid 
nationalisation?

In the Common Market, according to 

Barbara Castle, Labour MP, British pri-
vate fi rms “would increasingly develop on 
European lines, through mergers and other 
commercial links. 

“In such a situation the task of nation-
alisation would become, well-nigh impos-
sible because of the diffi  culty of breaking up 
units which had become internationalised. 
It is one of the main aims of the Treaty to 
encourage this.”

DISTRESSED AREAS
The European Investment Bank super-

monopolists cynically visualise “distressed 
areas” under the economic integration.

Smaller coal mines and factories will 
close, “ineffi  cient, “uneconomic” and “redun-
dant” industries will go to the wall; towns 
will become derelict. Mentioned among pro-
spective ghost areas are Ulster and Scotland.

The Investment Bank is supposed to plan 
help for future “distressed areas.” Barbara 
Castle went to Brussels to fi nd out their plans, 
and wrote on return to London:

“It was freely admitted to me that the 
Community (Common Market) has no eff ec-
tive policy for dealing with the distressed 
areas – nor have the individual governments.”

Governments are not free to set up new 
industries in “distressed areas.” If the British 
government ordered a fi rm to build its new 
factory in distressed Scotland, the commu-
nity could stop the fi rm doing so in favour 
of transfer to Germany.

Even if Trade Minister McEwen could 
hold Commonwealth Tariff Preference, 
he would sell no IXL marmalade, Vestey’s 
“camp pie” or Penfold’s wine in the Jarrows 
and Durhams of the future.

SUPER FASCIST 
GOVERNMENT

Super-fascist government develops logi-
cally from super-monopolies.

Market members’ parliaments nominate 
representatives to a Common Market Assem-
bly, but the power-holding executive body is 
the Common Market Commission, composed 
of dictators from the super-monopolies.

The Assembly, ironically enough, cannot 
replace this Commission in the near-impos-
sible event of its dismissal, which can only 
be done by a two-thirds Assembly majority.

The ruling Commission was thus 
described by Economic Lecturer H B Dick-
inson, University of Bristol:

“It is an irresponsible body of inter-
national bureaucrats. To whose opinions 
and interests is it likely to be favourable? 
Those of big business and the conservative-
minded economists of the West German 
Wirthschaftwunder.”

The Commission will be far removed from 
the tramp of marching feet from Aldermas-
ton, the clamour of unemployed riots and 
other democratic pressures.

London School of Economics Political 
Science Lecturer, William Pickles, warns 

that the British government has frivolously 
dismissed the constitutional implications 
of the Common Market which mean sur-
render of national sovereignty and of the 
supremacy of Parliament – the only con-
stitution Britain has.

“There are under the Rome Treaty,” says 
Economics Lecturer Dickinson, “a number 
of subjects over which the national Parlia-
ments will no longer have power to legislate: 

There will be no possibility of democratic 
parties forcing measures in these subjects 
through the machinery of the Common 
market because no suitable machinery exists. 
Democratic parties in the Common Market 
will suff er endless frustrations. 

ENTRY WITHOUT 
AN ELECTION

“For Britain to join the Common Market 
will ensure that, whatever party forms a 
government at Westminster, this country 
will be governed on sound Conservative 
principles. Is this why the present govern-
ment is so concerned to hustle Britain in, 
without an election, without any consulta-
tion of the people?”

Once fascism is consolidated it dispenses 
with social democracy.

What reforms can the British Labour 
Party, the French, Belgian, Dutch and Italian 
Right-wing Socialists and the warmongering 
German Social Democratic leaders off er to 
hold the victimised people in check?

Social services must be uniform; the 
British workers will have to pay from their 
wages far heavier social insurance contribu-
tions in accord with Continental custom and 
Common Market rules. “The dog,” as one 
writer put it, “will be fed with its own tail.”

Taxation in West Germany is lower for 
the rich and higher for the workers than even 
in Tory Britain; the Market’s Department of 
Competition is now moving to “harmonise” 
taxation, both direct and indirect.

MARKET BARS 
NATIONALISATION

Not only does the Market bar nation-
alisation and State “commercial” monopo-
lies; it also bars “aids granted by states in 
any manner whatsoever which distort or 
threaten competition. Thus the market 
super-bureaucrats can block a subsidy to a 
vital national industry.

Under the Common Market the British 
Labour Party and European Social Democrats 
cannot seek continued support by off er-
ing crumbs of social services, tax conces-
sions and subsidies. The Common Market 
should be seen by all Australians, who will 
feel its impact catastrophically in trade and 
employment, as a new stage in monopolist 
organisation for war and fascism.

The labour movement is marked down 
for destruction as a prelude to war, as in Italy 
in the 1920 s and Germany in the 1930 s. 

Common market aim monopoly, war and fascism

AUSTRALIA’S RIGHTS 
ARE MENACED
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This article originally appeared in the 
The Workers’ Weekly Guardian July, 1985. 

The Victorian, NSW, and federal gov-
ernments are pressing ahead with 
their plans to deregister the Builders’ 
Laborers’ Federation (BLF) despite 
the lifting last week of the BLF work 
bans which led to the deregistration 
moves. The bans were imposed as 
part of a campaign for an inquiry into 
the conviction of BLF leader Norm 
Gallagher and also in support of a 
36-hour week. 

The BLF has decided to seek negotia-
tions with employers for a shorter working 
week and to replace its industrial campaign 
in support of Gallagher by a long-term cam-
paign for “maximum possible assistance of 
all those in our community who value the 
retention of civil liberties.”

Gallagher was sentenced to four years 
and three months imprisonment after being 
found guilty of taking bribes from employers. 
The employers got off  scot free.

Gallagher’s union position is at risk under 
section 132B of the Conciliation and Arbi-
tration Act which prohibits union offi  cials 
from holding offi  ce if they are convicted for 
a criminal off ence which carries a sentence 
of more than three months.

The BLF said in a press statement that 
it had no wish to be in confrontation with 
a federal Labor government “unless we 
are faced with no alternative” but it would 
continue to press for the release of Norm 
Gallagher from prison.

The BLF believes that “the ruling class is 
directing attention away from the disgraceful 
facts of Norm Gallagher’s jailing by shifting 
the focus to industrial lawlessness. Lifting 
the bans is intended to prevent the ruling 

class using such cover.” The union is also 
demanding repeal of the iniquitous Section 
132B of the Conciliation and Arbitration Act.

The BLF rejects as absurd the suggestion 
that industrial problems in the industry are 
caused solely by itself. Most problems were 
caused by the employers’ non-observance of 
awards. “We will never agree to stop protect-
ing our members’ rights, wages and condi-
tions not give up our right to take action as 
the members see fi t to do this.”

NSW building unions have condemned 
the activities of the BLF and agreed, in prin-
ciple, to perform BLF work. Building Work-
ers’ Industrial Union Assistant Secretary 
Tom McDonald said the BLF had lost the 
support of other unions.

Victorian Premier Cain said State legisla-
tion to deregister the BLF “in concert with 
federal legislation of a similar kind, will eff ec-
tively put the union out of business.” Cain 

and NSW Premier Wran had both urged the 
Federal Government to deregister the BLF 
at Federal level because most BLF members 
are registered federally.

A resolution passed at the Victorian 
ALP Conference on June 22 called on the 
Victorian state government to inquire into 
the circumstances leading to the conviction 
of Gallagher. However, the Victorian Labor 
government has refused to institute such 
an inquiry.

Despite the fact that most progressive 
unionists might disagree with some of the 
tactics and activities of the BLF, they none-
theless consider the attempts to deregister 
the BLF as an action directed against workers 
and their right to organise industrial action 
which, if successful, could become a prec-
edent to smash other unions which pursue 
a militant policy. 

Australian Communist Thought and History

ONSLAUGHT ON THE BLF

This article originally appeared in 
The Workers’ Weekly Guardian 
August, 1985. 
Prime Minister Hawke’s 
remarks on Indonesian TV 
have extended Australian 
recognition to Indonesia’s 
violent annexation of East 
Timor. Portugal, still recog-
nised by the United Nations 
as the administering power 
of East Timor, has withdrawn 
its ambassador to Canberra. 
Despite this, Hawke seems 
unrepentant that, in the name 
of his government, he has sold 
out the East Timorese people 
who have suff ered and died 
under ten years of Indonesian 
military rule.

Hawke told an Indonesian 
interviewer in July that Australia 
recognised the sovereign author-
ity of Indonesia over East Timor. 
He went on to describe the East 
Timorese as “citizens of Indonesia.”

This goes beyond even the posi-
tion of the former Fraser Liberal 
government. Fraser had previously 
not lifted a fi nger as the Indonesians 
massacred and starved the Timor-
ese and shot Australian journalists 
reporting the facts but had not gone 
quite as far as Hawke in recognising 
Indonesian sovereignty. 

Hawke said his statement just 
acknowledged the fact of Indo-
nesia’s exercising its control over 

East Timor. The statement shows 
the Prime Minister is prepared to 
entirely forget the Eat Timorese 
people and to rewrite ALP policy 
which expresses the ALP’s “continu-
ing concern” that East Timor “was 
incorporated without East Timorese 
people having an adequate opportu-
nity to express their wishes through 
an internationally supervised act of 
self-determination.”

It is scarcely three months since 
the government’s Communications 
Minister Duff y took steps to pre-
vent further radio contact between 
Australian supporters and Fretilin 
independence fi ghters inside Timor. 
This was in response to an Indone-
sian Embassy call.

Since 1975, nine UN resolutions 
have supported East Timor’s inde-
pendence. Indonesia has rejected 
calls for an internationally super-
vised act of self-determination, 
a demand which the Portuguese 
Government has repeatedly called 
on Indonesia to observe.

Dr de Andrade, the Portuguese 
Ambassador, was recalled for con-
sultations over Hawke’s remarks. 
He said the off ending statements 
could jeopardise the results of ini-
tiatives for a peaceful settlement. A 
former Portuguese Foreign Minis-
ter, Victor sa Machado, said Aus-
tralia’s further support of Jakarta’s 
policies was lamentable. 

EAST TIMOR: HAWKE UNREPENTANT
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3CR Alternative News

Bolivia’s elections have been post-
poned for the third time since the 
leaders of Bolivia’s coup took over late 
last year. Instead of holding elections 
on the 6th September, elections will 
now (fi ngers crossed) take place on 
the 18th October.

Bolivia has been under the leadership 
of interim President Jeanine Áñez and the 
Juntos alliance since the coup last year. You 
might remember she promised swift and 
democratic elections as soon as stability 
was brought back to Bolivia after the coup 
she helped lead. This was obviously a false 
promise to appeal to the regional and inter-
national orchestrators of the coup. 

Since coming to power, the interim gov-
ernment of Bolivia has been shifting their 
foreign alliances from China, Russia, and 
other non-aligned countries to the US, the 
European Union and Israel. This includes 
asking for Israel’s help to fi ght “terrorism” 
in Bolivia and pledging allegiance to the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF).

The Áñez government has also cracked 
down on public dissent and left organisa-
tions. According to Latin-American news 
outlet, Telesur, at least fi fty community radio 
stations have been shut down, as well as at 
least sixty-seven journalists imprisoned, 
threatened, or accused of committing crimes 
of sedition and terrorism since the Áñez 
government took offi  ce.

The Áñez government has not stopped 
harping on about “leftist” infl uence. How-
ever, this “leftist” infl uence is the popular 
resistance of the people. Examples of this 
are the thousands of people who took to the 
streets after elected president Evo Morales 
was forced to resign and the continuing 
resistance of the thousands of members of 
Six Federations of Tropical Cochabamba 

and the workers represented by the Central 
Obrera Boliviana (COB).

COVID-19
Bolivia currently has about 69,000 

COVID-19 cases with about 1,200 new cases 
each day. The interim government is trying 
to blame the pandemic crisis on the previ-
ous socialist government for apparently “not 
doing anything for healthcare.” This, however, 
is just another right-wing lie spread by the 
government. The coup regime has wound 
back many social programs since November 
such as the Unifi ed Health System (Sistema 
Unico de Salud). The Bono Juancito Pinto, 
Bono Juana Azurduy and Renta Dignidad 
cash transfer schemes have also been evis-
cerated. This contrasts with a 700 per cent 
increase in healthcare spending during the 
previous Movimiento al Socialismo (MAS) 
administration led by Evo Morales.

But what is the interim government 
doing except for expelling hundreds of Cuban 
doctors and medical personnel, winding 
back co-operation with China and Russia, 
and cutting social programs which help the 
poor? Well, they are currently on to their 
third health minister and the health system 
is now failing under the increased load the 
Coronavirus pandemic has produced. Twenty 
of thirty-four hospitals had closed at the 
end of June according to Bolivia’s Health 
Workers Union.

The poorest regions have been the hard-
est hit. These regions have high support for 
Morales and MAS. In Cochabamba, the K’ara 
K’ara region was the site of protests against 
state abandonment and hunger in May. In 
June, three MAS members were arrested for 
involvement in these protests, allegedly for 
terrorism and health-related crimes. Locals 
in K’ara K’ara have also been denied water 
to help combat the pandemic after the area 
had their water cut off  by authorities.

The interim government used the pan-
demic as an opportunity to postpone elections 
that it promised last year to bring to Bolivia. 
The interim government is using every tool in 
its repertoire to rig undemocratic elections.

ELECTIONS
To the current leaders’ dismay, MAS can-

didate Luis Arce currently dominates in the 
polls at forty-two per cent. The benefi ciaries 
of last year’s coup trail in votes: Carlos Mesa 
at twenty-seven per cent, Jeanine Áñez at 
thirteen per cent and Luis Fernando Cama-
cho at nine per cent. These numbers further 
show the popular support MAS has compared 
to the current illegal interim government.

There are currently talks of forming a 
right-wing coalition before elections to defeat 
MAS at the polls. The political teams of Mesa 
and Áñez have met to discuss an alliance. 
It is no wonder that elections have been 
postponed yet again to give the coup leaders 
more time to strategise how to overcome the 
people’s distrust of the interim government 
and the popular support for MAS.

One of these strategies was the interim 
government’s formal application to ban MAS 
from participating in elections. According to 
Kawsachun News, a left political news source 
from Bolivia, electoral authorities could be 
imprisoned if they don’t ban the MAS from 
participating in the elections. 

Another one of the coup leaders, Fern-
ando Camacho, asked the Organisation 
of American States (OAS) to intervene to 
stop the elections from taking place on 6th 
September. OAS was the organisation that 
falsely accused Morales of rigging the elec-
tions last year and for justifying the 2019 
coup. Now, it seems they might be back for 
round two in suppressing MAS and Bolivia’s 
self-determination. 

The interim government is justifying this 
political move by accusing MAS candidate 

Luis Arce of breaking electoral laws by men-
tioning an opinion poll before election cam-
paigning has begun. The situation they refer 
to was when Luis Arce told a reporter that he 
was generally favoured in the opinion polls.

Evo Morales spoke out against the current 
attack on MAS by pointing out the double 
standard since “Juntos’ vice-presidential 
candidate, Samuel Doria Medina, [also] 
commented on and published opinion polls 
twice, but they [the interim government] all 
remained silent.” 

Argentina’s Interior Minister has also 
stood up for the undemocratic attacks against 
Movement Towards Socialism and said in 
a tweet: “Bolivia’s de facto government is 
attempting to postpone the elections and ban 
the main political force. This is inadmissible 
for those of us who have a deep commitment 
to democracy and human rights.”

CONCLUSION
The outcome of the 18th October elec-

tion is up in the air since the coup leaders 
are doing all in their power to repress politi-
cal dissent, destroy the socialist opposition, 
silence left leaning media outlets, and 
manipulate the electoral process. The irony 
and double standards reek as the interim 
government that the US helped gain power 
due to “undemocratic elections,” is behaving 
undemocratically. The situation is textbook 
fascism.

Who is to benefi t from the current situa-
tion? The imperialists that the interim gov-
ernment has aligned itself with, namely the 
US, the EU and Israel. These foreign countries 
that had their hands in the 2019 coup, are 
now able to exploit Bolivia’s lithium resource 
for electric cars and batteries. In a mask-off  
moment on the 25th July, Elon Musk replied 
to a tweet voicing concerns about Tesla’s 
lithium supply chains by saying, “We will 
coup whoever we want! Deal with it.”

Postponing elections for the third time 
will only hurt the poor and marginalised 
members of Bolivian society. The coup-
regime’s current response to the pandemic 
is to punish the Chapare and Cochabamba 
regions and try to destroy all social gains 
made by the fourteen years of (MAS). Every 
day that the coup-regime continues is another 
day the poor suff er and lose ground. Elec-
tions in Bolivia must happen as soon as 
possible. We denounce the move to further 
postpone elections.

Down with the coup regime. Down with 
the destabilising activities of US imperial-
ism. Power to the people of Bolivia. Good 
luck to MAS and Luis Arce in the upcoming 
elections. 

Luis Arce (right) during a celebration of Bolivia’s Plurinational State Foundation Day, in Buenos Aires, Argentina, 22nd January 2020.

According to Telesur, at least fifty community 
radio stations have been shut down, as well 

as at least sixty-seven journalists imprisoned, 
threatened, or accused of committing crimes 

of sedition and terrorism since the Áñez 
government took office.

NO ELECTIONS FOR BOLIVIA
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The working class and the people of our 
country have red fl agged the Modi-led 
BJP government’s moves to privatise 
the railways in the country.

Thousands of workers across the country 
participated in the demonstrations oppos-
ing the unbundling of Indian Railways into 
pieces and handing it over to the corporate 
[sector] – domestic and foreign. According 
to the reports, demonstrations were held 
in front of 717 major railway stations in 
twenty-two states across the country. More 
than 30,000 workers including railway 
employees in several places participated in 
the demonstrations.

The BJP government has recently extend-
ed invitation of “Request for Qualifi cation” 
(RFQ) to the private corporations, Indian and 
foreign, for operating 151 passenger trains 
between 109 pairs of major stations, over 
the Indian Railways tracks. The 151 private 
trains will operate in twelve clusters includ-
ing Bengaluru, Chandigarh, Jaipur, Delhi, 
Mumbai, Patna, Prayagraj, Secunderabad, 
Howrah, Chennai.

It is to be recalled that within days of 
returning to power in the last year’s general 
elections, the government announced that 
its priorities to be taken up within 100 days. 
These included labour law amendments, 
privatisation and creating land banks to be 
handed over to big corporations. The 100 
days action plan of the Indian Railways 
included corporatisation of the production 
units and other services. Privatisation of 
the railway stations had already started in 
its previous regime. Two private trains, the 
Tejas Expresses have also been started.

Indian Railways, one of the largest rail 
networks in the world, is the lifeline of our 
country’s economy. It carries more than 
[approximately twenty million] people every 
day from one place to another and is a part 
of the life of [millions] of our people. It is 
this sector playing a key role in our economic 
development, providing an aff ordable mode 
of transport to the common people, contrib-
uting to the unity and integrity of the nation, 
that the Modi-led BJP government wants to 
place at the altar of the private corporations, 
both domestic and foreign.

Privatising the railways, as part of the 
now discredited neoliberalism, was on the 
agenda of the ruling classes since the offi  cial 
advent of neoliberal regime in our country.

During around the last three decades, 
policies adopted by successive governments 
were aimed at diluting the responsibility 
of the government in providing basic and 
essential services to its citizens like health, 
education, aff ordable transport, commu-
nication services etc. All these are being 
increasingly handed over to private players 
for making profi ts. This process reached the 
pinnacle now under the second tenure of the 
Modi-led BJP regime.

In its first stint in governance, in 2014 
itself, the Modi-I government set up the 
Bibek Debroy committee which recom-
mended the destructive unbundling of the 
Indian Railways vertically and horizontally 
and handing it over piecemeal to the pri-
vate corporations. It has announced 100 
per cent FDI (foreign direct investment) 
in almost all the activities performed by 
Indian Railways – construction, operations, 

maintenance, rolling stock, dedicated lines, 
train sets etc.

It is appalling that it has chosen the 
period of lock-down, imposed under the 
Disastrous Management Act, ostensibly to 
contain COVID-19, to fast-track all these 
measures. Probably it hopes that the present 
time, where people bound down by lock-down 
protocols that prevent them from coming 
together en masse to lodge their protests 
against the attacks on their livelihood and 
against measures intended to mortgage the 
interests of the nation, is the best opportu-
nity to be “seized”, as suggested by the NITI 
Aayog CEO. The BJP government probably 
derives sadistic pleasure in grabbing this as 
an opportunity.

But the working class and the people of 
the country have decided to belie such hopes. 
Even during the lock-down, braving many 
diffi  culties and restrictions, toiling people, the 
workers, peasants and agricultural workers 
have been increasingly coming out to raise 
their voice against the anti-people policies 
that are being pushed by the Modi-led BJP 
government through ordinances, notifi ca-
tions etc. The 3rd July, 2020 all India protest 
day called by the joint trade union platform, 
witnessed participation of around 12 lakh 
[1.2 million] workers across the country. 
That was followed by the protests against 
railway privatisation on 16-17 th July, 2020.

The call for protests against railway pri-
vatisation was given by the CITU [Centre of 
Indian Trade Unions] as per the decision of 
its secretariat that met online on 7th July, 
2020. Despite the short notice, all the state 
committees of CITU took up the issue seri-
ously. Railway privatisation impacts the 
country, its economy and the people, particu-
larly the poor, the workers and employees, 
the small vendors etc, who travel everyday 
to their workplaces. CITU also urged upon 
all patriotic and progressive sections of the 
people to join the protests against this anti-
national measure. It has also appealed to 
the railway employees irrespective of their 
affi  liations to unite and oppose privatisation 
of the railways.

In many states, peasants, agricultural 
workers, students and youth also joined the 
demonstrations despite Section 144 and other 
restrictive measures being put in place by the 
administration. In several places workers 
including railway employees were prevented 
from participating in the demonstrations 
and even arrested.

The central leadership of CITU pro-
tested with placards and fl ags in front of 
Rail Bhawan, the headquarters of railway 
ministry on July 16th morning. They also 
participated in the demonstration held in 
front of New Delhi railway station by the 
Delhi state committee of CITU on 17th July.

Around 10,500 people participated in 
the demonstrations in West Bengal where 
demonstrations were held in front of 101 
railway stations including the headquarters 
of Eastern Railways, the Eastern Railway 
Bhawan in Kolkata, where a big mobilisa-
tion was held. Large numbers of railway 
employees led by the Eastern Railwaymen’s 
Union affi  liated to All India Railwaymen’s 
Federation (AIRF) joined the protests in 
West Bengal, Jharkhand, Bihar etc.

The Dakshin Railway Employees’ Union 

(DREU) affi  liated to CITU took the initiative 
in extending total support and mobilising 
the railway employees in the demonstra-
tions in Tamil Nadu, Kerala and also in some 
districts in Andhra Pradesh wherever it has 
infl uence. In Tamil Nadu, demonstrations 
were held in front of 113 major railway sta-
tions including the Chennai Central station. 
More than 3,200 workers participated in 
these. Police arrested the DREU members 
in Sengottai and Katpadi junction stations 
in Tamil Nadu.

In Mumbai, demonstrations were held 
in front of four major railway stations. In 
addition, protests were held in front of 
thirty-four other railway stations in the 
state including Nasik, Aurangabad, Solapur 
etc. Hundreds of workers participated in a 
dharna [unlawful assembly of fi ve or more 
people] in front of Solapur railway station 
and were arrested.

Demonstrations were held in front of 
ninety stations each across Andhra Pradesh 
and Telangana. Hundreds of people dem-
onstrated in front of Vijayawada station in 
Andhra Pradesh. Sixteen people were arrested 
in Telangana including in Hyderabad, Koth-
agudem etc. Members of AITUC [All India 
Trade Union Congress] and IFTU [Indian 
Federation Trade Unions] also joined the 
protests in Andhra Pradesh.

More than 2,000 workers and others 
participated in the demonstrations held in 
Jharkhand and Odisha. In Jharkhand, dem-
onstrations were held in front of fi fty-two 
big and small stations including Dhanbad, 
Hatia, Bokaro etc. These stations were under 
three zones, Eastern Railway, South Eastern 
Railway and East Central Railway. Demon-
strations were held in front of Rourkela, Cut-
tack and other important stations in Odisha.

Over 1,000 workers participated in the 
demonstrations in Assam, Karnataka and 
Punjab. In Punjab, CITU members includ-
ing Anganwadi employees participated in 
the demonstrations held in thirty-two sta-
tions in eighteen districts. Workers marched 
in processions in villages and towns when 
they were not allowed to reach the railway 
stations. The Anganwadi Mulajam Union, 
Punjab took the initiative to organise the 
demonstrations in eight stations on 17th 
July. Despite the fl ood situation, protests 
were held in front of sixteen railway stations 
in six districts in Assam. In Karnataka, pro-
tests could not be held in Bengaluru where 

total lockdown was imposed, but they were 
held in front of seventy-fi ve railway stations 
in other districts.

Despite the repression by the BJP-led 
government in Tripura, demonstrations 
were held in eight stations in fi ve districts in 
Tripura. In Panisagar, police arrested CITU 
cadres. In other places too they prevented 
people from participating in the demonstra-
tions. Despite this, workers formed a human 
chain along the railway track in some stations.

Hundreds of workers joined the dem-
onstrations in almost all the other states. In 
Jammu and Kashmir, despite the troubled 
conditions, protests were held in Anantnag, 
Baramulla and Pattan in Kashmir valley. 
Demonstration was held in front of the 
Northern Railway DGM offi  ce in Jammu.

In Kerala, the High Court has prohibited 
mobilisations due to COVID-19. Despite this, 
symbolic protests were held in fourteen places 
in some districts like Kozhikode, Waynad, 
Idukki etc.

The All India Loco Running Staff  Asso-
ciation called upon its members to support 
and participate in the demonstrations. Loco 
Running staff  participated in many places. 
Besides DREU, members of CITU affi  liated 
unions in Chittaranjan Locomotives, in the 
Integral Coach Factory Chennai etc also par-
ticipated in the protests in large numbers.

It is signifi cant that many general work-
ers, including scheme workers also took this 
issue seriously. Many participated in the 
protests displaying handmade placards and 
banners. Several unions prepared posters 
and widely circulated them through social 
media networks. The IT unions have initi-
ated an innovative measure by changing 
their Facebook profi le pictures to include 
the demand to stop railway privatisation.

The central trade unions have also 
expressed their anger at the attempts of the 
BJP government led by Modi to privatise 
railways and are in the process of taking 
up joint all India protest against this in the 
coming days. CITU appeals to all national 
federations of railway employees to come 
together and discharge their due role in the 
struggle against privatisation of railways. It 
also urges upon all railway employees to unite 
irrespective of affi  liations and join the trade 
union movement in fi ghting the neoliberal 
policies, of which railway privatisation is an 
integral part.
People’s Democracy 
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Finian Cunningham

US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo 
is calling for “an alliance of democra-
cies” to confront China. It amounts to 
a new Cold War in which nations are 
being forced to side either with Wash-
ington or Beijing. 

It’s a classic tyrannical power-play by 
Washington, yet ironically it is the Ameri-
cans who are accusing Beijing of being the 
“new tyranny” in the world.

However, such polarised demarcation 
of the planet as designated by Washington 
is impossible in a global economy which is 
highly integrated, from consumer and fi nan-
cial markets to supply chains.

A news report this week once again 
underscores how even the American military 
is reliant on China for supplies of rare earth 
metals used in its weapon systems.

Indeed, the entire US economy is depend-
ent on China which is America’s biggest trade 
partner. In 2019, the US ran a trade defi cit of 
$345 billion with China despite three years 
of “Making America Great Again” policy 
under President Donald Trump.

The defi cit with China accounts for about 
half of the US’ total trade imbalance with the 
rest of the world. And it’s been that way for 
many years. So the high-handed notion of 
“cutting China off ,” as Trump says he intends 
doing, is facile.

That’s what makes ratcheting up the Cold 
War hostility toward China so futile too. The 
shutting down of consulates and issuing of 
indictments for alleged espionage are only 
leading to a standoff  which the United States 
cannot really enforce or aff ord – literally.

The same goes for American allies whom 
Washington is pushing to join in a Cold War 
battle. Australia, Britain, Canada, among 
others, are being caught in an ideological 
crossfi re which will result in severe casual-
ties to their economies. Australian farmers 
are already paying a painful price after China 
cancelled export orders due to Canberra being 

perceived as a proxy for Washington over pro-
vocative Coronavirus claims against Beijing.

Pompeo was in London this week where 
he urged the “free world” to stand up to 
China. This followed the announcement last 
week by the British government to scrap a 
partnership deal with Chinese fi rm Huawei 
to modernise Britain’s telecoms. That move 
was prompted by intense pressure on London 
from the Trump administration to snub China 
on grounds of alleged “national security 
risk.” But the British authorities will likely 
incur damaging repercussions for Britain’s 
economy. The modernisation of its telecoms 
infrastructure will be delayed and costly.

Moreover, China is a major trading part-
ner with Britain, as it is with most countries 
due to being the world’s second biggest 
economy after the US. As Britain charts a new 
global trading environment post-Brexit it will 
need the goodwill of China more than ever.

The European Union is also dependent 
on China for trade and investment. That 
would explain why European leaders are 
wary of Washington’s polarising policy of 
fracturing the world into a Cold War-like 
seizure. Such a zero-sum depiction of the 
world is simply untenable and unsustainable 
in an integrated global economy. Cutting off  
ties with China is like cutting your nose off  
to spite your face.

During the Cold War with the Soviet 
Union, the world was largely isolated between 
the two blocs. There was minimal economic 
inter-connection. An Iron Curtain was possi-
ble to maintain because of the rigid separation 
between economies and communications. 
That kind of artifi cial isolation is impossible 
in today’s increasingly networked world.

Even Pompeo admits this, albeit pejo-
ratively. In a keynote speech this week, he 
remarked with disdain: “Unlike the Soviet 

Union, China is deeply integrated into the 
global economy [...] The USSR was closed 
off  from the free world. Communist China 
is already within our borders.”

When even the Pentagon has to bow to 
realities of global economics and its reliance 
on China for vital commodities, then we 
should know that the new Cold War sought 
by Washington with China is a pipe dream. 
It’s all empty rhetoric to justify an ideology 
of confl ict that Washington needs to pursue 
for its anachronistic pretensions of global 
dominance.

Unfortunately, by imposing its hostile 
bifurcated view of the world many countries, 
including so-called allies, will suff er eco-
nomically. And all the while, international 
tensions are being brought to a dangerous 
boiling point.
Russia Today 

US’ COLD WAR WITH CHINA IN 
A GLOBAL ECONOMY PUTS 
ALLIES IN CROSSFIRE AND 

WILL CAUSE SEVERE DAMAGE

Uber Tovar Pimentel was shot 
dead in the rural area of La 
Guadalosa, in the Colombian 
Amazon region.

The Revolutionary Alterna-
tive Force of the Common (FARC) 
political party reported the murder 
of a former combatant of the 
former FARC-EP guerilla group 
in a rural area of the municipality 

of Cartagena del Chairá in south-
western Colombia. 

Uber Tovar Pimentel was shot 
dead in the rural area of La Guada-
losa, near the urban centre of this 
town in the department of Caqueta, 
in the Colombian Amazon region.

“The only independence that 
exists in this country is that of kill-
ing Colombians who are fi ghting to 

defend the Amazon,” the tweeted 
FARC party.

Tovar was a signatory of the 
Peace Agreement, and with his 
murder, there are already 220 
people killed since the signing of 
the Agreement between the Govern-
ment and the Revolutionary Armed 
Forces of Colombia - People’s Army 
(FARC-EP), in 2016.

Tovar was found without iden-
tifi cation documents and presented 
several bullet impacts in the occipi-
tal region of his body. The motives 
for this are unknown at this time.

Colombia’s Central Directorate 
of the Judicial Police and Intelli-
gence (SIJIN) of the National Police 
inspected the body and initiated the 
investigation to clarify the murder.

This is the second homicide 
recorded in less than a week in this 
municipality.

Tovar was taken from the scene 
to the cemetery morgue by offi  cials 
from the La Nueva Esperanza 
funeral home.
teleSUR 

ANOTHER FORMER FARC-EP COMBATANT 
KILLED IN SOUTHERN COLOMBIA

Prompted by intense pressure from the Trump administration, British government scraps a partnership deal with Chinese fi rm Huawei.


