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The official number of unem-
ployed workers in Australia
continues on its upward trend
reaching more than one mil-
lion in July, and is set to rise
further this month. But this
figure, shocking as it is, only
tells a part of the story.

The July figures cover a fort-
night, from 28th June to 11th
July, most of which was prior
Melbourne’s stage 3 lock-down and
before the present stage 4 restric-
tions which were introduced on 2nd
August. The number of unemployed
for August can be expected to paint
a far worse picture for workers.

The Australian Bureau of Statis-
tics’ (ABS) July labour force figures
reveal that 165,000 of those who
are defined as employed worked
zero hours during the survey
period, and that another 820,000
worked some hours but fewer than
they usually work.

Underemployment stood at
1.5 million. This puts the number
of underutilised (unemployed
plus underemployed) workers at
more than two and a half million
or almost twenty per cent of the
labour force.

In addition, many small busi-
nesses and self-employed people
have been hit by the economic
crisis.

No one is forecasting a rapid
economic recovery, in particular,
in the jobs market where unem-
ployment looks to remain high
for some years to come. No one,
except for the Prime Minister and
Treasurer are attempting to talk
up the future. No one except the
Prime Minister and Treasurer are
talking about a quick pick-up in
jobs or the economy.

RBA CALLS FOR
EXPANSIONARY
MEASURES

Reserve Bank of Australia
Governor, Philip Lowe, has repeat-
edly called on the government to
borrow now while interest rates
are at historic lows to create jobs.

Lowe told a Parliamentary
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committee earlier this month, that
the RBA would do all it could with
its policy instruments to support
a path to full employment. But,
he added, “Beyond that, govern-
ment policies that support people’s
incomes, that add to aggregate
demand through direct govern-
ment spending and that make it
easier for firms to higher people
all have important roles to play.”

Lowe told the committee that
the JobSeeker payments should be
permanently increased and that
the government should put more
money into the economy.

On the question of the build-
up of government debt, Lowe had
more sound advice for the govern-
ment: “When the time does come
to address the build-up of debt, the
best way to do this will be through
economic growth.”

Apart from the reference to
“making it easier for firms to higher
people” (read “labour market
deregulation”) his proposals are
sound advice.

HEAD IN THE SAND

But the government is not
listening. In fact, it is headed in
the opposite direction, along a
trajectory that will only deepen
and prolong the crisis.

The cost-cutting has started,
with the withdrawal of free early
childhood education and care. It
should have been made permanent
so that all levels of public educa-
tion right through to year 12 are
free. It its families who will suffer
as many women are forced to leave
the workforce.

The government has announced
the winding down of JobKeeper
and JobSeeker payments from the
end of August, just at a time when
unemployment is on the rise and
the economy is shrinking. These
measures alone, will remove bil-
lions of dollars from the economy.

A number of other measures
that have kept businesses afloat
will be phased out and many more
bankruptcies will follow with the
loss of thousands of jobs

The return of the mutual obli-
gations regime is also a measure
designed to kick the unemployed
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off benefits — more savings. This
is yet another counter-productive,
contractionary measure that cre-
ates more pain and hardship for
the unemployed.

To the government these
cuts are savings. They are steps
towards “back in the black.” This
is a government that puts profits
and budget surpluses (to fund cor-
porate tax cuts) before people. The
government is looking for short-
cuts to growth in profits, such as
through corporate tax cuts.

Treasurer Josh Frydenberg
is eager to return to the govern-
ment’s full-on neoliberal agenda of
budget surpluses. They are exactly
the opposite to the RBA’s pleas for
more government spending, for
more income to generate demand.

PUBLIC SECTOR-LED
RECOVERY

Aslong as the government pur-
sues its “market-led” or “private
sector-led” neoliberal approach, the
economic crisis will be deepened

and prolonged. It cannot blame
the pandemic for the harmful
consequences of its policies. The
government should learn some
lessons from the Great Depression
when wages were slashed. It took
ten years and then a World War
for an economic recovery to occur.

Wars are one way out of an eco-
nomic crisis, where infrastructure
and capital are destroyed and then
recovery is based on rebuilding
society. But it is a huge price to
pay for a recovery, and if that war
is a nuclear one, then there won'’t
be any recovery for anyone.

The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia calls on the government to
abandon its contractionary neolib-
eral policies and adopt expansion-
ary measures based on increased
public sector investment and higher
wages and incomes for recipients
of government benefits.

There are so many unmet needs
such as public housing, public
transport and public hospitals
that could be addressed. At the
same time as creating jobs, they
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would be of huge social benefit.
Renewable energy is another area
urgently requiring research and
development to take advantage
of Australia’s vast coastlines, land
mass and sunshine.

There is an important role for
the public sector to play in develop-
ing manufacturing, technological
innovation and pharmaceuticals
production. Australia could be a
world leader in a number of these
fields with the necessary public
funding and development by the
public sector.

As for the myth that the next
generation will have to repay the
public debt, as Lowe pointed out:
... “the best way to do this will be
through economic growth.” That
should be public sector-led, job-
creating growth.

Let’s kick that off with a wage
rise for all, an increase in the age
and other pensions, abandoning
cuts to JobKeeper and JobSeeker,
and restoring free early childhood
education and care. &
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WHAT THE HECS?
TEHAN’S PROPOSAL
A BIG MISTAKE!

Federal Education Minister Dan Tehan has been
spending this year ensuring that universities are be-
coming completely inaccessible to poor and working
class students. No less than two months ago (“Editorial”
#1921), Tehan “announced that the Morrison government
would double student fees for courses in the arts and
humanities, as well as in commerce and law.”

Now, the education minister is announcing that stu-
dents who fail more than half of their subjects in the first
year of a degree will be cut off from the HECS-HELP or
FEE-HELP loan scheme.

According to Tehan: “These measures will ensure
students can’t take on a study load they won’t complete,
leaving them without a qualification but a large debt.”
This is an excuse for the federal government to further
remove itself from its obligation of providing affordable
tertiary education.

Students, especially those arriving straight out of
high school, won’t know what study load they can take
on until they actually arrive at their university. Each
student adjusts at their own pace, as they familiarise
themselves with their new learning environment.

Of course, Tehan, like every other LNP politician, is
concerned about those who are “rorting” the system:
“The lack of transparency of a student’s enrolment has
allowed some non-genuine students to enrol and re-
enrol at multiple providers at the same time.” What is
a “non-genuine” student? What percentage of students
can be described as “non-genuine”? Does this percentage
hurt the loan scheme enough to warrant these punitive
measures? Tehan says that they “On average [...] [pass]
just one in every five subjects they have attempted” —
why is this the case? Statements like these should not
be accepted on face value and should be subjected to
intense scrutiny.

Indigenous students stand to be one of the most
affected groups. James Blackwell, a proud Wiradjuri
man and currently an Indigenous Student Engagement
Adviser at the University of Canberra, writing for The
Canberra Times writes: “What this round of proposed
reforms does is penalise Indigenous students for trying
to navigate a higher education system that was not just
built without them in mind, but with their exclusion as
a goal. [...] We take longer on average to complete our
degrees, and fail more often doing them [...] and the
four-year completion rate has never gone above 30 per
cent. [...] Failure is a necessary part of student growth.
We see students every day who have gone from almost
flunking out of a degree to being on the path towards
graduation.”

Disabled students also stand to lose a lot with the
new proposed changes. In order to be eligible for youth
allowance, students must take on a minimum of three
subjects to remain full-time. However, students with
disabilities such as mental health issues taking on
three subjects can exceed their capacity. Now, with the
new proposal by Tehan, these students have the added
pressure of losing their loans if they fail to pass their
subjects, putting them in a precarious situation between
choosing youth allowance or HECS.

According to news.com.au: “Education providers will
have the ability to give special consideration to students
whose academic performance was affected by illness or
bereavement.” While this may sound like a viable out for
disabled students, it hardly can be considered as such.
Prior to the new proposal, if students failed for health
reasons, they could simply reapply to that specific course.
Now, with the new proposal under consideration, this is
not the case, and a level of bureaucracy exists where it
previously didn’t, adding an addition barrier for those
students to chase around with applications, doctor’s
certificates, etc. in order to not have their HECS pulled
out from under them. In short, it is making those who
have suffered and struggled struggle further.

It is imperative that this new proposal be resisted
at all costs. Education should be treated as a right, not
a privilege. Tehan’s reforms to education are ensuring
that an education (and ultimately a job) is only reserved
for those most fortunate and only serves to perpetuate
inter-generational poverty.
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OP-ED:
NOT EVERYONE
GETTING A FAIR CHOP
WITH JOBKEEPER

Matt Journeaux*

Meat-workers working at the JBS Dinmore abat-
toirs are facing a grim and uncertain future as
the plant readies itself for another 2-week shut
down starting on 24th of this month.

Workers at the plant have endured stand downs
over many weeks that have seen their incomes slashed
by forty per cent.

Due to the qualification requirements for the fed-
eral government JobKeeper scheme these workers
have been left with no financial assistance whatsoever.

They cannot even receive JobSeeker (unemploy-
ment) payments because technically they have a job.

JBS have an annual turnover in excess of 1 billion
dollars. The JobKeeper scheme requires the company
to record a fifty per cent loss in turn over before they
become eligible for the subsidy.

These workers through no fault of their own are
bearing the brunt of a system that should have been
designed to protect them but instead has let them
down dreadfully.

JBS have said the availability and price of suit-
able stock has forced their hand in this decision.
Numerous meat processors are receiving JobKeeper
and unfortunately the playing field has been skewed
in their favour.

Some processors who have an annual turnover of
less than 1 billion dollars have genuinely qualified to
receive JobKeeper due to a thirty per cent reduction
in turn over.

Some larger processors are using relationships
with third party labour hire companies to rort the
system and receive JobKeeper assistance by deception.

These companies use much smaller labour hire
companies that have a turnover less than 1 billion

dollars to provide labour to their plants. These labour
hire companies only have to show a reduction in
turnover of thirty per cent and they are then eligible
to receive JobKeeper assistance.

It does not take a genius to work out that those
savings are then being transferred to the host employer
who in turn is making a motza.

This is a disgraceful situation and it should be a
criminal offense to milk the system in this way.

What this rort causes is an unlevel playing field
when competing for stock. The taxpayer is paying
a premium for cattle while the workers are being
thrown the crumbs.

Cattle prices in Australia are now the highest in
the world and the JobKeeper premium is playing a
major part in this.

JobKeeper was a great initiative that was designed
to help workers keep their jobs and helped support
them throughout this COVID-19 crisis, but instead for
meat-workers it has become a tool used against them
with absolutely no support for them or their families.

I call on the federal government to shut down the
rorts and to urgently change the system to help and
support these workers through this time.

These workers are doing it tough. I certainly could
not care less about the politics of this, but these work-
ers deserve better and this federal government has an
obligation to make sure they do. They are salt of the
earth working people who pay their taxes. They work
hard and at the moment they need a hand.

It’s time to step up and help these workers. This
needs to come from the Federal Government they
have elected.

*Matt Journeaux is the Queensland Branch Secretary of
the Australasian Meat Industry Employees Union. &

Sydney rallies for Cuba, 17th August.
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Politics in the Pub Report

FOR ARTS AND HUMANITIES
DEGREES, PERTH, WA

Richard Titelius

In the wake of the announce-
ment on 19th June 2020, by
Federal Education Minis-
ter Dan Tehan that the gov-
ernment would halve the
fees of some STEM (Science,
Technology, Engineering and
Mathematics) courses whilst
doubling student fees for
courses in the arts and human-
ities, the Communist Party of
Australia WA Branch decided
to hold a Politics in the Pub on
the proposed fees hike.

Federal Employment Minister
Michaelia Cash was also part of this
push to “save” the tertiary educa-
tion sector which had been reel-
ing from the loss of international
students and suspension of on-
campus classes as a consequence
of the COVID-19 pandemic.

The event was chaired by Party
member, Seamus Carey.

The first speaker was Rich-
ard Hamilton, National Tertiary
Education Union (NTEU) Branch
President and Senior Lecturer at
the University of Notre Dame, who
said the initiative by the Liberal
government of Prime Minister
Scott Morrison was an ideologi-
cal attack appealing to the notion
that the average “Joe the Plumber”
cannot be expected to fund the
arts and humanities, or expected
to care about these fields.

However, for Hamilton, these
fields and the aesthetic aspect of
learning itself are fundamental to
human social existence. Hamilton
added that with the rapid pace of
technological advancement and
obsolescence, many courses that
are currently on offer may not
have jobs at the end for them. In
the space of 20-30 years many
computer programming posi-
tions, long touted as future-proof
careers, have already become
obsolete.

However, that is not the case
for the arts and humanities.
The Graduate Outcomes Survey
funded by the Australian Govern-
ment Department of Education,
Skills and Employment found
total employment for graduates
of humanities, culture and social
sciences (i.e. Arts) courses in
2019 was 83.9 per cent while for
science and mathematics it was
82.4 per cent.

It is not as simple as saying
the argument about the value
of education can be reduced to
Arts and Humanities vs Science.
Hamilton mentioned how the US
Defence Department gives their
scientists a whole lot of money
and asks them to come back with
something as opposed to operat-
ing under a grants system which is
tied to a specific project or funding
outcome being achieved.

The Chancellors of the major
universities went cap in hand three
times to the Federal government to
ask for additional funding to keep
universities going after the fallout
from COVID-19 and three times
the government said no.

The next speaker was Sam, a
student activist studying teaching.
Sam also suggested the move to
double fees for arts and humanities
courses was an ideological attack.
Sam added that mathematics or
science alone does not teach com-
passion or comprehensive critical
reasoning and that we need both
arts and STEM education. Sam said
it was not only in Australia where
right-wing conservative govern-
ments were attacking the arts and
humanities education and cited the
example of Brazil where the right-
wing reactionary government of
Jair Bolsonaro had cut thirty per
cent of funding to all public uni-
versities and all funds to arts and
humanities courses. However, this
does not mean that there won’t be
those courses on offer — they will
continue to be offered, but by uni-
versities funded by large right-wing
religious institutions who support
the ideological world view of the
current government. Sam added
that in many cases the public fund-
ing of STEM subjects has public
universities doing the research for
the private sector — such as mining
companies — for free.

The next speaker was Dr Chris-
topher Crouch, writer and former
cultural studies academic who
opened with a plea to encourage
the mass education of populations
around the world as it would give
the masses knowledge and the
opportunity to plan change.

Opposing greater access to
the masses is capitalism which
at its core seeks to reduce human
relationships to economic relation-
ships. By putting barriers on the
accessibility by people to educa-
tion, capitalism seeks to control
the rate of social change — keep-
ing people stuck in the exploita-
tive systems they currently face.
However social change happens
constantly, even under capitalism.

The notion that studies in
liberal arts and humanities was
a good thing was taken up by the
Catholic cardinal John Henry
Newman who in a famous series of
lectures given in the 1850s, argued
as part of the idea of the university
itself, it should be about, “teaching
universal knowledge”. All branches
of the human intellect should be
taught to help students achieve, “a
real cultivation of the mind”, rather
than that which could be obtained
from a narrow technical skill. The
point of an education was to turn
out students with the intellectual
capability, “to have a connected
view or grasp of things.”

At the time, continued Dr
Crouch, bourgeois culture was
revolutionary in its own way, chal-
lenging the role of the monarchy,
church and industry. The profit of
knowledge is that it enriches us all
culturally and can effect change.
There is then, a community benefit
to us all having an education. The
20th Century Russian revolution-
ary, Vladimir Lenin himself, ral-
lied against economic-reductionist
views. The ideal comrade — the
tribune of the people — was one

Cardinal John Henry Newman in a famous series of lectures given in the 1850s, argued as part of the idea of
the university itself, it should be about, “teaching universal knowledge”.

who was able to learn how to
empower themself and to empower
others. The university should be
a tribune of the people likewise.

The chair of presentation,
Seamus Carey, concluded by
asserting, “liberating peoples’
minds is as important a liberation
as liberation from their mate-
rial bonds.” The forum was then
opened up to a lively Q&A in
which there were many contribu-
tions from the nearly thirty people
who had turned up to the event,
including a number of people who
had enjoyed the benefits of an arts
or humanities degree, and a few
students currently embarking on
such a course of study who were
horrified not only at the financial
burden the government is seeking
to impose on them but also the
consequences of the narrowing
of the aims of society and democ-
racy itself.

The Communist Party of
Australia condemns the move by
the Liberal government of Scott
Morrison to significantly increase
the cost of arts and humanities
degrees while cutting the cost of
STEM courses on the assumption
that students who studied STEM
courses would be more job ready
than arts and humanities gradu-
ates — when their own data does
not support that proposition. The
CPA calls for the reintroduction of
universal and free education from
primary school to university. &
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Speech by Nick Deane*

I don’t have an especially long
memory, but it seems to me
that when your country is
taken into a pointless, disas-
trous, and costly war, like the
Iraq war, on the basis of lies
told to you by your supposed
friend and ally, that is some-
thing you should commit to
memory.

For my money that meant that
every subsequent military over-
ture coming from the USA [after
the War on Terror] should have
been treated with circumspection
at least, if not with a high level of
suspicion. “We’re not going to let
you do that to us again!” should
have been our guiding principle.
Trust should have been severely
compromised.

But what happened? With no
debate in our Federal Parliament,
no discussion in our media, with
only a few days’ forewarning, Presi-
dent Barack Obama and our Prime
Minister of the time, Julia Gillard,
on 16th November 2011, jointly
announced that there were to be
US marines stationed in Darwin.

Instead of being even the slight-
est bit suspicious, Australia just
buckled to pressure from the USA
and invited their marines to come
in. The fact that we did this so soon
after the Iraq episode is the first
reason for resenting the presence
of the marines. But there are other
compelling reasons as well.

Now, I don’t claim to be a mili-
tary expert, but a background in
Sociology tells me one thing that
is significant. One of the ways that
any government, maintains its
legitimacy as a government, is that
it claims and maintains a monopoly
on all the violence that takes place
within its borders. Any violent act,
other than those committed by the
government or its agents, is crimi-
nal. The state assumes full control
of all the violence that takes place
and, accordingly, full control of all
the armed forces within its borders.

There are a few situations in
which the presence of foreign forces
can occur. At one extreme when
one country has been overtaken by
another, for example when Allied
forces occupied Germany follow-
ing WWa.

Another situation might be
where one country feels itself to be
under some immediate threat, so
invites or allows an ally to boost its
defence. I suggest that such a sce-
nario only crops up in extraordinary
circumstances and that the general
rule is that foreign armed forces are
not permitted on the sovereign ter-
ritory of any self-respecting nation.

The reason for this is clear.
It is because those forces are not
under the command of the host
government, because they take
their orders from the foreign power.
Their presence forms a weakness
in the nation’s defensive cordon,
a weak link in the chain. For there
is always the possibility that such
foreign force can do something that
the host nation does not approve
of, and that the government of the

Australia
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US MARINES OUT OF DARWIN!

host has therefore lost that precious
monopoly on violence.

And it is this precise situation
that prevails with US marines in
Darwin.

I think it is now within the
realms of possibility that the USA
might, for example, want to take
action against China’s fortified
islands in the South China Sea —
whether Australia were to support
it or not — and that the marines
stationed in Darwin might form
part in such an action.

This is all hypothetical, of
course. I am not predicting this
scenario. I am simply saying that
it is not beyond the realms of pos-
sibility. And, that being the case,
Australia is taking a completely
unnecessary risk by allowing them
to be stationed here.

The Darwin contingent is here
for a protracted period, every year,
for an agreed period of at least
twenty-five years, taking us up
to 2040. This is not a short-term
arrangement. This is an ongoing
presence, through which a small
part of our nation is being routinely
occupied by foreign troops.

Next, consider how the presence
of US marines in Darwin might be
viewed from China’s perspective.
The growing enmity between the
USA and China is out in the open,
and there should be little doubt
that China regards the USA as a
threatening entity. One only has
to look at a map with US bases
highlighted to see that they form
aring around China.

When Obama came to Aus-
tralia to announce the arrival of the
marines, it was also to announce
the USA’s “pivot” to the Asia Pacific
region. That was in 2011. News that
islands in the South China Sea were
being militarised by China came
through in 2013. I put it to you that
that militarisation, which current
leaders complain about so loudly,
was a legitimate, defensive response
to Obama’s announcement.

The point to be made is that
by entertaining the marines, Aus-
tralia becomes an integral part of
the aggressive moves being made
by the USA as it tries to contain
China’s ascendance.

The grim scenario of war
between the USA and China is a
possibility that comes a fraction
closer every time one of the lead-
ers of the USA or Australia has
anything to say on the subject.
The recent AUSMIN communiqué
announced expansion to training
exercises involving the MRF-D
[Marine Rotational Force — Darwin]
and the establishment of a strategic
military fuel reserve in Darwin.
From the tone of such pronounce-
ments, enmity between Australia
and China could become a reality.
And in the horrifying scenario of
actual hostilities, Darwin could
find itself, once again, the target
for attack.

Anyone who feels re-assured by
the presence of the [US] marines,
who thinks that they are here
to help protect us, should think
again. For their presence makes
us less safe.
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US MARINES OUT OF DARWIN!

An initiative of the independent and peaceful Australia Network (IPAN)

There is another aspect I want
to mention. The fact that we have
allowed US marines to stay in
Australia in some way gives the
message that, as a nation, we don’t
quite believe in our own ability to
look after ourselves. So, I want to
introduce an element of patriotism
in what I have to say. I firmly believe
that we Australians can and should
stand up and look after ourselves.
We like to think of Australia as an
independent nation — we should
put that thought into action, assert
our independence, and take full
responsibility for our own defence.
However, the current situation is
entirely contrary to that! As things
stand, we are so enmeshed within
the alliance with the USA, that we

can hardly do anything, militarily,
without the USA’s approval. Per-
haps the most important aspect of
the MRF-D is that it is symbolic
of Australia’s entanglement in the
great network of the USA’s military
empire.

Australia has been too trusting
of our duplicitous and dangerous
ally, the USA.

We have sent the wrong mes-
sage to China, who might now
become an enemy.

We have placed ourselves in
more danger than we need.

It is time to re-assess Australia’s
entire defence policy and our alli-
ance with the USA. We should not,
and can no longer, rely on it to guar-
antee security. IPAN [Independent

and Peaceful Australia Network] is
to conduct a people’s inquiry into
this very matter, starting later this
year. It is time, I believe, to seek
out ways to unravel the tightly knit
fabric of our military relationship
with the USA.

There is no better place to start
this process than with the MRF-D,
which is why my colleagues and I
want to show them the door. We
say “US marines out of Darwin!”
and “Terminate the Force Posture
Agreement”, under which they are
here, year after year. Or, to express
it less politely, we say “Let’s give
‘em the Boot!”

*Nick Deane is a member of the
Independent and Peaceful Australia
Network. &

Anyone who feels re-assured by the presence of the [US]
marines, who thinks that they are here to help protect vus,
should think again. For their presence makes us less safe.
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AUSTRALIA INVESTIGATES
TIKTOK AND WECHAT AMID
US BULLYING TOWARDS
CHINESE TECH COMPANIES

Celeste Dale

In Trump’s latest attack on
China, the US government
has issued a ban on Chinese-
owned apps such as Tiktok and
WeChat, sparking an Austral-
ian parliamentary committee
to investigate the apps’ poten-
tial to interfere in Australian
politics. In a seemingly unbi-
ased move, US-owned compa-
nies such as Google, Facebook,
and Twitter are also being
investigated under this com-
mittee. This decision poses
many more questions about
Australia’s ever increasingly
difficult relationship with both
the US and China.

Exposed by American NSA
whistleblower Edward Snowden
in 2013, Google and Facebook
were found to be involved in spy
operations, information censorship
to benefit US interests, and later
found to be interfering in foreign
elections.

While Snowden is still unable
to return to the US for releasing
this information, Google and Face-
book, and to an extent, Twitter,
remain heavily relied upon by most
Australians for work and leisure.
It seems if a genuine investiga-
tion were to be taken, they would
likely face the same penalties as
Tiktok and WeChat, such as ban-
ning them.

The argument against the
Chinese-owned apps’ prominence
in Australia is linked to concerns
over Chinese political influence in
Australia. As a result, it may just
seem prudent to conduct an inves-
tigation, in light of the actions of
the US-owned apps, and in light
of allegations against China and
the Chinese government in the
Australian media, however the
reasons for the investigation are
likely to be part of a more serious
US agenda.

First of all, the allegation of
Chinese influence in Australian
politics is seemingly assumed in
mainstream media, rather than
explained in detail as to what that
actually means. On ABC’s Four
Corners, evidence for Chinese
influence in Australia included
story about a Chinese consulate
who lobbied a local council to drop
the Vision China Times (VCT), a
Chinese-language outlet that is
often critical of the Chinese gov-
ernment (which was unsuccess-
ful anyway), and another story
of censorship of anti-Chinese
Communist Party (CCP) rhetoric
on a Mandarin-language radio in
Australia, which turned out only to
be being censored by an Austral-
ian media mogul who supported
the CCP and did not want to lose

listeners — but with no evidence
of connection to the CCP. This is
hardly compelling evidence for
hard hitting Chinese influence.

On the other hand, evidence
of US interference in Australian
politics has a long and dark his-
tory, and continues today through
organisations such as the Australia-
United States Ministerial Consul-
tations (AUSMIN), and Australian
Strategic Policy Institute (ASPI).
Evidence has been found linking
the CIA to the coup on Former
Australian Prime Minister Gough
Whitlam, way back in 1975, when
he announced the aim to shut down
US military base Pine Gap, in Aus-
tralia’s centre. This was a major
insult to the Australian working
class, with Malcolm Fraser, leader
of the Liberal opposition being
undemocratically appointed by
the governor general at this time.
Before and since then, everyday
Australians have been fighting
against the continued removal of
workers’ rights, in part due to this
interference, as well as US military
presence, funding and engagement
in Australia.

So while it seems the move to
investigate Tiktok and WeChat is
unbiased and perhaps a respon-
sible call to action, the historical
and political ties Australia has with
these nations suggests otherwise.
The overwhelming evidence of
spying and interference from the
US suggests that the aim is not

to protect citizens’ private infor-
mation from the CCP or Chinese
organisations, but to have access
to information themselves, and
the ability to censor content as
they wish. For instance, in the so-
called “international community”
(aka, in the West), those who have
a genuine interest in learning about
countries outside of the imperial-
ist core will undoubtedly almost
always led to overtly critical and
biased information when searching
with Google or YouTube. Addition-
ally, social commentators on the
anti-imperialist left are constantly
shut down for minor criticisms of
the United States on social media
such as Facebook and Twitter. The
US is unable to shut down dissent
from Chinese-owned apps.
Tiktok users mainly comprise
young people, and it is the first
Chinese-owned app to become
popular amongst non-Chinese
Australians. While there have
been arguments against the app’s
ability to raise public awareness of
social and political issues, there is
growing content of this description.
Tiktok also has the ability to reach
a massive audience quickly, owing
to its function and algorithms.
However, there is a more
unsettling reason Trump aspires
to ban TikTok in the US than
the inability to track and censor
users. As the US-China trade
war has intensified, the US has
demanded China no longer engage

in the world market for technol-
ogy. This is not simply to stop the
Chinese government from spying
or interfering, but to allow the US
to maintain hegemony over tech
industries, not only in communi-
cations, but aerospace, semicon-
ductors and biotech. If China is to
accept dependence from the US
and other foreign suppliers for
high-tech products and services,
it is at the whim of US sanctions
and influence, and at risk of much
slower and limited development,
and forced to produce only cheap
low-tech products as it has done
over previous decades. It is clear
that the option for China to for-
ever remain a sweatshop of cheap
European and American products
is unreasonable.

But the growing material reality
is that China is not at the whim of
US-lead demands anymore. China
is striving forward with the imple-
mentation of the phase one bilateral
trade deal with the US, and is still
providing greater convenience for
American companies, especially
financial companies, to enter the
Chinese market. In July, Chinese
Vice Foreign Minister Le Yucheng
cited a survey by the American
Chamber of Commerce in China
which showed that 84 percent of US
enterprises are unwilling to with-
draw from China, and 38 percent
of them will maintain or increase
their investment in China. Chinese
officials have proposed that the

relations between the two coun-
tries should not be dominated by
hawks, that any issue can be taken
to the negotiating table, and China
and the US can work together to
draw up three lists respectively on
cooperation, dialogue and issues
that need proper management.

The rise of China is especially
relevant for Australians, as the
“business-as-usual do-what-the-
Americans-say” strategy becomes
increasingly at odds with the inter-
ests of Australians — of all classes.
Prime Minister Scott Morrison is
now in a position where the impli-
cations for following the Americans
in line to ban TikTok and WeChat
are worse for the Australian politi-
cians. As China continues to make
strides, it is likely that Australian
politicians will continue to be
obliged to make more decisions
which go against the wishes of the
US empire, and to prioritise the
local economy, through positive
relations with China.

The leadership in Australia
will need to step up and to think
more independently about the
most optimal way forward for our
country. Not as a lapdog for any
other country, but as a strong,
independent sovereign nation,
who makes decisions about its own
future, and its relationships with its
neighbours. Left and progressive
forces must continue to demand
action by politicians along these
lines. @&

Evidence of US interference in Australian
politics has a long and dark history
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A MAN AGAINST THE PEOPLE

Seamus Carey

The WA branch of the Transport
Workers Union (TWU WA) reported
online that they have been “inundated
with messages from transport work-
ers who want to refuse to load trucks
and refuse to deliver” to the Sino Iron
mine in Cape Preston owned by Clive
Palmer’s company Mineralogy. This
is in response to Palmer pursuing two
major court cases against the Western
Australian government: one to force the
‘WA government to open its borders to
the other states, and the other a claim
for over $27b (potentially over $30b)
of lost profits due to a WA government
decision in 2012 to reject his proposal
for a different mining project.

TWU WA said “Palmer wants to infect
WA by opening the borders for his own selfish
greed. On top of that he wants to rob every
man, woman, child and baby by suing our
state for $30b [...] this parasite can leave
our state alone.”

Palmer initiated the latter case less than
a week after Prime Minister Scott Morrison
reversed his earlier position on Palmer’s other
case to open the WA border, and announced
that the Commonwealth was withdrawing its
earlier support to Palmer’s case. However,
the federal government has chosen not to
withdraw the evidence it supplied earlier
to support Palmer, despite the plea of WA
Premier Mark McGowan for them to do so.

Nonetheless, with the loss of the federal
government’s support, Palmer’s border case
is less likely to succeed, and his new case for
tens of billions of dollars appears an attempt
to hold the WA government to ransom. The
WA government has quickly passed new leg-
islation to block Palmer’s claims, however it
is still unclear whether this will be upheld
by the court.

Although Palmer has tried repeatedly
to appeal to the Western Australian people
to support his actions, taking out many
advertisements in various newspapers, on
radio and online, he has found very little
sympathy. Multiple public polls have shown
that the overwhelming majority of Western
Australians support the closed border, and
Premier McGowan is receiving unprecedented
public support: a 26th July poll of the Perth
metropolitan area conducted by The West
Australian showed eighty-six per cent public
approval of McGowan.

Thanks to the successful handling of the
COVID-19 pandemic in the state, in a major
part due to the closed border, life in Western
Australia has mostly returned to normal.
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Western Australians wish to keep it that
way, and although the severe restrictions
on interstate travel have impacted many
people, most view that as a small price to
pay to ensure the health of West Australians
and prevent further economic damage and
deaths. Palmer’s rhetorical appeals about
“safeguarding our freedom”, and flippantly
likening McGowan to the Nazis, do not
resonate with the people, who know that
whatever Palmer’s concept of freedom is, it
means little to the dead.

Palmer’s other case relates to his claim of
lost profits due to the previous WA Liberal
government’s decision to reject his proposal
for the Balmoral South iron ore project in
2012. Palmer had intended to sell the project
on to a Chinese company, and believes the
WA state government should pay him the
profits he would have made, had it not been
rejected.

It is a vile hypocrisy that Clive Palmer
uses his wealth to bombard Australian media
with anti-China propaganda, spreading fear
about influence by the “Communist Chinese
Government” and Chinese companies oper-
ating in Australia, while suing the Western
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Australian government for not allowing him
to sell a mine to a Chinese company!

Not only that, but the Sino Iron mine
mentioned above is operated by CITIC, a
Chinese state-owned company, due to a deal
between CITIC and Palmer’s company Min-
eralogy. On the Mineralogy website, which
also contains a lot of Palmer’s anti-China,
anti-communist propaganda painting Chinese
state-owned enterprises as sinister forces of
Communist influence, the page about the
Sino Iron project has a completely different
tone, singing the praises of “the expertise
and skills” of “Chinese [...] world leaders in
this field”, and saying the project provides
“an excellent opportunity for Australia to
benefit from exposure to international skills
and processing technology. [...] This project
[...]is testament to the quality of the deposit
as two major Chinese companies have now
invested substantial effort and funds to
develop these projects.”

Not only is it obscene and disgusting that
Palmer believes he is entitled to a massive
payout from the WA government, and cares
more for his own financial gain than for the
welfare of the whole West Australian people

who would be severely impacted by a $27b
hit to state finances, it is equally absurd that
the existing laws allowed for such a claim.
The state government’s new legislation is a
band-aid solution which should hopefully
block Palmer’s claim, but it should raise
significant questions about our current
legislation and the “right” of businesses or
individual capitalists to sue the state for
“lost profits”.

It should also highlight to the people the
absurd amount of power which obscenely
wealthy individuals such as Palmer have to
pursue their personal interests regardless of
the interests of millions of working people,
and influence and obstruct processes on the
scale of the whole country. While Palmer’s
disruptive and contradictory actions and
views have alienated many of his own class,
which at least partly constrains his ability to
get whatever he wants, we should be even
more wary of the rest of the capitalist class
when they act in agreement. Palmer is an
embarrassment to his class because he dis-
plays openly the utterly unfair privileges and
power held by all the immensely wealthy. &
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Hello comrades!

This week in our Australian Communist Thought section we
have a new piece from Port Jackson branch member and
National Coordinator of Anti-Bases Campaign Denis Doherty
on the peace movement in Australia and the CPA involvement

over the last 100 years.

In our history section we have two items. A report on planned
white papers by the Liberal government on communism in
Australia and its activities and a statement from the CPA
against them. It is important that we highlight the continuous
attacks on our Party and the activities of those who oppose

reactionary government’s and policies.

Australian Communist Thought and History
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COMMUNISTS AND THE
STRUGGLE FOR PEACE

Denis Doherty

In the darkest days of World War 1, it
was the new Soviet Government that
made an appeal for peace in November
1917, a full year before the armistice.

The appeal starts: “The workers’ and
peasants’ government, created by the revo-
lution of October 24-25 and basing itself
on the Soviets of Workers’, Soldiers’, and
Peasants’ Deputies, proposes to all bel-
ligerent peoples and their governments
to start immediate negotiations for a just,
democratic peace.”

The Soviet Government published for
all to see the dirty agreements between the
British, the French and Tsarist Russia on
how the world would be carved up after a
victorious conclusion of the war against
Germany and its allies.

The agreements show the cause of the
war — imperialism’s hunger to gain more
territory and wealth. In Australia’s case,
our brave lads at Gallipoli were fighting
and dying so that Britain and France could
conquer Turkey and give it to Tsarist Russia
which in return would allow Britain full and
unchallenged rights in what is modern day
Iran for its oil resources. Tsarist Russia would
gain full control of the Bosporus.

When the party was founded in 1920 it
made peace a central focus of its activities.
However, the 1930s and the lead up to WW2
was when the party really had to step up and
devote its few resources to campaign against
war and against the Australian Government’s
involvement in the wars of imperialism and
fascism.

In August 1932, a great congress of a
world movement for peace was launched in
Amsterdam. It became the Movement Against
War and Fascism. Its manifesto said, “Capi-
talism is the cause of the economic crisis,
and the economic crisis hastens war [...]". It
acknowledged the “noble dreams” of pacifists
and the courage of conscientious objectors
but insisted that personal challenges to the
war machine were doomed to failure. The
masses were “the only invincible power” in
the fight against war.”

The councils of communists, ALP mem-
bers, trade unionists, socialists, and churches.
The pattern of broad coalitions in response to
war and other crises has continued to this day

The first major conflict that the Party
dealt with in the 1930s was the Abyssinian
War (Abyssinia was the former name of
Ethiopia). Italian fascism was determined
to gain colonies just as the other European
powers had.

England adopted a position of neutral-
ity and the Lyons government of Australia
followed suit. The way was clear for Italy to
attack Abyssinia, the only independent state
in the whole of Africa that had not succumbed
to colonialism. The war started in late 1935
and ended 1937.

Mustard gas and asphyxiants were used
liberally by the Italians but the people were
fighting for their land and fought very bravely
and tenaciously. In Australia calls by Party
to follow United Nations rules and impose
sanctions on Italy were ignored.

The Spanish Civil War followed in 1936
which inspired actions in support of the
legitimate government of Spain and against
fascists led by Franco. Fund raisers for the
victims of war, demonstrations, public
meetings and the formation of brigades to
go to Spain to fight followed. The task for
communists was made more difficult as the
Catholic church here supported Franco and
the right wing of the Labor Party dominated
by Catholics was an obstacle to unity against
war and fascism.

Japan’s invasion of China started with
the invasion of Manchuria in 1937 and
again the Party was active in resisting this
war. One example of this was the Dalfram
dispute. From 15th November, 1938 to 21st
January 1939 in Port Kembla members of
the Waterside Workers Federation (now part
of the MUA) refused to load scrap iron onto
the Dalfram bound for Japan.

The dispute attracted support from a
broad range of unions, groups and Chinese
seamen who were on leave in Sydney in a clas-
sic working class community alliance which
has been a feature of communist actions for
peace. Bob Menzies, then Attorney General,
threatened legal action but still there was
resistance. Menzies became known as Pig
Iron Bob ever after.

A leaflet in Party archives from that
period is an appeal for Australians not to
buy Japanese onions, it was accompanied
by the slogan “Every onion sold is a bullet
heading for the heart of a Chinese tot.” The
leaflet emphasised how the Japanese war
in China was having a devastating effect on
the children of China.

The immediate post war period saw the
rise of anti-colonial struggles. The com-
munists and communist-led unions were
in the forefront of promoting the struggle
for independence from the colonial powers.
One of the most significant for Australia was
the struggle against the Dutch in Indonesia.

The period of the Chifley Government’s
demise and Menzies’ ascendancy (1948-1952)
saw interest in an alliance with the United
States in the mistaken belief that we needed
“a great and powerful friend.” Lance Sharkey,
General Secretary of the Communist Party
of Australia, expressed his disgust:

“No one menaces us with aggression.

“Why then do we need a military pact
with the American Government of Big Busi-
ness and Brass hats? Any war these gentry
engage in cannot, in the nature of things be
other than a war of imperialist aggression,
an unjust war. Those who want peace must
oppose military pacts with the imperialist
powers and insist that the proper working
of the UN as Australia’s best safeguard.”

It took eighty years for a conservative to
publicly say what Lance Sharkey argued when
former Prime Minister Malcolm Fraser wrote
a book called Dangerous Allies in which he
outlined how our alliance with the US was
dangerous and not in our best interests.

The 1950s saw Australian involvement
in the Korean war and campaigns here
against the war. Menzies was pilloried by
the Communists for the warmonger he was
as he rearmed and diverted resources away

from much needed items such as housing
and employment.

Menzies in 1962 used dodgy excuses to get
Australian troops committed to the Vietnam
War and in 1964 introduced conscription.
The response by the people and the Party
was the Vietnam Moratoriums which took
place in most states and were composed of
numerous groups from trade unions, senior
ALP figures, churches, and peace groups.
The Party was active in the Moratoriums
and members played leading roles such as
they did in the pre-WW2 days.

One of the most tragic events happened
when the CIA and the Whitlam Government
gave the green light for an invasion of East
Timor by Indonesia. The repercussions are
still being felt as we see in the trial of Bernard
Colleary and Witness K. The Party ran an
illegal radio station and set up communica-
tions with the main resistance group Fretilin.

Also dominating the 70s was the visit
of South African football teams to Australia
which had to face the might of the Australian
anti-apartheid movement. The campaign
included digging up goal posts and huge
demonstrations which ended in the South
African rugby and cricket teams being banned
from Australia despite the vicious fight back
by conservative forces. The CPA was active
in these struggles and the Party’s paper was
full of articles agitating for the banning of
South Africa from world sport and from
visits to Australia.

The communist inspired worldwide
organisation, the World Peace Council, was
set up in Helsinki in 1952 and played a major
role in many countries in getting the peace
movement going. In Australia, the Austral-
ian Peace Committee (APC) had branches in
most states with trade unions, ALP members
and CPA members most active.

US President Reagan’s installation of
intermediate range nuclear missiles in Europe
suddenly concentrated the world’s mind on
the dangers of nuclear war. The demonstra-
tions were massive in Europe and became

Andrew Irving, Romina Beitsen and others at the Gates of Pine Gap 2016.

so in Australia too. The Party responded by
setting up CICD (Campaign for International
Cooperation and Disarmament) in NSW and
this organisational model was followed in
some other states. However, some states
later turned their organisations into People
for Nuclear Disarmament (PND). (CICD in
Melbourne had been established in 1959.)

Nevertheless, good work for nuclear
disarmament was done by many thousands
of people all around Australia. Some years
later when the French began testing nuclear
weapons in the Pacific there was organisation
and goodwill that saw large demonstrations
against French testing.

The ferment around nuclear weapons led
to the establishment of the Peace Squadrons
where kayaks and larger vessels went out in
the harbours of Australia to resist the arrival
of US nuclear armed warships.

During the Hawke-Keating Governments,
Foreign Minister Bill Hayden said that Pine
Gap would probably be a target in a nuclear
exchange. One result of the ensuing concern
was the formation of the Australian Anti-
Bases Campaign Coalition. This group, with
significant leadership and encouragement
from the CPA, is still going today but has
declined from its large role from the 1990s
to about 2010.

The Iraq wars, Afghanistan, Syria, Yemen,
Palestine and many others, US Marines in
Darwin, joint war games and much more have
provoked sustained resistance by the people
to the mindless capitalist driven wars and
the Communist Party has been there with
encouragement and active work for peace.

The 75th anniversary of the bombing of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki was recently com-
memorated, with demands for Australia to
sign the United Nations nuclear weapons
ban treaty.

Over the last 100 years we have seen
the broad sweep and depths of the CPA’s
commitment to peace — one of the major
achievements of the Party that we celebrate
in this year of the Party’s Centenary. @&
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GOVT, PLAN TO WIDEN ATTACK
ON DEMOCRACY: WHITE PAPER
“THREAT TO ALL CRITICS”

Uy

This article originally appeared in Tribune August, 1965.

The Federal Liberal Party’s call for a “White Paper
on Communism” last week was strongly con-
demned by public figures in Sydney as a threat
to all who actively oppose the government’s poli-
cies in south-east Asia and on national economic
questions.

The Communist Party of Australia in a special state-
ment this week called for wide and rapid protests against
this plan for a “major attack on the public right to criticise
government policies.”

The hypocrisy of the move — reported to be a prelude
to government action — was stressed by the Federal Labor
Party Leader, A Calwell, who said: “It is a hypocritical
stunt. The only interest the Liberal Party has ever shown in
Communism has been when elections were in the offing.”

CHALLENGE DUCKED

(This week the NSW Liberal Party declined a chal-
lenge to debate publicly on the Vietnam war, issued by
the Communist Party of Australia in Sydney.)

K Buckley who is secretary of the Council for Civil
Liberties (Sydney) and a university economic history
lecturer said:

“It is an unnecessary and political inspired move
which would appear to be connected to the opposition
of many academics, churchmen and others, to the gov-
ernment’s policy on Vietnam.

“the term ‘front organisation’ has an obvious mean-
ing to those who remember the McCarthyite period in
America.”

The Rev. AD Brand, a prominent official of the Asso-
ciation for International Cooperation and Disarmament,
and of the NSW Methodist Church organisation, said:

“Its purpose is not only aimed at the Communist
Party, a legal political party, but also at churchmen, intel-
lectuals and other groups opposed to the government’s
policy on the Vietnam war.”

T Wright, member of the Australian Council of Trade
Unions, said:

“The call of the Liberals backed by the DLP, for a
‘White Paper on Communist activity,” is closely linked
with the Government’s participation in a war of aggres-
sion in Vietnam, and the wages struggles of the trade
union movement.”

CRIMES ACT

“In the trade union field, the struggle against the
wage freezing policy of the Arbitration Courts and for
over-award payments, is growing stronger despite the
harsh penal clauses of the Arbitration Acts.

But such anti-Communist white papers, as a form
of McCarthyism, cannot halt the growing movement of
progressive forces in the Australian Community.”

N Docker, Industrial Officer Waterside Workers’
Federation, said:

“Calls by the RSL top leadership, the National Civic
Council, and the Liberal Party for a government white
paper on Communism form a blatant move to begin a
propaganda campaign against all progressive and demo-
cratic forces in Australia.

“They and the Menzies government are anxious to
start an offensive against the labour movement and par-
ticularly its more active and progressive sections, cam-
paigning for higher wages and other improved conditions
of work which, in the case of waterside workers, were
extravagantly branded as ‘sabotage’ of Australian trade.

“The Australian people have a proud tradition of
fighting to preserve and extend our democratic rights.
It appears that a new offensive against those rights must
now be fought and defeated.”

FOOTNOTE:

FRANK CHAMBERLAIN, 2GB Canberra commenta-
tor, said: This could mean a political witch-hunt. Because
I oppose it I'll be called a communist. There ought to be a
White Paper on profiteering and high prices. (August 20).

“THE AUSTRALIAN’: The Liberal Party call for a
federal government White Paper on Communism in

a

Australia is fraught with dangers.” &

“Nearer, clearer, deadlier ..

., The Bulletin, 7 June, 1950.

NEW THREAT TO DEMOCRACY

Statement by Communist Party of Australia

Statement originally appeared in
Tribune August, 1965

A plan for a major attack on
cherished Australian demo-
cratic rights, particularly the
public right to criticise govern-
ment policies, lies behind the
Liberal Party’s call for a “White
Paper on Communism.”

This would be a government
publication, issued under Parlia-
mentary privilege (and so, safe from
libel suits), in which individuals of
many walks of life and viewpoints,
together with Communists, would
be slandered by means of false alle-
gations of “sabotage”, “treason”,
“dupes” and “fellow-travellers.”

Announced last Friday by
former Inner Cabinet Minister
McBride on behalf of the Federal
Council of the main federal govern-
ment party, the scheme is signifi-
cantly timed.

It follows immediately on:

The upsurge of critical public
discussion and opposition to the
government’s policy on Vietnam,
embracing many prominent spokes-
men of the Australian Labor Party,
trade unions, university life, the
churches, the arts and many other
spheres.

The Communist Party is cer-
tainly not alone in opposing the
Vietnam war and the foreign policy
or reliance on military force in
south-east Asia.

Mounting campaigns for

satisfaction of wage, salary and
pension demands by all sections of
the working people, to meet spiral-
ling price inflation, the Arbitration
Commission’s wage freeze and now
the government’s new tax burdens of
the war budget. The national trade
union movement is united around
these demands, and has the backing
of the ALP. The Communist Party
is certainly not alone in working for
these campaigns for the betterment
of the working people’s lives.

REAL AIM
REVEALED

Sir Philip McBride revealed
the real aim of the “White Paper”
scheme when he claimed it was nec-
essary to expose activities “behind
so-called fronts”.

He meant movements and
organisations like those cam-
paigning for peace in south-east
Asia — such as the 513 members
of Australian university staffs
who have signed a petition to Sir
Robert Menzies, the Liberal Party’s
leader, who recently said that all
peace activities in Australia were
“Communist-inspired.”

McBride further showed the
government’s hand when he
referred to “mischievous operations
‘in the trade union movement.””

Recent open threats of the use
of the Crimes Act (Arbitration Judge
Gallagher) and of “drastic action”

(Federal Labor Minister McMa-
hon.), directed against legitimate,
trade union action, particularly
by the waterside workers, provide
the significant background to this
statement by McBride.

Spokesmen of the ACTU and
major national “white collar” organ-
isations last week had to sharply
reprimand Minister McMahon for
an equally pointed statement that
union criticisms of the basic wage
decision were the fault of “interna-
tional Communism.”

The “White Paper” would aim
at softening up public resistance
to the increase of punitive powers
against trade unions, foreshadowed
by Minister McMahon on 11th July.

As to McBride’s attacks on
the Communist Party of Australia

— its “anti-Australian program,
“contempt for law”, “sabotage and
intimidation” — all this is so much
eyewash, a mere excuse to open a
campaign of hysteria and uncon-
cealed “intimidation” against the
big public movement of opposition
to foreign and home policies.

POLICIES ARE
PATRIOTIC

The Communist Party’s cam-
paigns for an independent Austral-
ian foreign policy for peace and
friendship with Asia, for democratic
rights, higher living standards,
Australian ownership of Australia’s

resources and for socialism, are
deeply patriotic.

Only such policies can lead to
the security and prosperity our
nation desires and needs.

We reject, too, Sir Philip
McBride’s absurd claim that the
Communist Party has a “concept
that a revolutionary minority seizes
power by force and terror.”

The aims of our Party can only
be realised by the will of the major-
ity of the people and our efforts
are directed toward, securing the
support of the Australian people.

As for our so-called “contempt
for the law” and “sabotage” we have
no doubt that if there were only the
slightest truth in this the Menzies
Government would have used the
law against us.

For months past, the “White
Paper” demand has been peddled
by extreme rightist groups like the
National Civic Council and the top
leadership of the Returned Service-
men’s League.

NCC leader Santamaria, who
nearly three months ago reported
that the White Paper had already
been drafted, has frequently dis-
claimed the aim of a ban on the
Communist Party but advocated
instead that a White Paper “expo-
sure of Communist ‘fronts” would
strike at both the guilty and the
gullible.” (News-Weekly, June
10, 1965)

The Menzies government itself

demonstrated its methods first in
1950-51 in its unsuccessful cam-
paign to place a ban on the Com-
munist Party.

Prominent figures in the trade
union movement and Labor Party
were publicly branded by govern-
ment spokesmen in a McCarthyite
fashion then, and later in the noto-
rious Petrov Commission.

NOW IS
THE TIME TO ACT!

Because the Australian people
recognised the sweeping, anti-dem-
ocratic nature of such anti-Commu-
nist proposals, the government was
defeated in the 1951 Referendum
on the issue.

As a result, the Communist
Party remained a legal party.

Its policy and activity are open
to public view and discussion in
its many publications, such as the
recent booklet on Vietnam, which
challenged the Liberal to debate
the issue — a challenge they evaded.

The “White Paper” plan has
emerged into the open, from Lib-
eral Party HQ, rather than from the
Cabinet Room, precisely because
the Government (mindful of 1951)
is still testing out public opinion.

This should , be seen as a warn-
ing to all democratic Australians,
and an opportunity to express, in
the shortest possible time, public
opposition to this plan. @&



10  August 24, 2020

Guardian

RENTERS ORGANISE
EVICTION DEFENCE

Zachary Doney

On Wednesday, 12th August, the Rent-
ers and Housing Union (RAHU) held
its first Eviction Defence forum. Speak-
ers from Brisbane and Sydney shared
ideas and experiences resisting evic-
tion. A resident spoke from the pub-
lic housing towers, which were placed
into hard lock-down, and a presenta-
tion was given by a RAHU member on
the political and economic position of
landlords, real estate agents and rent-
ers. These efforts are part of the prepa-
rations for what is looking to be a very
bleak October.

On the 29th September, the eviction
moratorium in Victoria will be lifted. This
situation may change as this paper goes to
print. Regardless of whether the eviction
moratorium is extended or not, the underly-
ing problems with the housing market will
remain until there is a fundamental restruc-
ture of property in this country. At the start
of October, JobKeeper and JobSeeker, which
are keeping millions of workers afloat, will
be reduced. Employment prospects across
the country have not improved, nor is there a
Jobs Guarantee plan in place. The economic
situation is looking dire. The ongoing struggle
between the financial interests of property
owners and people’s basic housing needs is
increasing in intensity.

Renters are still struggling to negotiate
rent reductions as landlords and agents
ignore directions from state and federal
government to negotiate “in good faith”
and “form partnerships.” Landlords are
dragging renters into Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) to attempt
tenancy terminations (during the eviction
moratorium) based on undefined terms in
the temporary COVID-19 Omnibus changes
to the Residential Tenancies Act. No fault
evictions are continuing.

In this environment the need for eviction
defence once again arises. In the 1930s the
Communist Party of Australia formed the
Unemployed Workers Movement (UWM),
local bodies which formed Anti-Eviction

Committees (AEC). UWM speakers would
address lines of the unemployed while they
were waiting to collect their rations (1930)
or coupons (1931 onwards). The AECs would
organise pickets and occupation of dwellings
where the bailiff was attempting an eviction.
They would keep these pickets up as alternate
housing was organised for the occupant. At
the time private bailiffs would be appointed
by a court to carry out evictions. This changed
in June 1931 when the police began to carry
out joint operations with bailiffs. This is the
situation which persists to this day.

Landlords are hoping there are still
some people left with stable incomes as the
real situation of our over-valued property
market begins to be revealed. To retaliate for
the shame of providing a discount on rent,
tenants will be given the boot. Notices will
be served so that landlords can ostensibly
move back into the property or renovate
(keep your eyes peeled for misuse of the
HomeBuilder aka Kitchen Reno package).
Large claims to bonds are already being
made and these will escalate as landlords
do whatever they can imagine to claw back
some of what they “lost.”

A myriad of defence ideas were put by
the speakers. These included naming and
shaming agencies and landlords who are
unfairly evicting tenants since landlords
and agencies are sensitive to public-image
damage and are unaccustomed to public
scrutiny. Successful eviction resistance
depends on community connections. Do you
know your neighbours? Talk to them. On
eviction day, sympathetic neighbours will
be very important in providing community
dissent to eviction. Homeowners can stand
in solidarity with renters. Property owners
contacting agents and telling them they will
not conduct business with an agency based
on eviction activity is powerful.

The final months of this year are going
to be a melee of VCAT rulings, rising poverty
and eviction actions. As renters, we can take
grim solace in the fact that the value of the
property market is falling. Until then we
must organise.

Join RAHU www.rahu.org/join-rahu &

No one left behind.

What's tanking? Employment prospects.
What's being reduced? Income supports,
What's needed? Stable housing.

What can be done right now? Extend the eviction moratorium.

RAHU is committed to fight for our right of
secure and affordable housing for all.

RAHU.ORG.AU *

ORGANISE@RAHU.ORG.AU

THE DEVELOPMENTS IN BELARUS

The Press Bureau of the CC of the KKE
(Communist Party of Greece)

The events in Belarus are linked to the inter-
vention of the EU, of NATO and the USA in
the developments and a result of the fierce
competition between those forces and Rus-
sia for the control of markets, raw materials
and the transport networks of the country,
as well as for geopolitical pillars in Eastern

Certainly, the solution for the people of
Belarus is not to maintain the current bourgeois
regime, which moves within the context of the
market and capitalist barbarism, entrapped in
the “millstones” of inter-imperialist rivalry, as
was demonstrated by Pompeo’s last visit to this
country. Neither should the working people
ever submit to appeals, such as those of the cur-
rent President, to “stay away from politics”. The

exact opposite is called for!

Europe and in the wider Eurasian region.
It is ridiculous, and at the same time pro-
vocative, that as a precursor for EU and US

The KKE, condemning foreign intervention
in the internal affairs of Belarus, expresses its
solidarity with the communists and the working

interventions, supposedly in support of “free-
dom” and “democracy”, Poland and the Baltic
States of the EU have been “mobilised”, states
where blatant violations of democratic rights
and freedoms take place, such as the trials of
opposition newspapers and the imprisonment
of communists, the restriction and even the

banning of CP actions.

people of Belarus and its conviction that it can
and must organise its own independent strug-
gle based on its own interests, to repel foreign
interventions, to demand the satisfaction of
contemporary popular needs, to pave the way
for socialism that is the only alternative solu-
tion to the impasses of the capitalist path of

development. &

CPA Statement in solidarity with the Haft Tappeh & Oil industry workers

FREEDOM FOR ALL POLITICAL PRISONERS

The Communist Party of Australia,
CPA is concerned at reports that the
Haft Tappeh & Oil industry workers
have not been paid their wages forc-
ing them to strike for their basic rights
and against the privatisation of essen-
tial services that would affect the Ira-
nian people in general.

The CPA gives its full solidarity and sup-
port for the Haft Tappeh and Oil industry
workers in Iran as they struggle for their own
jobs, wages and rights and against privati-
sation that will worsen the lot of working
people in Iran.

We support the workers and their
demands including:

« Arrears payment, and their insurance
renewal;
 The return of their expelled co-workers;
« The release of political prisoners, and
putting an end to the privatisation.
We demand the release of all imprisoned
workers and call for an immediate stop to the
harassment, arrests, torture and clampdown

on the rights of these workers in struggle and
all Iranian workers.
In working class solidarity,
International Department
Communist Party of Australia
19th August 2020
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FIVE EYES’ “SIXTH EYE”?

Wang Guangtao

Japan’s prospects of becoming
a member of the “Five Eyes”
intelligence-sharing alliance
have been hotly debated. With
strategic competition between
China and the US intensifying,
the US is hoping to contain
China in terms of intelligence
and information. The “Five
Eyes” is traditionally an intel-
ligence-sharing alliance con-
sisting of five “Anglo-Saxon”
countries. It played a vital role
in the confrontation between
the US and the UK against the
Soviet Union and other social-
ist countries during the Cold
War. And yet today, Japan
evokes memories of the deeply
condemned Cold War by send-
ing the message that it could
possibly join this nefarious
alliance.

Indeed, it is not new for Tokyo
to want to tune into the alliance.
Two years ago, the US reached
out to Japan in face of the nuclear
crisis on the Korean Peninsula.
Washington expressed its will to
strengthen cooperation between the
“Five Eyes” and Japan, South Korea,
France and Germany. However, the
relationship between South Korea
and Japan has deteriorated due to
economic and historical issues and

it was difficult to include both in
the “Five Eyes” alliance.

In 2020, the China-US strategic
competition continues to intensify.
This has forced the US and the UK
to reach out to Japan once again
as ganging up against China has
become these countries’ common
goal. At the end of July, Japanese
Defence Minister Taro Kono said
Japan would welcome an invitation
to join the Five Eyes intelligence
alliance. Later, Japanese Minis-
ter of Foreign Affairs Toshimitsu
Motegi visited the UK. It remains
unknown whether the Japan-UK
foreign ministers’ meeting cov-
ered the issue of “Five Eyes”. But
given Britain’s recent criticism of
China’s National Security Law for
Hong Kong, it might not be that
surprising if London would count
on Tokyo to provide intelligence
against Beijing.

There is no doubt that in the
future, Japan will expand intel-
ligence exchanges with Britain,
Australia and other countries. It
will certainly strengthen its military
relations with the US. For now,
Japan has established the “2+2”
(diplomacy plus national security)
dialogue mechanism with seven
countries, including three countries
in the “Five Eyes” (namely the US,
the UK and Australia). This is the
foundation on which Japan could

deepen cooperation with these
countries in respect to intelligence
sharing. Nevertheless, it does not
necessarily mean that Japan will
join the “Five Eyes” alliance led
by US and become a “sixth eye.”

First of all, the “Five Eyes” alli-
ance was originally formed by Eng-
lish-speaking countries. Once Japan
joins the alliance, countries that
claim the same ideologies such as
South Korea, Germany, France and
Ttaly will have full grounds to par-
ticipate in the alliance too. For an
intelligence-sharing organisation,
more members mean more access
to diverse information. But it also
means a higher risk of exposure.
Adding Japan to the alliance as a
“sixth eye” is not merely an issue
of adding a new member. It also
implies reorganisation of operation
and language systems. It is beyond
the core circle of “Five Eyes” and is
presumably not what the founding
nations were expecting.

Second, be it “Five Eyes” or “Six
Eyes,” such an alliance reminds the
world of the Cold War. In those
awful days, countries were forced
to take sides and confront one
another. The US has previously sent
invitations to Germany and France.
Even as both “free and democratic”
nations and NATO members, the
two countries did not express
much intent to join the alliance.

ey
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Therefore, Japan’s active response
might not be acknowledged by the
entire international community.
Third, Tokyo has not reached
a consensus on the matter. Part of
Japan has never stopped calling for
strategic autonomy. Yet integrating
its own intelligence system into the
“Five Eyes” will no doubt further
subordinate Japan to the US. Also,
Japan’s China policy differs from
the other five countries. It takes
precautions against China, but
it also needs coordination with
China. The “Five Eyes” has a clear
target of “containing China”. This
is obviously a dilemma for Tokyo.

In the end, Japan needs to weigh
between the benefits brought by
joining the alliance and the losses
caused by deteriorating China-
Japan relations.

For China, what matters most
is not the number of the “eyes” in
this system. In terms of intelli-
gence-sharing, the content always
counts more than the form. Even if
Japan has not yet officially become
a “sixth eye,” it has in essence
strengthened cooperation with the
member states. China should be
fully alert and prepare well-rounded
counter-measures.

Global Times &

ISRAEL CONTINUES BOMBING OF GAZA DESPITE
SIGNING CONTROVERSIAL PEACE DEAL

Steve Sweeney

Israeli jets continued their assault on Gaza this morning,
(16th August) with the latest round of air strikes injuring
at least six Palestinian civilians.

The Israeli navy also fired a barrage of gunfire at fishermen
before grounding their boats as the occupying forces imposed fur-
ther punitive restrictions.

In a statement yesterday, the Israeli Defence Force said it had
decided “to entirely shut down the fishing zone of the Gaza Strip,
immediately and until further notice, starting this morning.”

Tel Aviv insisted that it was responding to incendiary balloons
emanating from the Palestinian territory.

It attacked the northern region of the Gaza Strip, claiming to
target Hamas positions including “a military compound and under-
ground infrastructure.”

But these claims were dismissed after Israel’s warplanes targeted
agricultural land and civilian infrastructure in daily bombing raids.

Last week a school was damaged by Israeli air strikes while an
unexploded missile was found in its grounds, forcing it to be evacuated.

Speaking after last week’s attacks, Hamas spokesman Fawzi
Barhoum said: “These aggressive policies aim to exacerbate the
crises our people in Gaza are enduring to paralyse their daily life
and to disrupt the efforts of combatting coronavirus amid interna-
tional and regional silence.”

Some two million Palestinians live in Gaza, which has been
subjected to a 12-year-long blockade restricting access to food and
medical supplies.

According to officials the Gaza Strip’s power plant will come to
a halt on Tuesday (19th August) after Israel blocked fuel supplies.

Israel has intensified attacks on the Palestinian territory despite
the signing of a controversial peace accord with the United Arab
Emirates (UAE) last week.

The accord, which will see both nations establish diplomatic,
trade and security relations, has been widely condemned as an act
of betrayal by other Arab nations.

The UAE claimed that the deal would end Israel’s plans to annex
whole swathes of land in the occupied West Bank.

But this was scotched by Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netan-
yahu, who said the plans were firmly on the table, and merely paused.

The Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP) insisted
that the deal underlined “the need to escalate all forms of resist-
ance” against plans that targeted the land, identity and existence
of Palestinians.

It stressed that it was necessary to confront “all forms of normali-
sation and conspiracies practised by some official Arab reactionary
regimes, at the forefront of which is the UAE regime,” and called
on all Arab nations to stand together in solidarity.
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By Paul Street

Within moments of Joe Biden announc-
ing Kamala Harris as his running mate,
the Trump campaign and the Ameri-
can right-wing propaganda machine
began portraying the California sena-
tor as a “far-left radical” of the “Marx-
ist” variety.

There’s nothing wrong with being a left-
ist (I am one), but the charge (I might say
compliment) is ludicrous and undeserved.
Harris has long been firmly lodged on the
right-wing of the Democratic Party, which
Richard Nixon’s former strategist Kevin
Phillips accurately described as “history’s
second most enthusiastic capitalist party.”

As both a Bay Area prosecutor (1990-
2003) and California Attorney General
(2003-2016), the Big Business-backed Harris
earned a reputation as a friend of the police
and an agent of racially disparate mass
incarceration. She boasted of her high felony
conviction rates, achieved with significant
violations of defendant rights. She fought
back any attempts to change California’s
vicious prison system, institute a criminal
justice reform and abolish the death penalty.

She even resisted a court order to release
low-risk inmates by arguing that it could
cost California an important source of cheap
labour to be used, at risk to their lives, to
fight wildfires for $2 a day.

She was hardly the “progressive prosecu-
tor” she claimed to have been when announc-
ing her presidential candidacy in 2019.

Anyone who thinks “Copmala” Harris
was a criminal justice ‘progressive’ should
watch a short TED-style talk she gave on
behalf of racist mass incarceration at the
Chicago Ideas Week conference in 2015.
One really must take in her derisive voice
and body language as she launched into a
scornful attack on reformers’ supposedly
naive call to move taxpayer money from
mass imprisonment to education:

“We all have these posters [sarcastic
posture] in our closet [pained look on face]
that is attached to a stick that we some-
times will cart out when we’re talking about
criminal justice [...] and we run around with
these signs [disdainful face] [...] ‘Build More
Schools, Less Jails! Build More Schools, Less
Jails!” And we walk around everywhere —
‘Build More Schools!” We protest [mocking
face, hand pretending to hold up a placard]
[...] ‘Put money into education, not prisons!’
[loud mocking squeaky voice]. There’s a
fundamental problem with that approach, in
my opinion. And it’s this: [...] You have not
addressed the reason I have three padlocks
on my front door.”

Attorney General Harris and her multi-
millionaire white husband had “three pad-
locks on [their] front door” because the
class rule and racial oppression system she
spent her adult life serving and protecting
had reached such stunning levels of savage
inequality that the top tenth of the American
One Per cent possessed as much combined
wealth as the nation’s bottom ninety per cent
while the median household black-white
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Kamala Harris has long been firmly lodged on the right-wing of the Democratic Party, which Richard Nixon’s former strategist Kevin Phillips
accurately described as “history’s second most enthusiastic capitalist party.”

wealth gap had reached six black cents on
the white dollar. These disparities were only
worsened by the giant racist mass arrest and
incarceration regime that she and her future
presidential running mate Joe “Three Strikes”
Biden did so much to advance.

During her very brief stint (2017- present)
in the Republican-controlled US Senate,
Harris has tried to develop a progressive
persona by speaking on behalf of liberal
causes such as immigration reform, mari-
juana legalisation and increased pay for
schoolteachers. She scored more points with
liberals by aggressively questioning Trump’s
right-wing Supreme Court nominee Brett
Kavanaugh.

In her disastrous and prematurely con-
cluded presidential campaign, Harris clum-
sily tried to play the great game of American
politics — “the manipulation of populism by
elitism” (Christopher Hitchens) — by inau-
thentically posing as a candidate of “the
people.” She briefly took up Bernie Sanders’
call for “Medicare for All” but then reversed
herself on ending private health insurance
in favour of a federally financed system. She
promised to protect Deferred Action for
Childhood Arrivals recipients from deporta-
tion and opposed Trump’s border wall with
Mexico, but, tellingly, failed to vote against
Trump’s network of immigrant detention
camps along the US-Mexico border. She
backs a boosting of the federal minimum
wage to $15 per hour, but says nothing about
how such an increase would leave millions
of workers poor while ineligible for food
stamps, housing subsidies and Medicaid.

Harris has also been a big player in the

Democrats’ Russiagate campaign, demand-
ing Trump’s impeachment, not for his chill-
ing violations of the US Constitution or his
nativist persecution of immigrants, but for
being an alleged Russian “stooge.” That
has earned her points from the US national
security establishment.

Vice presidential candidate Harris will
make no calls for a real Green New Deal,
genuinely progressive taxation, or single-
payer health insurance (Medicare for All),
which the arch-corporatist Biden says he
would veto — this, even though single-
payer is backed by seven in 10 Americans.
Biden chose her because she will be safely
on board with the corporate agenda while
her deceptive progressive pretension and
her nonwhite and female identity cloak her
loyalty to an American System run by and
for the mostly white corporate, financial,
and imperial establishment.

It’s an old game in American politics:
Democrats posing as populists and progres-
sives when they’re owned by the nation’s
imperial ruling class.

The Republicans are also playing an
old game: absurdly labelling corporate and
imperial Democrats “totalitarian,” “radical
leftists,” “Marxists,” “socialists,” and “com-
munists.” From the New Deal (1932-1940) on,
not a single Democratic president or presi-
dential contender (no matter how militantly
corporate, imperial, and anti-communist/-
socialist), has escaped this “paranoid-style”
charge from the American right. (The deeply
conservative Barack Obama was ludicrously
described as a “socialist,” a “Marxist,” and
even a “Marxist-Leninist” by the Tea Party

right, even as he governed in strict accord
with the interests of Wall Street, Silicon
Valley, and the military-industrial Penta-
gon System.)

It’s a bit harder than usual for the right
to make the neo-McCarthyite charge stick
on Biden. He’s an old and conservative,
racially problematic white man with a long
congressional and vice-presidential record
as an abject warmonger and a tool of the
corporate class. Things are different with
Harris. As a more recent arrival on the
national stage, a product of the supposedly
radical San Francisco Bay area, and a black
female, Harris is much easier to sell to the
Republicans’ disproportionately rural, white,
and male voting and street-fighting base as
a radical, big-city threat.

It’s all very ironic. As with Obama, Har-
ris’s identity attributes help conceal her cap-
tivity to the capitalist profits system that the
right religiously supports. At the same time,
as neither of the two major US parties will
ever admit, the United States could use a good
dose of the socialism that Kamala Harris and
other top Democrats are absurdly accused
of supporting. Like something straight out
of, well, Marx, the nation’s capitalist ruling
class is grinding the American “democratic”
experiment into arch-plutocratic dust, ren-
dering longstanding majority-progressive
public opinion irrelevant while wealth and
power concentrate yet further upwards, and
millions of ordinary Americans are thrown
out of work, off health insurance, and into
poverty and misery in the middle of an epic
pandemic.
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