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Joe deBruyn and SdA earn 
the liberals’ praise

Sydney housing 
affordable say 
millionaire liberals

PEOPLE SHOULD stop complain-
ing about the skyrocketing price 
of housing in Sydney according to 
Joe Hockey and Liberal MP Craig 
Laundy. When questioned about in-
creasingly unaffordable housing at 
a recent press conference Hockey 
told those struggling to afford a 
home to “get a good job”. 

Craig Laundy, a Liberal MP 
whose electorate covers part of 
Western Sydney, backed him up. 
When asked if he thought Sydney 
housing was unaffordable he re-
sponded “the short answer is no”. 

The comments gave many the 
impression that the duo must live 
on another planet. This is pretty 
close to the truth. The Treasurer has 
no less than four properties: one 
valued at $5.4 million in Sydney; a 
cattle farm up for sale at $1.5 mil-
lion, a holiday home and a house in 
Canberra. 

Craig Laundy, meanwhile, is 
the son of BRW Rich List multi-
millionaire Arthur Laundy whose 
wealth was estimated to be an astro-
nomical $310 million in 2013.

Pine gap expands spying 
operations
THE PINE Gap spy base in central Australia has massively 
expanded its satellite surveillance activities in recent years, 
according to a new report authored by ANU academic Des 
Ball and Melbourne Uni’s Richard Tanter alongside a UK 
journalist and a Canadian researcher. 

The report draws on both publicly accessible informa-
tion and intelligence documents leaked by Edward Snowden 
to expose the extent of the expansion, which has taken place 
without any official announcement. 

Pine Gap now collects foreign satellite intelligence as 
part the “Five Eyes” intelligence alliance program target-
ing all civilian and military traffic through the internet and 
phone networks. 

In particular a “Torus” multi-beam antenna was de-
ployed in 2008, and is able to intercept up to 35 satellite 
communications beams. The number of antennas available 
to the “Five Eyes” has roughly doubled since 2000 accord-
ing to the report.

THE LONG-TIME leader of the notoriously right-wing Shop, 
Distributive and Allied Employees Association (SDA), Joe 
De Bruyn, has stepped down from his position as National 
Secretary. 

In comments that say everything about the uselessness of 
the SDA, he received parting words of praise from Liberal fed-
eral Employment Minister Eric Abetz. “Joe de Bruyn is a role 
model of trade union officialdom”, according to Abetz, “He is 
the type of official that gives trade unionism a good name.” 

He got a different kind of parting message at the ACTU 
Congress, where a tribute to De Bruyn was dumped from the 
proceedings. This reflected anger at a recent sell-out by the 
SDA in negotiations over a national agreement with supermar-
ket giant Coles. The Australasian Meat Industry Employees 
Union says the deal, which captures hundreds of meat-workers 
currently on state agreements, would leave new butchers at 
Coles $12,000 a year worse off if they work Thursdays to 
Sundays.

Uni Vice-Chancellors 
rake it in

RECENT ANALySIS shows that 
Australia’s Vice Chancellors are 
raking it in like never before. The 
same gang of university bosses that 
lobbied for Abbott’s fee deregulation 
are regularly pocketing salaries in the 
millions. 

Sydney University’s Michael 
Spence topped the pile, seeing his 
salary package increase by $120,000 
last year to $1.3 million. He joins six 
other VCs with salaries topping the $1 
million mark, including the Univer-
sity of Melbourne’s Glyn Davis who 
is taking home $1.08 million. The 
lowest paid VC enjoyed a $540,000 
salary—roughly the same as that of 
the President of the United States.

Cops and 
Immigration get 
opal card data
SCORES OF Opal card users have 
had their personal information 
handed over to police and immigra-
tion authorities since Sydney’s Opal 
system became fully operational in 
December 2014. 

Registered Opal cards contain 
information that can be used to 
track a user’s journeys on public 
transport matched to their name, 
address, phone number and e-mail 
address. Most of those targeted 
were only “under suspicion of 
criminal offences”, meaning that 
Transport NSW handed over the 
information without authorities 
obtaining a warrant. 

Between December and May 
police made 166 requests for infor-
mation while the Department of Im-
migration made 15. Transport NSW 
released information for 30 per cent 
of requests. According to Stephen 
Blanks, President of the NSW 
Council of Civil Liberties, this sug-
gests that police are systematically 
attempting to abuse their access 
to the information. Opal customer 
information is stored by transport 
authorities for seven years.

Vic Police edit 
Wikipedia page 
about fatal shooting

A FAIRFAx investigation has found 
that Victoria police repeatedly edited 
a Wikipedia page about the fatal 
shooting of mentally ill teenager Tyler 
Cassidy. 

The 15-year-old was shot dead by 
police at Northcote skate park in 2008. 
There were 17 anonymous edits from 
a computer whose IP address was reg-
istered to the Victoria Police Network. 
The edits included the removal of a 
reference to a 2008 Age article that 
revealed poorly planned and executed 
operations had led to several fatal 
police shootings. 

A line that said that, “The incident 
was blamed on a lack of training and 
information gathering performed by 
Victoria Police” was also completely 
removed. A police spokeswoman 
repeatedly tried to deny that the edits 
were linked to the police network, but 
a spokesman later admitted this was 
the case, saying “there was no inten-
tion for the edits to misrepresent the 
facts”.
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EdItoRIAl

ABBOTT IS determined to use racism 
and Islamophobia to revive his elec-
toral support. The results can be seen 
in the opinion polls over the last few 
months. Although Labor would still 
win an election, Abbott has crept up in 
the leadership satisfaction ratings. 

Abbott is deliberately whipping 
up fears about terrorism and supposed 
threats to “national security”. 

The hoo-har about cancelling 
citizenship on the whim of the Im-
migration Minister and the Sydney 
“Countering Violent Extremism” sum-
mit would be farcical, except Abbott 
is serious.

He pretends that the government 
is “keeping the community safe”, at 
the same time as he puts a wrecking 
ball through welfare and pensions. 
He consciously links his anti-Muslim 
scaremongering to refugees, and says 
that he has the same concern about 
terrorism as he has about “stopping 
the boats”. 

Shamefully, Labor leader Bill 
Shorten has gone along with the 
scaremongering. When Abbott an-
nounced laws to strip citizenship from 
Australian dual nationals, Shorten 
offered Labor’s support. There was 
more opposition from inside the 
Liberals than came from Labor to the 
draconian powers that Abbott wants to 
give to the Immigration Minister. 

But Abbott’s attack on citizen-
ship and focus on “radicalisation” has 
nothing to do with stopping terrorism 
and everything to do with demonising 
the Muslim and Arab communities.

In a thinly disguised attack on the 
Muslim community, Abbott is mobil-
ising the thought police, saying that, 
“every new citizen takes the citizen-
ship pledge…and these words must 
mean something.” 

Labor’s unwillingness to criticise 
the Liberals on national security or to 
stand up to their Islamophobia only 
serves to legitimise Abbott. 

Bill Shorten is also being damaged 
by the revelations of deals done with 
the bosses while he was leader of the 
AWU. This is symptomatic of a Labor 
Party leadership more concerned to 
run the system than fight to change it.

If Labor and the trade union 
leaders took a stand, things could be 
very different. Tragically the new 
Greens leader, Richard Di Natale, 
has been more concerned to establish 
The Greens as responsible economic 
players willing to deal with Abbott 
than take responsibility for leading a 

fight against him. But the government 
has poured scorn on The Greens for 
agreeing to their pension cuts.

Abbott the real threat
The real threat to ordinary people 
comes from Abbott’s support for big 
business and the rich. 

The government tried to pretend 
its new budget was fair, talking up 
new funding for childcare. But when 
experts crunched the numbers they 
found that, once again, most people 
will be worse off, and the lowest 
income earners fare the worst. 

Joe Hockey again showed his con-
tempt for workers when he dismissed 
concerns about housing affordability 
and told people if they want to buy 
a house, they should “get a good job 
that pays good money”.

But the Sydney Morning Herald 
reported that someone on a nurse’s 
wage couldn’t afford to buy a home 
in 95 per cent of Sydney’s suburbs. 
In Sydney a house costs on aver-
age almost ten times median yearly 
income, and eight and half times in 
Melbourne, far above the historical 
average of three times income. 

But it isn’t Muslims or refugees 
driving up housing prices. The prob-
lem is rich investors, encouraged by 
tax write-offs like negative gearing. 
More loans are now being taken out by 
investors than by first home owners. 
But the government will do absolutely 
nothing to address this. It is another 
example of Abbott ruling for the rich.

Visible opposition to Abbott’s cuts 
has faded away as the unions have 
retreated into an electoral campaign. 
Instead of waiting for the election, we 

need to support any campaign against 
the cuts, and strengthen the ability of 
unions and the movements to fight and 
win. This month the CPSU is holding 
Australia Public Sector-wide mass 
meetings—the first for decades, as they 
fight savage cuts to pay and conditions. 

June 27-29 will be another national 
weekend of protest against the closure 
of remote Aboriginal communities. 
This is a fight against cuts to power, 
water and housing services from the 
federal government.

We need to link the fight against 
Abbott’s cuts to his scaremongering 
over refugees and terrorism. Abbott’s 
racism is designed to distract working 
class people from his class agenda for 
the rich.

Everyone needs to support the 
counter-rallies against the anti-Muslim 
“Reclaim Australia” on 18 and 19 July. 
But we also need to connect the fight 
against the far right to the Islamophobia 
from Abbott and build a wider cam-
paign against Abbott’s fearmongering.

Refugee rights activists will con-
verge on Melbourne on Saturday 25 
July to rally outside the National ALP 
conference, demanding Labor break 
with its bipartisan support for offshore 
processing and mandatory detention. 
The demonstration can be part of 
building a stronger movement for real 
change.

The refugee issue is one symbol of 
Labor’s failure to present any serious 
alternative to the Liberals. This is the 
one thing that could help keep Ab-
bott in power. That’s why we need to 
build much stronger mass movements 
against cuts, racism and Islamophobia, 
to fight for real change.

 

labor’s silence lets Abbott’s fear campaign run rampant

It isn’t Muslims 
or refugees 
driving up 
housing prices

Above: Abbott 
is continually 
dreaming up 
new powers for 
the Immigration 
Minister or the 
police in his effort to 
posture on “national 
security”
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UNIoNS

By Jean Parker

A CAMPAIGN to get Labor elected in 
30 marginal seats was the centrepiece 
of the triannual ACTU Congress held 
in Melbourne in late May. But with 
historically low levels of industrial 
activity and no appetite from the lead-
ership to fight, the Congress felt like 
a flat version of every similar meeting 
since the defeat of Howard.

Anger against Abbott in the com-
munity still runs deep. Attempting 
to draw this together, the campaign 
launched at the Congress is branded 
“Build a better future: fight for our 
living standards”. This is designed to 
emulate what the ACTU (wrongly) 
sees as the strength of the your Rights 
at Work campaign, and also the 
“We are Union” campaign that saw 
unionists hitting railway stations and 
door-knocking  against the Liberal 

government in the Victorian election 
last year.

What the ACTU strategists miss 
is that these campaigns resonated, 
with union members and with “vot-
ers”, because they rode on the back 
of campaigns of strikes and mass 
demonstrations. It was the week-day 
rallies during your Rights at Work that 
galvanised workers against Howard’s 
WorkChoices. 

The NSW union campaign against 
the state Liberal government tried to 
copy the Victorian “We Are Union” 
model which unseated a Liberal 
Premier there. But in Victoria it was 
the workers who had fought the state 
government—nurses, teachers and 
paramedics—who made up its back-
bone. 

The attempt to door-knock against 
the NSW Liberals was far less effec-
tive because the public sector cam-
paign against the government was 
wound down in 2011 as unions failed 
to challenge the 2.5 per cent pay-cap.

The biggest demonstration against 
Abbott’s hated 2014 budget was the 
week-day rally called by Victorian 
Trades Hall (where over 10,000 work-
ers marched through Melbourne). But 
the failure to turn the Bust the budget 
rallies into an ongoing movement 
leaves us much weaker. 

The Better Future campaign fea-
tures six demands designed to harness 
anger at Abbott’s budget and IR agen-
da: workers’ rights (including penalty 
rates), Medicare, education, public 
services, a secure retirement and “a 
fair go for all” (about closing corpo-
rate tax loop-holes). After delegates 
held up the campaign placards for the 
now-obligatory photo shoot, they were 
given copies of the resolution to be 
moved (and photographed and then 
tweeted) in workplace meetings.

The ACTU has employed or-
ganisers for each of 30 target seats. 
This is being funded from the extra 
$10 million the Congress approved 
by increasing a levy on each union 
member from $4 to $6 each year. The 
AWU abstained rather than vote for 
the increase. Some state branches of 
the nurses union were also unable to 
vote because of a failure to pay ACTU 
affiliation fees. But there was no open 
debate, and the Congress remained 
entirely stage-managed. 

An electoral campaign won’t drive 
back Abbott, or build the strength of 
our unions. The task ahead of us is to 
mobilise a real fight.

A HIGH point of the recent ACTU 
Congress was the adoption of a 
strong asylum seeker and refugee 
policy.

At Congress a draft policy was 
workshopped by delegates from 
many unions including the AEU, 
CPSU, MUA, IEU, AMWU, FSU 
and NTEU. An amended policy was 
drawn up and put to the Congress. 
The policy was adopted unanimously.

The ACTU already had a strong 
policy as a result of resolutions sup-
ported at previous Congresses. The 
new policy recognises that seeking 
asylum is a fundamental human 
right. It calls for the closure of all 
offshore processing centre including 
Nauru and Manus Island. It con-
demned the indefinite detention of 
asylum seekers and opposes forcible 
deportation. The policy argues man-
datory detention is not necessary. We 
specifically call for an end to the Ab-
bott government’s boat “turn-backs”, 
which refugee supporters are also 
trying to maintain as Labor policy.

The policy as a whole should 
be an embarrassment to the Federal 
Labour Party.

Importantly the policy calls on 
unions to organise refugee speak-
ers for meetings and refugee stalls 
at union conferences. The ACTU is 
encouraging all unions to support 
and participate in Union for Refu-
gees groups.

On the floor of Congress Mark 
Lennon, Secretary of Unions NSW, 
made an strong impassioned speech 
in support of refugees and that 
we should support them. Michael 
Thomson (NTEU and Unions for 
Refugees) argued that refugees were 
union business. Both speeches were 
met with wide applause. Delegates 
used the policy to talk forming more 
Union for Refugees groups.

Union activists can use the 
ACTU’s support for refugees to 
build union contingents at rallies, 
get refugee speakers to meetings and 
build Union refugee groups.
Michael Thomson

ACtU Congress launches ‘more of the same’ electoral campaign

ACtU opposes turnbacks, detention on Manus and Nauru

the failure 
to turn the 
budget 
rallies into 
an ongoing 
movement 
leaves us 
much weaker

Above: delegates to 
the ACtU Congress 
show their support 
for refugees Photo: 
Geelong Trades and 
Labour Council
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UNIoNS

By James Supple

WORKERS HAVE staged federal 
public sector-wide strike action for the 
first time in a generation, with the first 
of a series of national half-day strikes 
on 18 June. In a further assault on 
public services, the Abbott govern-
ment is trying to impose pay rises of 1 
per cent a year or less alongside major 
cuts to conditions.

Six hundred staff packed out the 
Masonic Centre to join the mass meet-
ing of Community and Public Sector 
Union (CPSU) members in Central 
Sydney, with over 300 more in Par-
ramatta. There were other meetings 
across NSW, WA and the NT on the 
same day.

Among the most visible contin-
gents in Sydney were staff from the 
CSIRO, which has suffered major cuts 
to jobs. 

One scientist from the CSIRO told 
Solidarity, “We’ve lost about 20 per 
cent of positions in the last year and 
a half. Just about every program has 
suffered. “Everyone’s working longer 
hours to do the jobs that colleagues 
used to do. 

“We knew it wasn’t just our prob-
lem but it’s wonderful to see there’s a 
serious movement across the CPSU. 
We’re badly hit but we’re not the only 
ones. 

We haven’t had a pay rise for two 
years. They want to cut our condi-
tions and not actually offer a pay rise 
at all.”

Deputy CPSU Secretary Melissa 
Donnelly told workers at the Parra-
matta meeting, “This is public sector 
bargaining as ideological warfare.”

“The government has been deter-
mined to force a fight”, CPSU Na-
tional Secretary Nadine Flood said in 
Sydney. “They have cut 17,300 jobs 
since they came to office. This came 
on top of cuts and so called efficiency 
dividends from the previous Labor 
government.”

Bargaining on new agreements 
has already dragged on for over a 
year, “No one’s had a pay rose in a 
year, some haven’t had a pay rise for 
two years”, she said.

Staff in Customs are facing major 
pay cuts as a result of integration in 
the new “Border Force” agency. 

Susan Jones, a worker in Customs, 
told the meeting that in future, “Cus-
toms staff are required to work 36 
additional hours a year, for which we 
will not be paid, which means our pay 

will be going down. For someone 
like me the outcome will be a loss 
of about $16,000 over the next three 
years.”

Allowances worth up to $8000 a 
year face the axe. But as she report-
ed, “We have reached majority union 
membership within the Customs 
section. Our membership continues 
to grow every single day.”

“Today is just the beginning 
of the strike action we are taking,” 
Nadine Flood said. CPSU members 
across the rest of the country will 
take half-day strikes over the next 
few weeks. 

Staff in Customs and Immigra-
tion are likely to take strike action 
again almost immediately, as they 
face an immediate pay cut from 1 
July. 

The Abbott government has tried 
to slash services across the board. 
Although they have been forced to 
abandon some of their attacks on 
Medicare, universities and pensioners 
they are still trying to make cuts that 
they hope won’t make the headlines. 

Workers in the public sector are a 
favourite target. 

The CPSU reported that after 
the first round of industrial action, 
involving work bans at different 
agencies, the government retreated 
from its attack on super. The series of 
one-hour stop works in May led them 
to drop further attacks on conditions.

And the union is growing, with 
12,500 new members since the be-

ginning of the campaign.

Next steps
However, what is on the table is still 
savage. So far staff in Comsuper are 
the only agency to vote to accept a 
new agreement. The agency, with just 
450 staff, received just a single 2.6 per 
cent pay rise over three years, which 
equates to 0.64 per cent a year given 
they have not received a pay rise in the 
last year.

And the government is also 
demanding cuts to conditions like 
increasing weekly working hours and 
reducing paid leave.

yet the union leaders have indicat-
ed that further public sector-wide strike 
action is off the cards, though there 
may be “strategic” strikes. Instead 
the union’s focus is on a community 
campaign against the Abbott govern-
ment, to expose its attack on services 
and workers’ rights. 

The union is planning to distribute 
2.5 million leaflets during July through 
frontline staff to users of public services 
and the general public. It has talked 
about a campaign to remove the Abbott 
government from office at the election.

But the key to winning better con-
ditions is to build the union’s ability to 
fight in unity through industrial action. 
Simply electing Labor, who forced 
through job and funding cuts them-
selves, is no solution. 

Ramping up the level of strike ac-
tion to hit the government harder is the 
way to win.

Public sector workers unite to strike against Abbott

the union is 
growing, with 
12,500 new 
members 
through the 
campaign

Above: CSIRo 
workers on strike in 
Sydney, who have 
had one in five jobs 
cut since Abbott 
came to power
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doing the maths: Hockey’s ‘fair budget’ hurts the poor

By James Supple

JOE HOCKEy’S claim that the budget 
is “fair” has unraveled, with detailed 
analysis showing that the poorest will 
suffer the most from the changes.

This year, as in last year’s horror 
budget, the Liberals removed tables 
from the budget papers that show 
“what the budget means for you”, by 
adding up all the budget changes to 
show whether different households are 
better off, or lose money, overall.

The aim was to ensure positive 
media coverage and most of the media 
fell for it, gushing about the money for 
childcare and small business.

But the National Centre for Social 
and Economic Modelling at the 
University of Canberra (NATSEM) re-
leased modelling that did the sums. As 
Ben Phillips from NATSEM explained, 
“the overall picture is one where low 
income families do the heavy lifting.”

Any additional money parents will 
get from childcare subsidies is more 
than offset by the proposed larger 
cuts to family tax payments and other 
spending.

Those who lose the highest propor-
tion of their income are single parent 
households—many of them already do-
ing it tough balancing work and look-
ing after children. A sole parent with 
income of $55,000 will lose around 
$70 a week after 30 June, or $3700 for 
the year. This increases out to 2018-19 
when they will lose $6100 a year.

In 2018-19 the lowest 20 per cent 
of income earners will lose 8 per cent 
of their income, while the richest 20 

per cent will lose just 0.7 per cent.
The story is similar for couples 

with children, with the poorest 20 per 
cent set to lose 7.1 per cent of their 
income compared to an increase of 
0.2 per cent for the top 20 per cent by 
2018-19.

A couple with a single income of 
$40,000 and two kids will lose around 
$70 a week or $3500 over the next 
year. Both single parents and couples 
in their position will be $20,000 worse 
off over the next four years.

The bulk of this is a result of 
cutting Family Tax B payments for 
parents when their youngest child turns 
six, previously available until a child 

turns 16. 
The boost in spending on childcare 

subsidies, by contrast, is less progres-
sive because middle and high income 
families make greater use of childcare 
than those that earn less. Parents who 
work or study for less than eight hours 
a fortnight will get no funding at all. 
Statistics from 2009-10 show that 
the poorest 40 per cent of households 
gained 73 per cent of family tax B 
funds, but just 35 per cent of childcare 
assistance.

A separate report by ACOSS found 
that, by keeping cuts from last year’s 
budget, the government has delivered a 
$15 billion cut to services and income 
support over four years. It found that 
of $9 billion in cuts to family payments 
$6 billion hit poor families.

The government has made its boost 
to childcare subsidies contingent on 
the cuts to family tax payments. As 
ACOSS concluded, the budget “fails 
the fairness test”.

So it’s no surprise that voters aren’t 
buying the Liberals’ claims about the 
budget. A phone poll conducted in mar-
ginal seats showed that 54.5 per cent 
in the NSW seat of Page thought the 
Liberals wanted to introduce more cuts 
to health and education, as did 52.4 per 
cent in Leichhardt in Queensland. Over 
60 per cent in all the seats surveyed 
said they weren’t doing enough to cre-
ate jobs.

This is another budget where the 
rich get off, and workers and the poor 
are made to pay the price.

greens’ support for pension cuts is a mistake
NEW GREENS leader Richard Di 
Natale has failed one of his first 
tests as leader by supporting cuts to 
the aged pension. The cuts will take 
$2.5 billion from pensioners over the 
next four years.

Di Natale has justified the cuts 
by saying that they are taking from 
better off pensioners. Under the new 
arrangement, 170,000 pensioners 
with few assets will get $30 more. 
But the money comes by taking 
from the payments of 330,000 part 
pensioners who have the most asset 
wealth.

Though Di Natale claims these 
were “people on high incomes”, 
Labor modelling found the wealthi-
est couples targeted by the measure 
receive only $55,000 a year in super 
income—hardly living the high life. 

Overall, welfare spending as a 
proportion of GDP has shrunk in the 
last decade.

The Greens claimed the govern-
ment agreed to consider changes to 
superannuation tax concessions as part 
of the deal, but the same day Social 
Services Minister Scott Morrison told 
the 7.30 Report, “we will not tax your 
super” and that their position remains 
“unchanged”.

The Greens have been duped into 
supporting a terrible policy in an effort 
to look influential. The deal has not 
brought changes to superannuation 
any closer. It only promotes the idea 
that welfare is just a safety net, rather 
than a right. 

It’s not parliamentary deal-making 
with Abbott we need from The 
Greens—but a fightback. 

the greens 
have been 
duped into 
supporting 
a terrible 
policy in an 
effort to look 
influential.
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Will they or won’t they? labor and asylum boat turnbacks
By Ian Rintoul

LABOR HAD been vigorously pursu-
ing Abbott and Immigration Minister 
Peter Dutton over paying the crew 
of asylum boats to return to Indo-
nesia. But they suddenly went quiet 
when the spotlight turned on secret 
payments made when they were in 
government.

The incident has also raised the 
question of whether or not a Labor 
government would adopt Coalition 
policy and turn back asylum boats.

Once there was no question: Labor 
ruled out turnbacks. In October last 
year when Opposition spokesperson 
Richard Marles said he was “open-
minded” about boat turn-arounds, 
Labor leader Bill Shorten’s response 
was emphatic, “I want to make it 
crystal clear, there has been no change 
to Labor’s policy on Tony Abbott’s 
secret turnbacks. I cannot be clearer 
than that.”

In May, when Abbott was urging 
Malaysia, Indonesia and Thailand to 
ignore the deaths at sea and turn back 
the boats of Rohingya asylum seekers, 
Shorten has a perfect opportunity to 
repudiate the turnback policy. But he 
didn’t. 

At one press conference on 20 
May, he avoided direct questions 

about where Labor stands on turn-
backs six times.  

But in June, the shadow Immigra-
tion Minister, Richard Marles, said he 
was still “open-minded” about turn-
backs, saying, “I’m not about to play 
a game of ruling things in or out… If 
there was a situation where Indonesia 

were co-operating with this policy, I 
think that’s a complete game-changer.”

Conference debates
Asylum seeker policy will be a central 
feature of discussion at the ALP’s 
national conference in Melbourne on 
24-26 July. The policy being put to the 
conference is silent on turnbacks. Bill 
Shorten and Richard Marles would 
like to leave it that way, so they can 
continue to fudge the issue before the 
election and to leave open the pos-
sibility of a future Labor government 
maintaining Liberal policy.  

Will they or won’t they adopt 
turnbacks? A lot depends on what the 
refugee campaign does between now 
and the next election. 

Labor for Refugees will certainly 
be moving a resolution to amend 
Labor’s platform to close Manus and 
Nauru. The push to change Labor pol-
icy was given a boost when the recent 
ACTU Congress carried an excellent 
policy rejecting offshore processing.

Building the fight to change La-
bor’s policy is one very good reason 
to support the call from Melbourne’s 
Refugee Action Collective for a nation-
al protest outside the Labor conference. 
The Labor leaders need to know there 
is a determined national campaign that 
will not compromise on the rights of 
asylum seekers and refugees. And we 
need as many Labor party members, 
supporters and trade unionists as we 
can get to be part of that fight.  

Above: A Rohingya 
refugee after finding 
temporary shelter in 
Aceh, Indonesia

People smuggler payment scandal: 
turnbacks are the real crime

THE REPORTS that the Coalition 
government paid six asylum boat 
crew over $6000 each to return asy-
lum seekers to Indonesia has made 
dramatic news headlines around 
Australia and the world. 

The incident did expose the 
hypocrisy and corruption of the 
Australian government. Abbott 
is usually howling about “people 
smugglers’ business models” but 
had no problems with such a busi-
ness to ferry asylum seekers back 
to Indonesia. But the real crime was 
intercepting the boat on the high 
seas and turning it back, not paying 
the boat crew. 

The focus on paying the people 
smugglers only reinforced the 
negative stereotypes and cemented 
the idea that people smuggling is a 
crime, when asylum seekers have 
no choice but to use boats because 
there is no other way to get to 
safety. 

Tellingly, Labor’s attack on 
Abbott paying the people smugglers 
evaporated when it was revealed 
that Labor was involved in the same 
kind of dirty disruption tactics when 
it was in office. In 2009, the Rudd 
Labor government gave $21 million 
to ASIS to use for disruption opera-
tions in Indonesia. 

Shorten was left spluttering at a 
press conference, “…when it comes 
to security matters, we simply don’t 
comment”—an adoption of the 
Coalition’s line that they can’t com-
ment on “operational matters”.

It’s no crime to seek asylum and 
it should be no crime to bring the 
boats. Labor could have explicitly 
opposed the turnback policy, it could 
have committed a Labor government 
to end the ban on Australia accept-
ing refugees from Indonesia. But 
Labor’s “me-tooism” with Abbott on 
refugee policy leaves it hopelessly 
compromised.

Asylum seeker 
policy will be a 
central feature 
of discussion 
at the AlP’s 
national 
conference in 
Melbourne
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Stephanie now requires plastic 
surgery and faces a long legal battle 
for justice. Two men have since been 
charged over the incident.

Trans oppression
Transgender issues are getting new 
public exposure, following the coming 
out of transgender celebrity Caitlyn 
Jenner. But Caitlyn, a Republican, has 
an estimated net worth of $100 mil-
lion dollars, according to OK! Maga-
zine. Her experience is vastly different 
to poor and working class transgender 
people, who bear the brunt of struc-
tural discrimination.

A new report by the Australian 
Human Rights Commission, Resilient 
Individuals, documents this.

The ban on same-sex marriage 
means transgender people are often 
excluded from the freedom to marry. 
Necessary medicines, and expensive 
surgical procedures, are not listed on 
the Medicare schedule—effectively 
excluding the poor from the treatment 
they need or want. Surgical proce-
dures “can cost upwards of $50,000”.

In addition, in most states, a per-
son must be unmarried and/or provide 
evidence of a surgical procedure in 
order to meet the requirements for a 
change of legal sex on birth certifi-
cates in Australia. 

This discrimination sends a signal 
across society that transgender people 
are inferior and undeserving of re-
spect. The same report found “Almost 
75 per cent of survey respondents 
reported experiencing some type of 
bullying, harassment or violence” 
because of their gender expression.

After years of stalling, same-sex 
marriage now looks possible before 
the end of the year. Tony Abbott has 
signaled his willingness to allow a 
conscience vote so long as legislation 
is moved as a cross-party bill support-
ed by individual MPs on both sides of 
politics. 

Abbott is being driven by hard 
headed political calculation. He wants 
to avoid Labor leader Bill Shorten 
gaining the credit for introducing 
same-sex marriage.

The main task now is reinforc-
ing and deepening the already 
overwhelming support for marriage 
equality, not demanding a conscience 
vote. The numbers in parliament for 
same-sex marriage are still tight. 

Demonstrations have been called 
demanding all MPs vote to support 
marriage equality, and for Labor to 
compel its MPs to vote in favour.

If Labor officially instructed its 
MPs, this would make success much 
more likely. 

Some argue that this would 
frighten the Liberals out of allowing 
a conscience vote. But it is Abbott’s 
desire to avoid Labor being seen as 
the only supporters of same-sex mar-
riage that is driving his shift. The ac-
ceptance that marriage equality should 
come through a conscience vote also 
sets a bad precedent. 

Marriage equality is an issue of 
discrimination. LGBT people should 
have the same right to get married as 
other couples. The homophobic at-
titudes behind opposition to marriage 
equality need to be challenged, not 
accepted as “personal beliefs”. Rac-
ist and sexist discrimination are not 
considered “conscience” issues. Why 
should homophobic discrimination be 
any different? 

The introduction of same-sex mar-
riage will not be the end of the fight 
for LGBT liberation. Homophobia 
remains entrenched in Australia. Two 
surveys earlier this year showed 27 
per cent of gay men and 17 per cent of 
lesbians had received threats of harm 
on the sporting field, while around 
40 per cent of teenage boys say they 
would feel “uncomfortable” having a 
gay person in their friendship group. 

The fight for equal marriage needs 
to strengthen the fight against the 
wider homophobia that has denied 
marriage equality for so long.

By Amy Thomas

THE BASHING of a transgender 
woman, Stephanie McCarthy, at 
Sydney’s Town Hall (Townie) pub 
in Newtown has exposed the dis-
crimination and harrassment faced by 
transgender people. Stephanie was 
brutally assaulted by five men inside 
the pub while waiting to perform with 
her band, Love Maul. 

Stephanie had complained to bar 
staff in the hour preceeding that the 
men were verbally abusing her, calling 
her a “faggot” and pulling at her hair. 
They ignored her and continued to 
serve the men. 

Then, as Stephanie told the com-
munity vigil held two days later, “...
one of the guys grabbed me by the 
shirt, pushed me and then I got king 
hit. The next thing I can remember, 
my head’s down low and I’m just get-
ting repeatedly punched in the face. 
“But then they let the guy leave. 
People who were downstairs have told 
me he was ushered out by security on 
to the [train] station concourse and 
told to leave.

“They didn’t even call me an 
ambulance. I had blood coming out of 
my eye, my ear, my nose, my mouth.”

Over 300 attended the vigil two 
nights’ later, expressing their concern 
that such a brutal attack could happen 
in Newtown, known for being LGBT-
friendly. 

But the Townie’s disgraceful 
behaviour shows how making money 
is more important than supporting the 
safety of the locals for the local busi-
nesses.

Newtown bashing exposes transgender 
oppression

Above: Stephanie 
and supporters 
at a community 
solidarity vigil

Same-sex 
marriage: not 
a matter of 
conscience
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Abbott stokes anti-Muslim fear with 
plans to strip citizenship

By Amy Thomas

ABBOTT has escalated his campaign 
to sow fear of terror with his extreme 
plan to strip the citizenship of “terror-
ists”.

It is the latest episode in the 
government’s attempts to revive their 
fortunes by spreading the idea that 
Muslims are a threat.

The government is planning leg-
islation to give Immigration Minister 
Peter Dutton sole discretion to strip 
the citizenship of dual nationals—and 
not just for those actually convicted 
of terrorism, but anyone suspected of 
supporting or sympathising with it by 
Australia’s spy agencies.

Many, including even Liberal hand-
maiden Human Rights Commissioner 
Tim Wilson, are concerned it will give 
the government the right to declare 
someone guilty without trial. The laws 
could be unconstitutional, and vulner-
able to a High Court challenge. 

If Abbott and Dutton had got their 
way, the laws would also have applied 
to those with sole citizenship. This 
carries the danger of making people 
stateless, although Dutton says it 
would only apply to people eligible for 
citizenship in another country. Leaks 
revealed that this was rejected by the 
Cabinet. yet the proposal remains in 
the government’s citizenship discus-
sion paper. 

Dutton is already talking up a 
crackdown, saying the government 
and ASIO are combing through “about 
400 cases” for possible deportation or 
detention. Proposed court oversight 
is deliberately toothless, without even 
the power to discuss the substance of 
the case.

Secret, arbitrary decisions based on 
“intelligence” by ASIO are already be-
ing used to indefinitely detain refugees 
who they suspect are a “security risk”. 
ASIO’s decisions are unchallenge-
able; although after the government 
appointed a judge to review the cases, 
ASIO quickly “reassessed”, resulting 
in the release of over 20 people. The 
most recent refugee released had been 
detained for six years without charge 
or trial. 

The government already has far-
reaching anti-terror laws, including the 
right to cancel passports. After arrest-
ing more than a dozen people during 
a violent anti-terror raid in Sydney in 
February, only one person was actually 
charged with terrorism offences—and 
his lawyers contend this is on the basis 
of a single mistranslated phone call.

The government wants such far-
reaching powers precisely because 

the threat of homegrown terror is so 
manufactured. While scores of people 
have been killed in road accidents and 
incidents of domestic violence this 
year, not a single person has been killed 
or attacked by an Islamic extremist.

The laws will give even more con-
fidence to the government and security 
agencies to harass and vilify Muslims. 

Slamming the laws, Silma Ihram 
of the Muslim Women’s Association 

said such policies have “ramped up 
the sense of fear and isolation in the 
community.” 

And as she pointed out, Labor 
has been “led by the nose”. To their 
shame, they have given in principle 
support to the legislation without 
even seeing it. They are now raising 
questions about court oversight. The 
opposition will need to come from 
elsewhere.

Monis—not your usual extremist
THE INQUEST into the Martin Place 
siege has shown a man who was 
mentally ill with a history of bizarre, 
attention-seeking acts.

Abbott used the siege to scaremon-
ger, saying it showed that “the terror 
threat in this country is real”, and 
provided a clear example of someone 
who had “become radicalised”. But 
Man Haron Monis was no extremist 
ideologue or trained terrorist.

A court-appointed psychologist 
said his actions revealed “a disturbed 
individual with delusional thoughts 
and narcissistic tendencies”. In 2010 
he collapsed in the street twice in 
“psychotic episodes”. That same year 
he was provisionally diagnosed with 
schizophrenia.

There was no contact at all be-
tween Monis and Islamic State or any 
other terrorist group prior to his actions 
in December, though Abbott and others 
have many times tried to link the two.

This was a strange kind of 
“Muslim fanatic”. He drank alcohol 
and at one stage drove four different 
luxury cars, including a Mercedes 

and a Peugeot convertible, all with 
personalised numberplates. In some 
years he earned $150,000 from his 
“spiritual consultation” business, 
which he used to sexually assault 
women. He advertised services in 
astrology, numerology and spiritual 
healing, and told an acquaintance he 
performed “white magic and spells”.

Monis had been educated as a 
priest in Iran but got basic Islamic 
blessings wrong.

He tried to join the Mount Druitt 
branch of the Rebels motorcycle gang 
in 2013, but was rejected because 
they found him “strange and weird”.

By late 2014 he was in debt, 
facing over 40 sexual assault charges 
and lengthy jail time. Monis was a 
deeply disturbed man with no appar-
ent way out. Sadly, our society pro-
duces people driven to similar break-
down and despair all too often. But 
this is no proof of a growing threat 
of terrorism. The Martin Place siege 
was not the IS “lone wolf” attack that 
has been claimed, but the actions of a 
disturbed and isolated man.

Above: the terror 
scare had led to 
increased police 
powers that are 
being used to 
harass the Muslim 
community
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Continued from back page
Next Friday, the third “call to ac-
tion”, we are focusing on the town of 
Derby. There will be a march there 
and we will have another gathering of 
Kimberley Futures to strategise a way 
forward. The public pressure and sup-
port must continue, we haven’t even 
got to the table yet.

Even before this announce-
ment, remote communities 
were being squeezed. When 
AtSIC was shut, the Commu-
nity development Employment 
Program closed down, policies 
like the Nt Intervention, which 
was announced eight years ago 
this month, were all pushing 
people off their land.

yes the same has been happening 
in the Kimberley. The NT Intervention 
was based on a lie [about pedophile 
rings in remote communities] and we 
are seeing the same fear campaign 
here now from Colin Barnett about the 
safety of children. It really hits at the 
core of people’s souls. How must our 
black men feel?

The Police Commissioner has 
gone on TV saying “my police can’t 
sleep because they are worried about 
the safety of kids in remote com-
munities”. But the Commissioner, 
the Child Protection Minister Helen 
Morton, they can’t name which com-
munities they are talking about. Our 
people are saying, “we don’t know 
anything about this happening in our 
community”, but they still have these 
allegations hanging over their head. 
Is any other section of the community 
put under this innuendo?

The Commonwealth has pulled 
out of funding remote communities 
right across the country. [In the lat-
est budget] the NT in particular has 
been put under the microscope, with 
something like 300 communtiies po-
tentially facing essential services cuts, 
with responsibility handed to the NT 
government. 

So we can’t just be concerned with 
our own backyard—this is a national 
process. It is a hard political environ-
ment nationally and globally, but we 
need to create a space for having that 
discussion. Keep going. Keep march-
ing. 

WA community 
closures: ‘keep 
marching, keep 
up the pressure’ 

The fight 
stands in 
a proud 
tradition of 
resistance to 
the nuclear 
industry

Parnngurr community in WA says 
no to uranium mine

By Paddy Gibson

MARTU PEOPLE from the commu-
nity of Parnngurr in the Pilbara region 
of WA are travelling to Sydney on a 
speaking tour in late June, building 
support for their fight against a urani-
um mine proposed on their traditional 
lands at Kintyre in WA.

Multi-national uranium company 
Cameco received “conditional ap-
proval” for the Kintyre mine from 
Federal Environment Minister Greg 
Hunt in April this year.

WA Mines Minister Bill Marmion 
boasted that “more than $300 mil-
lion has been invested in WA uranium 
exploration since the Liberal National 
Government lifted the uranium ban in 
2008… these mines could be exporting 
$1 billion worth of uranium by 2020”.

Meanwhile, the WA government 
is pushing ahead with plans to close 
down remote Aboriginal communities 
like Parnngurr, refusing to guarantee 
the ongoing supply of basic amenities 
like water and power (see back page).

Curtis Taylor, an Aboriginal 
activist from Parnngurr, told 
Solidarity that the community was 
initially established by Traditional 
Owners in the 1980s who were 
concerned about mineral exploration 
in the region.

“They heard about miners doing 
exploration in that area of the Kar-

lamilyi National Park and so they went 
back during the homelands movement 
and put a windmill… where the com-
munity is right now and decided to 
stop the uranium exploration,” he said.

Kintyre was excised from the Na-
tional Park in 1994, laying the founda-
tions for the approval of the mine.

Taylor condemned the tactics of 
companies like Cameco and the WA 
state government, who exploit the 
poverty and lack of services provided 
to communities in an attempt to secure 
support from Native Title holders, 
“When a company comes out and says 
we are going to give you better health-
care or better schools, that should be 
what the government is doing already. 
A lot of our people can’t fathom 
how this Premier can come out and 
threaten to close communities, when 
in recent years in WA there’s been a 
lot of resources that have been dug 
up and shipped overseas and this has 
not flowed through to local Aboriginal 
people”.

The fight stands in a proud tradi-
tion of resistance to the nuclear indus-
try. June 19 marks one year since the 
victory of the Warlmanpa people and 
the anti-nuclear movement against a 
proposed nuclear waste dump on their 
land at Muckaty station. The victory 
came after eight years of campaigning 
and building broad support, including 
a commitment from the ACTU to sup-
port work bans on the proposed dump.

Above: Curtis 
taylor speaks at a 
community rally 
against the proposed 
mine
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By Miro Sandev

WHAT MANy suspected for years 
has now been conclusively proven: 
the world football governing body 
FIFA is run by an elite implicated 
in a web of bribery, fraud, money 
laundering and even gun-running. The 
competition to win World Cup rights 
and broadcasting deals has turned 
FIFA into a lucrative business for cor-
rupt officials.

The resignation of FIFA Presi-
dent Sepp Blatter has signalled just 
how serious the latest corruption 
scandal is. Many are convinced that 
US investigators must have seriously 
incriminating evidence for him to step 
down. Corruption has dogged Blatter 
for many years but until now he has 
successfully deflected prosecution. 

The US Department of Justice is 
trying to extradite seven FIFA officials 
who are accused of running a “World 
Cup of fraud”, by extorting bribes 
from countries making bids to host the 
event. 

Blatter’s right-hand man Jerome 
Valcke is facing questions as to how 
much he knew about a $10 million 
payment to the disgraced former Vice-
President Jack Warner. 

Sinister allegations are now 
emerging that the 2006 World Cup de-
cision was influenced by the delivery 
of rocket-propelled grenades to Saudi 
Arabia. German newspapers reported 

that Chancellor Gerhard Schroder 
supplied the arms to the reaction-
ary kingdom in return for support in 
Germany’s World Cup bid, where it 
defeated South Africa 12-11 in con-
troversial circumstances. The German 
government lifted arms restrictions 
days before the vote in order to make 
the delivery. 

The latest allegations mean that 
the votes for six out of the last seven 
World Cups are now under scru-
tiny—1998, 2006, 2010, 2014, 2018 
and 2022. US investigators and Swiss 
Prosecutors are now looking into the 
bidding race for 2018, which is set to 
be hosted by Russia.

Russia responded angrily to the 
widening of the corruption probe to 
include its own bid, with President 
Vladimir Putin lashing out at the US 
for attempting to “spread its juris-
diction to other states” and prevent 
Blatter’s re-election. Russian commen-
tators claim it is part of a ploy to strip 
Russia of its hosting rights and give 
them to England.

The Football Federation Australia 
is also under scrutiny for failing to 
report to police the alleged theft of 
$500,000 in 2010. The money was 
transferred to an account held by the 
corrupt official Jack Warner, ostensibly 
for the redevelopment of a stadium. 
But it disappeared soon after. Ques-
tions have been raised about whether 
the FFA did enough to check where 
the money was going, and whether it 

wanted to win favour with Warner to 
secure his support for Australia’s bid 
to host the World Cup.

Blood on the field
The 2022 World Cup in Qatar has also 
been embroiled, with allegations of 
vote buying. The decision to award 
the event to Qatar caused widespread 
shock, given its tiny population, 
extreme heat and complete lack of 
suitable stadiums or even a domestic 
soccer league.

But while the corporate media 
have been in a frenzy about the scan-
dal, engaging in endless speculation 
about which countries may win or lose 
hosting rights, the plight of migrant 
workers in Qatar has gone mostly 
undocumented.

The tiny oil rich kingdom is spend-
ing around $300 billion to construct 
a grand collection of hotels, freeways 
and stadiums for the tournament. But 
the construction workforce is made up 
almost entirely of migrant workers liv-
ing in the country with few rights. 

Workers building stadiums for the 
World Cup have been dying at a rate 
of one per day over the last 18 months. 
The Guardian estimates that all up 
4000 workers will die during construc-
tion. They are forced to work through 
soaring temperatures above 50C and 
safety precautions go ignored.

Workers endure cramped and 
unsanitary housing conditions, often 
provided directly by the companies 
employing them, which use this ar-
rangement to control them. Many 
Nepalese workers lured to Qatar with 
promises of a steady income to send 
back to families, have paid for their 
airfares and travelled there, only to 
find no job and no prospects on ar-
rival. 

Others, who do find work, are 
often mistreated, underpaid or not paid 
at all and forced to work in horrendous 
conditions without proper breaks. 
When workers have spoken out about 
these abuses, they have been thrown 
into effective slavery as the bosses 
hold their passports. This means they 
cannot leave the country because they 
will not be issued with an exit visa.

Some have been forced to work 
without pay and have been left beg-
ging for food on the street.

Sport is big business. Just like ev-
ery other part of the capitalist econo-
my soccer is a source of huge profits, 
with corruption rife and the labourers 
seen as only another commodity.  

World Cup of fraud—FIFA corrupt to the core

FIFA is run 
by an elite 
implicated 
in bribery, 
fraud, money 
laundering 
and even gun-
running

Above: Unionists 
in Zurich hold a 
memorial as part 
of a protest for the 
migrant workers in 
Qatar
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Irish referendum: Equality, not austerity, the winner
By Jimmy Yan

IN A historic referendum win, Ireland 
has become the first country in the 
world to recognise marriage equality 
by popular vote.  
The 62 per cent yes vote on 22 May 
represents a resounding rejection of 
decades of institutional homophobia.

Across the country in both Dublin 
and rural Ireland, the yes vote gained 
a clear majority on an unprecedented 
60.2 per cent voter turnout. 

The scale of the win reflects a 
generational shift in social attitudes, 
with 71 per cent of 18-24 year olds 
supporting a yes vote. 

A campaign of door-to-door can-
vassing, voter registration and univer-
sity campaigning mobilised the youth 
vote, while a “Ring your Granny” 
campaign encouraged young people to 
convince their elderly relatives to vote 
for equality. 

Denied the right to vote from 
abroad, thousands of young emigrants 
returned home for the weekend to 
vote yes as part of the #hometovote 
campaign. Since 2009, austerity poli-
cies have led to the mass emigration 
of 270,000 people. But one tweet read, 
“I’m coming back to help make his-
tory. I’m coming back for the future.”

Struggle
But it was the urban working class 
vote of Dublin which won the refer-
endum by a landslide. While polling 
stations in the south-west suburb of 
Ballyfermot returned an 88 per cent 
yes vote, in one station in the north-
ern suburb of Finglas it was 100 per 
cent. The same areas have been the 
centres of struggle against austerity 
over the past year. 

The yes win forms part of a 
wider political rejection of inequality 
taking hold in working class neigh-
bourhoods. Since September, a mass 
movement of popular protest against 
regressive water charges has deepened 
a crisis of legitimacy for the political 
establishment. 

Efforts by Taoiseach Enda Kenny 
to “pinkwash” a deeply unpopular 
austerity agenda using the referendum 
have failed, with the government par-
ties Fine Gael and Labour polling only 
35 per cent combined at the time of 
the referendum.

According to local councillor and 
activist Gino Kenny of the People 
Before Profit Alliance, “Water charges 
have been the cutting edge of a major 

movement against austerity and this 
has really politicised people. The idea 
of equality has been central to that”.

History
The referendum represents the cul-
mination of decades of campaigning 
by the LGBT movement in Ireland, 
beginning with the first gay rights 
march led by now Senator David Nor-
ris in 1973.

In a state which only decrimi-
nalised homosexuality in 1993 and 
divorce in 1995, the win represents 
a decisive rejection of the Catholic 
Church by the Irish working class. 
Brendan Hoban of the Association 
of Catholic Priests characterised the 
result as an “unmitigated disaster” for 
the Church.

Revelations of church abuse 
over the past two decades, including 
the forced confinement of unmar-
ried women to unpaid labour in the 
Magdalene Laundries, and multiple 
inquiries into child sex abuse, have 
weakened the political hold of the 
Church. 

In the weeks leading up to the 
referendum, the No campaign played 
the wedge of “children’s rights”, with 
campaign posters, reading “Children 
Deserve a Mother and Father”. 

In a changing society, in which 
one in three families no longer fit the 
heterosexual nuclear family mod-
el, the No campaign simultaneously 
stigmatised lone parent families and 
all “non-traditional” families in addi-
tion to same-sex parents. 

The fight continues
While the victory for marriage equal-
ity will strike out one form of state-
sanctioned homophobia, it marks the 
beginning and not the end of the fight 
against LGBT oppression in Ireland. 
LGBT teachers continue to experience 
discrimination in Church-run schools.

In the absence of any recognition 
of transgender identity in Ireland, the 
current proposed Gender Recognition 
Bill falls a decade behind the rest of 
the world. According to the Transgen-
der Equality Network Ireland, “Trans 
people still face high levels of discrim-
ination and marginalisation”. 

The continued criminalisation of 
abortion in the Irish constitution high-
lights that the influence of the Church 
remains far from extinguished. The 
fight for free and safe abortion, and 
for a new referendum to repeal the 8th 
amendment, continues.

The referendum does not extend to 
the North of Ireland, where the denial 
of equal marriage rights remains in 
place with the support of the Unionist 
parliamentary majority and the nation-
alist SDLP. Activists in the North have 
now stepped up their campaign for 
marriage equality.

The win in Ireland has brought 
marriage equality back onto the politi-
cal agenda here. Australian Marriage 
Equality’s Rodney Croome comment-
ed, “if there was ever any doubt that 
marriage equality was inevitable in 
Australia, the Irish vote has removed 
it”. Our politicians now have no ex-
cuse to avoid it.
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Imperialist tensions on show over South China Sea

INtERNAtIoNAl

By Lachlan Marshall

CHINA’S LAND reclamation in the 
South China Sea has led to an escalat-
ing stand off with the US.
China has been singled out by the 
West for this new “aggressive” stance.

However, all claimants to territory 
in the South China Sea (Vietnam, The 
Philippines, Malaysia, Taiwan and 
Brunei) have engaged in construction 
on features they control, including 
island building, in order to further 
their claims.

The US says China’s actions are 
a threat to freedom of navigation. 
But China has made no threat to 
commercial shipping, opposing only 
military operations through territory it 
controls.

China wants to stop foreign 
military aircraft or navies entering 
the exclusive zones surrounding its 
islands without permission. Given the 
number of islands China claims this 
would exclude the US from most of 
the South China Sea.

US Defence Secretary Ashton 
Carter responded unequivocally by 
saying: “The United States will fly, 
sail and operate wherever internation-
al law allows, as we do all around the 
world.” Further, “We will remain the 
principal security power in Asia for 
decades to come.” This means the US 
insists on its right to operate within 20 
kilometres of China’s coast.

Australia has contributed to the 
belligerence, issuing similar demands 
that China stop land reclamation and 
threatening to fly military aircraft over 
what China claims is its airspace.

Rock reef or island?
Legal possession of an island accords 
countries a 200 nautical mile Exclu-
sive Economic Zone and rights to the 
island’s continental shelf.

China, arriving late on the scene 
as a claimant in the South China Sea, 
possesses many features in the Spratly 
Islands that are only submerged 
rocks or reefs, whereas its rivals 
have already occupied most of the 
islands. Hence China has been artifi-
cially building its claims into islands 
through land reclamation with the aim 
of changing their legal status.

China has been stationing military 
assets on its artificial islands and built 
an airstrip, which would enable Chi-
nese aircraft to more easily patrol and 
dominate the area.

This has fuelled the arms race 

in the region, with defence spend-
ing doubling over the past decade in 
China, Taiwan, Japan, South Korea 
and India.

Trade and the rise of China
Half of world trade passes through 
the South China Sea, which links the 
Pacific and Indian Oceans. It contains 
rich reserves of oil and gas as well as 
fishing grounds.

China is reliant on the shipping 
routes through it for about 90 per cent 
of its trade. And so are key American 
allies like Japan.

Since the Second World War the 
security of these sea lanes has been 
underwritten by the US Navy. 

The rise of China is producing 
growing imperialist tensions as it 
comes up against this arrangement.

The growing scale of Chinese 
investments and trade across the world 
has led it to develop an expanded mili-
tary presence to secure them.

China’s “string of pearls” strategy 
has seen it attempt to secure energy 
supply routes from the Middle East 
by concentrating aid and investments 
along the Indian Ocean coastline. 

It is pushing back against en-
circlement by the US and its allies. 
US defence spending continues to 
dwarf China’s by four to one. In a 
defence white paper released in May 
the Chinese government outlined a 
greater global role for its military and 
an expansion of its naval operations to 
become a “maritime power.”

Until recently the Chinese navy 
has limited its operations to its own 

coastline. But its aim is to develop a 
blue-water navy capable of project-
ing influence along the so-called First 
Island Chain (incorporating most of 
the South China Sea, north towards 
Japan), and ultimately into the area de-
marcated by the Second Island Chain 
(PNG-Guam-Saipan-Ogasawara Is-
lands). China acquired its first aircraft 
carrier in 2012.

US pivot to Asia
Despite the chaos in Ukraine and 
the Middle East the United States’ 
main region of interest is now the 
Asia-Pacific. Obama’s “pivot to Asia” 
involves concentrating 60 per cent 
of US miliary assets in the region to 
contain China.

In addition to its traditional allies 
which border China like Japan, The 
Philippines and South Korea the United 
States has been forging closer ties with 
China’s other rivals like Vietnam.

The easing of sanctions as the US 
embraces Burma is particularly wor-
rying for China as it has just opened 
an oil and gas pipeline through Burma 
that bypasses the chokepoint of the 
Malacca Straits and South China Sea. 
This project is key to enhancing Chi-
nese energy security by avoiding the 
sea lanes controlled by the US navy.

Crisis and conflict won’t be avert-
ed through “dialogue” between the US 
and Chinese militaries. Geopolitical 
conflict is built into a system based on 
competition. Only by weakening im-
perialism—including Australia’s own 
militarism—can the growing tensions 
be prevented from spiralling into war.
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TONy ABBOTT is using every avail-
able opportunity to whip up fear about 
terrorism, scapegoat the Muslim com-
munity and talk tough on “national 
security”.

The rise of Islamic State (IS) and 
the small trickle of people going to 
fight in Syria means, according to Ab-
bott, that, “By any measure, the threat 
to Australia is worsening.”

In the wake of the claimed prepa-
ration for terrorism by two groups 
of teenagers, ASIO and the Federal 
Police have fed the hysteria with wild 
claims about “radicalisation”.

This is presented as an incom-
prehensible process, where people’s 
minds are simply warped by watching 
the wrong Youtube videos or finding 
new friends on Facebook.

The head of ASIO, Duncan Lewis, 
claimed, “Radicalisation appears to be 
very rapid, almost inexplicably so.”

“They are getting younger”, he 
warned. “They are in their bedrooms, 
often to the exclusion of the parents.”

But both the rhetoric, and the 
government’s response, is continu-
ing the demonisation of Islam and 
the attack on the Muslim community 
that began after 9/11. A new book by 
Arun Kundani The Muslims are Com-
ing traces the development of “the 
concept of radicalisation” to explain 
Islamic terrorism, and the government 
responses in the US and UK over the 
past decade.

The idea of radicalisation treats 
Islamic extremism almost solely as 
a product of an evil ideology and as 
“how Islam is interpreted”. This serves 
to downplay if not reject the political 
causes of extremism as a response 
to Western imperialism and the war 
on terror. But fundamentally, it is a 
response to the atrocities of Western 
imperialism in the Middle East.

Terrorism has a long history as a 
form of political action (despite being 
totally flawed and counter-productive). 
It is a tactic that has been taken up 
to further political aims of secular 
national liberation movements like the 
ANC when they bombed a railway 

stations and supermarkets and the 
IRA when they bombed British pubs. 
But did anyone puzzle over why Irish 
nationalists might be radicalised? 

Robert Pape’s famous study of 
every suicide terrorist attack between 
1980 and 2004, Dying to win, found 
that it was political issues, usually 
foreign occupation, that were the 
main motivator of terrorist attacks. 
He conclusion was that, in Iraq and 
Afghanistan, “The central motive 
for anti-American terrorism, suicide 
terrorism, and catastrophic terrorism 
is response to foreign occupation, the 
presence of our troops.”

Kundani argues that it is impos-
sible to understand terrorism without 
looking at the nature of the conflict it 
is used in.

Hamas’s use of terrorism against 
Israeli citizens, for instance, cannot 
be understood outside the political 
context of the Israeli occupation of 
Palestinian land and its oppression 
of the Palestinian people. Trying to 
explain it simply as a product of a 
particular type of Islamic ideology is 
ridiculous.

But the theorists of Islamic 
radicalisation treat it as a completely 
unique problem that is simply a prod-
uct either of Islam itself or a particu-
lar interpretation of it. 

This echoes the claims of Western 
leaders, first made by the architects of 
the Iraq war Tony Blair and George 
Bush, that terrorists hate us because 
of “who we are”, not “what we do”. 
The same language is still used by 
Tony Abbott. 

The war on terror has seen the 
West launch a series of bloody, 
destructive wars in an effort to assert 
control of the Middle East.

The US invasion of Iraq created 
havoc and killing on an enormous 
scale, with over a million dead. It was 
the Western occupation that created 
the sectarian madness of IS. The wars 
in Afghanistan and Pakistan have 
seen another 150,000 people killed, 
a recent US study by the Cost of War 
project estimated. And these are only 

the most recent wars in decades of 
Western policy propping up ruthless 
dictatorships across the region.

But the governments of the West 
reject out of hand any idea that the 
anger in the Muslim world against 
them is justified. This means they can 
only explain Islamic extremism using 
racist stereotypes about Muslims and 
Islam. The most explicit is the idea 
that Islamic culture is inherently prone 
to violence and extremism.

Others accept that it is only the 
misinterpretation of Islam that is 
responsible for extremist ideas. But 
since such extremism is held to only 
be a problem amongst Muslims, in 
practice the racist conclusion is little 
different. 

Counter-radicalisation
The focus on “radicalisation” was 
never an objective attempt to under-
stand what causes terrorism, Kundani 
argues, but a theory developed to fit 
the needs of counter-terrorism policy.

Many of the counter-radicalisation 
strategies later imported into the US 
and Australia were pioneered in the 
UK. Kundani examines the “Prevent-
ing Violent Extremism” or Prevent 
program launched by Tony Blair’s 
government in the UK in 2006, in the 
wake of hysteria about “home grown 
terrorism” following London’s 7/7 
attacks.

Counter-terrorism authorities were 
looking for signs of developing radi-
calisation among groups and individu-
als that could act as “an early warn-
ing system”. The justification, as in 
Australia, is that the authorities could 
not wait until people became willing 
to engage in terrorism, but had to take 
action before they reached this point. 

In the UK this involved a “‘con-
veyor belt’ theory that supposedly 
links an individual’s ‘anti-social’ atti-
tudes and behaviours in an inexorable 
chain that ends with terrorist attacks”, 
according to British socialist Hassan 
Mahamdallie.

An NyPD study published in 2007 
tried to suggest four phases that a per-

‘CoMBAtINg ExtREMISM’:

HoW goVERNMENtS tREAt 
MUSlIMS AS tHE ENEMy WItHIN
The obsession with radicalisation and the programs to supposedly combat extremism 
treat wide swathes of the muslim community as suspect, writes James Supple
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son goes through as they develop into 
a potential terrorist. But the problem 
is that there are an enormous range 
of “behaviours” that might indicate 
someone was attracted to “extrem-
ist” ideas. The NyPD’s “stage two” 
includes such behaviour as giving 
up cigarettes, alcohol and gambling; 
growing a beard and traditional 
Islamic clothing; becoming alienated 
from your old life; joining a group 
dedicated to Islam and even getting 
involved in social activism.

Opposing Western imperialism
This means that counter-terrorism 
confuses simple disillusionment with 
society, and opposition to the war on 
terror and Western foreign policy, 
with terrorist extremism. 

Government authorities therefore 
view large sections of the community 
as supporting some “extremist” ideas. 
After all millions of people, inside the 
Muslim community as well as across 
society, marched against the Iraq war 
and are hostile to Western foreign 
policy.

Britain’s Tory government has 
even used the “Prevent” counter-
terrorism program to enforce “extrem-
ist speaker policies” and ban political 
events. In 2012 Prevent officers were 
exposed for asking a venue in London 
to cancel a meeting with one-time 
Black Panther Robert King and for-
mer Guantanamo Bay prisoner Omar 
Deghayes. 

Prevent has also put in intensive 
efforts to warn Muslim communities 
not to attend protests against the racist 
English Defence League.

Prevent officers have also broad-
ened their targets to any political ac-
tion judged “extremist”. This included 
police monitoring of 2011’s mass 
student protests and Occupy London. 

But the main result is mass sur-
veillance. police intrusion and social 
profiling of Muslim communities. An 
Associated Press investigation in 2011 
revealed that the NyPD Intelligence 
division listed more than 250 mosques 
and hundreds more bookshops, cafes 
and community centres in New york 
and New Jersey as potential security 
risks. A secret team known as the 
Demographics Unit was set up to go 
undercover and recruit informers to 
listen in on conversations.

The British government even 
passed laws early this year legally re-
quiring workers in councils, schools, 
universities and the health system 
to act as spies passing on informa-
tion. One student union passed on the 
entire 700-strong membership list of a 

university Islamic society.
We have seen the same thing in 

Australia with widespread police 
harassment and investigation of the 
Muslim community. 

Since 2001 ASIO has almost 
tripled in size to around 1700 staff. 
Anti-terrorism laws have given police 
new powers like preventative deten-
tion orders, and created new offences 
against anything that can be classified 
as “preparation” for a terrorist act or 
possessing any “thing” relating to 
terrorism.

‘Moderate Muslim leaders’
Prevent in the UK aimed to cultivate 
so-called moderate Muslim leaders 
and community organisations. Fund-
ing was poured into Islamic groups 
deemed supportive of combating 
extremism.

Here, the government has also 
funded Muslim community leaders 
to work with police and government 
authorities as part of its anti-terror 
operations. The government recently 
allocated 34 grants of up to $50,000 
each to mosques, multicultural and 
sporting groups for programs aimed at 
keeping people deemed “at risk” from 
joining extremist groups.

But at the same time there has 
been a campaign of vilification and 
scapegoating. Muslim leaders have 
constantly been called upon to de-
nounce terrorism, as if there was some 
doubt about the community’s over-
whelmingly rejection of it.

Official meetings with Muslim 

leaders about terrorism, along with as-
sociated media coverage, also present 
it as a “Muslim problem” for which 
the community as a whole is respon-
sible.

Former Prime Minister John How-
ard accused Muslims of failing to “in-
tegrate” and accept Australian values. 
Tony Abbott has followed suit, saying 
Muslim leaders aren’t doing enough 
to present Islam as a religion of peace, 
and implying some migrants were not 
prepared to join “Team Australia” and 
“to put this country, its interests, its 
values and its people first”.

These policies not only encourage 
Muslims to feel their communities are 
under attack, giving credence to the 
idea there is a war between Muslims 
and the West; they also drive those 
who draw radical political conclu-
sions out of the community and into 
isolation. 

This can only increase the attrac-
tion of Islamic extremism and see 
even more people radicalise.

“Radicalisation” is not a mystery. 
Until Australia ends its intervention in 
Iraq and the West stops its destructive 
efforts to control the Middle East there 
will continue to be immense anger. We 
need to reject the increase in police 
powers and stand with the Muslim 
community against the harassment and 
hysteria that Abbott is feeding. 
the Muslims are coming: 
Islamophobia, extremism and 
the domestic war on terror
By Arun kundani
Verso, $21.99
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THE 800TH anniversary of the 
Magna Carta (or Great Charter) 
between King John and his rebellious 
Barons will be celebrated through-
out the English-speaking world this 
month as the beginnings of the “rule 
of law”.  

Tony Abbott described it as the 
“foundation stone of our democracy”, 
in launching commemoration events 
in Canberra. 

But our democratic rights are the 
product of continual struggle, not 
some ancient British law in place from 
time immemorial.

What led to its signing was rebel-
lion against the King. And over those 
eight centuries the Charter has been a 
source of inspiration to many further 
rebellions in Britain and around the 
world. 

The Magna Carta was a product 
of the demands of feudal landlords, 
who forced the King of England to 
sign a document limiting his powers. 
The document, forced on King John 
by open civil warfare, established the 
right for some form of trial, and rights 
against arbitrary arrest and detention 
by the King’s men. 

The original document was largely 
about dividing wealth and privileges 
among the existing feudal elite. Even 
the rights in Magna Carta for “free 
men” did not apply to fully 85 per 
cent of the population. However, 
the document was taken up later by 
subsequent revolutionary movements 
to press their own demands for greater 
freedom.

The revolt and the signing of the 
Charter were not a peculiarly British 
event of the medieval era, as some 
would have us believe. 

In the same period charters of 
liberties were “granted” by European 
Kings and Queens in Leon and Aragon 
(modern Spain), at Constance, to the 
Lombard League of northern Italian 
towns, in Naples and Sicily, in towns 
in north-western Belgium like Ghent 
and even in Hungary.

The Italian cities of the time were 
burgeoning centres of economic 

growth and political self-government, 
expressed in charters that recognised 
their right to exist. There was a Ger-
man saying, “Town air makes you 
free”.

The City of London was also 
moving more and more along these 
lines and had its own clause in the 
Magna Carta.

Any cities and towns in Europe 
were very small at the time. The over-
whelming bulk of the population lived 
and laboured on the land, and were 
classed as serfs, legally controlled by 
the local Lord of the Manor.

King John, while no different to 
his European contemporaries, estab-
lished reputation as crude, rapacious 
and venal.

When one of John’s Irish bar-
ons refused a summons to court in 
1207, his wife and son were jailed 
and starved to death. Shortly after, 27 
Welsh hostages held by the King were 
executed, when their baronial fathers 
refused to display grovelling loyalty 
to John.

Whereas the lords financed and 
cleared new lands and were the driv-
ing force in the spread of the some 
improvements to agricultural technol-
ogy like the first early form of mecha-
nisation, the water mill, the King was 
trying to expand his lands in England 
and France by plunder. 

The King’s taxes impinged on the 
Barons’ and Lords’ own ability to ac-
cumulate wealth. 

The decade-long reign of Richard 
I, immediately before his brother 
John became King in 1199, saw more 
money extracted from England’s 
taxpayers than any previous ten year 
period. 

This included money for the 
Crusades, “and the methods he used 
to raise it set new standards in royal 
rapacity”, according to Geoffrey 
Hindley, in his A Brief History of the 
Magna Carta. 

King John lost the French parts of 
his Kingdom in 1214, and along with 
them the respect of his English Bar-
ons. Not only had he imposed huge 

increases in taxation but the money he 
had raised for his wars in France was 
now wasted.

By April 1215, a civil war had be-
gun against King John. The insurgent 
barons seized the City of London. 
They had joined forces with a Welsh 
nationalist uprising, triggered by 
John’s execution of the 27 Baronial 
sons.  

The English rebels offered the 
Scottish King control of northern 
England. Out-manoeuvred, out-
flanked and fighting on more than 
one front, King John was forced to 
negotiate, and signed the Magna 
Carta in June.  

He then proceeded to re-open the 
civil war a few months later. Pope 
Innocent III weighed in on John’s 
side, saying the Magna Carta was null 
and void because John had signed it 
“under duress”. 

King’s John premature death in 
October 1216 saw the Magna Carta 
re-issued in the name of the new 
King, along with the “Charter of the 
Forest”, limiting the King’s claims 
to areas near Royal woodlands. The 
forests in those days were a valu-
able source of wood for heating and 
cooking, game as food and herbs for 
medicine.

In the subsequent re-affirmation 
by future kings, the Magna Carta es-
tablished that no one could be arrested 
without trial, not even by the King, as 
well as the right to a speedy and fair 
trial.

The Barons, in arguing for their 
own rights, had inadvertently opened 
the door for the rights of every “free 
man”.

Revolutionaries
These principles were taken up again 
in 1628, when the Petition of Right 
was drafted to limit the authority of 
the autocratic Charles I. 

The Parliament refused to autho-
rise taxation for war by Charles I, 
unless he agreed to the demands in the 
Petition.

Parliament fought under the ban-

MAgNA CARtA: 800 yEARS oF 
REBEllIoN FoR oUR RIgHtS
The magna Carta has been a symbol of basic rights for 800 years—but those rights were 
won through struggle and rebellion writes tom orsag

over eight 
centuries the 
Charter has 
been a source 
of inspiration 
to many 
rebellions 
in Britain 
and around 
the world



19Solidarity | ISSUe SevenTy nIne JUne-JULy 2015

ner of the Magna Carta. 
Edward Coke, dismissed by as 

Chief Justice of the King’s Bench 
after a clash with the King over the 
extent of royal prerogative, argued 
that Magna Carta was still in force. 
The King instead insisted on his 
own authority to imprison those who 
refused to hand over taxes raised 
without parliament’s consent. 

That argument led to Civil War in 
England in 1642, and escalated into 
a revolution that saw Charles lose his 
head to a Parliamentary executioner in 
January 1649. 

This was a radical step which 
challenged the age old ideas that 
Kings had a special link to God and 
governed by virtue of the “Divine 
Right”. 

Underlying this was the growth a 
new class of capitalists in the towns, 
especially the City of London, who 
produced wealth in a quite different 
way to the old feudal lords. 

The modern idea of the “rule of 
law” dates from this period. The new 
capitalists wanted a clear written 
framework of laws. 

They were opposed to the idea 
that laws could be over-ridden on the 
decisions of the King or rival courts, 
as their decisions could be arbitrary 
and uncertain. 

Capitalists required certainty that 
their investments would be protected 
and that contracts would be honoured. 
They needed regulation of the compe-
tition between them, lest the competi-
tion get out of hand. 

More radical groups involved in 
the English Revolution, such as the 
Levellers and Diggers, also used the 
Magna Carta to argue for forms of 
economic and as well as legal equal-
ity. 

They sought to extend the new 
freedoms being won by the emerging 
capitalist class across the whole soci-
ety arguing for, “the right, freedome, 
safety, and well-being of every 
particular man, woman, and child in 
England.”

The Leveller leader John Lilburne 
cited the Magna Carta while he was 
on trial and refused to kneel while in 
the dock.

Gerrard Winstanley, of the Dig-
gers, referred to it when they occupied 
vacant land in 1649 to grow their own 
food. 

The American War of Indepen-
dence from England in 1776 also 
drew its legal inspiration from the 
Magna Carta, as a revolt of “free 
Englishmen” with legal rights against 
a plundering King.

When the English working class 
movement of the 1830s and 1840s 
tried to express their rights in a 
“People’s Charter” they drew the idea 
from the Magna Carta.

Struggle for rights
Our rights are not protected by some 
ancient law—they constantly have to 
be fought for and re-won. 

It was “illegal” in Melbourne 
until May 1969 to hand out leaflets 
against the Vietnam War, due to a City 
of Melbourne by-law. A campaign 
involving mass arrests for defying the 
ban, including the arrest of the deputy 
leader of the Labor Party Opposition, 
won that right.

Queensland Premier Joh Bjelke-
Peterson banned political street 
marches in 1977, until a campaign 
of mass defiance won back the right. 
Even today there are still police at-
tempts to attack the right to protest 
and dissent.

The Magna Carta still has modern 
resonance as “the rule of law” is un-
dermined by governments worldwide 
seeking to restrict basic human rights 
in the name of “fighting terrorism”.

It has been used by opponents 
of Bush and Blair’s use of rendition 
and torture after 9/11 in Guantanamo 
Bay and in third country “black site” 
torture centres. 

The US Supreme Court declared 
torture in Guantanamo “unconsti-

tutional” in 2008, citing the Magna 
Carta.

Harking back to King John’s auto-
cratic style, George W. Bush told his 
National Security Council in January 
2003, “I do not need to explain why I 
say things. That’s the interesting thing 
about being President.”

Tony Abbott has extolled Magna 
Carta as establishing that, “decency, 
civilisation, human rights utterly 
depend upon the rule of law”.

But as he increases police and 
ASIO powers, imposes detention 
without charge through preventative 
detention orders on terror suspects and 
extreme measures against refugees, 
we can point to his hypocrisy about 
his beloved “rule of law”.

We will never be equally legally 
when society is so sharply divided 
economically, which is more and more 
the case with the growth in inequality 
in the neo-liberal era. 

While it was convenient for the 
capitalist class to champion freedom 
against the old aristocratic order, now 
that they rule they need to restrict the 
freedoms of the working class below 
them.

Strikes and working class action 
remain either criminalised, or possible 
only after clearly near impossible legal 
hurdles. The fight for equality remains 
bound up in the fight for equality 
before the law.

Above: A depiction 
of the signing of 
the original Magna 
Carta in 1215
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IS tHE WoRkINg ClASS 
StIll A FoRCE FoR CHANgE?
Mark gillespie looks at the changing nature of the economy and whether this means the 
working class is disappearing

THE ARGUMENT that the work-
ing class is shrinking and no longer a 
force for social change is very com-
mon. The massive growth in the white 
collar and service industries in the 
developed nations, along with the de-
cline of manufacturing, leads many to 
conclude we live in a “post-industrial” 
society.

Labor Party politicians use these 
arguments to justify reducing union 
influence and opening the party to 
“more diverse voices”.

 But sections of the anti-capitalist 
left also accept this. Michael Hardt 
and Antonio Negri, the influential 
authors of Empire, argue the industrial 
working class has been “displaced 
from its central position in the capital-
ist economy”.

This is a fundamental challenge 
to the traditional Marxist view. Marx 
argued that the more capitalism 
developed, the more it concentrated 
workers at the heart of the system and 
that they had the collective power to 
challenge it.

Manufacturing
There is no doubt the economy in the 
developed nations has changed. Manu-
facturing in Australia once accounted 
for close to 30 per cent of GDP and 
is down to about 10 per cent today. 
There are similar trends in other devel-
oped nations.

But structural change within capi-
talism is not new. Driven by competi-
tion to maximise profits the system is 
constantly restructuring and seeking 
new markets. 

Capitalist production first devel-
oped in textiles, expanding into coal 
and heavy industry and later into the 
“new industries” such as car manufac-
turing and light manufacturing. 

The Australian workforce looked 
very different before the rise of manu-
facturing. In 1891, 30 per cent of the 
workforce was in primary production 
(agricultural, pastoral and mining) and 
shearers were a significant part of the 
union movement.

As capitalism restructures and 
new groups of workers emerge there 

is always scepticism about their po-
tential to organise and resist. Casual 
labourers on the waterfront were once 
considered un-organisable. In the 
1950s and 60s it was fashionable to 
argue that car workers had become 
“bourgeoisified”.

Middle class
Today we’re told the growth of white 
collar jobs and the service industry 
means society is more middle class. 
But the method used to define who is 
working class is deeply flawed, with 
workers often equated simply to those 
in blue-collar jobs.

But class is more than the collar 
of your shirt, your “lifestyle” or even 
how you think of yourself. What’s 
important is your relationship to the 
production process and where your 
objective interests lie. 

The capitalist class are the small 
minority who derive their fabulous 
fortunes, either directly or indirectly, 
from ownership or control of com-
panies and the means of production 
(factories, offices, mines etc). They 
hence have an objective interest in 
maintaining the system.

Workers in contrast have no 
significant investments or wealth 
and must sell their labour to survive. 
This brings them into conflict with 
the capitalist class, who use their 
ownership and control over produc-
tion and the threat of unemployment 
to maximise profits. 

The position of blue and white 
collar workers is identical. Both have 
to sell their labour to survive and 
both have the threat of unemployment 
hanging over their heads.

As white collar work has ex-
panded and became more routinised 
and badly paid, white collar workers 
have increasingly turned to unions to 
resist. Between 1969 and 1981 the 
number of white-collar unionists in 
Australia rose by 89 per cent to 1.2 
million to become 40 per cent of the 
union movement.

Productive workers
Large sections of white collar work-

ers, like teachers, nurses and public 
servants, are employed by the state 
and don’t produce directly for the 
market. But their labour is critical for 
the overall running of capitalism and 
they remain exposed to competitive 
pressures.

Capitalism, for example, needs a 
well educated workforce and con-
stantly politicians and bureaucrats 
are measuring the performance of the 
Australian education system against 
other advanced economies and looking 
for new ways squeeze teachers. They 
want a world class education system 
but at minimal cost.

Federal public servants face 
similar pressures. Currently they are 
in dispute with the Abbott government 
over wages and conditions. Every cent 
Abbott can squeeze out of the public 
servants will be passed onto employ-
ers via tax cuts, infrastructure invest-
ment or other incentives.

Management
While it is wrong to narrowly define 
the working class as just blue collar 
workers or to workers who produce 
directly for the market, it is also wrong 
to say all wage earners are workers. 

Vice chancellors and public service 
department heads, for example, have 
enormous salary packages and control 
over massive budgets and the lives of 
thousands of workers. They must be 
considered part of the ruling class.

Below them is a layer of middle 
managers paid extra to implement the 
plans coming from the top. While not 
part of the elite they do have power 
over the workers they monitor. They 
are part of the middle class.

Such wage earners, however, are 
only about 10 per cent of the overall 
paid workforce and certainly do not 
include all white collar workers.

When we define the working class 
by their relationship to the means of 
production it is clear they and their 
families make up the overwhelmingly 
majority of the population in Australia 
and other advanced economies. But 
there is still scepticism about their 
ability to organise and fight for their 

As capitalism 
restructures 
and new 
groups of 
workers 
emerge there 
is always 
scepticism 
about their 
potential to 
resist
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objective interests.
De-industrialisation, we’re told, 

also means “post-Fordism”. So it’s ar-
gued the large-scale mass-production 
methods pioneered by the Ford motor 
company are disappearing, replaced 
by a new era based on information 
technology and decentralised produc-
tion. This makes organising in the 
workplace difficult if not impossible.

The arguments about de-industri-
alisation and post-Fordism, however, 
are over-hyped. 

The decline of manufacturing is 
often used as proof that society is 
“post-industrial”. 

But the industrial working class 
was never just manufacturing work-
ers. It also includes mining (and other 
parts of the primary sector) as well as 
significant parts of the service sector. 
Waterfront workers, rail and road 
transport workers, postal workers, 
garbage collectors, bus drivers, ware-
house workers are all service industry 
workers.

While the numbers of some kinds 
of industrial workers have fallen due 
to increased productivity, their impor-
tance to the overall economy remains. 
Australia’s waterfront workforce, 
for example, is about a third of what 
it once was but is still responsible 
for about 98 per cent of Australia’s 
imports and exports. This means their 
ability to disrupt production and the 
flow of profits remains.

Despite hype about the “weight-
less economy”, online shopping 
couldn’t exist without transport and 
postal workers to deliver online 
purchases. And the internet, comput-
ers and personal electronic devices all 
rely on manufactured goods.

The new service industries 
like fast food, education, financial 
services, retail and tourism, far from 
being different to the old industries, 
apply the same Fordist methods. 

Scanning grocery items, assem-
bling hamburgers, processing tax 
returns, checking in baggage at the 
airport or working in a call centre is 
not intrinsically different to working 
on a car assembly line. It is all repeti-
tive and boring work where work-
ers’ performance is constantly being 
measured.

Nor is there any evidence of the 
disappearance of large workplaces. 
Australia’s car plants and steel mills 
may be in decline but there are new 
concentrations of workers at universi-
ties, airports, hospitals, government 
offices, hotels and casinos. 

Bunnings has replaced a lot of 
Australia’s corner hardware stores and 

brought thousands of workers together 
under one employer. Most of the 
“small shops” at our mega shopping 
centres are part of large retail chains. 
The number of workplaces in Austra-
lia employing more than 500 people 
increased between 2001 and 2009 to 
cover 11.4 per cent of the workforce, 
up from 8.4 per cent.

Unionisation
The rate of unionisation in Australia 
is currently very low, but there are a 
number of reasons for this. 

The older better organised indus-
tries have been victims of restructur-
ing while the new industries do not 
have the same traditions of organisa-
tion. 

The outlawing of the closed shop 
and union preference deals, which 
kept union membership artificially 
high, has had a big effect. 

The timid strategy of the union 
officials, who have avoided struggle 
to rely on getting Labor into office, 
hasn’t helped either. But it is impor-
tant to see that unionisation rates 
aren’t low because workers’ objective 
interests have changed.

The relevance of class was clearly 
demonstrated in 2005 when millions 
of workers, white and blue collar, 
opposed the Howard government’s 
WorkChoices legislation that attacked 
unions and radically deregulated the 
labour market. 

The unions mobilised hundreds of 
thousands, and Labor’s opposition to 
WorkChoices was the decisive factor 

that allowed them to win the 2007 
election in a landslide. So comprehen-
sive was the defeat that Joe Hockey 
said there was an, “overwhelming 
mandate for the Labor Party’s policy 
of tearing up WorkChoices”.

While Labor went on to introduce 
WorkChoices lite and squandered that 
enthusiasm, people none the less were 
mobilised around a class issue and 
fought for their “rights at work”.

The argument that the working 
class is declining also tends to focus 
on changes in the developed Western 
nations. 

When Marx was writing in the mid 
to late 1800s, peasants were the over-
whelming majority even in Europe. 
Today close to a third of the world’s 
population are workers and there are 
huge concentrations of workers in 
countries like Japan, South Korea, 
Taiwan, Brazil, South Africa, and 
more recently India and China. It is 
estimated there are 300 million work-
ers in China alone.

Along with the spread of industry 
globally we’ve also seen collective 
resistance. Workers have organised 
and shaken the system in South Africa, 
South Korea, Brazil and many other 
places, and more recently China.

On a global scale, the working 
class is not disappearing but is larger 
than ever. 

Over 150 years ago Marx argued 
that the bourgeoisie produced in the 
growing working class “its own grave-
diggers”. Those words are as true 
today as they were then.

Above: Service 
industry workers 
include many who 
are classically 
working class, 
like the fast food 
workers fighting for 
a $15 an hour wage 
in the US
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More than a Score: 
the new uprising 
against high-stakes 
testing
Edited by Jesse 
Hagopian
Haymarket books

MORE THAn A Score is 
a jolt of teacher activist 
energy. These are proud 
battle stories, directly from 
the leaders of the greatest 
movement against high 
stakes testing in American 
history. 

For teachers sick to 
death of NAPLAN, noth-
ing is better for the soul 
than reading about the 
tens of thousands taking 
part in boycotts, bans and 
demonstrations against 
standardised tests.

At the heart of their 
campaign is a battle to 
wrestle control of educa-
tion out of the hands of 
neo-liberal ideologues and 
corporate reformers, and 
to return it to the teachers 
and the community. If they 
can do it, so can we.

“I’m not going to give 
the MAP test (A Seattle 
version of NAPLAN)... 
and there are others I have 
talked to as well.” Teacher 
Mallory Clarke defiantly 
whispered these words 
to her fellow teacher and 
school union rep after 
work in early January, 
2013. 

Within weeks, Jesse 
Hagopian (the union rep 
who went on to edit of 
More than a Score), Mal-
lory Clarke and a core of 
strong anti-testing teachers 
organised a vote of the 
entire teaching staff at 
Garfield High to refuse to 
give the MAP. 

The Garfield Par-
ent Teacher Association 
publicly pledged their full 
support, three other Seattle 
schools joined the boycott, 
followed by more in the 

in the US sent letters of 
support. 

The boycotting teach-
ers stood firm when the 
superintendent threatened 
ten day suspensions for 
refusing to administer the 
test. 

When the principals 
decided they would ad-
minister the tests them-
selves, senior students at 
Garfield wrote a leaflet on 
why students should not 
sit the test and distributed 
them to younger students 
before school. The kids 
whose parents had not 
opted them out performed 
classroom “sit-ins”, refus-
ing to leave their lessons 
to take part in the tests. 

In May, Garfield de-
clared victory. The Seattle 
superintendent backed 
down and declared the 
MAP tests “optional” for 
high schools the following 

year. But the movement to 
uproot standardised tests 
altogether had only just 
begun—hardly a week 
goes by without another 
act of resistance by par-
ents, teachers, administra-
tors or school boards.

Why the revolt
The Garfield test boy-
cott was a lightning rod 
for nation wide educa-
tion activism because 
standardised tests have 
become a weapon of mass 
educational destruction 
in the US and around the 
world.

As historian of educa-
tion Diane Ravitch ex-
plains, “This is a dark and 
puzzling time in Ameri-
can education... public 
education is under attack”. 
Corporate education “re-
formers” like billionaire 
Bill Gates have been on a 

war path against students 
and teachers. 

Charter schools, run 
on public money but ef-
fectively private schools, 
run by an independent 
board, have become the 
model for schooling in the 
US. Obama set a target of 
either closing or “turn-
ing around” (firing all the 
teachers then reopening 
as charters) 5000 public 
schools across America. 
In New Orleans an entire 
school district just elimi-
nated the last six public 
schools under its jurisdic-
tion. 

Charters are openly 
hostile to teacher unions, 
and infamously churn 
through early career teach-
ers on short contracts. 
They get to pick and 
choose their students, so 
some students in New Or-
leans travel huge distances 

More than a Score—lessons from a teacher rebellion

Spring. Teachers from 
around the world (inlcud-
ing me!) were flooding the 
school with messages of 
solidarity and congratula-
tions. 

The teachers were 
organising press confer-
ences, city wide boycott 
co-ordinating councils, 
rallies, writing op-eds and 
meetings with parents. 

The Garfield teachers 
called a national day of 
action to support Seattle’s 
boycott. The NAACP 
and the Portland Student 
Union both held press 
conferences in solidarity, 
teachers in California held 
a rally, and in Chicago a 
parent group called “More 
than a score” began a 
petition to get students in 
30 schools opted out of 
their standardised tests. 
The presidents of the two 
major teachers’ unions 

lucy Honan looks at a new book on the growing rebellion against standardised testing 
and the cuts to public education in the US
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to a school that will enrol 
them, with no guarantee 
that any will.

The corporate reform-
ers laud the closure of ex-
isting government schools 
as a win for New Orleans 
and education in America, 
despite a national com-
parison of charter and 
public schools in the US 
that showed students 
performed better in only 
17 per cent of comparable 
charter schools, but they 
performed worse in 37 per 
cent of them.

More than two million 
students are now educated 
in these privatised public 
schools across the US. As 
part of Race to the Top, 
Obama’s twisted educa-
tion plan that sets states 
in competition with each 
other for funding, states 
are awarded points for 
how many public schools 
they replace with charter 
schools.

Administrators use 
school ratings, based on 
student test scores to jus-
tify school closures, the fi-
nal punishment for schools 
that cannot lift themselves 
out of “poor performance” 
ranking. 

Once identified as poor 
performers, the schools are 
given no extra resources to 
help students and teachers, 
just threats and public hu-
miliation. Needless to say, 
the private charters don’t 
face the same ordeal.

Punish the students
Pro-test pundits argue that 
the tests are for the sake of 
the children. But the truth 
is the testers are punishing 
students, and vulnerable 
students in particular.

Any teacher who has 
dragged a class through 
NAPLAN preparation les-
sons knows that rote and 
narrow instruction bores 
and alienates students. 

Replacing actual 
teaching and learning with 
stress and pressure just 
pushes struggling students 
toward the exit. It’s easy 
for schools, especially the 
unaccountable charters, to 

make this a deliberate pro-
cess; get the “weak” kids 
out before they fail the 
tests and their low results 
show up on a school or 
teacher score card.

In this environment, 
schools become positively 
hostile to students who 
most need nurturing, at-
tention and assistance. So 
it’s no surprise that studies 
have identified the connec-
tion between test regimes 
and the “school to prison 
pipeline”—one found that 
high school standardised 
tests lead to a 12.5 per 
cent higher incarceration 
rate.

Education bureaucrats 
in Australia are going 
down the same road. 
Northern Territory govern-
ments have killed off suc-
cessful bilingual education 
programs for Aboriginal 
students by citing below 
average NAPLAN scores. 

The scores have only 
plummeted since the end 
of bilingual programs, but 
instead of reintroducing 
bilingual programs, NT 
education minister Peter 
Chandler used the new set 
of low results to justify 
closing remote schools, 
sacking teachers and 
introducing more punitive 
attendance policies.

In 2009, the Victorian 
education department 
deemed John Fawkner 
Secondary College and 
Box Forest Secondary 
College in Melbourne’s 
North to be such NA-
PLAN no-hopers that the 
only solution was to close 
them down, only to reopen 
them on the same site in 
2010—with a new blazer 
but only half the once 
strongly unionised work-
force keeping their jobs.

Since 2010 the 
schools’ NAPLAN results 
remain below average, an 
indicator of a poverty that 
new blazers won’t budge. 
And while the teachers 
were made to pay for 
poor student scores with 
mass sackings, the school 
principal behind the 
“turnaround” turns out to 

Using tests to work out 
teacher effectiveness is 
pseudo-scientific non-
sense. 

Dr Audrey Amrein-
Beardsley, associate 
professor at Arizona State 
University explained that 
Value Added Models 
(where standardised test 
scores are used to calcu-
late the value a teacher 
adds to students) are 
unreliable: “a teacher clas-
sified as adding value has 
approximately 25-50 per 
cent chance of being clas-
sified as subtracting value 
the following year”.

Teachers in Austra-
lia are under pressure to 
justify their advancement 
through annual pay incre-
ments with student test 
results. 

Every year I have to 
justify a ridiculous graph 
to a principal which 
calculates my “effect size” 
on each student, according 
to their results on package 
tests.  And many teachers 
will be familiar with meet-
ings where data projec-
tions of mean test scores 
lead into castigations for 
insufficient growth.

Why the attacks?
The intensity of the de-
nunciations of ineffective 
teachers, lazy students, 
and bad schools is propor-
tional to the decreases in 
public spending on educa-
tion. In the US, at least 
35 states provided less 
funding per student for the 
2013-14 school year than 
they did before the reces-
sion hit. 

Fourteen of those 
states have cut per student 
funding by more than 10 
per cent.

In Australia the Gonski 
funding, which was sup-
posed to direct money to 
needy (public) schools 
went up in smoke. It turns 
out that maintaining anti-
teacher and anti-public 
school hysteria through 
NAPLAN and My School, 
and pushing the free 
market as the solution, is 
easier than squeezing tax 

dollars out of the corporate 
elite to fund education.

Around the world, 
governments are using 
standardised tests to create 
a currency for an educa-
tion free market, where 
everyone is competing for 
a score. 

Schools must run as 
businesses and face clo-
sure if they don’t perform. 
Teachers’ jobs depend on 
the grades they squeeze 
out of their students. 
Parents are encouraged 
to act as consumers, and 
shop for the school that 
will “value add” to their 
child. And kids must sweat 
it out, their human worth 
more than ever reduced to 
numbers.

Like the vultures they 
are, multinationals are 
swooping on the carnage 
of public education, and 
making billions flogging 
test and test preparation 
packages. The textbook 
and testing industry 
generates between $20-30 
billion a year globally.

We can fight back
Sometimes, rather than 
have another open row 
about the perils of NA-
PLAN, it feels easier to 
just lie, and say yes, you’ll 
stick to the school planner 
and do the mindless test 
preparation. 

Then you close your 
classroom door and actu-
ally spend three weeks 
with your class reading 
Harry Potter and writing 
stories about stumbling 
across portals to schools 
on other planets. This kind 
of undeclared educational 
disobedience is rife across 
the country. 

But the forces aligned 
against teachers, students 
and public education 
won’t be defeated with 
white lies. 

We don’t need to wait 
for more school closures, 
or more teacher perfor-
mance calculators, or 
more students to be shown 
the “pathway” out of the 
school to know that the 
testers need to be stopped. 

be embroiled in a multi-
million dollar corruption 
scandal. 

Blame the teacher
In November last year a 
Californian judge ruled 
job permanency for teach-
ers was unconstitutional. 
The case rested on the use 
of standardised test scores 
to “prove” teachers are 
ineffective. 

This is absurd given 
324,000 staff have been 
sacked from local school 
districts, and spending on 
each student cut by 13.8 
per cent in Calfornia since 
2008.

Race to the Top re-
quires all states to judge, 
reward and punish teacher 
effectiveness based on 
their standardised tests. 

Replacing actual 
teaching and 
learning with 
stress and 
pressure just 
pushes struggling 
students toward 
the exit
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'KEEP MARCHING, 
KEEP UP THE PRESSURE'
THOUSANDS OF people have rallied 
nationwide in response to the Liberal 
government in Western Australia 
making threats to close down 150 
Aboriginal communities—and Tony 
Abbott supporting the move with 
his racist comments that Aboriginal 
people living on their land is a “life-
style choice”. This decision came off 
the back of budget cuts which saw the 
Commonwealth withdraw all funding 
for remote Aboriginal communities 
right across Australia, passing on 
responsibility to the states.

The WA government is feeling the 
pressure. Aboriginal affairs Minister 
Peter Collier has called for “an end 
to the national protests”, promising 
“consultation” on the future of remote 
service delivery and playing down any 
plans to close communities.

Solidarity spoke with Mitch 
torres, one of the main organisers 
of a campaign group based in the 
Kimberley, known on social media 
as SoS Blak Australia, about the 
current state of play.

tell us about SoS Blak Austra-
lia in the kimberley. did you 
expect that you would get such 
a fantastic reaction with pro-
tests across the country and 
internationally?
In the first instance, SOS Blak Aus-
tralia was simply a call to Kimberley 
people to be proactive in meeting the 
threat of community closures. We 
wanted people to get up to make a 
statement, particularly to their regional 
leaders, calling on them to come to the 
table and speak as one voice, because 
they were operating in silos. This 
remains our sole mandate.

We did not think it was going to 
be a movement, certainly not on the 
scale we have seen. With the first “call 
to action” there was a big response 
in our region. We saw 1000 people 
march in Fitzroy, 600 in Broome, 200 
plus people marching in places like 
Kunnanurra, One Arm Point, Derby, 
100 in Halls Creek. For people in 
more remote areas who couldn’t make 
these events, they were posting photos 
with signs like “my community is 

my home” to our Facebook page in a 
virtual protest.

There was also an amazing re-
sponse from right across WA and the 
country. We are so proud and grateful. 
Some of these protests became a 
platform to also raise broader issues 
of the hardships being suffered by Ab-
original people. We understand what 
is going on in Redfern with the Tent 
Embassy there, the Nyoongar Tent 
Embassy, the campaign coming from 
Grandmothers against forced removal 
of children—a continuation of the 
stolen generation. We understand that 
Aboriginal human rights across the 
board are continually being threatened 
and how it’s connected—linguicide, 
ecocide, genocide. These things are 
constant.

People new to activism might 
think, “ok I’ll do one or two marches 
and that’s enough”. But our support-
ers need to know that we absolutely 
need to continue to push and focus 
our efforts on the closure of Aborigi-
nal communities, the threat that our 
people will lose their homes. We are 
still going up the slope of the hill. you 
can’t give up just because they have 
promised some talks. We still have 
not reached a moment where people 

can say, “yes, my community is safe”.

What is taking place with 
the negotiations with the 
government?
It isn’t clear what their reforms to 
service delivery will actually look like. 
Our leaders have not even sat at the 
table with government yet. 

Here in the Kimberley we had a 
fantastic meeting, forming an alli-
ance known as Kimberley Futures. 
This is all the leaders of organisations 
working everyday at the coalface, 
who know exactly what the issues 
are. They are the resource agencies, 
the policy makers, the representative 
bodies including Kimberley Land 
Council, Kimberley Medical Service, 
Kimberley Aboriginal Law and Cul-
ture and many others, a real collection 
of the people who come from and 
work on the ground. The government 
has called for nominations for four 
community representatives from each 
region. We want Kimberley Futures 
to be able to nominate our representa-
tives, but the government have put 
out a call for nominations and want to 
pick and choose in this process.

Interview continued inside page 12

Above: Community 
members in 
Warmun/turkey 
Creek in WA protest 
against community 
closures
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Below: Mitch torres, 
SoS Blak Australia


