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WHAT WE 
STAND FOR

Capitalism is a system of crisis and war
Capitalism is a system of competition, crisis, 
and war based on exploitation of workers, 
producing for profit not human needs. Although 
workers create society’s wealth, they have no 
control over production or distribution. Through 
environmental degradation and climate change 
capitalism has become a threat to humanity’s 
future and life on earth.

Workers power and socialism
The working class has the power to challenge 
the existing system and create a better world. 
We stand for socialism, a society based on 
democratically elected workers councils which 
would control and plan the economy to produce 
for human need. The authoritarian states like 
Russia and China are not socialist but forms of 
state capitalism where workers have no power.  

What about elections and parliament?
Parliament, the army, the police and the courts 
are institutions of the capitalist state that 
maintain the dominance of the ruling class over 
the rest of society. The capitalist state cannot 
be taken over and used by the working class, it 
must be smashed. Workers need to create their 
own state based on workers councils.

While parliament can be a platform for 
socialists, real change doesn’t come through 
parliament. It is won by mass action in strikes, 
protests and demonstrations.

We are internationalists
The struggle for socialism has no national 
boundaries. We oppose everything that turns 
workers from one country against those from 
another; we campaign for solidarity with 
workers in other countries.

We oppose borders and immigration 
controls, and welcome migrants and refugees.

We oppose imperialism and support all 

genuine national liberation struggles. We oppose 
Australian nationalism.

Australia is an imperialist power established 
through genocide on stolen Indigenous land. We 
support the continuing struggles of Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander people for land, 
justice and self-determination.

Oppression and liberation
We oppose sexism, racism, homophobia and 
transphobia. We fight against all forms of 
discrimination and the oppression of women, 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people, 
migrants, and lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender 
and intersex people. We oppose discrimination 
against Muslims and people from the Middle 
East.

Linking up the struggles
We are active building movements for 
environmental and social change and economic 
equality. We are active in our unions and work 
to build the organisation and self-confidence 
of the rank and file. We work to bring activists 
together to strengthen each movement and build 
a common struggle against capitalism.

Educate, agitate, organise
Socialism cannot be introduced from above, by 
parliament or parties. The emancipation of the 
working class is the act of the working class 
itself.

Solidarity is an organisation of activists, 
anti-capitalists and revolutionary socialists 
committed to socialism from below. We are part 
of the International Socialist Tendency.

A democratic revolutionary party is 
necessary to deepen resistance to capitalism and 
to build a movement to overthrow the system. 
Solidarity members are beginning to build 
such a party out of today’s struggles against the 
system.
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Boeing’s drive for 
profit killed 346 
passengers

AIRCRAFT MANUFACTURER 
Boeing withheld safety informa-
tion from regulators and pilots that 
caused the deaths of 346 passengers 
and crew, a US House of Represen-
tatives inquiry has found.

Two new Boeing 737 Max 
planes crashed twice due to the 
same fault in October 2018 and May 
2019. There were another 387 of 
the aircraft in service at 59 airlines 
at the time that have been grounded 
ever since. 

The aircraft had a faulty sensor 
that caused an automatic anti-stall 
system to activate. The company 
had convinced the US FAA not to 
classify the sensor as “safety criti-
cal”, meaning that many pilots did 
not even know it existed.

Boeing withheld test data from 
regulators that showed that unless 
a pilot recognised the error within 
ten seconds, the result would be 
“catastrophic”. Alerts supposed to 
warn pilots of the problem were not 
working in most of the 737 Max 
fleet.

The company cut corners to rush 
its new plane onto the market in 
order to compete with rival Airbus 
A320neo. 

Cops don white 
supremacist symbol

NSW police pay out for 
hundreds of abuses

IN THE last year alone, NSW police 
paid out over $24 million over 
almost 300 claims against officers 
for abuses of power including bat-
tery, malicious prosecution and false 
imprisonment.

The figure was obtained by 
NSW Greens MP David Shoebridge 
through a parliamentary motion and 
includes out of court settlements. 
Documents released as a result of 
the motion have also revealed that 
over the last four years NSW police 
have settled more than 1000 claims 
against officers. It is the first time 
they have been forced to release the 
information.

Telstra boss says scrap penalty rates

TELSTRA CEO Andy Penn has called for an end to penalty 
rates, with the novel justification that later hours and lower 
wages will be welcomed by his workforce.

“If it’s good for our people—a person with a young fam-
ily who wants to work in the evening, perhaps for call centre 
work—we want to maximise their flexibility,” he told an 
online forum organised by the Financial Review. This must 
be the kind of innovative thinking that explains Penn’s annual 
salary of $5 million.

Workers at Telstra have already lost the right to penalty 
rates for any work up to 7pm at night on weekdays. 

BHP Billiton’s Athalie Williams, who has been suspi-
ciously rebranded as its “chief people officer”, agreed, pro-
claiming, “We work twenty-four seven, we work in a global 
way, we don’t work nine to five any more.” 

Scott Morrison is singing from the same songbook, 
threatening to reshape workplace laws to deliver bosses ev-
erywhere more flexibility to exploit their workforce.

Multi-million dollar 
send-offs for execs who 
blew up Juukan Gorge

RIO TINTO CEO Jean-Sébastien 
Jacques and two other senior execu-
tives have been forced to resign 
over the Juukan Gorge scandal. 
The trio presided over the decision 
to blast the 47,000 year old rock 
shelters, unique for their age and 
cultural significance to local Indig-
enous people.

But the move is another sorry 
not sorry gesture from the company 
and its executive team. Jacques is 
guaranteed another 12 months’ pay 
of $2.6 million, shares worth $6 
million as well as rights to shares 
that are “worth between $17.5 mil-
lion and $25 million”, Joe Aston 
revealed in the Financial Review.

The other two to agree to step 
down, iron ore division chief Chris 
Salisbury and  corporate affairs 
boss Simone Niven, “will make off 
with approximately $14 million” 
between them, Aston wrote. 

That’s some penalty for destroy-
ing irreplaceable cultural heritage.

BRISBANE POLICE are “making enquiries” after a police 
officer was spotted wearing a patch associated with white 
supremacists and the far right to a Black Lives Matter protest 
over the death in custody of Indigenous woman Aunty Sherry 
Tilberoo.

The symbol was used in the 2017 Charlottesville white su-
premacist and fascist demonstrations and in recent anti-Black 
Lives Matter protests. It is associated with the reactionary 
“Blue Lives Matter” pro-police movement.

In the US it features a black and white American flag with 
a blue line through the middle. Cops here have sometimes used 
the Australian flag in place of the US flag.

An internal Victoria Police email asked police not to wear 
the symbol, saying, “the flag is aligned with white suprema-
cists and extreme right wing movements, counter black lives 
matters movements [sic] and the condoning/cover up of police 
misconduct”.

But a series of Facebook pages and groups claiming to be 
run by current and former police officers have rejected internal 
requests that officers stop wearing the symbol. The “Sur-
vive the Streets – Down Under” page declared that, “Senior 
management are a pack of kowtowing sycophants, grovelling 
at the feet of minorities trying to look woke”, while individual 
Facebook users called on police to defy the ban, one posting 
a photo of their uniform with the patch on and saying, “Good 
luck getting this off mine”.

JobKeeper payments 
subsidising CEO bonuses

COMPANIES HAVE been paying up 
huge bonuses to executives while also 
claiming times are so tough  they need 
government-subsidised JobKeeper 
payments.

Analysis of the financial reports of 
280 of Australia’s largest listed compa-
nies by corporate governance advisors 
Ownership Matters has found that at 
least 25 of them followed the practice.

Star Entertainment Group, which 
runs Sydney’s Star Casino, claims the 
highest total among them of $64 million 
in JobKeeper payments, while simulta-
neously paying out its chief executive 
a bonus of $830,000 on top of his usual 
salary. Accent group, which sells a 
range of well-known footwear brands, 
was able to find $1.28 million for a 
bonus to CEO Daniel Agostinelli while 
also putting its hand out for $21.4 mil-
lion in JobKeeper wage subsidies. 

ELMO software even admitted 
that, “COVID-19 has not substan-
tially impacted the operations of the 
group… the group continues to operate 
effectively with business as usual”. 
Yet it took $2 million in government 
payments and paid out $700,000 in 
bonuses between its CEO and Chief 
Financial Officer.
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EDITORIAL
Stop Morrison’s cuts—it’s time to fight for jobs, 
and for the right to protest
THE PANDEMIC has thrown hun-
dreds of thousands out of work. Unof-
ficial employment is already at 9 per 
cent, and is expected to keep rising 
until the end of the year.

Yet Scott Morrison is already cut-
ting back JobKeeper and JobSeeker 
payments. Both have been cut back 
from the end of September by $300 a 
fortnight.

Together, this will push 740,000 
more people into poverty this month, 
the ANU Centre for Social Research 
and Methods calculates.

Many will be cut off JobKeeper 
altogether, and face the risk they will 
consequently lose their job. Around 
2.1 million workers are expected to 
lose the payment. Ben Johnston from 
accounting firm Johnston Advisory 
told News Corp that this means, “only 
about a third of current JobKeeper 
recipients will be eligible come 
October”. In total there will be a $1.5 
billion cut to JobKeeper income sup-
port per fortnight.

There are promises of further 
incentives for businesses and more 
funding for infrastructure in the bud-
get on 6 October. 

But these won’t be enough to 
deal with the recession. There is no 
talk of the funding increase needed 
to properly staff aged care centres, 
despite the shocking record of the pri-
vatised centres during the COVID-19 
outbreak. 

Rather than fund investment in 
renewable energy and create cli-
mate jobs, Morrison has announced 
hundreds of millions in government 
funding to expand gas production.

Sackings are already increasing. In 
recent weeks Qantas has sacked 2500 
ground crew on top of 6000 other 
staff, 550 jobs have gone at Suncorp 
bank, and 600 at JBS’s abattoir in 
Dinmore, Queensland.

At universities, there have already 
been 11,000 job losses announced, 
and the University bosses’ association 
expects job cuts to reach 21,000 by 
the end of the year.

This is, in part, the result of Scott 
Morrison’s vindictive decision to 
deny university workers access to 
JobKeeper payments. There has been 
no emergency funding package for 
universities. Instead the Liberals have 
decided to punish universities further, 
through increasing student fees and 
making any increase in funding reliant 

on increasing class sizes.
The university Vice-Chancellors 

have meekly accepted the government’s 
new legislation imposing the fee increas-
es and are using the COVID-19 crisis to 
push through long-planned job cuts and 
restructures. Even though Sydney Uni-
versity has admitted it expects a budget 
surplus this year, it is already asking for 
voluntary redundancies.

Fighting the cuts
Hundreds of staff have attended union 
meetings at Melbourne Uni and Sydney 
Uni to oppose job cuts. The anger at these 
meetings has to be turned into protest ac-
tion that prepares the way for strikes.

Students at Sydney University have 
led the way in organising to oppose the 
cuts, as the university plans to sack up to 
30 per cent of its staff.

On 28 August a student protest was 
dispersed, and ten people fined by police 
using COVID rules. In response, activ-
ists built for larger protests against the 
cuts and against police intimidation.

Although many students are not on 
campus—only tutorials are happening in 
person—over 200 students joined decen-
tralised protests on 16 September, and 
similar numbers the following week.

Outrageously, police have broken 
up the protests, even when students and 
staff held separate gatherings widely 
dispersed across the campus on 16 Sep-
tember, all less than 20 people in size as 
allowed under COVID-19 regulations.

Dozens have now received fines 
and one protester has been arrested and 
charged under the COVID-19 rules. 
This is a serious escalation of the NSW 

police’s attack on the right to protest. 
Police are attempting to effectively ban 
any kind of protest action. 

It’s clear there is a political cam-
paign to target and ban protests. On 
the very same day that the Sydney Uni 
protest was broken up, NSW Premier 
Gladys Berejiklian foreshadowed 
plans to relax restrictions on football 
stadiums to allow up to 40,000 people 
from October. The Catholic Church 
was granted an exemption on the Sat-
urday following to allow 300 people to 
attend a mass at St Mary’s Cathedral 
for an ordination. Yet outdoor protests 
remain limited to a maximum of 20 
people.

It’s crucial we continue to find 
ways to organise protests and chal-
lenge the restrictions. These have to 
involve the widest number of people 
possible in standing up to the police.

Morrison’s budget will push mil-
lions into poverty while he is handing 
billions to the top end of town. Mean-
while employer groups are calling for 
easier non-union agreements, and more 
cuts to penalty rates. 

Instead of compromising talks with 
the government and employer groups, 
we need action from our union leaders.

In Sydney, the NTEU and univer-
sity students have called a post-budget 
day of action in October. 

Morrison is preparing an offensive 
against workers and the unions. This 
is the kind of action we need in every 
state, to build confidence and momen-
tum to move towards the protests and 
strike action that will be necessary to 
stop Morrison and the bosses.

Above: Police fine 
a student during 
a protest against 
cuts at Sydney 
University

It’s clear 
there is a 
political 
campaign to 
target and 
ban protests
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CLIMATE CHANGE

By Penny Howard

IN A series of energy announcements, 
the Morrison government has doubled 
down on its climate denialism and 
thrown its support behind a “gas-fired 
recovery”.

Scott Morrison and Energy Min-
ister Angus Taylor travelled to the 
Hunter Valley to announce govern-
ment support for developing new gas 
fields and pipelines, and threatened to 
build a new 1000 MW gas-fired power 
station there using government-owned 
energy company Snowy Hydro, if 
private companies did not. 

The government says this is 
needed to keep energy prices down 
when the Liddell power plant closes in 
2022-2023. 

Two separate government reports 
have said this is not necessary. AGL 
already intends to build a small gas 
peaking plant in the Hunter Valley 
as part of a package of measures to 
replace Liddell. 

Days later Morrison wound back 
his claim to say that only 250MW 
would be necessary.

After a summer of deadly fires, 
there is strong public support for ac-
tion on climate change. 

Instead, Morrison has rejected 
the target of reaching net zero emis-
sions by 2050 agreed at international 
climate talks and included in the Paris 
Agreement. 

Gas is largely composed of meth-
ane, a potent greenhouse gas when 
released directly into the atmosphere 
during mining, which also releases 
carbon dioxide when burnt.

The decision to target the Hunter 
Valley coal region is no accident. Mor-
rison and Taylor are intent on continu-
ing the campaign that proved success-
ful around the Adani coal mine at last 
year’s election: pretending to support 
jobs and workers in fossil fuel indus-
tries, and giving fossil fuel companies 
a green light for ongoing expansion. 

Labor has responded by again 
attempting to have a bet each way: 
saying it supports the role of gas 
while also wanting to boost the use of 
renewable energy.

A few days later Morrison and 
Taylor went to the Port Kembla 
steelworks to announce that funding 
for the Australian Renewable Energy 
Agency would continue, but with a 
changed mandate allowing it to fund 
carbon capture and storage, hydrogen 
technologies and programs to reduce 

businesses’ energy bills. 
Carbon capture and storage has 

been promised for years as a way to 
allow continued use of fossil fuels. 
But it can only take place in areas 
with the right geology—mainly those 
where gas extraction is already taking 
place such as northwest Australia and 
the Bass Strait. So it is mainly a way 
to prolong gas extraction while claim-
ing it is low-emissions. 

Roadmap
These announcements all fed into the 
government’s first “Low Emissions 
Technology Statement,” part of its 
Technology Roadmap. 

The statement declares that 
wind and solar are already “mature 
technologies” with no need for public 
funding or support. Instead it will fo-
cus on hydrogen (including hydrogen 
produced from gas and coal), energy 
storage, low emissions steel and alu-
minium, carbon capture and storage, 
and soil carbon. 

Instead of targets for emissions 
reduction, its targets are for delivering 
these technologies at a competitive 
market price. 

The $18 billion of funding over 
ten years announced with the Road-
map rolled in many of the previous 
energy announcements, including 
funding for ARENA and the Clean 
Energy Finance Corporation.

The Roadmap has at least backed 
away from supporting nuclear power, 
which was included the earlier consul-
tation draft, and is being spruiked by 
One Nation, sections of the Liberals 
and Nationals, and the AWU and the 

Victorian branch of the CFMEU Min-
ing and Energy division.

The Electrical Trades Union have 
declared the Roadmap to be “hot air” 
that delivers little to support clean 
energy, far less renewable energy jobs, 
cheaper power or lower emissions. 
They say the priority should have 
been upgrading and maintaining the 
electricity grid so it can accommodate 
a shift towards wind, solar and hydro-
gen power. 

Concrete planning and coordinated 
public investment in the electricity 
system is urgently needed to achieve a 
transition. 

While the Australian Energy Mar-
ket Operator has developed a plan for 
a renewables-based energy grid, it is 
based on a range of possibilities for fu-
ture climate action, not clear emissions 
reduction targets or timelines. The plan 
prioritises minimising cost, and doesn’t 
include any consideration of a just tran-
sition.And the actual management and 
operation of the grid is so fragmented 
that it is unclear who can actually de-
liver the plans they are making.

Planning and support are also nec-
essary to ensure a just transition where 
workers’ jobs, wages and conditions 
are protected. 

This is the only way to counter 
Morrison’s efforts to present a climate 
transition as a threat to fossil fuel-
dependent communities.

It is critical for the union and cli-
mate movement to break the idea that 
a climate transition is a threat to jobs, 
and win the argument for massive 
investment in public renewable energy 
and climate jobs.

Gas plans designed to label climate action a threat to jobs

Above: Morrison is 
again pretending to 
care about workers’ 
jobs

Morrison 
and Taylor 
are intent on 
continuing 
the campaign 
that proved 
successful 
at last year’s 
election



7Solidarity | ISSUE ONE HUNDRED AND FORTY ONE OCTOBER 2020

CORONAVIRUS

Unemployment crisis just beginning as economy slumps
By James Supple

AUSTRALIA IS in our worst eco-
nomic crisis since the 1930s.

The lockdowns and restrictions 
imposed in the face of the pandemic 
saw 1.3 million people stood down 
or lose their jobs. Even with the 
economy beginning to open up again, 
at least 400,000 of those jobs have 
still not come back. Sixty per cent of 
those that did were only part-time. 
Then Melbourne’s second wave hit.

Figures for the first quarter fully 
affected by the pandemic show that 
the economy shrank by 7 per cent in 
the three months to 30 June, the larg-
est drop on record.

But the situation is set to get 
worse. Although August’s official 
unemployment figures showed a 
rebound in jobs, this was largely due 
to an increase in gig economy work. 
Hours worked barely grew, suggesting 
many of those taking up these jobs 
are hardly working. And unofficial 
unemployment, including those who 
have given up looking for work, was 
almost 9 per cent.

Unemployment is expected to 
keep rising, hitting an official rate of 
10 per cent by December. And that’s 
if there are no further outbreaks of the 
virus.

Young, low paid workers in retail, 
food services and the arts have been 
the worst hit. Women have also lost 
work disproportionately.

Scott Morrison is set to make 
this worse. Even as unemployment 
is still rising, he is cutting JobSeeker 
payments by $300 a fortnight from 24 
September. JobKeeper payments will 
also be cut in two stages, to $1200 after 
September, and $1000 from next year.

JobSeeker payments are set to 
drop back to pre-COVID levels of $40 
a day, below the poverty line, at the 
start of next year.

Tax cuts for the rich
Instead of helping those hit hardest by 
the crisis, the Liberals plan to bring 
forward the next stage of their tax 
cuts. This would cost a colossal $28 
billion over the first three years. But 
the benefits of it would go to the rich. 

The top 20 per cent of taxpayers 
would get 91 per cent of the benefits. 
The bottom 50 per cent of taxpay-
ers would receive just 4 per cent, the 
Australia Institute found. Those out of 
work would miss out altogether.

Tax cuts would do nothing to cre-

ate jobs or tackle the unemployment 
crisis the pandemic has brought us. 
Nor would they be very effective eco-
nomic stimulus, as many economists 
have pointed out, with the rich more 
likely to simply save the cash wind-
fall, particularly when the pandemic 
has made eating out and entertainment 
more difficult.

Those most likely to spend are the 
unemployed and low income earners, 
who otherwise have to forgo the basics.

COVID-19 has triggered an eco-
nomic crisis like no other. There is still 
no way of knowing when industries 
like retail, restaurants, tourism and 
entertainment will be back to normal. 
We could be waiting six months, or 
even a year, until there is an effective 
vaccine. 

The state of other economies 
around the world will also impact 
Australia through reduced trade. The 
US and Europe have all suffered twice 
the economic damage as here, accord-
ing to the IMF. The flow on effect 
is sure to hit China too, which has 
recovered faster so far.

The high levels of population 
growth that have underpinned eco-
nomic growth in Australia, fuelled by 
migration, are on indefinite pause.

Treasurer Josh Frydenberg will 
bring down the budget on 6 October, 
outlining the government’s plans for 
future spending. 

We will need far more govern-
ment support to tackle the jobs crisis. 
Morrison’s plans for tax cuts, attacks 
on workers’ rights, and investment 
incentives for companies show that 

he remains committed to the same old 
neo-liberal policies.

The renewed outbreak of the virus 
in Victoria may have forced a delay 
in their plans, but the intention is still 
to force a “snap back” to business as 
usual as soon as possible.

Their haste to wind back spending 
on JobKeeper and JobSeeker pay-
ments is a further sign of the Coali-
tion’s addiction to reducing debt and 
limiting government spending.

There is also talk of new spending 
on infrastructure in the budget.  But 
the government should be stepping 
in to create jobs in the public sec-
tor, through addressing the failures 
exposed by the pandemic. We need an 
end to insecure, casualised work and 
far more staff in our aged care and 
health systems.

And instead of locking in further 
carbon emissions through putting gov-
ernment money into expanding fossil 
fuels through new gas projects, the 
government could begin the rapid shift 
to renewable energy and a zero carbon 
economy that we need.

The government has spent some 
$100 billion so far on emergency 
measures to avoid economic collapse. 
Some hoped the scale of the crisis 
would force governments to aban-
don the neo-liberal policies of recent 
decades. 

But it’s clear from Scott Morri-
son’s plans that it will take a serious 
fight to force the spending needed 
to create jobs, as well as address the 
other crises in health and climate 
change that the world faces.

Above: Young, low 
paid workers in retail 
and restaurants are 
still struggling to 
find work

Instead of 
helping those 
hit hardest 
by the crisis, 
the Liberals 
plan to bring 
forward their 
tax cuts for 
the rich
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CORONAVIRUS

Melbourne needs more support for workers 
and the health system, not authoritarian controls
By James Supple

INSTEAD OF announcing initiatives 
that would allow the easing of stage 4 
restrictions, Melbourne faces months 
more of authoritarian lockdown mea-
sures, as a result of Daniel Andrews’ 
COVID-19 roadmap.

Andrews has done nothing to 
implement the positive measures—ex-
panding pandemic payments, banning 
casualisation, demanding public 
control of aged care—that could allow 
him to ease restrictions, save lives, 
and create safe workplaces. 

By doing nothing but imposing 
restrictions, Andrews has handed the 
initiative to Morrison and the right. 
Morrison has made it clear that he 
wants to open the economy, restore 
business as usual and make ordinary 
workers pay for the pandemic crisis. 
He has cut JobKeeper and JobSeeker 
payments, although unemployment is 
set to increase even further and Mel-
bourne is still under lockdown. 

The key to lifting lockdown at the 
earliest possible moment is boosting 
the state’s contact tracing capacity. 
This has been acknowledged by the 
authors of the state government’s own 
modelling used to justify the timeline 
for extending restrictions.

The modelling is based on a con-
tinuation of Victoria’s existing record 
on contact tracing over the last two 
months.

University of Melbourne professor 
of epidemiology Tony Blakely told 
The Age, “If we do our contact tracing 
better than we did three months ago, 
the contact tracers may be able to hold 
the case count without it going up 
again as badly as our model suggests”.

These measures should have been 
in place months ago—but the govern-
ment did not properly prepare for the 
pandemic. Victoria had just 14 contact 
tracers in place in March.

It was the Andrews government’s 
failure on contact tracing which al-
lowed the virus to get out of control 
in the first place, following its escape 
from the quarantine hotels.

But Daniel Andrews’ roadmap will 
not see him lift the curfew until new 
infections are at five cases or less a 
day over a 14-day average. NSW went 
three weeks from 26 July with over ten 
cases of community spread a day and 
was still able to control the outbreak. 

Andrews says that NSW and 

Victoria can’t be compared, but the 
figures speak for themselves. South 
Korea looks to be controlling its most 
recent spike which reached 440 cases 
in one day.

Authoritarian response
The government should be throwing 
every possible resource at a health 
response to COVID-19.

Instead it has emphasised the 
heavy-handed use of police powers to 
enforce lockdown restrictions.

This authoritarianism, and the 
moralistic finger pointing that has 
gone along with it, undermines the 
social solidarity needed to tackle the 
pandemic.

Mobile surveillance cameras have 
even been set up in local parks to 
monitor people exercising.

The Andrews government and the 
media have circulated stories daily of 
people fined for throwing parties or 
getting take-away food, in an effort to 
blame ordinary people for the spread 
of the virus.

But Lloyd Murphy, a lawyer with 
Inner Melbourne Community Legal, 
told The Guardian “hundreds” had 
been fined who were allowed to be 
outside, including people going to the 
supermarket or exercising.

A number of them were migrants 
or international students unable to 
communicate with the police why 
they were outside. Location data 
for fines shows that police have, as 
always, disproportionately targeted 
working class and ethnic communi-
ties.

In September police spear-tackled 
an Aboriginal man riding to work on 
his bike, simply because he didn’t 
have a light on. He was racially 
abused and had to seek hospital treat-
ment for his arm.

Police have now issued over $2.9 
million worth of fines for breaching 
the night-time curfew alone. Yet public 
health experts have admitted there is no 
medical justification for the curfew. It is 
simply designed to impose social con-
trol, and insist that it is ordinary people 
who are responsible for the virus. 

In July, Daniel Andrews blamed 
people who were supposed to be quar-
antining because they were infected 
or a close contact, claiming that one 
in four people door-knocked were not 
at home.

Yet The Guardian has revealed 
that only 42 people have been fined 
for not being at home during a visit 
from authorities. And Lloyd Murphy 
said that some of those fined had been 
in hotel quarantine at the time.

“We also have stories of people in 
the locked-down community hous-
ing towers arranging their own hotel 
accommodation to better isolate from 
and protect their families, and then po-
lice send infringement notices to their 
homes”, he said.

Andrews’ actions are making it 
easier for Morrison and the bosses, 
and harder for workers to fight back. 

We need an end to the draconian 
police powers, and more funding for 
the health and workplace measures 
that can create safe workplaces and 
keep COVID-19 in check. 

Above: Lockdown 
measures in 
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Anger hits the streets after another Black death in custody

By Paddy Gibson

ON 10 September, Sherry Tilbaroo-
Fisher was found dead in a cell in the 
Brisbane watch house. Aunty Sherry 
was the fifth Indigenous person to 
die in custody since June, following 
a spate of recent deaths in prisons 
in Western Australia, a situation the 
national Aboriginal Legal Services’ 
peak body has branded a “national 
emergency”.

Nephew and family spokesperson 
Troy Brady described Aunty Sherry 
as “a proud Birri-Gubba woman with 
strong community ties”. Many of her 
family members had been involved 
in recent Black Lives Matter protests, 
which in June mobilised unprecedent-
ed numbers on the streets of Bris-
bane, and across Australia, to protest 
Aboriginal deaths in custody.

As soon as the news broke of the 
death, hundreds of protesters gathered 
outside the police station in Brisbane 
and 18 were arrested. 

Organised by Warriors of the 
Aboriginal Resistance (WAR), 
protesters returned both that evening, 
and then with up to 1000 people on 
Friday 18 September, for a powerful 
march led by the family. These actions 
took place in defiance of continuing 
attempts by the Queensland police to 
ban protests using COVID-19 regula-
tions.

Early reports say Aunty Sherry 
died of a brain aneurysm. But the 
family’s lawyer Debbie Kilroy said 
the underlying issue driving deaths 
in custody is the, “criminalisation of 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
people”.

Speaking with the ABC, Kilroy 
argued police cells were no place for 
people facing challenges like Aunty 
Sherry: “when we know someone is 
very unwell, that they’re homeless 
and they have underlying medical is-
sues, they must be taken to hospital… 
not a police cell”.

This pressure from protests, 
along with the strong advocacy of 
Aunty Sherry’s family and Kilroy, has 
already forced a measure of transpar-
ency from Queensland police rarely 
seen in deaths in custody cases. 

Police have conceded that there 
was a six-hour period on the night 
Sherry died when her cell was not 
checked and proper records were not 
kept, in clear breach of policy that 
cells be checked every hour.

An assistant watch house officer 

has already been stood down pending 
an internal investigation. Family have 
also recently been allowed to view 
CCTV of the final moments of Aunty 
Sherry’s life, footage usually withheld 
for months or even years.

Troy Brady told Solidarity he was 
“sickened” viewing the footage and 
seeing the total disregard for Aunty 
Sherry’s wellbeing on the night she 
died, despite police knowing she had 
underlying health conditions. Brady 
believes the assistant officer stood 
down is being used as a “scapegoat” 
by police for deeper failings and 
systemic racism and is demanding an 
investigation completely independent 
of police.

Justice for Walker
Meanwhile, in Alice Springs in the 
first week of September, a committal 
hearing was held for NT police officer 
Zachary Rolfe, who was charged with 
murder last year. Rolfe shot dead 
19-year-old Warlpiri man Mr Walker 
at his grandmother’s house in the NT 
Aboriginal community of Yuendumu 
in November 2019.

Shocking police bodycam footage 
of the shooting was played in the 
courtroom, the first time Walker’s 
family had seen this footage. It shows 
Walker being pinned to the ground 
face down by Constable Adam Eberl, 
and then shot three times by Rolfe at 
point blank range.

Even after he had been shot, of-
ficers continued to abuse Walker, with 
Eberl saying, “don’t fuck around, I’ll 
fucking smash you, mate”.

One issue highlighted in the 
hearing was the military nature of the 
operation that killed Walker. Rolfe 
had served as a soldier in Afghanistan 
before entering the NT police force, as 
had another officer on this raid. Both 
were part of the “Immediate Response 
Team”, a paramilitary force brought 
to Yuendumu to apprehend Walker, 
and used military terminology when 
speaking to each other. Another officer 
guarding the back door during the 
operation brandished an AR-15 assault 
rifle.

Police argued Walker was holding 
scissors and had stabbed Rolfe before 
he was killed. Warlpiri witnesses 
denied there were any scissors in early 
media statements. No Warlpiri wit-
nesses were called during the commit-
tal hearing.

Ned Hargraves, the chair of 
Purumpurra, a committee elected by 
Warlpiri to speak for the community 
through the trial, told Solidarity that 
Walker’s murder is the most shocking 
example of police brutality against 
Aboriginal people that has intensified 
since the NT Intervention in 2007:

“It feels like the Intervention 
opened the door for anyone to come in 
and wipe us out. They have built a big 
police station to terrorise and control 
us. 

“So many of our people, including 
our children, are taken away to prison. 
Get rid of the racist laws we live under 
and tell the police to put down their 
weapons. We need justice for Walker 
and power to control our own com-
munity on our own land”.
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Damien Davis-Frank works as a 
nurse in the emergency depart-
ment at St Vincent’s hospital in 
Sydney. He talked to Solidarity 
about working in the medical 
system during the pandemic and 
what nurses think about the 
NSW government’s decision to 
scrap their 2.5 per cent pay rise 
this year.

What has it been like working in 
the hospital system during the 
COVID-19 pandemic?

When we first started to see the 
outbreak in China and then spread-
ing across Europe, some of the early 
stories to come out of Italy, where 
the health system was just over-run, 
really brought home how serious the 
situation was, when you heard about 
all the young workers that were dy-
ing. 

There was a lot of preparation in 
hospitals and a lot of anxiety. We had 
to do a lot of education for staff and 
change a lot of our processes in the 
emergency department.

The numbers never really got to 
that same level as overseas in NSW 
which was relieving but also created 
anxiety when we were just waiting to 
be hit.

It’s changed the way we see 
patients on a daily basis. COVID has 
been a situation where you’ve got 
to be on high alert the whole time, 
and having to maintain that vigilance 
without burning people out has been 
really hard. 

In our emergency department, at 
St Vincent’s in Darlinghurst, we have 
a red zone and a green zone. Some 
staff each day have to work in the red 
zone, where anyone with any flu-like 
symptoms that could potentially be a 
COVID patient goes. 

In that area you’ve got to be head-
to-toe clad in PPE—full length gowns, 
gloves, masks, visors and goggles. It’s 
a long shift if you’re working eight to 
ten hours head to toe in this equip-
ment. 

Knowing that you’re going to 
be spending a day in the red zone is 
tough, you sweat, your glasses are 
fogging up, you’re constantly hot and 
irritated, and working with people who 
could expose you to COVID-19. 

We’ve had to relearn a lot of the 
basic things we used to do.

For instance the way we intubate 
or put tubes down people’s throats has 

completely changed to minimise the 
risk of exposure to the health workers 
involved.

Have you had COVID cases at the 
hospital?

The most at one time we have had 
was two patients intubated in ICU 
going back to June. In the main peak 
of the disease in NSW we would have 
a couple in our department at any one 
time. We were very lucky that we 
didn’t reach the tipping point where 
we’d have to make bigger changes in 
how we ran the hospital.

Have there been any concerns about 
PPE?

There’s really limited transparency on 
how much PPE there actually is. 

At our hospital we get a weekly 
update from the executives, and 
they say that the stock level is good. 
Hearing that is relieving, but there 
have been times when we have run 
out of certain masks and equipment, 
or masks have been found to be not 
appropriate, where a couple of weeks 
down the track they are pulled out of 
use because they’re not sufficient to 
protect people. 

We’re been lucky in NSW that 
our PPE stocks haven’t been put to 
the test.

There are also concerns at lots of 
hospitals that everyone should be fit 

tested for masks, so that the masks 
are the right size for them. That hasn’t 
happened at our hospital which means 
that if you’re wearing equipment 
you’re not really sure if it’s the right 
size for you or not. 

We’re waiting for that to be rolled 
around to our hospital but it’s been a 
long time in coming.

What do you think of the NSW 
government’s decision to effectively 
cut wages by withholding nurses’ 2.5 
per cent pay increase this year?

Lots of colleagues just felt so disre-
spected and de-valued.

There’s a real injustice in taking 
nurses’ salaries away when we’ve 
proven in this pandemic that what’s 
really essential is healthcare, schools 
and teachers, and essential workers 
like cleaning staff and people making 
food. 

Nurses are wondering why govern-
ments can afford to give tax cuts to the 
ultra-rich and they don’t look after and 
protect the people who are working to 
make sure our society and our com-
munities are kept safe. 

It’s been a real slap in the face. In 
the health system we were on the front 
line, and looking after the community, 
because we care. 

Having the government say, we 
don’t think you deserve your yearly 
pay-rise to keep up with inflation, just 
feels like your work is not valued.

Top: Nurses protest 
the wage freeze in 
NSW.
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Protester facing jail under COVID rules after police 
attack anti-cuts rallies at Sydney Uni
By James Supple

STUDENTS AND staff are protesting 
against plans for massive jobs cuts 
at the University of Sydney—only to 
face a draconian and hypocritical po-
lice operation to disrupt and disperse 
them.

On 16 September, activists organ-
ised 18 decentralised gatherings of 
less than 19 people, at separate loca-
tions across the university campus, 
to ensure that each gathering was in 
line with the NSW COVID-19 public 
health laws that limit outdoor gather-
ings to just 20 people. In total over 
200 students and staff joined protests 
on the day.

But over 100 police, includ-
ing several horses and riot vehicles, 
swarmed onto the campus—ludicrous-
ly claiming that because each separate 
group was protesting job cuts, this 
constituted a common purpose and 
therefore was a gathering exceeding 
20 people.

Nine protesters received fines, 
totalling almost $10,000. And in a 
major escalation of police attacks on 
the right to protest, Solidarity member 
Adam Adelpour was arrested and 
charged—the first time someone has 
been charged under the COVID-19 
restrictions for protesting. He now 
faces the prospect of an $11,000 fine 
or six months’ jail

The following week, after another 
decentralised protest, 150 students 
marched onto City Rd, before police 
again issued a number of fines. 

Plans for job cuts of up to 30 per 
cent across the university emerged 
several weeks ago. Vice-Chancellor 
Michael Spence has claimed CO-
VID-19 has led to a drastic loss of 
revenue. Yet in a financial update this 
week he revealed that the university 
is now expecting a budget surplus 
this year, due to increased domestic 
enrolments.

Now, the university is trying to 
justify plans for cuts by citing projec-
tions for revenue losses over the next 
few years. But it is clear that many 
of the restructures and sackings that 
it wants to push through have been 
planned for some time.

Sydney University has become a 
flashpoint for the right to protest in 
recent weeks. Adam told Solidarity, 
“The police crackdown was absolutely 
ridiculous, an escalation of their re-

sponse and of the attack on the right to 
protest, both in their willingness to ag-
gressively disperse groups that are less 
than 20 and in terms of charging me 
for allegedly breaching the COVID-19 
health orders.

“There were less than 20 in my 
group, and everyone except for me and 
one other student had dispersed. I saw 
a number of police surrounding one 
female student with a homemade sign, 
who was obviously distressed about 
what was happening. I was watching 
to make sure she was ok, and then the 
police came and arrested me.

“In that process another officer 
came over and said ‘charge that one’. 
They targeted me because they knew 
who I was.”

Adam had been fined at the earlier 
university protest on 28 August, and 
was identified by police as an organ-
iser.

“I was in custody at the Newtown 
police station from around 1.30pm 
that day until 7am the next morning.

“When I got to the police station, 
they made it clear they wanted to treat 
me harshly around my bail conditions, 
telling me that, ‘you’re not going to be 
able to go anywhere, you’re not going 
to be able to leave your house, we’re 
going to stop you protesting again’. 
They said part of my bail conditions 
would include a curfew.

“The police also obstructed me 
from speaking to lawyers. At one 
point I heard them telling a lawyer I 
was asleep to prevent me talking to 
them, after I had recently asked to 

speak to the lawyer from my cell.”
“I refused to sign the ridiculous 

bail conditions. The police told me 
the magistrate would give me even 
harsher bail conditions in the morn-
ing. The final bail conditions were 
minimal, simply that I have to reside 
at my address and not reoffend. That 
was a result of pressure from lawyers 
and refusing to sign.

Intimidation failed
However, despite the repression, the 
action was a step forward for the 
campaign.

“They dispersed the previous rally 
in order to intimidate people and dis-
courage them from protesting,” Adam 
said, “That backfired. These actions 
were bigger, had a wider representa-
tion of staff and students and showed 
that the intimidation had failed. There 
were students and staff in lab-coats 
from medical science, department 
groups from philosophy to Govern-
ment and International Relations, to 
history, linguistics and many others.”

“The growth of the protest actions 
since the last one showed the cuts 
can be stopped. To do that it will take 
further action, but the attack by police 
will only attract more interest in the 
campaign.

“There’s been too many messages 
to count expressing solidarity after 
my arrest. Student and staff action can 
counter the intimidation, along with a 
collective willingness to confront the 
attacks on students, staff, workers, and 
the right to protest.
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Morrison’s belligerence behind escalating Cold War with China

By Tom Orsag

THE MORRISON government’s bel-
ligerence against China has produced 
an escalating dispute. China has now 
imposed tariffs and bans on Australian 
exports of barley (worth $600 million 
a year), beef, and launched an investi-
gation into wine.

China was taking 30 per cent of 
Australia’s farm exports before the 
measures.

Then in September the last two 
journalists for Australian news outlets 
in China, Bill Birtles and Mike Smith, 
were forced to leave the country. 

The tensions are the result of the 
Australian government’s enthusiastic 
backing for the US’s Cold War against 
China.

According to the mainstream me-
dia, China’s actions are high-handed 
bullying by an authoritarian power. 
But the Australian government’s bel-
ligerence is barely mentioned.

China was angered by Morrison’s 
push for an international inquiry into 
the outbreak of COVID-19, includ-
ing China’s handling of it, demanding 
“weapons inspector” powers and the 
inquiry’s separation from the World 
Health Organisation (WHO). In the 
end after much diplomatic back and 
forwards, it was agreed that the WHO 
will run the inquiry. 

ASIO secretly raided four Chinese 
journalists in June, and two Chinese 
academics were banned from Australia 
in August.

Treasurer Josh Frydenberg weighed 
in with a ban, in August, on a Chi-
nese company buying Lion Dairy and 
Drinks for $600 million, saying the sale 
was not in the “national interest”.  

Australia has effectively frozen 
out Chinese telco Huawei on the basis 
that a Chinese company having access 
to “critical infrastructure” like phones 
and computers was not in the “national 
interest”. But where do milk, butter, 
cheese and yoghurt fit into the risk 
matrix?

Even on trade, Australia has 
applied double standards, impos-
ing “draconian steel, aluminium and 
chemical duties” on Chinese imports, 
and gaining the, “inglorious status as 
one of the world’s largest users of anti-
dumping measures at the World Trade 
Organisation”, Angus Grigg wrote in 
the Financial Review. 

Morrison is also proposing a new 
law allowing the Federal government 
to cancel any international trade deal 

done by State Premiers. This is aimed 
at deals with China, such as Victoria’s 
decision to sign up to its Belt and 
Road Initiative.

Even Colin Barnett, former Liberal 
Premier of WA, opposed Morrison’s 
meddling, arguing states have been do-
ing similar overseas deals for years and 
overriding them would be damaging. 

Indeed, in June iron ore from WA 
accounted for fully 46 per cent of 
Australia’s export earnings. Neither 
Australia nor China has wanted to tin-
ker with trade bans on that. Australian 
yearly earnings in iron ore total $63 
billion. So BHP, Fortescue and Rio 
Tinto profits remain sky high.

Australian imperialism
In late May Paul Bongiorno wrote 
in The Saturday Paper comparing 
the Cold War with Russia to today’s 
new emerging one with China, “The 
Soviet Union was never a powerful 
actor in the economies of the West, let 
alone Australia. It makes it so much 
more complicated trying to advance 
our economic security and strategic 
security at the same time.”

While Morrison’s anti-China 
trajectory may well be costly for 
sections of the Australian ruling class 
and certain industries, the government 
is prepared to accept this.

China looms large on both the 
Australian and US governments’ ho-
rizon since its economic power could 
outstrip the US, and at some point its 
military power as well.  

Since the fall of the Russian 
empire, in 1989-91, the US’s strategic 
objective has been, in the words of a 
1992 Pentagon document, “to prevent 
the re-emergence… of any potential 

future global competitor.”
But given Morrison’s continuous 

anti-China policy, Foreign Minister 
Marise Payne’s visit to Washington in 
July for AUSMIN talks was interest-
ing to watch.

The Australian reported that 
the meeting had established a new, 
“top-secret defence co-operation 
framework to counter Chinese military 
aggression”.

Yet Payne pointedly distanced her-
self from US Secretary of State Mike 
Pompeo’s diatribe against the Chinese 
Communist Party at a press confer-
ence, declaring,

“The secretary’s positions are his 
own... we make our own decisions, 
our own judgments in the Australian 
national interests.”

Payne’s support for US was nu-
anced. It doesn’t fit into Australian left 
nationalist narrative of Australia being 
a US puppet.  In no way were they— 
“All the way with Donald J.”

Australia has own separate eco-
nomic interests and will pursue its 
own policies. Australia’s rulers are 
committed to the US alliance for their 
own reasons, in order to project Aus-
tralian power in the south Pacific.

The government is also seeking 
other alliances against China, includ-
ing “the Quad” between Australia, 
India, Japan and the US.

Morrison’s moves against China 
are a result of the imperialist com-
petition that is built into capital-
ism. That rivalry threatens workers 
everywhere—American, Chinese and 
Australian—with destruction. Protect-
ing ourselves from the threat of war 
starts with getting rid of Australian 
war mongering rulers like Morrison.
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Race for a vaccine fuels imperialist power play

INTERNATIONAL

By Ruby Wawn

ACROSS THE globe a race is on to 
develop a vaccine for COVID-19, 
with the major powers scrambling to 
ensure supply to get their economies 
back on track. 

The Morrison Government has 
signed a deal for an undisclosed sum 
with UK-based drug company Astra-
Zeneca in order to secure the vaccine 
being developed at Oxford University. 

On average it takes ten years to 
develop a vaccine. After promising 
results in the lab, a vaccine must pass 
three separate phases of trials in order 
to gain government approval. 

Phase three testing requires 
vaccination of thousands or tens of 
thousands of people to observe results 
on a large scale, and to ensure the vac-
cine is safe.

Governments around the world 
are doing everything in their power 
to speed up the process. The US has 
committed $10 billion to a handful of 
pharmaceutical companies includ-
ing Pfizer, Johnson & Johnson and 
AstraZeneca, as part of what it calls 
Operation Warp Speed. 

With more than 5.1 million people 
in the US infected, Trump even said 
he expected a vaccine to be ready 
before the US election in November. 
But his health officials say that, while 
the first doses might be ready by the 
end of the year, the hundreds of mil-
lions required will not arrive until the 
middle of next year.

And it’s unclear how the vac-
cine will be distributed in America’s 
unaffordable health system. While 
the Department of Health and Human 
Services says the vaccine will be 
given for free and the Federal Govern-
ment has said it will cover the cost 
of delivery, health-care providers can 
still charge to administer the vaccine. 

Vaccine wars
In China, frontline workers, including 
health workers and border officials, 
have already been receiving an unap-
proved COVID-19 vaccine since July. 

For China, developing a vaccine 
is a diplomatic tool as it struggles for 
influence with the US. The Chinese 
Government has already indicated 
that it will prioritise countries from 
the Mekong region when it begins 
international vaccine production. 
China’s President Xi Jinping also 
told an African nations summit they 
would be the first to benefit from a 

Chinese-developed vaccine, while the 
government announced in July a $1 
billion loan to support Latin American 
countries’ access. 

Russia has already registered its 
Sputnik V vaccine for mass produc-
tion ahead of the phase three large-
scale safety trials needed to ensure it 
is both safe and effective. 

With the vaccine rolling out across 
Russia, and Putin’s daughter reported-
ly already inoculated, Moscow is now 
preparing to send its vaccine abroad. 

The Russian Direct Investment 
Fund (RDIF) has reached a deal with 
an Indian pharmaceutical company for 
100 million doses. India is the second 
country to reach more than five mil-
lion COVID-19 cases. 

The RDIF has already signed deals 
with Kazakhstan, Brazil, Mexico and 
Saudi Arabia. 

There are serious dangers in 
releasing an untested vaccine. It could 
harm otherwise healthy people who 
never get the virus. And some vac-
cines have actually produced worse 
illness in anyone who does get in-
fected. But the stakes are so high that 
Russia and China are taking the risk.

Vaccines that work will be a 
bargaining tool with weaker states 
who can’t afford to bankroll vaccine 
development.

And with so much being spent on 
vaccine development, big pharma can 
also expect to cash in big. 

From the $500 price hike for an 
EpiPen to US patients with diabetes 
paying on average $360 per month 
for insulin, companies such as Pfizer 

and Johnson & Johnson are known for 
putting profit over health. And with 
nearly 120 COVID-19 vaccines in 
development across the globe, control 
of patents, intellectual property and 
pricing gives the big players a chance 
to secure serious returns. 

International health bodies, such 
as the Coalition for Epidemic Pre-
paredness Innovations and the World 
Health Organisation, have proposed 
agreements to ensure that no one 
company owns the vaccine intellectual 
property rights. But the pharmaceuti-
cal giants and the governments back-
ing them will not agree to this. 

Some companies, such as Johnson 
& Johnson and GlaxoSmithKline, 
have pledged to initially sell the vac-
cine at cost. 

But this is likely to cover only ini-
tial inoculations will only be offered 
to frontline workers such as health 
care workers and those most at risk, 
such as the elderly. 

To achieve herd immunity, we will 
need at least one to two billion doses 
globally—and you can count on big 
pharma to expect to profit from that. 
Along with booster shots, govern-
ments will also need to stockpile vac-
cines in the event of another outbreak. 

COVID-19 is a global pandemic 
that doesn’t discriminate across 
borders. There can be no room for 
vaccine nationalism in the race to 
inoculate the globe. 

Any vaccine developed must be 
provided free and universally other-
wise those who need it most will miss 
out. 

Above: Samples of 
Russia’s COVID-19 
vaccine, released for 
use without proper 
testing
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END OF TRUMP WON’T 
FIX UNRAVELLING 
AMERICA
Trump has fed the polarisation of US society, but neither he nor Joe Biden have a solution 
to the multiple crises facing America, writes David Glanz

FEATURES

THE PROSPECT of Donald Trump 
winning re-election is a nightmare 
for billions around the world. The 
US election on 3 November will be 
watched with fear and anticipation.

Trump says COVID-19 will just 
go away and that the world will soon 
be getting cooler, while more than 
200,000 Americans have died from 
the virus and massive bushfires rage 
across the West Coast.

He routinely calls Black Lives 
Matter protesters, domestic terrorists. 
When he visited Kenosha, Wisconsin, 
where police put seven bullets into the 
back of a Black man, Jacob Blake, he 
met only police and white business 
owners.

While, like right-wing leaders 
everywhere, he reluctantly agreed to 
pump huge sums into the economy to 
save capitalism, unemployment in the 
US is still running at more than 10 per 
cent, with a million a month signing 
on for welfare payments.

Trump is unwilling to tackle the 
quadruple crises facing the US—CO-
VID-19, climate change, systemic 
racism and poverty. 

On the face of things, his Demo-
crat competitor, Joe Biden, should 
romp home. In mid-September he 
was leading by 6.6 per cent averaged 
across all polls nationally.

But commentators warn that 
Trump’s chances should not be written 
off. He has a number of factors in his 
favour.

First is that the presidential elec-
tion is not decided by which candi-
dates gets most votes—if it were, 
Hillary Clinton would be President 
today, having won a majority of the 
popular vote in 2016. 

Instead, voters in each state elect 
representatives to the Electoral Col-
lege, which in turn elects the Presi-
dent.

So if Biden polls heavily in safe 

Democratic states like California 
or New York, he gets no advantage. 
Instead the election is decided by 
a handful of swing states. In 2016, 
Trump gained the White House 
by winning states long held by the 
Democrats—Michigan, Pennsylvania 
and Wisconsin—by a total of just 
77,774 votes.

Today, the polls show Biden ahead 
in those three states but with a smaller 
lead of around 4 per cent. In another 
swing state, Florida, his advantage has 
shrunk to just 2 per cent. This means 
Trump is still within striking distance.

Second is that Trump is an oaf but 
not the idiot he’s often assumed to 
be. He has staked out a clear agenda 
based on big tax cuts for the wealthy, 
economic nationalism and the “on-
shoring” of strategic industries. His 
main fire is concentrated on China. 

The US establishment magazine 
Foreign Affairs reported: “The Trump 
administration directed the Federal 
Retirement Thrift Investment Board, 
which manages hundreds of billions 
of dollars in government retirement 
savings, to halt investments in Chi-
nese companies. 

“It also prevented the Chinese 
telecommunications manufacturer 
Huawei from using US technology 
to design or produce semiconductor 
chips. And after China imposed new 
national security laws on Hong Kong, 
Trump announced that he would 
revoke the territory’s special trade 
privileges.”

This agenda is popular among 
those sections of the ruling class 
focused on the US’s large domestic 
market, among workers threatened by 
free trade deals and among Trump’s 
white nationalist base.

The Democrats can only quibble 
at the edges, given they endorse the 
anti-China agenda. As Foreign Af-
fairs said: “[All of] Washington has 

become obsessed with ‘decoupling’—
the notion that the United States and 
China should sever the complex sup-
ply chains that bind them together.”

Third is that Trump’s sexist and 
racist behaviour is a positive among 
many of his supporters (less so among 
evangelicals, who tolerate him be-
cause he selects anti-abortion judges). 
Like Bolsonaro in Brazil and Duterte 
in the Philippines, Trump demon-
strates that he is not a conventional 
politician by breaking the rules of elite 
society.

The slogan is Pauline Hanson’s 
but Trump binds supporters to him by 
signalling: “I’ve got the guts to say 
what you’re thinking.” He has given 
succour to the far right again and 
again, in the process becoming a cult 
star to racists around the world.

So after Nazis marched in 2017 in 
Charlottesville and an anti-fascist was 
killed, Trump declared that there were 
“very fine people on both sides”. He 
has called Black Lives Matter a sym-
bol of hate. After the Kenosha shoot-
ing, he defended Kyle Rittenhouse, 
the white teenager who shot dead two 
anti-racist protesters.

Democratic betrayals
The fourth factor helping Trump is 
the Democrats themselves. As in 
2016, they have selected a cautious, 
mainstream politician in the name of 
“electability”. 

But Biden has a poor track re-
cord—opposing busing Black students 
to integrate schools, voting for the 
Iraq War and supporting Obama’s 
enormous handouts to Wall Street. 

He turns 78 just weeks after the 
election and sometimes seems to lose 
focus.

The result is that while 42 per cent 
of Trump supporters describe them-
selves as excited about the election, 
only 31 per cent of Biden supporters 

Trump’s 
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say the same. The US does not have 
compulsory voting and mobilisation 
will be a key factor in the result.

Many people think Trump won in 
2016 because racist workers flocked 
to his “build the wall” agenda. Yet the 
number of Democrat workers who 
switched to Trump (having voted for 
a Black President in 2008 and 2012) 
was less significant than the number 
who didn’t vote at all. Almost two 
million Black voters for Obama in 
2012 did not come out for Hillary 
Clinton.

In Michigan, the Democrat vote 
collapsed by 300,000 from 2012 while 
the vote for Trump was just 165,000 
higher. Trump won Wisconsin with 
fewer votes than the Republican 
candidate received in 2012, as the 
Democrat vote fell by 238,000.

Some Democrat voters were taken 
off the electoral rolls by racist and 
anti-working class changes to voting 
laws. 

But the main reason for the col-
lapsing vote was the record of eight 
years of Obama and Biden—an 
epidemic of police killings of Black 
Americans, widespread deportation 
of non-authorised migrants, topped 
off by a massive bailout for the banks 
during the Global Financial Crisis. 
Offered a “Wall Street” candidate in 
Clinton, many Democrats abstained.

Joe Biden
Is Biden facing the same fate as 
Clinton? His biggest asset is that he is 
not Trump. Millions will vote for him 
because he is the “lesser evil”. 

Nine News correspondent Mat-
thew Knott reported: “At the last elec-
tion, Trump won a strong majority of 
votes from so-called ‘double haters’: 
the voters who disliked both candi-
dates. This time around, polls suggest 
the ‘double haters’ are strongly sup-
porting Biden.”

Biden is no radical. He rejects 
“Medicare for all” despite it being 
supported by 55 per cent of voters. 
He is opposed to calls to defund the 
police, saying police should get more 
funding and be trained to shoot BLM 
protesters in the legs. He is a strong 
supporter of Israel and critic of the 
boycott, divestment, sanctions (BDS) 
campaign.

He opposes the decriminalisation 
of border crossings from Mexico, 
saying it is unfair to those around the 
world who have to “wait in line” to 
enter the US. 

Eight women claim that Biden 
either touched them inappropriately or 
violated their personal space. 

The central problem is that Biden, 

as the “lesser evil”, will be under the 
same pressures as Trump to revive the 
US economy. The Democrats are as 
committed to US capitalism as the Re-
publicans. Putting profits first means 
Biden will not deliver on the four 
crises ravaging American society. 

In 2018, he declared: “I don’t 
think 500 billionaires are the reason 
why we’re in trouble. The folks at the 
top aren’t bad guys.”

He works happily with corporate 
sponsors, taking more money from 
the health care and pharmaceutical 
industries than his Democratic rivals 
for the nomination.

Biden helped President Bill 
Clinton write a “three strike” law in 
1994 that made prison compulsory 
on a third offence, however minor. 
He boasted that “the liberal wing of 
the Democratic Party” was now for 
60 new death penalties, 70 enhanced 
penalties, 100,000 cops and 125,000 
new state prison cells.

Under Obama and Biden, there 
were ten times more air strikes in the 
Middle East than under their predeces-
sor, George W. Bush.

Most progressive Americans will 
grit their teeth and vote for Biden. 
Bernie Sanders has instructed all his 
supporters to do so. 

More than 60 veterans of the 
leading New Left organisation of the 
1960s, Students for a Democratic So-
ciety, signed an open letter calling on 
young activists to get behind Biden.

But it would be a tragedy if Sand-

ers’ supporters were sucked into the 
Democrats’ electoral machine. While 
many on the left agree there needs to 
be a break from the Democrats, the 
date is always over the horizon.

Instead, the priority should be 
building movements of resistance in 
the streets and workplaces.

BLM supporters took part in more 
than 4700 demonstrations across 2500 
towns and cities. The New York Times 
estimated that 15-26 million people 
participated, making it the largest 
movement in US history. 

The protesters pushed US society 
to the left. At the height of the rallies, 
more than 60 per cent of Ameri-
cans agreed that Black people faced 
discrimination and almost 40 per cent 
disapproved of the police.

There has been a pick-up in indus-
trial action, too. The Payday Report 
site recorded 1000 strikes between 1 
March and 4 September. 

Many are fuelled by the COVID 
crisis. “No essential worker should 
be making poverty wages, plain and 
simple,” said one Florida striker, 
60-year-old Black McDonalds worker 
Gail Rogers. 

We will all cheer a Trump defeat. 
But whoever wins in November, it will 
be the struggle from below that will 
decide whether it’s bosses or work-
ers who pay the price for the US’s 
multiple crises.

And it will be the struggle that 
will be central to rebuilding a fighting 
American left.

Above: The 
Democrats 
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Donald Trump
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Calls for a Green New Deal have become more urgent with the pandemic-induced recession. 
But class struggle was key to forcing Roosevelt’s New Deal, writes Lachlan Marshall

THE 1930s NEW DEAL—
LESSONS FOR TODAY
IN THE face of the worst economic 
crisis since the 1930s, the example 
of Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s New 
Deal is being touted as a possible 
solution.

The New Deal was a series of poli-
cies designed to revive US capitalism 
through reform of the finance sector, 
public works programs, unemploy-
ment relief, and support to business.

Progressive Democrats like 
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez and Bernie 
Sanders have called for a Green New 
Deal, as have the Australian Greens, to 
tackle both the climate and inequality 
crises. In the UK even Boris Johnson 
has described his promise of increased 
spending on infrastructure as a “New 
Deal”.

Government spending to create 
jobs will be needed on a large scale to 
address the economic crisis triggered 
by COVID-19.

But there are a lot of myths about 
the New Deal that miss some impor-
tant lessons. The scale of the eco-
nomic devastation alone didn’t prompt 
Roosevelt to introduce programs to 
benefit working class Americans.

It was just as much a response to 
an explosion in class struggle, offering 
reforms in order to “obviate revolu-
tion”, as Roosevelt (FDR) put it.

Depression
Prior to his election in 1932 FDR 
showed little sign of wanting to bring 
serious change. He was a fiscal con-
servative.

In the election campaign Roos-
evelt sent mixed messages, at times 
condemning the rich and calling for a 
reduction in poverty, at others criticis-
ing President Hoover for spending too 
extravagantly.

Roosevelt’s actual policies differed 
little from Hoover’s. He won because 
Hoover had presided over the begin-
ning of the Depression and was seen 
as ruling for the rich. Hoover opposed 
unemployment relief for the poor, but 
spent millions bailing out business.

Hoover’s fate was sealed when he 

ordered the army to violently clear out 
unemployed First World War veterans 
protesting for bonus payments in 
Washington. 

When Roosevelt took office in 
1933 one of his first acts was intro-
ducing the Economy Bill, an austerity 
program which slashed public sector 
pay and veterans’ benefits. 

During the Depression the US 
economy shrank by a third, wages 
dropped by 60 per cent and 13 mil-
lion were unemployed. Hundreds of 
thousands of homes were repossessed, 
rendering millions homeless. Thou-
sands in the richest country on earth 
starved to death.

Bitterness and anger began to 
explode. Unemployed workers led 
by the Communist Party defended 
tenants against eviction across the 
country. There were strikes and food 
riots that led to deadly clashes with 
state and private police.

Roosevelt was forced to acknowl-
edge that unless the government 
acted to relieve workers’ desperation, 
capitalism was at serious risk.

In May 1933 Roosevelt estab-
lished the Federal Emergency Relief 
Administration, to put millions to 
work building roads, bridges, sewage 
systems, hospitals and schools, as 
well as funding arts and cultural pro-
grams. FDR also introduced unem-
ployment payments.

A key piece of New Deal legisla-
tion was the National Industrial Re-
covery Act, introduced in June 1933. 
It facilitated the creation of enor-
mous cartels, exempt from anti-trust 
legislation, with the aim of boosting 
corporate profits.

But one part of it—Section 7a—
gave an enormous boost to the work-
ing class. It said simply, “employees 
shall have the right to organise and 
bargain collectively through represen-
tatives of their own choosing.”

This was only intended to be a 
token concession (and Roosevelt 
opposed its inclusion). But, as the 
American Federation of Labor re-

ported, it sparked, “a virtual uprising 
of workers for union membership.” 
Many believed that their right to join a 
union had been guaranteed.

Union fightback
The United States had been a deeply 
hostile environment for unionists. 
Workers faced the combined might of 
police, military and private company 
police hired to spy on and in some 
cases murder labour activists.

This resulted in union membership 
dropping to 9.3 per cent in 1929. The 
“open shop”, or non-union workplace, 
seemed unassailable.

The national union federation, 
the American Federation of Labour 
(AFL), refused to organise unskilled 
workers and supported racial segrega-
tion. It proved incapable of using the 
surge towards the unions to extend 
union influence.

But in 1934 three explosive 
strikes, all led by the radical left, 
turned the tide for the working class.

The Auto-Lite strike in Toledo 
won union recognition and wage rises 
following thousands-strong pickets 
and pitched battles with the National 
Guard. AFL leaders advised strikers to 
put their trust in the government. But 
with support from the American Work-
ers’ Party, militancy and organisation 
won the dispute.

Minneapolis was a notorious open 
shop city. A group of truck drivers 
(“teamsters”) set out to unionise the 
industry, led by a small Trotskyist 
group. 

Teamsters’ leader Daniel Tobin 
opposed the strike, and the governor, 
supposedly a friend of labour, declared 
martial law.

During their strike truck drivers 
had to form militias to defend them-
selves in pitched battles with company 
thugs and police—and won.

In San Francisco former Wob-
blies, supported by the Communist 
Party, began organising and led a 
strike on the docks. Solidarity strikes 
by truck drivers escalated into action 
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Above: The 1930s 
Depression saw up 
to 30 per cent of 
workers in the US 
unemployed

that forced union officials to sup-
port a general strike. The settlement 
saw dockers win union control of the 
waterfront.

There were key lessons from these 
strikes. Workers who listened to their 
union leaders and trusted Roosevelt to 
deliver for them were bitterly disap-
pointed. Without a sustained fight-
back, employers ignored the new laws 
with impunity.

Success only came through rank 
and file organisation and taking action 
independent of union officials.

The wave of struggle produced a 
split in the union bureaucracy, with 
the formation of the Congress of In-
dustrial Organisations (CIO), commit-
ted to using militancy to extend union 
organisation, but under the control of 
union officials.

Second New Deal
With his eyes on re-election in 1936, 
Roosevelt turned to the left and em-
barked on more far-reaching reform, 
in what became known as the “Second 
New Deal”.

The welfare measures intro-
duced by FDR compared poorly with 
those in Europe. They excluded vast 
swathes of workers, especially black 
workers. And the legacy of his admin-
istration’s decision not to introduce 
health insurance echoes on today.

These measures gained Roosevelt 
massive support from workers and 
unions, while the majority of the rul-
ing class condemned him.

In a 1936 speech Roosevelt 
famously said that the rich were, 
“unanimous in their hate for me—and 
I welcome their hatred.”

But Roosevelt resented the fact 
that the ruling class couldn’t recognise 
that he was trying to protect them. He 
defended his policies as being neces-
sary for the survival of capitalism, 
describing himself as, “the best friend 
the profit system ever had.” 

He warned that without reforms 
the US would face a growing wave of 
class struggle, like the factory occupa-
tions in France in May-June 1936.

In the 1936 election Roosevelt 
won 61 per cent of the vote, higher 
than in 1932.

Again, it took an escalation in 
class struggle to gain the benefits.

In 1936 workers in the Ohio rub-
ber industry pioneered a new tactic: 
occupying workplaces through the 
sit-down strike.

A key event in the sit-down 
movement was the victorious strike 
at General Motors in Flint, Michigan. 
GM was the biggest corporation in the 

world at the time, and had success-
fully resisted unionisation through a 
regime of terror by company spies and 
guards.

Police and company guards laid 
siege to the plant, but workers had 
prepared the factories like fortresses 
with metal sheets boarding up win-
dows, and used firehoses and other ob-
jects to repel the police. Mass pickets 
and provision of food for the strikers 
kept up morale inside the plant.

According to a Michigan Com-
munist Party leader, the strike won 
through a, “combination of an inside 
strike with an outside mass mobilisa-
tion.”

The victory at GM inspired other 
workers to use the new tactic.

Sit-down strikes mushroomed 
across the country. Workers in work-
places as diverse as restaurants, hotels, 
tobacco, transport, Woolworths and 
cinemas deployed the sit-down strike 
in early 1937.

Roosevelt didn’t support the 
strikes, preferring that workers leave 
the determination of their conditions 
to the government. 

When 18 workers fighting to orga-
nise the steel industry were massa-
cred by police and vigilantes in 1937 
Roosevelt declared “a plague on both 
your houses”.

With the election out of the way 
and Roosevelt confident that the 
economy was on a path to recovery, he 
saw it as the right time to balance the 
budget. Cuts to government spending 
triggered another sharp recession.

Mass layoffs ensued and after 
years of advance the American work-
ing class was forced onto the back 
foot.

The administration reintroduced 
some social programs and other spend-
ing, but unemployment remained at 17 
per cent in 1939. 

Lessons for today
Public spending on the scale of Roos-
evelt’s New Deal could start to address 
the combined crises of unemployment 
and climate change we face today. 
We need the government to create 
jobs in renewable energy and reverse 
privatisation to guarantee affordable 
electricity.

But would a modern-day New 
Deal return the economy to health? 
Government spending during reces-
sion does cushion the blow of eco-
nomic crises.

However, the US economy only 
returned to health when the demands 
of the Second World War created a 
new boom.

To build a society that provides 
for human and environmental need 
we need to break from the logic of 
capitalism.

The New Deal reinvented the 
Democrats as a home for progressives. 

Bernie Sanders is predicting that 
Joe Biden will be “the most progres-
sive president since FDR”. But in the 
1930s workers couldn’t rely on Roo-
sevelt. Today workers and anti-racists 
can’t rely on Biden or Kamala Harris.

A key lesson of the period is that 
progressive change and improvements 
to workers’ lives only come about as 
a result of mass grassroots resistance, 
above all strike action.

It’s these movements that offer 
hope for an exit from the converging 
crises of climate change, pandemic 
and economic collapse.
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SECOND WORLD WAR 
NO DEFENCE 
OF DEMOCRACY
The Second World War, which ended 75 years ago, saw the rulers of the Allies fighting for 
empire and world domination, not democracy or anti-fascism, writes James Supple

THE SECOND World War leaves a 
huge shadow even 75 years on. 

It is still widely viewed as a “good 
war” that was necessary to stop fas-
cism and military aggression. This 
contrasts with the widespread anti-war 
sentiment against the First World War, 
fought overtly between the European 
colonial powers in pursuit of empire, 
and more recent conflicts like the 
2003 Iraq War or Vietnam.

As a result almost every effort to 
justify war or militarism since has 
tried to claim the legacy of the con-
flict. When Liberal MP Andrew Hastie 
wanted to promote hardline policies 
against China last year, he compared 
Australian actions to the French fail-
ure against Nazi Germany. 

The horrors of Nazi Germany, as 
well as the supposed threat of Japa-
nese invasion in Australia, meant the 
war had a high level of public support. 

But the fundamental aims of the 
Allied governments in the war were 
nothing to do with democracy or hu-
man rights. The US, Britain and Rus-
sia all aimed at either taking control of 
a greater slice of the world, or holding 
onto their enormous existing colonial 
possessions.

In fact the war was the great-
est episode of barbarism in human 
history, claiming 50 million lives 
in direct combat alone. The world’s 
rulers threw every possible resource 
into manufacturing weapons of mass 
murder in a ruthless competition for 
power.

The war grew out of the economic 
calamity of the Great Depression. 
Industrial production collapsed by 
half in both the US and Germany, and 
unemployment reached almost 30 per 
cent in both countries. 

The response was protectionism, 
as the great powers threw up tariff 
walls designed to secure markets and 
save their economies. 

Britain created the “sterling block” 
across its vast empire, locking out 
imports from the other powers from an 
area accounting for one-third of world 
trade. 

France and the US, both possess-
ing large formal or informal empires 
following the outcome of the First 
World War, followed suit.

Germany, Japan and Italy’s were 
at an economic disadvantage, lacking 
large empires of their own. Yet their 
economies depended on access to raw 
materials beyond their borders. 

The German Major-General 
George Thomas argued in 1939 that 
the country depended on imports for 
95 per cent of its bauxite, 80 per cent 
of its rubber, 70 per cent of its tin, two 
thirds of its oil and zinc, 50 per cent 
of its lead and 10 to 20 per cent of its 
food. 

The Japanese homeland lacked 
the raw materials necessary to run an 
industrial economy. In 1930 it was 
importing 79 per cent of its oil and 85 
per cent of its iron and steel. 

As a result the three powers all 
saw military expansion as necessary 
for economic survival. 

This required a re-division of the 
world, and a challenge to the arrange-
ments resulting from the First World 
War.

The war therefore confirmed the 
Marxist theory of imperialism devel-
oped by the Russian revolutionaries 
Nikolai Bukharin and Lenin to explain 
the First World War. By the early 20th 
century, they argued, the major capital-
ist economies were dominated by large 
corporations that needed markets and 
raw materials well beyond the borders 
of their home countries. 

Economic growth and survival 
required the support of the state, and 
ultimately military force, to advance 
their interests.

Capitalism produced military 

competition and war between the great 
powers. 

War in Europe
Even before the Nazis came to power 
in 1933, there were ruling class voices 
arguing that Germany required control 
of the resources of Eastern and south-
eastern Europe. This had been one of 
its aims in the First World War, briefly 
realised through its seizure of huge 
swathes of Russian territory.

Hitler’s efforts at economic expan-
sion and re-armament, driven by a 
state investment program similar to 
the New Deal in the US, made this a 
necessity. The result was Germany’s 
seizure of first Austria and Czechoslo-
vakia, then part of Poland.

The British and French ruling 
classes appeased Hitler because they 
recognised that they would find it dif-
ficult to hold onto their gains from the 
First World War in a renewed conflict. 
But they were eventually forced to 
fight.

Even between the Allies, it was 
clear that the imperialist division the 
world was at stake rather than any 
desire for freedom or democracy. 

Britain’s share of world manu-
facturing had dropped below that of 
Germany and was only one-third that 
of the US. 

This meant it had difficulty fight-
ing Germany alone, let alone defend-
ing its imperial possessions in Asia 
from Japan as well. As a result Britain 
was dependent on US support.

But the US refused to enter the 
war for the first two years, until it was 
attacked directly at Pearl Harbour. In-
stead the US supplied military equip-
ment to Britain, demanding exacting 
conditions in return. 

Britain was forced to pay through 
handing over gold reserves and selling 
British-owned companies. When it 
could no longer afford to pay, it was 
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forced to allow US military bases in 
Newfoundland, Bermuda and five of 
its West Indian colonies. In exchange 
for further loans the US secured an 
end to Britain’s sterling block, which 
restricted US exports into its empire.

The Allies’ boasts about fighting 
for democracy were also starkly dis-
proven by Britain’s actions in  India. 
None of India’s 400 million people 
was consulted when Britain declared 
the colony at war. 

The Indian Congress Party, whose 
leaders included Gandhi and Nehru, 
offered support for the war effort if 
Britain would show its support for 
democracy though making India 
independent. 

But Churchill refused any serious 
negotiations. Instead Congress was 
declared illegal and its leaders jailed.

Strikes and uprisings across the 
country followed demanding inde-
pendence. The British open fire on the 
crowds with machine guns from the air.

As a consequence of the war, be-
tween 1.5 and 3.5 million Indians died 
in the Bengal famine of 1943. This 
was a direct result of the huge number 
of extra soldiers the country was 
expected to maintain. Yet Churchill 
sabotaged every effort to import extra 
grain to feed the population.

At a series of conferences towards 
the end of the war Churchill, Roo-
sevelt and Stalin carved up Europe 
between the three victorious powers: 
Britain, the US and Russia. 

At one notorious meeting 
Churchill drew up an agreement 
giving Britain control of Greece 
while Russia received Romania and 
Bulgaria and agreed to share control 
of Yugoslavia and Hungary. 

At the Yalta conference in Febru-
ary 1945 Stalin expressly rejected, 
“the bleating of the small powers that 
their rights were at risk”, and declared 
that, “the small must be ruled by the 
great”. 

This openly imperialist boast was 
later put into practice when Russia 
directly annexed the eastern part of 
Poland and turned the whole of East-
ern Europe into satellite states. 

The Pacific
Japan invaded Manchuria in northern 
China in 1931, seeing it as an eco-
nomic “lifeline” after the US imposed 
import controls following the Wall St 
crash, reducing Japanese exports by a 
quarter. 

But this brought it into conflict 
with the US, which wanted control of 
Chinese markets for itself.

To the south, supplies of oil, 
rubber and tin that Japan needed in 

Malaysia and Brunei were controlled 
by the European colonial powers.

The US eventually imposed a crip-
pling embargo on Japan, cutting off 
all trade including crucial supplies of 
oil, after Japan extended its invasion 
further into China and then sent troops 
into French Indochina.

This was designed to force Japan 
to either capitulate to the US, or 
declare war. As US Secretary of War 
Henry Stimson wrote, “The question 
was how we should manoeuvre them 
into the position of firing the first shot 
without allowing too much danger to 
ourselves.”

So the Japanese surprise attack on 
Pearl Harbour was not such a surprise 
to the US government. 

The essential issue between Japan 
and the US was who would control 
Asia and the Pacific.

Japan’s drive south brought the 
war to Australia’s doorstep. But there 
was never any prospect of Japan 
invading Australia. Such a plan was 
specifically rejected by the Japanese 
army.  

Australian Prime Minister John 
Curtin knew an invasion was impos-
sible by April 1942 after decoding 
Japanese cables, but kept the idea alive 
as a way of mobilising enthusiasm for 
the war.

Another method used in both 
Australia and the US was to depict the 
struggle against Japan as a race war. 
The Australian government organised 
an ABC radio series on “the Jap as he 
really is” that became known as “hate 
talks”. 

Australia’s commander-in-chief 

General Thomas Blamey was quoted 
in the New York Times as saying that, 
“fighting Japs is not like fighting nor-
mal human beings... Our troops have 
the right view of the Japs. They regard 
them as vermin.”

Curtin himself promoted the war 
as part of defending white Australia, 
claiming that, “From the day that 
Captain Arthur Philip landed here, un-
til today, this land has been governed 
by men and women of our race. We 
do not intend that that tradition should 
be destroyed”.

And far from human rights or 
democracy emerging at the end of 
the war, Australia, Britain and the US 
helped to restore European colonial 
rule over large parts of Asia. 

Australia itself would directly 
return as colonial administrator of 
Papua New Guinea, and the govern-
ment lobbied the US for control over 
then Dutch-controlled West Papua, 
the Solomon Islands, Vanuatu, New 
Caledonia and Fiji as well. 

Australian troops helped reim-
pose Dutch control in Indonesia and 
aided British colonial rule against 
independence fighters in Malaysia. 
Britain also reimposed French rule 
in Vietnam, with US and Russian 
acquiescence.

The Second World War was 
fundamentally an imperialist war, 
waged in pursuit of wealth and profit. 
Working class people were asked to 
sacrifice and die in the interests of our 
rulers. 

We should reject any attempt to 
use mythology about the war waged 75 
years ago to justify militarism today.

Above: Dead 
Japanese soldiers on 
Saipan Island, in the 
Marianas, after the 
American assault
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By Ian Rintoul

A PROPOSAL from the Refugee 
Council of Australia (RCOA) to a 
Parliamentary Committee to consider 
granting residency to 17,000 refugees 
on temporary visas in return for pick-
ing fruit has attracted support from 
across the political spectrum. 

Under RCOA’s proposal refugees 
would get residency after one year of 
working in the bush. Parliamentary 
committee members from Labor, 
Liberal and the Nationals have all 
indicated interest in the proposal to 
solve the COVID-created shortage of 
backpackers to pick this year’s crop of 
fruit and vegetables. 

Yet, astonishingly, although 
Labor’s policy is to abolish temporary 
protection visas (TPV) and the Safe 
Haven Enterprise Visa (SHEV), La-
bor’s committee member, Julian Hill, 
is reportedly in agreement with the 
Nationals’ Damien Drum, saying that 
the refugees should have to work for 
two years to get residency!

It is not just that Hill seems to be 
flouting Labor policy, there is a funda-
mental problem with the proposal. The 
Tamil Refugee Council has called it a 
“bonded labour scheme.”

The refugees are boat arrivals most 
of whom have been here for eight or 
nine years already. They have been 
found to be owed protection because 
of the persecution they have suffered 
in their home countries. It is already 
an abuse of their human rights that 
they are only granted temporary 
protection. 

Yet Labor’s Julian Hill backed up 
his support for the scheme, saying, “If 
they do the right thing by the country 

and prove their commitment then we 
should embrace them in return.”

Embrace them in return!? Refu-
gees don’t have to prove anything. 
They should be embraced because 
they need protection from persecu-
tion.

The working conditions in the 
bush are notorious. The Fair Work 
Ombudsman has just announced an 
investigation into the case of a young 
woman, sexually harassed in a fruit-
picking job and paid as little as $2.50 
an hour. 

The government reinstated its 
seasonal workers program in August 
to try to address the labour short-
ages in the agricultural industry. In 
September over 160 workers from 
Vanuatu were brought to the Northern 
Territory to work on farms after two 
week’s quarantine. 

Those seasonal workers are also 
treated as a reserve army of labour; 
they should also be given permanent 
residency.  

It is shocking that tens of thou-
sands of refugees in Australia are 
on temporary visas, with no right to 
family reunion, no right to study, and 
no right to travel. Thousands face 
destitution because they are denied 
JobKeeper and JobSeeker. 

But requiring refugees to work in 
rural areas for a year (or two) before 
granting residency only helps to 
legitimise the government’s anti-ref-
ugee policies and its discriminatory 
treatment of them. Refugees need 
permanent visas, nothing less. 

Mobile phone ban stalled
A massive mobilisation of refugee 
supporters across the country—with 
protests, petitions and lobbying—has 

stalled government moves to ban mo-
bile phones from detention centres. 

The Bill will give wider search 
and seizure powers to Border Force 
officers, as well as giving power to the 
Immigration Minister to prohibit cer-
tain items, like mobile phones, from 
immigration detention.

Although the Bill passed the 
House of Representatives, it was not 
put to the Senate in the September 
sitting.  

Parliament sits again in October. 
It will be Tasmanian Senator Jacqui 
Lambie’s vote that will determine 
whether or not the government can 
pass the legislation. 

Removing phones from people in 
immigration detention would cut off a 
lifeline to family and legal support as 
well as make it much easier for Border 
Force to maintain secrecy and prevent 
scrutiny of detention abuses. 

There has been no visiting allowed 
in immigration detention since March 
this year, and an SBS investigation 
showed that rates of self-harm are 
escalating. 

In Melbourne’s immigration 
detention centre, for example, between 
2016 and 2019 there was an average 
of 71.5 incidents a year. In the seven 
months of 2020, there have already 
been 99 incidents. 

In Melbourne, the Refugee Action 
Collective is holding a social interac-
tion, ‘rally in pairs’ event over 3 and 4 
October, outside the Mantra Hotel.

In Brisbane, a “Free the Refugees; 
Close Kangaroo Point” protest will be 
held on Saturday 10 October, 1pm, in 
Raymond Park, marching to the Kan-
garoo Point Hotel where 105 refugees 
brought from Manus and Nauru for 
medical treatment are still being held. 

Requiring 
refugees to 
work in rural 
areas to gain 
residency 
only helps to 
legitimise the 
government’s 
anti-refugee 
policies


