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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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This is it; this is the job for when I 
get the fuck out of this place. I don’t 
want to go to London, fuck that, I’m 
off to New York. I’ll get them to put 
one in New York, that’s where I’m 
off to. 
Former NSW Deputy Premier John 
Barilaro in 2019 to his chief of staff, 
allegedly, on his life after politics

As somebody who has helped plan 
coups d’etat, not here, but you know, 
other places. It takes a lot of work
John Bolton, neo-con and National 
Security Advisor to Donald Trump, on 
why Trump’s actions on 6 January last 
year weren’t really a coup attempt

We trust in Him. We don't trust 
in governments. We don't trust in 
United Nations, thank goodness 
Scott Morrison mixes religion and 
politics

You are putting all your eggs in one 
basket with untried technology
David Littleproud, the new leader of 
the National Party and Deputy Op-
position Leader, is still in denial about 
renewable energy

Australia is in the midst of an un-
precedented energy shock and our 
job as a generator and a retailer is to 
keep pumping power into the system 
to support our customer accounts, in-
cluding those who are doing it tough.
Energy Australia CEO Mark Brown-
field—not doing it so tough as power 
companies pump mega-profits from 
fossil fuels
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INSIDE THE $Y$TEM
Albanese pours 
more weapons 
into Ukraine
AUSTRALIA HAS now spent $388 
million on military aid to Ukraine 
since the war began in February. 
Labor’s Anthony Albanese an-
nounced the latest $100 million in 
military aid including the cost of 
another 14 armoured personnel car-
riers and 20 more “Bushmaster” ar-
moured cars, following his personal 
visit to the NATO summit. 

The Australian government 
is now the largest non-NATO 
contributor to the war, and has 
spent more than 30 countries who 
are NATO members. This is now 
a major operation in terms of 
military spending. In less than six 
months it has cost close to the $500 
million on average the Australian 
government spent to send troops 
to Afghanistan during the ten-year 
war alongside the US.

In comparison the government 
has allocated just $65 million to 
humanitarian assistance.

All up the US, NATO and other 
Western allies have pledged almost 
$150 billion in military and financial 
assistance for Ukraine so far, ac-
cording to the Devex development 
website’s tracking. This is 25 times 
what Ukraine spent on its military 
last year, and almost four times the 
government’s total budget in 2021.

Profits of climate 
criminals Santos and 
Woodside soaring

OIL AND gas companies Woodside 
and Santos are making a killing due to 
soaring global energy prices. Wood-
side’s revenue for the three months to 
the end of June was up 44 per cent to 
$3.4 billion. Santos’s revenue jumped 
85 per cent over the last six months, to 
a new record of $5.5 billion. Its chief 
Kevin Gallagher said both increased 
production and higher prices delivered 
the company’s record result.

Coal companies are swimming 
in cash too, with Whitehaven coal 
predicting a profit of $3 billion for the 
year, up from $200 million last year. 

These fossil fuel giants are profit-
ing from climate destruction. Yet 
the new Labor government is still 
declining to introduce even a windfall 
profits tax on them.

Survivors of 
domestic violence 
forced into poverty

GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS fail 
to assist women fleeing domestic 
violence, a new analysis by journal-
ist Anne Summers has found. 

Her new report “The choice: 
violence or poverty” is based on 
2016 Australian Bureau of Statistics 
surveys. 

They estimated that 275,000 
women suffered physical or sexual 
violence from their current partner. 
Around 15 per cent of these women 
had left their partners temporarily 
but been forced to return due to lack 
of money. 

In total 22 per cent of all women 
who had ever had a partner had 
experienced domestic violence, or 
1.625 million women.

Violence also emerged as one 
of the major reasons that women 
with children left their partner. Of 
the 311,000 women living as single 
mothers, 60 per cent had experi-
enced physical violence from a 
previous partner.

Half of them said government 
payments were their main source 
of income, even though 60 per cent 
had a job. 

Sixty per cent of them said they 
had experience cashflow problems 
or difficulties paying a bill in the 
last year, a far greater number than 
any other group.

Summers describes their situ-
ation as “policy-induced poverty”, 
as a result of government rules 
that force single mothers off the 
$880 a fortnight parenting payment 
onto just $691 a week JobSeeker 
payments as soon as their youngest 
child turns eight.

WOMEN’S RIGHTS activists have called for urgent reform 
of WA’s outdated abortion laws, with the overturning of Roe v 
Wade in the US producing renewed focus on the state of abor-
tion law in Australia.

Abortion law in WA still falls under the Criminal Code and 
is the most restrictive in the country. In every other state it has 
been “decriminalised” through removing it as an offence under 
the Crimes Act. 

The state only allows women the right to choose until 20 
weeks of pregnancy, compared to 24 week in Victoria and 22 
weeks in Queensland and NSW. After that abortion is only 
legal if two doctors out of an “ethics panel” of six agree that 
the fetus or pregnant person has a “severe medical condition” 
to justify it.

Health Minister Amber-Jade Sanderson has refused to 
commit to changing the legislation yet has admitted that the 
situation, “has provided hurdles for women accessing safe 
abortions… Women do fly interstate to access abortions past 
about 15 weeks. There’s two private providers and often their 
hours are limited.” 

Anyone seeking an abortion in WA must also undergo 
compulsory counselling on the medical risks from a second 
doctor not carrying out the procedure. Yet abortion is a routine 
medical procedure considered safer than pregnancy.

Anyone under the age of 16 must also have parental con-
sent to get an abortion.

While the procedure is regulated under the Health Act, 
it remains an offence under the Criminal Code where these 
provisions are not complied with. 

WA last changed the law in 1988, but concessions made at 
the time mean it now has the worst laws in the country.

Abortion still considered a 
crime in Western Australia

Australian bosses obscene salaries revealed
AUSTRALIAN CEOs  at the top 100 public companies raked in $9.15 million on average last year, up 
to a new high from $5.85 million the previous year. 

The two co-founders of Afterpay, Anthony Eisen and Nick Molnar, made record salaries of a com-
bined $264.2 million. The “buy now pay later” service has never made a profit but was bought out by 
US payments company Square in 2021 for $39 billion. Their pay packets were inflated by share entitle-
ments from the company.

Excluding the two, the average for CEO pay was still $5.84 million, or more than 60 times the aver-
age full-time wage. Other obscene salaries including $10.5 million for the head of BHP, Mike Henry, 
$11 million for Fortescue Metal’s CEO Elizabeth Gaines, and $59 million for Paul Perreault, CEO of 
CSL, producer of the Astra-Zeneca vaccine in Australia. Qantas CEO Alan Joyce was one of the few 
to miss out on a bonus, taking home a modest $1.98 million after sacking over 8500 workers since the 
start of the pandemic.
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EDITORIAL
Labor’s small target approach not enough 
to deal with climate or cost of living crisis
NEW PRIME Minister Anthony 
Albanese spent much of the last 
month overseas, reassuring the major 
imperialist powers that Labor is just 
as militaristic and aggressive towards 
China as Scott Morrison. 

Albanese’s first act was to attend 
the Quad meeting in Japan declaring 
“there has been a change of govern-
ment but Australia’s commitment to 
the Quad…will not change.” He went 
on to the NATO summit in Madrid as it 
declared China a threat to its “interests, 
security and values”.

He then joined the Pacific Islands 
Forum, anxious to disrupt China’s 
efforts to sign economic and security 
deals with the island states, welcoming 
the US’s pledge of a greater presence 
in the Pacific, saying “the message” to 
China was clear.

At home, the cost of living crisis 
is worsening as rising inflation means 
workers’ real wages are falling.

The Reserve Bank has now hiked 
interest rates by 1.25 per cent since 
May, with more increases expected, 
pushing up mortgage payments. On 1 
July default power prices increased by 
around 10 per cent in most states.

Instead of taking any action, the 
Labor government continually says that 
it can’t afford to do anything. Treasurer 
Jim Chalmers keeps telling us there 
isn’t an “endless source of money” 
while Labor is also using the debt left 
by the Coalition to justify spending 
austerity.

It increased aged care funding by 
just 1.7 per cent for the next year, far 
less than inflation. Aged care centres 
have to fund a 4.6 per cent wage rise 
for workers on award wages but are 
getting no help from Labor, despite 
their promises to fix aged care.

Despite Labor claims that no one 
will be left behind, Albanese was even 
refusing to extend pandemic leave 
payments for workers with no sick 
leave until an outcry from the union 
movement, doctors and health groups 
forced him to back down. But Labor 
has only extended the payments until 
30 September.

COVID cases are rising again and 
hospitals are at breaking point. But 
Labor is also refusing to restore the 
free rapid tests for pensioners and the 
unemployed. 

Chalmers says he will offer a grim 
assessment of Australia’s economy 
when parliament opens on 26 July. Yet 

Labor is pressing ahead with the third 
stage of the Coalition’s tax cuts, with 
the biggest benefits for those on over 
$200,000, at a cost of an eye-watering 
$15.7 billion in 2024. It is also commit-
ted to spending $179 billion on nuclear 
submarines, money that could boost 
funding for hospitals and aged care 
many times over. 

It has also ruled out a windfall prof-
its tax on the coal and gas companies 
that are making a killing as internation-
al prices soar. The Queensland Labor 
government has increased its royalties 
on coal companies. Albanese should do 
the same. 

Public sector workers in NSW are 
showing how to fight the cost of living 
increases. Teachers have taken three 
days of strike action since December, 
while nurses held a mass meeting at the 
end of June, voting to demand a 7 per 
cent pay rise and staffing ratios. Nurses 
in WA are also fighting for 5 per cent 
for each of the next three years.

If the union officials organised joint 
strike action, the NSW Liberal state 
government’s pay cap could be broken.

Climate targets
One of Labor’s priorities as parliament 
resumes is to legislate its climate target 
of 43 per cent emissions reduction by 
2030.

The latest floods around Sydney, 
the Hunter Valley and the Central Coast 
in July showed again the urgency of 
climate action. Some houses in NSW 
were flooded for the third time this 

year. Europe is experiencing extreme 
heat along with bushfires in France, 
Spain and Portugal. 

But Labor’s legislation is toothless 
and its target is nowhere near enough. 
It is even less than the Business Coun-
cil of Australia’s target of 50 per cent. 
And it is not enough to meet the safe 
limit on warming agreed at interna-
tional climate summits of 1.5 degrees. 
Labor needs a target of 75 per cent to 
be consistent with this, according to the 
Climate Council. 

Anthony Albanese talks about 
wanting to end the “climate wars”, but 
we need a real war on climate change.

Albanese is demanding that The 
Greens wave through his target in the 
Senate, insisting that he is not open to 
any discussion about increasing the 
target. 

Yet Labor is supporting new gas 
and coal mines. Labor’s Resources 
Minister Madeleine King has declared 
the government “absolutely” supports 
the WA Scarborough gas project that 
alone will add 7 per cent to Australia’s 
emissions by 2030. 

The International Energy Agency 
warned last year that no more coal or 
gas projects are possible if warming 
is going to be kept to 1.5 degrees, yet 
Australia has at least 114 new coal and 
gas projects in the planning stage.

The need for action is urgent. But 
that’s not going to come through parlia-
ment. It will be strikes and protests that 
can win the change we need on cost of 
living and the climate. 

Above: Students 
at the Climate 
Strike in Sydney 
in March

Public sector 
workers in 
NSW are 
showing how 
to fight the 
cost of living 
increases
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COVID

COVID surge exposes government failure on hospitals and aged care

By Daniel Bickle-Lazarow

A NEW surge in COVID cases over 
the last month has shown that the 
pandemic is far from over. Hospitali-
sations were approaching an all-time 
high nationwide of almost 5500 as we 
went to print, leading to a worrying 
shortage in hospital beds. 

The president of the Austra-
lian Medical Association, Dr Omar 
Khorshid, said the state of hospitals 
is, “The worst it has ever been … 
because we will have flu and COVID 
in every state and territory.

“And we haven’t actually fixed 
any of the problems, so there’s no 
extra capacity, there’s no extra staff. 
Nothing had been done to help the 
system to cope with this foreseeable 
increase in demand.”

Governments have failed to act 
even into the third year of the pan-
demic.

Yet instead of an outcry about 
increasing hospital staff or other mea-
sures, the media focus is on whether to 
re-introduce mask mandates. 

Almost 8000 of the just over 
10,000 deaths from COVID have 
come this year. The deaths are over-
whelmingly among older people, with 
over 60 per cent of those who have 
died over 80 and 85 per cent over 70.

Yet governments have still failed to 
properly staff aged care centres to cope. 
One third of centres are already battling 
an outbreak, with cases expected to 
increase further in coming weeks.

The Committee for Economic 
Development of Australia released a 
report detailing the continued deterio-
ration of aged care staffing since the 
royal commission. It found that the 
shortfall of workers in aged care is 
now 30,000 to 35,000, double that of a 
year ago. And 38 per cent of the total 
workforce plan to leave the sector in 
the next five years. 

Improving pay and conditions in 
aged care is the only way to attract 
more workers to the sector, particu-
larly given the high levels of inflation. 

But instead of learning from the 
devastation caused by the pandemic 
and preparing the healthcare system, 
the government is instead massively 
funding major military projects, such 
as the AUKUS nuclear submarine deal 
at a cost of $170 billion.

Vaccination
A third or fourth vaccine booster is 
one of the most effective ways to re-

duce deaths and serious illness, along 
with mask wearing. 

Figures from early July showed 
that three-quarters of the Victorians 
who have died this year had not had a 
third shot.

Far more needs to be done to 
encourage and promote vaccina-
tion. Only 71 per cent of the eligible 
population have received their third 
dose.

The booster rollout in aged care 
has also been far too slow. At the start 
of July only 65 per cent of aged care 
residents had been given their fourth 
shot, despite the fact they have been 
available for over-65s from the start 
of April. This has undoubtedly cost 
lives.

Greater access to antiviral medica-
tion also needs to be provided. Stud-
ies have shown that antiviral medica-
tion reduces hospitalisations by 30 
per cent. 

Anyone aged 70 or over, or those 
with at least two risk factors for 
severe disease and aged over 50, are 
now eligible. But many still don’t 
know the medication is available.

This is a major problem as an-
tivirals need to be taken within five 
days of the onset of symptoms to be 
effective. 

The requirement of a prescrip-
tion from a GP and the reluctance of 
pharmacies to stock them mean many 
people pass the five-day mark before 
they can get access, especially in 

regional areas where their GP may not 
be readily available. 

A text message to positive cases 
and easier access to the medicine 
would be easy to implement and 
would prevent hospitalisations. 

It is widely known that COVID 
is transmitted through the air over 
short and long distances primarily 
indoors, and that the most effective 
prevention is to create cross ventila-
tion with open windows. But in the 
coldest and hottest months of the year, 
opening windows can be impractical. 
Better ventilation systems can play 
an important role in reducing COVID 
transmission. 

Yet the government has done little 
to fund and install heating, ventila-
tion and air conditioning systems in 
schools and offices. 

This would prevent the spread of 
COVID in indoor spaces and improve 
air quality, which has many other 
health benefits. Good quality N95 
masks can also help slow transmis-
sion and should be free and widely 
available. 

COVID is not going away any 
time soon. We need to demand gov-
ernments act to provide the funding 
needed to allow hospitals and aged 
care to cope, and proactive measures 
to improve the take-up of vaccine 
boosters and antivirals. 

Our health is more important than 
their plans for budget austerity and 
cuts.

Above: Nurses at 
Blacktown hospital 
in Sydney protest 
inadequate and 
unsafe staffing

We need 
to demand 
governments 
act to provide 
the funding 
needed to 
allow hospitals 
and aged care 
to cope
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COST OF LIVING

Turn the inflation pain back on the bosses
By David Glanz

INFLATION IS turning basic food 
items into luxuries, pushing up prices 
across the board and eating into work-
ers’ living standards.

The current rate is 5.1 per cent but 
the Reserve Bank of Australia (RBA) 
expects it to rise to 7 per cent by the 
end of the year.

The bank has responded in clas-
sic capitalist style by hiking interest 
rates, aiming to slow the economy and 
reduce inflation at the cost of raising 
unemployment.

After holding its cash rate (the 
price at which it sells money to the 
retail banks) at 0.1 per cent from 
November 2020 to April 2022, the 
RBA has raised the rate to 1.35 per 
cent—and everyone expects that to go 
much higher.

That directly affects mortgages. 
While many established home-buyers 
have built up a buffer by paying more 
than the minimum, anyone who has 
recently bought a home at the top of 
the market with a huge mortgage is 
facing a world of pain.

If the cash rate hits the forecast 
3.35 per cent by November, someone 
with a $500,000 mortgage will have 
seen their monthly repayments rise by 
$909 in just seven months.

But many workers, including 
renters, are already struggling. Rents, 
petrol and house building costs have 
skyrocketed by much more than the 
official inflation rate. Food is much 
more expensive, too—particularly 
fruit and vegetables.

What’s to blame?
The classic establishment response to 
inflation is to blame “greedy workers” 
pushing up wages, in turn fuelling 
price rises.

But the ruling class is not pushing 
this argument with any great convic-
tion for one obvious reason: wages 
have been behind inflation for at least 
three years.

So when Sky News business edi-
tor Ross Greenwood calls for the gov-
ernment to act on wage expectations, 
he isn’t talking about past pay rises 
creating inflation but his prejudice 
that workers defending themselves 
might make things worse.

Even Treasurer Jim Chalmers said 
there was no credible forecast that 
suggested wages could keep up with 
inflation.

So if inflation isn’t being fuelled 
by workers’ pay rises, what is causing 
it?

A major factor has been the dis-
ruption to supply chains resulting from 
COVID and western sanctions on Rus-
sia. Raw materials, components, min-
erals and grains have been in shorter 
supply, driving up prices.

But another has been the way 
capitalists have taken advantage of the 
situation to raise prices to boost their 
profits. 

Dr Richard Denniss from the 
Australia Institute thinktank, told The 
Guardian: “Australia isn’t experienc-
ing a wage-price spiral, it’s at the 
beginning of a price-profit spiral.

“The national accounts show it is 
rising profits, not rising costs, that are 
driving Australia’s inflation. While 
workers are being asked to make 
sacrifices in the name of controlling 
inflation, the data makes clear that it 
is the corporate sector that needs to 
tighten its belt.”

The Trading Economics site 
reports that corporate profits in Austra-
lia surged by 10.2 per cent in the first 
quarter of 2022 compared to the previ-
ous quarter. 

“This was the fourth straight quar-
ter of increase in business profits, and 
the strongest growth since the second 
quarter of 2020.”

CEOs aren’t holding back. The av-
erage bonus alone paid to chief execu-
tives of the top 100 companies last year 

hit a new high at $2.31 million each.
And their pay packets are obscene. 

At Afterpay, the two CEOs shared 
$264 million, with other top bosses 
picking up huge salaries—CSL, $58.9 
million; Goodman, $37.1 million; 
Macquarie, $14.6 million; and Wool-
worths, $11.7 million.

Far from making further sacrifices, 
workers need to be taking the fight to 
the bosses for pay rises that at least 
match inflation and preferably go 
higher.

Too often, union officials are pre-
pared to talk about “fair pay rises” and 
settle for effective pay cuts. In Victo-
ria, teacher activists are campaigning 
for a fresh pay claim after officials 
earlier this year pushed through a deal 
offering a shameful 1.7 per cent a year, 
plus a 1 per cent bonus not built into 
permanent pay.

Public sector workers in NSW are 
right to demand that the Liberals’ pay 
cap of 3 per cent is scrapped. Mean-
while, teachers in the state’s religious 
and private schools are campaigning 
for a 10 to 15 per cent pay rise over 
two years.

Staff at the University of Sydney 
are demanding an above-inflation pay 
rise. Health workers stopped work in 
Perth over pay in the state with the 
lowest wage growth and the highest 
inflation rate in the country.

Inflation is a threat to every 
worker. It makes the need to fight, not 
sacrifice, ever more urgent.

Above: Public sector 
workers in Sydney 
striking for a pay 
rise in June

Capitalists 
have taken 
advantage of 
the situation 
to raise prices 
to boost their 
profits
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UNIONS

Teachers stage united strike against NSW LiberalsNSW TEACHERS have taken strike 
action for the third time in six months. 

About 20,000 teachers marched on 
NSW parliament during a combined 
state-wide strike of public school and 
Catholic school teachers on 30 June—
the first time in 26 years both unions 
have struck together.

It was a taste of the kind of action 
needed across the public sector to 
force NSW Liberal Premier Dominic 
Perrottet to act on the workloads and 
staffing crisis.

The strike saw 550 schools 
completely shut across the state with 
another 1000 seriously disrupted, ac-
cording to the Education Department. 
Teachers called on Perrottet to “scrap 
the cap” on pay of just 3 per cent a 
year, with inflation already at 5.1 per 
cent and climbing further.

Pay and conditions at public 
schools set the pace for those in the 
Catholic school system.

As the Independent Education 
Union’s Mark Northam explained, 
“That salary cap, even though it’s not 
applicable in a strict legal sense to our 
union ... captures us as well. In the 
negotiating room we have our hands 
shackled behind our back.”

The IEU is demanding a 10 to 15 
per cent pay rise over two years and 
the same pay for support staff as they 
receive in the government system.

The problems teachers face in the 
Catholic system mirror those in public 
schools. As Christine Wilkinson, who 
teaches at St. Joseph’s Catholic College 
in Gosford, explained, “Teachers are 
broken and drowning in a sea of ever-
increasing workloads—administrative 
tasks, including data collection, new 
computer systems, teacher accredita-
tion demands, reporting and marking.

“The casual teacher shortage is 
placing enormous pressure and stress 
on teachers who are being asked to 
take extra lessons on a daily basis, and 
to babysit students in overcrowded 
classrooms.”

Teachers Federation president 
Angelo Gavrielatos told the crowd 
that “new shocking figures tabled in 
parliament” showed the scale of the 
merged classes and minimal supervi-
sion when there was no teacher to take 
a class over the past 18 months.

“Hundreds of classes are com-
bined every day. Thousands of stu-
dents denied their learning.

He reinforced that “the teacher 
shortage cannot be fixed without fixing 
the salaries and the workload problem”.

But instead of escalating the strike 
action, the union is focused on getting 
a Labor government elected at the 
state election.

“If there is no agreement we will 
keep campaigning until next March, 
election day 2023,” Gavrielatos said.

This was repeated at the Teach-
ers Federation’s annual conference a 
few days after the strike. The major 
session on salaries and conditions 
passed an official recommendation 
for “a state election campaign plan” 
to include “media and advertising 
strategies … to ensure there is broad 
community understanding about what 
is at stake at the next election”.

While Gavrielatos told the confer-

ence that after taking strike action 
three times the union was prepared to 
“do it again and again”, there was no 
discussion of when that might happen. 
The recommendation talked only 
vaguely about the need to “continue 
to explore, develop and implement the 
full range of industrial, political and 
media strategies”.

Perrottet and the NSW Liberals 
need to go. But the best way to get 
the Liberals out is to build a united 
industrial campaign. 

THE NSW Liberals have ramped up 
their attacks on public sector work-
ers with a plan to increase fines for 
striking. 

The Perrottet government is 
facing a wave of strikes from nurses, 
teachers, rail workers and others. 

The government has relied on the 
bosses’ tribunal, the Industrial Rela-
tions Commission (IRC), to rule the 
strikes “illegal” so it can then go on 
a media offensive.

However, so far the union 
leaderships have defied these orders 
and called members out on strike 
anyway. This defiance has been 
spurred by pressure from rank and 
file members, such as in the nurses’ 
union where members are fed up 
with conditions in hospitals.

The Liberals want to increase the 
fines on unions for going ahead with 
strikes that defy IRC orders from 
$10,000 for the first day and $5000 a 
day after that, up to $55,000 for the 
first day and $27,500 a day after that. 

The Liberals want to scare work-
ers into backing down and silently 
accepting the cuts to real wages and 

further erosion of conditions. 
But even with the increase, these 

fines are paltry in comparison to 
the funds that large unions like the 
teachers and nurses have accumu-
lated over decades. Just one dollar 
collected from each member of the 
teachers’ union would cover a fine 
from the last strike. And individual 
members cannot be fined under the 
NSW industrial laws.

In the federal industrial system, 
the Fair Work Act allows for much 
more severe fines on unions, and 
in extreme cases individual union 
members can be fined. 

In 2017, the construction union 
was fined $2.4 million over indus-
trial action at Barangaroo. Yet even 
despite this, the union continues to 
take unprotected action successfully 
to win disputes. 

Perrottet’s fine increases should 
not be feared. They are a sign that 
his government is on the back foot. 
Further strikes uniting all public sector 
workers, in defiance of the IRC’s fines, 
can topple his rotten government.
Miro Sandev

 

Liberals’ increased strike fines a sign of weakness

Above: NSW public 
and Catholic 
teachers striking 
together on 30 June
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UNIONS

NSW nurses prepare for more strikes over staffing and pay
HUNDREDS OF nurses joined a 
mass meeting at Sydney Town Hall on 
28 June to discuss the crisis in NSW 
hospitals and the union’s campaign 
for nurse-to-patient ratios and a pay 
rise.

More than 70 of the roughly 180 
public sector branches of the NSW 
Nurses and Midwives Association 
voted to stop work for the meeting, 
for periods ranging from two hours to 
24 hours.

It was the third day of strike action 
nurses have taken this year.

The meeting voted “to continue 
the fight for shift by shift ratios and 
fair pay through sustained and escalat-
ing industrial action.” 

It also backed an amendment to 
the official motion calling for a 7 per 
cent pay raise.

The Reserve Bank predicts infla-
tion will be at 7 per cent by the end 
of the year. Pay cuts are one reason 
experienced nurses are being driven 
out of the profession—20,000 nurses 
quit last year.

To fix the crisis in our health sys-
tem staffing, workloads and pay must 
be dealt with together. 

Even before the meeting, the 
union’s acting assistant general 
secretary, Michael Whaites, told the 
Sydney Morning Herald that the one-
off “thank you” payment of $3000 for 
health staff did not offset a “real pay 
cut under the new 3 per cent wages 
policy”.

But, following the meeting, the 
union has sought to overturn the vote 
for a 7 per cent pay rise. General 
Secretary Brett Holmes emailed all 
union members declaring that another 
vote would be held on the demand for 
7 per cent at branch meetings by 22 
July, due to technical difficulties for 
those using online voting at the mass 
meeting.

The leadership are trying to scare 
members into reversing the vote for 7 
per cent.

They want to accept the NSW 
government’s 3 per cent pay offer, or 
2.53 per cent plus a superannuation 
increase, in an effort to get a one year 
agreement at the Industrial Relations 
Commission. 

They plan to negotiate on wages 
again next year, in the hope Labor 
wins next year’s state election in 
March.

The email says that the NSWN-
MA Leadership doesn’t support the 
demand for 7 per cent because “we 

cannot win improvements through 
the IRC because of this wages cap 
policy”. It also says if 2.53 per cent is 
rejected, “Back pay may not apply.”

But the government can be forced 
to offer 7 per cent and provide back 
pay regardless of the IRC. 

A number of branches have voted 
to reaffirm the claim of 7 per cent, 
including Royal Price Alfred hospital 

and Blacktown hospital, with others 
still to vote as we went to press.

Branches now need to call on the 
council to set the date for the next day 
of industrial action.  

There is massive community 
support for nurses. People know the 
sacrifices that nurses made to keep 
the health system going during the 
pandemic. 

THE INDUSTRIAL action across 
the public sector by nurses, teach-
ers and public servants has Liberal 
Premier Dominic Perrottet is on the 
back foot.

The train drivers’ industrial 
campaign has forced the govern-
ment to finally back down on safety 
and staffing concerns on the new 
intercity fleet. 

But union leaders in the nurses 
and teachers unions are stalling on 
further strike action, planning a 
campaign aimed at electing Labor at 
the state election in March.

But with all the major public 
sector unions in NSW campaigning 
against the state Liberal government, 
now is the time to step up the indus-
trial campaign, not step back.

The next step should be setting a 
date for a nurses, teachers and public 
sector-wide strike and stopwork rally 
in early August. There is no point 
relying on the election of a Labor 

government at the state election in 
March next year.

NSW Labor leader Chris Minns 
has said nothing about supporting 
above-inflation wage rises or cutting 
teachers’ workloads. He has called 
on the rail workers to end their 
industrial action. 

In May, he refused to support 
the nurses’ demand for enforceable 
nurse-to-patient ratios. 

The situation in public education 
is unsustainable and there is wide-
spread community support for the 
teachers’ campaign. 

Electing a Labor government in 
nine months is not going to fix the 
problems. We need more staff and 
pay rises now.

That means organising for a 
united public sector-wide stopwork 
rally to win action on ration, staffing, 
workloads and a real, above-inflation 
pay increase. A concerted industrial 
campaign can win our demands.

Organise for a public sector wide strike 

Above: Nurses 
rallying outside 
Westmead hospital

A number 
of branches 
have voted to 
reaffirm the 
claim of 7 per 
cent
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CLIMATE CHANGE

Labor wants energy profiteers to drive renewables transition

By James Supple

THE ENERGY market chaos and 
soaring power bills boost the case for 
a rapid transition to renewable energy. 
Surging gas and coal prices are driving 
up the cost of power globally. 

But the problems in Australia are 
also due to privatisation, and an ener-
gy system run according to the market. 
Private companies should never have 
been allowed to turn the power system 
in a playground for profiteering. 

When the cost of power generation 
sky-rocketed in June, the Australian 
Energy Market Operator (AEMO) 
seized control, temporarily nationalis-
ing operations.

But just over a week later it 
handed back control to the power 
companies. 

Despite the concerns about market 
manipulation to boost profits, AEMO 
didn’t exactly punish the private op-
erators. Instead it will pay them $1.5 
billion in compensation under market 
rules, adding about $70 onto every 
household’s power bill, according to 
the Nine newspapers. 

Instead of the market delivering 
lower prices, it has brought profits for 
big companies at our expense.

Planning for renewables
A new official energy system plan 
from AEMO banks almost entirely on 
private sector development of renew-
able energy expanding to supply 83 
per cent of our power needs by the end 
of the decade.

The closure of coal power plants 
will accelerate, it says, with 60 per 
cent of them offline by 2030. This 
means further coal plants closing on 
top of the closures before 2030 of Lid-
dell and Eraring in NSW and Yallourn 
in Victoria which have already been 
announced.

AEMO is the official body in 
charge of managing the electric-
ity system and has mapped out the 
investment and planning necessary to 
keep the lights on through to 2050. Its 
plan is based, AEMO chief execu-
tive Daniel Westerman says, on the 
agency’s discussions with the major 
companies in the energy industry and, 
“a wide swathe of stakeholders and 
they are telling us this is the most 
likely scenario.”

Renewable energy with storage is 
now the cheapest form of power there 
is.

AEMO still anticipates that gas 

will play a back up role at times. 
Predictably, the gas companies tried 
to claim vindication for their plans to 
increase mining.

But the capacity of gas power 
plants needed will drop from 11 GW 
to 10 GW. And the actual use of the 
plants will decline further, with gas 
use dropping by around 40 per cent 
by 2025. 

There is simply no need to expand 
gas production for power genera-
tion—or to open new gas fields like 
the Pilliga Narrabri, Beetaloo Basin 
or Scarborough. Yet Labor has thrown 
their support behind them.

AEMO’s plan is based on mini-
mising the cost of investment. Gas 
could be phased out even quicker 
through spending more on renew-
able storage, or if the cost of battery 
technologies drop further. 

It also thinks it’s possible the cost 
of green hydrogen could drop suf-
ficiently to drive an even more rapid 
transition.

The plan takes into account only 
existing government policies, includ-
ing Labor’s “Rewiring the nation” 
plan to allocate $20 billion to connect 
renewable energy to the grid. It is ex-
pecting private companies to build all 
the new wind and solar power needed.

The Labor government is firmly 
on board with its approach. Climate 
Change and Energy Minister Chris 
Bowen called the plan “a world-class 
document”.

But relying on big business means 
there are no guarantees that the 
increase to 83 per cent renewables by 
2030 will happen. A liveable future 

cannot be left to the whims of the 
market.

And business will do nothing to 
protect workers in coal dependent 
communities who face losing their 
jobs. With a rapid closure of coal 
power stations predicted within eight 
years, it is only government invest-
ment that can ensure new jobs are 
available where they’re needed, and 
provide decent pay and conditions.

AEMO’s figure of 83 per cent 
renewable energy by 2030 mirrors 
Labor’s own target, which was set 
using the previous version of AEMO’s 
System Plan. 

It needs to be raised further in 
order to go beyond Labor’s overall re-
duction target of 43 per cent across the 
whole economy, which is far below 
the 75 per cent recommended by the 
Climate Council. Emissions can be cut 
more easily from electricity than any 
other area. 

Labor’s goals are based on a 
conservative approach to change 
determined by what’s profitable for 
big companies. Government planning 
and investment could speed up the 
transition, and take us rapidly to 100 
per cent renewable energy. 

Publicly-owned power could also 
guarantee lower power prices and 
end corporate profiteering. AEMO 
rightly calls the changes coming over 
the next decade “a once-in-a-century 
transformation in the way electricity is 
generated and consumed”. 

Labor’s support for big business 
and the free market are seeing it miss 
this opportunity to take power back 
under public control.

Above: Renewable 
energy is already 
expanding quickly in 
Australia
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Stop the NSW police crackdown on protest—
solidarity with Blockade Australia
By Niko Chlopicki

A POLICE crackdown on climate 
activists linked to Blockade Australia 
has seen over 35 people arrested in a 
fortnight. A number of them are facing 
serious charges under draconian new 
anti-protest laws in NSW.

Anyone who supports action on 
climate change needs to stand in soli-
darity with those facing charges and 
police repression. 

There has already been a wide-
spread outcry against the crackdown. 
A solidarity protest ahead of a major 
court hearing in July drew support 
from Amnesty International, the Hu-
man Rights Law Centre, the Maritime 
Union of Australia and numerous 
climate action groups.

Under the new laws protesters 
can face up to two years in jail or a 
$22,000 fine for blocking major roads 
or infrastructure.

In the lead up to a week of action 
at the end of June, police covertly sur-
veilled and eventually raided a Block-
ade Australia camp with 100 armed 
officers that included a riot squad, dog 
squad and helicopters. 

Police smashed car windows and 
detained around 40 activists, with 
eight people charged with offences 
including affray, assaulting a police 
officer and conspiracy to obstruct a 
road. Two people were held for almost 
a month in isolation in a maximum 
security prison before being released 
under strict bail conditions.

As Alice Dury, Legal Director of 
the Human Rights Law Centre, put it, 
“Sending in 100 armed police officers 
to threaten and intimidate people plan-
ning a peaceful protest is alarming and 
disproportionate.” 

Despite the police raid, Blockade 
Australia still went ahead with their 
week of action, attempting to disrupt 
the Sydney CBD in order to demand 
action on climate change. 

This led to numerous other arrests. 
A number of activists were even sur-
rounded and arrested while having a 
picnic in a suburban park the day after 
a protest.

Those arrested were given strict 
bail conditions restricting them from 
entering the CBD, non-association 
orders with a list of over 20 people, 
a ban on using encrypted messaging 
apps like Signal, while those from out-

side NSW were given between 24 and 
72 hours to leave the state.

Real climate criminals
The real criminals are not protesters but 
the fossil fuel companies and govern-
ments destroying the planet. The NSW 
government is backing Santos’ destruc-
tive coal seam gas project in the Pilliga 
Forest near Narrabri, and has done 
nothing to stop Whitehaven’s effort to 
expand its coal mining operation there, 
which would make it the most polluting 
thermal coal project in Australia. 

Despite decades of warnings gov-
ernments are still not taking the action 
needed to avert climate catastrophe. 
Disruptive protests are vital to building 
the pressure needed to force action. 

Unionists, students, environmental 
groups and other activists all need to 
unite to defend the right to protest and 
support those charged under NSW’s 
anti-protest laws.

But direct action by small groups 
or individuals is not enough on its own 
to win climate action. 

Disruptive action is essential, but it 
needs to be on a large scale, and part of 
a wider movement capable of mobilis-
ing serious numbers of people. Civil 
disobedience actions in the past such 
as the efforts to help refugees escape 
detention at Woomera in 2002 or the 
blockade at the Jabiluka uranium mine 
in 1999 have helped raised the politi-
cal stakes and generated pressure for 
change, as part of broader movements 

backed by mass demonstrations and 
wider support.

But the most disruptive and pow-
erful form of direct action is workers’ 
strike action, which has the power 
to raise the cost to the ruling class 
enormously by halting their profits. 
Workers have taken action in the past 
to oppose the Vietnam War, uranium 
mining, and to save parkland through 
construction Green Bans.

Workers can also be won to taking 
direct action opposing gas and fossil 
fuel projects, like Santos’ plan to 
exploit the Pilliga. 

We need to build a climate move-
ment that actively involves workers 
through the trade union movement 
and by agitating for strike action that 
includes demands on climate change. 
This means supporting a just transi-
tion and opportunities for fossil fuel 
workers to have stable, unionised jobs 
in the renewable energy sector.

In 2019 when school students went 
on strike, their actions were endorsed 
by many unions. Striking workers from 
Port Botany in Sydney joined one of 
the Climate Strike rallies.

We can’t allow the police repres-
sion against Blockade Australia to 
intimidate activists out of organising 
for climate action. Further solidarity 
actions and support will be needed 
when Blockade Australia activists are 
back in court, demanding police drop 
the charges and to call for an end to 
the criminalisation of protest. 

Above: Climate 
protesters are 
pushed from 
the road by 
police during the 
Blockade Australia 
week of action in 
Sydney
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Brutal border policies spread as UK moves to offshore refugees

By Mark Gillespie

THE UK government has adopted bru-
tal Australian-style measures against 
refugees, planning to exile the major-
ity of asylum-seeker boat arrivals in 
the UK to Rwanda.

A last-minute intervention by the 
European Court of Human Rights in 
mid-June prevented the deportation of 
the first plane load of asylum-seekers 
to Rwanda. Despite this setback, the 
government is still very much commit-
ted to the plan.

The asylum-seekers are meant to 
be processed in Rwanda and, if found 
to be refugees, settled there. If re-
jected, they’ll be sent to a “yet-to-be-
named third country”. In exchange for 
accepting the asylum-seekers, Rwanda 
would receive millions of pounds in 
development aid.

The Rwanda deal is very much 
modelled on Australia’s offshore 
processing system, introduced by the 
Howard government in 2001, then 
reintroduced by the Labor government 
in 2008. It was made even harsher in 
2013, when Kevin Rudd pledged that 
those arriving by boat would “never” 
settle in Australia. Both offshore pro-
cessing and boat turnbacks are being 
continued by the Albanese govern-
ment.

The British politicians who justify 
the Rwanda deal are even singing 
from the same song sheet as Australian 
politicians—trying to give their anti-
refugee policies a humanitarian gloss.

Outgoing UK Prime Minister 
Boris Johnson said the scheme would 
“save countless lives” and that it 
would break the business model of 
“vile people smugglers”. Johnson, 
who was fined for organising illegal 
parties during the COVID lockdowns, 
even had the hide to accuse the law-
yers trying to defend the asylum-seek-
ers of “abetting the work of criminal 
gangs”.

According to Human Rights 
Watch, “Rwanda has a known track 
record of extra-judicial killings, 
suspicious deaths in custody, unlaw-
ful or arbitrary detention, torture, and 
abusive prosecutions, particularly 
targeting critics and dissidents.”

In 2018, Rwandan security forces 
shot dead at least 12 refugees from the 
Democratic Republic of Congo when 
they protested against a cut to food 
rations. Even the UK government last 
year expressed concern about Rwanda 
to the United Nations for its “contin-

ued restrictions to civil and political 
rights and media freedom”.

Offshoring refugees
The UK is not the only country to 
have adopted Australia’s model of 
“deterring” asylum-seekers by exiling 
them to third countries.

In 2014, Israel began offering 
rejected asylum-seekers and unlaw-
ful migrants $3500 and a plane ticket 
to either Uganda or Rwanda. The 
alternative for the asylum-seekers was 
deportation to their country of origin 
or jail in Israel. About 20,000 people 
were either returned home or sent to 
Rwanda and Uganda.

In 2016, the European Union 
began paying Turkey billions of dol-
lars to keep refugees from reaching 
Greece as well as funding the Libyan 
Coast Guard, which pushes migrant 
boats bound for Europe back to North 
Africa. It also helps fund UNHCR 
processing centres in Niger and 
Rwanda.

In 2021, Denmark passed a law 
allowing it to deport refugees and is 
currently in talks with Rwanda about 
accepting them.

Dangerous journeys
Supporters of these harsh deterrence 
policies argue they prevent asylum-
seekers from adopting dangerous 
forms of travel but the reality is it 
only pushes the problem elsewhere 
and forces asylum seekers to take 
even more desperate risks.

In 2011, the Greek government 
spent $3.3 million fortifying its land 
border with Turkey with a 4m-high 
barbed wire fence and thermal cam-

eras to scan the surrounding area. This 
only pushed asylum seekers to make 
the more dangerous crossing via the 
sea between Turkey and Greece, with 
tragic consequences.

In 2016, after the EU paid Turkey 
billions to prevent asylum-seekers 
from crossing by sea, there was a 
sudden jump in the number of boats 
trying the much more dangerous 
crossings between Libya and Italy; 
Morocco and Spain; and from Turkey 
to Cyprus.

Governments are using increas-
ingly brutal measures to police their 
borders.

In June, 37 asylum-seekers were 
killed trying to enter Melilla, a Span-
ish enclave in North Africa. Between 
600 and 2000 asylum-seekers stormed 
the highly fortified border. Moroccan 
security forces, acting in alliance with 
the Spanish National Police and the 
Civil Guard, crossed the border and 
started beating the asylum-seekers 
back, killing and maiming people in 
the process.

Meanwhile 53 desperate asylum-
seekers suffocated in the back of a 
trailer in San Antonio, Texas, believed 
to be the US’s deadliest smuggling 
episode at its highly fortified southern 
border.

These deaths are not anomalies. 
Desperate people are dying in increas-
ing numbers around the world trying 
to breach increasingly fortified bor-
ders. Tough border protection policies 
don’t save lives, they just stoke racism 
and division and condemn refugees to 
die somewhere else. That’s why so-
cialists must oppose them in Australia 
and everywhere else.

Above: Refugees 
rescued trying to 
cross from France 
arrive in Britain

Deterrence 
only pushes 
the problem 
elsewhere and 
forces asylum 
seekers 
to take 
even more 
desperate 
risks



13Solidarity | ISSUE ONE HUNDRED AND SIXTY ONE JULY-AUGUST 2022

Worldwide outrage as abortion rights overturned in US

INTERNATIONAL

By Judy McVey

THE US Supreme Court’s decision 
to overturn Roe v Wade has drawn 
worldwide outrage. 

The outcome is the result of 50 
years of organising by right-wing 
activists to change the composition of 
the Supreme Court. 

Donald Trump was able to achieve 
that by packing the court with anti-
abortion conservatives. There’s now 
a conservative majority that is also 
threatening other decisions on same-
sex marriage and even the right to 
access contraception. 

In the past, the Democratic and 
Republican Parties both held a mixture 
of pro-choice and anti-abortion views. 
Anti-abortion activists were able to re-
shape the Republican Party to represent 
the anti-abortion forces in Congress. 

Roe v Wade guaranteed women 
the right to an abortion, under the right 
to privacy implied in the Constitution. 
Now it will be completely up to indi-
vidual states to determine abortion law.

Thirteen Republican-run states 
already had legislation that was im-
mediately triggered when Roe v Wade 
was overturned. In Texas abortion is 
now illegal unless the woman’s life 
is in danger—with no exceptions for 
rape or incest. Probably half of US 
states will now make it almost impos-
sible to get an abortion. 

The Democratic Party doesn’t have 
enough votes in the Senate to reinstate 
Roe v Wade, where the filibuster rule 
requires 60 votes out of 100. The fili-
buster could be overturned, but several 
Democratic Senators oppose this.

Democratic President Joe Biden 
has also ruled out other ideas such 
as expanding the Supreme Court or 
allowing abortion clinics to operate on 
federal land.

Instead the message coming from 
Biden and the Democrats is to maintain 
your rage until the midterm elections 
in November and vote. But it looks 
almost impossible that the Democratic 
Party can win enough seats there. 

Most of the left have seen cam-
paigning for the Democrats as the 
main way forward for abortion rights, 
instead of building an independent 
movement to force the issue.

But the Democrats had the chance 
to legislate to protect abortion rights 
in 2008 when Barack Obama was 
President, with a filibuster-proof Sen-
ate majority. They refused, saying it 
wasn’t a “legislative priority”.

There is now widespread organis-
ing to help women travel interstate to 
get abortions or access abortion pills.

But the pro-choice movement 
can’t be left to just these practical 
efforts. 

The thousands of people across the 
US who took to the streets following 
the Supreme Court decision show the 
possibilities for building a new move-
ment to win back abortion rights. 

Recent years have seen not just 
the US but also Hungary and Poland 
attempt to ban abortion. 

Why are these restrictions on abor-
tion still being pushed? The anti-abor-
tion right think that women’s place is 
in the home and women’s main role 
in society is to bear and raise children 
through the nuclear family. 

Capitalism benefits from this 
unpaid labour raising the next gen-
eration of workers. Without it there 
would be huge costs in childcare that 
the system would have to meet itself.

But capitalists would also like to 
draw more women into the work-
force, meaning women must have 
some rights to control their fertility 
and to decide how many children to 
have. 

This contradiction has meant that 
abortion becomes a political foot-
ball. Women’s rights to abortion and 
control of their bodies is a measure of 
how women are treated across society. 

What does it mean here?
Abortion has been decriminalised in 
Australia in every state except WA. 
However, there is a limited period 

in which women have the right to 
abortion on request. After the first 16 
weeks of pregnancy in Tasmania the 
woman needs a gynaecologist and a 
doctor to decide whether or not she 
can have an abortion. In Victoria that 
period is 24 weeks, and 22 weeks in 
Queensland and NSW.

This time limit is unnecessary. And 
that’s illustrated by the fact that in the 
ACT there are no time restrictions at 
all. 

Abortion is still not talked about as 
a normal everyday health procedure.

The vast majority of abortions 
in Australia rely on private clinics 
instead of public hospitals. There is a 
Medicare subsidy, but women still pay 
out of pocket costs of hundreds of dol-
lars. If you live in remote or regional 
Australia, sometimes there’s no doctor 
willing to perform an abortion because 
there’s a stigma about it. You have to 
travel to find access.

At the last election in 2019 the 
Labor Party promised to provide abor-
tions in public hospitals free of charge 
all across Australia. 

They dropped that before the 
recent election, concluding that it cost 
them votes due to campaigning by 
anti-abortion groups.

We need a proper health system 
that provides abortions in hospitals 
so that women know that abortion is 
available. We need free, safe, abortion 
on demand.

We can take on the right by organ-
ising and fighting for abortion rights 
and taking on the system that says 
women should remain unequal. 

Above: Protest 
against the 
overturning of Roe v 
Wade in Melbourne

The majority 
of abortions 
in Australia 
rely on private 
clinics instead 
of public 
hospitals
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AUSTRALIA AND THE NEW COLD WAR

IS CHINA REALLY 
A THREAT?
Expanding military spending and locking Australia further into cooperation with the US 
war machine only inflames the prospect of war in the region, argues Adam Adelpour

THE NEW Cold War between the US 
and China is a defining feature of poli-
tics in Australia and around the globe. 

Some claim that Australia needs to 
arm itself because China poses a threat 
to freedom, “the rules-based order” 
and democracy. 

Labor’s Richard Marles argued in 
his first speech in Washington as De-
fence Minister in July that, “AUKUS 
will not only make Australia safer, it 
will make Australia a more potent and 
capable partner”. 

But more US and Australian 
militarism won’t make us safer, it 
will intensify the military rivalry and 
increase the likelihood of war.

China is accused of practising 
coercion, engaging in malicious 
interference in sovereign states and 
harbouring ambitions for regional and 
world domination. The US and Aus-
tralia position themselves as defenders 
of the great and good against China’s 
authoritarianism. 

China’s treatment of ethnic minori-
ties like the Uighurs and Tibetans, as 
well as its repression of workers 
struggles and democracy activists, is 
undeniable.

But the self-righteous rhetoric 
from the US and Australia is sheer 
hypocrisy. The US and Australian gov-
ernments have no real concern with 
democracy or human rights.

Since 1945 the US has been the 
world’s dominant power. Far from 
promoting democracy and freedom, it 
has used brute force again and again 
to tear down anyone threatening its 
power and profits.

The world is covered in the bloody 
footprints of the US and its allies, 
from the Vietnam War, to the illegal 
invasion of Iraq that left one million 
dead, to the carnage in Afghanistan 
and the war crimes whose horrors 
were revealed in the Brereton Report. 
These are just the latest in a long list 
of brutal foreign interventions. 

The US emerged as a world power 
after defeating Spain in the Spanish 
American War in 1898. It promptly 
seized Spain’s colonies which were a 
source of immense profits for US cor-
porations. These included sugar-rich 
Cuba and the Philippines, where the 
American war of conquest left over 
one million dead. 

General Smedley Butler led nu-
merous US military interventions in 
the early 20th century. He recalled his 
experience, saying:

“I spent most of my time be-
ing a high-class muscle man for big 
business, for Wall Street and for the 
bankers. In short, I was a racketeer for 
capitalism.”

The US has had no qualms about 
supporting the violent overthrow of 
democratic governments, from Iran 
in 1953 and Indonesia in 1965 to 
Chile in 1973. Each of these govern-
ments (and many more besides) were 
drowned in blood by US-backed mili-
tary coups. And the US arms and sup-
ports a long list of dictatorships and 
repressive regimes today from el-Sisi 
in Egypt, to the monarchy in Saudi 
Arabia and apartheid state Israel. 

Australia has its own brutal his-
tory of dominating weaker Pacific 
Island nations for profit. 

For example, Australia seized 
control of German colony Nauru in 
1914. It then strip-mined 80 per cent 
of the island for its rich and incred-
ibly profitable phosphate deposits to 
use as fertiliser. Now the phosphate 
has run out. The island has been left 
destroyed, with little infrastructure, a 
90 per cent unemployment rate and is 
used by Australia as a cruel dumping 
ground for asylum seekers.

In the 19th and early 20th century, 
Western powers used military force to 
humiliate Chinese governments, loot 
the country’s wealth and grab control 
of Chinese territory. China’s rulers 
today are well practised at using this 

history to mobilise the population in 
their support.

Continued Western aggression just 
gives Chinese President Xi Jinping 
ammunition to whip up nationalism 
and use it as a pretext to crush dissent.

Military mobilisation against 
China by the US and its allies is not 
primarily aimed at defending freedom 
and democracy from Chinese authori-
tarianism. Its aim is to defend a global 
imperialist rules-based order in which 
the US sets the rules. 

A new Cold War
The US emerged from the Cold War 
and the fall of the USSR in the early 
1990s as the world’s sole and unri-
valled super-power. It views China’s 
rise as a challenge to its dominance. 
According to a Lowy Institute report 
China is set to, “overtake the United 
States to become the world’s largest 
economy in nominal US dollar terms 
by about 2030”. 

President Joe Biden says the US 
is in “a competition to win the 21st 
century” with China, and is continuing 
Donald Trump’s trade war in an effort 
to stop China matching the US’s lead 
in high technology industries.

China’s economic rise has been 
accompanied by an increase in its 
military capacity. But the US still 
maintains an overall military superior-
ity by a large margin. 

The US has a belt of 750 military 
bases circling the globe, while China 
has just one foreign military base, in 
Djibouti.

The US has stepped up aggres-
sive naval operations in the South 
China Sea and has boosted its military 
presence in the region. This creates a 
tinder box for future military conflict.

According to research by a Chi-
nese think-tank published by Bloom-
berg, the US flew a record number 
of spy planes over the South China 
Sea in 2021. The report says, “the US 

The US and 
Australian 
governments 
have no real 
concern with 
democracy or 
human rights
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military conducted nearly 1200 recon-
naissance sorties over the South China 
Sea, an increase of over 20 per cent 
compared with that in 2020.”

This has been accompanied by 
an increased flexing of hard military 
power. The same report says that in 
2021 four separate US Carrier Strike 
Groups entered the South China Sea 
a total of ten times. This is almost 
double the figure for 2020. 

A Carrier Strike Group is an 
immense show of force. It consists 
of an aircraft carrier housing up to 
6000 personnel and up to 70 air-
craft, usually alongside a squadron 
of destroyers and a cruiser. Imagine 
the hysterical response from Western 
leaders if China dared to mobilise a 
similar naval force off the coast of the 
US or Australia. 

Militarism is the real threat
Australia under the ALP has doubled 
down on its ties to US imperialism 
and belligerence toward China. As 
Richard Marles put it in his Washing-
ton speech:

“Today there is no more important 
partner to Australia than the United 
States. The US-Australian alliance has 
become a cornerstone of Australia’s 
foreign and security policy”.

Australia is already deeply tied 
into the US military machine, hosting 
key surveillance and tracking bases 
like Pine Gap. Thousands of US ma-
rines already rotate through Darwin, 
with plans to further expand the US 
military presence with deployments of 
warplanes and US naval assets.

Australia is engaged in its own 
military build-up bigger than anything 
seen for decades. The government 
is increasing military spending to at 
least 2 per cent of GDP and wants to 
acquire nuclear submarines at an esti-
mated cost of at least $170 billion.

More military ties with US, more 
weapons and the purchase of nuclear 
subs are not about keeping Austra-
lia safe. They simply fuel the arms 
race with China, inflame the military 
rivalry and make war more likely.

The AUKUS pact signed in 
September last year was a dangerous 
escalation. Albanese backs it to the 
hilt. It will see Australia become only 
the seventh country in the world to 
acquire nuclear submarines, a new 
East Coast nuclear submarine base, 
increased military co-operation with 
the US and UK and the presence of 
nuclear-weapon capable submarines 
in Australian ports. 

Part of the rationale for Australia 
pursuing nuclear subs is that they can 
operate hidden, close to China’s coast 

for many months because they don’t 
have to re-surface as often to refuel.

China’s military efforts are over-
whelmingly directed at the first island 
chain off its coast. 

Even many pro-war sources 
concede a direct military threat from 
China against Australia is remote. Dr 
Alexey Muraviev is Associate Profes-
sor of National Security and Strategic 
Studies at Curtin University admits 
that China has no history of over-
seas military interventions saying it, 
“lacks operational combat experience, 
including in managing expeditionary 
operations.”

It is the US that has encircled Chi-
na with military bases and alliances 
and is concentrating aircraft carrier 
strike groups off its coast. Despite its 
overtures to Pacific Island nations and 
growing military power, China is not 
capable of, nor interested in, directing 
a comparable level of military aggres-
sion at Australia.

Growing imperialist tensions
China’s rapid economic growth has 
changed its relationship to the rest of 
the world. It is now a rising imperial-
ist power. 

While previously its economy 
was relatively self-contained, today 
it is dependent on global shipping 
routes controlled by the US. This is a 
key part of what has driven China to 
expand its military so rapidly. 

The classical Marxist theory 
of imperialism explains that due 
to capitalist competition the world 
becomes a battleground where major 
powers whose giant companies have 
outgrown national borders fight for 
control.

As the Marxist theorist Bukharin 
put it: “The struggle between state 
capitalist trusts is decided in the first 

place by the relation between their 
military forces, for the military power 
of the country is the last resort of the 
struggling ‘national’ groups of capital-
ists.”

This dynamic is what lies behind 
the growing conflict between the US 
and China. 

A US naval blockade would now 
be devastating to China. For example, 
in 2019 Chinese crude oil imports 
were the highest in the world at ten 
million barrels per day. Eighty per cent 
of this imported oil travels by tanker 
in the Indian Ocean through the sea 
lanes in the Malacca Straits. 

In 2016 roughly $874 billion in 
exports from mainland China passed 
through the South China Sea, primar-
ily through the Malacca Straits as well. 

This reality has driven China to 
claim the majority of the South China 
Sea by building military bases on 
atolls that are also claimed by Viet-
nam, the Philippines, Brunei, Malaysia 
or Taiwan. China is also trying to cut 
deals and carve out it own sphere of 
influence across the world in competi-
tion with the US and other powers.

There is a rotten history in Aus-
tralia of governments using racism 
to bolster Australian militarism. The 
supposed threat of the “yellow peril” 
was used to support Australian mili-
tary intervention alongside the US in 
Vietnam.

In Australia the real threat that has 
to be addressed is our own govern-
ment’s growing militarism and the 
immense, dangerous and wasteful 
expenditure on war. 

Workers in every country have 
no interest in war or militarism. We 
need to urgently build an anti-war and 
anti-imperialist movement in Australia 
to oppose the threat of our own ruling 
class. 

Above: The US is 
determined to make 
sure it maintains 
its dominance over 
China and the rest of 
the world
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STRIKING FOR ABORIGINAL RIGHTS

THE BLACK 
MORATORIUM 
50 YEARS ON
The Black Moratorium marches in 1972 helped put land rights on the national agenda. Fifty 
years on we look at their importance

THE BLACK Moratorium marches 
held on 14 July 1972 saw thousands 
take to the streets around the country 
in the largest demonstrations in sup-
port of Aboriginal rights up to that 
time. There were protests in Darwin, 
Adelaide, Melbourne, Sydney, Can-
berra, Brisbane and NSW regional 
centres. 

In Sydney thousands of building 
workers, ship painters and dockers 
and teachers took a half-day strike to 
attend, with the demonstration held on 
a weekday. 

Bob Makinson was involved in 
organising meetings in Sydney as a 
high school student. He spoke to Soli-
darity about the marches and their part 
in the history of the Aboriginal rights 
movement.

The Black Moratorium marches 
in 1972 followed a period of major 
struggles around the Vietnam War, 
the beginnings of the Women’s Lib-
eration movement and important 
trade union struggles. Could you 
talk a bit about how that context fed 
into the Black Moratorium?

Those background issues meant that 
left and progressive sections of society 
were mobilised at an electoral level, to 
some extent industrially, but especially 
in terms of street protests of one sort 
or another. 

That became the popular form 
of expression for issues. Vietnam 
was certainly important, in that there 
were very large numbers of people 
mobilised and comfortable with the 
demonstration format.

The industrial situation and the 
mobilisation of labor party elements 

towards an election victory, which 
didn’t come until 1972, meant that 
there was a receptivity in the trade 
unions to social issues. 

The year before the Black 
moratorium, there was the tour of 
the South African Springboks rugby 
team. South Africa at that time was an 
apartheid state. 

Large mobilisations against that 
rugby tour in several cities around 
Australia had helped to forge an 
effective alliance across all sorts of 
boundaries. 

Towards the end of the Springbok 
tour Aboriginal activists were able 
to say, it’s all very well to be protest-
ing about what’s happening in South 
Africa, but have you looked at what’s 
happening in Australia?

Quite a number of people took no-
tice of that and in the following six to 
12 months a lot of activity started to 
occur around solidarity with Aborigi-
nal demands.

Was the establishment of the 
Aboriginal Tent Embassy earlier in 
1972 important in the call for the 
Black Moratorium? 

It is hugely important and in many 
ways, in terms of the long-term his-
tory of the Aboriginal struggle that 
was more important than the Black 
moratorium demonstration itself, 
as were a number of other develop-
ments.

A group of radical mostly young 
Aboriginal activists largely in Syd-
ney, but also in Brisbane and a few 
other, had been looking at the Black 
Panthers in the United States—not 
just their political actions, but also the 

community level organising, and the 
foundation of the Aboriginal Medical 
Service, the Aboriginal Legal Service, 
the breakfast for kids programs owed 
a lot to that. 

The establishment of the Tent 
Embassy in early 1972 was a direct 
response to a statement by the Liberal 
government of the day and Prime 
Minister Billy McMahon that ef-
fectively declared that it would never 
consider land rights for Aboriginal 
people. 

In a quite brilliant stroke over-
night, the day before Australia Day, or 
Invasion day as we now call it, a small 
group of Aboriginal activists seized 
on that. Within 24 hours they got 
themselves to Canberra, and set up the 
Tent Embassy initially under a beach 
umbrella. 

It was an assertion of land rights 
as a central issue. In many ways the 
Black moratorium was an expression 
of a fairly broad social alliance in sup-
port of the Tent Embassy and the land 
rights agenda, which was fairly new at 
the time. 

What are your memories of how the 
Moratorium itself was organised 
and built, and of the protest on the 
day itself? How were you involved 
personally? 

I was a high school activist at the time. 
I’d been involved in various Vietnam 
activities and in the Springboks dem-
onstrations. 

I went to the organising meet-
ings for about five or six months in 
Sydney and I think I was the only 
high school student in the room most 
of the time. 

Bob Makinson
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A number of people in the anti-
apartheid movement that had organ-
ised the Springboks actions the year 
before were exerting their networks 
to spread word about the planned 
demonstration and what it was about. 
Various trade unions were coming 
on board. You had Communist Party 
activists, including Denis Freney, 
who chaired most of those meetings 
and had been asked to do so by the 
Aboriginal participants.

The Communist Party was able 
to call on a lot of union support for 
the demonstration, sympathetic ALP 
members were able to do likewise. 
And you had networks through the 
universities largely built through 
Vietnam and the Springboks and we 
even had some networks in the High 
School area. The churches were im-
portant as well. 

There was quite broad participa-
tion from people who were not of the 
left necessarily. Many of those had 
come in the previous year around 
the Springboks actions because of 
their disgust with the South African 
situation and had understood the call 
to bring the anti-racist struggle back 
home.

The organising meetings were also 
a snapshot of the generational change 
that was starting to happen among 
Aboriginal activists, with both older 
activists who were veterans of the 
1967 referendum campaign and many 
other struggles, such as Pat Eatock 
and Chicka Dixon to name just two, 
and a new, younger group including 
Bob Bellear, Gary Foley, Paul Coe, 
and Bobbi (later Dr Roberta) Sykes, 
among others. 

There were pretty strong differ-
ences of approach but a common 
sense of purpose.

I remember one meeting where 
Gary Foley and one or two others 
were reporting back on an interstate 
trip and they said “We have some-
thing to show you all”. 

And they unwrapped a flag. It was 
the now well-known Aboriginal flag, 
that had been designed by Harold 
Thomas in Darwin, but which had not 
previously been shown in Sydney. 
Everybody knew that was a pretty 
special moment.

There were several Moratorium 
marches against the War in Viet-
nam in the years before 1972. What 
was the significance of the use of the 
term “Moratorium” and can you 
talk about the trade union partici-
pation in the march in Sydney?

Moratorium was a term which was 
first coined in the United States for a 
series of anti-Vietnam War demon-
strations in 1969. 

It was a direct import to Australia 
and applied from 1970 onwards to a 
number of major anti-Vietnam War 
mobilisations here. 

A moratorium means a temporary 
stoppage of activity and was about 
stopping normal civic and commer-
cial activity in order to stop the war 
in Vietnam. Because those demon-
strations mobilised so many people, 
they became familiar with the term 
and it became applied also to the 
Black moratorium.

My recollection is that a number 
of building sites did stop work. Cer-
tainly there was a major trade union 
presence on the day. 

The organising group had man-
aged to get a lot of material either 
into trade union newsletters or into 
on-site meetings, prior to the event to 
help win trade unions on board. 

What do you think the Black 
Moratorium and the Aboriginal 
rights struggles of the period 
achieved?

You’ve got to admire the breadth of 
conception that existed among the 
Black and white activists who were 
working on this at the time, par-
ticularly the Black Power group that 
existed in Redfern. 

Within a matter of months they 

mapped out an agenda for both assert-
ing Aboriginal control, the develop-
ment of solidarity activity, and of 
pursuing political objectives including 
land rights and getting that onto the 
national political agenda in a way that 
it simply hadn’t been previously. 

And at the same time these same 
people were doing extraordinary work 
in the Sydney and Brisbane urban com-
munities in building services like the 
legal service and medical service and 
also networking with people on what 
was still then Aboriginal reserves and in 
country towns. 

So they were working an agenda 
both to mobilise within the Indigenous 
communities, but they were also aware 
of the need for broader support from 
non-Indigenous communities and they 
knew what buttons to press to get 
people on board for that—demonstra-
tions being one part of it, but sym-
bolic actions like the Tent Embassy 
and higher level policy interventions 
another part. 

They really mapped out a very com-
prehensive idea and the Black mora-
torium demonstration was essentially 
part of their own autonomous scheme 
for mobilising support in one section of 
the non-Indigenous community, the left 
and progressive crowds that had been 
already mobilised around Vietnam and 
Springboks. 

The organisation of Black morato-
rium was to help solidify that support 
and to spread word about the new land 
rights agenda. 

Above: The Black 
Moratorium march 
in Sydney
Photo: Mitchell Li-
brary, State Library of 
New South Wales and  
SEARCH Foundation
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STATE CAPTURE? 
WHY GOVERNMENTS 
SERVE BIG BUSINESS
The idea that governments and the state have been captured by vested interests 
misunderstands why the serve the interests of the wealthy, writes Ruby Wawn

DISILLUSIONMENT WITH democ-
racy and party politics is at an all-time 
high. Heading into the 2022 federal 
election, nearly 15 per cent of people 
aged 18-24 were not even enrolled to 
vote. 

And a 2019 post-election survey 
by the Australian National Univer-
sity found that 56 per cent of people 
believe that government is run for “a 
few big interests”. Only 12 per cent of 
people surveyed believe that the gov-
ernment is run for “all the people”. 

It’s no wonder ordinary people are 
so distrustful of parliament. Through-
out the pandemic, the government has 
made it clear that it serves the interests 
of the rich. 

The government handed out bil-
lions in wage subsidies to businesses 
like Harvey Norman that ended up 
in the pockets of shareholders and 
stacked the COVID-19 Commission 
with fossil fuel executives, while 
working class people were forced to 
work in unsafe conditions. 

Even the newly elected Labor 
government wants to ensure fossil fuel 
companies can continue to expand the 
mining of coal and gas, even as the 
planet burns. 

Some, including former Greens 
Senator Scott Ludlam and others in 
the climate movement, put this down 
to state capture. But the state was 
never captured by private interests, 
it has been run in their interests from 
the start. 

State capture is the idea that 
corporate influence has corrupted 
democracy so much that it no longer 
works the way it’s supposed to. 

The World Bank, known for 
its anti-worker austerity measures, 
defines state capture as, “the exercise 
of power by private actors—through 
control over resources, threats of vio-
lence or other forms of influence—to 
shape policies or implementation in 

service of their narrow interest”. 
According to a report by the 

Australian Democracy Network, state 
capture operates in six ways. 

Most obvious is the role of politi-
cal donations. In the last two decades, 
the major political parties have 
received $4.2 billion in donations, 
supposedly leaving them captive to 
the will of their donors. In a non-
election year, fossil fuel companies 
donated $2.9 million to the major par-
ties. These same companies were also 
promised up to $2 billion in public 
money as part of Morrison’s “gas-led 
recovery”.

Corporate donors, their peak bod-
ies and lobbyists have also cultivated 
personal relationships with decision 
makers that gives them a seat at the 
policy making table.

And many former politicians go 
on to cushy jobs in the private sector 
upon leaving parliament, including 
former NSW Premier Gladys Bere-
jiklian who is now a senior executive 
at Optus and former Treasurer Josh 
Frydenberg who has just landed a 
new gig at Goldman Sachs.

Biased research and policy also 
enter public debate, pushed by right 
wing think tanks like the Institute of 
Public Affairs. And finally, public 
influence campaigns are waged by 
media conglomerates and on social 
media, aiming to sway elections and 
public opinion on debates like climate 
science. 

Democratic reform?
It’s true that both the major parties 
have a cosy relationship with big 
business. But what can be done about 
it? 

Proponents of state capture be-
lieve that our system of parliamentary 
democracy can be reformed so that it 
serves the real interests of ordinary 
people. 

Scott Ludlam describes the Austra-
lian Democracy Network’s framework 
to counter state capture as “radical”. It 
includes reforming political donations, 
transparency for lobbyists, enforce-
able codes of conduct for politicians 
and a national anti-corruption body. 

But this misses the real nature of 
the state and parliamentary institu-
tions. Our democratic system has been 
designed to serve the interests of the 
capitalism system and ruling class. 
There have been numerous attempts to 
reform it or use it to serve the interests 
of working class people over the last 
few centuries. Time after time these 
have failed.

The democratic system is un-
doubtedly failing to deliver on key 
policy questions like climate change 
and economic inequality. But this is 
not by accident but by design.

Politicians are paid enormous 
salaries to encourage them to identify 
as part of the elite. The base salary for 
a member of the Australian parliament 
is $211,250. Compared to the median 
wage of $65,540, politicians are com-
pletely out of touch with the ordinary 
Australian. 

Even when they are ousted from 
Parliament, they are rewarded with 
a staggering pension. Former Prime 
Minister Tony Abbott receives 
$300,000 in public money each year 
after losing his seat at the 2019 elec-
tion. And at least 50 per cent of the 
parliament are also landlords, while 
65 per cent of members own more 
than two homes—some as many as 
six!

More importantly, parliament ex-
ists within a capitalist society, where 
the most important levers of power are 
not inside parliament but are held by 
the ruling class that controls the bulk 
of the economy. 

Private wealth across the world is 
highly concentrated. The wealthiest 
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1 per cent of Americans controlled 
$41.52 trillion in the first quarter of 
2021. And Australia is not immune 
to growing inequality. According to a 
report by Oxfam, the richest 1 per cent 
of Australians owns the same wealth 
as the bottom 60 per cent. 

Australia’s richest person, mining 
magnate Gina Rinehart, owns more 
than the bottom 10 per cent of the 
population. Put starkly, one person 
owns more wealth than 2.27 million 
people combined. 

This wealth means that a tiny 
minority control the most important 
companies and industries. Even when 
the government was handing out mas-
sive wage supplements and stimulus 
packages in 2020, government spend-
ing only accounted for 27.7 per cent of 
GDP. The rest of the economy is made 
up of private companies, mostly run 
by the rich and powerful. 

The top 50 Australian companies 
are effectively controlled by 160 
people, with a 2006 study finding that 
half the directors of Australia’s 50 
largest companies hold seats on four or 
more corporate boards. 

An elected government can take 
individual decisions that disadvantage 
big companies. But if they try to fun-
damentally change the economic rules, 
for instance through seizing control of 
companies without compensating their 
owners, or allowing trade unions to 
exert too much power over the work-
places, the wealthy elite will use their 
economic power to try to bring down 
the government.

The rich have many options for 
places to move their money. Between 
$21 and $32 trillion are stashed in 
tax havens around the world. Many 
of these havens are controlled by big 
countries like the British Overseas Ter-
ritories in the Cayman Islands and the 
British Virgin Islands.

These countries could shut down 
tax havens but instead keep them open 
to serve their own interests, and in 
many cases hide their own money. 

The capitalist elite have the 
power to close down factories and 
offices, sacking thousands of work-
ers and even crippling whole national 
economies through their control of the 
international financial system.

We saw a recent example of this 
when the once radical Syriza govern-
ment, elected in Greece in 2015 on a 
promise to end austerity, capitulated to 
the pressure from international capi-
talist institutions and the rich inside 
Greece. 

In the face of threats to cripple its 
banking system if it said no to auster-

ity measures and refused to repay 
the country’s debts, Syriza agreed to 
implement the wishes of the Euro-
pean Central Bank and the IMF.

State apparatus
In addition, parliament does not have 
full control over all the wider institu-
tions of the state, such as the police, 
the judiciary, public servants and the 
military. 

High ranking public servants and 
judges tend to also come from ruling 
class backgrounds and identify with 
the wealthy, while the repressive 
institutions like the police and army 
exist to defend private property and 
capitalism. 

Governments that step too far out 
of line with the interests of the rich 
will face their wrath. 

In 1973 the democratically elect-
ed government of Salvador Allende 
in Chile was overthrown in a military 
coup after it allowed a militant work-
ing class to challenge the power of 
the rich.

Former Australian Greens Sena-
tor Scott Ludlam claims “there are 
good people in there, on all sides of 
the chamber. Sometimes the system 
works”. But this is the exception, not 
the rule. 

The ruling class may control the 
economy, but their power can be 
challenged. Working class people run 
the trains and power stations, work 
the mines and run the factories and 
office that produce profits. And the 
government recognises that power. 

That’s why workers must jump 
through hoops to take “protected” 
industrial action, and why the govern-
ment shut down a 24-hour train strike 

in 2018 because of the risk it posed to 
the economy. 

The power of the working class 
comes from the ability to withdraw 
our labour. And through these strug-
gles, the possibility for real democracy 
is raised—where ordinary people take 
democratic control of their workplaces 
and the whole economy out of the 
hands of the wealthy minority.

The first and most realised 
example of workers democracy was 
the 1917 Russian Revolution, where 
workers took power into their own 
hands and in the process transformed 
society. But democracy from below 
has been a feature of many struggles 
throughout history. 

In 1968, workers organisations ef-
fectively controlled the city of Nantes, 
France for a week—taking control of 
the roads, petrol supply and distribu-
tion of food. In 1972-73, Cordones in 
Chile took many factories under work-
ers control and in 1980, strike com-
mittees in Poland occupied factories to 
demand wage rises, union rights and 
better healthcare. 

Politicians, public intellectuals and 
the media may believe in the virtues 
of parliamentary democracy and have 
faith in its reform. But there’s a reason 
why ordinary people are instinctively 
distrustful. We may have a formal 
right to vote, but the real decisions 
are made behind the scenes by banks, 
big companies and the wealthy who 
control them. 

The only way to challenge the 
power of capitalism and the state is to 
build power outside of parliament. It’s 
workers movements and struggle that 
will win real change, not any efforts to 
reform democracy in parliament. 

Above: The real 
extent of democracy 
is parliament is 
limited by design
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THIS YEAR on 19 July marked nine 
years since Kevin Rudd’s Labor 
government announced that asylum 
seekers who arrived by boat would be 
sent offshore and never be allowed to 
resettle in Australia. 

The Albanese government was 
very quick to grab a headline and 
pose for photos with the Tamil family 
when they got “home to Bilo”. But the 
around 26,000 refugees in Australia on 
temporary protection visas (TPV) and 
Safe Haven Enterprise Visas (SHEV) 
are still waiting for the new Labor 
government to act on its only other 
promise to refugees, to grant them all 
permanent visas.

When Rudd was elected in Decem-
ber 2007, it took Labor five months 
before they announced that refugees 
would get permanent visas. And it 
took another five months until August 
2008 before legislation was passed to 
fulfil the promise.  

Labor plans to use regulation, not 
legislation, to grant permanent visas 
this time. We are not waiting five or 
ten months for them to do it. Every 
day delayed, is one more day added 
to the years of separated families, 
children denied tertiary education, and 
the agony of losing work rights, with 
no right to Centrelink, while expired 
visas are waiting to be renewed. 

After years of Albanese criticising 
Morrison for not finding third country 
resettlement for the people that Labor 
sent to Nauru and PNG, Labor in gov-
ernment has turned a deaf ear to the 
calls to evacuate Nauru and PNG. 

Despite the New Zealand deal 
struck in the dying days of the Mor-
rison government, Labor knows that 
between 500-600 refugees have no 
third country resettlement prospects. 
Labor needs to act immediately to end 
the insecurity and offer permanent 
visas to any of them who want one.

There are thousands of Afghan 
and Tamil refugees who, because they 
only have temporary visas, are power-
less to help their families still trapped 
in their home countries. There are 
thousands more technically unlawful 
asylum seekers who can’t return home 
to Afghanistan or Sri Lanka—they 
also need permanent visas. 

The fast track system introduced 
by the Coalition is rigged to reject 
asylum claims and the Administrative 
Appeals Tribunal (AAT) that con-
siders refugee appeals is filled with 
Liberal Party appointees. 

Turnbacks and offshore
But Labor’s support for turnbacks, 
offshore detention and its commit-
ment to the deterrence politics of 
Operation Sovereign Borders means 
its fundamental refugee policies are 
little different to the Coalition’s. 

Albanese tells anyone who will 
listen that he now thinks that the 
Coalition’s turnback policies “stopped 
the boats.” Labor even embraced 
Morrison’s refusal to comment on 
“on water” matters, using “security 
grounds” for refusing to comment 
when questioned about the first turn-
back after Labor was elected.

After turning asylum boats back 
to Sri Lanka following the election, 
Home Affairs Minister Clare O’Neil 

visited Sri Lanka on 20 June, with 
Labor announcing a $50 million pack-
age for the Sri Lankan government. 
But while Sri Lankans go hungry and 
are desperate for fuel, more than half 
of the money is being used to put GPS 
trackers on fishing boats to help the 
Sri Lankan navy prevent asylum boats 
leaving the country. 

Albanese developed a glib phrase 
“you can be tough on people smug-
glers without being weak on human-
ity” that he used to try and distance 
Labor from the Coalition prior to the 
election. It was how he explained 
Labor’s willingness to give the Tamil 
family bridging visas and allow them 
to move back to Biloela. 

The phrase allowed people to 
believe that Labor would take a fun-
damentally different approach to the 
refugees on Nauru and PNG, that all 
Afghans would get permanent visas, 
that the ban on refugees in Indonesia 
would end, and deportations to Sri 
Lanka would stop. 

The “humanity” that Albanese 
talked about does not extend very 
far. Betelhem, an Ethiopian refugee, 
arrived on Christmas Island on 11 
November 2013 and was transferred to 
Nauru two weeks later. She was then 
detained in Australia in 2015 for two 
years. After further time in community 
detention, she is now on a six-month 
bridging visa. Betelhem speaks for 
tens of thousands when she says, ”July 
19 destroyed my life.”  

There will be no “humanity” until 
the politics of Operation Sovereign 
Borders is dismantled. Labor won’t do 
that. By building protests and demon-
strations the refugee movement can. 

Above: Protest in 
Melbourne to mark 
19 July this year
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