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BLAK DEATH CELLS
THREE MORE BLACK DEATHS
IN CUSTODY ON EVE OF
ROYAL COMMISSION
TH
30 YEAR ANNIVERSARY
Matthew Hole
Three First Nations people have died
in custody this month, on the eve of
the 30th anniversary of the report of
the Royal Commission into Aboriginal
Deaths in Custody. These three deaths
– two in New South Wales (NSW) and
one in Victoria – add to the already
440+ black deaths in custody that have
occurred over these thirty years, leading families of the victims to declare a
national emergency.
The two NSW deaths only came into the
public eye after Greens MP David Shoebridge made enquiries during a parliamentary
hearing. The NSW government defended
not informing the public immediately, as
it would be “not appropriate” and “cause a
lot of anger, a lot of angst and a lot of grief”
if they were not accompanied with more
details. The two NSW deaths were related
to a woman serving an eight-month prison
sentence in Silverwater Women’s Correctional Centre on the 5th of March and a man
at Long Bay prison’s hospital, where he was
being treated for multiple health problems.
The Victorian coroner will be investigating
another death, a man who died on the 7th of
March at the Ravenhall Correctional Centre.
While few details of these latest deaths
in custody have come to light, they come at
a time when coronial inquiry findings for
other deaths are being made public. One of
these is for Nathan Reynolds, who died of
an acute asthma attack whilst in custody in
September 2018 at the John Moroney Correctional Facility in Berkshire Park, NSW,
after an “unreasonably delayed” response
from prison staﬀ. After initially requesting help, it took prison oﬃcer Matthew
Fawzy more than eleven minutes to reach
the cell. It would be twenty-two minutes
before a nurse arrived and forty-seven minutes before paramedics were on the scene.
Questioned as to why Fawzy did not run
to the cell, he replied that “we were taught
never to run unless it’s an oﬃcer actually
getting assaulted.” Reynolds had been in
custody for four months, the care he had
received being described as “inadequate,”
“failed to reduce his risk for a fatal asthma
attack,” and ultimately “deprived Nathan of

at least some chance of surviving his acute
asthma attack.”
Stories like these are common, with
over 440 black deaths in custody now being
recorded over the last three decades. The
eﬀects they have on the families and the
broader community generally are harrowing. 15,000 signatures have been garnered
for a petition for Prime Minister Scott Morrison to meet with a group of fifteen families
of deceased First Nations people whilst in
custody on the thirtieth anniversary of the
royal commission report. The majority of
recommendations from this report have
either been implemented poorly, or not at
all, supposedly due to budget restraints.
Speaking to ABC’s Afternoon Briefing,
Jungaji Brady – nephew of Aunty Sherry
Tilberoo-Fisher – that the First Nations
community of Australia was “tired […]
[and] fatigued” after “hearing the same old
rhetorical attitudes in terms of government
responses: ‘We’ll get to you, you just wait
there.’” He went on to state: “500 black
coﬃns have been lowered into the ground
and not one [person has been deemed legally
responsible] in terms of accountability,”
that there has been “police impunity and a
whole lot of systemic issues,” finally declaring that “this is a national emergency, and it
demands national action from our national
leaders.” Brady is one of the representatives
from the families hoping to meet with the
Prime Minister next month. The 15,000strong petition has been largely ignored by
the government to date.
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
people are the most incarcerated group of
people in the world, making up twenty-nine
per cent of Australia’s prison population
and just three per cent of the total population. This means a First Nations person is
twelve times more likely to end up in prison
than their non-indigenous counterparts.
Australia’s Federal Government’s previous
attempts to rectify this shocking disparity
have been both ineﬀective and inadequate.
But why is that?
The state is an instrument of class rule,
in which one section of the population can
achieve dominance over others. The Australian state formed at the beginning of the 20th
century, as a federation of six British settler

colonies, to serve the interests of the white
settler population, specifically the bourgeois
class, along with their principle defence
partner – initially the United Kingdom,
then the United States after World War II.
Throughout the 19th and 20th centuries,
the British and Australian governments
carried out policies against First Nations
people that can be likened to genocide, with
the Frontier Wars and Stolen Generation,
to name but a few. The intergenerational
trauma caused from these events has lasting eﬀects to this day, evidenced by the
massive disparity in those tied up with the
judicial system. Alice Springs still runs a
system of de-facto apartheid, where treatment of First Nations people is at its most
extreme. Earlier this month in Geneva, a
statement was delivered to the UN Human
Rights Council, with signatories from many
countries, including China, Russia, Belarus, Egypt, and Venezuela, that listed the
“unprotected rights of indigenous people”
as once of its key grievances.

Under its current form, Australia has
a system of government that continues to
prioritise local bourgeois and US interests, but a groundswell from below could
force the government into reforms that
can improve First Nation people’s circumstances. Following the “Uluru Statement from the Heart” – which delivered
a “historic consensus of Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander peoples in seeking
constitutional change to enable a Voice to
Parliament in the Constitution,” the government was forced into a position of running
a co-design process to decide what a voice
to parliament might look like. A constitutionally enshrined voice will enable First
Nations people to have a greater say on laws
that impact their lives and is an important
step on the road to achieving meaningful
change. Submissions from the community
are being accepted until the end of the 31st
of March, 2021, and can be submitted via
the www.fromtheheart.com.au website. 
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ACTU CALLS FOR GLOBAL
SOLIDARITY ON PANDEMIC
Earlier this month, the Australian Council of
Trade Unions (ACTU), ahead of a World Trade
Organisation (WTO) Trade-Related Aspects of
Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPS) council formal
meeting, urged the Australian government to support a call headed by South Africa and India “that
would waive some provisions of these intellectual
property laws to allow the production of COVID-19
vaccines to be ramped up and made accessible and
aﬀordable to all.”
The ACTU stated that “[t]he pandemic has highlighted the world’s stark social and health inequities.
It has also shown that no one is safe unless everyone
is safe, and that to overcome the pandemic global
solidarity and cooperation is required, not greed.”
The ACTU was supported in its call by the Australian
Council for International Development, the Public
Health Association of Australia, Oxfam Australia,
and The Salvation Army Australia, among others.
ACTU President Michele O’Neil stated that “Big
Pharma are profiting massively while frontline workers and high risk people in developing nations suﬀer
because of outdated intellectual property laws that
are no longer fit-for-purpose.
“What’s needed in the face of this pandemic is
global solidarity – Australia has a duty to support
developing countries to protect their people from
this virus and save as many lives as possible. […]
“100 countries around the world support this
proposal to suspend intellectual property rights
on COVID vaccines. It’s time Australia does too.”
The call comes as Australia has been a player
in obstructing the passage of the proposal, which
has been tabled since October last year. The state of
limbo of the proposal was due in part to Australia’s
(among others such as Canada) request for evidence
that such a waiver would really facilitate additional
vaccine manufacturing and help resolve the current shortages. When the proposal has been brought
forward, Australia has blocked the initiative along
with several other Western nations.
The proposal was brought back and supported
by over eighty other nations – including Kenya,
Bolivia, Venezuela, and Mongolia – but was ultimately blocked by the same group of nations who
have opposed it.
The split between nations over the proposal highlights the growing inequality between richer and
poorer countries. The former group of nations – such
as Great Britian, the US, and other EU nations – have
large domestic pharmaceutical industries with monopolies over vaccine production, which have been
extracting large scale profits during the pandemic.
The relaxing of intellectual property rights for the
health of millions of disadvantaged peoples – which
the proposal only calls to be temporary – seems
to be too much for those nations that clearly value
profits over lives.
The recent WTO TRIPS meeting is only another
example, in an endless list of examples, of capitalism’s exploitation of the pandemic and its inability
to solve the crisis. As a result of inaction and greed,
millions have died and gotten sick as global economies have gone into freefall, with many losing their
jobs and struggling to survive.
It is clear that an alternative is needed. Socialism,
more than ever, is required to solve the issues of the
pandemic, where the lives and well-being of people
are at the centre of policy decisions, not profits.

COMMONWEALTH
BANK WANTS STAFF
TO VOTE FOR MORE
WAGE THEFT
Finance Sector Union media release
The unrepentant wage thieves at the Commonwealth Bank (CBA) are set to push ahead with
a vote on an enterprise agreement that will
further erode the basic entitlements of staﬀ
who have already been the victims of massive
systemic wage theft.
Finance Sector Union (FSU) National Secretary
Julia Angrisano said CBA was caught red handed in
2019 ripping oﬀ staﬀ to the tune of $57mil in unpaid
wages and the proposed agreement shows that nothing has changed.
“The FSU won’t stand by and allow CBA to pressure
its workers to accept a defective enterprise agreement
that seeks to legitimise and perpetuate the practices
which caused the massive wage theft uncovered in
2019,” Ms Angrisano said.
“CBA’s proposed agreement would eﬀectively refit
the rules to allow the bank to continue the unlawful
behaviour of the past without consequence.”

“Now the Commonwealth Bank is attempting to
divide its workforce by pushing forward with a vote
on a proposed agreement that doesn’t pass the pub
test. CBA may think that they ‘can’ do this but they
forgot to ask if they should.”
Ms Angrisano said staﬀ at CBA understood the
bank was trying to pull the wool over their eyes.
“CBA has a history of pressuring workers to sell
banking products to consumers who don’t need them
and can’t aﬀord them.
“Now the Bank is looking to cram a bad deal down
the throats of its own workers.”
“We can’t accept an agreement that allows the
CBA to continue to exploit its workers.”
“The FSU’s role is to protect our members’ interests and voting no to this agreement is in the interest
of all CBA employees.”
“We will not support this oﬀensive con-job of an
enterprise agreement.” 

Perth rally against the US blockade on Cuba, 17th March 2021.
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NATIONAL CRISIS FOR
AUSTRALIAN RENTERS: PART I
Bree Booth
On census night in 2016, an
estimated 116,000 people were
experiencing homelessness
across Australia. The impact of
the pandemic and the inherent
diﬃculties of collecting data
on homelessness means that
this number is almost definitely much higher today. This
includes rough sleepers but
also those living in insecure
and unsafe accommodation
such as boarding houses, overcrowded dwellings, and staying in other people’s homes.
In a jarring contrast, the same
census concluded that one million houses were “vacant” across
the country. While investing
magazines and websites will tout
the “legitimate” reasons why this
number is so high, it is hard to see
how a property being untenanted
because no one can aﬀord the rent
there is “legitimate” in a country
where people are sleeping on the
streets. Even with the almost certain increase in homelessness due
to the pandemic, empty housing
far outstrips the number needing
to be housed.
Homelessness is by no means
a new issue, but it is increasingly
relevant now due to two factors.
Firstly, the Australian government
is about to end the JobSeeker supplement at a time when hundreds
of thousands of Australians are
already struggling under the weight
of a global disaster and the worst
recession since the 1930s. Secondly,
this is compounded at the state level
by the end of moratoria on evictions
and rent increases that over the last
year have oﬀered vital protections
for vulnerable tenants.
There are four states whose
moratoria and rental protections
are set to end this month.

for what is needed (see Guardian,
“Social Housing Scheme Only A
Drop In The Ocean” #1942).
The moratorium on rent evictions was extended in September
2020 to have eﬀect until March.
This was based on the dire need
for protections which existed then.
That need still exists now. Extend
the moratorium again.

VICTORIA

NEW SOUTH WALES

In Victoria, regulations to the
Residential Tenancies Act have
been in force since May 2020,
instituting a moratorium on rent
increases and evictions during the
pandemic.
While no reasonable person
would assert that the pandemic
is over, the regulations are set to
lapse on the 28th March, 2021.
This coincides with the end of the
JobSeeker supplement meaning
many Victorians will be pushed
back below the poverty line and
the rates of housing insecurity and
homelessness are set to skyrocket.
Last year Daniel Andrews
announced that his government
would begin to build more public
housing but this is barely enough

A similar moratorium in NSW
is set to end on the 26th March.
The government has announced a
transition plan to protect tenants
over the next six months but many
feel it isn’t enough.
Over forty community organisations have signed an open letter
calling expressing concern over the
transition plan. They’re calling for
the government to:
• Extend the eviction restrictions
and rent reduction provisions
for impacted tenants
• Provide additional financial
supports via, for example, No
Interest Loan Schemes for
tenants struggling with rent
or targeted COVID rent relief
payments

• Provide additional funding for
services supporting tenants
A new report from Equity Economics states that the housing and
social services situation in NSW is
at a “tipping point.” With 1 million
people in that state already dependent on social services, the system is
at capacity and the state and federal
governments are set to pull the rug
out at the end of this month.

TASMANIA
According to a University of
New South Wales report, Tasmania
had some of the best COVID-19
rental moratoriums and relief in
Australia. The state extended protections to a wide range of tenants,
recognising that all Tasmanians
were aﬀected by the crisis. However,
these protections ended on the 31st
January this year. An extension to
the COVID-19 tenants relief fund is
also set to expire on the 31st March.
Rent in Tasmania has risen
thirty-seven per cent of the last five
years. Even before the pandemic,
tenants were already struggling.
The Tenants’ Union of Tasmania
rightly points out that given the
high cost of rent, the end of the

Jobkeeper subsidy and the fact that
the vaccine rollout there has only
just begun, “the economics [don’t]
stack up.” It makes no sense to lift
protections to oﬀset the impact of
the pandemic in the middle of the
pandemic.

WESTERN
AUSTRALIA
The emergency period in WA
ends on the 28th March. During
the emergency period a range
of protections were aﬀorded to
tenants including a ban on rent
increases and evictions during the
moratorium period, and no lease
break fee.
At the end of the month once
the protections lift, WA will be
facing a crisis as the lowest ever
rental availability in the state
combines with a loss of income
and a liability to pay rent to push
thousands of Western Australians
into homelessness and housing
insecurity, with young renters
being the worst aﬀected.
The public housing wait list in
WA is currently around 15,000 with
the number expected to increase

by up to twenty per cent once the
emergency period ends on the
28th March.
This crisis was avoidable. The
Real Estate Institute of WA states
that there has been little to no
construction of new residences in
the past few years. Now, housing
availability is down to as little as
0.4 per cent in some parts of WA.
The state government insists
that they are “monitoring” the
situation. Renters don’t need their
situation “monitored”, they need
secure income, secure and aﬀordable housing and more resources for
those experiencing homelessness.
Renters must band together to
demand an extension of the protections in their states. Housing is
a pandemic control issue. When
people are safely and adequately
housed and where the cost of living
is aﬀordable, people are less likely
to need to take risks which endanger the health of those around them
just to put food on the table. The
pandemic is far from over. It’s high
time the governments of Australia
wake up to that reality and do
something about it. 

In a jarring contrast, the same census concluded that one
million houses were “vacant” across the country. While
investing magazines and websites will tout the “legitimate”
reasons why this number is so high, it is hard to see how a
property being untenanted because no one can afford the
rent there is “legitimate” in a country where people are
sleeping on the streets.
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REPORT : RALLIES IN PERTH
PUSH FOR CLIMATE ACTION
Eileen Whitehead
The WA Forest Alliance had a busy
week, holding their Grand Postcard Delivery Rally in West Perth on
Wednesday 10th March. Thousands
of messages on postcards addressed
to Premier of WA, Mark McGowan,
calling for the forests to be saved, were
hand-delivered to Dumas House.
The Grand Postcard Delivery event
involved around 150 people of varying ages,
including members of 350 Boorloo Perth,
which augurs well for our future.
The following day, Thursday 11th March,
the Australian Religious Response to Climate
Change (ARRCC) – all my Quaker mates –
led by Jo Vallentine, held a Global Day of
Action for Climate Change on the steps of
the Wesley Church.
Both events were linked by the belief that
we must attempt to make Australians and
their political representatives realise how
important it is that we start caring for our
natural environment if we have any hope
of stopping what looks like the irreversible
destruction of our way of life.
So many rallies I’ve attended have more
than enough grey-haired veterans in tow,
but hopefully the younger generation might
actually have employment! It was good to
see the numbers of Whadjuk Nungar people
there, who spoke emotionally and sincerely
about the unsustainable damage done to
their land over the past 250 years.

Unfortunately, after an hour, I had to
leave but later learned that Dr Fiona Stanley
gave a very emotional plea for all native forests to be preserved. What a pity, not one TV
station thought it worth being there.
As the secretary of the Independent and
Peaceful Australia Network in WA (IPANWA), I also took the opportunity to hand
out its brochure about “A People’s Inquiry”
taking place in July, inviting organisations
and individuals to make a submission about
Australia’s involvement in US wars and
the US-Australia alliance, which has sadly
slipped oﬀ the agenda for discussion since
the pandemic.
With the increasingly hostile trade war
between the US and China, Australia has
become the “piggy in the middle” and it
promises to do further damage to our trade
with China if we, once again, puppet-like,
side with the US.
A much more sinister connection with
the proliferation of the military worldwide
– something not much discussed when talking about climate change – is the carbon
emissions created by the US military. Barry
Sanders, in his book, The Green Zone (2009)
stated the US military consumes as much
as one million barrels of oil per day and
contributes five per cent of current global
warming CO2 emissions. However, jet fuel
emissions are likely to be three times higher
per gallon than those from diesel and oil.
Pat Hynes, a retired environmental
engineer, writes:

“Aircraft exhaust has unique polluting
results producing a greater warming eﬀect
per unit of fuel used. Radiative eﬀects from
jet exhaust, including nitrous oxide, sulphur
dioxide, soot, and water vapour exacerbate
the warming effect of the CO2 exhaust
emissions.”
She goes on to comment that, if the US
expends thirty-seven per cent worldwide of
the global military budget and its military is
estimated to contribute five per cent of climate change emissions, it can be assumed
that the rest of the world’s military spending,
weapons manufacturing, military exercises,

and conflict combine to bring military-related
fossil fuel emissions to near fifteen per cent
of global climate change pollution. [See
Environmentalists Against War website –
www.envirosagainstwar.org.]
As IPANWA’s secretary, I’m very
pleased to welcome anyone who is interested to attend our round table to be held
on Saturday, the 27th of March at UCIC,
Perth (the Uniting Church in the City) from
10.30 - 1.30pm. I can be contacted via email
on eileenwhitehead24@gmail.com. 

THE LEGACY HANGING OVER FUKUSHIMA
TEN YEARS ON FROM DISASTER
E Lennon
Japan entered into a state of emergency when the Tōhoku
earthquake and tsunami swept across the country in 2011.
Water flooded the sea wall protecting the nuclear powerplant and triggered three meltdowns and three hydrogen explosions.
Radioactive contamination leaked from the plant and caused
approximately 154,000 residents in a 20 km radius to be evacuated.
No one died as a direct result of the plant’s destruction; however,
the impacts of the disaster were felt by all the people uprooted
from their communities. Some 2000 elderly people eventually died
according to a report titled “Increase in disaster-related deaths:
risks and social impacts of evacuation”.
In this report, author M Hayakawa writes “disaster-related
death is caused by stress, exhaustion, and worsening of pre-existing
illnesses due to evacuation.”
“It is said that insuﬃcient response measures were taken, in
particular, during the transitional period between the emergency
phase and the reconstruction phase. There is a need to apply the
lessons learned in planning for evacuation after a nuclear hazard,
considering radiological protection as well as risks associated
with evacuation.”
Over the course of nuclear history, there are any number of
case studies that have proved to be cautionary tales. Ones that
have resulted in loss of life and, as shown above in the example of
Fukushima, caused huge distress to people in the aﬀected areas.
It is the policy of the CPA that Australia must “transfer ... government subsidies from fossil and nuclear fuel sectors to energy
eﬃciency, renewable energy, and transition programs.”
Clean and safe energy renewable energy would minimise these
impacts on the environment and people.
Hayakawa ends the report, saying “the residents of Fukushima were thrown into this disastrous event, and are now making
extraordinary sacrifices in the form of disaster-related deaths.
This experience cannot be wasted.”
It is crucial that this disaster is learned from and only by
ending the fossil fuel and nuclear conglomerates can this be fully
achieved. No company or people should be able to build capital
on energy. Certainly not if doing so causes environmental and
social disasters, whether that be an oil spill or a nuclear meltdown.
CPA policy states that “the environmental crisis has been largely
created by the rapacious exploitation of the Earth’s resources by the
capitalist ruling class. Ignoring scientific evidence, this class continues to aggravate the crisis with a disregard for the consequences
of its activities. The response of governments in the developed
capitalist countries to the climate crisis shows greater interest in
safeguarding corporate profits than the environment.” 

M Hayakawa writes “disasterrelated death is caused
by stress, exhaustion, and
worsening of pre-existing
illnesses due to evacuation.”
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ROYAL RACISM NO SURPRISE
Casey Davidson
The mainstream media have
sensationalised the most
recent British royal family
racism scandal, despite the
monarchy’s long history of
colonialism which has seen
millions of people suﬀer and
die across the globe. The outrage was sparked after Prince
Harry and his wife, Meghan
Markle, participated in a twohour interview with American
talk show host Oprah, where
they revealed that members of
the royal family had concerns
about how dark their son’s skin
would be. It should come as no
surprise that the royal family at the centre of an inherently racist empire would be
concerned about a non-white
prince in the family, given its
white supremacist roots.
The brutal expansion of the
British empire has left lasting
devastating eﬀects across Africa,
Asia, the Americas, Australia and
the Pacific. As typical of expanding empires, racism has been a
tool used by Britain to “other-ise”
non-white ethnicities, to treat
them in barbaric inhumane ways
and exploit their land and labour,
justifying the behaviour through
unfounded exceptionalism.
In particular, in the 19th century, Britain plundered India and
left the people in a state of abject
poverty, looting a whopping
US$45 trillion worth of resources.
The British East India Company
originally drove this expansion,
further enriching the British royal
family, and after it was dissolved
under direct British rule, Queen
Victoria was titled Empress of
India. The stripping of India was
largely used to fund the expansion
of its other colonies, particularly
Australia.
The Chinese describe their
colonial period as the One Hundred
Years of Humiliation, where opium
was forced on their people by the
British to maintain control on their
region. Over time, the average age
of a Chinese man was reduced to
thirty-five, when a quarter of the
male population became addicted
to opium. The Chinese were named
by the British as “the sick man of
Asia.” Fortunately for China, they
struggled against their oppressors and took back sovereignty of
their country. However there are
still lasting impacts of this period,
particularly in Hong Kong.
While racist policies are well
documented in the United States
and across the Americas, the outrage coming from the liberal press
about the racism of the British royal
family makes it seem as though
the the slave trade does not trace
its roots back to the British taking
African people to work as slaves
in the Caribbean. The riches from
these plantations were sent back to
England, and amongst the growing
opulence, sugary sweet desserts
became popular oﬀ the backs of
suﬀering Africans. King Charles

The brutal expansion of the British
empire has left lasting devastating
effects across Africa, Asia, the
Americas, Australia and the Pacific.
II brought more enslaved African
people to the Americas than any
other institution.
So not only did the British monarchy directly fund and profit from
the slave trade, but plunder and
steal from African nations. To this
day, African nations fight for the
right to govern their own lands, and
many remain in extreme poverty
due to the devastation they continue to endure after colonisation.
In what became the anglosettler colonies, Indigenous people
continue to struggle for sovereignty after hundreds of years of
oppression and exploitation under
racist policies. Some of the worst
treatment by British colonists was
inflicted on First Nations people
in Australia, including massacres
of whole communities, stealing
land and slave labour, as well as
thousands of children being taken
from their families. Regardless of
the existing outcomes of intergenerational trauma and continued
systemic racism, the Australian
government refuses to sign a treaty
to negotiate on issues such as
welfare, employment, education,
health and land ownership.

Sydney Cuba Vigil

STOP USA BLOCKADE ON CUBA
Also solidarity with Venezuela & Gaza

12:30 pm Saturday April 17
Sydney Town Hall

Racism was, and has been
since, a useful tool used by the
British monarchy to justify the
enslavement and the stealing of
land and resources from non-white
peoples. It should be no wonder
that members of the royal family
are concerned about their newest
member having dark skin after
using white supremacy as an excuse
for the plunder of people of colour
for centuries.
This is not to say that other
European countries did not participate in colonialism and racist
policies to justify their actions,
however, no colonial empire has
spread as far and wide nor been so
brutal as the British empire. The
only argument could be for the
US empire, however, this could be
considered an imperialist continuation of the British empire.
There is a common misconception that the West brings wealth
and civilisation to poor countries
to help develop them, and that
therefore colonisation is actually
helpful. This could not be further
from the truth. In the words of
political author, Michael Perenti,
“These countries aren’t poor.

These countries are rich. Only the
people are poor. They’re not underdeveloped, they’re overexploited.”
It is impossible to fully express
the sheer loss and pain suﬀered at
the hands of the British empire in
one article, and it is outrageous
for Prince William to insist that
“the royal family is not a racist
family,” as he casually commented
in passing recently. Just one look
at the British Royal Museum with
artifacts on display stolen from cultures worldwide should be enough
evidence of this, if not the countries
and territories that remain under
British rule today.
The Commonwealth of Australia remains a constitutional
monarchy, with Queen Elizabeth
II reigning as the head of state,
taking advice from the governorgeneral, who has powers which
may be exercised beyond the prime
minister’s request. This means that
regardless of how strongly Australians claim to live in a liberal
democracy, elected leaders can be
dismissed by the monarch.
The most notable example
of this was the dismissal of the
Whitlam Government in 1975.

Before this, Prime Minister Gough
Whitlam had implemented a large
number of new programmes and
policy changes including the termination of military conscription,
universal health care, free university education, and the recognition
of Aboriginal land claims. Whitlam also aimed to close the US
military spy base, Pine Gap, which
continues to assist in imperialist
violence against Middle Eastern
civilians today.
Whether Australia should
become a republic and drop its ties
with the United Kingdom remains
an important one. The move would
require meaningful and genuine
consultation with First Nations
people, in full recognition of the
long-lasting eﬀects of colonisation, along with a full examination
of Australia’s shift towards supporting United States imperialist
aggression and political inference.
There is no question that the British
royal family are racist when looking through a historical lense, and
any argument to clear their name
should be deemed laughable. 

Find out more about the
Communist Party of Australia
web www.cpa.org.au
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150TH ANNIVERSARY OF
THE PARIS COMMUNE
Valentin Cartillier
The 18th of March marks the 150th
anniversary of the Paris Commune.
Lasting just over three months, from
18th March to 28th May 1871, the Commune would serve as a model and
vision for communists for generations to come.
The shorthand historical account is that
France had lost the Franco-Prussian war in
January 1871. The National Government,
which had moved out of Paris to Tours, signed
an armistice with the Prussians, it disbanded
its army but not the National Guard who
had remained defending Paris. The people
of Paris felt abandoned by their government
who had capitulated to the Prussian forces.
Mass discontent ensued; besieged by both the
French National Government and the Prussians, the National Guard in Paris refused
to give up their arms and the working class
rose up alongside them, refusing to accept
the authority of the government.
The self-appointed French National Government sent the army twice in an attempt to
disarm the Commune with no success. The
resilience of the Commune was because of
its radical socialist experimentation. Once
established, it immediately implemented a
workers’ wage, cancelled all debts and interest, and paid pensions to unmarried spouses
and illegitimate children. The children of the
Commune were given free education, and
abandoned factories were seized, which were
then reappropriated into communal bakeries
and kitchens. Workers were enrolled into the
National Guard and guns were distributed
among the population. A delegate system was
used, wherein each district of Paris elected
their own representative to speak for them
within it. Once the French proletariat had
created their own form of the state, they
were able to govern themselves in a truly
democratic sense.
The experience of the Paris Commune
informed the development of Marx’s theory,
as evidenced in the books and articles he
and Engels penned on the subject. Marx
wrote in The Civil War in France in 1871,
the same year the Commune was formed,
that Parisians “have understood that it is
their imperious duty, and their absolute
right, to render themselves masters of their
own destinies, by seizing upon the governmental power.”
The Commune was eventually crushed
by the French army on 21st May, 1871, when
over thirty thousand communards – the revolutionaries inhabiting the Commune – were

executed and over a hundred thousand were
dispersed, either through exile, execution,
arrest, or expulsion.
Despite its eventual defeat, the Commune is significant to us today by virtue of
its profound legacy for communist revolutionaries. In 1932, Lenin asked “Why do the
proletariat, not only in France but throughout the entire world, honour the workers of
the Paris Commune as their forerunners?
What was the heritage of the Commune?”
To commemorate this event, it is best to use
the words of the revolutionaries inspired by
it. In answer to his own question, Lenin said
“This was an event unprecedented
in history. Up to that time power
had customarily been in the hands
of landlords and capitalists ... After
the revolution of March 18, when the
Thiers Government fled from Paris with
its troops, its police and its oﬃcials,
the people remained masters of the
situation and power passed into the
hands of the proletariat. But in modern
society, enslaved economically by
capital, the proletariat cannot dominate
politically unless it breaks the chains
which fetter it to capital. This is why the
movement of the Commune inevitably
had to take on a Socialist colouring,
i.e., to begin striving for the overthrow
of the power of the bourgeoisie, the
power of capital, to destroy the very
foundations of the present social order.”

Lenin, taking up Engels and Marx’s position wrote that the Commune was the model
that he based his understanding of what the
dictatorship of the proletariat would look like.
Marx wrote that it was “the greatest
revolution of this century and still holds
its post in the present glorious struggle of
Paris.” These were not idle words. “Look at
the Paris Commune,” he urged, “that was
the dictatorship of the proletariat.” For
Marx, the organisation of the Commune was
instrumental in his thought. It sharpened
his view on what a socialist society could
look like. It marked the movement from a
spontaneous uprising to a concrete form of
organisation in Marxist theory.
Engels, reflecting on the organisation of
the Commune, wrote in the preface of the
same book that:
“the state is nothing other than an
instrument of oppression of one class
by another; this applies equally to a
democratic republic and to a monarchy.

In the best case, the State is an evil to
which the proletariat will fall heir after
emerging victorious from the struggle
for class domination. Just as in the case
of the Paris Commune, the proletariat
will inevitably be compelled to lop
oﬀ immediately, in so far as that is
possible, the worst aspects of this evil,
until a new generation, growing up in a
new and a free social system, will have
suﬃcient strength to do away with all
this rubbish of all State institutions
whatsoever.”

This characterisation of the state
undoubtedly informed Marx and Engels’ later
view on the “withering away of the state.”
Once the proletariat has seized the control
of the state machinery they can wield it for
their own purposes, and each function of the
state they took over would eventually destroy
the need for a state at all. Engels continued:
“The German philistine has recently
been struck with wholesome fear
again at the words: Dictatorship of the
Proletariat. Well, then, gentlemen, do
you want to know how this dictatorship
looks? Then look at the Paris
Commune. That was the dictatorship of
the proletariat”

The philistines of today are those who
deny the dictatorship of the proletariat as part
of the progression of creating communism.

Marx continued exalting the revolutionary
character of the Commune, citing the manifesto of its Central Committee.
“The proletarians of Paris … amidst
the failures and treasons of the ruling
classes, have understood that the
hour has struck for them to save the
situation by taking into their own
hands the direction of public aﬀairs. ...
They have understood that it is their
imperious duty, and their absolute
right, to render themselves masters of
their own destinies, by seizing upon the
governmental power.”

Though the Commune had been crushed,
its revolutionary legacy persisted. Its lesson is
that the ideal of communism is never impossible. In the face of seemingly insurmountable
odds, socialism, as the first stage of communism, can be established. We should not
resign ourselves to the decisions the government supposedly makes as the ‘general will’
of the people but instead advance our own
working class demands. A new system is not
only possible but necessary. To honour the
Commune is to concretely assert against the
capitalist class what the will of the working
class is not simply a defensive manoeuvre
to maintain certain rights, but an aﬃrmation that communism can happen, and has
happened, in spite of what any capitalist tells
us. Vive la Commune! 

LESSONS FROM THE 104TH ANNIVERSARY
OF THE FEBRUARY REVOLUTION
Bree Booth
The 8th of March marked the
104th Anniversary of the February Revolution in Russia.
The revolution is important for
us to analyse as communists
because of its consequences
for the October Revolution and
the historical issues it raises
for us in terms of how we think
about the party in relation to
spontaneous mass uprisings.
The February Revolution started with an International Working
Women’s Day action on the 8th of
March, 1917 (the 23rd of February on the Gregorian calendar).
Working women in the then capital
Petrograd (St Petersburg) went on
strike demanding “peace, land and
bread.” The strike soon spread to
all sections of the working class

and by the 10th of March (the 25th
of February) had spread out to the
districts of St Petersburg.
The protestors clashed with
police and destroyed symbols of
Tsarist authority. But this was
no chaotic mob; several factories
elected their own delegates to the
Petrograd Soviet, which met for
the first time on the 12th of March
(the 27th of February). The Soviet
model had been conceived in 1905
but had been crushed and many
of its leaders exiled by the Tsarist
regime.
On the 15th of March, Tsar
Nicholas II abdicated the throne,
ending 300 years of Tsarism in
Russia. A provisional government
was immediately established to
govern the empire until elections
could be held later that year. The
government was moderate and

ineﬀective at addressing the needs
of desperate workers. By July,
workers were revolting once more,
demanding that the Soviets take
power. The rebellion was crushed
but unrest continued until October
when the Russian working class
seized power during the October
Revolution.
The February Revolution had
several overlapping causes. The
short term spark for the action on
the 23rd of February was devastating shortages of food and fuel in the
capital and throughout the empire.
One contemporary account recalls
a city in total darkness, as only the
rich could aﬀord to fuel for fires in
the midst of the Russian winter.
Since 1915 the cities had been
racked with period uprisings against
shortages of bread and meat. By
1917, the Tsar had authorised

grain to be requisitioned from 31
of the provinces to feed soldiers
on the front line. This was only
a manifestation of many years of
brutal repression and incompetent
governance.
Although there is some debate
among historians on this point, it
is hard to argue that the February Revolution was anything but
a spontaneous uprising of the
working class. French Marxist philosopher Louis Althusser argued
that there are moments in history
that act as “archimedean points” –
points at which the contradictions
and crises of history reach such a
boiling point that communists must
be ready to guide the ideological
direction of the working class to
revolution and the establishment
of a socialist order.
The February Revolution was

one of those points. It is important
because of what it shows us about
what happens when revolt occurs
without suﬃcient class consciousness. Many prominent Bolsheviks
were in exile in the period leading
up to the Revolution, and during
this time the party remained small.
Their absence shows in the liberal
tendencies of what Soviet historiography of this period calls the
February Bourgeois Democratic
Revolution.
As communists today, the
lesson we can draw is that we
must be engaged with and working
among the working class, to raise
class consciousness among them
so that when spontaneous revolt
occurs, there is a strong theoretical foundation on which to build a
workers’ state. 
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REPORT: “SAVE PERTH HILLS”
RALLY IN MUNDARING, WA
Richard Titelius
On a warm, sunny morning in the
Perth Hills suburb of Mundaring 1,800
people gathered at Sculpture Park to
rally against the proposal for a housing development at nearby North
Stoneville. The developer is well-known
property development magnate Nigel
Satterley who is developing the property on behalf of its owners, the Trustees
for the Anglican Church. The proposal
involves developing 550 hectares of
rural land, of which 200 hectares of
bush would be cleared to build 1,400
homes to house over 4,000 new residents. Community opposition to the
proposal is centred on its environmental impact and being a potential
fire risk. The impact caused by nearby
Wooroloo bushfire, which started on 1st
February 2021, burnt through 11,000
hectares and destroyed 86 homes, was
fresh in people’s minds. The proposal
has already been rejected at a council
meeting of the Shire of Mundaring
attended by 1,200 people (a WA record
for attendance at shire council meeting), as well as the Fire and Emergency Services Department and the State
Planning Commission. However, the
developer, who would stand to make
a huge profit, has taken the rejection
of the development proposal by the
Planning Commission on appeal to the
State Administrative Tribunal.
One of the co-presenters for the rally
organised by Save Perth Hills was Jeremy
Hurst, who owns his own eco-bed & breakfast in the hills and is a passionate opponent
of the proposal and reminded the rally that
the community opposition included the
Mundaring Anglican Church who showed
they were Christians in the truest sense,
notwithstanding that the developers of the
land were the Anglican Church hierarchy
lead by Archbishop Kay Goldsworthy.
Environmentalist and Mundaring Shire
President John Daw said there was also
another development proposal in Parkerville that was over the road from the North
Stoneville which sought to develop land for
sixty homes in a cul-de-sac type plan which as
has been shown in other similar plans, allows
for limited escape routes from a bushfire.
Greg Rankin, a resident of Stoneville
and a volunteer firefighter who had fought
a number of shifts in the recent devastating
Wooroloo bush fire, spoke to the crowd. He
knew there were also people present at the

rally who were victims of that severe bushfire. Rankin said the fire moved very fast – at
times 5km/h with the wind pushing embers
3km ahead of the fire front. The fury of the
fire caused canopies of the treetops to burn
which in turn dropped smouldering leaves
and branches on to the bush below. Rankin
said there were also fire fighters who lost
their homes but continued fighting the fire
to save the lives and properties of others,
while he also needed to console people who
had lost everything in the blaze. Rankin said
that although good rains came a week after
the fire started and put out most of the fire,
the ground was still very hot which caused
the fire to restart. Some places where tree
stumps were burning were measured at
400C. This meant the mopping up operation
took over two weeks. The smoke from the
remnants of the fire was still visible in Perth
every afternoon until the end of February

when four days of continual rainfall finally
extinguished the last of the fire. Mr Rankin
received a standing ovation as a firefighter
– as a member of one of the more venerated
professions in the era of climate change.
The speaker who followed, Stewart
Guthrie of the Anglican Ecocare Commission,
was the next speaker who risked opposition
from the Anglican Church to deliver his
message to the rally – they had even had a
gag order put on the group by the church
hierarchy to prevent them speaking out on
the North Stoneville issue. His message to
the rally was that if the development were
to go ahead, it would be contrary to preserving God’s creation and the quality of life on
this earth.
Greens Upper House member for the
area, Tim Cliﬀord addressed the rally to say
the Greens fought to keep property developer money out politics as it fuels badly

conceived property developments like the
one at North Stoneville. The local Labor
member for the area, Matthew Hughes was
not present but one of his staﬀ addressed the
rally to say that Mr Hughes was against the
proposal – though it would seem the State
Planning Minister Rita Saﬃoti may not be
doing enough to push the development oﬀ
the planning board, which is what a majority of voters want.
The Communist Party of Australia supports the community opposition to the
development proposal at North Stoneville
which is well grounded on preventing fire
risk, preserving the natural environment,
bush character and biodiversity of a highvalue natural habitat which flourishes in
close proximity to the Perth metropolitan
area. 

“COPS OUT OF OUR NEIGHBOURHOOD”:
GREECE PROTESTS POLICE BRUTALITY
Valentin Cartillier
In Greece, mass protests
have broken out following
the release of video footage
of a man being beaten with an
iron baton by a police oﬃcer
and held down by two others for breaking lockdown
restrictions. On the 9th of
March, what initially started
as a peaceful demonstration
against police brutality was
met with the very same heavyhanded approach that people
were there to protest in the
first place.
Around 5000 people took
to the streets in the historically
calm suburb of Nea Smyrni in
Athens. They were met with
tear gas and water cannons.

The protestors responded with
molotov cocktails, rocks, and
setting fire to rubbish bins. This
round of protests follows months
of student protests against the
stationing of police oﬃcers at
universities and a law restricting the right to protest that was
passed in July 2020. Former
Prime Minister Alexis Tsipras of
the left-wing Syriza party said,
“The country has a government
that has totally lost control of the
pandemic, and the only thing it
knows how to do, according to
the plan, is to use a heavy hand.”
In predictable bourgeois
fashion, the Greek Prime Minister Kyriakos Mitsotakis placed
the blame for the violence on
the protestors and appealed for
peace and a return to order. After

a police oﬃcer was pulled from
his motorcycle and beaten by
protestors, Mitsotakis gave a televised address. He stated “I am
addressing young people, who
are destined to create and not to
destroy. […] Blind rage does not
lead anywhere. It should serve
as a wake-up call that the life of
a young policeman was endangered. At this point everyone
must display restraint and calm.”
There was no mention of the
man that was beaten by police.
Apparently violence only exists
in the bourgeois mind once it’s
directed at them.
Police brutality is by no
means merely an international
problem, something that “happens over there,” Australia has
a long and storied history of

police violence. Currently, Melbourne Activist Legal Support is
investigating numerous cases of
police brutality and excessive use
of force. These range from the
potentially illegal use of pepper
spray at the 2019 International
Mining and Resources Conference to the brutal use of force
against the protestors protecting the sacred Djab Wurrung
trees. We saw the same excesses
against the 2020 Black Lives
Matter protests in Sydney and
in other parts of the country.
Going back a bit further in history, particularly notable are
Queenslanders, who lived under
Joh Bjelke-Petersen’s police
state for nineteen years. While
these are merely a few examples, it is imperative not to forget

the disproportionate amount of
police violence indigenous people
suﬀer every day.
The police operate as one of
the main repressive arms of the
state. Their function not only
sets them apart from the working class but sets them in direct
opposition to us. They are the
snarling lapdogs of the state
which frequently sends them out
to break up strike actions, disperse demonstrations, protect
far-right marches, all in the name
of “law and order.” It is the duty
and right of the working class,
here and everywhere, to protest
police brutality, and if they step
out of line, pull out their teeth, so
they’re all bark, no bite. 
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THE LOWY INSTITUTE
AND A REVIEW OF
XI JINPING: THE BACKLASH
Graham Holton
Australia has forty-two think tanks, of
which the Lowy Institute for International Policy was ranked 64th in the
world by the Think Tank and Civil Societies Program of 2018. A think tank
conducts research by scholars and government experts, but at times it crosses
over to a lobbying group when it undertakes research for a client. The Lowy
Institute sees itself as a non-partisan
international policy think tank, which
provides high-quality, independent
research. However, research by think
tanks is not independent, as their bias
tends towards the customer’s specific
aim for the research. Unlike research
conducted by independent universities, their reports are tailored to the
customer’s demands.
Frank Lowy made his billions from the
Westfield shopping centres and has strong
political ties to Israel. He founded the Lowy
Institute in 2003. Its Executive Director
answers to a board made up of Lowy family
members, as well as business, political,
academic, and retired military oﬃcers. The
institute’s finances are tied to large donations,
often corporate, such as BHP Billiton and
Rio Tinto, which are amongst its customers. It has been funded by donations from
Manikay Partners, an investment management company, Ernst & Young, the global
accounting firm, and by Michael Thawley, a
former Australian diplomat. The Institute’s
papers are published as Penguin Paperbacks
and can be downloaded for free from the
Lowy Institute website.
In 2019 Prime Minister Scott Morrison delivered the Lowy Institute’s annual
address, in which he called “China – our
comprehensive strategic partner.” That three
prime ministers have delivered speeches on
foreign policy shows the Institute’s importance in formulating Australian foreign
aﬀairs policies. Former Foreign Minister,
Julie Bishop, says that: “Research from the
Lowy Institute plays a vital role in guiding
and promoting Australia’s foreign policy
priorities.” The Financial Times (FT) Chief
Foreign Correspondent, Gideon Rachman,
agrees, regarding the Institute as “Australia’s
leading foreign-policy think tank.”
The institute’s authors have a strong
neoliberal and anti-China leanings. Richard McGregor, the Senior Fellow, was the
Financial Times bureau chief in Beijing
and Shanghai between 2000 and 2009 and
headed the Washington oﬃce for four years
from 2011. Before joining the FT, he was
the chief political correspondent and China
and Japan correspondent for The Australian. McGregor is best known for his book
The Party: The Secret World of China’s
Communist Rulers, which won numerous
awards, including the Asia Society in New
York award in 2011 for best book on Asia.
Xi Jingping: The Backlash – A Lowy
Institute Paper by McGregor, was published
by Penguin Books in 2019. With his background, it is no surprise that McGregor fails
to give any perspective from the Communist
Party of China (CPC) on the reasons for the
growing split between China and Australia.
McGregor failed to conduct any interviews
with Chinese politicians to seek a Chinese perspective, something that would be expected

in an academic research paper, which this
study purports to be. The research looks solely
at how the world, especially the US and the
EU, deals with China’s rise to global power.
What is interesting about Xi Jinping:
The Backlash is that it is an insight into
how the right in Australia regards the rise
of China. The language used by McGregor
is telling, in that he leads the reader into a
negative perception of Xi from the beginning.
He describes Xi as being the “reconfirmed”
leader of the CPC in October 2017, and in
March 2018 Xi was made “leader in perpetuity” giving the Party a coherence that it had
“lacked since Mao Zedong”. This attempt to
paint Xi as a dictator instantly loses credibility as one only has to examine the many
Western “democracies” where term limits
don’t exist.
McGregor also notes how the Chinese
government formerly used the term “56789”
to describe their private sector. Here, entrepreneurs contribute fifty per cent of tax revenues, sixty per cent of output, seventy per
cent of industrial innovation, eighty per cent
of jobs, and ninety per cent of enterprises.
This view has now changed under Xi, with
a shrinking reliance on the private sector
and the growing role of resource allocation
to state-owned enterprises. McGregor reasons this is because of the perceived threat
by the private sector against Xi’s power. He
then argues that the CPC began to reign in
outspoken Chinese CEOs, because of their
lack of allegiance to the Party. He cites the
example of the billionaire Jack Ma, the CEO
of Alibaba, who has been a Party member
since the 1980s. According to McGregor, in
2018, Ma stood down from his position in the
company, after criticising government policies. He then “disappeared” in October 2020
and “reappeared” in January 2021, giving a
pro-party line to the international press. But
Ma didn’t “disappear,” he instead decided
to lay low. In this context it is important
to remember that China is a dictatorship
of the proletariat and the power of such a
dictatorship is that billionaires who forget
their place, quickly remember it. And this
would be the same as in any state, regardless of the class in power, as one only has to
look at how a dictatorship of the bourgeoisie
in the US operates. From the McCarthy era
until today where, in places like California,
communists are not able to hold state jobs.
McGregor says that companies such as
L’Oreal, Walt Disney, and Dow China “display
the hammer and sickle on their premises” to
appease China, without a reference to where
he obtained this information. My research
shows that it came from the US Attorney
General, William Barr, who, in delivering
a speech at Gerald R. Ford Presidential
Museum, accused “Walt Disney of ‘kowtowing’ to the Chinese Communist Party.”
Barr alleged the oﬃcials “display hammerand-sickle insignia at their desks and attend
party lectures during business hours.” The
odd thing is that the Chinese flag does not
display the Hammer and Sickle — it is five
stars on a red background — and as Barr did
not supply any photographic evidence, Barr
had made up the story. McGregor uses the
story without any verification. McGregor must
have known the story was false, after having
spent so much time in Asia covering China.
McGregor notes that there is an ignorance
by “non-specialists of the Chinese political

system,” and explains that influence and
interference is “just diplomacy.” Cannot the
same be said of the US government’s support
of US companies around the world, as just
a normal function of the modern state? We
have only to look at the US government’s
involvement in ensuring that US companies
gained access to privatised assets in Iraq
and Afghanistan to see how the US behaves
internationally.
McGregor concludes with a quote from
former Prime Minister Kevin Rudd, who
wrote in 2019: “Perhaps it’s better, in China’s
view, to cut its losses now and get ready for
the next Cold War.” Having now taken up
such a stand, China is being condemned for it.
McGregor’s book is little more than a quickly

put together analysis, pushing a very strong
anti-China bias, and shows some obvious
errors and very little insight, from the Chinese perspective, of why it behaves as it does
on the international stage. What McGregor
does provide the reader is some insight into
the thinking of the right given to the Australian government, and what Australian think
tanks actually do in this country, in regards
to providing information to formulate foreign
policy. No wonder Australian foreign policy
is so misinformed and aggressive towards
China, if this is typical of the information
supplied to DFAT (Department of Foreign
Aﬀairs and Trade). 

McGregor failed to conduct any interviews with
Chinese politicians to seek a Chinese perspective.
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BIDEN’S KOREA DEAL
CONTINUES A DANGEROUS
US FOREIGN POLICY
John Wojcik
Talks between the US and South Korea
are not encouraging to peace activists who want to see a new direction
in US foreign policy. It is clear that
the Biden administration intends to
continue keeping large numbers of
troops stationed in that country, leaving unchanged a situation that has been
going on since the Korean War in 1953.
Korea is just one of many countries where
the US, having once sent troops to enforce
its policy, seems like it will never leave.
During the Cold War, the Soviet Union was
portrayed as the enemy muscling its way into
the aﬀairs of many countries, yet it was the
USSR that regularly removed its troops from
places in which they were once stationed.
Now, after the removal of the Soviet Union
entirely from the world scene, there are still
US troops stationed all around the globe.
There are well over 300 US military
bases all over the planet. Russia today has
only one base outside the territory of the
former Soviet Union, and China does not
maintain a single military base outside of
its own territory.
The agreement Biden is hammering out
with Korea is that the US will pay for most
of the cost of maintaining that country’s
“defense.” NATO allies are also already
being told that the Biden administration
will cut them a “break” by ending pressure
to get them to shoulder more of the cost of
keeping up NATO.
All of these arrangements are ones that
will drive up the annual cost of the military
budget to Americans, reducing what is
available to be spent on meeting the needs
of the people.
The American Rescue Act is rightly being
touted as the most progressive legislation to
be passed since Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s
New Deal. It is dwarfed, however, by the
amounts of money the US pours into its
war machine. The operations in Iraq alone,
for example, cost the American taxpayer an
estimated $4 trillion.
And there are real indications that all
of this money produces not just death and
destruction abroad but does nothing to
improve conditions in the US.
The fossil fuel corporations long pushed
the idea of “energy independence” for the
United States. Now that the “independence”
is a reality, they continue the push for dominance over the Middle East’s oil resources.
Now the issue for them is keeping that oil
out of the hands of Russia and China and,
of course, the US taxpayers have to foot the
bill for the military means to maintain the
control of the multinational energy companies over that region.
The Biden agreement with South Korea

on sharing the cost of keeping US troops on
the Korean Peninsula is that South Korea
will boost its share of the cost by thirteen per
cent, a much better deal for South Korea than
the demand by former President Trump that
they increase their share by 500 per cent.
Why are American working-class taxpayers being fleeced this way to pay for keeping
US troops in South Korea and nuclear missiles stationed all around that peninsula?
Major corporate interests in the US see this
as important in strengthening their ability
to compete with China, which is now portrayed by them as the biggest security threat
to the United States. Russia, of course, in
their view, is not far behind in its role as a
“security threat.”
The focus on confronting China and
Russia, an aim of significant portions of the
US ruling class, is not new. It actually was
evident during all of the Trump years and
during the Obama years before that. Constant troubles in the Middle East, however,
continually forced the US to divert its attention there. Biden’s attack on Syria recently is
seen by many as a possible attempt to tamp
down any new problems that could divert
from focusing more attention on Asia and
the Pacific.
Biden is planning a major meeting with
leading Asian countries, including Japan,
Australia, and India, to signal his commitment to focusing more on Asia. It’s a major
step in the policy of “containing” China and
Russia.
It would be great if the announced Biden
goal of “partnering in the Asia Pacific Region”
meant real partnership with those other
countries, including China and Russia, to
hammer out a cooperative policy in which all
sides contribute to smashing the COVID-19
pandemic and boosting the world economy in
the interests of the people of all the countries
involved. So far, however, the “partnering”
looks like it will be an attempt to pressure
Japan, India, and Australia into joining a US
push to confront China and Russia.
After those meetings, Secretary of State
Anthony Blinken will meet with Chinese
oﬃcials. With those meetings under his belt,
Blinken expects he will have more with which
to put pressure on China.
We must be forgiven for expressing
serious reservations about Biden’s policy
in Asia and the Pacific even as we praise his
American Rescue Act on the home-front. A
few days before the election last November,
candidate Biden foreshadowed what could
be frightening intentions toward Korea and
the Asian-Pacific region in an opinion article
he wrote for South Korea’s Yonhap News
Agency. In the article, Biden praised the
South Koreans’ role in an alliance “forged in
blood,” and he promised a “new approach”
to Seoul if he were to win.
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“Words matter – and a president’s words
matter even more,” Biden wrote. “As president, I’ll stand with South Korea, strengthening our alliance to safeguard peace in East
Asia and beyond, rather than extorting Seoul
with reckless threats to remove our troops.”
He promised “principled diplomacy.”
Statements supportive of Biden’s foreign
policy coming from major corporations are
also worrisome.
“This administration is trying to say alliances are important for us,” said Bruce Bennett, an Asia specialist at the RAND Corp.,
adding that this goes beyond South Korea
to include other traditional Asian allies like
Japan. Biden oﬃcials “know they’ve got
a substantial issue trying to deal with the
Chinese threat. So making their relationship
closer with allies is a key part of the strategy
for doing that.”
The top US commander in South Korea,
Adm. Philip Davidson, has called the area
“the most consequential region for America’s
future.”
Last month, the US and Japan agreed to
a one-year extension of their cost-sharing
agreement for the US troop presence in
that country; the State Department said this
allowed more time to negotiate a longer deal.
Another dangerous idea that is being
put forward by some supporters of the
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Biden administration and by some inside
the administration is that renewal of the
US economy at home and strengthening of
the US ability to confront China abroad are
part of the same strategy to create US preeminence around the world.
“There is a widely held view in the Biden
administration that the US should deal with
China from a position of strength, which
requires strengthening our alliances as well
as renewing our own country,” said Bonnie S
Glaser, director of the China Power Project
at the Center for Strategic and International
Studies.
The implications of Biden’s foreign policy
for world peace and progress here at home
are many. One thing for sure right now,
however, is that the direction in which it is
going will mean the American people will be
continuing to pay more and more for a policy
that cannot mean, in the long term, a better
world for Americans or for people around
the world. Peace forces are hoping that an
administration that is pursuing a progressive
direction in domestic policy will eventually
break with what has long been a dangerous
US foreign policy. So far, the prospects for
that don’t look good. Not unless a nation
and worldwide movement for peace rises up
and forces change.
People’s World 
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HK CIVIL HUMAN RIGHTS FRONT
IS DISBANDING AMID PROBE
INTO SOURCES OF FUNDING
Article by Global Times
EDITOR’S NOTE:
The following is an abbreviated
version. For the full story go to
www.globaltimes.cn.
Several opposition groups
have announced their withdrawal from the Civil Human
Rights Front in the past few
days after foreign media quoted sources as saying that the
Hong Kong Special Administrative Region government is
investigating whether the Civil
Human Rights Front has violated the national security law for
Hong Kong, including whether it accepts funding from
the National Endowment for
Democracy (NED). If the violation of law is confirmed,the
Civil Human Rights Front may
be banned.

DISBANDING
The Hong Kong Association for
Democracy and People’s Livelihood
on the 13th of March announced
that it would not participate in the
work of the Civil Human Rights
Front given the current political
atmosphere, according to the report
of Oriental Daily News on the 14th
of March.
Several organisations in Hong
Kong including the Neighborhood
and Worker’s Service Centre, Civic
Party, Neo Democrats, Justice &
Peace Commission of the Hong
Kong Catholic Diocese, and the
Hong Kong Professional Teachers’
Union, have publicly announced
quitting the conferences and work
of the Civil Human Rights Front.
Bill Lay Yan-pau, vice Chairman
of the Civic Party, said that the Civic
Party is currently suﬀering heavy
losses and many party members
are in jail. “The Civic Party needs
to face the reality and risks, and
has the responsibility to protect
party members.”
He said that because of the
implementation of the national
security law for Hong Kong and the
eﬀects of the epidemic, there is no
room for the Civil Human Rights
Front to hold activities. Many
activities were classified as illegal,
which has violated the purpose of
the Civil Human Rights Front to
organise legal events.
Figo Chan Ho-wun, the convener of the Civil Human Rights
Front, has admitted that six or
seven groups had withdrawn.
However, according to Sing
Tao Daily on the 14th of March, a
person from the Civil Human Rights
Front secretariat who did not want

to be named stated that in addition
to the disbanded Power for Democracy, New School for Democracy
that planned to withdraw and those
that have publicly stated that they
would withdraw, another fifteen
institutions and organisations have
actually withdrawn from the Civil
Human Rights Front, including
the Student Christian Movement
and The Student Union of The Chinese University of Hong Kong. If
this news is true, the Civil Human
Rights Front would have at least
twenty-one organisations quitting out of its forty-three member
organisations.
Chen Manqi, chairman of
the Hong Kong Chinese Lawyers
Association, said that the leaders
of the “lam chau group” realised
that the past actions of the Civil
Human Rights Front were likely
to involve violations of the law, so
they “jumped ship.” “Lam chau,”
which roughly means “self-destruct
together,” has become a commonly
used slogan among anti-government groups in Hong Kong to
pursue their radical political goals.
Based on the principle of
“patriots governing Hong Kong,”
the SAR government should take
the initiative to follow up on the
incident. […]

ILLEGAL
ORGANISATION
It’s worth noting that the Civil
Human Rights Front has been
an illegal organisation since its
inception. Singapore-based Lianhe
Zaobao reported that the Civil
Human Rights Front has never
registered with the Hong Kong
SAR government, and may be in
breach of the Societies Ordinance.
The organisation is also not on the
Hong Kong Police Force’s list of
societies and branches registered
or exempted from registration,
according to media reports.
The Societies Ordinance stipulates that a local society shall apply
in the specified form to the Societies
Oﬃcer for registration or exemption
from registration within one month
of its establishment or deemed
establishment. If found guilty, the
Civil Human Rights Front leaders
could face imprisonment for up to
three months.
According to the Lianhe Zaobao,
the National Endowment for
Democracy (NED) has sponsored
a protest organised by the Civil
Human Rights Front, which is
under investigation. If it is confirmed, the Civil Human Rights
Front will be banned for violating
the national security law of Hong

Kong. NED, found in 1983, is
known as the “shadow CIA” which
is funded by the US government.
While the Civil Human Rights
Front claimed that it has never
received any financial support from
foreign governments or institutions
since its establishment, and has
always relied on donations from
citizens to fund its operations, the
truth is the opposite. The NED and
its aﬃliated National Democratic
Institute (NDI) have close ties to
the Civil Human Rights Front.
A paper published by Ron Paul
Institute for Peace and Prosperity
revealed that the NED sponsored
many organisations that participated in the anti-extradition
bill protests in Hong Kong. The
NED once donated a grand sum
of $200,000 to NDI for activities in Hong Kong, and $90,000
to HKHRM (Hong Kong Human
Rights Monitor), which is not itself
a branch of NED but a “partner”
in Hong Kong. Between 1995 and
2013, HKHRM received more than
$1.9mil in funds from the NED.
Through its branches, NED has
been closely linked to other groups
in Hong Kong including the Civic
Party, the Labor Party, and the
Hong Kong Democratic Party.
The Taiwan secessionist forces
are another donor to the Civil
Human Rights Front behind the
scenes. Jimmy Sham Tsz-kit, convener of the Civil Human Rights
Front once thanked three “Taiwan
independence” organisations. The
Taiwan secessionist forces also paid
for him to make a short film, and
spread it on video websites and

social media platforms, attacking
the “one country, two systems” principle. In addition, colluding with
infamous Hong Kong secessionist
Jimmy Lai Chee-ying is another
major channel for the organisation
to obtain financial aid.

CALL TO BAN
THE ORGANISATION
Article 29 of the national security law for Hong Kong stipulates that
it is an oﬀense if a person engages
in activities such as requesting,
conspiring with, receiving instructions, etc. from a foreign country or
external element to commit specific
acts which are explicitly set out in
Article 29, which include provoking
hatred among Hong Kong residents
by unlawful means or toward the
Central People’s Government or the
HKSAR government which is likely
to cause serious consequences.
Analysts pointed out that if the
Civil Human Rights Front receives
donations from unknown sources,
the law enforcement authorities
may prompt or notify the bank
concerned to freeze its account. This
is the reason why other organisations like the Civic Party chose to
exit from the Civil Human Rights
Front because they are worried they
will be embroiled when the funding
of the Civil Human Rights Front is
investigated.
Elizabeth Quat, a lawmaker
with the Democratic Alliance for the
Betterment and Progress of Hong
Kong said that a majority of the
protests by the Civil Human Rights
Front have turned into smashing
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and burning riots, raising questions
about foreign involvement. The
fact that many anti-government
groups are cutting ties with the
Civil Human Rights Front further
reflects that this incident is unusual. In the case of safeguarding
national security, the relevant
departments should investigate as
soon as possible.
Eunice Yung Hoi-yan, a legislative councilor and barrister,
said this incident reflects the success of the national security law
in dismantling forces behind the
unrest in Hong Kong. After the
implementation of the national
security law, “lam chau” groups
realised that staying in the Civil
Human Rights Front has no good
outcomes and the organisation’s
past behaviors might break the law,
so they pulled out. But this makes
people further question whether
they are collaborating with foreign
forces in endangering national
security, and even receive funding
from those forces, which requires
further investigation.
According to media reports,
the Hong Kong Institute of Human
Resource Management, Hong Kong
Confederation of Trade Unions, and
Hong Kong Journalists Association
have all cooperated with the NED
and received funding from it. All
three organisations are members
of the Civil Human Rights Front.
The SAR government is conducting
investigations now. If it is confirmed
that the Civil Human Rights Front
has received fundings from foreign
countries, it must be banned. 
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