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 OMNIBUS BILL 
WOUNDED BUT 

NOT BURIED
 Anna Pha

The Coalition’s omnibus industrial 
relations bill was torn apart in the Sen-
ate on Thursday 18th March, leaving 
only the section on casuals intact. On 
the same day Parliament passed a bill 
for the (pre-COVID base rate) unem-
ployment benefi t (JobSeeker) to be 
increased by an insulting and punitive 
$25 a week – just $3.57 a day extra – 
when the COVID supplement ceases at 
the end of March. JobKeeper is being 
withdrawn at the same time.

 Recognising it would be defeated in 
the Senate, the government had previously 
removed the section on the better off  overall 
test (BOOT) which would have permitted 
enterprise agreements to undermine awards. 
The section on criminalising wage theft had 
the support of Labor and cross-benchers, but 
the government pulled it when it realised 
it could not get the remainder of the bill 
through. It might be used as a bargaining 
chip at a later date.

  Its withdrawal was no loss to workers. 
The criteria set for its provisions to come 
into force were almost impossible to meet 
– in practice they would have been useless. 
Worse than that, they overrode far superior 
provisions criminalising wage theft in Vic-
torian and Queensland legislation.

  What remained of the bill – the section 
on casuals – was passed by the House of 
Representatives on the following Monday. 
The government had agreed to some amend-
ments exempting small business from the 
section on casuals to win over One Nation.

  While the defeat and withdrawal of 
some sections by the government could be 
construed as a win for workers and trade 
unions, it is not time to rejoice. Employers 
and the government have far from given 
up. All it does it buy the labour movement 
more time to heighten their campaign and 
win wider community support.

  CASUAL EMPLOYMENT 
TO INCREASE

  The provisions on casuals were of the 
most urgent concern to employers. They 
overturn two court decisions requiring 

employers who had incorrectly classifi ed 
workers as casuals to back-pay foregone 
leave and other entitlements of a permanent 
worker, at the same time as keeping their 
casual loading.

  According to Industrial Relations Min-
ister Christian Porter, the decisions opened 
the way for thousands more similar claims 
that would have cost employers a total of 
up to $39 billion in back-payments – what 
the government and employers refer to as 
“double dipping.”

  Murdoch’s Australian newspaper said the 
casual employment measures will “largely 
benefi t business.” And they will by a large 
amount!

  The section on casuals permits an 
employer to declare a worker to be a casual 
at the time of hiring. That makes the worker 
a casual. In theory the worker must agree 
to be employed as a casual, even if their 

employment is not casual. In practice, as 
every worker knows, it is a matter of agree-
ing or being shown the door.

  This will only incentivise employers to 
label workers as casuals, creating insecure 
work and loss of basic entitlements that other 
workers enjoy, such as sick leave, annual 
leave, and paid public holidays.

  Not only is the work itself and hence 
income insecure, but the fear of being sacked 
for joining a trade union, reporting unsafe 
working conditions or demanding work-
place rights, can be very real. It increases 
the power that employers have over their 
workforce, facilitating greater exploitation. 
The impact on workers will be devastating.

  The passing of the casuals section of the 
bill sets the scene for a massive employer 
assault on wages and working conditions of 
all workers. Almost two million unemployed 
or underemployed workers are waiting 

to accept jobs if existing employees resist 
employer push-backs. The only barrier to 
this is the trade union movement and protec-
tion of awards and enterprise agreements.

  Around forty per cent of the workforce 
is already employed as casuals. The impact 
of this high rate of casualisation was very 
clear during the pandemic, with workers 
working two or three jobs and spreading 
the virus between places of employment. 
Casuals tend to be amongst the lowest paid 
workers and were amongst the fi rst to be 
laid off  during the pandemic – a situation 
compounded by their lack of entitlement 
to sick leave.

  The provisions claiming to provide a 
pathway from casual employment to per-
manent employment after twelve months 
of continuous employment have so many 
loopholes as to render them meaningless.

 Continued on page 2
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UNDER CAPITALISM 
CORPORATE GREED 

SUPERSEDES 
PEOPLES’ NEEDS

Yesterday JobKeeper ended, and the Coronavirus 
Supplement will end later this week. These payments 
have been vital in ensuring that workers can keep their 
jobs and those already on some form of government 
assistance get the extra help they need during this 
once-in-a-century pandemic. 

It is no secret that the Morrison government who, 
in 2019, so arrogantly touted that the budget would be 
“back on track” and “back in black,” have been trying 
to balance the books ever since the 2020-21 budget 
announcement, much of which hinged on the pandemic 
receding in 2021. With these cuts, austerity, the hall-
mark of Coalition policy-making, is shifting back into 
focus.

Of course, in true Coalition fashion, austerity meas-
ures only apply to Australia’s working class and poor. 
Corporations, on the other hand, will continue to be 
Australia’s biggest welfare recipients. 

Qantas is one such benefi ciary. The airline received 
over $1 billion in corporate welfare as the travel indus-
try became arguably the most aff ected sector in our 
economy. However, despite the damage, Qantas man-
aged to increase its market value at over $10 billion, 
up from $8.5 billion at the end of the 2019 fi nancial 
year. One would think that the government would place 
stipulations on receiving such funds as they do with 
JobSeeker – but they didn’t. Instead, Qantas received 
this support as the airline laid off  thousands of staff  
while also receiving over $700 million in JobKeeper 
payments. Qantas is set to receive hundreds of millions 
of dollars more this year as part of the government’s 
new aviation package in what has been dubbed by many 
as “QantasKeeper.” 

However, Qantas was not the only corporation to 
receive special treatment during the pandemic. In April 
last year, a $100 million pandemic rescue package was 
announced for the nation’s media. The package was 
intended to help already struggling regional newspa-
per and provide a $41 million tax rebate for free-to-air 
TV and radio broadcasters. Foxtel, Australia’s cable 
television company, was not included in the package. 
Foxtel chief executive Patrick Delany publicly expressed 
his “extreme [disappointment]” to the Australian 
Financial Review, and the day after the rebate was 
delivered, wrote to Communications Minister Paul 
Fletcher. Within weeks the government fast-tracked 
$17.5 million in funds to Foxtel – $7.5 million in early 
payments of government grants and an additional $10 
million grant. According to the ABC, “the decision was 
fast-tracked through Cabinet breaking the normal ‘10 
Day Rule’ intended to give ministers time to assess 
proposals.” The $10 million in grant money is perhaps 
the most egregious aspect of this package as it was 
given without Foxtel presenting a plan for the use of the 
money! Foxtel has already been the subject of funding 
controversies. It was barely four years ago that Foxtel 
was awarded a $30mil contract to broadcast underrep-
resented sports that was never tendered on the open 
market for free-to-air broadcasters such as the ABC, 
Nine, Ten or Seven. What makes all this worse is that 
Foxtel is a subscription service meaning that taxpayers 
must pay again if they wish to watch sports their tax 
dollars have already paid for.

Those who are unemployed or need fi nancial as-
sistance from the government are constantly required 
to meet the terms of their payments or fi ll out long, 
invasive forms to prove their eligibility. There is almost 
zero forgiveness or help when it comes to meeting the 
requirements, and many are left without the resources 
needed to get their lives on track. However, if you’re 
a corporation, the government seems to become your 
own personal piggy bank where you can take funds 
with very little scrutiny or consequences.

The CPA is dedicated to ensuring that corporations 
won’t squander taxpayers’ money and that funds are 
going to the people who need it most – working-class 
families and the poor. The Communists, the CPA’s 
electoral expression, needs help with its registra-
tion so that it can fight for you. Please register at 
cpa.org.au/communists-registration so that we can fi ght for 
a better future for all!
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 OTHER PROVISIONS 
DEFEATED

  The other sections on part-time 
fl exibility, enterprise agreements, 
and greenfi eld agreements were 
defeated.

  The section on part-time fl ex-
ibility denied part-time employ-
ees who do extra hours payment 
at penalty rates. This would have 
facilitated and encouraged employ-
ers to employ workers on a part-
time basis so that they could then 
have them work fl exible hours on 
demand without being paid accord-
ingly. The Fair Work Commission 
looks set to implement this provi-
sion later this month, contrary to 
the vote in Parliament.

  The section on simplifying the 
process for approving enterprise 
agreements provided for workers 
to approve non-union agreements 
without an understanding of what 
they were signing.

  The greenfi eld section would 
have given employers arbitrary 
powers to set in place agreements 
on new projects that could not be 
renegotiated for eight years. That 
would also prohibit industrial action 
during that period. In practice these 
would be non-union “agreements,” 
as dictated by the employer without 
negotiations.

  The defeat of these sections is 
a good result for the labour move-
ment but are not a signal to let 

up in the campaign against them. 
The government will be back again 
while making use of the interven-
ing time to try to try to buy off  
cross-benchers.

  The employers who the Coali-
tion represents never let up in the 
class struggle.

  JOBS MYTH
  “[…] We are at a critical point 

in our recovery,” Industrial Rela-
tions Minister Christian Porter 
said, in his Second Reading speech 
to Parliament last December. The 
legislation has one specifi c goal: to 
secure Australia’s economic recov-
ery and safeguard the workplace 
for future generations by removing 
known barriers to creating jobs, 
Porter claimed.

  As can be seen from the legis-
lation, these so-called barriers are 
workers’ and trade union rights, 
decent wages and working condi-
tions. The bill sets out to under-
mine workers’ rights and trade 
union rights, reduce wages and 
give employers maximum fl ex-
ibility over working conditions.

  “[It] will drive us forward, 
create jobs and get Australians 
back to work,” according to the 
Treasurer Josh Frydenberg even 
though the government boasts 
that workers are back to work in 
larger numbers than prior to the 
pandemic.

  The claims about job creation 
are pure fi ction. Lower wages, 
uncertain hours, and insecure 

employment will not only lead 
to greater hardship and poverty 
but will result in the destruction 
of jobs.

  The aim of the bill is to 
increase the profi ts of employ-
ers, in particular the big business 
mates of this government.

  This agenda has not been 
abandoned. Before the ink was 
dry on the remains of the gutted 
bill, the employer bodies were 
already lobbying the government 
to continue negotiations with 
crossbenchers and to bring back 
the legislation for another try. 
They will not let up until their 
legislation is passed.

  The trade union movement 
has campaigned and lobbied hard 
to defeat the bill. It has had some 
success in defeating all but one 
section. It demonstrates what 
can be done.

  The fi ght must be maintained 
and broadened to ensure that this 
win is built on, that the govern-
ment is prevented from passing 
the remaining sections, and kicked 
out of offi  ce.

  Just as the employers have 
not let up in their fi ght to destroy 
trade unions, reduce wages and 
slash working conditions, the 
trade union movement must not 
give up in this struggle to defeat 
the legislation and secure in its 
place progressive reforms that are 
in the interests of workers. 
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 NATIONAL CRISIS FOR 
AUSTRALIAN RENTERS: PART 2

 Bree Booth

The JobSeeker supplement 
ended on 28th March; four 
states have already extended 
their moratoria or do not cur-
rently have protections in place 
for tenants.

 QUEENSLAND
  In September 2020, Queens-

land’s moratorium on rent increases 
and evictions was replaced with the 
30th September Residential Tenan-
cies and Rooming Accommodation 
(COVID-19 Emergency Response) 
Regulations. The protections with 
the new regulations are nowhere 
near as robust as the moratorium 
regulations. As it stands:
•   There is no moratorium on 

rent increases or evictions
•   There are no protections for 

extensions on fi xed-term 
tenancy agreements.

  Conciliation is no longer 
required in cases where tenants 
seek protections for severe hardship 
– tenants will have to apply to the 
Queensland Civil and Administra-
tive Tribunal (QCAT)

  This is accompanied by an addi-
tional ridiculous requirement that 
persons leaving their home due to 
domestic violence must give seven 
days’ notice that they intend to end 
their tenancy. The bar for capping 
lease break costs has also been 
raised: households must now have 
lost seventy-fi ve per cent of their 
income and have less than $5000 
in savings. 

  All of this combines to place 
Queensland renters in a particu-
larly vulnerable situation as the 
JobSeeker supplement ends in 
March and the cost of housing in 
the state skyrockets. 

  AUSTRALIAN 
CAPITAL TERRITORY

  Waiting lists for public housing 
in the ACT have increased dra-
matically since the beginning of the 
COVID-19 pandemic. The average 
wait time in Canberra is now three 
and a half years. The problem is 
compounded by a lack of supply in 
the private rental market in Can-
berra as well as increased income 
stress, with more and more people 
turning to public housing because 
they have no other option.

  While there has been rental 
relief in the capital for those who 
are already in public or community 
housing, this is a small comfort for 
those on the wait lists and private 

renters struggling to get by. The 
eviction moratorium has now ended 
there and the territory is in a tran-
sition period which is set to expire 
on 30th April this year.

  As it stands in the ACT, evic-
tions are limited but not banned, 
tenants may continue to negoti-
ate rent reductions, and the ACT 
Civil and Administrative Tribunal 
(ACAT) must still consider the 
impact of COVID-19 on tenants 
in making decisions relating to 
rent and evictions. The question 
remains: transition out of what? 
The pandemic is not over and 
things are only going to get worse 
once the JobSeeker supplement 
ends.

  NORTHERN 
TERRITORY 

  The cost of living in the NT 
has increased so much in the past 
year that it is now more aff ordable 
to buy than to rent. Rent there is 
regularly exceeding $400 per week 
as demand far outstrips the supply 
of private rentals.

  The Darwin Community Legal 
Service reports a disturbing trend 
– more and more tenants are being 
evicted with no grounds. Some 
tenants have reported feeling 
compelled to pay more than the 
asking price for their property so 
they have secure housing. This is 
absolutely appalling.

  Notably, while the Territory 
government did institute some pro-
tections for tenants, it never intro-
duced a moratorium on evictions 
or rent increases. The protections 
that did exist were rarely used and 
largely ineff ective. For example, 
the extension of notice periods for 
evictions to sixty days is useless 
where the housing market is so 
competitive that tenants regularly 
struggle to fi nd another property 
within sixty days.

  Community advocates in the 
Territory are calling for perma-
nent protections to be added to the 
Residential Tenancies Act there. 
Notably, they call for the govern-
ment to follow the example set by 
other states and ban no grounds 
evictions.

  SOUTH AUSTRALIA
  The South Australian state 

government has endorsed vari-
ous “initiatives” to assist rent-
ers up until 28th May this year, 
including instituting a short-term 
moratorium on eviction for non-
payment of rent, preventing rent 

increases, and providing general 
protections for tenants who breach 
their agreements. 

  The information on the state 
government website is vague, and 
there has not been much reporting 
on the situation in South Australia, 
but it is clear from the rest of the 
country that renters there are and 
will continue to face hardship due 
to the pandemic.

  WHAT NOW?
  The circumstances that Aus-

tralian renters are facing right now 
were not inevitable. They were 
manufactured by a series of reck-
less and irresponsible – if not pur-
posefully destructive – government 
policies. The patchwork system of 
eviction moratoria and temporary 
protections, never robust enough 
to begin with, is set to collapse 

within weeks. With it, the fragile 
thread by which many are clinging 
to stability. 

  We are still in the midst of the 
pandemic. Yet, most state govern-
ments appear to be acting on the 
assumption that COVID-19 is a 
thing of the past. While he empha-
sises how seriously Victoria is taking 
the pandemic, Daniel Andrews has 
failed to implement the structural 
measures needed for long term 
management of its economic eff ects.

  Measures designed to protect 
Australians from the worst impacts 
of the pandemic are still needed. 
Pandemic protections are about 
more than social distancing and 
vaccines. To off set its worst eff ects, 
structural changes to the way we 
live are needed. Public housing is a 
pandemic control measure. Aff ord-
ability of rentals is a pandemic 

control measure. Resources for 
homelessness are a pandemic 
control measure. A living wage is 
a pandemic control measure. 

  The glaring disparity between 
the number of homeless and the 
number of empty homes in this 
country shows that we have more 
than enough resources right now 
to house those who need it. Our 
federal government, which spends 
billions annually on the military and 
detaining refugees in concentra-
tion camps, is more than capable 
of providing a living wage if only 
it reprioritised its spending. The 
issue is clearly that it just doesn’t 
want to. Eff ective pandemic con-
trol is expensive. And apparently, 
our lives and livelihoods just aren’t 
worth it. 

Pandemic protections are about 
more than social distancing 

and vaccines. To offset its worst 
effects, structural changes to the 

way we live are needed. 
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 B A Ford

Thursday 25th March marked 
four weeks since workers at 
McCormick Foods factory 
went on strike late in Febru-
ary. Workers, with the support 
of the community, have been 
operating a 24/7 picket out the 
front of the factory in Clayton 
South in Victoria.

 Workers at McCormick’s are 
fi ghting for a meaningful wage 
increase. It has been fi ve years 
since their last increase, with 
bosses pushing a zero per cent 
wage increase while profi ts from 
the production of spices and sauces 
at the factory are sent to the US.

  Business for McCormick Foods 
has not slowed during the pandemic. 

In fact, it’s the opposite. Business 
for McCormick has boomed as 
demand for fast food sauces went up 
from Victorians ordering more and 
more fast food during lockdown. As 
a result, production at the factory 
didn’t decrease, but it went up with 
the hiring of more casuals to meet 
the demand. McCormick work-
ers waited until COVID-19 cases 
in Victoria settled before taking 
industrial action.

  On Wednesday 17th March, 
members of the Communist 
Party of Australia’s Melbourne 
Branch went to the picket to 
show solidarity with the striking 
workers. We arrived just after 
the first meeting had taken place 
between United Workers Union 
representing the workers and 

the bosses at McCormick’s. The 
union had said they would be 
encouraging a vote no to an offer 
of three per cent pay rise. Work-
ers were worried that the offer of 
three per cent would divide the 
group, despite consensus from 
workers we spoke to wanting a 
better deal to cover wage losses 
over the past five years.

  Currently, there are six casuals 
carrying the work of the factory. 
These casuals, unlike the older 
workers with over thirty years of 
ongoing experience at the factory, 
are not properly trained in how to 
use the machinery. One worker 
expressed sympathy with the 
maintenance man who will have 
a headache with the number of 
machines that he will need to fi x 

after casuals are pushed beyond 
their capabilities.

  The casual staff  at McCormick’s, 
while grateful for the help and train-
ing from unionists, are apparently 
scared of joining the union in case 
it means the loss of work. If the six 
casuals who have remained work-
ing at the factory for the past few 
weeks simply came out and joined 
the picket, the strike would be over. 
But despite this setback, the strik-
ing workers are resolved not to roll 
over for the bosses.

  Five years ago, when their wage 
increase was set to zero per cent, 
workers at the factory attempted 
industrial action. Unfortunately, 
that action failed, but today the 
union and the workers are stronger 
and are putting up a fi ght. Part of 

the reason McCormick’s is push-
ing for wage stagnation is to keep 
redundancy and retirement payouts 
low – especially when so many of 
its workers are older.

  But it’s not just about securing 
meaningful wage increases. The 
older workers at McCormick’s have 
worked at the factory for decades. 
They are now witnessing a trend 
that has taken off  around Australia; 
the replacement of their secure, 
full-time work with casual staff . 
Workers at McCormick’s are also 
fi ghting for the future generation 
of workers.

  Make sure to sign the petition 
for McCormick workers and donate 
to their strike fund:
 uwu.org.au/mccormick
chuff ed.org/project/mccormickstrike

Australia

 REPORT: 
MCCORMICK’S PICKET

 E Lennon

Despite the weather, plans went ahead 
on Friday, 19 March, for a demonstra-
tion in Illawarra’s CBD. 

 The COVID-19 pandemic has taken 
attention away from climate change and 
associated environmental issues; however, 
eased restrictions now mean that protests 
can gain traction once more.

  Many protestors turned out, with 
members of the CPA Wollongong Branch 
taking part. One comrade spoke on how 
pleased they were at how many people 
attended the rally and subsequent march. 

  A speaker at the rally talked about how 
many people in Illawarra are ignorant 
to what is happening to their local envi-
ronment. There have been a few crucial 

issues at the forefront of environmental 
concerns for the region. Plans for a coal 
mine expansion were rejected, upon the 
IPC (Independent Planning Commis-
sion) determining that the project could 
cause irreversible damage to water catch-
ments, aff ecting the Illawarra and Sydney. 
Another example is the potential impact 
that ongoing longwall mining could have 
on the swamps in the Dharawal National 
Park. Also brought up, was the need to 
shift jobs from fossil fuel to clean energy. 

  Professor Tim Flannery, an environ-
mental scientist and author, echoed this 
idea. 

  “There is massive change happening,” 
said Professor Flannery. “Massive indus-
trial change happening all over the world. 
Coal has reached the end of the road.”

  “Germany used to be a very coal 
dependent country but now it’s brokered 
deals with the coal industry to transition 
away and not a single job will be lost.”

  Professor Flannery then talked on the 
importance of intergenerational support 
and solidarity.

  “Adults learn from their children. You 
are at the forefront of so much. [...] Here 
in this region, I think we’re poorly served 
by our politicians. It’s not just political, it’s 
social. We know time is short.”

  Younger speakers got up to address 
the crowd as well, giving their perspec-
tives on climate change. One young boy 
gave a speech, calling for help to safeguard 
his generation’s future.

  In Fighting for the Future by Dr 
Hannah Middleton, published for the 

CPA, an outline of the intrinsic link 
between capitalist exploitation and envi-
ronmental impacts is identifi ed.

  “Capitalism is an unsustainable 
system. The scientifi c and technological 
progress which has occurred under capi-
talism is directed toward profi ting from 
the exploitation of humankind and nature. 
This has been the major contributor to the 
development of the current environmental 
crisis.” 

  “Humanity now possesses the knowl-
edge and resources to provide food and 
clothing for everyone, but capitalism pre-
vents the realisation of the potential it has 
created.” 

 WOLLONGONG JOINS IN 
GLOBAL CLIMATE STRIKE
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 THEN THEY CAME FOR ASIANS: 
ANTI-ASIAN MASSACRE LINKED 

TO ANTI-CHINA HYSTERIA

 Find out more about the

  Communist Party of Australia

  web www.cpa.org.au 

 Casey Davidson

A 21-year-old white male has 
admitted to shooting eight 
people to death, including six 
women of Asian descent in 
and around Atlanta, Georgia, 
US. Concerned groups have 
hit the streets, calling for an 
end to anti-Asian racism and 
sexism, acknowledging the 
rise in anti-China propagan-
da as a source of the shooter’s 
actions, and a rise in assaults 
against Asian Americans in 
general. Asian Australians 
also feel the brunt of the con-
stant media attacks on China 
from both left and right forc-
es, with racist assaults and 
threats escalating over the 
past year. Regardless of the 
Biden or Morrison govern-
ments’ seemingly sympathetic 
responses against anti-Asian 
sentiment, any eff ort to tem-
per irresponsible reporting 
on China has not been made, 
and military threats towards 
China continue to intensify.

 On his killing spree, Robert 
Aaron Long visited three day 
spas where six of the victims he 
murdered were women of Asian 
descent who were working, while 
another victim was a customer, and 
another doing maintenance work. 
While he told police his attacks were 
not racially motivated, it was later 
reported that a surviving witness 
had heard him say “I’m going to 
kill all Asians.”

  The mainstream media refuses 
to label the massacre as a hate 
crime, or a terrorist attack, in typi-
cal ignorance of atrocities based on 
white supremacy. A spokesperson 
for the local sheriff ’s offi  ce even 
minimised the attack due to Long 
having had “a really bad day.” 
According to the Party for Social-
ism and Liberation, three out of 
four mass shootings in the US can 
be linked back to white extremism. 
Thankfully, Long was apprehended 
on his way to Florida before he was 
able to continue his rampage at 
other day spas, as he admitted he 
was planning to do later in custody.

  Following the shooting, Chi-
nese-American New Yorker writer 
Jiayang Fan, stated that “the 

anti-Asian hate is real,” explaining 
that even prior to the shooting, she 
no longer felt safe travelling alone 
after dark as an Asian-American, 
after hearing of growing assaults 
on Asian people since January. 
According to the Centre for the 
Study of Hate and Extremism, 
assaults against people of Asian 
descent in the US have increased 
by almost 150 per cent between 
2019 and 2020.

  However, the US is not the 
only country with higher occurring 
instances of anti-Asian racism. The 
Australian National University 
conducted a study fi nding more 
than eight in ten Asian-Australians 
have experienced discrimination 
during the COVID-19 pandemic. 
Examples include a woman spit-
ting on someone of Asian descent, 
another being punched in the face, 
and others receiving death threats. 
Asian-Australian Councillors Kun 
Huang, Craig Chung, and Christina 
Wu have all received death threats 
in which they were blamed for the 
pandemic and bringing disease to 
Australia for “centuries.”

  And although the Scanlon Foun-
dation’s latest survey found Austral-
ians to generally have a positive 
attitude towards multiculturalism, 
the sentiment was not shared with 
those of Chinese descent, where 
participants in the survey reported 
a whopping forty-seven per cent 
having negative feelings towards 
Chinese-Australians.

  So what does this mean for 
people in Australia of Asian 
descent? Following the Christch-
urch shooting of fi fty-one people in 
a mosque by a white supremacist, 
a New Zealand study found that 
previous to that atrocity, there was 
a “substantially greater perceived 
threat and negativity towards Mus-
lims compared with other groups. 
In particular, older people, New 
Zealanders of European descent, 
men, and those with more right-
wing attitudes reported greater fear 
of and negativity towards Muslims.” 
A white supremacist terrorist attack 
on Asian Australians is a concerning 
conjecture in the current climate 
when analysing the statistics of 
these attitudes.

  In a study being conducted by 
the Asian Australian Alliance, it 

was found that sixty-fi ve per cent of 
those who reported racist behaviour 
towards them were women. There 
is a long and disturbing history of 
Asian women being fetishised and 
perceived purely as sexual objects, 
in the context of colonialism. 
Korean, Chinese, Philippino and 
Vietnamese women have suff ered 
terribly as part of violent imperi-
alist culture, and continue to be 
objectifi ed more intensely than 
other women. This insulting per-
ception of Asian women has led to 
disproportionate violence amongst 
the demographic, for instance, in 
the recent Atlanta shooting. Long 
admitted to having fantasies of 
“eliminating temptation,” in refer-
ence to blaming Asian women for 
his own guilt over sexual arousal. 
He did not choose to go to strip 
clubs or brothels, but particularly 
to spas where Asian women work.

  Although anti-Asian racism has 
been ramping up across the Global 
North, it is not a new phenomenon. 
Freelance Asian Australian writer, 
Siami Jeong evoked memories 
of being bullied and minimised 
throughout her childhood. “White 
Australians who say racist things 
live in a country conquered by 
people who look like them. Their 
belief in their own superiority is 
immense. They still consider this 
land theirs. I, on the other hand, 
have been let in.” This kind of 
racism stems back to the early 

colonial days, when the White 
Australia Policy was enacted, to 
disadvantage early Chinese settlers 
and create fear of the many Asian 
populations in the region. Unfor-
tunately, these attitudes persist 
amongst many white Australians 
today.

  So why the ramping up in 
anti-Asian racism? Australian 
mainstream publications, includ-
ing the publicly-owned Australian 
Broadcasting Corporation (ABC) 
have stooped to spurting drivel from 
sources such as the Australian Stra-
tegic Policy Institute (ASPI), which 
exists purely as a US defence policy 
think tank to demonise China. As 
China continues to develop peace-
fully, its markets have also grown 
exponentially, and it has become 
a strong competitor on the global 
stage, which threatens the US 
empire’s domination. The US has 
been able to maintain strategic 
and political power over many 
countries in the world, creating 
ongoing suff ering for millions, and 
ongoing profi ts for its companies. 
For this reason, it is clear to see 
why a change in leadership in the 
US would not necessarily change 
its attitude towards China.

  To defl ect from this blatant 
hegemonic infl uence, a new cold 
war style propaganda machine 
against the Chinese has been funded 
to create fear of “Yellow Peril” and 
communism. In this way, military 

aggression against China can be 
more easily justifi ed and supported 
by the Western working class.

  But it is not only the main-
stream media and rightwing think 
tanks spouting anti-China rhetoric. 
Many so-called Western leftists 
parrot US-sponsored talking points 
coming from unreliable sources, 
making hypocritical and fabricated 
arguments about China’s ‘human 
rights violations’. It is curious that 
Australian activists would priori-
tise the condemnation of China in 
such a climate of racism towards 
Asians, while the global commu-
nity has condemned Australia for 
its own human rights violations. 
In particular, the United Nations 
Human Rights Council has recently 
made serious recommendations for 
Australia to improve its record on 
war crimes, racial discrimination, 
immigration detention and treat-
ment of First Nations peoples.

  As the young Asian Austral-
ian writer Jeong argued, “When 
a school insists its teachers and 
students don’t need to learn more 
about racism, when a politician 
denies there is racism in saying 
people from Asia are taking our 
jobs and homes, when sympa-
thetic people tell us not to worry – I 
worry.” It is time for Australians 
to take Asian discriminiation seri-
ously, as it is clear where reckless 
insensitivity can lead. 

Concerned groups have hit the streets, calling for an end 
to anti-Asian racism and sexism, acknowledging the rise in 
anti-China propaganda as a source of the shooter’s actions, 
and a rise in assaults against Asian Americans in general.
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In mid-March, Reuters – followed 
immediately by CNN and other western 
media outlets – ran a story stating that 
“a senior Biden administration offi  cial” 
told them that “North Korea has not 
responded to behind-the-scenes diplo-
matic outreach since mid-February by 
President Joe Biden’s administration.”

 The Reuters article describes the offi  cial’s 
13th March “disclosure” as off ered “on con-
dition of anonymity,” conjuring an image of 
this event as a secretive leak that the Biden 
administration has no interest in publicising.

  The context in which this “disclosure” 
occurred reveals this appearance to be an 
obvious and deliberate falsifi cation.

  Less than a week earlier, on the 8th of 
March, the United States and South Korean 
militaries began their twice-yearly joint mili-
tary exercises. These exercises are regarded 
by the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea 
(DPRK) as a provocative act of the highest 
magnitude, a rehearsal for invasion.

  Furthermore, US Secretary of State 
Antony Blinken and Defense Secretary Lloyd 
Austin arrived in South Korea on the 17th 
of March for talks with South Korean offi  -
cials, having just come from similar talks in 
Japan. This tour and the fact that the issue 
of “hostile North Korea” was high on the 
agenda received wide publicity.

  The impression propagated by the media 
monopolies cannot be anything but a con-
scious, manipulative fabrication, another 
demonstration (if any more were needed) 
that these media outlets, which love to call 
themselves trusted and reputable, are willing 
stooges for the designs of the US government. 
It is quite clear that US offi  cials wanted this 
news out, but wanted to make themselves 
look the earnest and honourable side, making 
honest eff orts to reach out but receiving an 
apparently arbitrary and rude silence. The 
facts show that this is a disgustingly extreme 
misrepresentation.

  The US has a history of nothing but 
broken promises to the DPRK. In 1994, the 
two countries signed an “Agreed Framework” 
that included the DPRK’s commitment to 
complete denuclearisation, including dis-
mantling their nuclear energy program, in 
exchange for the US providing two light water 

reactors as compensation for the nuclear 
reactors, making a formal assurance against 
use of nuclear weapons against the DPRK, 
and normalising political and trade relations.

  The DPRK followed the framework and 
ceased its nuclear program, and allowed 
American nuclear engineers in the country 
to monitor until 2002, the year when George 
Bush named the DPRK part of the “Axis of 
Evil.” By that time, the US had still failed 
to make any eff ort to provide the promised 
light water reactors, refused to make any 
commitment to not using nuclear weapons 
against the DPRK, and continued its cam-
paign of sanctions and diplomatic hostility. 
It was clear that the US, in its arrogance and 

hypocrisy, had expected that the DPRK gov-
ernment would fall before anyone noticed. 
After almost a decade of patience, the DPRK 
declared the agreement a dead letter.

  Trump’s more recent promises to the 
DPRK were of yet less substance, but even 
those were completely broken. The “Joint 
Statement” between Trump and now-General 
Secretary Kim Jong Un included a reaffi  rma-
tion of the 2018 Panmunjom Declaration with 
South Korea, which included commitment 
to “cease all hostile acts” and move towards 
the complete denuclearisation of the Korean 
peninsula – which must include the absence 
of American nuclear weapons.

  However, the US has continued with its 

hostile acts in full, including the military 
drills, economic blockade, and refusing to 
rule out pre-emptive nuclear strike or the 
stationing of American nuclear weapons in 
South Korea. Trump also chose to re-include 
the DPRK on the farcical US list of state spon-
sors of terrorism, without even claiming to 
have any evidence whatsoever to back it up.

  Biden has not done a single thing to 
change this course. The US, the same country 
that bombed Korea to the ground and killed 
millions, and continues to try to starve them 
through sanctions, has no right to expect dia-
logue if it persists in making demands while 
refusing to abstain from its hostile acts. 

 HOSTILITIES CONTINUE 
AGAINST DPRK

 Dear comrades, 
On behalf of the Communist Party 
of Australia, please receive warm-
est fraternal greetings on the 99th 
founding anniversary of the Brazil-
ian Communist Party. 

 It is one of the most tumultuous times 
for the working class the world over with 
the ongoing pandemic. In Brazil espe-
cially people have faced the full wrath of 
the capitalist system’s neglect of human 
lives, as one of the leading countries with 
COVID-19 casualties. Combined with 
the repressive, anti-communist regime 
of Bolsonaro, these are extremely diffi  -
cult times in which our comrades strug-
gle for the advancement of the working 
class. However, the 99 years of the PCB 
are fi lled with great examples of struggle 
and triumph from which inspiration and 
courage must be drawn. That the Com-
munists in Brazil are not only existing but 

organised, active, and attracting more and 
more young people, as are Communist 
organisations around the world, is in itself 
the triumph of our politics. 

  More and more people understand the 
inadequacies of social democracy, the need 
for the complete overthrow of capitalism 
and the need for workers to gain political 
power. We hope your refl ections on the 
past 99 years will provide more strength to 
your commitment to the cause of socialism. 

  We wish you every success in your 
struggles and off er our complete solidarity. 

  Long live the Brazilian Communist 
Party! 

  Long live working-class 
internationalism! 

 Vinnie Molina 
International Department 

Communist Party of 
Australia, CPA 

25th March 2021

 CPA GREETING TO 
THE 99TH ANNIVERSARY OF 

THE FOUNDATION OF THE BRAZILIAN 
COMMUNIST PARTY
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For as long as the bourgeois political system 
forces us to choose the lesser of two evils, we 
must continue to put pressure on our elected 

representatives to force change within a system 
fundamentally uninterested in our wellbeing.

 Western Australians went to the polls 
on the 13th of March in a historic state 
election. The Australian Labor Party 
(ALP), coming from a substantial 
majority in the last election, obliter-
ated the two other major parties, and 
Premier Mark McGowan retained his 
seat for another term. 

 There are fifty-nine seats in the Western 
Australian Legislative Assembly. At time 
of writing the counting is ongoing, but the 
ALP is expected to now hold fifty-three 
of them. The Liberals and the Nationals 
have six between them, with two and four 
seats respectively, meaning that the Lib-
erals may not even be entitled to official 
Opposition status.

  Western Australians on the ground say 
the major issue in this election was McGow-
an’s handling of the pandemic. Despite what 
might appear to us in the East to be sporadic 
and harsh border closures – one of which 
resulted in a failed High Court challenge by 
Clive Palmer – the people of WA are appre-
ciative of their state’s relative lack of cases. 
Enough so to entrust their Premier to battle 
the ongoing pandemic for another term.

  Right-wing media have responded to the 
historic margin of Labor’s win with dubious 
comparisons. “It’s like North Korea,” blurted 
Chris Kenny, a host on right-wing propaganda 
outlet Sky News. Perhaps Kenny actually did 
his research, as Labor’s expected fi fty-three 
seats – just shy of ninety per cent of the total 
– are in fact a slightly greater proportion 
than the eighty-eight per cent held by the 
Worker’s Party of Korea in North Korea’s 
Supreme People’s Assembly. The relevance 
of this observation, however, is questionable. 
It reveals a fearmonger’s complete disregard 
for nuance and an utter failure by the right 
to accept the WA public’s rejection of their 
unappealing policy record.

  As much as we ought to analyse the poli-
cies which come out of this election and their 
immediate eff ect on the working class, we 
ought also to be clear on one point: in the 
fi nal analysis, bourgeois electoral politics 
cannot achieve enduring, historic change 
in favour of the interests of the working 
class. It is a tokenistic farce, “democracy 
for an insignifi cant minority,” to use Lenin’s 
phrase, that divides the working class by 
forcing them to choose which of the par-
ties, which unanimously support preserving 
the capitalist system, is the lesser of two 
evils. And yet, in the interim, the vehicle of 
electoral politics can be one component of 
the development of class struggle, to raise 
organisation and consciousness among the 
working class.

  Rosa Luxemburg argued in Reform or 
Revolution? (1899) that capitalist democ-
racy has an immediate value to the working 
class, for:

  “... if democracy has become 
superfl uous or annoying to the 
bourgeoisie, it is on the contrary 
necessary and indispensable to the 
working class. It is necessary to the 
working class because it creates 
the political forms (autonomous 
administration, electoral rights, etc.) 

which will serve the proletariat as 
fulcrums in its task of transforming 
bourgeois society.”

  And yet, despite the short-term value 
of capitalist democracy, she reminds us 
that, “only the hammer blow of revolution 
[...] can break down this wall [of capitalist 
oppression].”

  Hence, electoral politics can never be 
an end in itself for communists. To this 
end, Lenin remarks in State and Revolu-
tion (1917) that:

  “from this capitalist democracy [...] 
forward development does not proceed 
simply, directly and smoothly, towards 
‘greater and greater democracy,’ as the 
liberal professors and petty-bourgeois 
opportunists would have us believe. No, 
forward development, i.e., development 
towards communism, proceeds through 
the dictatorship of the proletariat, and 
cannot do otherwise, for the resistance 
of the capitalist exploiters cannot be 
broken by anyone else or in any other 
way.”

  The opportunism of the Liberal Party in 
the WA election shows the shortcomings of 
bourgeois party politics and how they do 

not represent the genuine interests of the 
working class. Nothing in the Liberal party 
platform represented a genuine off er to 
improve the lives of voters. In fact, it seemed 
a calculated demonstration of exactly how 
the party would make things worse. 

  Their stab at a progressive green energy 
policy only alienated their traditional voting 
base, while the progressives in the state saw 
right through the transparent ploy to win 
their trust. Voters saw right through the 
sham to the ugly heart of what WA liberals 
stand for when Scott Leary of Albany called 
the Christian Porter rape allegations out as 
a political conspiracy and Andrea Tokaji of 
Baldivis touted the COVID-19 5G conspiracy 
online. It certainly didn’t help that the state 
Liberal leader Zak Kirkup all but gave up 
on his own party sixteen days out from the 
election.

  What happened in WA has potential 
knock-on eff ects for federal politics. This 
is important in the lead up to the next fed-
eral election which is due to be called at 
some point before May 2022. The crushing 
defeat in WA is likely to hamper the Liberal 
Party’s eff orts to be re-elected as a majority 
in the Commonwealth parliament next year. 
This means we’re living in a world where 
Anthony Albanese has a real chance to be 
Australia’s next prime minister, something 

many hadn’t seriously entertained due to 
the current opposition leader’s utter lack of 
a coherent platform.

  Yet, Labor’s massive majority has poten-
tial advantages for the people of WA. WA 
Labor has promised to put $361 million into 
a mental health package, and $355 million 
into a program to build and upgrade school 
infrastructure. They have also promised 
a freeze on TAFE fees until 2025, and an 
upgrade to transport infrastructure. These 
are just some of the progressive policies that 
the ALP has promised Western Australians. 

  In the wake of the pandemic with thou-
sands playing jump rope with the poverty line 
and a looming mental health crisis, these are 
things that could really benefi t WA workers. 
Now more than ever unimpeded by Liberal 
blockading, the ALP has no excuse not to 
implement these measures and bring real 
progressive change to WA. For as long as the 
bourgeois political system forces us to choose 
the lesser of two evils, we must continue to 
put pressure on our elected representatives 
to force change within a system fundamen-
tally uninterested in our wellbeing. It is 
therefore imperative that the WA working 
class holds their new Labor government to 
account, to make sure they don’t squander 
their majority. 

 WA ELECTION A DOUBLE-EDGED 
SWORD FOR WORKERS
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ASIO Director-General 
Mike Burgess announced on 
Wednesday the 17th of March 
that the agency will be drop-
ping the labels “left-wing” and 
“right-wing” extremism as well 
as “Islamic” extremism. The 
address included a strange 
combination of general back-
patting for greater transparen-
cy, a call for recruits, and the 
strange reassurance that ASIO 
are not like spy agencies in the 
movies, but just your normal, 
“everyday” people.

 Instead of the aforementioned 
labels, ASIO has instead opted 
for “religiously motivated violent 
extremism,” and “ideologically 
motivated violent extremism.”

  The move from “Islamic” 
extremism to “religiously-moti-
vated” is a welcome change, for 
it encompasses the rise in Chris-
tian fundamentalist attacks in the 
US and may also include attacks 
against minority religious groups. 
However, Burgess did not give a 
single example of a “religiously 
motivated violent” attack outside 
of Islamic ones (he did mention 
Christchurch but only in passing).

  The grand justifi cation of this 
change went as follows:

  “Put simply, it’s because the 
current labels are no longer 
fi t for purpose; they no longer 
adequately describe the 
phenomena we’re seeing. As 
an example, when thinking 
about the proliferation of 
violent groups that subscribe 
to various political ideologies, 
it’s unhelpful to categorise 
such groups as simply 
‘extreme left wing’ and 
‘extreme right wing’. ASIO 
does not investigate people 
solely because of their political 
views, so labels like ‘left’ and 
‘right’ often distract from the 
real nature of the threat.”

  In ASIO’s Annual Report 
2019-2020, they stated, “extreme 
right-wing individuals comprised 
around a third of all ASIO counter-
terrorism investigative subjects.” 
There is absolutely no mention of 
“extreme left-wing individuals” in 
the report. So, how does this change 

in language actually address “the 
real nature of the threat” which is 
decisively far-right?

  Again, it is extremely telling 
that in Burgess’ address, there are 
no examples of “left-wing” vio-
lence or extremism. Maybe ASIO 
thought ANTIFA activists throwing 
milkshakes at far-right wingers, a 
briefl y popular tactic in 2019, didn’t 
exactly make the grade.

  What is clearly analytically 
useless about the term “ideologi-
cally motivated” is that Burgess 
includes within its scope incels 
(involuntarily celibate), a group of 
violent misogynists, as an example 
of an “ideology,” while completely 
ignoring the overwhelmingly right-
wing demographic of that ideol-
ogy. He instead stated that “We 
are seeing a growing number of 
individuals and groups that don’t 
fi t on the left-right spectrum at 
all; instead, they’re motivated by 

a fear of societal collapse or a spe-
cifi c social or economic grievance 
or conspiracy.” Communists have 
always had a specifi c social and 
economic grievance: it’s called 
capitalism.

  This shift in language complete-
ly obscures any concrete analysis of 
the real threat posed by right-wing 
groups. It also positions ASIO and 
other repressive arms of the Aus-
tralian state as somehow neutral 
further obscuring their role as 
perpetrators of both systemic and 
direct violence.

  Burgess insisted that “we do 
not investigate peaceful protests. 
Under law, we are only allowed to 
focus on demonstrations where 
violence is planned or likely. Non-
violent protest is a component of a 
healthy democracy, not a threat to 
it.” The word “likely” gives ASIO a 
pretty broad scope of investigation. 
It’s pretty “likely” that there will 

be violence involved if a group of 
anti-fascist counter protestors show 
up to stop a neo-Nazi march. And 
it is extremely doubtful that the 
violence of a union demonstration 
getting busted up by police would 
grab ASIO’s attention.

  As we’ve seen with the most 
recent uprising of neo-Nazis, the 
increase in racist crime both domes-
tically and internationally, as well 
as domestic terrorist attacks, the 
right-wing has a particular monop-
oly on violence. It is a lazy centrist 
tactic to lump this in with alleged 
left-wing “violence.” This is made 
fully apparent by Burgess’ comment 
that “While the views advocated by 
many extremists groups are appall-
ing, as a security service, ASIO’s 
focus is the threat of violence.” This 
generic understanding of violence is 
precisely what allows ASIO to treat 
two radically diff erent positions as 
one in the same.

  Genuine left-wing politics is 
built upon an entirely diff erent 
ideological foundation than its 
far-right counterpart. The former 
works towards the emancipation of 
the working-class, in all its diver-
sity, from the tyranny of capitalism 
and the state, whereas the latter 
seeks to build homogeneous ethno-
nationalist states, or whatever 
strange new term they’ve invented 
to obscure their true intentions, 
through racially motivated violence.

  ASIO’s shift in language only 
serves to obscure the real diff erence 
between the two positions. They 
have created a linguistic horseshoe 
theory which serves only to muddies 
the water of the popular conscious-
ness by treating both ‘extremes’ of 
the left and the right as the same, 
while positioning themselves as 
the rational centre. We must not 
be fooled. 

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010

email:  edi tor@cpa.org.au

ASIO surveillance photograph of the 1968 May Day March in Wollongong.

 “CAN’T TELL THEIR LEFT FROM THEIR RIGHT” 
ASIO OBSCURES POLITICAL IDEOLOGIES

Dear Editor,
Thank you for the coverage of issues 
relating to the industrial changes 
recently passed in the federal parlia-
ment. Some are celebrating as a victory 
the removal of some of the clauses in 
the Omnibus bill on industrial rela-
tions. The ACTU and other union bod-
ies are claiming victory, and certainly, 
some onerous provisions have been 
removed. The organised sector of the 
working class has had some benefi t but 
the attack on all workers has continued.

 The retention of the clauses further giving 
the upper hand to employers regarding 

the casualisation of the workforce, and 
the removal of provisions on wage theft, 
have increased the divide between sectors 
of the working class. The drive against the 
organisation of unions along with anti-strike 
provisions remain.

  The campaign by the trade unions against 
the act made little penetration into work-
places and many workers remain ignorant of 
what has been proposed and agreed. Unlike 
the “rights at work” campaign, the principal 
features of recent campaigns have involved 
little action within and by workplaces.

  The narrowing of the trade union cam-
paigns to the electoral politics has subordi-
nated the workers’ movement to industry and 
lowered the actual organisation of workers. 
I would hope that an organisation like the 
Communist Party of Australia would be able 
to launch a return to building the workers’ 
movement and strengthening trade unions.

  Problems exist such as the retail and 
hospitality reliance on “backpacker labour” 
and increased casualisation; contract labour 
has also become a scourge within many 
industries as has labour-hire. The current, 
low density of unionisation is also backed up 
by the low activity of unions in many sectors. 

This has been a conscious eff ort of employer 
think tanks like the Lowy Institute and the 
Business Council of Australia.

  No matter their political persuasion, 
workers are being forced into more precarious 
employment and denied their rights. Wage 
theft and casualisation are deepening. A 
united eff ort is needed by all who have loy-
alty to our working-class interests. A strong 
organised working class is the foundation 
of democracy. 

  The description of our problems, while 
important, also requires actions to change 
our circumstance. We need to reverse the 

decline in union density and strength and 
raise the consciousness among workers of 
their strength as an organised force in society.

  I look forward to the Communist Party 
of Australia’s contribution to this struggle. 
The Party, which I note has just celebrated 
its centenary, has a long history of advanc-
ing Australian workers’ interests.

  As a casual worker and avid reader of 
your journal, I think this struggle to unite 
all workers is important.

 Dennis Fettler
Brisbane Australia

 Something to say? 
  Write to the Editor! 
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Last week every single Con-
servative MP [of the British 
Parliament] voted in favour of 
a piece of legislation that would 
not look out of place within 
the world’s most authoritar-
ian regimes.

 Signifi cant concerns have been 
raised by human rights groups, law-
yers and activists that the Police, 
Crime, Sentencing & Courts Bill 
constitutes a signifi cant reduction 
in established freedom to protest. 
The Bill includes measures to 
“strengthen police powers to tackle 
non-violent protests that have a 
signifi cant disruptive eff ect on the 
public or on access to Parliament.”

  The Metropolitan Police’s awful 
mismanagement of Saturday’s 
peaceful vigil in memory of Sarah 
Everard should remind the govern-
ment that the police do not need 
any more powers to suppress our 
democratic rights of free assembly 
and peaceful protest. If anything, 
now is the time for the rights of 
protesters to be broadened and 
strengthened.

  Given recent events, now is also 
the time to unite the country and put 
in place long-overdue protections 
for women against unacceptable 
violence, including action against 
domestic homicides, rape and street 
harassment – as well as tackling the 
misogynistic attitudes that underpin 
the abuse women face.

  Yet instead of doing this, the 
government is rushing through a 
bill that will grant the police even 
greater power to prevent peaceful 
protests. The fact that this comes 
just days after the appalling brutal 
policing of the peaceful vigil in 
memory of a woman allegedly 
murdered by a serving police offi  cer 
indicates a worrying disregard of 
civil liberties and women’s rights 
by this government.

  While the Bill has not yet 
passed into law, we are already 
seeing an outpouring of popular 
opposition to this curtailment of 
civil liberties. There were peace-
ful protests outside Parliament for 
much of last week and on Sunday, 
a peaceful Kill the Bill protest in 
Bristol spilled into violence.

  Many have condemned the vio-
lence seen on the streets of Bristol – 
yet the government cannot restrict 
freedoms and remove the right to 
protest and not expect fallouts. Just 
as police attempts to silence griev-
ing women in Clapham backfi red, 
the scenes in Bristol demonstrate 
that the creeping authoritarian-
ism of the state has repercussions.

  As US president John F 
Kennedy once said: “Those who 
make peaceful revolution impos-
sible make violent revolution inevi-
table.” The government must listen 
to the widespread popular opposi-
tion to this dangerous legislation 
by scrapping the Bill.

  Home Secretary Priti Patel has 
previously criticised protests and 
direct action, especially those by 
Extinction Rebellion (XR) and 
Black Lives Matter. After XR activ-
ists blockaded printing presses 
owned by Rupert Murdoch’s News 
Corp in September 2020, the Home 
Secretary described them as “so-
called eco-crusaders turned crimi-
nals.” She also described the Black 
Lives Matter protests in Britain in 
the summer of 2020 as “dreadful.”

  As police monitoring group 
Netpol commented, the “Home 
Secretary’s plans look, on the face 
of it, like a combination of defend-
ing business interests and petty 
vengeance against political and 
social movements she dislikes.”

  While criticising the Black Lives 
Matter protests, Priti Patel also 
said that “I don’t support protest.” 
Though she corrected her meaning 
to be a specifi c protest, not protests 
in general, after being prompted 
by the interviewer, this could have 
well been a Freudian slip, because 
the legislation her government is 
pushing through is defi ned by a 
contempt for the democratic right 
of peaceful protest.

  I was proud to stand in soli-
darity with the Black Lives Matter 
protests and I will continue to sup-
port all those across the world who 
are safely and peacefully protesting 
against systems of racist oppres-
sion. Organised peaceful resistance 
is a force for change and is deserv-
ing of our full support. Much of the 
historic gains we have made, from 
women’s rights to racial equality 
and improved working conditions, 
were not handed down from above 
but fought for by generations of 
mass struggle.

  By making it illegal to hold a 
protest that “threatens annoyance,” 
this legislation is a declaration of 
war upon this democratic right. 
Anyone who has been to a dem-
onstration knows that “annoying” 
those with power is rather the 
point of a protest. Even Theresa 
May, whose authoritarian reign as 
Home Secretary led to the creation 
of the “hostile environment,” spoke 
against the dangerous scope of 
powers that this legislation would 
enable police to wield against 
protesters.

  There are grave concerns that 

this legislation will have a dispro-
portionate eff ect on African, Asian 
and minority-ethnic communities. 
Rights group Liberty anticipates 
the impact of the Bill to be “felt 
particularly acutely by marginalised 
communities.”

  Liberty has also expressed 
concerns about the proposal to 
establish a stop and search power 
specifi cally targeted at protesters, 
because “existing stop & search 
powers are used against commu-
nities of colour and black men in 
particular, at staggeringly dispro-
portionate rates.”

  According to Roma rights group 
Friends of Romano Lav, the leg-
islation will also have a devastat-
ing eff ect on Roma and Traveller 
communities.

  The Bill also introduces longer 
prison sentences that are explicitly 
aimed to stoke divisive culture 
wars. The fact that this legislation 
could introduce longer sentences 
for damaging a statue than assault-
ing a woman reveals how utterly 
unserious this government is about 
tackling gendered violence.

  The criminal justice system 
should not be reduced to political 
point-scoring, yet this this govern-
ment is shamelessly using arbitrary 
and disproportionate prison sen-
tences to fan the fl ames of division.

  It is not hyperbolic to state that 
this Bill represents yet another 
step towards authoritarianism by 
this government. It is important 
to remember that it follows the 
government’s spy cops legislation, 
which legalised violence, murder, 
rape and sexual assault perpetrated 
by undercover offi  cers.

  This is clearly not a government 
that prioritises the wellbeing of 
women. Considering just twenty-
one per cent of the current cabinet 
are women – the lowest proportion 
for decades – this sadly should not 
come as a surprise.

  The tragic murder of Everard, 
followed by the unforgivable police 
crackdown on a peaceful vigil in her 
memory, has rightly instigated a 
national demand for action to tackle 
violence against women.

  Violence against women is an 
epidemic. Every year across the 
world, 66,000 women are killed 
by a man. In terms of domestic 
violence, a partner is responsible 
in almost 40 per cent of homicides 
involving a female victim compared 
with 6 per cent partner responsi-
bility for homicides involving a 
male victim.

  In Britain, the conviction rate 
for domestic violence is 6.2 per cent, 
an appallingly low fi gure. Particu-
larly shocking given the events of 

the last week is that police offi  cers 
and staff  accused of domestic abuse 
are a third less likely to be convicted 
than the public, with a conviction 
rate of just 3.9 percent.

  This violence has a trickle-down 
eff ect on the safety and wellbeing of 
women, who are forced to endure 
the constant threat of potential 
male violence. From parks and bus 
stops to our local high streets, girls 
and young women across Britain 
are facing appalling misogynistic 
harassment every day.

  The spectre of violence blights 
the lives of girls and women, aff ect-
ing their mental health, self-esteem 
and sense of safety and impinging 
on their right to equal access to 
public space. A recent survey by 
UN Women UK found that ninety-
seven per cent of 18- to 24-year-old 
women had been sexually harassed, 
while eighty per cent of women of 
all ages had experienced sexual 
harassment in public spaces.

  This reveals how much work we 
must do to end the scourge of gen-
dered violence and to build a future 
free of misogyny, racism and the 
oppression of civil liberties. What 
is clear is that the Police, Crime, 
Sentencing & Courts Bill has no 
part to play in this future. It must 
be scrapped.
 Morning Star 
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Well-wishers, gathered for a planned vigil for Sarah Everard in south London, turn on their phone torches as the 
event was cancelled after police outlawed it due to Covid-19 restrictions on 13th March. (Photo: Justin Tallis)
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 Chen Qingqing, Zhao Yusha & Hu Yuwei
Shortly after European Union foreign 
ministers signed off  on a slate of puni-
tive measures on 22nd March over 
alleged human rights abuses, including 
sanctions directed at China, China hit 
back with tit-for-tat counter-measures 
by sanctioning ten individuals and four 
entities that have spread rumours and 
lies about Xinjiang.

 The Council of Europe announced on 
22nd March to impose restrictive measures 
on four Chinese nationals and one entity, as 
a reaction to the alleged mistreatment by 
China of its minority Uygur population in 
Northwest China’s Xinjiang Uygur Autono-
mous Region, including some senior offi  cials 
of the 13th People’s Congress of the Xinjiang 
Uygur Autonomous Region and of the Xin-
jiang Production and Construction Corps.

  This marks the EU’s fi rst-ever sanctions 
against China in thirty years, a move observ-
ers say will deal a heavy blow to bilateral 
relations between the two sides.

  After seeing Chinese and US senior 
offi  cials’ exchange of blunt words in Alaska 
recently, and China’s retort against US 
accusations on issues such as Xinjiang and 
Hong Kong, the EU should learn its lesson 
on how to deal with China, warned Chinese 
experts, noting that Beijing is not afraid of a 
sanction-wielding Washington, not to men-
tion a much weaker Brussels.

  In response to the EU move, the Chinese 
government sanctioned ten individuals 
including Reinhard Bütikofer, chair of the 
European Parliament’s delegation for rela-
tions with China, and Michael Gahler, chair 
of the European Parliament-Taiwan Friend-
ship Group, in addition to some members 
of the European Parliament affi  liated with 
the parliaments of EU member countries 
such as Germany, Belgium, Lithuania and 
the Netherlands.

  German scholar Adrian Zenz, an infamous 
anti-China pseudo-researcher, who has been 
spreading rumours about Xinjiang and step-
ping up a disinformation campaign against 
China, as well as some other think tanks 
engaged in the disinformation campaign, 
have also been put on China’s sanction list.

  Sources close to the matter told the Global 
Times over the weekend that the Chinese 
government is formulating countermeas-
ures against the EU. Some EU institutions 
that have been spearheading the accusa-
tions against China’s Xinjiang policies will 
bear the brunt of the countermeasures, and 
some individuals in EU countries who have 
behaved badly will not escape punishment, 
so do some high-profi le individuals who fre-
quently bash China on its Xinjiang aff airs, 
for example, Bütikofer.

  Bütikofer has frequently and groundlessly 

criticised China and obstructed the China-
EU investment agreement, using China’s 
handling of the Xinjiang and Hong Kong 
aff airs as his excuse.

  The individuals concerned and their 
families are prohibited from entering the 
Chinese mainland, Hong Kong and Macao, 
according to the Chinese authorities. And 
the companies and institutions associated 
with them are also restricted from doing 
business with China.

  Entities including the Political and Secu-
rity Committee of the Council of the European 
Union, Subcommittee on Human Rights 
of the European Parliament, the Mercator 
Institute for China Studies in Germany, and 
the Alliance of Democracies Foundation in 
Denmark were also sanctioned by the Chi-
nese government.

  The number of individuals and entities 
that China has put onto the sanction list has 
far outnumbered those of the EU, which 
showed China’s resolute determination of 
defending its core interests and unswerv-
ingly fi ghting against the disinformation 
and smear campaign concerning China’s 
policies and internal aff airs, according to 
Chinese experts.

  Compared with the previous sanctions 
imposed by Europe, China’s sanctions are 
stronger and more extensive, at least in terms 
of the scope of the sanctioned subjects, Cui 
Hongjian, director of the Department of 
European Studies at the China Institute of 
International Studies, told the Global Times.

  The list expands from the key fi gures 
who have been challenging China over the 
Xinjiang aff airs to those within the EU who 
have been repeatedly interfering in China’s 
human rights in various ways for a long 
time. Some of them don’t have a direct say 
on Xinjiang, but have repeatedly challenged 
China on human rights, Cui said.

  The sanctions are intended to send a 
strong warning signal to the EU, urging it to 
stop interfering in China’s internal aff airs, 
and not only on Xinjiang-related issues, 
Cui stressed.

  Wang Jiang, an associate research fellow 
at the Institute of Law under the Chinese 
Academy of Social Sciences, told the Global 
Times that in addition to the countermeas-
ures, China will also use the legal tools to 
defend the legitimate rights of Chinese 
individuals and entities.

  It is also possible that the relevant Chi-
nese entities and individuals will sue those 
people promoting the sanction measures, just 
as Xinjiang residents had brought rumour 
monger Adrian Zenz into the courtroom 
for reputational and economic losses, and 
local legal authorities in Europe will have 
to handle those civil litigations.

  Once legal procedures are underway, 
the defendant will have to bring up proof, 

which will demonstrate that those so-called 
sanctions over Xinjiang aff airs are based 
on rumours, making it hard to go forward.

  Meanwhile, the National People’s Con-
gress, China’s top legislature, has already 
said that it will accelerate its work on laws 
against external sanctions, interference and 
long-arm jurisdiction, which would also be 
helpful in fi ghting against the unjustifi ed 
application of foreign laws and sanction 
measures against Chinese offi  cials and indi-
viduals, according to Wang.

  China can learn from Russia in countering 
foreign sanctions, such as granting the head 
of state the authority to allocate administra-
tive resources in fi ghting those sanctions 
and protecting its citizens and companies, 
and also by accelerating the relevant anti-
sanction legislature formulation, he said.

  OVERESTIMATED EU
  Human rights issues have always been 

the trigger point in relations, and have even 
led to squabbles between China and the EU, 
or specifi c European countries. For exam-
ple, the bloc has frequently fi red criticism 
against China’s handling of the Hong Kong 
aff airs, which was then countered with a 
fi erce backlash from China.

  Now, feeling left behind, the EU wants 
to highlight its political existence by press-
ing for sanctions over “human rights issues” 
against both China and Russia, as it perceives 
human rights as a weapon it can wield to get 
involved in the competition between super-
powers, said Cui. He added that the bloc 
perceives human rights as its cheap weapon, 
as it doesn’t have the fi nancial and military 
power that Washington does.

  But the EU’s arrogance has blinded it to 
the fact that it is in no position to point fi n-
gers at China’s human rights development, 
as it has also become bogged down in serious 
human rights crises, such as the treatment 
of Muslims in their own countries, and its 
poor response to the COVID-19 pandemic.

  The German Nazis conducted a large-
scale planned massacre of Jews during World 
War II and 6 million died in the Holocaust; 
German colonists in 1904 slaughtered numer-
ous Namibians to crack down on a people’s 
uprising and killed more than 100,000 
natives as of 1908. Other European coun-
tries also had infamous misdeeds in their 
colonial histories.

  On March 2, the bloc imposed sanctions 
against four Russian offi  cials over the sen-
tencing of opposition fi gure Alexey Navalny, 
marking the fi rst time the bloc used its Global 
Human Rights Sanctions Regime, which 
was adopted in 2020. The US also triggered 
similar sanctions the same day.

  The EU has followed the US in weapon-
ising human right issues, and is afraid that 
issuing punitive measures at Beijing by itself 

will seriously backfi re against Brussels, said 
Cui, noting that the EU hopes that following 
Washington will somehow give itself more 
protection from Beijing’s response.

  Over the past weekend, the world’s 
attention was fi xed on the Alaska meeting 
between senior diplomats from China and 
the US, who wrapped up their fi rst face-to-
face meeting under the Biden administration. 
During the meeting, the US side also raised 
questions such as Xinjiang and Hong Kong 
to attack China.

  Yang Jiechi, a member of the Political 
Bureau of the Communist Party of China 
Central Committee and director of the Offi  ce 
of the Central Leading Group for Foreign 
Aff airs, rebuked the US as not being quali-
fi ed to speak to China from a position of 
strength. Yang lashed out at the US, saying 
it also has many human rights issues, and 
should mind its own business fi rst.

  By following the US’ suit, the EU has 
forgotten one thing: The tit-for-tat contest 
between China and the US is a result of seri-
ous consideration, and any possible result 
will make the world quiver with its conse-
quences, said Cui.

  “Beijing won’t consider so many conse-
quences in taking countermeasures against 
the EU, and the bloc will suff er much more 
pains, at a much higher cost if China makes 
a move,” Cui warned.

  Experts warned that the EU’s current 
international status does not allow it to 
perform opportunism; and it seems that 
it has forgot shepherding EU countries, 
such as Germany and France, and certain 
medium-sized countries, crawling back to 
fi x relations with China, after they learned 
their lessons by playing the “human rights” 
card with China.

  Europe needs to uphold an independent 
diplomacy and prioritise the economy and 
trade, instead of downgrading itself as the 
US’ appendage, like Japan has done.
 Global Times 
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