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MASSIVE OVERHAUL ON 
ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS 

NEEDED SAYS 
NEW REPORT

Last month, the Morrison government released a 
once in a decade report of Australia’s environmental 
laws. The report contains thirty-eight recommenda-
tions to transform the Environment Protection and 
Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC) Act. The report, 
headed by Professor Graeme Samuel, stated in its 
foreword that “to shy away from the fundamental 
reforms recommended by this Review is to accept 
the continued decline of our iconic places and the 
extinction of our most threatened plants, animals 
and ecosystems.”

The thirty-eight recommendations were split 
into three time-sensitive categories – “Immediate 
reforms should be delivered to progress priority re-
forms”; “reform[s] [that] should be completed within 
12 months”; “[Reforms that] should be completed 
within two years.” The recommendations included 
(but were not limited to) a need for an “independent 
Environment Assurance Commissioner”;  to amend 
the EPBC Act so as to “require decision-makers to 
respectfully consider Indigenous views and knowl-
edge”; and to “Increase the level of environmental 
protection aff orded in Regional Forest Agreements 
(RFAs).”

The Morrison government received the report in 
October last year yet held onto it for three months. As 
of writing, it has yet to release an offi  cial response. 
Environment minister Sussan Ley didn’t hold a media 
conference but said in a statement that Samuel had 
“put forward far-reaching recommendations aimed at 
delivering a sensible and staged process of change, and 
it is important to canvass these fully as we confi rm 
our reform agenda.”

Both the ALP and the Greens have called on the 
government to act quickly. Labor’s environment 
spokeswoman, Terri Butler called on the government 
to “introduce strong national environmental stand-
ards and establish a genuinely independent ‘cop on 
the beat’ for Australia’s environment.” Greens envi-
ronment spokesperson, Sarah Hanson-Young, echoed 
these sentiments stating the government needed “to 
respond with a genuine commitment” in order “to 
hold corporations and governments to account.”

These recommendations come at a time when 
Australia is one of the worst-performing countries 
on climate action and the environment. Just last year, 
documents released under the freedom of informa-
tion showed that the Morrison government “stopped 
listing major threats to species under national envi-
ronment laws” with “plans to address listed threats 
[…] often years out of date or have not been done 
at all.” Furthermore “Australia has not listed any 
critical habitat for the protection of threatened spe-
cies” in over a decade (Guardian UK). On top of this, 
Australia is entirely off  track in meeting its set target 
for the Paris Climate Agreement, among other climate 
targets.

Furthermore, while both the ALP and the Coalition 
have responded warmly to the report, one has to be a 
sceptical about the seriousness of their rhetoric. Both 
parties have received donations from mining and gas 
companies. The Brisbane Times reports that in the 
last federal election the ALP and Coalition received 
over $130,000 and $192,000 from Woodside Energy 
and over $65,000 and $56,000 from the Minerals 
Council of Australia, respectively.

Communist Party of Australia (CPA) General 
Secretary Andrew Irving commended the recommen-
dations but stressed the need for more. “We need a 
socialist economy to suffi  ciently address the problem 
of climate change,” stated Irving, adding “if in the next 
thirty years if we do not implement an approach that 
puts people and the environment over profi ts future 
generations will suff er immensely.” 

Indeed, the CPA has recognised climate action 
as one of its top priorities of 2021. In the following 
months it will roll out its “Fighting For the Future” 
campaign which will detail the Party’s path for saving 
the planet. It will also be releasing a pamphlet with 
a current analysis on the crisis.
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HANDS OFF GLEBE INC 
MEDIA RELEASE

A wide range of groups has come together in 
a campaign to stop NSW Government hous-
ing “renewal” plans in Glebe and South Ever-
leigh in Sydney.

Representatives of public housing residents, the 
Greens, Young Labor, Port Jackson Branch of the 
Communist Party of Australia, the Glebe Society, 
Sydney University SRC, the Socialist Alliance, Friends 
of Erskineville, and Millers Point activists are all sup-
porting the campaign launched by Hands off  Glebe 
Inc (HoG).

“Our campaign has two main aims,” said Denis 
Doherty from HoG.

“Firstly, we want to reverse the decision to demol-
ish the public housing and destroy the communities in 
the Franklyn-Bay Street complex and at the Cowper 
Street-Wentworth Park Road site in Glebe and at 
Explorer Street in South Eveleigh.

“Secondly, we are working to stop the State Gov-
ernment policy of bulldozing public housing and 
replacing it with seventy per cent private units with 
the profi ts from the sale of public land used to fund 
thirty per cent public housing.

“We want a government-funded construction 
boom of 5,000 new public housing and aff ordable 
homes each year for the next ten years. 

“This would be a good step forward but it is 
nowhere near the actual number required to make 
sure people who need it have access to housing they 
can aff ord.

“However, it would meet the twin policy goals of 
stimulating the economy and providing permanent 
homes for the vulnerable. Investment in public hous-
ing is one of the most eff ective options for boosting 
the economy,” Denis Doherty concluded.

“The Berejiklian government wants to bulldoze 

my home and replace it with seventy per cent private 
units with the profi ts from the sale of the land used 
to fund thirty per cent public housing. We will not 
accept this,” said Emily, a public housing tenant in 
the Franklyn-Bay Streets complex in Glebe.

“The idea that you can ‘sensitively manage’ evicting 
tenants like me and my neighbours who have lived 
here for up to 30 years is ludicrous. […]

“We’ve been told that we can return once the 
redevelopment is completed if we want to but this 
is not true.

“The Land and Housing Corporation admits that 
larger families will not be able to return because there 
will not be large enough properties built for them,” 
Emily explained.

“There is nothing wrong with the present set up, 
which gives us green spaces and privacy. There is not 
a great deal of traffi  c in Glebe Street at present and 
no need for separate bike lanes or pedestrian ways. 
Leave well alone

“The real cost of this ‘renewal’ is the human cost 
of community displacement and in some cases forced 
relocation which disrupts our support networks and 
social structures.

“Evicting us and relocating us often has serious 
eff ects on the physical and mental health of public 
housing tenants,” Emily stated.

“The plans are another disgrace brought to Glebe 
by this government intent on serving the rich at the 
expense of the poor.

“Housing really should be funded as an essential 
service, like health and education. 

“In many countries today funds are invested in 
public housing to support sustainability, economic 
stability, and social cohesion. It is time the NSW gov-
ernment followed the same path,” Emily concluded. 

Sydney Vigil
STOP USA STOP USA 

BLOCKADE ON CUBABLOCKADE ON CUBA
Also solidarity with Venezuela & GazaAlso solidarity with Venezuela & Gaza

5:30 pm Wednesday 17th of February
Sydney Martin Place outside of US Consulate Offi ce
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WORKCHOICES MARK II – PART 3: 
DIRECT ASSAULT ON WAGES 

AND CONDITIONS
Anna Pha

While the Coalition’s industrial rela-
tions omnibus bill looks very diff erent 
to the Howard government’s notorious 
WorkChoices, in eff ect, it has the same 
aims. It sets out to render minimum 
rates in awards meaningless; slash 
wages and working conditions; boost 
employers’ profi ts; and increase the 
powers of employers at the expense 
of trade unions and workers.

WORSE OFF OVERALL
At present, before the Fair Work Commis-

sion (FWC) can approve an enterprise agree-
ment, it must apply the better off  overall test 
(BOOT). The agreement must be better off  
overall than the relevant modern award. This 
test, along with the ten statutory National 
Employment Standards (NES) and modern 
awards, is a critical part of the minimum 
“safety net” for workers. As pointed out in 
the Guardian #1946, the bill also sets out 
to undermine the NES.

The bill targets twelve industry awards 
under which workers may be worse off . These 
awards include some that had previously been 
subjected to penalty rate cuts – hospitality, 
retail, restaurant, fast food, and pharmacy.

The FWC must be satisfi ed that it is 
appropriate and “take into account all the 
circumstances,” emphasising the view of 
the parties, the “likely eff ect” of approving 
or not approving the agreement, the impact 
of COVID-19, and the extent of employee 
support based on the outcome of the vote. 
The sting in the tail is a provision that “the 
approval of the agreement would not be 
contrary to the public interest.”

What is in the public interest? That is a 
class question. In the eyes of the government 
and business it is the interests of capitalists 
and maximising profi ts. From a working-class 
perspective, it is workers’ living standards 
and working conditions. The FWC, com-
monly and inaccurately referred to as the 
“independent” umpire, has a tendency to 
put profi ts fi rst. This is defended using the 
erroneous capitalist myth that boosting 
profi ts creates jobs.

PERMANENT CHANGES
In addition, the Bill proposes permanent 

changes permitting the Fair Work Commis-
sion to certify an agreement even if the agree-
ment leaves employees worse off  compared 
with the relevant award, and employees are 
unrepresented. Under this section, the FWC 
is required to give “substantial weight” to the 
views of employers and employees. In prac-
tice, employers carry more weight. Where 
workers are unrepresented they will be at 
the complete mercy of employers.

Non-union workers are far worse off  in 
respect to wages, working conditions and 
rights. Only fourteen per cent (one in seven) 
of workers belong to a trade union. (ABS 
August 2020)

The undermining of the BOOT and 
national employment standards (NES) (See 
“Guardian” #1946), along with measures 
designed to facilitate non-union agree-
ments, opens the fl oodgates to non-union 
agreements that do not meet the minimum 
standards of awards.

PROFITS FIRST
Industrial Relations Minister Christian 

Porter attempts to defend the undercut-
ting of award minima is necessary to give 
employers “the fl exibility to create jobs and 
grow their businesses.”

What it will do is grow their profi ts! 
Wages and working conditions will take a 
hit as employers will have similar arbitrary 
powers to those granted during the pan-
demic. These provisions are a throwback to 
the Howard government’s reforms.

The Howard government abolished 
Labor’s No Disadvantage Test and denied 
trade unions the right to contest non-union 
agreements. The proportion of non-union 
agreements in the private sector then rose 
from twenty to sixty per cent. (Future Work 
Centre)

There is a two-year sunset clause to this 
provision, but that is deceptive. It is no secret 
that agreements continue in operation until 
replaced or terminated at the request of an 
employer or union.

Employers are hardly likely to request 
a termination of an enterprise agreement 
if the wages and conditions are frozen in 
time at below award and NES standards. 
On their part, unrepresented workers (non-
union) are hardly in a strong position to do 
so. Workers covered by these agreements 
could remain on below award standards 
for years, long past the pandemic and its 
economic impact. In fact, there are still 
thousands of workers stuck on below-award, 
non-union enterprise agreements from the 
Howard days.

EMPLOYER FLEXIBILITY
The section on fl exible work directions 

applies to the same targeted twelve modern 
awards mentioned above. Part-time workers 
who agree to do any additional hours are 
no longer paid at overtime rates for those 
hours, unless the time worked goes beyond 
normal hours of a full-time worker. This 
will turn permanent workers into de facto 
casuals in respect to the additional hours. 
For this section to apply, the part-time 
worker’s permanent hours must be at least 
sixteen per week.

For example, a permanent employee on 
twenty hours per week could be expected to 
work thirty-eight hours without the overtime 
loading for the additional eighteen hours. At 
present, the loading is a legal requirement 
in awards. In other words, they could end 
up working the same hours as a permanent 
full-time worker on an ongoing basis without 
overtime rates.

In addition, their additional hours would 
be fl exible for the employer and uncertain.

This provision is described in the bill’s 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 
as: “giving employers confi dence to off er 
part-time employment and additional 
hours to employees, promoting fl exibility 
and effi  ciency.”

What it does is cut wages and create a 
reserve of labour that can be employed for 
up to twenty-two additional hours at will.

One organiser in the construction indus-
try told the “Guardian” that “individual 
fl exibility clauses have been used in agree-
ments as a mean to reintroduce individual 
workplace agreements.” This adds another 
dimension to “fl exibility.”

“Flexibility” here is spin for: further 
casualising the workforce, giving employers 
more power, and cutting wages and work-
ing conditions.

TAP ON THE WRIST
Wage theft has become the business 

model of the 21st century with many com-
panies lifting billions of dollars out of the 
pockets of workers. This has been the result 
of government policies, laws designed to 
facilitate theft, loss of trade union rights and 
failure of government agencies to enforce 
legal minimum standards. This Bill will only 
further entrench wage theft.

On the surface, it looks as though the 
government is tackling the question of 
wage theft. The bill inserts a new crimi-
nal off ence of “dishonestly engaging in a 
systematic pattern of underpaying one or 
more employees.” But the bill goes on to 
set almost impossibly high bars before a 
conviction can be obtained.

For example, the offence requires a 

systematic pattern, dishonesty and a sub-
jective requirement of being knowingly dis-
honest. The off ence will not apply where the 
employer believes that there was no under-
payment even if that belief is unreason-
able or unfounded.

It must be dishonest according to the 
standards of ordinary people, and “known 
by the defendant [employer] to be dis-
honest according to the standards of ordi-
nary people.”

This is one for the lawyers! 
The bill criminalises underpayment of 

wages and increases penalties for under-
payment, but only for large corporations, 
not small ones. It includes an option that 
is based on the value of the underpayment 
(where it is larger than the relevant civil 
penalty) but this additional penalty is only 
payable to the Commonwealth! Not the 
short-changed workers.

Proceedings for an off ence can only be 
commenced by the Fair Work Ombudsman, 
Australian Building and Construction Com-
mission, or Director of Public Prosecutions. A 
trade union cannot take an employer to court.

The bill’s emphasis is on rectifying the 
underpayment, not penalising the off enders.

OVERRIDES STRONGER 
STATE LAWS

A number of states have far stronger 
legislation than Porter’s bill. Their laws are 
far stronger than the provisions of the bill 
which would override those of the states. The 
state laws also off er greater clarity regarding 
requirements for a conviction.

Take for example the Victorian legisla-
tion which is due to come into force in the 
middle of the year. It states: “The employer 

must have exercised due diligence before the 
alleged off ence.”

“…. evidence that the employer failed to 
comply with the requirements of a regulator is 
evidence that the employer had not taken all 
reasonable steps in exercising due diligence 
and therefore it is unlikely the defence will 
be made out on the balance of probabilities.”

It establishes a Victorian Wage Inspec-
torate which will have strong powers includ-
ing the right to enter premises to obtain 
information, seize evidence, and apply for 
and execute search warrants. It will also 
target employers who falsify wage records 
or dishonestly fail to keep records in a bid 
to hide wage theft.

KILL THE BILL!
To sum up: the bill attempts to further 

the employers’ demands to reduce wages 
and working conditions to boost profi ts; give 
them greater arbitrary powers; and further 
casualise and de-unionise the workforce.

The workforce and trade union move-
ment took a massive hit during the Howard 
years and has not fully recovered since. Trade 
union membership plummeted; thousands of 
workers lost penalty rates; saw their wages 
and working conditions eroded; and faced 
precarious employment.

This cannot be allowed to happen again.
Start organising NOW to defeat the bill. 

Join your trade union. Distribute copies of 
the Guardian. More copies are available 
from the CPA. Share the articles on social 
media. Build solidarity with community 
organisations.

Kill the Bill or face a return to the master-
servant relationship of the 19th Century.
Parts 1 & 2 appeared in Guardian issues 
#1946 & #1947. 
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Ryan Burley

This article is based on the Alternative 
News program that was broadcast on 
Melbourne community radio station 
3CR 8:55 am on 31st January, 2021. 
Alternative News is produced by the 
Campaign for International Coopera-
tion and Disarmament and is present-
ed every Sunday at 9:15 am.

One of Joe Biden’s fi rst actions as Presi-
dent was to return the United States to the 
Paris Climate Agreement, from which the US 
withdrew under Donald Trump. While this 
action has been praised as a positive step 
in the fi ght against climate change, a glance 
at current material conditions reveals a far 
diff erent reality. 

Under the Paris Agreement, the US has 
set itself a target of reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions by at least twenty-six per cent by 
2025 (compared to 2005 levels). Climate 
Action Tracker is an independent group com-
mitted to scientifi c analysis of governmental 
action on climate change. The group rates 
the United States’ commitments under the 
Paris Agreement as “critically insuffi  cient.” 
The reason for this rating is largely due to 
the fact that the US is responsible for around 
fi fteen per cent of global greenhouse gas 
emissions, meaning that it must work harder 
than other countries to carry its fair share 
of the climate action burden. According 
to current projections, the US will fall far 
short of its Paris Agreement pledge, with 
a reduction of around seventeen per cent 
expected by 2025. In short, the US will fail 
to meet a goal that is already far lower than 
what is needed. 

The Paris Agreement is woefully inad-
equate. Its goals are simply not ambitious 
enough to address the urgent climate emer-
gency that is already unfolding all around us. 

According to the United Nations’ Inter-
governmental Panel on Climate Change, we 
have already passed one degree of warming in 
the global mean surface temperature. On our 
current trajectory, we are expected to reach 
1.5 degrees by 2030 and 2 degrees by 2050. 

At 1.5 degrees, we lose seventy to ninety 
per cent of coral reefs around the world. 
At 2 degrees, we lose 99 per cent. At 1.5 
degrees, we can expect to see one ice-free 
Arctic summer this century. At 2 degrees, we 
will have one ice-free Arctic summer every 
decade. At 1.5 degrees, humans currently 

living in climate-vulnerable regions, which, 
incidentally, are also the world’s poorest 
regions, will see their ability to adapt to cli-
mate change signifi cantly decreased. At 2 
degrees, probability of adaptation in these 
areas drops to near zero. 

And it bears repeating: on our current 
trajectory an increase in 2 degrees is guar-
anteed within the next thirty years. As if this 
is not bad enough, even if we immediately 
implement all of the commitments made 
under the Paris Agreement, this will still take 
us to 3 degrees of warming by 2100. And yet, 
the majority of signatories to the agreement 
are not even managing to hit these already 
insuffi  cient goals. 

Biden has promised to put the US on a 
path to total renewable energy production 
by 2050. But 2050 is far too late. Climate 
science tells us that if we are to have any 
hope of mitigating the impact of the sixth 
mass extinction event, for which humans are 
solely responsible, we need global greenhouse 
gas emissions at net zero immediately. Our 
chance to “make a start” towards fi ghting 
climate change was over thirty years ago, 
when scientists fi rst rang the alarm bell over 
global heating. The train left the station long 
ago and we are still standing on the platform, 
looking for our ticket.

The Paris Agreement is nothing more 
than a diversion tactic – a photo-op for 
politicians who pretend to take meaningful 
action on climate change while continuing 
to subsidise the fossil fuel industry. Even 
liberal climate action groups like Extinction 
Rebellion (XR) can see through this cheap 
magic trick. However, where these groups 
falter is in their belief that the climate emer-
gency can be addressed while maintaining 
the dictatorship of the capitalist class. The 
deliberate apolitical stance of Extinction 
Rebellion reveals an intellectual immatu-
rity that undermines the eff ectiveness of 
their praxis. 

The approach of XR is a perfect example 
of what Marxist philosopher Slavoj Žižek 
calls fetishist disavowal; that is, a refusal to 
believe what one knows to be true. Fetish-
ist disavowal generally takes the form of “I 
know very well, but …” Thus, in the case of 
XR we see: “I know very well that capitalism 
is the driving force behind anthropogenic 
climate change, but I still believe that we 
can combat climate change from within the 
capitalist system.” 

The interesting thing about Žižek’s idea 
of fetishist disavowal is the reason why 
this act of mental gymnastics takes place. 
It occurs because, while the subject knows 
the circumstances very well, she is none-
theless unwilling to take the drastic action 
required to make a change since doing so 
would unravel the foundation of her chosen 
reality. So, in this instance, we have people 
who can clearly see the role that capitalism 
plays in the destruction of the environment 
disavowing the evidence of their own eyes. 
They do this because, in spite of all their 
bluster, they are unwilling to challenge the 
capitalist system, which they still fetishise. It 
is, in the words of Robespierre, a mindset of 
wanting “a revolution without a revolution.”

To their credit, Extinction Rebellion do 
acknowledge that climate change is a global 
systemic problem that requires global sys-
temic solutions. This is, at the very least, a 
step up from those who believe that climate 
change can be addressed at the level of the 
private individual. But XR’s stubborn refusal 
to engage with the economics of climate 
change shows that the movement is not yet 
based in material reality. Just as we rely on 
the science of climatologists, we must also 
rely on the science of Marxism-Leninism to 
analyse the driving forces behind climate 
change and adopt solutions based on really 
existing material conditions.

Returning to President Biden, we can see 
his true intentions regarding climate change 
by taking a look at who he has selected to 
hold offi  ce in his administration. Biden 
has chosen congressman Cedric Richmond 
to lead the White House Offi  ce of Public 
Engagement, a role that includes acting as a 
liaison between industry and climate change 
activists. Richmond is a career-long ally of 
the fossil fuel industry who has raked in over 
US$340,000 worth of donations from oil 
and gas companies during his ten years in 
Congress. On numerous occasions, Richmond 
has voted against his own party on environ-
mental matters. These votes have resulted 
in new pipeline developments, increases to 
fossil fuel exports, and they have blocked 
legislation to more fi rmly regulate pollution 
in the fracking industry. There is absolutely 
no reason to believe that Richmond, who has 
spent his career in government greasing the 
wheels for big polluters, will suddenly begin 
caring about the environment.

Fracking – a particularly invasive and 

environmentally damaging method of extract-
ing fossil fuels – is another area where Joe 
Biden’s rhetoric does not match up to his 
actions. Conservatives in the United States 
wailed in late January as Biden signed an 
Executive Order to “ban” fracking. If only 
this were true! The Executive Order signed 
by Biden only stops new fracking operations 
being developed on federal land. All existing 
fracking operations are not impacted and 
new developments on private land are still 
allowed. As the world hurtles towards climate 
catastrophe this kind of weak compromise is 
utterly pointless. Even worse, it is harmful 
when touted by popular media as a triumph 
since it gives the absolutely false impression 
that something is being done.

Joe Biden is an agent of the status-quo 
who cannot be relied upon to deliver anything 
meaningful in the arena of climate change. 
Speaking to a group of wealthy campaign 
donors in June 2019, Biden promised that 
“nothing will fundamentally change” under 
his presidency. Biden, like all bourgeois politi-
cians, speaks truth to his wealthy donors and 
lies to the people. Just like Donald Trump, 
Barack Obama, George W Bush, and every 
other US President in history, Biden’s only 
interest is serving imperialism and working 
towards realising the manifest agenda of the 
United States to achieve global hegemony. 

Empty symbolic gestures such as the 
Paris Agreement and performative protest 
movements like Extinction Rebellion will 
not achieve anything in the struggle against 
climate change. Even Greta Thunberg, 
when speaking at Davos a year ago, said 
that “Pretty much nothing has been done” 
to address climate change. XR have staged 
a lot of colourful, controversial protests, yet 
the movement has practically zero material 
achievements to its name. 

Climate change is a systemic problem 
that is fundamentally linked to the mate-
rial conditions of human activity. The only 
way to combat climate change is to address 
these material conditions. And the only way 
to do this is by abolishing the destructive 
capitalist system and adopting a planned 
socialist economy. Anything else is a mere 
distraction – a parlour trick designed to 
maintain capitalist hegemony at the cost of 
the natural world. 

Australia
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E. Lennon

Residents and organisers from the 
Hands off  Glebe campaign have come 
together in solidarity with protes-
tors for their most recent public 
demonstration.

The NSW government plans to demolish 
homes and rebuild new complexes where 
only thirty per cent will be public housing, 
with the rest designated as private real estate. 

Dr Hannah Middleton has been cam-
paigning with Hands off  Glebe and repri-
mands the government’s actions, pointing 
to fi nancial interests directly against the 
public and long-term residents. 

“We have a 60,000 waiting list in NSW 
for public housing,” says Dr Middleton. 
“So, what the government is doing is 
quite unconscionable. It is brutal. It is 
uncaring. It is benefi ting developers 
because the process involves selling off  
public land to developers.”

“That’s a precious public asset that we 
can never get back. So, this government 
is only concerned about making money. 
Making money for developers and 
producing private homes.”
Middleton makes it clear that 

the demands of Hands off Glebe are 
non-negotiable:

“We have to do things like we’re doing 
today: we have to hold public rallies, 
put out media releases, write articles for 
newspapers and write submissions to 
government. 

“All those things are important to 
involve a wider and wider range of 
individuals and organisations to say 
to the government, ‘understand us. 
This is not a negotiation. That’s not 
what we’re on about. We are saying 
no. No demolitions. No bulldozers. No 
evictions.’ ”
There are also grave concerns for the 

consequences of removing people from their 
homes and their communities.

“In terms of the communities and the 
life and spirit of this wonderful city. 
That’s being destroyed too because you 

take people, and you send them away. 
You relocate them and you say you can 
come back, but they’ve got a family so 
they can’t. They’ve lost their doctor. 
They’ve lost their local shopkeeper. 
They’ve lost all their friends and they’ve 
lost their support networks. You destroy 
the community spirit of this city and 
that’s unacceptable.”

Julie Brackenreg, who was a Baptist 
bishop in Glebe for almost ten years has 
echoed these concerns. 

“The reason we are doing something 
about it is because so many of the 
people who live in housing are afraid to 
be seen at a rally like this. They know 

that the housing offi  cers know who they 
are, and they are afraid. We’ve already 
heard of one suicide this morning, 
who was at the fi rst of these rallies. 
Somebody who got harassed by housing 
offi  cials and last Saturday decided they 
could take it no more and the threat of 
not knowing where they were living.

“The presuppositions that [the 
government] has made about people are 
that they don’t need two bedrooms if 
they are a single person. Well, they do. 
A lot of them are supported by family 
or friends, who would come and stay 
overnight. Maybe do their shopping and 
take them to their doctor appointments 

and then stay overnight. That was an 
important social outlet for them, to be 
able to entertain and see their family 
and friends on a regular basis.” 

Middleton highlighted the campaign as 
an opportunity to increase public conscious-
ness about not only public housing, but about 
whole systemic issues. 

“The hope is that in the course of 
developing this campaign and talking 
with people about the ideology of what 
they are doing, it is possible to get 
people to say ‘we don’t want to reform 
housing. We want to change the whole 
system. That’s going to really make our 
lives better.’ ” 

COMMUNITY ACTION PUSHES 
BACK AGAINST DEMOLITION OF 

GLEBE PUBLIC HOUSING

N. Woodruff 

The end of 2020 brought about 
the end of a particularly dif-
fi cult and disruptive year 12 
for the nation’s school leav-
ers. Many young people are 
increasingly worried about 
where they will turn to next. 
Overseas travel is off -limits, 
unlikely to return any time 
soon. Students entering uni-
versity will fi nd themselves 
saddled with extra debt after 
the government increased fees 
for humanities subjects. School 
leavers entering apprentice-
ships or the workforce will fi nd 
little support from a govern-
ment that endeavours at every 
opportunity to cut the pay and 
conditions of Australian work-
ers. In this gloomy climate, a 

new option appears; the Aus-
tralian Defence Force.

Defence recruiting soared in 
2020 as out-of-work Australians 
sought other options. The ADF 
has been particularly active in 
advertising the “ADF Gap Year,” 
a 12-month program in the mili-
tary for young Australians. Social 
media apps are plastered with 
images of diverse people in uni-
form, doing a variety of tasks. It’s 
not just Australia experiencing a 
surge in applications to join the 
military. The Hungarian Defence 
Ministry reports that applica-
tions have doubled since the start 
of the pandemic, presumably 
tied to the country’s three-month 
limit on collecting unemploy-
ment benefi ts. The United States 
has also seen more enlistments 
and is also aggressively targeting 

young people from disadvan-
taged backgrounds. Since the 
end of the Vietnam War and the 
subsequent abolition of conscrip-
tion in both the United States 
and Australia, an all-volunteer 
force has been required, lead-
ing military recruiters to target 
people without steady access to 
healthcare and employment. In 
the United States, it has been 
mandated by law that military 
recruiters have the same access 
in schools as university recruit-
ers, leading some schools to have 
military recruiters greet children 
as they leave their classrooms. 
In another worrying trend, US 
military recruiters have been 
streaming themselves playing 
video games, even sponsor-
ing video game competitions, 
in an attempt to mislead young 

viewers about the true experi-
ences of warfare. In one instance, 
viewers were told to click on a 
link that they were told would 
enter them into a draw to win a 
free Xbox controller. It instead 
led them to a recruitment form.

In Australia, the military 
targets job-seekers with search-
engine advertising. A simple 
search for “jobs” returns a link 
to the Defence Recruitment web-
site. It’s no secret that warfare 
disproportionately aff ects the 
poor. Communists as far back as 
the First World War condemned 
the deaths of the poor to fi ght 
for the rich. The promise of edu-
cation, healthcare and a salary 
attracts many disadvantaged 
people who would be unable 
to access such benefi ts in civil-
ian life. Better-off  citizens have 

fewer incentives to join, as they 
can make a comfortable living 
without the danger that army 
life entails. This is the basis of 
the “poverty draft” how disad-
vantaged Australians must risk 
life and limb fi ghting for foreign 
powers just for their rights to 
healthcare and education.

Between a failure to act on 
industrial manslaughter and 
unsafe working conditions for 
civilians, and a military recruit-
ment system that preys on the 
vulnerable, the Australian Gov-
ernment has sent a very strong 
message to the working class of 
this country; “you can’t make a 
living unless you’re willing to die 
for it.” 

MILITARY USES PREDATORY RECRUITMENT 
ON AUSTRALIAN YOUTH
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Valentin Cartillier

At least forty neo-Nazis gathered at the 
Grampian ranges in Victoria over the 
long weekend prior to Invasion Day. 
In a typically right-wing bastardisation 
of the word socialism, the gathering 
was organised by a group called the 
“National Socialist Network,” (NSN) 
a Melbourne-based group that has 
recently expanded to Adelaide and 
other parts of the country. Drawing 
the anger and scorn of locals, the group 
spent three days hiking the trail, dur-
ing which time they were heard to be 
yelling phrases like “Heil Hitler,” “Ku 
Klux Klan,” and “white power.” One 
local reported they had been putting 
up “Australia for the white man,” stick-
ers, the NSN slogan.

The police, in typical fashion, did noth-
ing to prevent the group from going on the 
hike, with local police superintendent Ian 
Milner stating, “Our members deployed to 
that group and spoke with them and iden-
tifi ed that they weren’t breaking any laws, 
and that was the extent of our involvement.” 
The hike would eventually culminate in a 
cross burning.

Before we can understand why this 
gathering took place, a more fundamental 
question must be asked: Under what condi-
tions does fascism emerge?

Fascism almost invariably arises from 
moments of crisis in capitalist economies. The 
present historical moment is still marked by 
the 2007-08 Global Financial Crisis (GFC) 
which devastated the global working class. 
Mass unemployment, job precarity, and 
stagnant wages coupled with increased living 
costs were then, and remain now, constant 
wolves at the door. Then came the COVID-
19 pandemic and accompanying recession, 
which has intensifi ed an already dire situ-
ation. As always, the working class bears 
the brunt of this devastation, creating the 
conditions where fascism can arise.

However, fascism does not emerge of 
its own accord: its growth is facilitated by 
the interests of capitalists. Georgi Dimitrov 
described fascism as “the open terrorist 
dictatorship of the most reactionary, most 
chauvinistic and most imperialist elements 
of fi nance capital.” Thus, fascist ideology is 
an extension of, not a separate phenomenon 
to, capitalist interests. Fascism is rabidly 
anti-communist and its anti-communism 
serves capitalism at a time when workers 
might be considering an alternative socio-
economic system.

Fascist groups organise themselves along 
various lines of division – nationalist, racial, 
religious, to name a few – but despite often 
opportunistically using anti-capitalist rheto-
ric, they all uphold the capitalist economic 
system and act on behalf of the dictatorship 
of fi nance capital. Capitalism thrives on a 
divided working class and since fascism 
seeks to intensify the divisive hierarchies 
that communism seeks to abolish, it will 
always be in the economic interests of capi-
talists to side with fascists, and encourage 
the perpetuation of the hateful prejudices 
that fascist ideology appeals to.

Fascists, at the individual level, grasp the 
notion that there is something fundamen-
tally wrong with our current system. But 
instead of understanding society through 
their economic and class oppression at the 
hands of capitalists, they turn their anger 
towards the most vulnerable members of 
society. This leads to overly simplistic, and 
dangerous, explanations of social phenomena 

caused by the profi t-driven logic of capital-
ist economics: can’t get a job? Fascists will 
blame migrants instead of the bosses who 
hired them for less, or will neglect the fact 
that their bosses shifted their jobs off shore. 
This is not to say that anyone who holds 
such views is a fascist, but rather that this 
is a foothold for capitalism to spread fascist 
ideas. Bourgeois media play a role in fanning 
these fl ames.

Fascist ideas come apart under the small-
est amount of scrutiny. All fascist ideology 
requires them to hold contradictory positions 
which cannot be resolved: a migrant is both 
too lazy to work but also takes all the jobs. 
White people are the superior race, but they 
are too weak to defend themselves against 
being “replaced,” by migrants.

These levels of abstraction get more and 
more bizarre as fascists attempt to explain 
larger and larger social and political phe-
nomena. Immigration becomes a “globalist” 
plot of genocide against white people which 
fascists call “the Great Replacement,” where 
somehow white people are bred out of exist-
ence. Even the smallest issue, like greater 
racial diversity in TV shows, becomes part 
of a plot to destroy “Western Civilisation.” 
Their particular form of existential paranoia is 
what fuels their violence towards minorities; 
their wrath being directed not only to micro 
level phenomena, but also at the macro level, 
where the fascist crusade against “globalism” 
is a dogwhistle for the movement’s inherent 
antisemitism. All these views are expressed 
in graphic detail on the NSN website.

So, what has emboldened fascists to show 
themselves in the light of day once more? 
They are helped in no small way by the 
increasingly xenophobic rhetoric of our poli-
ticians. The rise and fall of Fraser Anning’s 
thankfully brief career, Scott Morrison’s 
repulsive comments about Invasion Day, and 
the re-emergence of Pauline Hanson’s One 
Nation, all shift the public discourse to the 

right. Fascists are able to exploit this shift. 
Australia is not an isolated case. The racist 
rhetoric of the Trump presidency provided 
fertile ground for far-right/fascist groups to 
re-emerge in far greater numbers. This is a 
trend we have been seeing across the globe; 
from the resurgence of far-right groups all 
across Europe to Bolsonaro’s Brazil. 

Australia has a long history of fascist 
groups. In the 1930s a Mussolinist fascist 
group was founded in response to what 
they saw as the threat of communism. An 
ABC documentary shows a small neo-Nazi 
group from 1960s Sydney. The fascist vio-
lence against the Vietnamese population 
in 1980s Melbourne was dramatised in the 
1992 fi lm Romper Stomper, drawing its 
inspiration from the life of neo-Nazi Dane 
Sweetman. In 2019, there was a far-right 
rally on St Kilda beach, Melbourne, which 
Fraser Anning attended on tax-payer money. 
There, fascists were proudly making the Nazi 
salute and showing off  their swastika tattoos. 
Fascists never entirely disappear; they just 
go underground to regroup.

The timing of the NSN hike was particu-
larly insidious and undoubtedly chosen on 
purpose. It happened within the same week 
as Invasion Day and Holocaust Remembrance 
Day. Gariwerd (The Grampians) is part of 
the creation story for Wotjobaluk, Jardw-
adjali and Jupagulk Indigenous peoples, so 
for white supremacists to set foot there, and 
indeed anywhere in this country, is a vile 
act of desecration. The very existence of the 
NSN is an aff ront to Jewish people given the 
self-evident antisemitism of neo-Nazi move-
ments, and the appearance of these groups 
only emboldens the rise of antisemitic acts 
we have seen over the past several years.

To comprehend and combat these fascist 
groups, we need to analyse how they under-
stand themselves. The Australian fascist 
“news” organisation XYZ, despite claiming 
that they are “dedicated to the principles of 
Classical Liberalism,” doesn’t otherwise make 
much eff ort to hide their overtly fascistic 
worldview. They glorifi ed the gathering in an 
article titled “Establishment SHOCKED that 
White Men are becoming White Suprema-
cists.” The article is rife with all the inco-
herent ideas upon which fascist ideology is 
based – the “globalist” threat to the white 
race, as well as baseless claims about mass 
immigration, antisemitism, and racism. It 

is quite a feat of mental gymnastics to even 
follow the argument as it attempts to mash 
all these points together. They see themselves 
as the defenders of the “White race,” locked 
in a life-or-death struggle against the very 
poorly defi ned “establishment.” In their eyes 
the “rigged” democratic system has failed 
them so they need to organise “outside of the 
traditional party system.” The article gleefully 
concludes with the statement, “Therefore, it 
is not simply good to be a White Supremacist. 
It is your duty to be a White Supremacist.”

This is the distorted worldview that led 
the NSN out to the Grampians, in the name 
of what they call the “White Revolution.” 
While many communists would agree that 
the system is “rigged,” the fascists lack the 
class analysis to correctly identify the target. 
This is no accident, but a product of ruling 
class ideology taken to its most desperate 
extreme. The Australian state works in the 
interest of capitalists and is therefore hostile 
to the working class as a whole, not white 
people in particular. That deliberate error 
is how fascism serves capitalism as a diver-
sion from a correct class analysis. Like many 
reactionary movements, the fascists co-opt 
revolutionary language to obscure the empti-
ness of their rhetoric. The neo-Nazi worldview 
is a vile substitution of class consciousness 
with “white race consciousness” in service of 
the maintenance of bourgeois dictatorship.

So, what is to be done? Just as there has 
been a long history of small fascist groups in 
Australia and fascism internationally, there 
has also been a long history of working-class 
resistance. All across Australia every time 
a fascist group has tried to show its face in 
public, counter-protestors turn up in far 
greater numbers to prevent their rallies. This 
is probably the reason why the NSN chose the 
remoteness of the Grampians. Despite being 
small in number, the NSN and other fascist 
groups act as stepping-stones, facilitated by 
the interests of capitalists, towards larger 
and yet more dangerous movements, and 
therefore must be stopped in their infancy. 
To successfully oppose fascism, we must 
not only prevent these smaller groups from 
growing in size but also understand that their 
emergence serves the broader fi nancial and 
imperialistic interests of capitalism. Just as 
XYZ and the NSN believe it is their duty to be 
white supremacists, it is our duty to oppose 
and defeat them. 

NEO-NAZIS GATHER IN 
THE GRAMPIAN RANGES

Fascism almost invariably 
arises from moments of crisis 
in capitalist economies.
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Casey Davidson

While the US Nuclear First Strike 
capability remains intact, the threat 
of global nuclear catastrophe contin-
ues to linger, and disregards the 126 
non-nuclear nations that have indi-
cated their support for the Treaty on 
the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons 
(TPNW) that went into eff ect 22nd of 
January. Australia is also a non-nucle-
ar country, and although the majority 
of Australians object to nuclear weap-
ons, the current Australian government 
refuses to sign the treaty. According 
to the Australian Department of For-
eign Aff airs and Trade website, it is 
“inconsistent with our US alliance obli-
gations.” While nuclear-armed states 
have not signed the treaty, their laws 
state that nuclear weapons would only 
be used in defence. To this date, the US 
remains the only country to carry out a 
pre-emptive surprise nuclear attack – 
on the innocent civilians of Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki in Japan in 1945.

While global nuclear disarmament is 
most favourable, nuclear-armed countries 
that are currently threatened by the US are 
at higher risk of attack if they abolish their 
weapons, and the US-led attack on Libya is a 
recent example of this. In 2003, Libyan leader 
Muammar Gaddafi  announced the elimina-
tion of all weapons of mass destruction from 
his country, including its nuclear program. 
By 2011, the US had attacked Libya and left 
millions of its citizens in wartorn poverty. 
The results of this clear aggression mean 
that countries like the Democratic People’s 
Republic of Korea (DPRK) are unable to 
sign the treaty, even though they did vote 
in favour of a “legally binding instrument to 
prohibit nuclear weapons, leading towards 
their total elimination” in 2016.

Larger nuclear-armed countries such as 
China and India have “declarative, unquali-
fi ed, unconditional no-fi rst-use policies,” 
meaning it is against the law to use nuclear 
weapons as a means of warfare, unless fi rst 
attacked by an adversary using nuclear 
weapons. Russia’s policies around the use of 
nuclear weapons are also extremely limited, 
reserving usage only in response to large-
scale conventional aggression. The former 
socialist Soviet Union also pushed for nuclear 
disarmament in the 1980s.

In comparison, the US maintains that 
they can use nuclear weapons to defend 
the “vital interests of the US or its allies 
and partners”. This sweeping generalisa-
tion means the US could launch a nuclear 

attack without any previous aggression from 
any other country, and also to protect its, 
or its allies’, imperialist interests. This is a 
much more dangerous policy, and should 
be recognised and criticised as such. For 
this reason, it is imperative that Australia 
signs the treaty, as it should in no way be 
supporting such policies.

In accordance with Australia’s alignment 
to US interests, the current government also 
maintains that Australia needs to uphold 
the ANZUS treaty, which was originally an 
alliance between the US, Australia and New 

Zealand to ‘cooperate on military matters in 
the Pacifi c Ocean region’, set up as a response 
to the fear of communism during the Cold 
War era. However, New Zealand was sus-
pended from ANZUS in 1986, after initiating 
a nuclear-free zone in its territorial waters. 
New Zealand is still partially suspended, and 
has not seen itself as bound to ANZUS. It 
has also signed the TPNW. With New Zea-
land as one of Australia’s allies and closest 
neighbours, the refusal for Australia to sign 
the treaty seems all the more outrageous.

Australia should not be involved in any 

nuclear weapon usage or threat and should 
follow New Zealand in the signing of the 
TPNW in the interests of the global com-
munity. It should also close all US bases and 
military facilities in Australia. 

The International Campaign to Abol-
ish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN) is the leading 
campaigner to promote the signing of the 
United Nations nuclear weapon ban treaty 
and should be supported in this important 
struggle. 

Bree Booth

The week before last, the fi nan-
cial trading platform Robin-
hood restricted access to its 
trading services after post-
ers on the online forum Red-
dit caused stock in GameStop 
to skyrocket 1,700 per cent, 
bankrupting the hedge fund 
Melvin Capital. In brief, red-
ditors on the thread r/Wall-
StreetBets became aware that 
hedge funds were short selling 
GameStop stock. Short selling 
involves betting on a decline 
in the price of borrowed stock 
so that traders can return the 
stock at less than the price they 
borrowed it for, resulting in 
a profi t for the fi rm. Ostensi-
bly to get back at the “greedy 

fat cats” in the hedge funds, 
Redditors bought up shares 
in the game retailer, sending 
its share price from US$19 to 
US$483 in just three weeks. 
This resulted in billion dollar 
losses to Melvin Capital. Then, 
the trading app Robinhood on 
which the shares were being 
traded, restricted access to its 
platform.

Mass outrage ensued, but 
unfortunately not for the right 
reasons. The GameStop saga has 
proven that “pull yourself up by 
the bootstraps” rhetoric is a tool of 
the ruling class to place the burden 
of surviving under an oppressive 
system back on the working class. 
Yet when billionaire hedge fund 
managers are suddenly bankrupt, 
everyone from trading platforms to 

Congress is lining up to give them 
aid. In recent days there has been 
talk of bailing out Melvin Capital, 
and broader calls for increased 
regulation of the stock market to 
prevent independent traders like 
those on r/WallStreetBets from 
“playing the stock market like a 
casino.” If that seems a bit rich, 
that’s because it is. 

To say “let the average worker 
play the stock market” is like Marie 
Antionette proclaiming “let them 
eat cake.” GameStop is a blatant 
example of the ruling class seek-
ing to rig the game in favour of 
the capitalists. But the real story 
here is not whether the working 
class should be allowed to game 
the system like the stock brokers, 
but whether such a system should 
exist at all. The truth is, while this 

event has laid bare the inherent 
artifi ciality of the stock market, this 
artifi ciality has material impacts, 
ones which hedge funds have little 
regard for. To put it in simplistic 
terms, when stock prices plummet, 
the working class suff ers through 
job cuts and the collapse of markets 
like housing and insurance. 

Marx saw that crises such as 
stock crashes are “the real concen-
tration and forcible adjustment of 
all the contradictions of bourgeois 
economy.” Stocks represent, like 
all capital, value produced by the 
labour of the working class, but 
the true relationship between this 
value and its source is obscured. 

The stock market appears as an 
abstraction whose economic value 
arises from the stocks themselves, 
and not the social relationship 

which produced those stocks, 
namely the relationship between 
the worker and the capitalist. Thus, 
the livelihoods of stock brokers 
depend on the labour of the work-
ing class, to drive profi ts from a 
wildly fl uctuating stock market. 

Conversely, the survival of 
the working class depends on a 
stable economy and an adequate 
job market. The two cannot long 
co-exist. 

Thus, the GameStop saga lays 
bare the fl aws and contradictions of 
a system in which the ruling class 
can bet on the workers’ livelihoods. 
The working class must demand 
an end to stock speculation and 
full control over the value they 
produce. 

GAMESTOP SHOWS HOW 
THE CAPITALISTS ARE SELLING US SHORT

AUSTRALIA FAILS TO AUSTRALIA FAILS TO 
COMMIT TO NUCLEAR BANCOMMIT TO NUCLEAR BAN
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Eileen Whitehead

It might be a good idea to return – 
in January 2022 – to the promises 
that Joe Biden made on his fi rst day 
as President of the United States 
of America on the 20th of Janu-
ary 2021.

Everybody jumped for joy as he 
responded offi  cially to a climate crisis, 
which most of the politicians around 
the world have been trying to “fob off ” 
despite the increasingly dire facts being 
presented by the scientifi c community in 
the last decade. Congress was alerted to 
the fact that the planet was warming by 
James Hansen in 1988. So what Biden’s 
new administration has announced is 
mind-blowing, even though it is thirty 
years too late.

In just the last week, Biden has 
announced the following:
• New oil and gas licences on public 

lands will be frozen.
• A doubling of energy produced by 

off shore wind by 2030.
• Electrifi cation of the government’s 

huge fl eet of vehicles.
• Thirty per cent of federal land 

and water will be reserved for 
conservation purposes.

• Forty per cent of the benefi ts from 
federal investments in clean energy 
and water will go to communities 
living with pollution.

• Targets made to build 1.5 million new 
energy-effi  cient homes and seal off  
one million leaking oil and gas wells.

• Construction of a new nationwide 
network of electric-car charging 
stations.

• A crackdown on fossil fuel subsidies.
• A commitment to put climate policy 

at the heart of foreign and national 
security decisions.

• The creation of a new White House 
council on environmental justice.

• Every federal agency to create a 
plan to protect its facilities from the 
impacts of climate change.

• A new memorandum instructing 
agencies to make decisions based 
on evidence “guided by the best 
available science and data.”

All this following on from his intention 
for the US to rejoin the  Paris agreement; 
to reinstate Obama’s vehicle emissions 
standards; and his cancellation of Key-
stone’s pipeline permit.

The news comes, of course, with 
caveats – these sweeping changes are not 
perfect, and will not be easy. Federal drill-
ing makes up only twenty-two per cent 
of oil production and twelve per cent of 
gas. Long-term, permanent change really 
requires Congress and Biden’s majority 
in the Senate is small: just the vice presi-
dent. That means, of course, that any one 
senator could have the power to alter out-
comes, and this will prove very diffi  cult 
given the power of the fossil fuel lobby. 

Some corporations, such as General 
Motors, support some of the initiatives, 
announcing a quite “seismic” phase out of 
the internal combustion engine by 2035. 
However, the oil industry is “aghast,” 
according to one company exec. As crit-
ics challenge his plans, Biden’s strategy, 
in order to combat dissent, has to be to 
focus on the jobs that will be created in 
sustainable construction and renewable 
manufacture.

Despite the caveats, it would appear 
that in the US the winds have changed and 
Americans might even be allowed to feel 
hopeful. Let’s hope Australia, as the US 
ally, follows where Biden leads: this time 
not into another war of exploitation, but a 
war against the fossil fuel companies. 

Seamus Carey

After a decade of Western media falsely 
insisting that Alexei Navalny is a major 
Russian opposition leader, a certain sec-
tion of the Russian population – particu-
larly disaff ected youth under the infl uence 
of online propaganda – has taken the bait.

Although Western media and governments had 
begun to identify Navalny as a signifi cant opposi-
tion fi gure by 2011 and only a few years later began 
to refer to him as the main opposition leader, this 
had no basis in fact. Rather, Navalny was a useful 
tool, a representative of the particular sliver of the 
opposition most amenable to Western interests. 
If you are looking for the largest opposition force, 
consider the Communist Party of the Russian 
Federation, which has held the largest or second 
largest number of seats in every State Duma elec-
tion since 1995. But of course, the Western media 
term “opposition” here doesn’t mean political 
opposition which represents the interests of the 
Russian people, but rather that which represents 
the interests of the US government.

Before his supposed transformation into 
pro-democracy liberal darling, Navalny had been 
expelled from liberal party Yabloko in 2007 for his 
far-right nationalist and racist views. He cooper-
ated with fascist groups on an anti-immigration 
platform, at times referring to various ethnicities 
as “cockroaches,” “rodents,” and other slurs and 
advocated for violence against them.

Western media often report a quote about 
Navalny calling him “the most dangerous man in 
Russia,” contextually implying this to be a badge 
of honour of his supposed heroism in his struggle 
against Putin. However, it was in fact said about 
him by a former coworker in Yabloko referring 
to the danger of his nationalist and racist views.

Although he has opportunistically toned down 
the overt racism as his profi le has increased, 

Navalny’s party “Russia of the Future” places 
anti-immigration policy as a signifi cant feature 
of its platform, including Navalny’s longstanding 
desire to end visa-free access to citizens of the 
Central Asian countries.

The party also advocates for a pro-Western 
foreign policy, and less “government interfer-
ence” in the economy – a euphemism for further 
mass privatisations. Herein lies the secret of why 
Western media and governments have pushed 
Navalny as “opposition leader.”

Navalny spent fi ve months hospitalised in 
Germany since August 2020, claiming that he had 
survived an assassination attempt by the Russian 
government. German authorities claim that he 
was poisoned by Russian nerve agent Novichok.

Similar claims were made in 2018 regarding 
the supposed assassination attempt on Sergei 
Skripal. Novichok was also blamed, and fi ngers 
pointed directly at the Russian government. 
Skripal survived.

If these stories are true, why does the Russian 
government keep choosing to use this chemical 
which doesn’t kill its target and immediately 
implicates them? Dramatic fl air?

After his harrowing experience of not being 
killed by Novichok, Navalny returned immediately 
to Russia in January. He was arrested upon arrival 
for breaking the terms of the suspended sentence 
due to his 2014 conviction for fraud and embez-
zlement. Moscow City Court ruled 2nd February 
that the sentence is no longer suspended, and 
he will have to spend his three-and-a-half year 
sentence (minus ten months’ time served under 
house arrest) in prison.

His imprisonment is likely to help him in his 
capacity as an empty fi gurehead. It’s safer for 
Western interests that he can’t show up to any 
more neo-Nazi rallies for a while and can con-
tinue to be made to symbolise whatever is most 
opportune. 

WHO IS ALEXEI NAVALNY?

OP-ED: WILL WE FOLLOW OUR 
ALLIES THIS TIME?

Alexei Navalny – a former coworker referred to the danger of his nationalist and 
racist views.
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A two-day strike was convoked 
to reject President Moise’s 
intention to remain in offi  ce 
after the 7th of February.

Haiti’s social organisations 
and workers’ unions on Monday 
called for a general strike to pro-
test over insecurity and demand 
the resignation of President Jov-
enel Moise.

Labour organisations 

announced a two-day national 
strike to reject kidnappings that 
have aff ected the education sector 
in recent days. As of Monday 
morning, activities were paralysed 
in the capital Port-au-Prince.

Several opposition parties 
also announced that an agree-
ment was reached to set up a 
transition government led by a 
Supreme Court judge. The deal 

was not signed by the former 
ruling party Fanmi Lavalas.

On Sunday, demonstrations 
were also seen in Mirebalais, Ver-
retes, Cabo Haitiano, Saint-Marc, 
and Petion-Ville where protesters 
showed support for opposition 
fi gure Moise Jean Charles from 
the Pitit Dessalines party.

In recent months, opposition 
and civil society groups warned 

that Moise was trying to remain 
in power after the conclusion of 
his term to take place on the 7th 
of February in accordance with 
Article 134-2 of the Constitution.

Despite objections to the 
holding of legislative and presi-
dential elections on the 19 
September, the Provisional Elec-
toral Committee(CEP) appointed 
by Moise announced that a 

referendum on the Constitution 
will be held on the 25 April.

Constitutional reforms 
include the elimination of the 
Senate and the position of Prime 
Minister. The Haitian Bar Associ-
ation warned that the CEP had no 
“legitimacy” to call for a referen-
dum and organise the elections.
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The kisan [editor’s note: Hindi for 
peasant, an agricultural worker] trac-
tor march on Republic Day in Delhi 
was a remarkable and unique mass 
action. At no time had the capital of 
India witnessed such an extraordinary 
protest which involved over 100,000 
tractors and tens of thousands of peo-
ple. There may have been bigger rallies 
in the past but never such a massive 
protest action.

An overwhelming number of tractors and 
protestors participated in the march, along 
the three designated routes, starting from 
Singhu, Tikri, and Ghazipur border cross-
ings. However, a few misguided elements 
deviated from these routes and made their 
way along the Ring Road to the Red Fort. 
The act of hoisting the Khalsa fl ag was a 
provocation. One outfi t, the “Kisan Mazdoor 
Sangarsh Samiti” which gave a call to go to 
the Ring Road, is not part of the Samyukta 
Kisan Morcha.

The signifi cance of this mass mobilisation 
and peaceful protest cannot be undermined 
by the actions of some fringe elements. The 
BJP, the tame corporate media and certain 
opposition politicians have condemned the 
Red Fort intrusion in a manner meant to 
discredit the kisan movement and the farm-
ers union. It is necessary, therefore, to put 
things in perspective.

This unique mass mobilisation was pos-
sible as people and tractors came from every 
village in Punjab, from large parts of Haryana 
and the districts in the Uttar Pradesh bor-
dering Delhi along with contingents from 
diff erent parts of the country.

From the outset, when the three farm 
ordinances were promulgated in June, 
there was a rising groundswell of protests 
in Punjab and Haryana. There has been a 
spontaneous response to the fi ve month-old 
struggle led by a coalition of farmers’ unions 
which goes far beyond the infl uence of these 
organisations. The participation of ordinary 
kisans and their families and whole village 
communities has given an elemental force 
to the movement which is not within the 
control of any organisation or leader.

That is why the eff ort to blame the farm-
ers’ unions and their leaders for some of the 
untoward actions of some misguided ele-
ments is motivated by the desire to discredit 

the movement. It will be soon evident, who 
were the forces behind the eff orts to mislead a 
small section of the protestors. The Samyukta 
Kisan Morcha has fi rmly condemned these 
elements and reaffi  rmed their commitment 
to continue the movement peacefully.

It is also a dishonest ploy to talk of rioting 
and violence. Even the misguided protestors 
were only seeking to make a point by enter-
ing the city. There were no attacks on public 
or private property, looting of shops or any 
physical violence against ordinary people, 
except the vandalism in the Red Fort. There 
were a few clashes between the police and the 
protestors when the former tried to control 
the movement of those who deviated from 
the routes prescribed.

With the focus on events in Delhi, it 
should not be forgotten that the protestors 
moving from Palwal in Haryana to the Delhi 
border were set upon and beaten badly by 
the Haryana police at the Sikri border even 
though the police had given them permission 
to go up to the Delhi border. One protestor, a 
twenty-three year-old young man, died after 

a teargas shell hit him frontally which led to 
his tractor overturning and killing him in the 
process. The Delhi police also disabled and 
damaged a number of the farmers’ tractors.

For a full two months, the peaceful pro-
tests have been going on at the border points 
involving thousands of men and women, 
who have braved the cold and inclement 
weather, determined to see the repeal of the 
three farm laws. The adamant and unreason-
able attitude of the government in refusing 
to withdraw the laws has led to the current 
situation where the farmers had to organise 
the tractor march on the 26th of January.

What we saw in Delhi on Republic Day 
was a display of people’s power – something 
the BJP rulers are scared of. The attempts to 
disrupt the peaceful protests and to discredit 
the farmers’ unions will be stepped up in the 
coming days. The farmers’ organisations 
will have to unitedly rebuff  such attempts.

The Delhi police, under Amit Shah’s home 
ministry, have fi led FIRs [First Information 
Reports] naming nearly forty leaders who 
have been negotiating with the government. 

This is a devious move considering the fact 
that these leaders were leading the tractor 
marches on the three designated routes. The 
Delhi police commissioner while holding 
the farmer leaders responsible was silent 
about Deep Sidhu, the man with the BJP 
connection, who instigated and led the mob 
at the Red Fort.

The 26th of January saw tractor marches 
and kisan rallies in various state capitals and 
district centres. It was preceded by the big 
kisan rally from Nashik to Mumbai. There 
have been kisan and peasant-worker ral-
lies in Kolkata and Chennai last week. The 
kisans, who are heroically continuing their 
protests at the borders of Delhi, are not alone. 
The movement will continue with renewed 
determination.

The budget session of parliament begins 
on the 29th January. The Modi government 
should move to repeal the three laws in 
parliament. The opposition must unitedly 
press this demand.
People’s Democracy 
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The Myanmar military on 1st Febru-
ary announced that new elections will 
be held when a one-year state of emer-
gency ends, and it will return the state 
power to the new government. The 
military said that during the state of 
emergency, the Union Election Com-
mission will be reformed and the par-
liamentary elections results will be 
reviewed.

Myanmar’s military announced a state 
of emergency a few hours earlier on Monday 
and said power had been handed to the 
commander-in-chief of the armed forces, 
following the military’s detention of Myan-
mar’s leaders including Aung San Suu Kyi 
and President U Win Myint.

Western media see it as a de facto coup, 
as the power transition occurred just hours 
before Myanmar’s newly elected parliament 
was supposed to begin its opening session, 
meaning a confi rmation of the November 
election result.

Wang Wenbin, spokesperson of Chinese 
Foreign Ministry, said on Monday’s rou-
tine press briefi ng that China has noticed 
Myanmar’s situation and are seeking further 
information.

“China is a friendly neighbour of Myan-
mar, and we hope all parties in Myanmar can 
properly handle diff erences under the consti-
tutional and legal framework and safeguard 
political and social stability,” Wang said.

The political uproar came after a great 
wave of dissatisfaction from the military and 
army-backed Union Solidarity and Develop-
ment Party (USDP) against the governing 
National League for Democracy (NLD), which 
won the November election but was accused 
of fraud by the military, the media reported.

The NLD clinched an overwhelming 
victory, giving Aung San Suu Kyi a second 
fi ve-year term in offi  ce. The NLD took eighty-
three per cent of the ballot in the election, 
while the army-backed Union Solidarity and 
Development Party (USDP) won thirty-three 
out of 476 parliament seats, much fewer than 
the party had expected.

Experts said the military’s actions can be 
seen as an adjustment to the country’s dys-
functional power structure. China has main-
tained good relations with both the current 
government and the military, and it hopes 
that the two sides can reach a compromise 
through negotiations to maintain peace and 
stability. They also noted the country should 
be wary of possible external interference.

STATE OF DISCORD
Over the past fi ve years of the NLD rule, 

the army and the NLD have been in a state 
of discord, a Beijing-based expert told the 
Global Times on Monday on condition of 
anonymity.

The military and USDP lawmakers 

together account for only about one-third of 
the seats in the Myanmar parliament, making 
it diffi  cult to push their proposals, and they 
are unable to block proposals from the NLD, 
said the expert, noting that the military and 
the USDP may feel that their interests could 
not be guaranteed.

From 1962 to 2011, Myanmar’s military 
dominated the country’s politics, economy 
and society. After the democratic transfor-
mation took place in Myanmar in 2011, the 
military gradually lost its political power.

Since the 2015 election, the military-
backed USDP had been defeated in elections 
and lost seats in parliament, which made the 
military realise that it is very diffi  cult to obtain 
power through elections, the expert said.

“The military’s actions, therefore, can be 
viewed as an adjustment facing Myanmar’s 
imbalanced power structure,” he said.

Tensions in Myanmar had escalated over 
the last week. A military spokesperson said on 
Sunday that they would not rule out a coup 
if the alleged voter fraud, involving over 10.5 
million votes, was not investigated, urging 
the election commission to make public the 
fi nal polling data, CNN reported. The com-
mission on Thursday rejected the accusation, 
saying any errors were not enough to impact 
the fi nal result.

The United Nations Secretary-General 
Antonio Guterres on Friday expressed “great 
concern” over Myanmar’s situation and 
called for the November election result to 
be respected and democratic norms to be 
adhered to. Sixteen nations, including the 
US, also expressed their opposition to any 
attempt to alter the outcome of the elec-
tions through a joint statement from their 
international missions released on Friday.

Analysts said that it remains to be seen 
whether the military will yield to interna-
tional pressure. The detention of governing 
leaders may trigger resentment among NLD 
supporters, and even a social backlash that 
will put pressure on the regime, especially 
amid the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic.

On Monday (1st February) the NLD 
released a statement on behalf of its detained 

leader Aung San Suu Kyi, it urged people not 
to accept a military coup and should protest, 
Reuters reported.

Yin Yihang, a scholar from the Beijing-
based think tank Taihe Institute, told the 
Global Times that while the military has 
detained Aung San Suu Kyi and other senior 
NLD offi  cials, it has been unable to fully con-
trol grass-roots NLD members, with further 
protests by NLD groups anticipated.

“Now the NLD has developed into a fully 
fl edged party organisation, ranging from 
the federal to the township level. After the 
military takeover, it will be diffi  cult for the 
NLD to remain quiet,” Yin said.

US INVOLVEMENT?
According to the US media, White House 

press secretary Jen Psaki responded on 
Monday (ST Sunday) by saying that the US 
was “alarmed” by the situation in Myanmar, 
warning Myanmar’s military that it will “take 
action” if they proceed with an “apparent 
coup” against the country’s civilian leaders.

However, some experts mentioned that 
former US president Donald Trump, who 
refused to admit his election defeat and 
reportedly incited the Capitol riots, might 
be the Myanmar military’s inspiration.

Fan Hongwei, director of the Center for 
Southeast Asia Studies at Xiamen Univer-
sity, told the Global Times on Monday that 
the US may impose sanctions on Myanmar, 
and military pressure cannot be rolled out.

The Trump administration, while con-
cerned about Vietnam and Malaysia, was not 
so concerned about Myanmar. During the 
Obama administration, the US paid great 
attention to Myanmar based on the US’ Asia-
Pacifi c rebalancing strategy, analysts said.

Yin Yihang told the Global Times that 
although the US had limited offi  cial exchanges 
with Myanmar during the Trump administra-
tion, US civil rights groups have maintained 
a presence in northern Myanmar, radicalis-
ing local people.

“As per the current situation, the US may 
also adopt a ‘colour revolution’ approach to 
Myanmar,” Yin said.

“The situation in Myanmar is likely to be 
an opportunity for the Biden administration, 
which has multiple members from Team 
Obama, to repair relations with Myanmar, to 
make Myanmar problematic and use Myan-
mar to put pressure on China,” Fan said.

“Myanmar is a country that does not 
welcome interference by big powers. China 
has maintained good relations with both the 
current government and the military, so it 
still hopes that the two sides can negotiate 
a compromise to maintain peace and stabil-
ity,” said Fan.

As Myanmar’s largest trading partner, 
China’s trade volume with Myanmar accounts 
for more than thirty-three percent of Myan-
mar’s total trade volume, according to data 
released by China’s Ministry of Commerce 
in 2020. Therefore, a stable political situa-
tion in Myanmar is conducive to trade and 
development between the two countries.

An employee of a Chinese company 
surnamed Liu in Yangon, in the commer-
cial capital of the country, told the Global 
Times that life is still relatively normal. 
While mobile signals have been cut off , the 
network signals are still functioning. “The 
market is still open, we feel everything is 
stable. The China-Myanmar pipeline project 
is operating normally, as are other copper 
and nickel mines.”

The impact of the political upheaval 
on most Chinese companies’ operations 
in Myanmar is limited, as most Chinese 
fi rms are based in Yangon, not the capital 
of Naypyidaw, another employee surnamed 
Zheng, from a state-owned company based 
in Yangon, told the Global Times.

As for whether Chinese employees will 
be pulled out of Myanmar, Zheng noted that 
they are waiting for further notifi cation from 
the Chinese Embassy in the country.

Myanmar’s air travel authority said on 
Monday that it suspended all fl ights in the 
country due to the state of emergency. All 
banks in the country have been temporar-
ily closed.
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