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MURDOCH EMPIRE 
MUST BE STOPPED

Last month, the Senate’s Environment and 
Communications References Committee held an in-
quiry into “the state of media diversity, independence 
and reliability in Australia.” The inquiry came off  the 
back of a tremendously successful nation-wide peti-
tion spearheaded by former ALP Prime Minister Kevin 
Rudd calling for a royal commission into Australia’s 
media landscape, which amassed more than 500,000 
signatures.

As a result, Rudd appeared before the committee to 
present his reasons for why a royal commission was 
necessary and to answer questions. Among his detailed 
list of reasons for the need for a royal commission into 
Australia’s media landscape were: monopolies, in any 
form, are bad, and breed corruption as media monopo-
lies can control or “bury” scandals of their preferred 
party; media monopolies “destroy alternative voices” 
as was evident in the Murdoch empire shutting down 
112 regional newspapers; and a concern surrounding 
media monopolies’ encouragement of political extrem-
ism à la Fox News in the United States. 

Several organisations made submissions to the in-
quiry, including News Corp – the organisation owned 
by Rupert Murdoch.

Michael Miller, Executive Chairman of News Corp 
Australia, rejected Rudd’s general characterisation that 
News Corp’s operations were unethical, stating it was 
evidence that “[t]his is not democracy failing, this is 
democracy working.” In fact, despite the overwhelming 
evidence that News Corp runs a media monopoly, Miller, 
when responding to Victorian ALP Senator Kim Carr 
about the claim that Australia has the highest media 
concentration in the world, stated “I don’t agree with 
the concept that we are concentrated.” However, this is 
a straight denial of the facts. Murdoch’s media empire 
owns more than half the market share of Australian 
newspapers, according to a Guardian (UK) data analysis 
(14/11/2020). And according to Rudd, virtually own all 
the newspapers in Queensland. Yet Miller likes to pre-
tend diversity exists, even within his own newspapers. 
In answering a question from the Senate committee, he 
stated that “There are days I don’t agree with the views 
of our editors, I don’t always agree with the opinions 
of our columnists.” Miller’s attempt to act as if this is 
evidence enough that the newspapers under Murdoch’s 
control operate autonomously is a farce. Immediately 
after the Senate inquiry in eight separate newspapers, 
in eight separate cities, from The Daily Telegraph to 
NT News, the same front-page article “Why Rudd is 
wrong on News” was run! 

It is not surprising that the Coalition, who benefi t 
greatly from Murdoch’s coverage, is lining up to take 
shots at the idea of a royal commission into Australia’s 
media landscape. The following week, Communications 
Minister Paul Fletcher sent Governor-General David 
Hurley a letter advising him not to green-light the pro-
posed inquiry. Yet Fletcher, in response to the actions 
undertaken by Facebook, stated that “it is not accept-
able to the government of Australia or any sovereign 
nation that giant global corporations are controlling 
the information that comes to our citizens” – irony at 
its fi nest!

The lack of a rich, diverse media landscape enables 
the ruling class to maintain power as they control the 
narrative around policies and events. Alternative voices 
must cut through so that other sides can be heard and 
truths can be told. Without such a voice, the working 
masses will be duped into believing narratives that fi t 
agendas that don’t work for them. If you want to support 
independent media, get a subscription to The Guardian 
– Workers’ Weekly today!

cpa.org.au/guardian-subscribe
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CP of Greece, Joint Statement
THE STRUGGLE FOR HEALTH, 

WORK AND THE OTHER 
RIGHTS OF THE WORKING 
CLASS AND THE PEOPLES

A year has passed since the outbreak of the 
Covid-19 pandemic, which also acted as a cat-
alyst for the deepening of the capitalist crisis, 
bringing much suff ering to the working class 
and other popular strata all over the world. 
More than 100mil people fell sick, more than 
2mil people lost their lives, millions more are 
faced with the dramatic deterioration of their 
living conditions and the social impasses of 
capitalism, such as unemployment, the sharp-
ening of exploitation and repression.

The Communist and Workers’ Parties signing 
this Joint Statement would like fi rst of all to express 
our solidarity with those aff ected by the Covid-19 
pandemic, those who have lost loved ones, those who 
have fallen sick, and to send our warm thanks to the 
doctors and nurses, the staff  of hospitals and health 
units who, for a year now, have been fi ghting this 
battle, facing great diffi  culties.

During this period, the acute problems in primary 
health care and hospitals, the shortages in medical 
and nursing staff , Intensive Care Units (ICUs), and 
necessary protective means, due to the underfund-
ing, the commercialisation and the privatisation of 
public of National Health Services and of medical 
and pharmaceutical production, which as a trend 
is expressed throughout the capitalist world, have 
manifested themselves in a dramatic way. At the 
same time, monopoly groups and pharmaceutical 
companies, which have increased their profi tability, 
reap billions, while medicines, medical supplies, vac-
cines, and research in the hands of big capital become 
the subject of profi teering, sharpening inequalities 
among countries and geopolitical contradictions. The 
sharpening of competition for the production and 
distribution of vaccines and medicines, the delays 
in the necessary vaccination, the exclusions and the 
non-disclosure of the contracts with the pharmaceuti-
cal industries, express the impasses of the capitalist 
exploitative system that operates on the basis of the 
profi t of monopoly groups. The importance of the 
struggle for the rights of the workers and peoples, of 
the necessity of Socialism, which can put contemporary 
scientifi c and technological potential at the service of 
popular needs, is highlighted.

The Communist and Workers’ parties welcome 
the struggles of the healthcare workers as well as 
of the workers, the farmers, and the self-employed 
that demand measures to support their income and 
protect their health.

We denounce the governments that in pandemic 
conditions legislate new anti-popular and anti-labour 
measures, which once again put the burden of the 
crisis on the workers’ and peoples’ shoulders and at 
the same time suppress their struggle with authori-
tarianism and in a police-state manner.

We, the Communist and Workers’ Parties, continue 
our struggle. We demand in each of our countries, 
free, public and universal health services and sub-
stantial measures to address the epidemic, to protect 
the health and lives of the peoples:
• Immediate strengthening of public health 

services with state funding, recruitment of 
permanent medical and nursing staff  with full 
rights. Meeting of all needs in Intensive Care 
Units (ICUs) and infrastructure required for the 
full operation of public health care and research 
services.

• Faster vaccination of people in each country, 
with eff ective, safe and free vaccines, without 
exclusions in the supply of vaccines, as it 
happens at the expense of the peoples of the 
less developed capitalist countries. Abolition 
of patents for vaccines and all other necessary 
pharmaceutical products that can help tackle the 
pandemic.

• Immediate public and universal provision of all 
the necessary means of precaution and protection 
(masks, gloves, disinfection gels, etc.), as well as 
diagnostic tests to the people by the state, free of 
charge.

• Providing support to the income and the rights 
of the working – popular strata. Protection of the 
unemployed, intensifying the struggle against 
capital and its political spokesmen, who are 
trying to further trample on wages and pensions, 

on insurance, labour and democratic rights. 
Measures to protect workers in the workplaces, 
public transport, schools and universities.

• No restriction of the democratic rights of the 
peoples under the pretext of the coronavirus.

• To intensify the struggle against imperialist 
interventions and to end immediately all 
sanctions and economic blockade measures, 
which in pandemic conditions are even more 
unjust and criminal, such as the criminal 
blockades against Cuba and Venezuela by US 
imperialism, and to withdraw the unacceptable 
action of the USA that places Cuba back on US 
list of the so-called “state sponsors of terrorism”.

We say no to imperialist interventions and military 
exercises, such as those of NATO, and we demand 
that the necessary resources be provided and that the 
national public health and social security systems be 
adequately funded.
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AUSTRALIA GETS ZUCKED: 
FACEBOOK’S GANGSTER MOVE 

AGAINST AUSTRALIA
Casey Davidson

Last week, social media giant, Face-
book, restricted the Australian public 
from posting or accessing a range of 
information from external websites, 
particularly news sites, after an Austral-
ian parliamentary committee ordered 
big tech companies to pay for shared 
content from large publications. A mas-
sive division in Australian opinion fol-
lowed, with many expressing outrage 
at Facebook, while others blamed the 
Liberal government for pushing a pol-
icy which largely bends the knee to the 
news mogul, Rupert Murdoch. Face-
book then reversed the news ban after 
the Australian government amended 
the media bargaining code.

The Australian Facebook audience were 
unable to post or search for news articles 
directly from its platform, which means news 
providers were unable to share their content, 
and consumers were forced to fi nd informa-
tion through search engines or by directly 
accessing publication websites. Although 
some people may choose to opt out of using 
Facebook as a way of accessing news, the 
reality remains that a large proportion of 
Australians do, which created signifi cant 
challenges for news providers and readers 
around the country.

In July 2019, after it was found by the 
Australian Competition & Consumer Com-
mission (ACCC) Digital Platforms Inquiry 
into “competition in media and advertising 
services markets” report that news media 
outlets were dwindling because advertising 
was moving over to social media platforms 
like Facebook and Google, the Morrison gov-
ernment began to establish a code in which 
big tech companies would need to contribute 
revenue to continue receiving their service. 
Initially, Google also threatened to shut down 
access to news through its search engine in 
Australia. However, it instead chose to estab-
lish deals with a range of media companies 
and remain available to the Australian public 
throughout the negotiations.

Regardless of how detrimental Face-
book’s decision was to Australians, many 
commentators were supportive of the big 
tech company’s decision. Some incredulously 
believed Facebook banned the Murdoch 
press to fi ght against its domination of news 
media. Others even believed that Facebook 
was standing strong against the Austral-
ian government, because the Liberal Party 
was doing Murdoch’s bidding against the 
wishes of the Australian people. There were 
even more shocking sentiments suggesting 
Facebook represents “freedom of speech” 

against the Murdoch “dictatorship.” A few 
took a more trivial approach in supporting 
Facebook in that their news feeds were no 
longer fi lled with nonsensical articles.

However, the enemy of one’s enemy is 
not always a friend. Neither Facebook nor 
Murdoch’s interests lie in supporting the 
rights of the average Australian. Facebook 
did not remove Murdoch articles in a bid 
to win over the Australian public against a 
monopolised press, but as a declaration that 
it would not allow any national governments 
to regulate its business practices. The ban was 
intended to send a shot across the bows to 
other countries that are considering adopt-
ing similar media codes. It is clear that by 
Facebook censoring the Australian public, 
the Australian government is more obliged 
to cater to the tech giant.

It is absurd to suggest that Facebook 
represents freedom of speech, or has any 
interest in removing right-wing dominance 
in Australia. A clear example of this was the 
Facebook-Cambridge Analytica data scandal, 
in which the personal data of up to 87 million 
Facebook users was collected without their 
consent to provide analytical assistance to the 
2016 presidential campaigns of Republican 
candidates Ted Cruz and Donald Trump. 
Facebook also has an ongoing history of 
censoring many dissenting commentators 
on its platform.

Regardless of some users’ preferences 
for a Facebook newsfeed free of articles, 
the changes had also forbidden articles 

from independent news sources, such as the 
Guardian – The Worker’s Weekly. Addition-
ally, it is not as simple as suggesting Austral-
ians access news directly from websites or 
through search engines. More than fi fty per 
cent of the Australian population receives its 
news from social media, primarily through 
Facebook. Workers, who are under severe 
time pressure, frequently check Facebook to 
see the latest news developments when they 
have the opportunity. With the limitations 
Facebook imposed, the Australian working 
class was further restricted from accessing 
independent media and contributing to the 
analysis of events from their perspective.

This being said, the Murdoch monop-
oly has also restricted the perspectives of 
working-class Australians in exchange for 
a mainstream media press that presents 
right-wing Liberal Party (LNP) voices 
with rationality and anyone left of that as 
ludicrous. Concurrent to Facebook’s news 
ban, former Australian Labour Party (ALP) 
Prime Minister Kevin Rudd recently spoke 
to the Senate Inquiry into Media Diversity 
in Australia, after more than 500,000 
Australians signed a petition requesting 
the establishment for a Royal Commission 
which would predominantly focus on dis-
mantling the overwhelming concentration 
of print media controlled by Murdoch’s 
News Corporation.

The petition explained that News Corp 
owns around two-thirds of daily newspaper 
readership in Australia, and its power is 
used to “attack opponents in business and 
politics.” It described that “Australians who 
hold contrary views have felt intimidated into 
silence, chilling free speech and undermin-
ing public debate.” It also expressed how the 
Murdoch monopoly has led to mass-sackings 
of news journalists; and the closure of more 
than 200 smaller newspapers, undermining 
the information provided to those in regional 
areas. These attacks insult any notion of 
democratic semblance in Australia.

However, the petition does not let Face-
book or Google off  the hook, also mention-
ing concern for the tech behemoths’ power 
over information dissemination in Australia. 
Therefore, while concern for both Murdoch 
and Facebook may be a somewhat sensible 
position, perhaps it is not the main question 
when looking at issues that aff ect national 
sovereignty. The questions may in fact be 
1) How can Australia work towards more 
independence from the infl uence of these 
multinational corporations? and 2) What 
actions will create more power for the Aus-
tralian working class to make lasting changes 
for the benefi t of the majority?

As revolutionary leader, Vladimir Lenin 
observed in his remarkable critique, Impe-
rialism - The Highest Stage of Capitalism:

“The enormous dimensions of fi nance 
capital concentrated in a few hands and 
creating an extraordinarily dense and 
widespread network of relationships 
and connections subordinates not only 
the small and medium, but also the very 
small capitalists and small masters … 
and the increasingly intense struggle 
waged against other national state 
groups of fi nanciers for the division of 
the world and domination over other 
countries.”

Whilst Lenin was speaking of fi nance 
capital rather than big tech monopolies (as 
these issues were much before his time), 
the sentiment of the quote still rings true 
when analysing Facebook and Murdoch. 
While it may be true that the currently 
elected government in Australia does not 
represent the interests of the Australian 
working class, instead, the wishes of the 
Murdoch press in this regard, it is not up to 
Facebook, or any multinational corporation 
to make decisions on behalf of a nation of 
people outside its jurisdiction. It is foolish 
to think that a multinational US corpora-
tion that is exceedingly larger than News 
Corp would have the everyday Australian 
interests at its heart.

If Australians want to see real change 
in their country, it is exceedingly important 
to protect the sovereignty of the nation and 
to struggle against external governments 
or companies which seek to dominate the 
Australian government and put restric-
tions on Australian people. Rudd is leading 
the inquiry into this question by looking at 
media diversity in Australia.

Perhaps Australians should also be 
questioning the real role Facebook plays in 
controlling the lives of Australian people. The 
company has made it clear that it does not 
care about the laws of other countries and 
will do whatever it needs to do to maintain 
dominance. Australia needs to examine its 
dependence on these American-owned plat-
forms and perhaps work towards an agree-
ment that gives the nation more control over 
its own economy. In the meantime, readers 
of the Guardian – The Worker’s Weekly are 
encouraged to subscribe to the hardcopy 
newspaper to ensure access to news repre-
senting the Australian working class. 
Call 02 9699 8844 or 
email subscribe.guardian@cpa.org.au 
to inquire about subscribing. 
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Anna Pha

“Governments create the environment 
that enables business to prosper and 
create new jobs,” said Anthony Alba-
nese in a speech to Queensland TAFE 
earlier this month.

“This requires a partnership between gov-
ernment, business and unions. […] Working 
together. That’s the way to achieve growth 
and prosperity.”

“The best governments in our history have 
understood the need for a compact between 
business and their workers to advance their 
mutual interests.”

This tripartite partnership or compact is 
a key feature of Labor’s Job Plan. The his-
torical compact that Albanese is referring to 
is the Prices and Incomes Accord between 
the Hawke/Keating Labor governments 
and the Australian Council of Trade Unions 
(ACTU), which ran in various incarnations 
from 1983-96. Employers were never party 
to the Accord.

In general, the aim of prices and incomes 
policies is to restrain wages, enforce indus-
trial peace, and replace trade union militancy 
and struggle with compliance. In particular, 
their purpose is to keep wages at a level 
below that which could be attained through 
free collective bargaining between the trade 
unions and the employers.

The Accord was adopted during a period 
of economic crisis, high unemployment and 
high infl ation. Curbing infl ation and job 
creation were the justifi cations used at the 
time. Today, the Reserve Bank of Australia 
is pursuing a policy of higher infl ation.

The reference to prices is suggestive of 
price controls, but in fact, the Hawke gov-
ernment legislated for price surveillance, 
setting up the Prices Surveillance Author-
ity, which monitored prices in certain key 
areas of the economy. It lacked the teeth to 
enforce price controls.

TRADE-OFF
Under the Accord, trade unions initially 

agreed to limit wage rises to national wage 
indexation decisions from the Industrial 
Relations Commission and make no extra 
claims for improved working conditions or 
shorter hours.

In return, the government would deliver 
a “social wage” – entitlements and benefi ts 
that would improve living standards such as 
Medicare, superannuation, increased spend-
ing on education, and tax cuts, all of which 
were at no cost to employers. In the main, 
these were already Labor Party (ALP) policy.

Labor also promised to bring unions into 
the policy-making processes. Union lead-
ers were appointed to various government 
authorities including the Reserve Bank of 
Australia Board.

Historically, prices and incomes policies 
are not new. They have appeared from time 
to time in a number of countries, taking 
various forms, mostly with the stated aim 
of curbing infl ation.

WAGE RESTRAINT
At a National Economic Summit organ-

ised by the Hawke government following 
its election in 1983, ACTU Secretary Bill 
Kelty said that “enterprises need to make a 
profi t and, in the current environment, may 
require profi t increases to establish increased 
employment.”

The theory is that wage restraint and no 
extra claims result in higher profi ts. These 
profi ts are invested, creating additional jobs. 
The assumption is that higher profi ts are 
ploughed back into new investments, expand-
ing job opportunities. In reality, they tend 
to be distributed to shareholders, invested 
in labour-saving new technology (reducing 
jobs) or off shore in pursuit of cheaper labour.

The promise of higher profi ts holds true, 
but job creation does not necessarily follow.

The anti-infl ationary side of the equation 
is based on the capitalist myth that price 
rises are caused by wage rises. But wages 

are neither the sole nor main determinant 
of price levels, and a certain wage rise does 
not mean an equal rise in consumer prices.

For example, when global oil prices rose, 
this impacted the cost of transportation of 
goods and hence their price. Or take the price 
of masks at the beginning of the pandemic. 
The lack of supply saw prices skyrocket. This 
had nothing to do with wages. Now that 
there is a glut on the market, the price has 
dropped back – again, no link to wage rates.

CO-OPERATION WITH 
EMPLOYERS

To succeed, in the eyes of capitalists, a 
prices and incomes policy relies on the co-
operation of the workers and their unions 
in restraining wages and abandoning the 
class struggle in favour of class collabora-
tion (co-operation) and industrial peace. The 
Accord actually referred to “co-operation with 
employers.” Never before in the history of 
the ACTU had unions agreed to co-operate 
with employers.

In return for collaboration, the work-
ing class are sold such illusions as “worker 
power,” “intervention,” “participation in 
economic planning,” and the promise of 
employer co-operation. The social gains 
off ered in return for class collaboration were, 
in the main, already ALP policy.

Later versions of the Accord – there 
were seven in all – saw the focus shift from 
a highly centralised system of determining 
wages and working conditions to one focused 
on the workplace. This focus on the work-
place seriously weakened the bargaining 
power of trade unions, and disadvantaged 
workers who were in industrially weaker 
situations. It also incentivises union busting 
behaviour by employers, as diff erent levels 
of workers' organisation and unionisation 
between enterprises can lead to signifi cant 
diff erences in labour costs, which impacts 
competitiveness. The same is not true in an 
industry-wide bargaining system.

In later versions of the Accord, workers 
had to buy part of their wage rises by trading 
off  hard-won concrete conditions for a few 
dollars. These monetary gains were gradually 
eroded by infl ation, but employers retained 
the benefi ts (profi ts) of the lost conditions.

CONSEQUENCES OF 
CO-OPERATION

Albanese pointed to the examples of the 
Labor Hawke/Keating governments saying, 
“Collaboration between workers, employers 
and the government of the day delivered 
genuine enterprise bargaining and the con-
ditions that created 30 years of continuous 
economic growth.”

If economic growth is measured by 
movements in the Gross Domestic Product 
(GDP), then that is true. The GDP kept rising 
over those years, but this was mostly due to 
profi t growth and infl ation. Wages stagnated 
and fell in real terms and workers did not 
receive increases in line with productivity 
growth. Today, real wages as a share of GDP 
(a measure of the wealth workers produce) 
is at its lowest level for decades. Conversely, 
profi ts are at their highest level.

The number of days lost to industrial 
disputes declined rapidly, and today a large 
percentage of those days are due to employer 
lockouts rather than working class action.

DECLINE IN TRADE UNION 
MEMBERSHIP

When unions suppressed workers’ 
demands, and in the process, undermined 
their internal democratic processes, many 
members became disillusioned. “Why bother 
being a union member?,” many asked. It 
was not surprising that as unions stood by 
and watched wages decline and traded off  
working conditions, trade union member-
ship took a nosedive.

Since then, the decline has continued 
now standing at a record low of just over 
fourteen per cent. The Accord started this 
process, and successive rounds of union-
bashing legislation have seen it continue. 
There have also been other contributing 
factors such as the demise of manufactur-
ing, growing casualisation of the workforce, 
new industries, etc.

EMPLOYER RESPONSE
So, did the employers co-operate in 

return? Hardly!
They never let up in the class struggle. 

Instead, they took advantage of a cooperative 

and compliant trade union movement, to 
wage an all-out off ensive. This is starkly 
refl ected in the experience of the Australian 
Metal Workers Union (AMWU) as outlined 
in one of its newsletters distributed to mem-
bers in 1987 under the heading “DO THE 
EMPLOYERS WANT CO-OPERATION?”

It said that over the previous four years 
workers and their unions had:
• Reduced strikes and other industrial 

action
• Restrained wage claims to national wage 

increases
• Not pursued other claims on conditions.

In return, it said Metal Industry 
employers:
• Sacked tens of thousands of workers
• Closed workplaces
• Irresponsibly neglected to train enough 

workers
• Continually attacked established award 

conditions, etc.
The more the unions gave, the more blood 

employers sought to suck from their workers.

CONSEQUENCES
Important working conditions were 

wound back, and trade unions lost some of 
their workplace rights.

Real wages have continued to slide ever 
since the Accord, and at the same time, 
the number of days lost due to industrial 
action has plummeted to record lows. Suc-
cessive governments introduced legisla-
tion attacking trade union rights, wages 
and working conditions making struggle 
more difficult.

The Howard government’s anti-worker, 
anti-union armoury included individual con-
tracts and the notorious Australian Building 
and Construction Commission (ABCC) with 
its draconian powers to hound unions and 
workers in that industry.

It was followed by the Rudd/Gillard 
government that brought in the concept 
of “protected industrial action,” eff ectively 
outlawing all industrial action except during 
the negotiation of a new enterprise agree-
ment, and then only in relation to the terms 
of that agreement.

The Abbott/Turnbull/Morrison govern-
ment continued where Howard left off . The 
Coalition’s latest weapon is the industrial 
relations omnibus bill, which passed the 
House of Representatives last week and is 
now before the Senate.

Continued on page 10

Australia

Employers were never party to the Accord.

A NEW ACCORD?



Guardian 1st March, 2021  5Australia

Bree Booth

On Wednesday, 17th of Febru-
ary, a Bill passed the Common-
wealth Parliament to merge 
the Federal Circuit Court with 
the Family Court of Australia. 
The move has been broadly 
criticised by community advo-
cates, legal scholars, and sur-
vivors of domestic violence. It 
is a decision which seems at 
odds with the government’s 
commitment of $140 million 
in resources for federal family 
law cases in 2020. The merger 
process is set to begin within 
six months. 

The Family Court of Australia 
was established in 1975 to deal with 
complex family law matters in a 
manner which “respect[s] the needs 
of separating families.” Two decades 
later in 1999, the Federal Circuit 
Court of Australia (FCC), formerly 
known as the Federal Magistrates’ 
Court, was established to relieve 
the workload of the Federal Court 
and the Family Court. It has broad 
jurisdiction across federal matters 
including industrial relations law 
and migration law, but the bulk of 
cases heard in the FCC are routine 
family law cases. Complex family 
law matters – involving large sums 
of money, mental health issues, 
international law issues, or large 
amounts of evidence, among other 
things – are heard in the Family 
Court.

Under Chapter III of the Con-
stitution, the Commonwealth 
parliament is empowered to create 
and abolish Courts in accordance 
with certain criteria – these are 
known as Chapter III Courts. The 
Federal Court System consists 
of three chapter III courts – the 
Federal Court, the Family Court 
and the Federal Circuit Court. It 
is this section that empowered the 
Parliament to decide to abolish the 
Family Court. 

In a speech to the Senate on 
the Bill, Liberal Senator Amanda 
Stoker stated that the Family 

Court’s abolition was intended 
to “end unnecessary confusion, 
cost and delay.” Attorney-General 
Christian Porter likewise summed 
up the change as “a simpler, faster 
and cheaper system.” It is diffi  cult 
to see how this is the case.

This decision is a direct attack 
on Australian families, and espe-
cially Australian women. 155 stake-
holders including CLCs Australia, 
Domestic Violence NSW, National 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Island-
er Legal Services (NATSILS) and 
the Law Council of Australia have 
signed an open letter opposing the 
bill. It reads, in part:

“We prefer a model that 
retains a stand-alone specialist 
superior family court and 
increases family law and 
family violence specialisation 
... The safety of children 
and adult victims-survivors 
of family violence requires 
increased specialisation. The 
proposed merger serves only 
to undermine that important 
need. 

“While we support just, 
quick and cheap access to 
justice and there is a role for 
increasing effi  ciencies within 
our court systems, this must 
not come at the cost of the 
safety of children and adult 
victims-survivors of family 
violence. These two important 
imperatives are not mutually 
exclusive, and one ought not 
be abandoned at the expense 
of the other. 

“Safety must come fi rst in 
family law. 

“We would welcome further 
consultations on alternative 
models of structural, holistic 
reform to benefi t children, 
families and victims-survivors 
of family violence. 

“Action can also be taken now 

to further increase family 
violence specialisation in the 
family law system through:

• Introducing eff ective ongoing 
court-based family violence 
risk assessment practices 

• Early determination of 
family violence, and 

• Increasing family 
violence competency of all 
professionals in the family law 
system”

In Victoria, there is an over-
arching purpose which defi nes the 
values of our civil justice system;  
“to facilitate the just, effi  cient, 
timely and cost eff ective resolu-
tion of the real issues in dispute.” 
There are equivalent provisions 
in most Australian jurisdictions, 
including the federal courts. The 
general idea is that courts ought 
to balance litigation costs with its 

complexity and potential for raising 
controversial issues. The ultimate 
aim is to reduce the workload of 
the Court and free it up for legally 
important cases to be heard in a 
timely manner while keeping legal 
costs proportionate. Therefore, a 
judge may decide that a case will 
not proceed to trial for a variety 
of reasons.

One way that this is done is 
by diverting non-complex cases 
into alternative dispute resolu-
tion (ADR). ADR is an umbrella 
term for practices like mediation, 
arbitration and conciliation which 
occur outside of the courtroom as 
an adjunct to formal justice. They 
are conducted by trained profes-
sionals who usually are not judges 
and are designed to be a more 
informal alternative to a traditional 
court trial. 

In Australia’s common law 
system, a Court’s decisions may 
influence how the law applies 
in Courts of equivalent or lower 
authority. The Family Court is one 
of Australia’s most authoritative 
courts, second only to the High 
Court, and equivalent to the Federal 
Court. Hence, the Family Court sets 
potentially important precedent 
in cases which come before other 
courts. The complex matters heard 
there might span many areas of 
law and provide an opportunity for 
judges to develop the law. This may 
be seriously undermined if cases 
are diverted from the Court due 
to an increased workload.

There are arguments to be had 
for ADR as a preferable alterna-
tive to traditional trial-based 
legal action. It is cheaper, more 
accessible insofar as it is easier to 
navigate, it increases autonomy 
for the people involved and is 
more community-focused. But 
ADR mechanisms do not work in 
situations where there is a power 
imbalance, such as in cases of sepa-
ration involving domestic violence. 

Women’s Legal Services Aus-
tralia suggests that up to 85 per 
cent of Family Court matters 
involve domestic violence and 
that many people, mostly women, 

turn to the Courts for protection in 
times of crisis. Given this, it is not 
appropriate to divert many family 
law cases from the courtroom. 

Thus, even non-complex cases 
in family law cases may need to 
proceed to trial. Far from saving 
time and money, the merger has the 
potential to increase wait times and 
costs and place a massive burden 
on the FCC – the exact same burden 
that prompted its foundation in 
the fi rst place.

As Communists, we recognise 
the bourgeois nature of the legal 
system and its courts. The capi-
talist nature of Australian society 
infl uences our laws, and many legal 
structures perpetuate systemic 
oppression based on race, gender 
and class. But while reforming 
these institutions cannot lead to 
the ultimate emancipation of the 
working class, they nonetheless act 
as a stopgap which protects some of 
the most vulnerable among us. Gen-
dered rhetoric cuts across the unity 
of the working class and divides us 
internally. In particular, as working-
class families become increasingly 
isolated, there are fewer places to 
turn to in times of crisis. This is 
before one considers how women 
are systematically disadvantaged 
in separation and divorce and are 
many times more likely to experi-
ence domestic violence.

The Family Court provides a 
forum for ensuring the rights of 
Australian families in diffi  cult situ-
ations are respected and upheld 
according to the dictates of bour-
geois law. Neoliberal political rhet-
oric praises the law as an impartial 
watchdog, protecting our rights. 
Whether or not this rhetoric is jus-
tifi ed – and we would be inclined 
to say that it is not – institutions 
like the family court hold bour-
geois law to account. The rights 
enforced by the Family Court are 
hard won by generations of working 
class activism and advocacy. The 
merger of the Family Court with the 
Federal Circuit Court ought to be 
condemned in the strongest pos-
sible terms, as the watering down 
of our hard won protections. 

SAFETY MUST COME FIRST
DON’T ABOLISH 

THE FAMILY COURT!

STOP THESE PROPOSED ANTI-WORKER LAWS
The Morrison Government’s proposed Omnibus Bill will leave Australian workers worse off at a time when they can 
least afford it. It tips the balance of our industrial relations system in the favour of employers – and will lead to less 

workplace rights as well as cuts to our pay and conditions. Help us stop the Bus.

These Senators can stop the anti-worker Omnibus Bill: 
Jacqui Lambie, Malcolm Roberts, Pauline Hanson, Stirling Griff & Rex Patrick

Tell them to vote No in the Senate
go to: www.stopthebus.com.au
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The Queensland Labor government 
announced on Wednesday, 9th Feb-
ruary, that it will be cracking down 
on juvenile crime, a move many legal 
advocacy groups have immediately and 
roundly condemned. This announce-
ment comes in the fi nal year of QLD 
Labor government leader Annastacia 
Palaszczuk’s Youth Justice Strategy 
Action Plan 2019-2021, which was sup-
posedly enacted to address the struc-
tural causes of “juvenile crime.”

The Action Plan outlined the practical 
steps the Queensland Labor Premier would 
be taking over the two year period to address 
this issue. It was based around what they 
called the “Four Pillars,”: intervene early, 
keep children out of court, keep children 
out of custody, and reduce re-off ending. 
The actions that the Plan were supposed to 
take were meant to “work diff erently with 
communities, engage diff erently with young 
people in trouble with the law, and deliver 
entirely new services and infrastructure.”

To begin this initiative, the Queensland 
Labor government spent $332.5 million to 
tackle youth crime, created a new Department 
of Youth Justice, created new programs to 
reduce the high number of children remanded 
in custody and ensure the safety and wellbe-
ing of children currently held in police watch 
houses; and amended the Youth Justice Act 
1992 to remove legislative barriers to children 
being granted bail.

So, two years later, how successful 
have these measures been? It seems like 
the Queensland Labor government isn’t 
particularly happy with the results as they 
have announced a new set of sweeping leg-
islative changes.

The proposed measures are in stark con-
trast to the original intentions of the Action 
Plan. They include:
• Reversing the presumption of bail in 

cases of serious indictable off ences
• Expecting more of parents and carers – 

courts can seek assurances from them 
that the off ender will adhere to the bail 
conditions or bail will not be granted

• Courts will be given the option to issue 
GPS trackers as a condition of bail for 
sixteen and seventeen-year-olds

• Police on the Gold Coast will be 
provided hand-held metal detectors to 
check for knives

• Anti-hooning laws will be strengthened 
so that the registered owner of a vehicle 
can be deemed responsible for off ences 
unless the car was stolen or someone 
else was driving

• A parliamentary inquiry will examine 
whether or not remote engine 
immobilisers should be implemented.

These measures are accompanied by the 
confusing rhetoric that, despite a substantial 
overall reduction in youth crime, they are 
necessary to target the ten per cent of children 
who re-off end. Even at a quick glance, none 
of the proposed measures address any of the 
social and structural reasons why youth crime 
exists. If youth crime has been decreasing 
under the original Action Plan then it’s hard 
to see how these new measures are supposed 
to help. This is precisely the concern raised 
by critics and advocacy groups.

Indigenous advocacy groups and 

criminologists have expressed concerns 
that this crackdown will disproportionately 
aff ect Indigenous and Torres Strait Islander 
children, a group that is already overrepre-
sented in the judicial system. Debbie Kilroy, 
the chief executive of the prisoner advocacy 
service Sisters Inside stated that the changes 
“will ensure more Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander children will be imprisoned,” 
adding that any changes must “come from 
consultation with non-government organisa-
tions who have the answers and have been 
working on the ground and getting results.”

The Australian Lawyers Alliance also put 
out the following statement:

“The initiatives will not reduce 
off ending on bail and will not have 
the desired deterrent eff ect. Evidence 
shows that this approach is ineff ective 
for young off ending […] Creating a 
presumption against bail for youth 
committing further indictable off ences 
contradicts all eff ective youth justice 
principles that promote diversion away 
from detention and the criminal justice 
system ... locking more young people 
up is no solution – it just increases 
the likelihood of even more serious 
off ending as the young people become 
adults.”

In eff ect, these new measures will do 
nothing more than increase police and court 
powers. The introduction of these measures 
is a snap decision and a move away from 
the previous attempts at structural reform. 
However, even the structural reforms that 
the Queensland government had previously  
been pursuing could not properly address 
the societal reasons that give rise to crime.

Relative poverty, stagnant wages, and 
housing insecurity are among the many 
reasons people turn to crime. The other 
side of the coin is that the wealthy have a 
far easier time with the legal system. All 
the advantages that wealth can buy; access 
to better lawyers, lower rates of arrest and 
incarceration etc. All these advantages are 
also enjoyed by their children. When the 

repercussions are much lower, there is less 
incentive for the children of the wealthy 
to think about the consequences of their 
actions, a supposed symptom of high social 
status which got named “affl  uenza” a few 
years back.

At a federal level, both Liberal and Labor 
governments have a long history of mistreat-
ing and incarcerating children. From the 
Stolen Generation, to off -shore detention 
centres, to the horrors at Don Dale Deten-
tion Centre in the Northern Territory. Just 
last year, Parliament rushed through a Bill 
that allows ASIO to interrogate and detain 
children as young as fourteen, down from 
sixteen.

So what are the alternatives? It is worth-
while turning towards the historical example 
of the USSR which developed a system of 
summer holiday camps that organised kids’ 
activities. The All-Union Young Pioneer 
camp fi rst started in 1925 and continued 
up until the disintegration of the USSR. 
The summer camps catered for an exten-
sive range of interests, both professional 
and recreational, from sports and model-
ling programs to technical and geological 
ones, where children could focus on their 
specifi c interests.

These summer camps would run from 
anywhere from one to three months, and 
often children would get the chance to see 
other parts of the country; for example, those 
who lived in the north could visit the south, 
such as Georgia or Crimea. Parents would 
be asked to pay a fee for the accommoda-
tion, however, this fee was usually entirely 
covered by whichever trade union or state 
organisation the parents worked for.

By the 1970s, there were approximately 
forty thousand of these camps across the 
country, which millions of children would 
attend. They were even open to a select 
number of international children. To keep 
children occupied, part of their daily rou-
tine included physical exercise, excursions 
in the surrounding areas, and storytelling 
around the campfi re. Older children were 
able to help out on the collective farms, and 
for those who were unable to travel, there 

were city camps that gave them similar 
access. One of the international children 
from Yorkshire, in the United Kingdom, 
Carl Bromwich, recalls a song (that he’d 
later have to look up online as he didn’t 
understand the words) they’d sing around 
the campfi re in Belarus.
High rise our campfi res into the blue night,
We are pioneers – the children of the workers,
Near is the time of our best years
And the pioneers’ motto is, “Always be ready!”

These programs were based on collective 
participation and comradery.

For children with special needs and 
various health conditions there existed 
a large number of sanatoria where they 
were provided with all kinds of treatment 
depending on what was needed. Some oper-
ated throughout the year and schooling was 
provided there. Disruptive and problematic 
children were handled through a multilay-
ered system: schools would fi rst look into the 
living conditions of the child, then parents 
would be called in and strategies discussed 
to address the core reasons for the child’s 
problematic behaviour. Parents were also 
actively involved in school life through 
parents’ meetings, some extracurricular 
activities, school trips, visits to factories 
and laboratories etc.

In essence, everybody was busy doing 
something and it was largely free.

While these social programs and meas-
ures mostly disintegrated with the collapse 
of the USSR they nonetheless provide a far 
more expansive, and national, model for what 
advocacy groups in Queensland have been 
calling for. This serves as a perfect illustra-
tion of the fundamental tension between the 
demands of the working class and social advo-
cacy groups against the power of the state.

On paper, the Queensland Labor govern-
ment understands the concept that structural 
reform is necessary, but when confronted 
with the material reality of the inadequacy 
of their reforms, they turned towards more 
repressive measures. This is the typical 
behaviour of the bourgeois state. It tries to 
conceal the limitations of its reforms, reforms 
which only tokenistically aid the working 
class. The moment these reforms prove to 
be ineff ective, the capitalist state will revert 
to repressive measures.

The working class understands its social 
needs concretely, whereas the capitalist state 
is shrouded behind a bureaucracy which is 
maintained by force. Only a socialist society 
can cater to the needs and interests of the 
working class and their children. This is 
especially true when it comes to addressing 
juvenile crime 

QLD LABOR GOVERNMENT’S 
MISGUIDED CRACKDOWN ON 

JUVENILE CRIME

Even at a quick glance, 
none of the proposed measures address 
any of the social and structural reasons 

why youth crime exists.
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B A Ford

On Saturday 20th of February, approxi-
mately 100 people gathered at the State 
Library of Victoria to fi ght independ-
ent assessments and for an improved, 
more accessible, and fair disability 
service. The rally was organised by 
an independent, grassroots campaign 
called “Fairer NDIS For All.”

There were four speakers at the rally and 
these included Bill Shorten, Shadow Min-
ister for the National Disability Insurance 
Scheme (NDIS), Paul Healey, Secretary of 
the Health and Community Services Union 
(HACSU), Samantha Ratnam, Leader of 
Victorian Greens, and Fairer NDIS For All 
organiser, Bri Aldersea. The speeches varied 
in politics, but the main message was to stop 
independent assessments (see Guardian 
article “Marxism and the NDIS” from issue 
#1932 for a brief overview of independent 
assessments and the NDIS).

Bill Shorten appealed in his speech to 
“people with profound and severe disabilities 
and the people who love them” and used the 
opportunity to speak out against the inad-
equacy of NDIS Minister Stuart Robert and 
the Morrison government in funding disabil-
ity supports. Bill Shorten advocated against 
independent assessments and for a better 
funded NDIS, quoting the slogan adopted by 
disability advocacy groups “Nothing About 
Us Without Us.” 

Paul Healey’s speech focused on dis-
ability workers and HACSU’s support for 
social justice and emphasised that HACSU, 
and the union movement, will rally behind 
disabled people for their needs and to live 
with dignity. He stressed that independent 
assessments are not what the NDIS originally 
promised, and that it strips away control and 
dignity from disabled people. Paul ended on 
the point that the HACSU and unions will 
do what they can to strengthen the disabled 
peoples’ movement. 

Samantha Ratnam paid respect to the 
years and years of disability advocacy in 

infl uencing policy and for being the major 
force behind the initial structure of the 
NDIS. She said that the Greens will not stop 
fi ghting for the NDIS that was originally 
promised before the erosion of the scheme 
and the building of bureaucratic barriers. 
She stated that independent assessments 
need to be immediately scrapped as well as 
the current staffi  ng cap at the National Dis-
ability Insurance Agency (NDIA).

Fairer NDIS For All organiser Bri Alder-
sea outlined the reasons behind the demands 
of the campaign (listed below). They spoke 
about how independent assessments will 
trigger NDIS participants and will shut out 
many disabled people with fl uctuating and 
invisible disabilities. They stressed the fact 
independent assessments will only further 

medicalise disability support, rather than 
take a holistic and social approach to dis-
ability. They spoke about the fi nancial bar-
riers to the NDIS and how these barriers can 
be solved by free medical and allied health 
services for NDIS applicants and participants 
that are not conditional on the outcome. Bri 
also spoke about the correlation between 
the erosion of working conditions and the 
quality of support disabled people receive. 
They fi nally emphasised that there needs to 
be an expansion of a public disability service, 
complimented by greater social accessibility, 
that does not segregate or institutionalise 
disabled people, and does not allow private 
markets to profi t off  their needs. 

The problems of the NDIS, and disabil-
ity rights in general, have frequently been 

sidelined and pushed to the margins by both 
mainstream politics and left-wing politics. 
It was great to see a rally that was able to 
bring both disabled people and disability 
workers together with the support of unions 
and political parties.

Fairer NDIS For All Demands:
1. Stop independent assessments.
2. Free medical and allied health services 

for people applying for the NDIS
3. Stop privatisation and expand public 

disability services.
4. Lift the NDIA’s staffi  ng cap.
5. All data from the fi rst IA trial of 

Nov 2018 – April 2019 to be made 
public. 

FAIRER NDIS FOR ALL

Jan Dieles

The 19th of February marked 
the 79th anniversary of the 
bombing of Darwin by Japa-
nese fascists in 1942, which 
resulted in the deaths of 
around 250 people. Less well 
known in Australia is that on 
the same day, Japan also began 
a bombing campaign on the 
island of Timor. This became 
an invasion and occupation 
which resulted in well over 
40,000 deaths at the lowest 
estimate, mostly Timorese 
civilians of both the East and 
West of the island.

West Timor was at that time 
a colonial holding of the Neth-
erlands, and East Timor was a 
colony of Portugal. Although at 
the outbreak of World War II 
both countries had been neutral, 
the Netherlands was invaded 
and occupied by Nazi Germany 
from 1940 and the government 
was forced to fl ee to London and 
operate in exile, joining the Allied 
war eff ort. Portugal, meanwhile, 
remained neutral throughout 
the war. But on 17th of Febru-
ary 1942, against the Portuguese 
government’s wishes, the British, 
Dutch, and Australian armies 
organised an incursion into East 
Timor, stationing hundreds of 
troops.

There is signifi cant evidence 
to suggest that had the Allies 

including Australia not stationed 
troops in East Timor in violation 
of Portuguese neutrality, the Jap-
anese would not have seen it as a 
military target, and thousands of 
East Timorese lives would have 
been spared.

A decade and a half later, 
Indonesia’s progressive Sukarno 
government was overthrown by 
the far-right military forces of 
Suharto with US and Australian 
support. Mass killings of com-
munists and suspected sympa-
thisers ensued, with as many as 
one million or more people killed. 
This was cheered on by Western 
newspapers as a win against com-
munist “expansion” in the region. 
In 1975 Suharto invaded East 
Timor, beginning a brutal occu-
pation that would last until 1999, 
and featured many further mas-
sacres and deaths from hunger 
and disease.

When East Timor fi nally 
became independent, it was (as it 
is today) one of the poorest coun-
tries in Asia, with a devastated 
economy and infrastructure. 
But in the surrounding sea lies 
signifi cant oil and gas reserves 
which could become a source of 
prosperity for the East Timorese 
people.

However, multinational oil 
and gas corporations also had 
their eyes on these reserves, and 
the Australian government was 
happy to step in on their behalf. 

Maritime boundary negotiations 
began between the governments 
of East Timor and Australia. 
Unbeknownst to East Timor or 
the Australian public at the time, 
Australian intelligence had ille-
gally bugged the government 
offi  ces of East Timor, and used 
information thus gained to have 
an advantage in the negotiations. 
Australia gained about fi fty per 
cent of the disputed reserves.

Nearly a decade later, “Wit-
ness K,” one of the Australian 
intelligence agents involved in 
the bugging plot, carefully began 
moves to reveal the crime, result-
ing in it becoming public in 2013. 
East Timor was outraged and 
began proceedings against Aus-
tralia at the International Court 
of Justice. Witness K and his 
lawyer Bernard Collaery were to 
participate in the trial, but ASIO 
and the Australian Federal Police 
raided their homes and offi  ces 
and seized passports and legal 
documents.

Australia settled out of court 
with East Timor, resulting in a 
signifi cantly better deal for East 
Timor, proving that the original 
negotiations had indeed been dis-
torted by the criminal espionage 
by Australia.

The Australian state then 
ramped up its intimidation and 
retaliation against Witness K 
and Bernard Collaery, initiating 
a legal battle which is ongoing 

today. Successive Australian gov-
ernments have attempted to con-
tinue the cover-up and secrecy 
surrounding these wrongdoings.

Even if these disgraceful 
actions by the Australian gov-
ernment were in any way for the 
benefi t of the Australian people, 
they would still be deeply wrong 
and criminal. But they have 
not even been that – they have 
been for the benefi t of the pri-
vate profi ts of huge oil and gas 
corporations like Woodside and 
Santos. The eff orts to attack and 

prosecute the heroes who made 
these dirty secrets public are a 
further demonstration that the 
Australian government does not 
represent the interests of the 
Australian people, but is a vehicle 
for the dictatorship of monopoly 
capital.

Australia has a long, ignoble 
history of disregard for the East 
Timorese people’s lives and well-
being. They are a friendly neigh-
bour who has never wronged us. 
We owe them a great debt. 

HISTORY OF EAST TIMOR AND AUSTRALIA ON 
THE 79TH ANNIVERSARY OF DARWIN AND TIMOR
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Graham Holton

Since 9/11 the US has used the pre-
text of its “Global War on Terrorism” 
to develop a military position within 
GUAM (Georgia, Ukraine, Azerbaijan 
and Moldova) to establish geopolitical 
control over the Eurasian corridor, in 
which the Silk Road Strategy (SRS) 
grants access for major US corpora-
tions to this region. Controlling this 
Eurasian corridor also secures access 
over the region’s extensive oil and gas 
reserves, “protecting” pipeline routes 
and trade. Less discussed in the media 
is Central Asia, where the US has set 
up army bases in positions that guar-
antee the protection of existing and 
future pipeline routes.

Over the past twenty years, US corpo-
rations have not invested in pipelines, but 
instead have invested in the rich mining and 
oil and gas reserves, leaving the fi nancing of 
oil and gas pipelines to others, as pipelines 
extending out of the GUAM region are too 
fi nancially precarious under the present 
political climate in Afghanistan. The role of 
building the pipelines has been taken over 
by the regions’ State-Owned Enterprises 
(SOEs), whose governments have taken up 
massive loans to construct these projects. 
The economic wealth and the geopolitics of 
the region have not only increased competi-
tion between the three major powers in the 
region – the US, Russia and China – but 
also attracted a new rising economic and 
political power, India. 

This year, Afghanistan begins construct-
ing its section of the TAPI (Turkmenistan-
Afghanistan-Pakistan-India) 1814km long 
pipeline to carry 33 billion cubic metres per 
year of natural gas, across the country, pass-
ing through Herat and Kandahar, to Fazilka, 
India. At the same time, the US has ensured 

that the proposed IPI (Iran-Pakistan-India) 
pipeline has been halted as fi nancially unvi-
able after the US enforced sanctions on Ira-
nian petroleum exports. The pipeline passes 
through Afghanistan’s Kandahar province and 
the Quetta region of Pakistan, the traditional 
heartland of the Taliban. The US placed its 
full political weight behind the project, with 
negotiations between the Trump administra-
tion and the Taliban to ensure the building 
of the pipeline through Taliban controlled 
areas. Although the pipeline will be almost 
completely buried underground, it is still 
vulnerable to sabotage. In the 90s, the US, 
with the involvement of US oil companies, 
supported the Taliban’s rise to power by 
giving them fi nancial and military support 
to contain Iran. The Taliban, who are Sunni, 
are hostile to the Shia Muslims of Iran and 
Afghanistan, and this has been utilised by 
the US to its own political advantage.

In 2014, four natural gas companies 
owned equal shares in the US10 billion 
(A12.6 billion) TAPI project: Turkmengaz 
(Turkmenistan), Afghan Gas Enterprise 
(Afghanistan), GAIL (India) Ltd., and Inter 
State Gas Systems (Private) Ltd. (Pakistan). 
In 2016 the Islamic Development Bank sup-
plied credit to Turkmenistan for its 214 km 
section of the pipeline from its Galkynysh 
natural gas fi eld, the world’s second larg-
est gas fi eld. Galkynysh was developed by 
a CNPC (China National Petroleum Cor-
poration) led consortium, and the CNPC 
is the sole service contractor in its second 
development phase. The TAPI pipeline will 
provide a Chinese counter-balance to India’s 
political and economic expansion into the 
region. As a countermeasure to China, the 
Turkmenistan government has developed 
closer ties to the US, NATO, and Israel. 
The US and the Asian Development Bank 
(ADB) have fi nancially supported the project 
with loans. Turkmenistan is committed to 

covering eighty-fi ve per cent of the project’s 
cost through its own territory, which has left 
it in a fi nancial struggle, as Turkmenistan is 
not able to cover its national budget, after the 
international price of natural gas collapsed 
in 2018, leading it into an economic crisis.

The TAPI “Peace Pipeline” will pay 
500 million USD per annum to Afghani-
stan in transit fees, a fi nancial benefi t for 
one of the world’s poorest countries, with 
an annual income of US$470 million per 
capita. Although commercial oil produc-
tion, estimated at over 1.9 billion barrels in 
reserves, began in Afghanistan’s northern oil 
fi elds in 2013, TAPI will supply 1.4 billion 
cubic metres per day of natural gas to supply 
energy to its cities, to produce energy to its 
growing commercial sector. TAPI has the 
potential of making Afghanistan a signifi -
cant regional energy transit hub, providing 
massive revenues to the region over the next 
thirty years. This is a necessary requirement 
as Afghanistan seeks to replace the millions 
in foreign aid that it currently receives as the 
US winds back its share.

India-US strategic cooperation was estab-
lished in 2015 between President Barack 
Obama and the Indian Prime Minister, 
Narendra Modi. The natural gas supplied 
to India, the world’s third-largest energy 
consumer, will ensure India has the capac-
ity to become a major geostrategic power in 
Eurasia’s Central heartland, a region critical 
for India’s security, energy and trade needs.  
To counter the US-India agreement, China 
thwarted India’s “Connect Central Asia” policy 
of gaining a strong presence in the region’s 
oil and gas fi elds by the CNPC acquiring Con-
coPhillips’ 8.3 per cent share of the massive 

Kashagan oil fi eld in Kazakhstan for US$5 
billion, outbidding India’s OVL corporation. 
CNPC is providing a further 3bil USD towards 
a stage two development of the fi eld. India is 
presently supplying massive aid to Afghani-
stan to build roads and infrastructure in the 
country. It also has ongoing peace talks with 
Pakistan, which accuses India of supporting 
rebels in Baluchistan. 

At present, India and US are working 
to be a regional counter-balance to Russia 
and China. China has made deep inroads 
into Central Asia with its Belt and Road 
Initiative (BRI) through its massive invest-
ments, but it also has made territorial claims 
to Afghanistan’s Wakhan Corridor, which 
separates Pakistan Occupied Jammu and 
Kashmir from Tajikistan. This would cede 
an area of 1,158 square kilometres to China: 
an area rich in mineral deposits. 

After India became a full member of the 
Shanghai Cooperation Organisation (SCO) 
it negotiated a number of regional strate-
gic partnerships. India has signed defence 
and military-technical memorandums of 
understanding with Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, 
and Turkmenistan. The Farkhor Air Base 
in Tajikistan, for example, is operated by 
the Indian Air Force and Tajik Air Force. 
Economically India has made US$1.2 bil-
lion investment in Kazakhstan’s oil and gas 
industry. India has purchased over 5000 
tonnes of uranium from Kazakhstan, and 
is now negotiating a fi nancial involvement 
in the TAPI pipeline. Economically and 
militarily, India has now become a critical 
stakeholder in the region. 

A NEW ACCORD?

AFGHANISTAN, INDIA AND 
THE TAPI GAS PIPELINE

Continued from page 4

CLASS 
COLLABORATION
It is utopian to think that 

workers and capitalists can be 
one happy family co-operating 
with each other for the common 
good under capitalism.

If trade unions co-oper-
ate with employers, then it 
amounts to surrendering 
workers’ interests, as workers 
discovered. Employers never 
let up in the class struggle, 
although they might tell trade 
unions not to be ideological or 
call for an end to conflict or 

class war while they continue 
to wage it.

The class interests of the 
worker and the capitalist were 
described by Karl Marx: “[...] if 
we remain within the relation 
of capital and wage labour, the 
interests of capital and the inter-
ests of wage labour are diametri-
cally opposed.” (Wage Labour 
and Capital )

Workers seek higher wages, 
improved working conditions, 
shorter working hours, job secu-
rity, and safe working conditions.

Employers seek larger 
profi ts by cutting wages and 
working conditions, longer 
working hours, casualising their 

workforce, and taking shortcuts 
to safety.

Every extra dollar in profi ts 
is one dollar less in wages. Every 
extra dollar in wages is one dollar 
less in profi ts.

While the level of class con-
sciousness of workers may be 
suppressed from time to time as 
it was under the Accord, class 
interests cannot be changed; the 
class struggle cannot be elimi-
nated without changing the eco-
nomic system and its production 
relations.

Lenin emphasised the impor-
tance of the political struggle. 
He said: “[...] economic strug-
gle can bring about a lasting 

improvement in the conditions of 
the masses of the workers, and a 
strengthening of their truly class 
organisation, only if this strug-
gle is properly combined with the 
political struggle of the proletari-
at.” (Lenin, Collected Works, Vo1 
10, p 160.)

Note, not all agreements with 
employers are class collabora-
tion. Agreements won through 
negotiation and struggle, that 
improve wages and working con-
ditions or obtain social gains are 
a vital part of the class struggle. 
They serve the interests of work-
ers and are won as a result of 
economic, political and ideologi-
cal forms of class struggle.

They are in sharp contrast 
to agreements reached through 
collaboration which replaces 
struggle and subordinates the 
interests of workers to those 
of capital and the capitalist 
economy.

The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia supports workers and trade 
unions in the struggle to retain 
their full capacity to wage eco-
nomic and political struggles for 
democratic rights and demands. 
Any surrender of rights or any 
voluntary restrictions on the 
capacity to struggle amount to an 
abandonment of class struggle in 
favour of class collaboration and 
the capitalist class. 
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The administration of Pres-
ident Joe Biden intends to 
close the US prison at the ille-
gal Guantánamo Naval Base 
(GNB), before the end of his 
term, according to informa-
tion confi rmed by Jen Psaki, 
White House press secretary, 
reported by news media from 
Washington.

One of the unfulfi lled promises 
of former President Barack Obama 
(2009-2017), was the closure of the 
prison, which was opened in early 
2002 and came to initially hold, 
beyond the reach of the country’s 
own judicial system, some 780 
inmates, generating worldwide 
outrage given the torture and bar-
barities that occurred there.

It is a painful symbol of the US 
government’s excesses in its pur-
ported response to international 
terrorism, following the September 
11, 2001 attacks on the Twin Towers 
in New York City and the Pentagon.

Today [22nd February] only 
forty individuals remain in the 
prison, while last month a group 
of UN human rights experts called 
for its closure.

According to a statement 
released by eight special UN rap-
porteurs representing the interna-
tional community, the prison “is a 
place of arbitrariness and abuse, a 
site where torture and ill-treatment 
was rampant and remains institu-
tionalised, where the rule of law is 

eff ectively suspended, and where 
justice is denied,” and should 
have been closed a long time ago, 
reported Prensa Latina.

A HISTORY OF 
INTERVENTION AND 

BETRAYAL
It was on 16th February, 1903, 

when the then-President of Cuba 
Tomás Estrada Palma betrayed the 
ideals of José Martí and the Cuban 
Revolutionary Party (PRC), which 
he had helped to found, by signing 
the concession of territory around 
Caimanera to the United States, to 
be used as a naval base, against the 
will of the people.

The area usurped covers 117.6 
square kilometres and has been 
held for more than a century now.

The interventionist agreement 
for the establishment of coaling 
and naval stations on the island 
was signed by President William 
McKinley in March of 1901, when 
the country was occupied by the 
US Army, and became known as 
the Platt Amendment.

The amendment was an eight-
article appendix to the US Army 
Budget Bill, approved by the US 
Congress, and was included in the 
Republic of Cuba’s fi rst Constitu-
tion, drafted by the Constituent 
Assembly of 1901, under the threat 
that if it were not approved, Cuba 
would continue to be militarily 
occupied.

Article VII established the 

concession of Cuban soil for the 
construction of naval stations “to 
enable the United States to main-
tain the independence of Cuba, and 
to protect the people thereof, as well 
as for its own defense.”

Even more insulting was Article 
III, which granted the United States 
the right to intervene militarily in 
the island if, in its judgment, life, 
property or individual liberties 
were endangered,” stipulating that 
the US could “exercise the right to 
intervene for the preservation of 
Cuban independence, the mainte-
nance of a government adequate for 
the protection of life, property, and 
individual liberty, and for discharg-
ing the obligations with respect 
to Cuba imposed by the Treaty of 
Paris on the United States, now to 
be assumed and undertaken by the 
government of Cuba.”

In Article VI the US took advan-
tage of a geographical error in the 
Treaty of Paris, referring to Cuba as 
an island and not as an archipelago, 
stipulating that the status of Isle of 
Pines (now the Isle of Youth special 
municipality) would be determined 
in a future agreement with the 
United States.

Estrada Palma, after Martí’s 
death in combat, continued as 
a central leader of the PRC, and 
was appointed as the Republic in 
Arms’ representative by the Jim-
aguayú Assembly. He remained 
in the United States long after the 
occupation of the island ended. 
During this period, one of his few 

public actions was the irresponsible, 
unilateral decision to dissolve the 
PRC, in December of 1898, allegedly 
because the objectives that gave rise 
to its creation had been achieved.

He was elected President of 
Cuba in the fi rst elections held in 
the Republic under US supervision, 
for a four-year term, 1902-1906, 
and governed with extreme aus-
terity, and absolute servility to the 
interests of Washington.

Near the end of his term, he 
decided to run for reelection, 
mounting a campaign based on the 
use of his authority as President 
and fraud, which motivated sup-
porters of the opposition Liberal 

Party to take up arms. Realising 
that a popular revolt was threaten-
ing to overthrow him, he chose to 
request a US military intervention. 
Shortly thereafter, he resigned as 
President to facilitate the country’s 
surrender to the US which occupied 
Cuba for a second time.

The return of the territory ille-
gally occupied by the Naval Base 
has been a permanent demand of 
the Cuban Revolution since 1959, 
and has the support, not only of the 
Cuban people, but of the interna-
tional community, as well. It is a 
thorn in the heart of the homeland.
Granma 

A book entitled The Black Race by Ho 
Chi Minh and Selected Works on Sys-
temic Racism made its debut in Can-
ada at a virtual launch on the 20th of 
February, during which participants 
highly valued the late Vietnamese lead-
er’s thought of the issue.

The author, Prof. Nguyen Dai Trang, 
chose February to introduce this book, with 
the English and Vietnamese versions, as this 
is the month when many festivals and events 
take place in Canada to honour the heritage 
of African-Canadians.

Trang, who has spent more than twenty-
fi ve years collecting, studying, and writing 

about President Ho Chi Minh, said that The 
Black Race was written in French by Ho Chi 
Minh in 1925, and its Russian version was 
published in the former Soviet Union (now 
Russia) in 1928.

Only few people have had a chance to 
read it, she said, and not many readers have 
known about his considerable infl uence on 
the national liberation movements in Africa, 
as well as the movements protesting against 
wars and seeking equality for people of Afri-
can descent in the US.

This has encouraged Trang to gather 
twenty articles by Ho Chi Minh, including 
twelve from The Black Race and seven others 

written in the 1922-1924 and 1963-1966 
periods, in this book, she noted.

She added that the death of African-
American man George Floyd from police 
violence in late May 2020, which triggered a 
wave of anti-racism protests, further fuelled 
her eff orts to complete the book about Ho 
Chi Minh’s thought of racial equality, which 
has become more urgent than ever.

Prof. Anita Agrawal, an activist for gender 
and income equality and CEO of Best Bar-
gains Jewellery, emphasised the historical 
and contemporary signifi cance of the selected 
works on racism by Ho Chi Minh.

Agrawal said she is impressed that 

pressing issues like the fi ght for equality for 
the coloured people, especially the black, 
were mentioned by the late leader nearly 
100 years ago.

Femi Oloruntoba, co-Director of the 
Canada-Vietnam Trade Council, described 
the selected works by Ho Chi Minh as a 
great reminder so that coloured people can 
gain lessons when taking part in the “Black 
Lives Matter” movement and building future 
action plans.
Nhân Dân – Offi  cial newspaper of the 
Communist Party of Vietnam. 
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Friday’s G7 summit and the 
Munich Security Conference 
were seen as US President Joe 
Biden’s debut on the interna-
tional stage, and one of his 
brightest slogans was “Ameri-
ca is back.” Bringing US allies 
together to meet the “challeng-
es posed by China” has been a 
feature of the new US admin-
istration since it took offi  ce, 
but the message from the two 
Friday meetings suggests that 
closer US cooperation with 
its allies is bound to result in 
mutual infl uence and compro-
mise, rather than a unilateral 
hijacking of its allies by the US 
over their China policies.

In addition to the “challenges 
posed by China,” arguments 
against a “new cold war” and 
the need to “work with China” in 
some areas were noted at both 
meetings, including from Biden 
himself. When speaking to the 
Europeans, the new US President 
is clearly more balanced than when 
he speaks only to the US media.

However, there are some 
extreme political forces in the 
US that are trying to ignite the 
rivalry between the US and China, 
which will cast a long-lasting 
shadow over China-US relations 
and international relations as a 
whole. Republican Senator Tom 
Cotton recently issued an arro-
gant report calling for a “targeted 
decoupling” from China. He said, 
in a speech detailing his report at 
a virtual Reagan Institute event, 
that the US needs to “beat this evil 
empire” and “consign the Chinese 

Communists to the ash heap of 
history.” He then called the US-
China fi ght a “protracted twilight 
struggle that will determine the 
fate of the world.”

Cotton, who stood by Donald 
Trump during his presidency, is a 
Republican whose rhetoric aimed 
at more than 90 million members 
of the Communist Party of China is 
tinged with fascist racism and an 
incitement against humanity. In a 
sign of how popular the hysteria 
is in the US today, the extremist 
politician is widely anticipated 
to be eyeing a run for president 
in 2024.

The root cause of why the US 
can do nothing to China, and why 
the new US government is vacillat-
ing between cooperating with its 
allies to contain China and working 
with China, lies in the fact that a 
decisive break with China and a 
full-blown confrontation would 
be too painful for the US. Wash-
ington has always wanted to fi nd 
a comfortable way to make a clear 
break with China. However, there 
is accumulating evidence indicating 
that this is just wishful thinking.

Taking a look at how many 
German cars are on the streets 
in China and how many French 
fashion products are used by 
Chinese women, one will further 
understand how unrealistic it is 
for European countries to give up 
their huge interests in the Chinese 
market. We know Washington 
does not like China very much, 
but China is a growing provider 
of immeasurable interests. It 
is fi ne to admire, envy, or even 

hate China’s development, but 
if you want to become an enemy 
of China, you must be prepared 
to sacrifi ce a great deal for your 
national interests.

We do not know whether Cot-
ton’s evil plan would have any 
chance to become true should 
an extreme US government gain 
power. But we know as long as 
China continues its development 
momentum and leaves the US in 
its wake, no matter how malicious 
Washington is, China can still take 
hold of the situation to a great 
extent and the US will be propelled 

to stop whenever it launches fi erce 
attacks against China.

Since Trump waged the trade 
war against China, China has been 
grappling with a turbulent strategic 
environment. But during all these 
years, China’s internal logic has 
become clearer – China’s develop-
ment cannot be stopped, and the 
strength released from its devel-
opment has smashed US attacks, 
including those egotistical plans, 
and made hysterical US politicians 
feel more and more desperate.

The US malice toward China 
still exists, but the rhythm of 

attacking China is slowing down. 
That’s because the US faces mul-
tiple obstructions – China-US 
decoupling will bring no less 
misery to the US than to China, 
and Europe, Japan and South 
Korea are not willing to foot the 
bill for the US’ unrealistic strate-
gic ambitions. It is hoped the new 
US government can truly return 
to realism, draw a line under the 
previous administration’s arrogant 
goal of bringing China down, and 
work with China despite diver-
gences to seek new major power 
diplomacy. 
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After four court wins in four 
years, GMB Union will now 
consult with Uber driver mem-
bers over their forthcoming 
compensation claim.

GMB scored a historic win 
when the Supreme Court passed 
judgement in the union’s landmark 
workers’ rights case against Uber.

Judges ruled in GMB’s favour 
- determining that Uber drivers 
are not self-employed, but are 

workers entitled to workers’ rights 
including holiday pay, a guaranteed 
minimum wage and an entitlement 
to breaks.

After winning the four-year 
legal battle, GMB will now consult 
with Uber driver members over 
their forthcoming compensation 
claim at the Employment Appeal 
Tribunal (EAT).

Law fi rm Leigh Day, fi ghting 
the case on behalf of GMB, say 

tens of thousands of Uber drivers 
could be entitled to an average of 
£12,000 each in compensation.

Today’s ruling is the fourth 
time Uber has lost in court over 
its treatment of drivers.

In October 2016, the Central 
London Employment Tribunal 
ruled in GMB’s favour.

Instead of accepting the judge-
ment of the courts, Uber took their 
case to the EAT in 2017, which 

also ruled against the ride-sharing 
company.

Then in 2018, the Court of 
Appeal judgement became Uber’s 
third legal defeat on this issue.

Mick Rix, GMB National 
Offi  cer, said:

“This has been a gruelling four-
year legal battle for our members 
– but it’s ended in a historic win.

“The Supreme Court has upheld 
the decision of three previous 

courts, backing up what GMB has 
said all along; Uber drivers are 
workers and entitled to breaks, 
holiday pay and minimum wage.

“Uber must now stop wasting 
time and money pursuing lost legal 
causes and do what’s right by the 
drivers who prop up its empire.

“GMB will now consult with 
our Uber driver members over 
their forthcoming compensation 
claim.” 

HISTORIC WORKERS’ RIGHTS WIN: SUPREME 
COURT RULES IN UBER DRIVERS’ FAVOUR

Statement via GMB Union (UK)


