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Four months after the federal election, the re-
turned Coalition government shows no more 
sign than it did pre-election of addressing the 

critical issues facing Australia and the world.
At the same time, it is stepping up its offensive on its 
hard-right neoliberal agenda, first and foremost attacking 
unions with laws that restrict freedom of association. It 
is ‘holding the line’ on the pitiful Newstart unemploy-
ment payment and the cashless welfare card while im-
posing invasive and humiliating drug tests; rejecting 
Indigenous peoples’ Uluru Statement claims for ‘Voice.
Treaty.Truth’; seeking to overturn the Medivac legisla-
tion and cruelly deport a Sri Lankan Tamil family despite 
the pleas and entreaties of their local community; pro-
tecting the interests of fossil-fuel corporations despite the 
desperate need to cut emissions; again slavishly sending 
Australian forces to the Middle East to support the lat-
est US military adventurism, while truning a blind eye to 
the latest West Papuan people’s revolt against Indonesian  
military repression.
It is early spring yet bushfires are raging along our east 
coast, joining devastating fires in the Amazon and Indo-
nesian rainforests and even in the Arctic, which is also 
melting at an alarming rate. Climate change is an ever 
more clear and present danger but the Coalition combines 
denial with inaction or with criminally way too little too 
late measures.
The economy is stalling, wages are stagnating and even 
the Reserve Bank urges interventionist action, yet the 
government claims ‘nothing to see here’ and extols a 
‘steady as she goes’ course. Spring has sprung on us the 
worst economic figures in a generation, with a ‘per capita 
recession’. If policies remain the same, we are headed 
for worse. 

Telstra and ANZ are shedding jobs; more will likely fol-
low. Meanwhile the Institute for Public Affairs lobbies 
their friends in government to abolish the minimum 
wage.

The Coalition’s policies are failing the twin challenges 
of rising economic inequality and ecological collapse. Or 
rather, their ideology prevents them doing what is nec-
essary. We hear yet again what political economist John 
Quiggin famously called ‘Zombie Ideologies’: dead in-
tellectually but still somehow revivified and constantly 
revisited on the body politic. Flexibility. Workplace re-
form. Privatisation. Imposing economic and ecological 
pain onto workers and the weakest.

There are alternatives to this nasty prescription. As the 
dust settles after the election, progressive parties, organ-
isations and movements need to avoid jumping to un-
sound conclusions about its results. Their commitments 
to a fairer, more just and sustainable society must remain, 
but they must also develop sound policy alternatives and 
viable strategies to achieve them.

The old lessons of meaningful reform and radical so-
cial change remain: they will only be won by progres-
sive campaigns that unite and mobilise masses of people. 
Against the regressive and repressive policies of the neo-
liberal right, it is time to create cultures and spaces where 
democracy, community, solidarity, dignity and basic hu-
man rights are respected. 

The inspiring global student climate strike on 20 Septem-
ber shows the possibilities for mass action on the crucial 
issues of our time. That “Strike 4 Climate” has flowed 
from the initial actions of one 16-year-old school student, 
Greta Thunberg. School students world-wide have rallied 
to the cause of saving a liveable planet for their future.

SEARCH has joined many other ‘adult’ movements and 
campaigns – environmental, union, Indigenous, wom-
en’s, community, social justice – and people young and 
old to actively support the students’ strike action.

There is plenty to do. We now have a planet to save as 
well as a world to win. 

Reality check after federal election setback
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Before the election, the question for an Austra-
lian Options editorial was “To Adani or not 
Adani”. The Coalition explicitly favoured 

more mines in the Galilee Basin exporting more 
steaming coal. So did the parties of Hanson, Katter 
and Palmer. The Greens were vehemently opposed. 
Labor was cautiously ambivalent.  
The votes in the general election were emphatic, most es-
pecially in Capricornia and Dawson (11% two-party pre-
ferred swings to the LNP) and in Herbert (7.3% swing to 
the LNP). These swings went to the LNP via One Nation, 
Katter and Palmer. Yet in Leichhardt - the most norther-
ly electorate including Cairns and Cape York, the swing 
was only 0.2%. The Queensland Labor Government says 
it has heard the voters, Premier Palaszczuk is quoted as 
saying she was “disappointed” the Adani project had not 
yet been approved. The Murdoch Press describes this as a 
“U turn” - a matter denied by Deputy Premier Trad. 

Questions on ‘jobs’  
My position is that if Adani is the answer, the wrong ques-
tion is being asked. The specific environmental questions 
about Adani (and mining the Galilee more generally) re-
main, including protecting artesian water and the conser-
vation of birds. The rights of the Wangan and Jagalingou 
people - represented by the Traditional Owners Family 
Council - are still being trampled. These matters stand 
even before reckoning the export of greenhouse gases.

The ‘Adani question’ has been construed as one of ‘jobs’. 
But the mining electorates of Dawson and Capricornia 

To Adania 

are in regions with relatively low unemployment. Nota-
bly, in April 2019, the statistical region around Mackay 
(which includes the Dawson electorate) had the low-
est unemployment rate, (4.3 %) of all 19 such areas in 
Queensland. The participation rate was also well above 
the Queensland level. Note, though that total employment 
fell 9.7% in Mackay in the year to April 2019, though it 
increased 6.4% in Central Queensland and was static in 
Townsville.  

The Townsville region does have an employment prob-
lem stemming from what a former LNP Minister called 
a perfect storm in 2013-14 of the closure of Palmer’s 
Queensland Nickel, drought which affected the meat 
works and then floods.  Unemployment in April 2019 was 
7.9% compared with a state-wide rate of 6.0%. Adani has 
promised that the mine administration will be in Towns-
ville as will the computer centres for driving automated 
equipment. Clearly, Adani is an immediate benefit for 
mineworkers for whom it provides income. Their reac-
tion – especially to the twisted and incorrect message that 
Labor would stop all mining – is understandable.  

An electoral wedge 
The ALP got itself electorally wedged on Adani between 
the coal advocates of the LNP/climate deniers and the 
coal deniers of the Greens/ environmentalists. Concur-
rently, the ALP – both federal and Queensland – have 
been unable to sustain a convincing message about the 
path out of coal. Arguably this is a more critical failure. 

The advocates of Adani hold that it is unreasonable to 
forgo economic growth to respond to global heating. 
They also rely on an argument that Australia will meet 
the Paris Climate Action Targets within Australia and that 
the emissions from Galilee Basin coal are not a relevant 
factor. Both the Queensland Land Court and the Feder-
al Court accepted a version of this. The former accepted 
that extra production of Galilee coal will be ’offset’ by re-
duced production in other places including outside Aus-
tralia. The latter accepted that greenhouse considerations 
only pertain to coal actually burnt in Australia. 

The Greens want to stop Adani and phase-out coal as an 
urgent response to a climate emergency. There is consid-
erable weight to this and considerable evidence that parts 
of corporate and financial capital share a similar view. 
The lack of committed commercial funding for Adani 
from banks and finance houses is a prime example. So 
is the antipathy to steaming coal recently announced by 
both Glencoe and BHP.    

Green opposition to coal is well justified by science and 
environment concerns but lacks a political economy. 
The costs and benefits of doing something about climate 
change are deeply class-based; the poor already have the 
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worst environments yet the rich contribute the most to 
global warning. Too much of so-called ‘just transition’ 
plans seem little more than holding out the promise of 
employment and income from renewables without saying 
how this might occur. The logic is almost the same as the 
way mainstream macroeconomic models justify deregu-
lation. The new will be better than the present so ignore 
the transaction costs.  

Labor’s political failure to show a path out 
of coal 
As Tony Abbott said, the Liberals do badly when climate 
change is a moral issue and do well when it is an eco-
nomic one. This neatly crystallises Labor’s problem – it 
tried to do the moral bit in one place and the economic in 
another; or even tried to do both together. 

In tying itself in knots, Labor failed on both counts. In 
particular it was silent on the two central issues - how 
the economy can be weaned off steaming coal and what 
concrete and effective steps can be used to ensure the cost 
does not fall on coal miners and their regions. 

The LNP and Greens wedged Labor electorally on Adani. 
But this was also a mark of Labor’s political failure – the 
leadership rhetoric on climate and coal was never embed-
ded across the party and movement. The political fail-
ure on climate and coal is very apparent in Queensland. 
Adani was welcomed by the Bligh ALP Government in 
2010 and was declared a ’significant project’ under the 
charge of the State Coordinator-General. 

Premier Bligh said that the estimated total job potential of 
the construction and operation of the mine and rail links 
was over 11,000. This jobs number was later contradicted 
by Adani’s own evidence in the Queensland Land Court. 
It is closer to 1,000 jobs.  

The Newman LNP Government of 2012-15 offered $500 
million towards the cost of the rail line from the coast to 
the Galilee Basin despite advice from State Treasury that 
the project was unviable. The ALP unexpectedly won 
the 2015 Queensland election and pledged not to make 
public funds available to the project. However, refusal of 
public funds was not the same as rejection of the project; 
indeed, the Palaszczuk Government continued to support 
the project and to process and grant various approvals 
including a mining lease and an environmental authority. 

Ministers repeated the claim of thousands of jobs. 
Though, the support was tempered in 2017 when An-
astasia Palaszczuk vetoed attempts by the Federal Gov-
ernment to use Northern Australian Investment Funds to 
support the building of a rail line for Adani. 

Green and brown labor 
At its election in 2015, three big mining issues faced the 
Palaszczuk Government. One was the New Hope project 
at Acland, another was mineral sand mining on Minjer-
ribah/North Stradbroke Island and the third was Adani. 

They were all exceptionally political as reviewed else-
where. Acland was mainly about mining on prime agri-
cultural land. The Palaszczuk Government commissioned 
a review of the approval processes and was eventually 
relieved of making a decision about the project when the 
Queensland Land Court rejected the approval given by 
the Newman Government. 

In regard to Minjerribah, the Palaszczuk Government 
legislated to enforce early closure of mining and so met 
its commitment to the native title rights of the Quanda-
mooka people.  

Labor’s position and action on Minjerribah was decisive 
and honourable – unlike that of the federal and State 
LNP. Yet this is not the case with Adani where it has been 
electorally strangled by its own ambivalence. Further-
more, the State ALP Government in May 2019 seems to 
be backing mining of the Galilee Basin almost irrespec-
tive of its ‘remaining’ doubts about economic viability. It 
is also backing a $2.1 billion project to construct 3,000 
apartments and a marina on Moreton Bay despite the 
destruction of part of an internationally protected RAM-
SAR site. This was a project the ALP opposed when out 
of government in 2012-15.  

Neither of these projects seem sustainable on a broad as-
sessment of climate risk and public benefit. 

What can be called a ‘brown labor’ (as against a ‘green 
labor’) has always been strong within Labor, especial-
ly in Queensland. It is brown because of its addiction to 
growth – more economic growth, a bigger population, 
higher consumption, more construction cranes and so on. 
It is relatively undiscerning as to what is produced and 
shares much with the agrarian socialism of the National 
Party and even the old ruralism of the DLP.   

“Green’ labor is formalised within the party in the Labor 
Environment Action Network (LEAN) which calls itself 
‘a network of those working for environmental reform 
within the Labor party’. 

The ideas I’ve called ‘brown labor’ seem to inform La-
bor members and politicians across factions. ‘Brown la-
bourism’ rarely challenges development proposals since 
they bring jobs and jobs are good. 

It rides the cycles of primitive accumulation and simple 
commodity production like mining and timber-getting 
and even some tourism. Perhaps, like coal, it is past its 
use-by date. Digging up more coal or pumping more gas 
will not resolve the massive restructuring that is already 
occurring. 

Indeed, a plausible argument could be run that the fudge 
of solving the jobs problem through mining is severely 
hindering the transition from mining and not doing much 
about employment. 

Howard Guille 
June 2019
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The Hong Kong Confederation of Trade Unions 
called for two general strikes on September 2 
and 3, 2019, following its first highly effec-

tive general strike on August 5, and they asked the 
international trade union movement to rally in soli-
darity.
Hundreds of thousands of workers took part in the Au-
gust 5 general strike, called as a response to the use of ex-
cessive force against protestors in Hong Kong. Working 
people in Hong Kong were sacked for exercising their 
fundamental rights to freedom of assembly and freedom 
of speech. 

The broader protest movement in Hong Kong has set out 
five demands:

• Permanent withdrawal of the HK government’s pro-
posed extradition law

• Release of the arrested protestors without charge

• Withdrawal by the authorities of their characterisa-
tion of the 12 June protests as “riots”

• An independent investigation into police violence 
and abuse of power

• Implementation of universal suffrage.

Speaking at the Sydney rally opposite the Hong Kong 
Trade Centre early on September 2, ACTU Assistant Sec-
retary Scott Connolly said, “We are standing in solidarity 
today with our sisters and brothers in Hong Kong.

“We call on the authorities in Hong Kong to respect 
worker rights and accept the demands as set out by the 
HKCTU and the broader movement.”

Dr Patricia Ranald, Convenor of the Australian Fair 
Trade & Investment Network (AFTINET), focused on 

Australian unions support Hong Kong General Strike, 
democratic demands

a new Free Trade Agreement between Hong Kong and 
Australia now before the Australian parliament. 

“We are saying two things to the government, the Labor 
opposition and the crossbench parties in the Senate:“First 
of all, don’t approve trade deals that have no obligations 
to implement human rights labour rights and environ-
mental standards. 

“Don’t make a preferential trade deal with the Hong 
Kong government which is repressing the basic human 
rights of freedom of speech, freedom of assembly and 
workers’ rights.

“And secondly, don’t give extra legal rights to Hong 
Kong energy companies to claim millions in compensa-
tion from future Australian governments if they introduce 
the laws and policies which we need to reduce carbon 
emissions and fight climate change. Don’t give extra le-
gal rights to these global corporations that already have 
enormous market power, while failing to protect people’s 
basic human rights and workers’ rights,” said Dr Ranald.

A briefing by the HKCTU to visiting unionists in June, 
just two weeks into the mass protest movement, empha-
sised that inequality had been growing since Hong Kong 
reverted to China from the UK in 1997, and that this was 
a real factor in energising the movement. 

They reported that no committee had overall coordina-
tion of the movement, and so it was both exhilarating in 
its scope and strength, and worrying in that no one could 
be sure where or how it would end. 

Under the “One China, Two Systems” framework, Bei-
jing can accommodate the basic democratic demands of 
the movement, but would have to overcome its own fear 
of showing “weakness” in finding a solution that responds 
to the concerns of the Hong Kong people’s movement. 

Fair Trade Campaign Convenor, Dr Patrica Ranald, 
called on the Australian Senate to reject the Hong Kong 
Free Trade Agreement, in solidarity with the Hong Kong 
workers’ general strike.
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I think a common response to the result was incre-
dulity given the events of the previous 6 years of 
dysfunctional LNP Government. Ministers had 

deserted the “sinking ship” of an Abbott/Turnbull/
Morrison Government; disillusionment by Govern-
ment MHRs and LNP members and supporters was 
on display; the Liberal Party was a divided rabble. 
The ALP in contrast presented itself as a Government in 
waiting, confidently proffering social policies backed by 
taxation reforms that probably pleasantly surprised many 
of us. The polls reinforced this picture and although we 
experienced bitter disappointment, the result was far 
from being the total wipe-out that has been portrayed. 
It’s not too different from the 2016 result. This nation is 
split down the middle. The Greens increased their prima-
ry vote and even the Socialists in Victoria improved their 
vote. To see it as a disempowering disaster would be a 
grave mistake. 

A right wing neo-liberal ALP proffered policies that 
would have gone a long way to correct some of the in-
justices and failings of the last 12 years, for I include 
the lousy policies of Rudd and Gillard: a Federal ICAC; 
Gonski funding for public schools; restoration of TAFE 
to deliver Vocational Training; add to this and make your 
own list. It was “Whitlamesque” in its scope, but un-
like the voters of 1972 the Australian electorate of 2019 
was not up to the challenge. Socially our society has re-
gressed. It’s all about “me/mine” and a lot less about “us” 
anymore. 

It’s a bit too easy to put all the blame for the result on 
Shorten and the ALP leadership. Shorten’s speech in re-
ply to the 2018/19 Budget was excellent for an Australian 
Social Democrat. There appeared to be a genuine attempt 
to make some repairs, to correct some wrongs and to of-
fer some betterments such as pre-school childcare with 
well paid workers. If you have some degree of social 
conscience as distinct from an accountant’s summary of 
“what’s in it for me” as a guiding measure, then where to 
place your vote was not a difficult decision, was it? 

So, what has happened? Well we had a multi-million-
aire anti-worker criminal plastering the countryside with 
ignorant lies, One Nation voters delivering their prefer-
ences to the LNP and Morrison telling lies and repeating 
ad nauseum, BIG TAXES, [and inventing a secret ALP 
“death tax”]! Whilst hiding the rest of his vulnerable 
team from public exposure lest they go off message.  

And don’t absolve some of our irresponsible, lazy or stu-
pid voters, about an unprecedentedly high 8% who, even 
one week prior to the election were undecided. This is 
after 5 weeks of excruciating baloney from no-policies 
Morrison.  

Lessons of the 2019 Federal Election  

As a consequence, a small but influential percentage of 
voters fell for this scam to the detriment of  this country 
and to our planet. The LNP held the line with a slim ma-
jority in the House of Reps and  dependence on the cross 
bench in the Senate. To them it looked like a miracle. The 
numbers do not  afford the luxury of complacency to the 
LNP but then they prefer not to do too much anyway.  

Minding the “shop” for capitalism is their role. Leave 
governing to the “Market”. 

As Marx said: “The only constant is change”, and in the 
last 40 years Australia has changed and with it we have 
witnessed the resurgence of the capitalism familiar to 
Marx that is known now as “neo-liberalism”, a misnomer 
but it suits the propaganda of its advocates. “Reaction-
ary-capitalism” would be a more accurate descriptor. 

An enthusiastic advocate of this change was the ALP 
whose Rightwing leaders Hawke and Keating supported 
by then ACTU Secretary Kelty and even many socialists 
in the Trade Union Movement went along with it.  

The ALP-ACTU Accord of 1983 along with the process 
of privatisations and deregulation of the economy and in-
stitutions has resulted in a collapse in Union power and 
the ever-growing power and influence of capital. As the 
demographics of the Australian population have changed, 
as social media technology has influenced behaviour, pay 
and employment conditions worsened; education/train-
ing opportunities trashed. 

40 years of “Reactionary capitalism”, thanks first to the 
political leadership of the ALP and then the LNP under 
Howard and his successors, has gutted the working class 
of a sense of itself, its power and its potential. 

We need to now urgently build on what was presented in 
policy terms at this last election and rather than backing 
off, modify policies that require it, to hold the line on the 
targeting of the bourgeoning rich with the objective of 
meeting the needs of working Australians. 

In particular the Left must come up with bold policies 
that tackle climate change and affirm sustainability as a 
guiding value. But unless we destroy capitalism it will 
destroy us and our planet. That much is clear to me. 

Dave Bell, Orange NSW  

July 2019 

But unless we destroy 
capitalism it will destroy us 

and our planet. 
That much is clear to me.
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By Tom McDonald 
(speech at SEARCH Foundation forum, Sydney Trades 
Hall, May 29, 2019)  

When Clarrie O’Shea, Secretary of the Vic-
torian Branch of the Tramway Union, was 
jailed in 1969 for refusing to pay fines 

imposed on his union because his members had been 
involved in strike action, a national one-day strike 
by one million workers took place. 
It was a magnificent demonstration of working class sol-
idarity.  

It was also a national protest against the Penal Power 
laws of the Menzies Government which were designed to 
destroy militant unionism. 

It also showed that workers were prepared to defend the 
trade union movement and workers’ right to strike. 

The day after the strike an anonymous person paid the 
fine. 

The Government decided to modify the penal power 
laws. 

The power of working class solidarity forced the employ-
ers to abandon the penal powers laws. 

Now I want to focus on why the national stoppage was 
so successful and later on what were the flow-on affects. 

By 1969 workers had come to hate the penal powers laws. 

Vast number of workers had the experience of their union 
being fined because they took strike action to try to win a 
wage increase, a safer workplace or better conditions of 
employment. 

On other occasions unions had to order their members 
back to work to avoid huge fines. 

During the 1960s four hundred and fifty-four fines were 
imposed on unions.

The employers’ strategy in the 1950s largely focussed on 
seeking to destroy unions by having them deregistered 
and setting up scab unions and jailing union leaders. 

For example eight union leaders were jailed in the 1949 
miners’ strike. 

These actions contributed to the build-up of workers’ 
hostility to the employers’ attempt to destroy unions.  

Let me describe how the employers tried to destroy the 
Building Workers Industrial Union (BWIU), my union 
prior to it becoming part of the CFMEU. 

In the late 1940s a Royal Commission was held into the 
activities of the BWIU. 

Marking the 1969 Penal 
Powers Strike

It was followed by an application to the court that result-
ed in the BWIU being deregistered for 13 years (1949 
- 1952) because it engaged in major industrial action to 
have fares and traveling time pay restored to carpenters 
and joiners, which had been taken away by the employ-
ers. 

With the help of employers and the far right Industrial 
Groupers in the Trade Union Movement, a breakaway 
Carpenters Union was created and recognised by the 
NSW Labor Council (now UnionsNSW) and the Indus-
trial Relations Commission. A bricklayers scab union 
was also set up. 

At the time, every other union in the building industry 
in NSW was from the far right and the BLF was led by 
thugs.  

The South Australian Carpenters section of the BWIU 
broke away and supported the scab union. The Western 
Australian branch also broke away and became a state 
union.  

The BWIU had to develop a new strategy if it was to sur-
vive and in the long term that strategy had to help seek 
to advance the creation of one union of building workers.  
And that’s what finally happened. 

We modified our demands  and campaigned around basic 
but important issues for building workers such as safety 
and other things - bigger lunch sheds, fly screens, fire 
heaters and refrigerators, no working in rain or in exces-
sive heat conditions. 

Our strategy was to involve the Right Wing unions and 
the scab carpenters union in those campaigns because it 
brought all building workers on the job in action together 
and workers were able to see how weak and ineffective 
Right Wing leaders were and how the militant officials of 
the BWIU gave real leadership. 

On some occasions the right wing never turned up for 
these meetings. 

On major projects such as the Opera House, Oil Refiner-
ies, and Power Construction sites, site committees were 
established (some of which were not recognised by the 
Right). 

Out of all this, rank-and-file leaders emerged in Right 
Wing Unions and some of those became leaders in those 
unions.  

Of particular importance was the emergence of the 
Mundey lead BLF and the Vaughan-led Painters Union. 

This story I have just told demonstrates that militant 
unions like the BWIU could not be destroyed by having 
them deregistered and where they had the support of their 
rank-and-file members. 

I am very proud that the BWIU in NSW only ever had a 
Left Wing militant leadership in its lifetime.  

Continued next page ...
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The BWIU experience, in my opinion, led to the employ-
ers deciding to focus on developing a new strategy to un-
dermine and curb the power of militant unionism. 

And as a result the employers changed their strategy and 
then focussed on seeking to bankrupt unions through the 
use of Penal Powers penalty laws which escalated from 5 
fines in the 1950s to 454 fines in the 1960s.  

By 1969 there was widespread opposition to Penal Pow-
ers throughout Australia.  Workers were looking for ef-
fective leadership.  

Union leaders like Laurie Carmichael (AMWU) came 
forward because they realised that an explosive situa-
tion existed  which required decisive leadership from the 
Left of the union movement and the Clarrie O’Shea issue 
would be the spark to unite workers across Australia in a 
solidarity action. 

The Left unions called on the workers to down tools and 
attend demonstrations throughout Australia. 

And the powerful response from the workers sent shock-
waves through the employers and they abandoned the use 
of penal powers.  

The Left unions were targeted by the employers because 
their wages strategy was to seek award wage increases 
but also to seek over-award wages and entitlements. 

The Right Wing Unions were prepared  to accept wages 
and conditions that were determined by the Industrial Re-
lations Commission as a floor and also as a ceiling. 

The employing class wanted to make the award wages 
and entitlements as low as possible and as the ceiling.  

The O’Shea victory put the employers on the defensive 
and they developed over time a new strategy. They were 

not able to finalise that new strategy because of internal 
conflict in the Liberal Party over whether they seek to 
destroy the award system and the industrial relations sys-
tem or whether they seek to reform the system.  

So it wasn’t until 1993 that the new strategy called Fight 
Back, which was designed to destroy our unique arbi-
tration and award system was made public, in the Fed-
eral Elections. It later became known as Work Choices 
(2007). They lost both elections. The people rejected 
their reactionary policies. 

John Howard and the employers were successful howev-
er in changing the wage fixing principles that guided the 
Industrial Relations Commission in making its decisions. 

For example: The Family Needs Basic Wage was aban-
doned, as was the Comparative Wage Justice principle 
along with the right to engage in industry and national 
bargaining. 

The comparative wage fixing principle enabled the 
unions, in particular the militant unions, to use the power 
of the organised working class in a way that those gains 
could be flowed onto all workers, via the award system. 

In conclusion – I think it’s fair to say that Clarrie O’Shea’s 
jailing followed by 16 years of Labor Governments gave 
us the time to use our industrial as well as out political 
power to create a safety net of far reaching entitlements 
that our enemies have not been able to dismantle. 

It also gave us the time to restructure our trade union 
movement into a number of super unions as well as the 
time for our union movement to close ranks and to be-
come more united than ever before. 

So we owe a lot to Clarrie O’Shea! 

Continued on page 8 ...

On Duterte’s Regime: Wars on Drugs and the People 
(Part 1)* 

By Prof Gill Boehringer

There is no doubt that the first three years un-
der Philippine President Duterte has been a 
terrible experiment in authoritarian populism. 

It is impossible to know the number of those killed 
in either of his wars. 
Official figures, such as are collected, are cooked. In the 
case of the drug war, justly aka the war on the poor, the 
numbers are very rubbery. For six months they were tri-
umphalist, a thousand a month. Then after exposure of a 
police kidnap for ransom claimed to be a police drug op-
eration against a “drug lord”, involving the innocent vic-
tim’s murder, the numbers were recalibrated downwards. 

The mounting EJK losses are largely “explained” as:  le-
gitimate encounters with NPAs who shot first; or justified 

killings of people working for the communists/NPA; or 
NPA killings; or as with the drug related killings, under 
investigation and/or just ignored. 

The latest drug war figure from the Philippine National 
Police is 6,600 legal killings. These are usually said to 
be killings in self-defence, or “nanlaban”: “the suspect 
sensed that s/he had sold shabu [meths] to a police offi-
cer and put the officer in danger” by firing at him. Clear 
evidence in a number of cases has established this is not 
what happened. The police murdered a “suspect”.  

I should note that there is a long history, well before 
Duterte’s time, of “police rub outs”, one that continues 
in all manner of alleged “ordinary” criminal cases. This 
“conditioning”, and the corruption of the legal system, 
probably help to explain why there has been support for 
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this murderous campaign which is supposed to lessen 
crime and eliminate illegal drugs as a threat to national 
security, as Duterte promised from the beginning of his 
presidential campaign. 
Observers estimate that at least another 20-25 thousand 
recorded homicides are drug-related, but remain “under 
investigation”. Many of these were not even suspects, in-
cluding young children whom Duterte has said are “col-
lateral damage”. Duterte’s former police chief and now 
Senator De la Rosa recently commented after a 3 year-
old was shot in a police raid, “shit happens in police op-
erations”. The victims are invariably from the poor. 
In the general war against the people, there have been 
many hundreds of Extra Judicial Killings (EJKs). These 
have been used in a similar way to the 25,000 or so killed 
in the US counter-insurgency Phoenix Program in Viet 
Nam. To eliminate those who oppose the regime’s poli-
cies and silence those who might consider doing so. And 
increasingly this has meant those who voice criticism of 
the government. The targets include environmental ac-
tivists, human rights defenders, unionists, farmers, indig-
enous people and others such as lawyers (43 dead) and 
journalists (about a dozen). 

Killings and disappearances are supplemented with 
trumped up charges and detention, often with torture, 
as well as harassment, threats and other forms of intim-
idation. An example: the police, military or government 
supporters hang signs in public places indicating that 
lawyers, individually by name, or the National Union of 
People’s Lawyers = NPA, or Communist.  The regime 
has publicly “red-tagged” almost 650 individuals and in-
dividuals. One such human rights lawyer was assassinat-
ed not long after. 

Who does the killing?  
Most of the EJKS are committed by the military. Others 
by military “auxiliaries”, or by para-militaries formed, 
supplied, paid and given impunity. One of the latter 
slaughtered the Director of ALCADEV, a school organ-

ised by the indigenous people of eastern Mindanao, and 
called the community together and assassinated another 
two of their leaders. Their wives and children were wit-
nesses to this cruelty. 
In the drug war, it is ambiguous. Indisputable evidence 
has established that the police operate as “vigilantes” in a 
significant proportion. Attorneys, prosecutors and judges 
handle drug cases. If the police do not like the result, they 
kill the lawyer they see as responsible. 
Unfortunately, at the best of times the Philippine legal 
system is very slow in most cases, politicized (espe-
cially the Department of Justice) and corrupt. Thus the 
street-level police say they don’t have time to accord due 
process, and basically play Dirty Harry. In doing so they 
rely on Duterte’s promises to protect them. Few have 
been prosecuted while many have been “relieved” and 
quietly sent to other commands to continue their careers. 
Others get promotions and bonuses.  
In my view Duterte uses some tactics we associate with 
fascist leaders. But he is not a fascist. Not an ideologue 
with a mass movement. Duterte’s regime attempts to im-
pose his mayoral Davao model of pragmatic authoritar-
ianism based on his own machismo-laden charisma. He 
has a vision of a malleable society which, like his hero 
Marcos, he can, with his sycophantic coterie and tradi-
tional pro-corporate bureaucratic advisers, open up, bend 
and twist the economy towards “development”. 
Duterte had his critics long ago. According to Senator 
Rodolfo Biazon in 2002, “Justice in Davao is not about 
following the law, it’s about who’s willing to go further”.  
But today many are not concerned with justice, and the 
end justifies the means. Ex-Mayor of Manila, Fred Lim, 
said “If we had 20 more mayors like Duterte the peace 
and order situation would improve.” 
Today Duterte maintains widespread support from those 
who think like Lim. Whether it will last is in the balance 
as the people weigh the grim price against the lack of 
benefits for them, and question the Duterte policy of ap-
peasement toward China in the West Philippine Sea. 
*Part 2 will be in a later edition

By Chris Warren

The true absurdity of this planet is reflected 
in the fact that Tucker Carlson, a Fox News 
presenter, appeared to play a decisive role in 

talking Trump down from launching a military strike 
on Iran.
There is a debate occurring in the United States between 
two factions - neoconservatives, the ideological group re-
sponsible for the invasions of Iraq and Afghanistan, and 
capitalist isolationists, who oppose them.

Trump’s war with Iran would be a climate disaster – 
why peace and climate justice are the same project

The neoconservative’s strategic priorities are probably 
the same as they were in the Iraq War - create a huge op-
portunity to transfer state funds to the military industrial 
complex, and then privatise resources that belong to the 
Iranian people to American firms.

Don’t be fooled, though - capitalist isolationists do not 
have a genuine commitment to peace, diplomacy, inter-
nationalism and Iranian lives.

The key difference between the two camps is that they 
have a different perception on the return on investment 
Continued on page 11 ...

Gill Boehringer continued from page 7 ...
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By Amalina Wallace 

Around the world, historic social and legal 
notions on gender are being challenged. In 
November 2017, Germany’s constitutional 

court ruled that lawmakers must recognize a third 
sex from birth, arguing that providing only the bina-
ry “male” and “female” options is unconstitutional. 
Consequently, Germany has just legislated to include a 
third gender option, “divers” (diverse), on birth certifi-
cates, and other countries have processes under way to 
follow suit. Germans are debating whether the wording 
is enough and whether options need to be expanded to be 
more specific.  

Even Ireland, a country dominated by religion for centu-
ries, beat Australia in legislating to allow same sex mar-
riages in 2013. 

Two years later, in 2015 Ireland became one of four le-
gal jurisdictions in the world where people may legally 
change gender by statutory self-declaration. This process 
means trans people in Ireland no longer need to have a 
doctor or psychiatrist diagnose “gender dysphoria” in 
order to be accepted as who they are. Their identity is 
no longer being medicalised, and no “authority” makes a 
decision about a trans person’s gender identity.  

As with evidence of climate change, emerging research 
on gender diversity is largely being ignored by the gov-
ernment in Australia; and opinions are shaped not by sci-
entific data but by strongly held traditional assumptions. 
These fundamental assumptions are so deeply held that 
those holding them (most of us) are not even aware of 
their existence. 

Political, religious, and social leaders can seek to unite 
people by identifying a group as lesser, or even as an ene-
my. This type of leadership seeks to divide and oppose by 
putting people into categories such as ‘good’ and ‘bad’, 
‘right’ and ‘wrong’, ‘them’ and ‘us’, the “included” and 
the “other”. They refer to people by generic divisions 

Developments in the understanding of gender diversity

(e.g. older and younger, authentic and inauthentic, citi-
zens and intruders, white and black, etc.). 

These ideas increase the polarisation of any group and 
create an underclass of social outsiders. In Australia, pol-
iticians including Bob Katter and Mark Latham are still 
openly hostile to LGBTI people in the community.  

But the world is changing. 

A report on the evidence for biological contributions to 
gender identity was published by the International Gen-
der Diversity Genomics Consortium in February 2018. 
(Behavior Genetics; March 2018, Volume 48, Issue 2, pp 
95–108) 

The report challenges previous theories of differing gen-
der identity as being caused by socialisation or delusion. 
The report notes the failure of behaviour modification 
programs to shift people’s non-conforming gender iden-
tities to more socially traditional ones. The research in 
the report supports the view that gender identity is ex-
pressed across a spectrum rather than with two options, 
male and female. In other words, a non-conforming gen-
der identity is part of the human biological map and is not 
a dysfunction.  
But as people who identify as trans, queer, intersex or 
non-binary emerge socially, there has been a reaction 
from people seeking to deny the validity of others’ claims 
to being gender diverse.  
A section of the women’s movement rejects the notion 
that a man could identify as a woman. The reaction is 
partly territorial, to keep people they perceive as “male” 
out of women’s spaces (refuges, prisons, swimming 
pools etc).  

An article in the Guardian from January 2018 states that 
since the introduction of trans-friendly legislation in Ire-
land, “there was no evidence of the legislation leading 
to individuals – in particular teenagers – being pressured 
to undertake medical transition, or men falsely declaring 
themselves female in order to invade women-only spac-
es, as some feminist activists have feared.” 

But there is also the view is that no-one who grew up 
male could ever understand what it is to experience the 
social prejudice, abuse and undermining that women 
experience when growing up. As a friend told me once, 
being a young man who is perceived as being “girly” or 
different in any way can lead to years of being bullied, 
excluded and humiliated.  
For insight into what it feels like to grow up transgen-
der, watch “Butterfly”, a miniseries screening on SBS on 
Wednesday evenings.  
amalinaw33@yahoo.com.au
0425306300 

... a non-conforming gender 
identity is part of the human 

biological map and 
is not a dysfunction.  

... opinions are shaped not by 
scientific data but by strongly 
held traditional assumptions.
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Delivered by Anna McCormack, at the Brisbane 
Meanjin International Women’s Day Rally, 9 March 
2019, Emma Miller Place

The number of groups and individuals who’ve 
allied themselves with us this year in support 
of Women’s Liberation is fewer than last year. 

That was predictable. Under neo liberalism we’ve seen a 
resurgence in the first world of the drive to privilege men 
over women, to tell women who refuse to abandon wom-
en’s specific struggles that we’re not ‘real feminists’, a 
drive to emphasise ‘fun’ feminism, ‘choice’ feminism 
over rights-based struggle for concrete gains and to insist 
that feminism must mean all things to all people.  

Well it doesn’t. The hint is in the name. Feminism is about 
redressing wrongs and discriminations against females: 
women and girls. It’s about building women’s liberation.

Yet we see women’s political organisations, women’s 
services, a women’s peace group, trade unions and other-
wise progressive organisations readily abandon the fight 
for specific women’s interests.  We see them comply with 
the expectations of big corporations especially biomedi-
cal corporations and Big Pharma.  We see them succumb 
to bullying and in turn bully and isolate the women’s lib-
erationists. 

There’s no such thing as being neutral on women’s rights.  
Silence sides with the oppressor. Soviet dissident Yevg-
eny Yevtushenko is attributed with this quote “When 
the Truth is Replaced by Silence, the Silence is a Lie.”

That quote applies nowhere more appropriately than to 
women’s liberation today.

Let’s be very clear: the WLM has been the staunchest 
defender of any social or political movement, of trans-
gender rights - people’s rights to housing, work, digni-
ty, acceptance, respect, to not be discriminated against. 
What the WLM will not do is deny the rights of women 
to organise against our own oppression.  

We won’t deny biology, we won’t accept the gender 
straitjacket that acts as a tool of male supremacy.  Gender 
isn’t about lifestyle and it isn’t about replacing sex-based 
rights with something else, gender is about a hierarchi-
cal system that privileges men and places women, esp 
those whose gendered oppression intersects with class 
and race, right at the bottom. 

Women are an oppressed and marginalised group in ev-
ery country on the globe. Privileged neoliberal leftie men 
have never acknowledged this, they’ve always denied or 
diminished sex and gender as a base of oppression. As 
have those who maintain the institutions of patriarchal 
capitalism.

Gender Critical Feminists: Statement from the Brisbane 
Meanjin IWD Committee

Those who conflate ‘sex’ and ‘gender’ do women’s rights 
a serious disservice – the first is biology, the second a tool 
of oppression without which patriarchal capitalism could 
not survive.
Women’s liberationists have critiqued ‘gender’ for de-
cades and have advocated its dismantling. The most gen-
der non binary people I know are Second Wave feminists, 
young Left wing Radical Feminists and many of our al-
lies.
WL will never step back from campaigning for safety 
and fairness for women. Is it fair that women and girls 
must now compete against male-bodied people in sports 
such as cycling, weight lifting, running etc because the 
male-bodied people claim to be women? Is it safe for 
women in prison to be housed with male-bodied people, 
even those convicted of rape, because the male-bodied 
people claim to be women? Is it safe or fair for women in 
domestic violence shelters to be housed with male bodied 
people because the male bodied people claim to be wom-
en?  Is it safe or fair for lesbians to be told they’re ‘trans-
phobic’ because they love only women? Is it fair to try to 
close down rallies like this one because it’s run by wom-
en’s liberationists rather than by neo liberal feminists?
IWD is about celebrating women’s advances and com-
mitting to the feminist fightback against women’s op-
pression across the globe. And in that fightback, no mat-
ter how many other women’s and progressive groups are 
silenced into submission, women’s liberationists will 
not be silenced nor will we subscribe to lies. The WLM 
endures many defeats, we will never BE defeated. This 
IWD rally is about advancing the rights and interests of 
women and girls and imagining a future that’s free of all 
forms of men’s violence against women.  
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By Victoria Brookman

The Fragments (Text Publishing, 2018) is the 
fourth novel by Melbourne-based author Toni 
Jordan, and tells the story of fictional mur-

dered Austrian-American author Inga Karlson, and 
two women who love her.
In 1939, Karlson, her publisher and every copy of her 
long-awaited second novel perished in a deliberately lit 
warehouse fire in New York. Karlson and her publisher 
are widely believed to be the only people to have read the 
book, and all that remains after the fire is a set of page 
fragments, which contain a few tantalising words from 
the lost novel. In the forty plus years since the fire, these 
fragments have taken on a mythical quality and been end-
lessly analysed, while Karlson herself has become a cult 
figure, spurning religiously evangelical devotees, numer-
ous conspiracy theories, and people whose lives are per-
meated by her literary greatness.

One of these fans is Caddie Walker, named ‘Cadence’ 
by her late father for the protagonist of Karlson’s first 
novel. Having dropped out of uni following a soul-crush-
ing affair with her shady professor (worthy of a #MeToo 
caning), Caddie is subsiding (?) as a bookstore assistant. 
When the Karlson fragments arrive in a Brisbane muse-
um in 1986, she finds herself lining up on the opening 
day. It is here that Caddie meets a mysterious elderly 
woman who gives her name only as Rachel, and gives her 
a ‘riddle’: a quote from the fragments plus additional text 
that no one is meant to have ever read. This riddle sends 
Caddie down the rabbit hole of obsessive academic and 
detective work in a bid to find out how it is that someone 
could quote Karlson’s secretive second novel when the 
only two people to have read it are dead.

Concurrently, we learn the story of Rachel Lehrer, a child 
of impoverished former landowners growing up in a grit-
ty silk mill town in Pennsylvania in the 1930s. Under-
paid by the local mill owner, Rachel’s father becomes 
an abusive alcoholic in a brutal showcase of the worst 
effects of capitalist wage slavery. Their world is stark 
and unforgiving, shining a light on the lives of working 
class families in the Depression, and the oppressive so-
cial flow-on effects of patriarchal-capitalism, manifesting 

AusLit Review: The Fragments by Toni Jordan

in her mother’s horrifically gendered response to being 
a victim of domestic violence. Rachel soon escapes this 
bleak shitshow, journeying to New York City, where as a 
tenement-dwelling waitress she comes across the famed 
Inga Karlson, who is just months off publishing her high-
ly-anticipated second novel.

While Inga brings an exciting level of glamour and priv-
ilege to Rachel’s life, the author is careful not to distance 
Rachel from her impoverished roots and the continuing 
daily grind of her fellow working New Yorkers. Jordan 
also paints a fascinating portrait of a world on the brink of 
the Second World War, illustrating how American Nazis, 
or ‘the Bund’, infiltrated everyday life and how, despite 
derision by those aware and critical of their racist-fascist 
sympathies, they were still afforded a degree of respect as 
‘men with families to support’.

For a book set partially in 1986, Jordan does well to avoid 
overdoing the usual eighties clichés, opting for more sub-
tle markers of the time-period, which complement the 
superb characterisations of Brisbane itself. Jordan also 
takes some awesomely unsubtle digs at the self-impor-
tance of a “certain type” of academic, which, while at 
times verging on slightly cheap and stereotypical, also 
really ring true. Stories of academics stealing their stu-
dents’ work and passing it off as their own are rife, and 
Jordan portrays this behaviour as pathological, exploit-
ative, and ultimately self-destructive.

I really liked this book. While it might take a leap for a 
contemporary reader to believe that an author like Karl-
son could reach such a level of fame, fortune and near 
universal adoration with one book, once you get your 
head around that, it’s a satisfying ride. Jordan manages 
to impart both familiarity and education in the plot and 
structure, pushing the boundaries just a little bit so the 
reader can walk away feeling like they’ve learnt some-
thing.

I loved that many of Jordan’s descriptive moments were 
both stunning and scathing, and I found the dual narrative 
of Caddie and Rachel to be both compelling and com-
plex, and its resolution nourishing. I’d have no trouble 
recommending it to a general audience. Get some Aus-
tralian women’s writing into you today. 

from a war on Iran - are we really going to profit on this? 
John Bolton says yes, Tucker Carlson thinks no.

We should hope that Trump will continue listening to 
Carlson and people like him, but we shouldn’t depend on 
it. We should be mobilising against a war on Iran now - 
building a broad-based movement that understands that 
peace and a climate transition depend on each other.

None of the factions competing for Trump’s ear accept 
the science of the climate emergency. At the point in his-
tory where we need to devote all of our resources and 
organisational capacity to care for the ecosystems that 
sustain us, the United States ponders a bloodbath.

It is true that we should oppose war because we believe in 
peace. We should make appeals about the inherent value 

... Chris Warren continued from page 8

... Chris Warren continued on page 12



12 SEARCH NEWS

A History of the Newcastle People’s Chorus - 1988 
to 2018, By Rod Noble, 2018, Hunter Workers 
Research Co-operative, Hamilton, NSW.

Reviewed by Mike Donaldson

The key question is not “who” started it, but 
“what” started it. The short answer is: the col-
lective and historical experience of the work-

ing class and its associated movement in the Hunter 
Valley and beyond.
So opens Rod Noble’s History of the People’s Chorus. 
Union families in the late 1800s sang militant songs to 
confront scabs while tin-kettling them. A Marxist Choir 
of about 20 voices sang in Kurri Kurri in 1931. In 1936 
a union meeting in the Newcastle town hall called for a 
workers’ choir. A choir of unionists was active in 1944. 

In its present incarnation, the choir emerged following 
conversations between socialists in the folk music scene 
and delegates to Trades Hall, particularly those involved 
in its Workers Cultural Action Committee. With its name 
pinched from Balmain where a choir was operating in the 
1940s, the People’s Chorus launched in 1988, joining the 
recently established Brisbane Combined Unions Choir 
and the Solidarity Choir in Sydney.  By the mid-90s, Aus-
tralia had ten such choirs, including in Wollongong, Gee-
long, Hobart and Perth, where they are still operating.
Having made its debut in 1988 at the opening of a Labour 
History exhibition at the Regional Museum, the choir 
went on to sing at a wide variety of events and locations. 
At picket lines, rallies, folk festivals, Hiroshima Day, In-
ternational Women’s Day and May Day; in pubs, clubs 
and theatres; at union meetings, birthdays, wakes and 
dinners, the 15 or so mainly female choristers have per-
formed 17 times a year on average over the last 15 years. 
Since it inception, about 200 people have belonged to the 
choir, its largest membership of 35 singing to its biggest 
indoor audience of 2,500 at the Newcastle Workers Club 
during the 1998 Patricks dispute.

When People’s Chorus toured New Zealand (2008, 2015), 
Britain (2006) and regional NSW, they took with them a 
repertoire that included Union Maid, Solidarity Forever, 
Red Flag, Bread and Roses, Internationale, Black Leg 
Miner, Women of the Working Class and a number of 
more contemporary songs, influenced by Paul Simons’ 
album Gracelands and the Flying Pickets, a British choir 
that toured in the mid-1980s.

Currently, the Choir is particularly active supporting the 
Climate Strikes and can see no immediate end.

The book and the Choir’s album “They Spoke Eureka’s 
Name” are available from the Hunter Workers Research 
Co-operative, PO Box 45, Hamilton, NSW 2303. Email: 
peopleschorus@yahoo.com.au  

Choral Singing with Political Commitment 
and Social Justice

Chris Warren continued from page 11

of Iranian lives. It is true that in the event a war with Iran 
occurs, it will consign the Middle East to permanent cha-
os - Iran is by territory and population significantly larg-
er than Iraq and Afghanistan, it’s military (and therefore 
capacity to resist U.S invasion) much larger and more 
sophisticated.
All of this anti-war thinking is eminently true and rea-
sonable. It isn’t enough - at this critical juncture for the 
planet, being anti-war and being for climate justice are 
inherently bound together. There is not one without the 
other. We must think in both terms if we are to have a 
proper map of the crisis we face. Mounting opposition 
to a war is not “over here”, resisting climate breakdown 
“over there”.

The horizon that has been opened by movements and or-
ganisations like School Strike for Climate and Extinction 
Rebellion is meaningful. Any anti-war effort should at-
tempt to channel these movements by highlighting the 
interrelationship between peace and climate.

If the West goes to war with Iran, the planet cooks. In-
versely, we should see a deteriorating climate increasing 
the likelihood of war. 

We must come to the position that opposing war and 
fighting for a safe climate are no longer categorically 
separate things, entailing separate actions. Thinking this 
way should provide a meaningful foundation for a broad 
based anti-war, environmental movement. 


