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.anism and repression intimidates
or, w;a:“ still, convinces them
o t;r that such measures are

€0t 1o solve problems such asinflation
and unemployment.

v a mistake to believe that the
m&ﬂeﬂﬁm;dmmmeptm
1o establish some new form of fascism.
Fascism, ‘theopenly terroristicrule of the big
bourgeoisie’, means the denial of all
democratic liberties; civil, political and
industrial. Historically, it arose out of the
‘economic and social erisis following World
War I, a crisis much more severe than the

{ime more advanced and sophisticated tools -
of social control have been developed in all
areas: economy, ideology and culture,
politics and physical force. So far in the
advanced capitalist democracies (with the
‘possible exception of Italy) the balanced use
of these has been sufficient to maintain order
of the system. The manipulative use of
parliamentary democracy and clever use of
the modern mass media are two examples.

Naturally, as the effectiveness of these
tools diminishes so does the trend to
authoritarianism and repression increase. In
@is situation the struggle for democratic
rights of all kinds assumes great importance
for the left in both a defensive and a strategic
sense. A strategy for the democratic
movement and an analysis of the role of the

cratic struggle in the more general
struggle for socialism are therefore essential,

A good starting point is the assertion,
which can be backed up by a deal of
hmt.un.cal evidence as well as current
experience, that antidemocratic ang
authoritarian trends are both necessary and
logical for the ruling class in situations such
as the present. At a time of erisis itis difficult
if not impossible for an establishment to he
as tolerant of dissent and apposition as in
more stable times. In the first place, thisis so
hgeaqse contention over policy and
directions for society is ohjectively more
dangerous when the system is in difficulties,

here is less room to manoeuvre, it is more

vital than usual that the ruling elass policy
be implemented exactly withoutinfluence by
the needs of other classes and opposition
movements, if they ‘get out of hand’, they
may strike a dgeper chord of discontent than
in ‘good times’. And in the second place it is

present one,-at any rate so far. Since that - -
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so because subjectively a ruling class at such
times feels more insecure and therefore less
tolerant, whether or not its fears of what
might happen if it doesn’t clamp down are
justified. It can’t afford to take the risk, as i
were.

- It should be remembered too that existing
democratic rights are not simply ‘bourgeois’:
many of them were not invented or easily
conceded by the bourgeoisie. Rather they
were the outcome of struggles, often long and
bitter, by the ‘lower orders’ of the newly
established capitalist society: workers,

~ peasants, women, ete. Universal suffrage for
.men_of all classes and votes for women are

two good examples. Even more is this true of
workers’ class rights, such as the right to
form unions and job organisations, conduct
strikes and so on. Many of these rights were
forced on the bourgeoisie, which accepts
them only so long as it has to or while the
exercise of those rights does not seriously
threaten it. The ruling class always hankers
after ‘the good old days’ when the masses
had even less rights than they do now. Thus,
in good times or bad, the tendency of the
ruling class is to restrict and limit
democracy.

This by itself has important implications
for socialist strategy but there is a further,
perhaps more important point. The ruling
class never wants an expansion of
demucrfacy. It fears, denounces as subversive
and fights tooth and nail against
democrat_matiun at any level of society,
whether it be a more democratic electoral
system or more rights for workers on the job.
For these reasons, struggles for both the
defence and extension of democratic rights
are potentially anti-capitalist, especially at
times of crisis when ruling class
authoritarianism is heightened.
stﬁls P]art of a socialist strategy, democratic
it IIZE ©8 are Important in several respects:
i dee: 108'931. educational and organisational

ogical, because one of the central myths
:i"he system is thatitis free and democratic.
b opposed to socialism which is supposed to

myth of a free and democratic
versus an unfree socialism more

{1

ducative value of democratic
is that participants in them may
gily find out the real views of the
ment on demoeracy. This happened
iking way in the movement against
“gacking of Whitlam but it can also
for example, at a job level. Quite
emands for worker involvement in
-making meet with very hostile
. Most businesses in Australia at
oppose workers' participation, let
orkers’ control.

ratic struggles are alsoimportant to
ve basic organisational rights (job,
arty and movement) without which
s no possibility of any real opposition
powerful and well-organised ruling
These basic organisational rights are
strong attack at workplace level and
h legislation like the ‘Right to Work’
ind the recent laws introduced by all
(b/NCP governments to destroy the
ian Union of Students. These
5ive struggles are important in
selves to preserve workers’
nisational and political strength which
e last analysis is the only real barrier to
oritarian threats. But they can also, in
‘circumstances, lead to offensive
les.

in a still wider perspective democratic
rgles can develop a ‘transitional’ aspect;
5 they can begin to take the movement
'the narrow confines of the system. This
ecially so if the expansion of
ieracy can be raised alongside defence of

g rights. In this connection, the
ns of the term ‘Social Democracy’
d be remembered. This term was
eéd by all the socialist parties up to
d War I, when the sellout to national
Winism by the majority gave it such a
me that the left, in the first instance
Isheviks, chose the name communist
. The term originally distinguished
orking class parties from bourgeois
Cratic parties. It was meant to convey
‘they stood for a democracy going
d political democracy (right to vote for
ilament, etc.) by extending it into other
social life, especially economic life,
the capitalists had ali the rights and
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'vutes_;' and the workers virtually none, The
gualitative extension of democracy could
Unly be achieved through economic and
social democratisation. This concept is the
11F1k between the original formulation of the
aims of socialism and the present-day
concept of self-management socialism, The
superior democracy of self-management
socialism compared to either capitalism or
bureaucratic socialism is a significant part
ofits appeal and may be for many a way into
development of a more rounded socialist
CONSCiousSness.

Given these general points, how should the
left approach current democratie struggles?
In the first place, some dangersin the present
situation should not be ignored. While the
conservative forces have a healthy respect
for the fighting potential of the trade unions
and other mass movements they have also
shown a capacity to carefully test out the
limits of this potential. Instead of head on
confrontation with all the movement at once,
there is a series of moves in one place and
then another, with the results of each move
assessed before moving further. In some
important respects this strategy has
succeeded and there has not been nearly the
response there should have. A good example
is the lack of a concerted union response, in
action, to attacks on the unemployed by
governments, business and the media. And
the response to the blatently undemocratic
street march laws in Queensland has not
been what it should be. There seems to be a
numbed acceptance by many ordinary
people, either because they accept Bjelke-
Petersen’s views or because they feel
intimidated and that nothing can be done ta
change things. Either way, the future is
black unless a very broad and powerful
movement can be mobilised.

That requires, as in other struggles, an end
to all forms of left purism and a reaching out
to all potential allies, starting on []'It:ll‘ terms
and in their language. For reasons discussed
above, it is important to the left Itbal the
democratic movement succeed evenifonly in
the limited defensive aspect. Whether the
movement goes beyond defence to a struggle
for expanded democracy _depunds on such
things as how the establishment responds
and how well, or badly, the left works in the
movement.

—B.A,, 20.6.78.
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Rights taken for granted in

Aqstra}m have been denied Lnn(];:;;l:gsnod[
epitomised in tragi-comedy at the time of
Writing by the arrest of thirteen Christian
for singing hymns in a park on the SahbathB

DEMOCRATIC
STRUGGLES IN

QUEENSLAND
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democracy,

‘Fnr long, the Queen,
d:recteq its spite and vinsdlii[;d
all against socia e
Preparing itself
public to accept,
trade union and |,

Eovernment
Egaannly neéss most of

minorities, all the while
for, and conditioning the
wholesale attacks on the
abor movement

Stage was set with repressive
ents to the Conciliation and
on act late in 1976. Next came the
tion of union officials under an
part of the Criminal Code.

o eivil prosecution of unions for
s arising out of industrial dispute
e phoney ‘Right to Work’ legislation
plan for wrecking unions

are many public figures who have
to Queensland as a Police State.
avesuggested thatthe actions taken
government, by the Premier of
land, are leading to a form of creeping
. The latest to make such comments
leader of the Australian Democr:
itor-clect Don Chipp. He said:

am not paranoid about a police state,
t Queensland is coming perilously
ose to ane.

Chipp gave 10 stages of how
sland was approaching Germany of
920s and '30s. They ranged from
g power with a minority group,
ugh gerrymandering the electorate with
elp of the coalition, to passing laws
ed to provoke chaos and incite
nee.

& H Tarlo, Professor of Law, University
‘Queensland, referring to Mr. Chipp’s
nents, and the situation generally, had
ta say in a letter to the press on April 2

.
m’- Don Chipp (Courier Mail, April 18) is
1ght about the Premier’s demeaning of
Queensiand.

Whatever truth there may have been
~about this boast in years gone by, it is
\unfortunate that recently he has been, as
Mr. Chipp puts it, ‘isolating you from the
WSt of Australic by his outrageous
- conduct. ]

ofessor Tarlo went on to say:

the dangers inherent in this style of
dership are obuvious. One hesitates to
@labels in the way that the Premier
@8, but if level-headed conservatives
e ‘Communists’, it may not be too far
I the mark to describe the Premier's
Hons as tending towards that brand of

ft-wing extremism known as
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In trying to find a solution to the problem
he promoted the following

The main hope of the people of
Queensland is that the Liberal Members
of Parliament, including Cabinet
Ministers (if they can forego their ‘perks’
for a short while) will withdraw their
support from the Premier and the
Coalition.

It is a greal pity that the opportunity of
reforming the gerrymandered electoral
system, by a temporary alliance of
Liberal and A.L.P. members, was lost at
the time when the present coalition
government was in the process of
negotiation. This gerrymander is the
root cause of our troubles.

Hawever, it may even now not be toa late
to save Queensland from the disaster
which may befall it if Mr. Bjelke
Petersen is allowed to proceed to his
logical conclusion

The Premier of our state is also well known
for his comments on political, social,
economic and moral issues. In fact, many of
his quotations are quite well known. On
uranium, the Premier, Joh Bjelke-Petersen,
has this to say
What's the man in the street got to do
with it?

or —
We wan't be able to sit on uranium firstly
because it would not be right and
secondly because it would be wrong.

On the economy —

The 40 hour week has given the
opportunity to many to while away their
time in hotels.

On women —

My pilot is a woman and some of my
ministers’ secretaries are women —
we're right across the board in this
regard.
On Aborigines —

When I get accused of this one (prejudice
against Aborigines) Llike to say to r_h(-
accuser, and usually he has long hair,
You're just the sort of man I'm looking
for, dedicated, keen, devoted to the cause.

e s g A A
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i 'd mind if 1 moved a
;Mw:i':‘eﬂ; A‘r i to a house in your

street.

On education —
Someone in the Education Department
does not seem to know what the
government wants children to be taught.

On flying and fatherhood —

Right before they (his children) went to
scheol they'd fly around the State and
even down to Brishane with me,
strapped alongside my little single-
engined aeroplane.

Joh's single-handed government and the
things that have happened in Queensland in
recent years, led Hugh Lunn the author of
JOH to state the following in the opening
paragraph of the preface of his book:

Once upon a time an academic said to
me: ‘In thirty years people will wonder
what happened in Queensland in the
seventies. It will all sound like a fairy

— a man ruling with 19 per cent of
the wvote, a state politician whose
manoeuvres removed a federal
government.’

For decades in Queensland the country
vote was a Labor vote. The impact of
technological change altered this and it led
to the dominance of the Country Party (now
known as the National Party) which took the
place of Labor and won the support of the
country dweller in the country towns.

Queensland has a notorious gerrymander
and this is not a new phenomenon to
Queensland either. The gerrymander has
been used to keep government in office
whether Labor or the National-Liberal Party
coalition. The gerrymander helped keep the
Labor government in office until the time of
the split in 1957, when the breakaway
Queensland Labor Party was formed.

This is how the present govern; i
t
Queensland operates. Joh Bjelke{?:t:rs:‘-:
and his National Party colleagues with 27 2
of the votes have 35 seats. The Liberal Part
“Antht. 251:5 nﬁh‘fovown has 24 seats, and thi
ustralian r Party with 42,
the votes has 23 aeat.s.y S

Due to the gerrymander, one vote west
the Dividing Range is worth nearly I.hr:e iozf
Brisbane and the provincial cities, As Denis

Butler said in his controversial Courier
Mail article in August 1976:

San ity doesn't count when 25 per cent of
the votes gets 50 per cent of the seats and
God'’s an your side.

Before the 1974 elections, the National
Party ruled with only 19 per cent of the votes
and could do so even now with as few as 17
per cent of the votes.

In explaining the Bjelke-Petersen
phenomenon. firstlv itmust be conceded that
Queensland has a large, traditionally
rightwing country and provincial town
population. The decentralised nature of the
state reinforces this. Ten of Australia’s 24
most populous cities are in Queensland and
the Queensland population living outside
Brisbane is greater than the population of
either South Australia or Western Australia.

Hjelke-Petersen has wilfully stimulated

base reaction and acted as a mouthpiece for
it.
_ His words sound as if they come from an
ignorant and inarticulate man. (I personally
think he has both these qualities.) However,
he also has animal cunning and has proved
beyond doubt that he is a stayer and a
survivor of many challenges. He has the
largest public relations force of any
government in the country. Cabinet has the
services of 54 salaried journalists.

The Joh Bjelke-Petersen phenomenon is
notnew in Queensland — in fact it goes back
many decades. Personalities like Joh Bjelke-
Petersen have always been part of the
political scene and men of his ilk have had
iéogim%l;s;:::g: ‘1_11 gu;e;nment, the Public

N utions of the st E
fiitter, 15 (A R Lo ! ate and, for that

Are Joh Bjelke-Petersen’s iti

\ 2 political
a}utndea and actions so different from those
of people like Vincent Gair, Katter Senior.
m::l;.m lhle_ T}:easurer in the Labor

0 ent in the '50s (who lent su tt
:11[1;:& Gl:ur and the Queensland Lahn?rp 1{':;1"1'»f

Eomh'; lfrlil“ became an independent),

jex shell” Barnes of Bundaberg, Tom

i ns arﬁi_ many others? Similar men with

Bish:f"ml:dlé):;ph}m_ were Commissioner

oty missioner Bauer, One could

8o Joh Bj i
e phenf:ﬁ:sh tersen is not an entirely

. He just seems
the others. The shade of diffzwnoe‘g: Eea: l}:;}]

tersen has made a deliberate
to present an image of a strong
er of State rights, populist
pvative prejudice and God-fearing
ippeals to a substantial section of the
in the community, both town and
, but particularly to people in the
country areas, of whom there are

in Queensland.

he past decade, various issues have
ted the trade unions, the labor
ent and the democratic rights
ment in Queensland.

campaign against the war in Viet
which brought about a re-assessment
any in the community, brought a
oning of the values of society. It also
epressive measures by the institutions
pwer to counter opposition to the war.

e we saw another Queensland first- the
[ the law and order Riot Squad armed
th batons 2ft 4 ins. in length to deal with
who dared to demonstrate on
msland soil against Australia’s
ement in the Viet Nam war.

n there was the State of Emergency
g the Springbok tour, aimed against
¢ who wanted to come together and
.t.heir opposition to racism and

eld.

| trade unions and the anti-war
ment, on both these issues, were later
d right and they are now respected
'8 of concern to none other than the
Minister, Mr. Fraser — who has
it up with the stand that was taken by
like myself and others in the trade
_ﬂnﬂ peace movements some ten years

e-Petersen has made many threats in
years to bring down a State of
cy as part of his union-bashing
when unions are in dispute.

there was that blot on the

ces of all decent Queenslanders,
all decent Australians, in the search
troy incident at Cedar Bay and the
ent cover-up by the government of
ons of the police involved.

Map of Queensland which shows in stark
geographical outline the extent of electoral
territory held by the National Party after
their landslide 1974 victory. National Party

seats are in black. Liberal, Labor and
independents held the rest between them —
mostly in Brishane. Amazingly, just 20 years
earlier the ALP held every seat west of the
Great Dividing Range.

The state government’s attack on the ABC
TDT program because it dared to show the
facts and question publicly the ethies of the
Queensland police force and the
responsibility of the minister mncerned‘wnh
the search and destroy operation at Cedar
Bay and the cover-up that happened
subsequent to that - burning 0( the _reports.
the extradition of one of the main witnesses
to Western Australian, the outright lies l.uld
by Police Minister Newbery and the Premier.



cember 1976 saw the sacking of three
in North Queensland for having pot
¢ possession and the vindictiveness,
» arrogance, the brutality and hypocrisy
, d ied the government's attack
Mmmug peaple, the Teachers’
nion and the trade union movement
generally.
It was at that time that Ray Costello,
secretary of the Teachers' Union warned the
Queensland and Australian people of the
development of creeping fascism in
Queensland and urged them to stand up and
he counted and to take counter-action
against the policies of the government, to
support the Teachers' Union in their struggle
against double penalties and the hypocrisy
of the government in its attitude to the use of
marihuana.

Then there was the sacking of Police
Commissioner Whitrod and the appointment
of Terry Lewis.

_Joh Bijelke Petersen then decided it was
time to get stuck into the unions,

There was the Zaphir case and the ultimate
conviction of Ted Zaphir, organiser for the
Storemen and Packers’ Union, by the use of
the Criminal Code. The implications of this
Were enormous. Zaphir was charged with

‘threatening to cause detriment”. When
applied to the sensitive area of industrial
relations this can be so widely interpreted
that any employee, union delegate or official
who threatens to strike or to organise a strike
or a ban can be so charged.

In this sense, the Zaphir case decisi
threatens the entire basis of trade uniz?n
activity in Queensland.

September 77 saw the
5 23 Bo
influenced police provocation at‘;.i??rm‘;
%3911 rally called to express solidarity with
o Zaghumilllsa 130"0 u;?lwe Aq:-%pusitjiun against
the use of the Crimes Jeh:t.. Wi
The 6,000 trade unionists

gathe
I_!nma Street Forum were surrm::dd:c{ uﬁ;
.mpoime daring the unionists to ch ze

- The government was bi

£

and displayed a hi
e s e ligh degree
sible  for
‘and by the rank and file

new right to march legislation bystaging
! . The rally was a tremendoug

line by those
organising the
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We also have the attitude of the Premier,
obviously supported by his government, that
the “police can do no wrong”.

Numerous cases of police brutality and of
police operating outside a normal code of
ethics have been proved but Joh Bjelke
Petersen comes to their defence and the
inguiries are either squashed or excuses are
made for the police. They are white-washed
and exonerated.

What of the Inspector of Police who bashed
a young student on the head?

Joh Bjelke-Petersen prevented Police
Commissioner Whitrod from conducting an
inquiry. Instead of being disciplined, the
Inspector was promoted and in the Queen's
New Year Honors list, he received the
Queen’s Medal.

More recently we have the banning of
street marches. On September 4, the week-
end before the Zaphir trial, from the vastness
of his Kingaroy property, BjelkePetersen
off-handedly announced:

Dun:t bother applying for a permit. You
wm?n t get one. That's government policy
.

The Premier was addressing himselfto the
broagl spectrum of people organising an anti-
uranium rally and march on October 22, as
part of a national mobilisation against the
mining and export of Australian uranium.

The rally took place. There w. ttempt
o i ] as an attemp
g ting in approximately 500

The revelation that Bj

A 2L h jelke-Petersen
g:?rﬁ“i’;n;:cﬁ:"ﬂmeht Dqlic;( surprised no
i thré?gm#;mhm Kingaroy home

Thenthmi-.ﬂmp;p.pased"mghtm Work”

1At |
emﬂ‘;‘:&‘;:t"l: fach poses a danger and threat
i ade union movement, greater

Queenmfher mfm it has confronted in

undemocratic
one can cite

terference in the

L banning of
[}

ernment schools,

f:'ﬂe saw the Premier manipulate
pend $200 million more of the
or the establishment of the new
ge at Tarong rather than
The collective knowledge of the
‘of the wvarious government
ts commissioned to bring forth
ations on where the power house
built was rejected by Joh Bjelke-

d his “Running Dog” Conzinc
ha never for one moment thought
nywhere else than Tarong ....and
is where it is to be.

begins tothink that he has gone to
s when all of a sudden another front

me it was Aurukun and Mornington
the sacking of the Uniting Church

tion on the Aboriginal reserves,
nnouncement by the Queensland
al and Island Affairs Minister, Mr.
Porter, ofthe take-over of the affairs
serves.

here was the subsequent altercation

Federal government, where their
oting”’ once again gave Joh a
t the expense of the rights of the
1al people.

in the ointment” was no other
ih's old pal, Conzinc Riotinto, the
he surface” issue at Aurukun being
ol of the rich bauxite deposits for
A has the mining lease. In the
f the battle for the control of
nal land, state rights versus
d government, implications about
and seceding .... just as a diversion,
‘cops, Hogan's Heroes, Inspector
Special Branch chief, arrested
en for humming in the streets on the

legraph of April 10, 1978, reported
lent above as follows:

S of the arrests made national and
national news this morning and
ned the pressure of all Queensland
liamentarians to force the
iment to reverse its tough attitude
t the marches of dissent.

news reports told Australians and

as listeners that the clergymen
en ordered by police to stop
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singing h,_vmn.«‘ in Adelaide Street, City,
and later in Queens Park, George Street.

The police also told the protesters to stop
humming the hymns and then stop
whistling.

The three clergymen were arrested on
r'f.ﬁar';-,fe’s of having failed to obey a police
direction and with having resisted
arrest

Free enterprise cashed in on this tragic
event and marketed a new perfume in
Queensland called .... “JOH" ... (to stop you
humming in the streets).

There is a danger of Queensland creeping
into fascism by default and the
ineffectiveness of the trade unions’ and the
labor movement's opposition to this state of
affairs i1s worrying.

I must qualify this by saying that the
stance of the Liberal Party has considerably
aided Bjelke-Petersen in his rise to absolute
power and his use of dictatorial and
undemocratic legislation

On the ban on the right to march issue,
differences have surfaced - many in the
Liberal Party. The president and secretary of
the Queensland Branch of the Liberal Party
are opposed to the law banning marches.
They want an appeal to a magistrate instead
of to the commissioner of Police

However, their outspoken criticism and
opposition has prompted Joh to respond in
the same way as he responded to the Bishops
and other leading churchmen on the same
1SSUe ... They're all a bunch of Commos.

When a former Miss Australia (Mrs.
Bonner) an ardent anti-uranium supporter
asked him questions about E'I‘-'ﬂ liberties
during the state elections 1n I\t:\'umher LlslT).
year, in particular about the November 22
rally, his reply was:

If you fly with the erows you get shot
with the crows.

The Courier Mail of April 17, 1978
reported that the Premier (Mr. Bjelke-
Petersen) attacked the Liberal Party state
president (Mrs. McComb) and state director
(Mr. Leggoel over the right to mm‘gh issue.
He accused them of “hoodwinking
Queenslanders and allying tl_\rmselyes wl'(!\
the Communist Party to give Brishane's
streets back to the mob. He said:
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ting Committee and the attempts t,

march have displayed courage angd

dedication by thousands of young people

tho have been in the forefront of il

aign.

ere have been more than 1,200 arrests,
thousands ofdollars in bail and fines

tuation is the same right throughout

and. Public forums expressing

‘are spied on by Special Branch cops

presence of uniformed police

ate those present and prevent others

of the fear of going on the Special
ssier) from joining in.

to one simple action by a youny
iding in Bundaberg, a town 150
ﬂlfﬂl n_f-Brisbane -... This young
 concerned at the denial of civil

: sland so he applied for a
to march in a deserted
. He was refused. I1e

He and his dog at
accompanied by a

though, fades into
considers the police
'monstrations and

arch brings furth
een the case on

t has cost the
oximately one-
naintain the
s since this

nti-Uranium
report in the

away s

recent vigil at the Hamilton

- where uranium was being
of Australia, the following
was drawn up for the Port of
ported in the Sunday Mail of

ve drawn up a tight security
raniwm ore ships visiting the
shane.

makes it virtually impossible
antum demonstrators to get
e near the ships, by land or

weeks ago it would have been
asy for extremists to interfere
ip's pussage up and down the
daub anti-uranium sloganson
Ips.

security plan, devised after
ranium demonstration at
ntainer terminal on March
ure the ships are under
veillance from the moment
he river.

e will stop every private craft
ipping channel when an ore
ving or leaving and ask the
business.

kimh Sharkcut launches will
ship up and down the river,
wate craft well clear.

, palice will search the wharf
he area on the opposite bank
wranium ship ties up.

mall boat passed the area and
n. Sergeant Munn of the Water
he incident:

adrenalin going, but it turned
a bloke testing a boat he had

it would be a quiet time to test
d he got quite a surprise when
hts hit him.

the Special Federal Unions
held in February this year, the
wvement has virtually opted
gele against the exporting of

sening up of new mines ... the
itive recommendation endorsed
| Unions Conference (and
majority of state Trades and
ils), when stripped of the

EMOCRATIC STRUGGLES IN QUEENSLAND 11

“gobbledegook” gives the pale green light to
go ahead and open up new mines.

The example given regarding security
measures at the Hamilton Container Depot
should be given serious thought by all in the
trade union movement. This action is only
the hegmning of the draconian measures
that will be taken by governments of the
future if Australia develops along the lines of
a nuclear technological society.

Such a society will bring with it a massive
security system that will impinge on
people’s privacy and civil rights. The ban on
street marches is a clear warning of this. The
struggle against uranium mining and
uranium export 18 synonymous with the
struggle for civil rights. It is for these reasons
that I strongly believe that the Australian
trade union movement made the wrong
decision when it gave the OK for the exportof
uranium and a pale green light for the
opening up of new mines, and they they must
get back into the struggle.

The situation is getting worse, not better.
The Queensland government has been clear
and systematic in its curtailment of rights
and the suppression of oppoesition. It has
moved in stages: first making the police force
the open instrument of the ruling party,
appreciating well which side its bread was
buttered. The next stage was to step up the
attack on minorities and dissenters around
emotive labels and issues — hippies, drugs,
dole bludgers. Then the main thrust of the
attack was shifted to the mass labor
movement and the trade unions.

Suppression of opposition has one
universal feature everywhere — once started
it developsits own logic and momentum. One
restriction leads to another, each requiring
more penalties and more police powers to
enforce it.

Strengthening of puli;e powers  was
foreshadowed in the Criminal Law Inquiry
Report, new industrial legislation was
promised in the election platforms of the
coalition parties. And given the character of
the government's methods and objectives,
the restrictions on the right to protest
marches may well reveal themselves as
merely the first step ln\\‘_n_rds a more
draconian muzzling of opposition.

The democratic movement must ask itself
how further steps in this direction can be
prevented.

¥
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ev.eryune'a an activiat and a theorisy, and 1
thm_k that in the women's movement we're
getting there, although we've still got a long
way to go — people still aren’t conscious
enough about it.

R: It was impressive that there was a lot leag
theory bashing this time, and the oceasions
when there wags a bit of theory bashing or
academic bashing, it was totally justified by
confused presentation of papers, particularly
in the Problems of Feminism session.

J: One of the reasons why that happened
was because the conference didn't attempt to
separate off theoreticians from activists. If
you structure a conference that's deliberately
pointed towards theory, many aetivists
select themselves off;, they stay away
because they don't see themselves as
theoreticians and they don't see that they
can take part in that process. [ thoughtit was
very interesting how women who obviously
hadn’t thought very much at all about a large
number of the guestions that people were
writing papers and developing theory about
became so involved in the process of
developing and putting to a test those ideas.
In that respect, too, it was non-sectarian.
That was an important feature of the
conference — it had breadth and yet the
politics were quite radical.

C: That was the most important thing about
the conference. It did bring together the
theorists and what some people call the
practitioners, and that was the real strength
of the conference and we've all gained from
that. There were some women in Melbourne
who were really worried that the conference
wasn't going to be academic enough and we
had a debate about this and someone
suggested that the theoreticians uus{hl_m be
separated out because there wouldn’t be
enough common ground, and maybe the
practitioners would feel oppressed by them.

Others argued that there would be some
conflict but we could all learn from it.

R: I don't like this distinction between the

theorists and the activists

C: No.

R: One reason it was good was that a lot of
the people giving lhmrﬂ;w] _uLuff are

activists and were nddress!ng their wc_-ri: to

specific problems that they've been facing in

the practice of the movement, particularly on

unemployment.




I think there's a whole lot of women
A m:gﬁ theoretical work to do with
women who have never been part of the
women'’s movement, That really struck me at
a conference on women’s studies in
Melbourne two week-ends ago. It really does
affect the theoretical work they do and the
way they teach women's studies courses.

P: I agree with you — [ wantto work towards
ending that division but I think it's still
there, I've particularly noticed itin the ways
Carmel talked about it. Women's studies
have become very popular and there are alot
of women involved, both from the teaching
and learning aspect if you want to divide it
up that way, who haven’t had much contact
with the women's liberation movement. I
think the conference was very good for them
in that respect because so many of the
sessions honed in on bringing the two
together. I met several women who told me
that they'd never been to a conference before,
never been in the women's movement and
the conference was really encouraging for
them. A lot of conferences aren’t like that-
they intimidate new people rather than
encourage them.

C: For a lot of Melboumne WOl
mnjen:_nce was a bridging gmuu’;lero ttII:.:
Wwomen s movement. Just being with 1,500 or
2,000 women has allowed them to b‘ecnme
part of the women’s movement in a non-
threatening way and this will affect the way
in which they wark politically. We have
women from Melbourne, say, who have been
working in their community setting up da
care centres and learning exchanges fo{'
;r::gec:lm ]thelsu?l;.lrbs, and for those women
e v
impurtant.y ink it has been really

S: I have a very distorted visi

5t0) sion of th
llmnference -1 wasn't in any session foi
onger than two minutes. (Sye was takin,
photos of the conference } K

E: Having sat through many confer, i
K en

Ccourse of my life, Imust say this ha:‘:;lna
Pprobably the most exciting one and it had
some outstanding features. Of course, it
't a conference towards action, there
no resolutions taken, which meant that
Wwas no need to polarise thoughis,

- similar to yours, The
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Thinking back to the beginning of i
organisation it did look like being a ver
helpful and important exercise in academi;
But that there was such a huge response to i
proves that it filled a very vital need in the
women's movement. I think everybody mus|
have changed in the course of it. From thai
point of view, it must take the women's
movement forward.

If I have any crificism it is that quite often
it did get stuck in academic contemplation of
the past without any evident endeavour t,
draw the lessonsfor today which to me seems
ta be the importance of history. I think one

“other very fundamental lesson that has heen

learnt, or can be learnt by those who want 1,
learn it, is that a conference can b
spontaneous and freeflowing and
democratic despite the fact that it has o
certain structure. The absolute tyranny of
structurelessness and endless arguments ol
what we should diseuss and who should talk
first was totally absent and the very spirit in
which the sessions took place indicated a
coming of age. From one who is very close to
the age of saying, well. this is it for me, i’s .
tremendously reassuring thing to have
experienced.

8: From the experience of going around to

e_ﬂﬂh Ses8101, my impression is something

courtesy which people

:ﬁt:#ﬁe:néoﬂﬁ} other in just listening in

foer Thons Ing people to get up from the

e weren't, as far as Icould see, any
un fights, political or otherwise.

J: Very few, an:

s anyhow — there were a coupleof
g};;ez]w};fm ¥ou got it, but it didn’t develop
vem) uch and th_ere Was a reaction against

» too, whenever it happened,

aine ng experience. You
With ey ole lot of strangth from beiny

number of peaple, and just

J:

.NT::IE:}Vlargl: couple of times when T felt

sessions Wl:::l Chu‘f’a.bﬂ)kﬂﬁ up. In the first
ave their pap ers, ‘.’L;:il\‘llarfaret Power
ple. T 'was trying
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ment, and the traditional
onsg for women’s unemployment
liscussion got bogged down in that
ion. There was no way to discuss
ers in that large group of people, It
perfect conference, if there is such a

uld like to come in and say that I
with Carmel. There is a tension
the desire to sit and glorify all the
of people and feel good about it and
" — a much greater cost — of
s not being able to get anywhere. I
" particularly frustrating at this
nce that we did have the
tional capacity to break those
down and the times we did it were
uch, much better. People didn’t sit
ling deprived of what was going on
er three smaller sessions they were
"1 think we've gone a step further.
ference did it better than any other
onference I've been at, but
ally it broke down. That is perhaps
e to an ideal structure as you can get.
, you get your 4-500 people together for
hour, then they can go off into small
for a further hour and a half. In the
n on Jan Aitken's paper on
ution the room was packed, people in
8, people couldn’t even get to the
ones, and you could sense, as Jan
hat there was enormous resistance
she was saying, and then there was
n about it. But there was no way that
aper could have been properly
d, nor was Marian Simm's paper on
tvative Feminism in Australia treated
ay it should have been.

Marian was so arrogant in her
on that she gave all academics a
e,

paper needed a detailed response
couldn't make in that structureeven
d been delivered in an accessible

f what was discussed was more or
hﬂnce inasmuch as discussion was
to what people brought forward in
ere are some very cardinal points
idn’t come forward because the
who have either the pertinent
§ or the answers were not those who
apers or could physically bolll'wra
8 me to the forty dollar questions,
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the.purennia] question of how to reach to the
majority of women, the working class
women, the uncommitted women, those who
will have to change it in the long run, and
women in a position to influence important
actions. I'm thinking specifically of peaple
like Alice Hughes who is right in the hubofa
very important union struggle — and no way
could she take the time off to write a paper, or
have the physical energy to come to this
conference — and there must be lots of
others. From that point of view, despite the
number of activists there, it was still
somewhat removed from many vital centres
of action or potential action. But that was
unavoidable and does not in any way detract
from the phenomenal walue of the
conference

C: In Melbourne we made strenuous efforts
to reach as wide a number of women as
possible. We sent letters to all women’s
organisations, to all the trade unions and
chased up individuals we knew in unions,
and publicised the conference through three
CR groups. Our group has been meeting
since August, and we actually got a large
number of trade union women to come to the
conference. The Australian Insurance
Employees Union sent two reps from the
eastern states and representatives from each
of the others, the MOA sent two reps, the
teachers’ unions sent reps, the food
preservers — still that's jlugt a drnp‘m the
bucket and as we are organising a conference
in Melbourne in 1980, we'll make much more
effort to get women from the trade unions,
and also women in the wider community
be involved. One way you can do this is via
the learning exchanges — we've got about a
dozen in Melbourne and that's one way to get
women from the suburbs invalved. Hf_!.\\'cver,
unfortunately you can't have a conference
that will do all your political \\'Qrk for you.
It's unreal to expect that a conference can
reach all women

R: I'd like to take up the question of why the
women’'s movement 1s getting into history —
whether it's something that we can call a
new history, that’s drastically different from
the old history. I'd like to suggest that part of
the problem is that the new history isn’t as
drastically different from the old as we're
inclined to think, despite our new emphasis
on oral history, social history andsoon.I'ma
bit worried that we find history the most
attractive of the disciplines precisely because




uw, ‘the least
e new history’s
‘fact grabbing or will
I ‘we can inject more

in we've done so far.
u mean, the new history? Do
y interests in history? That
e are going back and looking at

women.

R 1 think, for instance, that the oral history

is really important and I'm sorry I missed
it

wﬁmﬂmﬂd was very good.
, we doneed to do that sort of work
if we're going to have any understanding of
the past because we're dealing with the
various parts that haven't been adequately
recorded. At the same time, there's a real
danger of just finding new heroines, for
instance, rather than getting into theorising
what the past was about.
B I can see that danger, but probably
coming from a politics background in the
sense of a university discipline, I've had the
opposite sort of frustration. In the area that
I've worked there’s been a lot of theoretical
work done about, say, women and class, and
what ‘women's oppression is about, what are
the origins of it, with very little empirical
exploration of those theories. So, although
there is a very strong emphasis on facts and
not on tlee!ary. in the academic tradition of
history, it's #ood that there are so man.
concrete studies being done and mostoﬂherﬁ
:ﬁem to be _mflm_ned by a fairly explicit
eoretical viewpoint. Thev're either testin,
:}11“ specific things about feminism or class Dgr
€ nature of women's oppression but even if
they're not we can still use the’m for that
Purpose, question them in that way. It's a

R: Do you think there w
. € i
Presentation of the hismnF:a'l,::,:;:ﬁ!—l-nﬂtxhe :
c]&a:'f“m weren't really drawn out %
le y" And of course it's hard to pres
cal stuff without gettj Y
-~ of detail immediately,
Yes, one of the problems wi i
" ith th
ers was that people weren’te:l;;gmz
em. They weren't able to

nginto a wealth
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deliver them in a l0-minute synopsis .,
that said two clear things. It said, on the
hand, that's what history's about — hisio,
full of detail. But it also revealed that peap
didn’t know what they were doing with th,
papers which is why they couldy
summarise them. So, time after time, yvou «
there while people who were giving histori
papers and had 10 minutes, simply trea,
that as meaning “I'm going to go real {:
through as much of my paper as [ can,
when [ get near the end of the 10 minutes |,
going to say the last paragraph of it”. Now
that's a heritage of empirical history.

P: I don't think it was just that.

L: No, I don’t think it was just that. bui
think that was one of the things that w.
happening.

P: I know that the reason why I decided
summarise the content or give an outline
the content of my paper was because [ knev
people hadn't read it. So if I had simp!
talked about the theoretical aspects of it 1|
the guestions would have been about ‘bu
what do you base this on’, so what I tried ¢

do was give a summary of the historica
events,

L:Iwould
hecause you began, if T remember, with quit
a:g\l;ergltislatmnent of what it was about. |

oW thdiyouSwere trying to do som
?dngn;lcﬁwmk to putinto a framework. Anl
icno:lv tth'mk it was that some people didn'
Friae) ﬁ:: they only had 10 minutes. I'm
:5'1‘;8 hat with some of those papers even 11
People had sat down and tried to make o
] Wwould have found it very
hi?’i: this empirical heritag:
K oo SRS coming up again and
‘mi“i; Fﬂmﬁ 'ﬂ!‘th@tgften the new histors
Whting Ak Wﬁhmg more than people
aoung about women in the same fashion
itten all their other history
Ber in the academi

a
l:gn
there

at I've encountered.

her trend which I think
in that people adopt
en try to reconstruct
t simply justifies it
_of papers which |
Tdon't mean that you
t ustifies a certain
mr do I think that

g__t what you are

L as ajustification

exceptyour paper from what [ sail

that is being done now.

Lesley was saying that if you
@ clear perspective and you get
n in empiricism, you're doing
fairly reactionary.

r of our historians have been
this extraordinarily barren
method. I was trained as a
d came out of the Sydney history
t completely barren of theory.

red the women's movement and
left I've had a reaction similar to
the other side, that is, that the
d was so ahistorical that | had to
of it. Often, it was nothing other
icated sets of rules or complicated
th no historical substance and
eant nothing to me. [ found my
ectual position a very difficult one
s one hand there are political
the women’s movement from the
eral who aren’t historical and
re probably quite simply wrong or
not to be trusted, and on the other
torians who are so simplistic, for
e Rickard book is so simplistic in
of class, yet it's the big book
tory in Australia has no theory.
n't outside that.

ng that came across most strongly
the importance of not seeing
static body of knowledge but
that has to be constantly
and is developed in the process of
g to apply it.

with Lesley and it's not just a
ther, of developing a theoretical
that's been totally lacking in our
ut also the language in which you
d that I either write journalistic
emic stuff, but I can't get a
ind which is more accessible and
ard, particularly when you have to
. You do have to write in a
ich is acceptable to academia.
roblems for historians who write
n is thatto prove our point and to

age accepted we have to be
ic, we have to prove
ten times over, otherwise it won't
dl. That danger is very hard to
then there's all the unconscious
ing on as you progress through
and you're not really aware of
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L) Avtu;il]y I think that this is the way into
the question of how we use history. Do we
look at our history to give us answers for
now, or do we look at it for contemplation.
Fh_e answer is more in terms of a general
I.hmg_uhm:t informing theory. I don’t ever
have in my head the question “am I looking
at the late 19th century to get answers about
now?” — it just seems to me a totally unreal
question. I'd come back and say I'm
concerned about now but [ also have a fear
about theory being ahistorical and
somewhere there's a ceiling. But I never ask
that question and I'd never try to answer it.

E: I wonder to what extent those of us who
are communist party women adopting an
historical and dialectical attitude towards
our own party. I find it guite hurtful on
occasions, particularly as occurred over the
weekend, when communist women find it
necessary, for what reasons I don’t know,
perhaps to prove their own superiority, to
talk about our party and communist men in a
very destructive way. I don’t think that we
need to be protective or stick up for the party,
come what may, but the criticism seems
based on the assumption that communist
men should have always known better,
totally forgetting that even those of us who
are the keenest feminists lacked any insight
or knowledge of m and were unable to
play our part within the party to overcome
sexist practices as they existed. Wg weren't
able to fight our own battle, so 1 don'tsee \‘.vhy
we have to berate men for the very efforts
that were made to develop women within ihle
party and as leaders within the women's
movement. Sexist and all as the practices
were, [ don't think that any other political
party has ever set out to develop women, t,o
have a policy on women, to have women'’s
committees however faulty and inadequate

and so on.
make women part of the forces
that would change society were always the:re
in the history of our party — that they Wfr?
inadequate is as much our fﬂultl as it \\.;lif_,
anyone else's. Very many, myself above a d
very happily accepted the role that ﬂuw‘ed
out of our conditioning, and E‘he br}t.;.x
society. Why should we thmk‘ that
communist men should h.a\-'e been less l'.!};mg
up than the restofsociety ? It was as much an
the fault of the men

istoric phenomenon as fthe ;
Eki;) wai the fault of the whole ideology.

Attempts to



e in the party suited
and rank and file moy
because it served male
rd rumbles among the

hout how they couldn't
se their husbands were
as no way they could
‘change the situation

ovement and the
in the communist
o left it. Partly it
appened that in
the women who
ial were either
nist and the
organisation of
party. In that
‘the limelight,
lems we werc
roblems women

sessions were
my life hegan
ty, and how
there was a

[ was in the
f the most

Lgave me an
be said. At
as being put
to say why |
€ women's
Omen were

/as still the
‘ have felt
ion should

I would have said, off the
the communist party, no, it

t those sessions. I think
doing is reflecting, T guess,

t I've never belonged to an
that, I've never belonged to a
think of an example off the
, but I think that you're just
jat your organisation, past or
p a few times. And yet I agree
hing about the communist
rent thing, like the catholic

I'm asking is where were the
men, where were the other ...

arty was mentioned once.

re over-reacting to our over-
se people who weren't in the
me afterwards that the
focussed entirely on the
rty and why are we talking
nunist party in this way.

ight have been the session

n some way almost prove the
munist women and the
ty were involved when other

ows that — it's what sort of
of what the communist party
interesting that in those
men in political movements
irtually no discussion on the

| was in the session on
icy and she was bloody good

er experience of the Labor
mentioned [ felt rather
owards because they were
look, we're here, come and
want and we'll do what we

up during the constitution
way.

‘more in terms of analysis of
ces of the Labor Party.

papers submitted — were
s in that area by CP women

'.Hh_‘l it came out in the
ALP had been notified and

WOMEN AND LABOUR CONFERENCE 19

we had women from the ALP State
Committée coming along and I thought that
the Melbourne Women’s Committee was to
do a paper. There was one complaint about a
paper from Melbourne ALP women that they
said was sent but never arrived.

L: Yes, there were a few papers that went
astray.

When Rosemary made her introductory
remarks on the conference she pointed out
that maybe one of the reasons it was so
delightfully free of sectarian upheavals was
because it was also singularly free of where
are we going to go, of explicit confrontation
of the situation at the moment. In fact, the
only session that [ was in that attempted to
pose things to do was the prostitution one
and that was where vou could just feel the
extraordinary division of opinion. So maybe
that brings us back to the general question of
what the conference was about or does the
conference show us the way forward, where
to or whatever.

C: That also came out in the problems of
feminism session, because, as someone said,
we don't really want to face the problems.

L: But also the notion of what the problems
are were radically different. The notion of
what the problems were from some people’s
points of view were very much at the
personal level and they were the priorities
and there were other people who saw thelack
of theory, that the women's movement has
no coherent broad politics in the old meaning
of the word.

P: I think it's a bit unrealistic to expeet that
at a conference of that kind you'd be able to
draw out those strategic implications and
have a political discussion in that sense, butl
think that it's extremely difficult to both _luok
in a worthwhile way at histm:lpai
experiences and draw out thelpolmpal
implications and have a decent discussion
about them in three days. I thought that
maybe we'd formulate some questions at this
conference for maybe another cunfersenc‘e
about strategy, and I know that's a

schematic way of looking at it, but I think

that I didn’t expect very much. [t's true that

inevitably, as soon as we start to discuss

strategies, then the differences in approach

come out more and some of those are

expressed In a sectarian way and some

aren’t.
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oriented
partic
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e work 18! :
ff to deal ey 3 :
eeting that decided

this and all I want to say about iti if
made that decision Iythinkt :vl: t]:;;iw:
mistake. T thought we made the opposite
demmop. except that the Feminist Bookshop
was going to have a stall, and that anyone
else could sell other materials,

J: Outside,
L: I thought anywhere.

J: As I remember there was a ban on people
setting up stalls in an area that was provided
for pepple to come to have coffee. The
Feminist Bookstall was to be the only group
to set up a bookstall, if others wanted to
negotiate with the Feminist Bookshop about
having publications that were otherwise
inaccessible, that they could do so.

L: The Feminist Bookshop just said no.

J: The only other things that could be sold in
there were women's movement publications
and they couldn't set up big tables all over
the place, but they could have a chair or a
small table. Just from a practical point of
view, you couldn’t have had Intervention,
the SWP, IS, etc. setting up tables in that
area.

R: Are you saying that they were free to set
up tables outside?

J: Yes.

L: People claim that they were stoppefi from
selling outside and stopped from sefting up
tables. It seems that there was more toit than
that the Sparts were thrown out but I don’t
think we should make an issue of it — I think
that there are things to talk about — you
couldn'’t possibly talk about them in thatlast
session, it wasn't that sort of session — the
combination of no microphone and Sparts
would have been chaos. I think the people
down the front did the right thing in getting
off that. I agree it was a bit unpleasant, but
I'm glad we gotoffit. ButIthink we did make
a mistake, I think with all the bestintentions
in the world in terms of space, in retrospect,
I'm sorry we made that decision.

R: [ was worried about the hysteria when the
issue was raised at the final meeting.

- I think that means nothing at _all,_ people
:l:;alcttEJ l;.lo the Sparts —and a lqt didn tlmov,v
why people were angry al_mut_ it — we don’t
seem to have the facts, butit will be discussed
and I don't think now we can say much more

about it.




One of the most striking features of the
Australian economy is the key role played by
Jarge banks and insurance companies. A
small number of very large financial
institutions not only dominate their own
sector of the economy, but also are the
higgest owners of shares in manufacturing,
mining, transport and retailing companies.

A recent study by Michael Lawriwsky*
shows that financial institutions together
own 35.3 of the shares in the 226 large
Australian corporations in his sample.
Individuals hold another 21 per cent of
shares while all other companies (including
nominees) account for the other 43.7 per cent,

The Australian Mutual Provident Society,

Australia’s largest companies, In many of
these companies the AMP is the largest
single shareholder. The total value of its
shareholdings is a massive $1234.3 million. ]

The role of institutions like the AMP is
certainly important, but it is often
misunderstood. In particular, it leads to two
persuasive myths.

Theﬂ:ﬁmt, traditionally popular on the left,
sees “money power” as the linchpin of
capitalism. Since the banks control the
economy the way to break the puwer'{(f
capital is to in turn control the banks,

Two traumatic episodes in Aus

1890s and the 1930s saw massi economic
dislocation accompanied a]:;wfmigh ned
class struggle as the ruling class tried tnm

class. It was easy to cast t]
main villains in both ca:ea.he honlkeas ﬂm.

Anstey (Frank Ashton in Hardy’ P
without Glory), writing in 19165: Eesm
how the banks were profiting from the war:

“The essence of capitalist war”

argued, was “so the nation can levyl'néA:-agxy:
not Money. Men may die - Money lives. Men
come back armless, legless, maimed and

for example, owns shares in some 280 of

history seemed to confirm this view. Both the

the burden of depression onto the wo,:],gtri"‘.-"~

Within the newly formed Australi : i
Party the left embraced this :;ali;r;;f Eﬁm :

shattered - Money comes back fatter thar,
went, loaded with coupons, buttered wiy
perpetual lien...”

“Out of the war", he predicted, “wi
emerge two classes - Bondholders and slav,

‘of Bondholders™.

e very name of Anstey’s pamphlet - Th

it
Kingdom of Shylock - powerfully evok:

this tradition’s picture of how Australia
cu:pu_ta]_.im really works.

The second myth I want to examine begin
from the same observation that banks an
other financial institutions are large owner
oft}thqﬁnapltahst enterprises, but it draws
very different conclusion.

@1&. qument 18 that the money depositec
banks or paid to insurance companies i\

Premiums comes in the first place fron

iple. Since these people benefit
tments made on their hehal
concerned, aren't they the
*ulﬁ;:mt'ﬂf the economy? Thi=
to mutual insurance

MP, where there are nc
D'I!.c%fshulders legally own

has a bank deposit o1
Icy and who receives
from his/her bank’s o1
IY'8  investments has
.ﬂ‘le_ﬂap‘ita]ist. So much
€ class struggle
pitalists!

seriously obscure the
if@?r plays in the
will try to show in

ial institutions

year's Gross

324 million

refore, the banks account for
ly half of the sector’s assets.

f the financial sector includes 49
e companies (13.3 per cent of all
gsets), 214 non-life insurance
(5.5 per cent), 93 building societies

), and B2 finance companies (15.6

well, there are a number of small
re and rapidly growing “fringe”
uch as merchant banks.

res show that finance is much
itrated than other sectors of the
id are dramatic enough as they
ey actually understate the real
onopolisation that exists.

nple, of the 13 trading banks
n Australia, the seven majors
87 per cent of trading bank loans.
h is linked in turn to a savings
in most cases to a finance

here appear to be a large number of
npanies, this too is overstating
thirteen companies probably do
) per cent of all finance company
ith the top three having over a
e business. With life insurance itis
dramatic. There, the four top
(the AMP, Colonial Mutual Life,
tual Life and Mutual Life and
ave 81 per cent of all assets.

atively few large financial
are the main source of capital
of the Australian economy. They
capital in two main ways, either
oductive enterprises or as direct
these enterprises. Either way,
part of the surplus value
workers in these enterprises in
interest or dividends. In turn, this
dto pay operating expenses and
18 reinvested or distributed to
's or policyholders.

tage for productive enterprises
ﬁe able to expand their scale of
r employing more workers and
es. Of course, they have to pay
the money they borrow or
lew share issues they make.
ht, however, so long as the
it they make on this new
rrather, their workers make for
er than the interest or dividend
to pay.
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In a normally operating capitalist
economy the marketrate of interestis always
less than the average rate of profit. The
latter, for a given group of capital goods
employed, depends on the share of output
appropriated by capital. It is therefore
determined within the produection process,
ultimately by the struggle between workers
and capitalists over the rate of exploitation.
The interest rate, on the other hand, is
determined by struggles between different
groups of capitalists, outside the production
process.

Does this mean that bankers and the
directors of insurance companies are
interested in high interest rates while
industrialists want low rates? In general this
is true but it is complicated by the fact that
financial institutions are not really lending
their own capital to productive enterprises
but are actually lending funds they in turn
have borrowed from depositors or
policyholders.

What matters to the shareholders and
directors of a bank is the difference between
the rate at which it borrows money (that is.
tne rawe you, tne deposiwr, receive) and the
rate the bank charges on itsloans. Solong as
lending and borrowing rates go up or down
together the bank will still make money. In
fact, if a general lowering of interest rates
leads to an increased volume of loans the
bank will benefit rather than suffer.

(You can be sure that, as interest rates start
to come down over the next ;e\\‘ qlonth:
following the recent moderation in the
inflation rate, it will be the interest rates the
financial institutions offer say, debenture
holders, that will come down before the rates
they charge borrowers.)
as the institution itﬁvlf is viable it
may even be in the interests of1ts directorsto
hold interest rates artificially low in order to
provide cheap funds for their mates in uth?r
companies parlu‘_ulnrl_\' when tgeﬁb?
directors may be also sitting on the boards o
these companies

The Bank of New South Wales, iu}:
example, is linked in this v\a: to suc
important nmnufa.rtu_z:lp%: i‘%“ o m:m;ﬁ
companies as Amatil, C ‘-uh ICI, Alcoa [Aher
Mount Isa Mines and directors 1f~¢.xm 0
banks are involved in similar links.

While this mech

So long

anism is easy to follow
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he AMP_Suciew‘ itaelf the
of eguity in Australian

board is Sir Vincent Fairfax
on the board of the Bank of
Fairfax Limited. The AMP in

million worth of shares in
pany and $4.2 million in the

or is8 Sir Theo Kelly,
polworths. The Society owns
orth of Woolworths shares. Or
Mr R. R. Law-Smith, who as
director of the AMP sits on the
and the National Bank. The
areholdings totalling §71
two companies.

ne 21 per cent of the AMP's
holding is in companies with
/'8 directors are associated

from such a relationship?
olicyholders, as a quick look
nual report for 1977 shows.

began the year owning
valued at $644.2 million
r it bought another $36.5
shares and at the end of the
io was valued at $754.5
words, it made a capital
lion. If to this we add the
end income from ordinary
“million we get a net gain of
an average return of 9.1 per

1 that the consumer price
cent during 1977 and that
ealth short term bond rate
9,91 and 9.26 per cent we can
ult was hardly spectacular.

, polieyholders lent massive
Society and through it 1o
lia’s largest corporations for

‘exchange they merely had
investments preserved -
ff than the
edonly 3.5

al role financial institutions
ciety play, then both the
above are discredited.
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”.‘”".“ institutions oceupy a very large place
within Australian capitalism, but they do
not dominate it, as the "money power” view
would h:llwf it. Rather they are used by the big
corporations in other sectors to mohilise
capital, including workers' pavings.

On the other hand, the important role these
institutions play and the fact that nnrm;
f_Lhuugh by no means all) are mutual societies
in which polieyholders legally own the
group’s assets cannot be used to argue we
now have some sort of “people’s capitalism”
in which everyone has a stake,

In fact, the same people who exploit
workers as workers are also exploiting them
as policyholders and bank depositors - and
borrowers, for that matter.

T. O'S., 21.8.78,
*Ownership and Control of Australian
Companies, pablished by the Transnational
Corporations Research Project University of
Sydney
+Collected Works, Yolume 22, p 235,

APPENDIX
Caleulating market capitalisation:

To the extent that the restrictive assumptions [

made above hold, the market capitalisation C ofa
-

company invested capital [ is given by C=7§ I

where r is the rate of profit and i i& the rate of

interest.

If the company, 10 additi
1, borrows loan f
oyed equal I+

on toits initial invested
capital of unds equal to L so that
the total funds empl L, then market
capitalisation becomes:

L

If L = O, this reduces to C = L On lhe:l,-me:
hand, if there is no invested capital an the
promoters borrow the whole amount they need to
capitalise the company, 118 capitalised value after

repaying the loan 15
(1)
AR

L

This is pure profit for the promoters since they
have contributed nothing except !.iw’-k:l! W
convinee others 0 lend them money Company
h sharemarket speculators this

vmmulﬂi Leach
Continued on insiude back cover =
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st artists to fail to
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play [their] prowess”.(2)
uch along those lines has

poken here”.) Those on the
against the intransigent
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too often unconscious of
psychosocial origins. As
or of an article in Jump
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rossroads”’, could only
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art form - art cinema.
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its disadvantages...the
of all is that video is easy -
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nt of TV and uncritical
medium. The left has yet
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ory and Its Offspring

erception of TV has been
manipulative manner. In
ill introduce manipulation
ove to a description of four
tem from this theory. A
f the theory and its related
e presented later.

Theory. From liberal TV
Marxist theoreticians, the
of TV emerges: the people
rogramming manipulate
tance of both the status
nal passivity. The

lly, sometimes as
ting the class interests
ate moguls who
py the directorates of
industries of the United

in The Mind Managers
s Communications and
provides the fullest
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exposition of manipulation theory, *

) y. The fi
paragmph of The Mind Managers ﬂlilnd!llr::
a basic definition of manipulation;

American  media managers create
process, refine and preside over !h;
cireulation of images and information
wh_tch determine our beliefs and
attitudes and, ultimately, our behavior,
When they deliberately produce
messages that do not correspond to the
realities of social existence, the media
managers become mind managers
Messages that intentionally create a
false sense of reality and produce a
consciousness that cannot comprehend
or willfully rejects the actual conditions
of life, personal or social, are
manipulative messages.

Several pages later Schiller makes clear
that manipulation does not depend upon
conspiracy or even conscious intent but is,
rather,

embedded in the unquestioned but
fundamental sociceconomic
arrangements that first determine, and
then are reinforced by, property
ownership, division of labor, sex roles,
the organization of production, and the
distribution of income. These
arrangements, established and
legitimized over a very long time, have
their own dynamics and produce their
own “inevitability’

Manipulation occurs through the
inculcation of five basic myths,
Individualism and Personal Choice,
Neutrality (of institutions), Unchanging
Human Nature, Absence of Social Conflict
and Media Pluralism.

Manipulation theory provides the
underpinning for a variety of stances toward
TV, stances that on the surface appear to
share little common ground but do share the
assumption that TV is primarily a causal
agent a creator of perceptions, a

manipulator.

Within the manipulation theory, ther:h‘m
isti iali tive; rather,
distinctly socialist perspective. !
:gciaﬁsw' contributions have meldeg ml;h
those ufradicalsandh’berals[of&en \.mf er ; EI
roud many-shades—of—gray banner of s0¢ ﬁt:.
scienc‘e research). Consequently, in
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paradigm now i3 that TV is here to stay,
Like cars. But is that necessartly true...?

Through a combination of a grassroots
personal c}?nice movement, abetted by “an
ad campaign for the abandonment of
telev]lsmr} and the compiling of a “legal
constitutional case against television”, the
author goes on to envision the beasts’s
elimination.(8)

Critique of Manipulation Theor d
Related Approaches Gt

The preceding section is not a complete
cat'e‘gorization of attitudes and approaches
to TV on the left. Clearly, overlap between
categories exists. Further, [ have passed over
the considerable leftliberal impetus toward
regulation (increased or reinterpreted) of TV.
I have also neglected that portion of leftist
TV analysis which confines itself to
description while more or less frankly
awaiting the development of a political
organization or movement that can operate
effectively within the TV arena (eg., a
socialist party that can operate a network).
The reason for both omissions is that the
relevant arguments are extensive and go
beyond the domain of TV. Is it realistic to
expect a capitalist government to regulate
itself meaningfully? Should party building
receive primary emphasis at this historical
juncture? Both questions require extended
discussions which this article cannot hope to
encompass. I will limit myself to suggesting
that regulation-oriented maneuvers should
be seen as tactics, not strategy: and Lhu( the
development of socialist organizations
should be viewed as a concomitant of
cultural practice, not as a precondition for
that practice.

Criticism of manipulation theory should
not obscure the valuable contributions made
by the theory and its derivatives, _such as:
heightened awareness of the m’umpul’dtlve
operation of TV; pressure on TV to produce
occasional progressive programming,
heightoned. awareness of, DeYCl

hics (through analysis
g:c':;rjfn?rl:ﬁingl and ufj;he effects ufbmad(:usi
TV's form; and development of technica
expertise in video.

Important thoug
they have not formi
Certainly it is true

h these contributions are,
od a strategic approach.
that the absence of an
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and the and “superstructu
come more and more {o interpenetrate
um'hloth(»r, the forms of mystification
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Content Analysi !
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ignores the needs me d effects :‘ilust‘d h};
fragmented, immediacy-ridden TV news -0
whatever ideological stripe.

More subtle examples of content ;mal_\‘ 5
often consider popular prugramming {‘I r.i.
implicitly ideological prngmmmn.)hgl [;1;:5
often consider formal elements. Muc  of :
work provides valuable d“c”m-!u-]dnis
analytic data. But whether the analys
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merely convenient story pegs and are
recognized hiv Viewers as such.(18) From this
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Cramden's (Jackie 0] !
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cultural workers retreat into
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with cultural offering in hand,
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Fruchter points out the
| this approach: “Almost all
rk is a way of doing political
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Itural workers must cut
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8 should bear the burden
Organizations are all too
questions R. G. Davis
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poses: “How come you don't have Any
(‘ul(urf’ll theory? How come you h‘n'»“ ‘u“
organization and no cultural line? Hu\\-mm‘.“
you have a cultural theory which is
reactionary” How come you have a <-n'mn'.|.\
theory which is limited to agitation
propaganda?’(21)

and

A socialist TV strategy might involve the
following steps:

St(-,jp 1: Understand the Needs People
Bring to the TV-watching Experience.
To understand what people think, feel, and
fantasize about, and to analyze the
relationship of these thoughts, feelings, and
fantasies to TV-present and TV-future, could
be an overwhelming task.

But there is no real reason to be
overwhelmed. Socialists have hardly b
guilty of under-analysis of psycholog
currents, The task, then, is for socialist
groups to begin converting this data (and
data provided by one's own everyday life)
into a currency acceptable to the First
National Bank of Consciousness
Reproduction, i.e., popular TV

For example, a hody of socialist analysis
concerns the nsvchosorial evolution of
nuclear family.(22) This analysis argues th:
at the present time workers - particula
male workers - are in the untenable pos 101
of submerging their individuality at the
workplace in the mistaken belief/hope that
they will thus “eam” the right to assert
individuality and authority at home, within
the family. What does a man - for xample -
enmeshed in the contradiction seek when he
follows the capitalist way of ‘-\.:II':-h_]:I,l.{ away
one's problems in “leisure time - W h;lr_ll\'p.es
of TV images and themes \\uUnd‘.l».e
responsive both to his need \tu‘ Ic?{
entertained and to his need to umrcr.-t:qr_u(
and surmount his problems™f (ther areas for

* There is a left tendency
as something
jons exphicitly
aising”, and dur.-u:]\;--i
y life. Stanley Aronowitz (1n _‘f;ff_-‘._
Y New York: McGraw-Hill _Lk.-; |:
.5 this tendency well: “It is as 1L W ur‘ L:l:_
5 ived in a different work f econor ae
Factory workers .u}d Black |:_enphs.
re unable to afford the Iuwr__\hu;‘w :
] can only be ‘Teac hed’ with bread

15, according to this view

{ Can these needs coexist.
to define ‘‘consclOusSness raising
which only happens o

labeled as “‘consciousness-ri

obviously
examination and
and butter apped
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but are not intrinsically less intere

the contrary! Consider the type uft;:hlcra!: 'EIJ{‘
char_acter would make about an
unsatlaf'd_ctory boss: “He's so stingy that he
make.s h.l‘s wife sew his wallet shut each
morning’ (canned laughter). Consider the
kind of jokes people actually make about
unsatisfactory employers. More savage and
bitter than TV jokes? Of course. ©ess funny?
Hardly. - :

In general, there is an unexplored vein of
W(:rl_(place - including housework - culture.
Similarly ripe for depiction is the gulf
between people’s conscious ideology (what
they think they believe) and the ideological
implications of people's culture (how people
actually act). Further, for those of us who
have spent a significant amount of time in
frant of the tube, the “tricks” of TV serial
construction are close to second nature
People with professional writing and
directing skills can aid with plot ideas and
construction technigues, but the raw
material is widely present.**

Step 4: Integration of Popular TV Work
within a Political Movement. The earlier
this step occurs the better; [ havelisted it last
only because it depends on the involvement
of a large number of people, while the earlier
steps could be accom plished by small groups.

The content changes discussed under the
first three steps must be seen in relation to
TV's current and potential form. What HEJfId
is socialist programming if no one sees it?
Further, if socialist programming IS
(somehow) offered to a mass audience, but in
the same physically and mnnn!_ma]ly
isolating format utilized by (-ummerl.‘ml TV,
what is gained? Clearly, changes in TV's
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the new left's strategy of “using” the media
meant that “a new set of potentially
troublesome opponents had consented to
appear as performers”. Also see: Todd Gitlin
“Spotlights and Shadows: Television and the
Culture of Politics”, Colfege English, April
1977,

. See the interview with filmmakers and NAM

members Julia Reichert and Jim Klein
i 5

rGrQu'n!f.{ Up h?:{lrrh'. Methadone, and Union

Maids) in Jump Cut, January-February 1975)

o

Enzensherger, “Theory of the Media”,

M. J:.Ar]cn‘ “The Media Dramas of Norman
Lear”, in Newcomb, ed., Television: The
Critical View.

How central is TV? Those on the left who
compete with each other for "most years
without a TV in the house” are in a distinct
minority; 95 per cent of Amer 1 households
had a least one TV set in 1972 according to L.
A. Lo-Sciuto, “A National Inventory of
Television Viewing Behavior”, in E. A
Rubinstein, G. A. Comstock, and J. P. Murray,
eds., Television and Social Behavior, vol. 4
(Washington, D.C: U S Government
Printing Office, 1972).

A wealth of research literature testifies to
the dominance of TV as a cultural form. The
Committee on Children's Television, 1511
Masonic Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94117,
has a library containing much of this
literature, and also makes a good selection of
articles on the subject available by mail at
nominal cost.

Fruchter, “Movement Propaganda”.

R. G. Davis, interviewed in Toward
Revolutionary Art, vol. 3, no. 1 (1976)
Capitalism, the Family,
Socialist Revolution 13/ 14

and Personal Life
and 15,

of the Media™.

der’s excelle s nf'“f\ll in
the Family”, entitled “Counters in th_e‘ Soctal
Drama”, in Newcomb, ed. Television: the
Critical View.

The dismissal of serials is \\t-[i-a'h;llleljgr(l by
l ) hroeder (*Video Aestheties and
Adorno (“Television

Enzensherger, “Theo

red E e
Serial Art”) and T )
and the Patterns of Mass Cul ). bath of
whose essiys may be found in Newcomb, ed.
Television: The Critical View

in Maynard
i, Mayvism and Art (New York:
Huuse, 19711

“Real-Life Seap Opera: Kids
Tolevisions, October-

Solomi
Rando

Produce Themselves’
November 1975
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many buildings or plants near big cities
threatens the lives of large numbers of
people. A deathroll of 1 million could
result from an atomic catastrophe.
Government plans for coping with
catastrophes are already known, from
which it is clear that this problem, like
others, will be solved at the cost of the
working people. The stricken area will be
cordoned off by the military and
attempts to flee will be prevented.

Despite this sort ot prospect, popular
unrest is still relatively limited. This is
because, while the risk of great accidents
has certainly increased, major accidents
have not occurred. Also, it is well known
that damage hitherto caused is
extremely difficult to prove later.

WYHL TO KALKAR - PEOPLE’S
INITIATIVES

When the first big nuclear reactor was built
in 1963 almost everybody regarded it as a
pointer to future technology. Only with the
successful peasant protests at Wyhl,
Breisach and Fessenheim (France) did a
broadening out of anti-nuclear protest begin.
Previously the highlight had been the
occupation of the building site near Wyhl on
February 23, 1975 by a demonstration of
28,000,

The majority consisted of village people,
winegrowers, workers, small business
people, ete. A month later a court at Freiburg

ordered a preliminary building control. The
fight of the people around Wyhl in_the
extreme south western district of the FRG
was a model for future resistance against
nuclear technology. But so far there has not

been a comparable broad participation.

The storming of the nuclear plant near
Brokdorf, 70 km west of Hamburg, has great
significance because, after two big
demonstrations during late 1976 and early
1977, everywhere in the FRG, especially in
the northern areas, small People’s Initiatives
(PI Groups) took place. (In Wyhl the confliet
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The Grohnde demonstration showed
ny protesters that they could not carry out
a Pmpagaqda campaign without activising
alarge section of the people. But this became
more difficult in succeeding months. The
media used the attack on the Grohnde
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building site to stamp them as violent and
criminal terrorists. In the summer months of
1977 the movement declined almost
everywhere, Often, those who had regarded
the anti-nuclear struggle as an expression of
the necessity to change the system,
withdrew. Despite this, the majority of the
groups remained intact

The relative strength of the movement vis-
a-vis the overwhelming strength of a police
state opposing a movement not yet supported
by the working masses has been clearly
demonstrated by recent protests. For
example, there is a “fast breeder” of about
1,000 megawatts at Kalkar on Niederrhein
near the German-Netherlands frontier, but
activity by people in the neighbourhood of
the plant (as also in Grohnde, Brokdorf and
other sites) has now become relative ly small.

In connection with the Kalkar
demonstration, one of the biggest police
actions in the history of the FRG tock place.
Almost all the state police apparatus and
sections of the defence forced were involved.
A belt had been drawn around all the big
cities in order to confine the anti-nuclear
protesters to their local areas. Many had to
submit to intensive searches of their cars at
ten control points. 5,000 protective helmets,
hundreds of protective spectacles (against
teargas), benzine cannisters, iron stakes and
dozens of other weapons could be seen.
Thousands left disappointed after hours of
night watching. Motorways were closed,
trains were held up and searched a la Wild
West, by military police. In Hamburg and
Hanover there were protests by
demonstrators who had been prevented from
protesting. On the frontiers with Denmark,
the Netherlands, France and Switzerland,
thousands of anti-nuclear protesters were at
first not allowed into the FRG. Those who
were identified as anti-AEIs were seized and
recorded on central computer cards.

Then in Kalkar about 55,000 people met
and carried out a disciplined and peaceful
demonstration. Over 10,000 were dispers
and hindered from participating in the
biggest anti-nuclear protest ever held in the
FRG. 146,900 people and 74,485 motor
vehicles were searched in a few hours. These
police actions were clearly preparatory
measures to ensure future identification of
political “unrest’ amongst the people. They
have completely tabulated the origins and
constitution of the groups.
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seek to solve all the problems of gociety
through their professional politicians. In the
beginning, when circumstances were
favourable, formerly passive people were
beginning to be concerned about social
issues. With this experience went a quick
learning process in which the participants
began to understand the insoluble problems
of the capitalist system.

Just as blue and white collar workers were
disappointed by the social democratic trade
union leadership, so they were in the Pl
Groups, though these people were seldomina
majority. Despite the PI Groups’ recognition
ofthis weakness they remained isolated from
the masses of the trade union membership
and from the reality of the workshops. The PI
Groups tried mainly with new forms of
information and explanation, to broaden
consciousness of the anti-atomic movement
among the population. Yet the readiness of
the people to come to the groups has declined
since the summer of 1977. For workers, there
were other more pressing problems with
which they were more directly confronted
(pressure of jobs, wages. rents, etc.). The anti-
nuclear movement is now on the verge of
current possibilities in the FRG. 'The
bourgeois parties and the state have applied
themselves to the problem. The Socialist
Party no longer opposes the building of
atomic plants. Certainly a small number of
SP members and atomic energy

becoming more and more
their own party but they have

active
opponents are
alienated from
not yet left it.

Within the framework of the terrorist hunt,
some democratic rights were further eroded
in autumn 1977 and discussion on the
reintroduction of the death penalty has once
again hotted up, as well as a general
campaign against so-called “gympathisers”
of theé terrorists. This campaign aims at all
those who look for causes of the social crisis
in the FRG, especially against liberal
intellectuals like Heinrich Boell, Gollwitzer,
T.ujse Rinser and many university
professors, but also against the anti-nuclear
movement.

The PI Groups were blamed for
threatening jobs in the atomic and allied
industries and for the economic crisis. Thev
were also slated as advocates of force and
terrorism because of their occupation of
building sites and because they worked

against the state.
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