OPPRESSIO

AUSTRALIA IS A FREE COUNTRY, OR SO MOST AUSTRALIANS BELIEVE. BUT. IN melm
INOIVIDUAL RIGHTS ARE UNDER ATTACK. AND MANY HAVE ALREADY BEEN LOST.

OCCASIONALLY SUCH OPPRESSION IS SEEN OPENLY AND DRAMATICALLY WHEN OFFICIAL VIOLENCE
IS TURNED AGAINST PROTESTING STUDENTS OR WORKERS, AS SEEN ABOVE. MOSTLY, HOWEVER, IT

TAKES THE FORM OF AUTHORITARIAN RESTRICTIONS THAT TOUCH ALMOST E!!Ell’i' mwm
DAILY LIVES.

EVERYTHING FROM THE WAGE YOU ARE PAID TO THE BOOKS YOU
MAY WATCH IS CONTROLLED 8Y SOME REGULATION OR SOME.
SERVANT YOU RISK DISMISSAL IF YOU CRITICIZE THE DEPARTMENT
AN ACTIVE PART IN POLITICS. IF YOU ARE A WORKER YOU RISK
UNION AND YOURSELF, AND IMPRISONMENT OF ITS wrmmwmm d
A JUST WAGE. IF YOU ARE A TWENTY YEAR OLD YOU MUST RISK
FOLLOW YOUR CONSCIENCE AND REFUSE TO FIGHT AND KILL A PE
YOU MAY EVEN BE REQUIRED TO GIVE YOUR LIFE. AS OVER 310

WAR THAT CANNOT BE JUSTIFIED.

IS THIS THE DEMOCRACY WE HOLD SO DEAR?

SURELY EVERY AUSTRALIAN WHO BELIEVES IN nmu:m, Hﬁ’ >
FREEDOM, MUST STAND WITH HIS FELLOWS TO END THE
SOCIETY



Australia is not free v

\ustmlu ] nul free
young no

the world.

When the Menries Government
amended the Act i 1951 to pro-
vide for heavy penaltics on unions,
union leaders and umanmhq-s
who were @ “illegal
strikes, he canght e L Lador Op-

Accanding to the leading British
trade umionist, Mr Clive Jenkins,
who i general secretary of the
Asocation of Scentific. Tech-

and Managerial Staffs, the
uu]}' ather country in the wadd
with similar legisiation i Franco's
Spam.

:Dupn.: attempts by some
Establishment forces to claim that
the penal clases of the Act -
Sections 109 and 111 — operate
equally for the employers as for
the unions — most observess can
e they am stacked against the
uniogs.

The Arbitration system, too, i
ing a one-way pro-

cess. How can there be pece in
imdustry when unions who
serve the rules of the Esmblish-
ment’s arbitration process are con-
Snually slapped im the face, and
while unions who forske e
system for collective
achicve much better results?

An example of the former was
the oatcome of 3 long work vahue
case for @ Australon Radways
Unioa.

The union had gone o the
Arbitration  Commissioner, Mr
Nell, with 2 log of claims for its

bers,

fixes nnging from five cemts to
33.40. Five cents! And rilway
workers, who are smang the lowest
Paid workers i the country, are
asked to respect the decmion!

Unicapt demonsrate

O'Sbes and the penal pomsms, uhwwnh&,mhmim

The Avstralian arbitration system has been hailed (by
employers and government) as one of the most advanced in
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the

But when examined objectively the penal chinses of the
Commonwealth Concilistion and Arbitration Act are ameor
the most sdvanced forms of repression

£5t

So is it really surprising that
trade unionists tumed cut en-mass
to sapport the Victoran SeCTR Lary
of the Amstlian Tramways aad
Motor Omnibas Employess Assoc
Btion, Mr Clarvie 0'Shea, when be

kers in
bave 3 soundly

particolsr
based grievance

ato pay fises
¥ the Arbitration Com-

were fined more than $100,000.
The issue was whether the ca
ployers thould have the right to
absorh wage increases.

Trade unions caneot be biamed
far seeing red when they look at
statistics of the alloged ‘Tapartial®
arbitration system.

These statistics tell their own
stary: between 1956 and 1968,
the Court fined the unions a total
of $282,410. In the comesponding
period, employers were fined a
minute $2.514.

Are the defenders of the
System to be s bare faced a5 o
contend thal im every 100 indust-
cial disputes in 12 years, the trade
unions were wrong 99 times? Far
thinking people would realise the
farce of this,

The fines a union can incur for
striking are completely owt of
proportion to the “offence™
Under the penal clauses, there
s 0o sope for a just canwe for
the unions. Imespective of the
right ar wrong of their case, unions
are committing 4 “crime™
they strike.

For this, can be fined
S1000 2 day for each duy a
strike lbsts. And the Industrial
Court’s definition of “strike™ en-
COmpasses bans on overtime, and
working to regulations, as well as
3 total withdrawal of abour.

The trade unica u—-q- ¥
gadually  realising pemal
whnnmmn uu-‘

for b e 5

2 trade umion hadt o
but to withdmw its lsbour if
price was not right.

A report preparcd for the
American Church of Christ, also
stresed the need to retsin the
right to strike.

The report, which was prepared
by protestant churchmen and lay-
men, - “It should be noted
that the right to strike has historic
ally been ome of the first camalties

“The mdividual who is a siave
has little or no mflueace over the
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g control of publi

do you know the situ-

d Nations, think? How

© ¥ou know about the pro-

Ppaper, u'n o ke
.lﬁn the 193945 war, many
85 were mot effectively

by the press or radio and

and Sydncy) are
ﬂt half-million mark or

higher. Dailies controlled by the
Melbourne Herald combine have &

total circulation of around the two
million mark, and are influencing
probably five million people, near-
Iy half the nation. Dailies run by

o this the fact that in TV
ud radio, the majority of the
the

£

are cither owned by the big press

monopolies or carry their news

and mews-comment services and

thai the ABC nctwork has been

20 ud-

ing the entirc development of
Australian television).

Thus virtually the entire news

md m!umahuﬂ ﬁmm of this

BBC- AB; tie-up.

Australia being 50 geographic-
ally isclated, its people are far
more at the mercy of its national

edia than are um;e in European
countries, for inst:

Hence, the Lv]ld.luh‘ﬂ. for cen-
tralised control of public opinion
through sclected information and
published opinien arc almost per-
fect in Australia by comparison
with other developed countries.

But IS there, in fact, any

ister pattern of opinion control
o bﬂm +washing™

clear example was in the

newspaper owners o change arbi
rasily the grading or skill-rating ar
distort the case of the employses
on strike and to fload the city
with 3 whitewashed version of
theis own case. When the striking
employess began 1o publish their
own daily paper, the big extab-
lished dailies intimidated news-
agents into refusing to handle it.
The main TV and radio stations

backed the press proprictors.

Ln the notorious ‘water tarture’
last year involving Australian
etnam and & young

Vietnamese woman prisoner, there
wasan initial outburst of objective
reporting followed by a sudden
and mysterious dropping of the
whole mattes by the mass media
There is 3 strong suggestion that
“D
was effectively circulated.
The D Notice system is one
under which there is vohmtary
collaboration between the mass
media proprietors and the

ligence and political

scvices, o suppress informati
about matters “not in the public
interest™,
years in almost complete secrec
with ne responsible democrat
control or checks.

No one has cver officially
denied the charges made in Park
iameat by Mr L. Devine (Lab.,
NSW) that the D Notice sysiem
was being used to cover up issues
that might seriously embarrass the
Govemment.

All the mass media in Australia

Australian involvement; all
have supporied conscription. All

This has operated for

war demonstators in Sydms

sipport the empl

ive of the canses and

May 1 Sydney University ‘tomat:
demanstration - cven though the
university authorities adopted a
very moderate tone.

Al thess cxamples concem
important public issies, and all
reveal a clear pattern of conscious
manipulation of information, by
sele ship and disto:
ion, to control public cpinion in
the interest of policics favoured
by the controllers of the media
and, in most cases, the
menL

i\hlunk done about this?

The daily press is responsible
1o 0G ane cmepn its owners (spart

em-

ON [lF FREEDOM GOES ON

OR MEDIA
MANIPULATIONS

n edia, with the mp af
the media warkers themselves,
educationists and roprescntatives
of unions and other major citizens
organisations, this s
continue

Published Bj K. McLeod,
Geonge.




PROTEST AGAINST OPPRESSION
AT HOME AND ABROAD

conscriptionypenalipowerst
censorshipfvietnamiwar ™

DEMO




