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Editorial notes

This issue of the Australian Marxist Review reflects a
broad cross section of the world-wide struggle against
capitalism and imperialism. There have been gains and
causes for optimism for the ultimate success of the great
cause of socialism in recent times. But there have been
many setbacks, particularly in countries like Australia
where the Abbott government continues to strip away
gains made by workers and other exploited people over
many decades. The movement opposed to this theft is
still disorganised and screaming out for leadership of the
sort that can only be provided by a strong and united
Communist Party.

Among the causes for optimism is the growing strength
of the People’s Republic of China in world affairs. The
future direction of China, its adherence to the principles
of Marxism-Leninism, will be crucial to the future pros-
pects of the struggle for socialism world-wide. Michael
Hooper’s piece on ideological instruction in China
paints a positive picture overall without avoiding the
numerous challenges that the Communist Party of China
has encountered.

Communist Party of Australia General Secretary and
AMR Editorial Board member, Bob Briton, has produced
an overview of the shutting down of opportunities for
opponents of capitalism and imperialism to voice their
dissent and organise others. It is a disturbing summary, a
timely warning and rallying call for resistance.

AMR editor Dr Hannah Middleton has contributed two
articles in this issue. The first is a disturbing assessment

of the US Administration’s military and economic
“Pivot” or “Rebalancing” to the Asia-Pacific and Indian
Ocean regions. The challenge this presents to the peace
and well-being of Australians is made clear. The other
piece concerns the danger the current “Recognise” cam-
paign poses to Aboriginal land rights — rights that are
already under multiple threat.

We have included the Communist Party of Australia’s
contribution to the 16th annual Meeting of Communist
and Workers’ Parties held this year in the Ecuadorian
city of Guayaquil. The theme of the meeting was “The
role of Communist and Workers’ Parties in the struggle
against imperialism and capitalist exploitation — which
causes crises and wars and gives rise to fascist and reac-
tionary forces. For workers’ and peoples’ rights and for
national and social emancipation; for socialism!” The
CPA’s intervention was delivered by Party President Vin-
nie Molina and was well received. It echoed sentiments
made in many other contributions. We have included the
contribution of the Portuguese Communist Party and the
Communist Party of Britain for readers’ interest, as well.

The Editorial Board takes this opportunity to wish
readers a very happy 2015 and success in your various
struggles during the new year. Next year will be pivotal
in the working classes’ resistance to the Abbott and over-
arching imperialist agenda. The Australian Marxist Re-
view is committed to assisting this movement and looks
forward to analysing significant advances for progres-
sive forces in 2015.



Closing down and opening up “spaces”

Bob Briton

Europe’s Romance languages use the word “spaces”
in a political context to mean platforms, forums or
media where political participation can take place. It
is being used more frequently in English in this sense
in recent times, as well. A feature of the latest phase of
capitalism in developed countries like Australia is the
shutting down of spaces where progressive forces can
express their opposition. Sometimes the debate-limiting
objective is reached slowly and subtly, sometimes quite
abruptly. The challenge before us is re-open spaces and/
or to open effective alternative ones.

The current situation in Australia, in which the left has
been largely excluded from public debate, has been a
long time in development. The starting point is hard
to define exactly but appears to coincide, more or less,
with the full court press carried out by global capitalism
against the gains made by socialism and the working
class internationally in the late 1970s and early 1980s.
The world was going to be made safe for the next phase of
globalised capitalism, sometimes called neo-liberalism.
Socialism was going to be defeated. Unions were going
to be pushed from the workplace or neutralised; wages
and conditions were going to be forced down with some
compensation coming from greater access to relatively
inexpensive consumer goods flowing from “supply side
economics”.

Of course, a major factor — if not the major one —was an
ideological assault on the opponents of capitalism and
imperialism. All available assets were mobilised to turn
around an intolerable situation for capitalism in which
the working class was able to achieve significant gains
from struggles for reforms and gains in the workplace.
The coup against the Whitlam Labor government was
part of the assault and no return to the genuine, though
limited, reforming days of social democracy was to be
tolerated thereafter.

Socialist and Communist ideas, once seen as part of a
liberal, pluralist mix, were suddenly beyond the pale.
Advocates had always been placed under surveillance
and harassed by security agencies but the partial toler-
ance shown in academia and other sensitive ideological
posts was suddenly withdrawn. Only people likely to
bring working class ideology into disrepute were safe, as
were apostates.

The socialist countries were subjected to the most savage
campaign of vilification, throwing into reverse a grow-
ing understanding during the years of detente. The seeds
of confusion, sown during the 1960s in the Communist
movement in Australia, bore fruit in this period. The
euro-communist Communist Party of Australia formally
dissolved itself in 1991. This allowed the Socialist Party
of Australia, the Marxist-Leninist party founded in 1971,
to resume the name Communist.

By the 1990s, however, the terms “Communist” and
“socialist” had been smeared to good effect. The un-
stated strategy in the corporate media was to starve the
Party of publicity oxygen. The little interest shown in
the CPA was of the sort that would confirm the findings
of an ABC documentary of the time — that it was dead or
all but dead. This how the widely viewed program was
promoted in the TV guides:

Program Highlights (July 28-August 3, 1990):
Sunday: ABC presents The Party’s Over, a
90-minute documentary in the Hindsight series
presented by Geraldine Doogue, looking at
the story of the Communist Party of Australia,
an organisation that had as many as 100,000
members over its 70-year lifespan before it
was quietly wound up after the fall of Eastern
Europe.

Occasional human interest pieces would focus on the
aging membership of the Party despite ample evidence
of younger recruits. Media treatment was directed at
confirming the Party either doesn’t exist or was unable
to have much impact on events. It was a strategy to
demoralise members and others interested in breaking
away from capitalism.

Noam Chomsky, in his 1988 book Manufacturing Con-
sent: the Political Economy of the Mass Media, argued
that the role of the media in societies like Australia is to
set the political agenda on behalf of the ruling class. It
prefers to do this while appearing liberal, inclusive and
tolerant so that genuine dissent is considered “off the
planet”. The parameters of “reasonable debate” are set
by the mass media’s treatment of a given issue.

A vigorous, sometimes knock-down, drag-out bat-
tle of ideas is encouraged within these strict limits. If
your opinion is to the left of the limits set, you are not
to be taken seriously or, worse, considered an “extrem-
ist”. The danger of the latter assessment of left opinion
has grown exponentially in these post 9/11 days. Right
political opinion struggles to be declared “extremist” in



current political debates as even the country’s Attorney
General insists that people have the right to be bigots,
for example.

Of course, the media monopolies don’t need a written
directive or agreement to pursue these anti-left objec-
tives. They are huge corporations pushing for social and
economic conditions most favourable to their profits and
those of other monopolies. It is unlikely memos were
ever circulated to “lay the boot” into the Communist
Party or the left in general in whatever way possible
but the practice is evident. The left’s media releases are
mostly recycled without consideration. It is not invited
to contribute a fifteen second grab on social develop-
ments it may be intimately involved with. Spokespersons
won’t get on programs like the ABC’s Q&A to provide
“balance”.

The labour movement, generally, has come under sus-
tained legal attack in the period in question. Trade un-
ions have been de-legitimised by a variety of means in
addition to media slander. Royal Commissions, such as
the Costigan Royal Commission of 1980-1984, the Cole
Royal Commission of 2001-2003 and the current Hey-
don Royal Commission into “trade union governance
and corruption” have all served their purpose in putting
worker solidarity under suspicion. The architects of
this strategy have refined their methods over time. The
Costigan Royal Commission gave insights into the real
sources of corruption and organised crime in the com-
munity — the upper reaches of capitalist society — and
was promptly snapped shut. The terms of reference for
the Heydon Royal Commission make sure that mistake
won’t happen again. Kangaroo courts are acceptable
when dealing with ship painters and dockers but intoler-
able for the very wealthy.

Unions lost control of their own elections and their books
are open for the employers’ tacticians to see. The Wages
and Incomes Accord undermined on-the-job organisa-
tion of workers. Eventually, employment issues became
totally absorbed into questions of contract. Awards were
stripped and union officials were obliged to run around
in bureaucratic circles dealing with Enterprise Bargain-
ing Agreements (EBASs). “Secondary boycotts” — sym-
pathy strikes, observance of other unions’ pickets and
other practical expressions of solidarity were banned
and breaches punished with crippling fines. In just about
all cases, industrial action in support of legitimate claims
for improvements in pay and conditions were only legal
once the term of the EBA had expired.

Unions were not allowed to consider “non-industrial”
issues. Conferences and councils that used to be lively

forums for debate and intervention on a variety of mat-
ters of concern to working people narrowed their focus
dramatically. “Peace is union business” is a truism that,
unfortunately, belongs to a bygone era. Unions have
largely ceased to be organisations pursuing the broader
interests of the class, a source of support for campaigns
outside the purely economist ones. Of course, there are
exceptions and the “culprits” are generally the ones the
authorities continue to hound, seek to bankrupt and, ul-
timately, de-register.

Laws in various states claimed to be directed at criminal
activity in illegal motorcycle clubs don’t even mention
motorcycle clubs. They introduce draconian new defini-
tions for “association” and penalties for it.

Anti-“terror” laws have played a major part in closing
down spaces or, at least, discouraging people from tak-
ing their rightful places in them. In what is claimed to
be a response to the 9/11 attack in the US in 2001, Aus-
tralians have lost the right to presumption of innocence
and the protection of Habeas Corpus, the right to remain
silent and more. The Australian Security Intelligence
Organisation now has police powers making it a secret
police force. There are very harsh penalties of up to life
imprisonment for revealing the name of its operatives
or any operational intelligence. Public interest is no
defence.

Fear has been whipped up by stories and images depict-
ing Islamic State. A very exaggerated need to protect
the Australian public from terrorist threat has been put
in many people’s minds. Reports of pre-dawn raids
and improbable plots crowd the front pages at regular
intervals. In the lead up to the G20 meeting in Brisbane,
police flooded into the city from all over the country and
areas locked down. Protest had to take place in a strictly
quarantined area. Across Australia, people suspected of
wanting to travel to Brisbane to protest were interviewed
by police. Police tracked down activists who produced
small stickers protesting the gathering for a very serious
chat. In Tasmania, it appears legislation simply banning
protest is going to get through the state parliament.

The Internet was once considered a gift to anti-capitalist
activists — an organising tool that can reach across the
globe. In light of what Assange, Snowden and others
have told us we know it is also a major vulnerability.
It would appear most progressive people believe there
is nowhere to hide from the “Five Eyes” network shar-
ing intelligence among the agencies of the US, Britain,
Canada, Australia and New Zealand. Computer networks
can be hacked and masses of data on the whole popula-
tion scooped up at the presentation of a warrant from
the likes of Attorney General George Brandis. Informal
arrangements between police and service providers have
been in place for years.



In recent times the federal and state electoral commis-
sions have all changed their requirements for register-
ing parties. If a candidate is from a party that is not
registered, the name of the group will not appear on the
ballot paper or any other official documents associated
with the election being contested. This puts a party at an
enormous disadvantage, especially at booths the group
is unable to attend for the distribution of how-to-vote
information.

The number of names of members required to be sup-
plied to register a party has shot upwards over the past
decade, particularly in the states, placing an insurmount-
able barrier or a bureaucratic burden on parties not
already represented in parliament. Nomination fees and
the number of names required of residents supporting
a candidate’s nomination have also sky-rocketed. The
reason given for the choking off of access to the electoral
process is that the various electoral commissions need to
restrict the size of ballot papers, particularly for upper
house elections. The effect is to shut down the space for
organisations like the Communist Party who use the op-
portunity presented by an election to get their message
before a broader audience.

Exclusion - from the macro to
the micro

A hostile mass media is not new but the almost total
exclusion of left voices from its pages or broadcasts
certainly is. Laws against rightful trade union activity

CFMEU members
protest outside
Perth’s Federal
Court.

aren’t new, either, but the emergence of a construction
site Gestapo and star-chamber hearings certainly are.
Anti-“terror” and anti-“bikie” laws are a relatively new
phenomenon, though the hysteria used to justify them
and some of the consequences are reminiscent of the
days of the Communist Party Dissolution Bill and the
subsequent referendum that the Australian people had
the good sense to defeat.

Those are the big changes that have overtaken Australian
politics and the politics of comparable countries in the
past few decades. The combined effect of all them can
only be guessed at but likely serve to discourage people
from acting on social concerns or at least make them
more cautious. But other, smaller obstacles hampering
the work of progressive Australians have added to the
authoritarian atmosphere.

There is little that is “free” or absolutely spontaneous
about protest in Australia today despite the mainstream
mantra about such features of the lucky country. Num-
bers of people wanting to hold meetings on matters of
concern might be down but so are the number of venues
available for such gatherings to take place. The cost of
public liability insurance has discouraged many proprie-
tors from allowing them. Obtaining insurance is another
financial and bureaucratic hurdle in the way of groups.
Permits from local councils and police are required as
never before.

Surveillance cameras, heightened security and building
design have come together to almost Kill off the good old
political poster. Places in popular precincts that used to



have first-in-best dressed surfaces for notices and posters
are often maintained by contractors advertising perform-
ances by visiting musical troops and other “cakes and
circuses” events.

One recent local development, a small but emblematic
event that prompted this piece, concerns this growing
intolerance of unauthorised messages. The abandoned
former site of a Holden factory in Birkenhead in Adelaide
is surrounded by a cyclone fence to which the local CPA
branch used to attach slogans painted on weatherproofed
cardboard.

Over the years, neatly produced calls for the release of
the Cuban 5, land justice for local Aboriginal people and
for the end of uranium oxide (yellow cake) exports out
of Port Adelaide have appeared for the community’s con-
sideration. People were free to rip them down but they
often stayed up for a remarkably long time. Slowly, ban-
ners advertising pool chemicals, Taekwondo lessons and
other goods and services joined our political messages.
Finally, the Council erected signs to advise that any “ad-
vertising” material would be removed immediately.

Many areas in shopping centres where the footpaths
were under Council’s usually benign control are now
administered by a business-appointed “centre manage-
ment”. Attempts to distribute leaflets or otherwise en-
gaged with passers-by promptly lead to intervention by
private security personnel. Sometimes the instructions
given are confrontational and intimidating. The market
place is no longer a “public” space. Political voices are
pushed to the margins; locations less valued by commer-
cial interests.

The list of challenges before the left to get its message
out and to lead people in action is a very long one. The
list of suggestions to turn this around is, on the other
hand, very short. In fact, it could be reduced to one word
— Resist!

We need to keep it in mind that, even in the current very
alarming circumstances, people will struggle. It was
heartening to see reports from Perth recently of work-
ers risking massive fines themselves to attend a protest
outside the Federal Court in Perth where charges against
76 of their comrades were being heard. It is alleged they
engaged in “unprotected” industrial action by attending
a rally. Each of them faces fines of $10,200.

This type of solidarity carries a high risk and we must
respect the courage of each of the protesters. In these
circumstances, however, there is little else that can be
done. The message to the ruling class must be that if you
want to strip us of universally recognised human rights
— such as the right to organise a trade union worthy of
the name — you will have to arrest us all and suffer an
endless and embarrassing parade of victims through the
courts. Networks of solidarity with these workers will
have to be established.

Secure habits will have to become second nature to
activists. Unfortunately, convenience and immediacy
decrease as security increases. Sensible compromise
is required but the encouragement of the use of Tor
anonymous web browsing and PGP encryption for more
sensitive email is a minimum. These techniques must be
taught. We need to remember technology is the forte of
the class enemy; it will be hard to compete and win in
this field. On the other hand, we should make it as hard
as possible for profiling and other intelligence work to
be carried out on the movement. And caution should
never be allowed to cross over into paranoia or prevent
us from taking what action we can to fight back against
the awful agenda being forced onto the people.

The question of tactics for non-violent protest in defiance
of growing legislative abuse is a related subject worthy
of ongoing attention and learning through practice. If we
are going to force open spaces closed off from workers
and other exploited people, we are going to have to be
braced and well organised for heavy handed repression.
The alternative is to withdraw and watch as authoritari-
anism grows into fascism and the hopes of the people
for peace and economic and environmental security are
snuffed out.



The United States and Australia in the

Asia-Pacific Region

Dr Hannah Middleton

In November 2011 US President Obama announced that,
after a decade of war in the Middle East, the US was
“pivoting” its military, economic and diplomatic focus
to the Asia-Pacific.

Apart from replacing “pivoting” with the spin word “re-
balancing”, the process is continuing apace. This is con-
firmed by Obama’s speech to university students during
the November 2014 G20 meeting in Brisbane. He said:

And so as President, | decided that — given the
importance of this region to American security,
to American prosperity — the United States
would rebalance our foreign policy and play
a larger and lasting role in this region. That's
exactly what we've done.

While the US has traditionally deployed its military forc-
es equally to both the Pacific and the Atlantic Oceans, 60
per cent of the US Navy’s 285 ships — including a major-
ity its aircraft carriers, cruisers, destroyers, submarines
and littoral combat ships — are now to be based in the
Asia-Pacific.

Accompanying this shift in military assets, the US also
announced that it was extending its defence ties in the
region, expanding military exercises with its allies and
initiating new military deployments to a number of
countries including 2500 Marines to Darwin.

As part of the plan to expand its presence in Asia, the
chief of US Air Force Operations in the Pacific, General
Carlisle, revealed in July 2013 that along with 2,500
Marines the US Air Force would dispatch “fighters,
tankers, and at some point in the future, maybe bombers
on a rotational basis” to Australia. US jets would also be
sent to Changi East air base in Singapore, Korat air base
in Thailand, Trivandrum in India, and possibly bases at
Kubi Point and Puerto Princesa in the Philippines and
airfields in Indonesia and Malaysia.

A new naval base is being built on Jeju Island in South
Korea, 480 kilometres from China, for American and
South Korean naval forces. It will host up to 20 war-
ships, including three Aegis destroyers and an aircraft
carrier, and will provide a long-range ballistic missile
capability for targeting southeast China. The strategic
naval and marine base on the Pacific island of Guam is
also being upgraded.

In short, the Pivot is a policy of increasing militarisation
of the Asia-Pacific Region, heightening the risks of war,
including nuclear war, and fuelling a regional arms race.

The expansion of US and allied military power as part
of the Pivot comes at a significant price for the region’s
people.

Foreign military bases undermine sovereignty, demo-
cratic practices and human rights in host nations. They
are often built on land seized from Indigenous commu-
nities, become a source of crimes committed including
violent and dehumanising treatment of women and girls.
They contribute to serious environmental contamination
and increase the risk of life-threatening accidents. They
divert limited national financial resources from address-
ing urgent human needs.

Officially, the Pivot is about countering threats to se-
curity and stability in the Asia-Pacific. In announcing
the strategy, former US defence secretary Leon Panetta
declared that the Pivot is about dealing with the chal-
lenges of “humanitarian assistance”, “weapons of mass

destruction”, “narco-trafficking” and “piracy”.

However, these security threats are a pretext to con-
ceal the obvious but undeclared objective of contain-
ing China’s legitimate rise in the region. Australia has
clearly decided to implicate itself in the US containment
strategy of China. As former Australian Prime Minister
Malcolm Fraser has acknowledged:

The choice for Australia to make is not

for China or for the United States, but
independence of mind to break with
subservience to the United States. Subservience
has not and will not serve Australia’s interests.
It is indeed dangerous to our future. Australia
should not do anything, for example, that
suggests that we could be part of a policy of
military containment of China, but marines in
Darwin, spy planes in Cocos Island make us
part of that policy of containment.!

While the Pivot is about containing China, China does
not pose a security threat to the United States. Just as
during the Cold War when the threat from the Soviet
Union was exaggerated to justify a US military presence
in every part of the globe, and similar to the “war on
terror” when the threat of terrorism and weapons of mass
destruction were used to justify US military intervention



in the Middle East and elsewhere, the China “threat” has
been largely manufactured.

The existing military gap between China and the US is
vast, both in quantity and in quality. In 2013, the US
officially spent $600 billion on defence, almost as much
as the next 14 countries combined and over five times
as much as China.? Additionally, while China devotes
substantial military resources to internal security, the US
military focusses outwards, possessing and exercising
overwhelming force projection capabilities. America
maintains over 1000 foreign military facilities (China
has none), has elite forces deployed to 134 countries and
annually conducts 170 military exercises and 250 port
visits in the Asia-Pacific Region alone.

The United States also maintains a clear nuclear su-
periority over any adversary, including China, which
maintains only a small nuclear deterrent capability. As
one specialist on Chinese military power puts it, the
“advantage in numbers and accuracy is so great that a
pre-emptive attack by the United States could feasibly
(if not reliably) eliminate the entire Chinese nuclear
force ... and still maintain most of its nuclear arsenal in
reserve.”

This substantial military gap between the US and China
is not reducing. While China is rising, it is not catching
up to the US in terms of force projection capability as
America continues to grow faster relative to China in
terms of wealth per capita. Despite China’s extraordi-
nary economic growth in recent decades, the US is in
fact “now wealthier, more innovative, and more mili-
tarily powerful compared to China than it was in 1991”.

A sober assessment of China’s military capability makes
it clear that Australia does not face a “China threat” now
or for many years to come. Despite its military moderni-
sation, China’s naval surface fleet, including its aircraft
carrier, “cannot contend with many regional air forces ...
much less carry out advanced naval operations in Aus-
tralian waters”.

China, on the other hand, has good reason to hold seri-
ous security concerns. It has long suffered from a vul-
nerability to military intervention from the sea which
has seen it repeatedly ripped apart and humiliated by
Western powers and Japan. At present, the US maintains
an overwhelming capacity to project force right up to
China’s shores whereas China has no capacity to project
its force anywhere near the US homeland.

As its economy grows larger, China is attempting to re-
dress this historic imbalance and vulnerability by devel-
oping an “Anti Access-Area Denial” (A2AD) capacity
to keep the military forces of the United States and other
potentially unfriendly powers from approaching close
to China. In response, America’s new military strategy

developed to accompany the Pivot to Asia — dubbed
“AirSea Battle” — is designed to defeat this potential
capability and prevent China from developing the capac-
ity to defend itself against an attack from its maritime
approaches.

While nationalist claims and riches from oil and gas
deposits are clearly present in China’s desire to control
its adjacent seas, its major objective is to ensure “state
survival”.

Disaster relief has increasingly become part of the justi-
fication for increased US troop deployments in the Asia-
Pacific region.

With US Pacific Command controlling 330,000 person-
nel, 180 ships and 2,000 aircraft it is more than capable
of being the “first and fastest” to respond to sudden
calamities in the region. However, military humanitar-
ian assistance and disaster relief (HADR) operations
also provide a popular and convenient justification for
maintaining such a massive presence in the Asia-Pacific,
helping to legitimise its presence and soften its image.

HADR operations also help military expansion. The
United States has capitalised on numerous natural dis-
asters in the Asia-Pacific to push for increased military
cooperation and a greater foreign military presence.

Moreover, because disaster relief is not the military’s
primary role or area of expertise it is not cost-effective,
efficient, or transparent. Disaster militarism not only
fails to address the underlying causes for the growing
rate of natural disasters, such as climate change, it is a
significant contributor to them. The US military is the
worst polluter on the planet for its uninhibited use of
fossil fuels, massive creation of greenhouse gases, and
extensive release of radioactive and chemical contami-
nants into the air, water, and soil.

The United States is intent on retaining its ability to
dictate the rules of the international and regional order
according to its own political, strategic and economic
interests, even if that means risking a major conflict.
In other words, the US is increasingly militarising
the region in order to maintain its global and regional
dominance.

Crucial to America’s ambition to maintain hegemony is
the Pentagon’s “lily pads” strategy: the proliferation of
smaller and more flexible US “forward operating bases”
as a means to project power. According to the foremost
expert on the lily pad strategy, Professor David Vine,
Obama’s Asia Pivot “signals that East Asia will be at
the centre of the explosion of lily-pad bases and related
developments”.

Military planners see a future of endless
small-scale interventions in which a large,



geographically dispersed collection of bases
will always be primed for instant operational
access ... In other words, Pentagon officials
dream of nearly limitless flexibility, the ability to
react with remarkable rapidity to developments
anywhere on Earth, and thus, something
approaching total military control over the
planet. &

The ambition for military superiority is inextricably
linked to US economic goals. In 2010, then US Secre-
tary of State Hillary Clinton declared that ‘harnessing
Asia’s growth and dynamism is central to American
economic and strategic interests’. China specialist Peter
Lee elaborates on what this actually means:

Inevitably, this means sustaining the military
assets, alliances, and political and economic
pressure points necessary fo make sure that
Uncle Sam is getting his fair share out of Asia.
That really appears to be the bottom line: that
there is little justification for the United States to
“lead” in Asia other than the China threat ... to
hog the Asian economic pie.?

The economic dimension of America’s Pivot to Asia is
the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) agreement that the
United States is currently attempting to impose on the
region. The TPP is the latest innovation in a long list
of economic globalisation efforts aimed at concentrating
wealth further in the hands of US corporations.

Australia, too, as one of the countries party to the TPP,
is being pressured by the US to adhere to measures
which will undermine Australia’s sovereignty, health-
care, environmental standards and internet freedom to
the benefit of a few US and Australian corporations. 1
While the public has no right to see the agreement before
it is signed, over 600 business representatives have full
access to the draft and get to play an inside role in the
process.

As part of the Pivot, a United States Marine Air-Ground
Task Force (MAGTF) numbering 2,500 is being de-
ployed to Darwin. Scheduled to be deployed in incre-
mental phases each year until 2016, the full Darwin
MAGTF will consist of command, ground combat and
air combat elements available for rapid deployment for
expeditionary combat. As of April 2014, there were 1150
US Marines in Darwin.

Speaking from Parliament House, Obama’s announce-
ment was considered to be highly symbolic and a con-
firmation that Australia had decided to firmly attach
itself to America’s China containment policy. A report
prepared for the US Congress characterised Obama’s
plans for Australia as the “most concrete new element”
of the Pacific Pivot strategy.

Since the announcement of the troop deployment to Dar-
win, a number of developments have occurred that serve
to demonstrate Australia’s increasingly important role in
America’s strategy for projecting power and maintaining
hegemony in the region.

In August 2012, a report commissioned by the US De-
partment of Defence to review current US military force
posture and deployment plans canvassed the possibility
of basing Intelligence, Surveillance, Reconnaissance
(ISR) aircraft such as the Global Hawk unmanned drone
and the MC-12W Liberty aircraft in the Cocos Islands. 2

In August 2013, the US revealed plans to establish a
special naval task force to provide “amphibious lift” for
the 2500 US marines operating out of Australia, allow-
ing them to rapidly deploy to a war zone in the region.
James Brown, military fellow with the Lowy Institute,
pointed out that the new naval group would be designed
to project power around the maritime crossroads of the
Malacca Straits, Southeast Asia, and the eastern Indian
Ocean: “A force of this size has a strategic impact and
sends a strategic message,” Brown said. 3 It was also re-
vealed in late 2013 that the US would likely permanently
pre-position military equipment such as armoured vehi-
cles in Australia to support the eventual full deployment
of 2500 US Marines to Darwin.

In November 2013, a report prepared by a major US
think-tank and provided to US national security offi-
cials *® identified Australia as having “moved from ‘down
under’ to ‘top centre’ in terms of geopolitical import.”
“America’s strong ties with Australia provide it with
the means to preserve US influence and military reach
across the Indo-Pacific”. Australia is thus “increasingly
viewed by Washington as a vital ‘bridging power’ power
in Asia”. Consequently, the report predicts, “the U.S.
Australia relationship may well prove to be the most
special relationship of the 21st century.”

Even more significant than these recent developments
has been the extraordinary increase in military and intel-
ligence cooperation between Australia and the United
States over the last decade and the announcement of
new “joint facilities” or increased US access to existing
facilities in Australia. Along with the deepening inte-
gration of the Australian Defence Force with US armed
forces and policy changes undertaken at the strategic
level, Professor Richard Tanter writes that the result
“may well be, from a Chinese perspective, that Australia
is not so much hosting US military bases, but is becom-
ing a virtual American base in its own right.” 16

Australia’s support for America’s quest for military
dominance also extends to space. In 2010, Australia
extended its participation in the US global Space Sur-
veillance Network when it agreed to station a powerful
space surveillance sensor in Western Australia. Apart



from detecting space debris, the network’s most impor-
tant function is for US offensive and defensive aspects
of war-fighting in space.’

The disclosures by the NSA whistle blower Edward
Snowden cast new light on Australia’s deep integration
with US global and regional military strategy. Apart
from the numerous revelations about Australia’s exten-
sive intelligence gathering responsibilities to intercept
phone calls and data across Asia as part of the US-led
global spying network,® also revealed was the extent
of Australia’s direct participation in US global military
operations through the Joint Defence Facility Pine Gap
outside Alice Springs.

The facility has played a major role in illegal US drone
strike assassinations in Afghanistan and Iraq by tracking
the precise geo-location of suspects to be targeted and
passing on that intelligence to the US military within
minutes. The facility has become so important to the
American military that Australian intelligence officials
say the “US will never fight another war in the eastern
hemisphere without the direct involvement of Pine
Gap”.18

Former Prime Ministers Malcolm Fraser, Paul Keating
and even Kevin Rudd have each spoken out about the
uncritical alignment of the Gillard government with the
Obama administration’s shift towards a policy of mili-
tary containment of China. %

Unsurprisingly, the Liberal Party has displayed even
greater sycophancy. When the decision to deploy US
troops to Darwin was announced, then opposition leader
Tony Abbott offered to go even further and establish a
new joint facility on Australian soil, declaring the Coali-
tion “would be happy to see the establishment of another
joint facility so that these arrangements could become
more permanent”. %

The advent of the Abbott Coalition government has es-
calated existing tensions with China and there has been
a noticeable cooling of relations between Australia and
China since the Coalition came to power.

It has been a common bi-partisan refrain in Austral-
ian politics to assert the need for an overwhelming US
military presence in the Asia-Pacific in order to maintain
peace and stability. The need to help solidify US regional
“leadership” is one of the long-held and primary official
justifications for maintaining the Australia-US alliance.

The claim is false. In fact the reverse is true. The US has
been a major source of instability in the region since the
Second World War, engaging in costly wars and support-
ing dictatorial regimes in order to assert and maintain its
hegemony. From the Korean War to the Vietnam War
and the wider destruction of Indochina, support for brutal

dictatorships such as Rhee and others in South Korea,
Suharto in Indonesia and Marcos in the Philippines, the
US has been directly and indirectly responsible for ma-
jor acts of aggression, state terrorism and oppression in
the region and beyond. %

American economist and Nobel laureate Joseph Stiglitz
details that American-style globalisation under the aus-
pices of the International Monetary Fund (IMF) partially
caused and later exacerbated the crisis, plunging millions
into poverty and threatening the economies and stability
of the entire third world. *

As East Asian specialist Professor Gavan McCormack
points out, the US benefits from the various regional dis-
putes that keeps Japan, South Korea and other US allies
dependent on America:

If relations between Japan and North Koreq,
or even between North and South Korea, were
ever normalized, the tension would drain from
them and the comprehensive incorporation of
Japan within the American hegemonic project
would become correspondingly more difficult
to justify. In other words, if peace broke out

in east Asia, the justification for the sprawling
US military base presence in South Korea and
Japan would disappear. 2

Professor of International Politics, Mark Beeson, makes
the point that American strategic involvement in the
region “is expressly designed to keep East Asia divided
and its security orientation firmly oriented towards
Washington.” Beeson points out that keeping the region
divided has been a key element of America’s overall
grand strategy:

... since the United States does not want to
encourage a balancing coalition against its
dominant position, it is not clear that it has

a strategic interest in the full resolution of
differences between, say, Japan and China or
Russia and China. Some level of tension among
these states reinforces their individual need for
a special relationship with the United States. 2

The instability caused by US hegemony has led a number
of experts to argue for a reduction in US offensive
forces in the region. Strategic studies expert and former
Australian Department of Defence secretary, Professor
Hugh White, has repeatedly warned of the risks of the
continuation of the status quo, arguing that it is in Aus-
tralia’s best interests for the US relinquish primacy in
the region.?’

Relinquishing hegemony and withdrawing all offensive
US military forces in the region would go a long way
towards reducing tensions and the risk of instability and



war. It would constitute an important first step towards
the total demilitarisation and denuclearisation of the re-
gion and create space for a truly peaceful and integrated
regional community of nations to develop and prosper,
based on the ideals of democracy, justice, human rights,
international cooperation and sustainability.
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Some thoughts on constitutional
recognition of the first Australians

Dr Hannah Middleton

Starting in 2007 with former Liberal Prime Minister
John Howard, the Australian Government has been
pushing for ‘Constitutional recognition of Aboriginal &
Torres Strait Islander peoples’.

In 2010, the Gillard government handpicked an “expert
panel” to make recommendations in regards to amend-
ing the Constitution. The constitutional reform panel
handed down its final report in January 2012.

The panel’s recommendations have received wide sup-
port in both Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal communi-
ties but many Aboriginal political activists and others
are questioning the motives behind this multimillion
dollar campaign.

Why should we trust a recommendation from the gov-
ernment of a capitalist state interested not in morality,
democracy and human rights but in controlling land and
resources for profit making?

Leading Aboriginal lawyer Mike Mansell points out that
“crafting a constitution that deals with dispossession,
and political and cultural rights for Aboriginal people
while acknowledging the real purpose for the existence
of the constitution requires some intense deliberation ...

“For 200 years Aboriginal people have been dominated
to an extraordinary degree and the NT Intervention laws
are a product of that domination. This is the result of
white people making decision about Aborigines.”

We would do well to remember that the US, Canada
and New Zealand have recognised Indigenous people
in their respective constitutions. However, this has not
solved the problems of their Indigenous communities —
discrimination, poverty, high levels of crime and drug
taking, suicide, incarceration and more.

Many years ago, Charles Perkins called for a treaty writ-
ten into the Constitution which covered issues of the prior
ownership of land, sovereignty, compensation for land
lost, and recognition of the customs, laws, languages and
sacred sites. The current proposals go nowhere near this.

In 2011, the Gillard Government hand picked a
19-member “expert panel” to hold consultations around

recognizing Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders in the
Constitution, part of an election promise made by former
Prime Minister John Howard.

The panel travelled around the country conducting a
series of public meetings. It handed down its final re-
port and recommendations on January 19, 2012 at the
National Gallery of Australia in Canberra. The panel
recommended:

* Repeal of section 25 (which allows Parliament to
disqualify any race of people from participating in
an Australian election)

« Repeal of section 51 (xxvi) (this is often referred to
as the ‘race power’ and gives the Commonwealth
the authority to make laws that discriminate against
citizens purely on the basis of race).

¢ Insert a new section 51A which recognises that
Australia was first occupied by Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander peoples; acknowledges the
continuing relationship of Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander peoples with their traditional lands
and waters; respects the continuing cultures,
languages and heritage of Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander peoples; and acknowledges the need
to secure the advancement of Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander people. This section also preserves
the right of Parliament’s to pass laws “for the
benefit” of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples — such as the infamous Northern Territory
Intervention.

¢ Insert a new section 116A which prohibits racial
discrimination by the Commonwealth, a State or a
Territory on the grounds of race, colour or ethnic or
national origin”. Subsection (1) allows the making
of laws or measures for the purpose of overcom-
ing disadvantage, ameliorating the effects of past
discrimination, or protecting the cultures, languages
or heritage of any group.

¢ Insert a new section 127A, which says that the na-
tional language of the Commonwealth of Australia
is English, the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
languages are the original Australian languages, a
part of our national heritage, and that the role that
languages have in Aboriginal communities must be
acknowledged and protected.



These proposals have wide support across the political
spectrum and in the Australian community both Indig-
enous and non-indigenous.

Adam Goodes, Australian of the Year 2014, says: “We
want to be recognised. It’s just as simple as that. We’ve
never been recognised. We are the first Australians,
okay? And it is time we were recognised.”

Renowned indigenous leader Patrick Dodson says:
“Recognition of the first peoples in the Constitution
sends a message that you are valued, you are important,
that we want to respect you, and we want to deal with
the things that have caused us division and discord in
the past.”

Singer and song writer Archie Roach says: “Until that
(constitutional recognition) is addressed, then we truly
can’t go forward as a people, as a nation, as Australians,
as a whole.”

AFL legend Michael O’Loughlin says: “The long pres-
ence of Aboriginal people in this land is part of Aus-
tralia’s history. | think every fair-minded Australian
can understand why recognition will help us to heal old
wounds.”

Millie Ingram, Wiradjuri elder, says: “We are the First
Australians. It’s up to all of us to come together and ac-
knowledge and recognise this. We have the longest con-
tinuing culture in the world. Aboriginal culture doesn’t
just belong to Aboriginal Australians. It belongs to all
of us.”

While the movement for constitutional recognition has
official support, including from the Labor and Liberal
parties, and is strong and vocal, not all Aboriginal people
support it. Significantly most of the criticisms come from
seasoned political activists who have fought decades of
broken promises, wasted funding, spin and lies.

The new section 51A recognises that Australia was first
occupied by Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peo-
ples. There is no constitutional recognition of their prior
ownership of the land.

The constitution can only be changed by a referendum
and these are notoriously difficult to win in Australia.
Inclusion of the notion of occupation of the land in the
constitution now will effectively mean prolongation
of the status quo. Correcting the constitution to reflect

the real situation as colonisation (not “settlement™) of
ownership of the land will be extremely difficult.

This is hardly surprising. For the owners of capital, land
rights are both an immediate threat to their economic
interests — and also a dagger aimed at the very heart of
capitalism.

Land is a major source of wealth — its use for sheep, cat-
tle and farming, the natural resources in and on it (gold,
oil, bauxite, copper, diamonds, timber and so on), as real
estate and for tourism. All this and more makes land one
of a country’s most valuable assets.

To return some part of this valuable asset to the people
as community property sets a dangerous precedent for
monopoly corporations who are intent on owning or
leasing all the resources of this country in order to make
the most profit possible.

Aboriginal land is owned communally, by a whole com-
munity. Private ownership for private profit would no
longer be the only way things are done — there would be
an alternative of collective ownership for the benefit not
of an individual but of a group.

It’s not a big step from this to suggesting that all the
valuable assets in Australia could become the collective
property of all the people and be used not for private
profits but to meet the needs of the people.

Dr Gary Foley says Constitutional recognition is a joke
and a waste of time. “Government only ever pumps mil-
lions of dollars into things that are essentially meaning-
less, things that are designed to divert our attention from
the real issues ....

“Who gives a damn about whether we’re mentioned in
the Australian Constitution? What real difference will it
make? It’s a grand token gesture and will mean nothing
in the long run, so it’s a waste of time for people to be
even talking about it”

Academic Mary Graham warns that the government’s
campaign is not to be trusted. “Constitutional recogni-
tion is a way of promising something, but with no real
substance.”

Ray Jackson, President of the Indigenous Social Justice
Association, says “the addition or lack of some ‘secret
english’ words adds not one day to our life expectancy,
our rights to our self-determination, or one footprint of
our ancient lands.”



Noted Aboriginal lawyer Michael Mansell condemns
the proposed new section 127a which makes English
Australia’s official language and recognises Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander languages as part of our na-
tional heritage.

He says the proposal “stinks of racism” and that First
Nations people have “the right to maintain our languages
against assimilation”.

He says the proposal to make English the national lan-
guage is based on notions of “white supremacy” and
could have the effect of making Aboriginal languages
“subservient” to English.

The proposal compares unfavourably with the recogni-
tion in Aotearoa (New Zealand) of Maori as one of the
nation’s three official languages, alongside English and
sign language.

The thinking behind many of the criticisms is that for
many Aboriginal communities, the goal is not constitu-
tional reform. It is sovereignty.

Michael Mansell comments: “Effectively, the expert
panel legitimises the invasion of Aboriginal lands, with
whites having the right to govern and Aborigines the
right to be governed. The bottom line for the panel is to
promote assimilation. No mention of sovereignty or self
determination, the two most important rights Aborigines
are entitled to.”

Veteran activist Robbie Thorpe says “If we do consent
to that Constitution, we’re giving up our sovereignty in
a sense, and legitimizing what’s happened to us over the
last two hundred years in this country.”

Chairman of the Centre of Indigenous Cultural Policy
Bob Weatherall comments that “constitutional recogni-
tion is yet another paternalistic government policy. Noth-
ing has changed. It’s just a new Act and new provision
that’s being imposed on us, keeping our people down.
We’ll still have the dominant society over the top of us
who make laws and policies that continue to deprive us
of our basic human rights and fundamental freedoms.”

Michael Anderson, spokesperson of the Sovereign Tribal
Union, says “the real hidden agenda of the proposed ref-
erendum is to coerce Aboriginal Nations and Peoples to
become part of the Australian Constitution and by doing
so consent to be governed. The Commonwealth govern-
ment can then claim that Aboriginal Nations and Peoples
have acquiesced. This is the main weapon the Crown has
to counter our sovereignty movement.”

It has been suggested that the Aboriginal demand for
sovereignty runs counter to some aspects of the Com-
munist Party of Australia. However, if we look past the
different terms used, we can see that the two approaches
are in fact similar.

The Communist Party’s program gives priority to win-
ning communal, inalienable land rights for Aborigines
based upon traditional ownership, religious association,
long occupancy and/or need. These are rights which
must be returned; they are not gifts to be bestowed by
the dominant society.

Aboriginal land title must include full rights to minerals
and other natural resources as well as to all sacred sites,
heritage areas and areas of traditional significance.

Another essential feature is the establishment of autono-
mous areas for communities on the basis of their com-
munally owned land where they can develop their own
economic, social and cultural life.

Regional Communal Autonomous Areas would have
various levels of autonomous self-governing councils,
free of any interference from the existing political
structure.

These Autonomous Areas would enjoy similar status to
the States, thus having an equivalent type of representa-
tion in the Australian Federal Parliament, the Council of
Australian Governments (CoAG) and other intra-Federal
bodies.

On 16 July 1990 the Aboriginal Provisional Government
(APG) was formed. It described an Aboriginal view of
sovereignty in a statement which said in part:

We can anticipate the white reaction to any
challenge from the Aboriginal community
to over 200 years of white supremacy and
domination. What is seen by Aborigines

as freedom and independence is for whites
a form of apartheid; what has been put
forward as the right of Aboriginal people to
control themselves has drawn the comment
of “separatism”; what the APG sees as
self-determination for Aborigines is viewed
generally by the white powers-that-be as a
dividing up of the country ....

Let it be clearly understood: the Aboriginal
Provisional Government wants an Aboriginal
state to be established, with all of the essential
control being vested back into Aboriginal
communities. The land involved would
essentially be crown land but in addition there
would be some land which would be needed



by the Aboriginal community other than crown
land.

The test for which lands come under the
Aboriginal Provisional government would be
the land needed by Aboriginal communities to
survive on. No longer would Aborigines need
to beg governments or judicial bodies for land
to be returned to Aboriginal people.

At the end of the day, enough land would
need to be returned to Aboriginal communities
throughout Australia to enable them to survive
as a nation of people and the remaining land
would be kept by whites and their governments
as a basis for them to continue their nation ...

Nor would Aboriginal people have to live in a
particular small area on Aboriginal lands. The
areas would be scattered far and wide around
Australia and would be the land needed by
local Aboriginal communities.

While some have scoffed at the peculiar
boundaries such a division of land would
create, it is not unusual in international circles.
For example, the United States is a nation

yet is separated completely from its territory
in Alaska. lts territory in Hawaii is halfway
around the other side of the world. This has
not been seen as a reason to laugh at the
jurisdiction of the United States ...

The political control of each local Aboriginal
community would be vested in the community
themselves. There would be no point in
transferring white power to an Aboriginal
Provisional Government which simply imposed
the same policies from above.

The local communities must have absolute
control over their day-to-day activities and
the direction in which the local Aboriginal
communities are to move ...



Mike Mansell says the focus has to be on national land
rights legislation, ending the NT Intervention, Aborigi-
nal self-determination and Aboriginal representation in
Parliament.

The key to the recognition of the rights of the Aborigi-
nal people remains land rights. The Communist Party
insists that the special position and inherent rights of the
Aborigines and Torres Strait Islanders as dispossessed,
Indigenous minorities in Australia must be recognised
and that this recognition must be based above all on the
return of Aboriginal and Islander lands.

The Socialist (now Communist) Party of Australia’s
1978 program calls for unity in action to be built be-
tween black and white Australians, stressing that:

The working class movement must realise

that part of their movement is made up of
Aboriginal and Islander workers and that

the national liberation and working class
movements are allied. The revolutionary

and anti-monopoly content of the land rights
campaign is as important for the white workers
as it is for the Aborigines and Islanders.

The working people of Australia suffer at the hands of
the same rapacious transnationals and monopolies, the
same political forces which have inflicted so much in-
justice on the Aboriginal and Islander people. We have a
common struggle.

Aborigines battling for land and mineral rights, white
workers fighting to save their jobs — two sides of the
one coin, two groups fighting the same battle against the
same enemy. It’s not a question of “helping” or “sup-
porting” Aborigines. It’s a matter of solidarity in the
common struggle.

The policies of Australian Communists have been guid-
ed by an understanding that in our historical conditions
the class struggle of the working people merges with the
struggle against national oppression and the struggle for
socialism with the anti-imperialist national liberation
movements.

National liberation movements are part of the mass
struggle against monopoly capitalism and imperialism.
The actions of oppressed nations and nationalities in
themselves do not destroy capitalism but they do, as
Lenin pointed out, “help the real anti-imperialist force,
the socialist proletariat, to make its appearance on the
scene”.

The CPA’s aim is to build a united revolutionary front
of the working people of all nations and national mi-
norities. Applied to Australia this means unity in action
between the Aboriginal/Islander liberation movement
and the working class movement. Any weakening of
this unity can only serve the interests of imperialism and
thereby hold back the emancipation of both black and
white Australians.

As Karl Marx wrote:

Labour in the white skin can never be free
while labour in the black skin is in chains.

Michael Mansell at hobart@tacinc.com.au or feedback@tacinc.com.au

The Tracker, a monthly magazine published by the NSW Aboriginal Land Council. Launched
in April 2017, by 2012 it claimed a print run of 35,000 copies. The Tracker shut down
unexpectedly in June 2014.

The Guardian, weekly newspaper of the Communist Party of Australia. www.cpa.org.au



Chinese ideo-political education
at the university level - equipping
tomorrow’s builders of socialism

The project of socialist construction taking place in Chi-
na today is one of the most significant political and eco-
nomic tasks of the 21st century whose success or failure
will affect the course of history. Socialism with Chinese
Characteristics has provided an example to the rest of the
socialist world on how to move forward after the loss of
the Soviet Union and the resurgence of world capitalism.
At the same time, the Communist and worker’s parties
of the capitalist world are studying the progress of their
Chinese comrades and looking for lessons that they too
will need to apply when the time comes.

Despite great promise, the Chinese project faces seri-
ous internal and external dangers that threaten to undo
the gains of the Chinese people over the last hundred
years of struggle. Among these dangers is the ideologi-
cal threat, exacerbated by the “Opening and Reform”
process began in the late 70’s. Bombarded with capital-
ist propaganda from the imperialist world, exposed to
exploitation by both foreign and local capitalists and
living through the growing pains of the reform process,
how do Chinese young adults avoid ideological corrup-
tion? What does the Communist Party of China (CPC)
do to ensure that the successors of the Communist cause,
the builders of a new world, develop a Marxist-Leninist
world-view?

The Communist Party of China has continuously carried
out ideo-political education among young people since
before the foundation of the Peoples’ Republic of China
in 1949. Education has always been aimed at produc-
ing the next generation of builders of socialism and
successors of the Communist cause. What is the current
thinking behind ideo-political education at the university
level in China today?

The CPC has recognised the importance of carrying
out ideo-political work among university students.
Universities have been identified as a “battlefield for
the popularisation of Marxism” while the CPC has used
ideo-political courses at universities as a major tool in

this battle (Li, Feng and Li 151). Ma Zhanjun described
universities as shouldering the task of cultivating quali-
fied builders of socialism who can play their part in eco-
nomic and social development (Explore the Ideological
and Political Work 119).

Ideo-political education is a component part of a larger
category of world-view forming classes. These include
patriotic education, civic education, professional ethics
classes, psychological and mental health services as
well as what we would traditionally call moral educa-
tion. Each of these subject areas is taught with class-
conciousness in mind. Taking patriotic education as an
example, Li Changsong wrote:

.. they have stepped up their efforts to
inculcate socialist ideas and beliefs in youth
during the process of patriotism education,
encouraging the young people to convert
their passion for the motherland into practical
actions for the socialist modernisation drive...
(“Experience and Revelation” 23)

Former leaders Jiang Zemin and Hu Jintao both raised
the importance of uniting socialism and patriotism in
patriotic education (Li “Experience and Revelation” 22-
23). The same can be said for civic education and profes-
sional ethics classes, where a class-concious approach
relying on Marxism-Leninism has been taken.

The present situation in ideo-political education at the
university level is based on two policy documents: “Re-
form of Ideo-political Curriculum in Higher Education”
from the Ministry of Education (Lai and Lo 338) and
“On Further Strengthening and Improving ldeological
and Political Education” from the CPC Central Com-
mittee and the State Department. These documents and
their associated policies are sometimes referred to in
Chinese literature as “Project 05” (Li, Feng and Li 151).
These policies, first implemented in 2006, reorganised
ideo-political education at universities by introducing
new compulsory classes for undergraduate students,
introducing new guidelines for teacher training and for
classroom teaching. Previously, undergraduate students



were required to take the “two classes”, which included
Marxist philosophy and its Chinese derivatives: Mao
Zedong Thought, Deng Xiaoping Theory and the Three
Represents.

Under the 2005 policy, undergraduate students are re-
quired to take four compulsory ideo-political classes
within their first two years of study. These four com-
pulsory subjects are: “Basic Principles of Marxism”,
“Introduction to the Concepts of Mao Zedong Thought,
Deng Xiaoping Theory and the Three Represents”, “Cul-
tivating Ideo-virtue and the Foundations of Law” and
“Contemporary Chinese History”. These subjects had
been available previously as electives but now became
compulsory, increasing the time spent by undergraduate
students on ideo-political education to almost ten per-
cent of their total study time (Lai and Lo 338). More
compulsory subjects and greater ideo-political class
teaching time were accompanied by greater centralisa-
tion over curriculum matters and textbook selection (Lai
and Lo 339).

Aside from practical changes to classes, textbooks and
curriculum matters, the 2005 policy change also exhorts
teachers to focus more strongly on linking theory with
practice. This could be seen when the policy documents
mentioned the need to link theory with social reality and
the life experiences of university students (Lai and Lo
339). While non-Marxist writers may see this as merely
a pragmatic attempt to garner student interest, Marxists
will recognise the fundamental principle behind the
Ministry recommendation. The link between theory and
practice is one of the core tenets of Marxist epistemol-
ogy. Kharin, writer of the Marxist philosophy classic
Fundamentals of Dialectics wrote:

Marxist-Leninist epistemology has overcome
the one-sidedness of the previous philosophical
doctrines in understanding the cognitive
process. Reflection of reality is a complex
dialectical process ... . In this process of
cognition, the object-transforming practice is
the basic principle and foundation and it's
ultimate aim. (Kharin 229)

The new focus on linking theory and practice should
be seen as a significant improvement of ideo-political
education to not only teach Marxist content, but to do it
with Marxist methodology.

In the same year, the Ministry of Education published
the “Code of Conduct for Higher Education Students”,
which outlines 8 sets of values that university students
should internalise. The very first of the values in the
Ministry list is “diligently study Marxism-Leninism”
and its Chinese developments as well as establishing
“the road to a socialist society under the leadership of
the Communist Party of China” (MoE 84). The rest of

the values in the ministry document include supra-class
values such as diligence, honesty, obeying the law, being
frugal and courteous.

These documents from the Ministry of Education and
the Central Committee of the CPC formed the ground-
work for the next ten years of ideo-political work among
university students. Although some earlier deficiencies
were addressed, other serious problems continued to
emerge and worsen.

Despite the changes and improvements to ideo-political
education at the university level made by Project 05,
scholars both within China and internationally have
criticised the content and methodology of current prac-
tice. The critics can be roughly divided into two groups.
The first group sees serious methodological problems
with current ideo-political education and are considering
ways that Marxism teaching can be improved with the
ultimate goal of producing the successors of socialism.
The second group consists of scholars and teachers who
want to reduce or eliminate the Marxist content of ideo-
political education.

A common problem that both groups have identified is
the almost universal contempt that Chinese university
students hold for ideo-political education. Li, Wu etal
described the trend as follows: “Listen carefully (to)
the professional course, listen casually (to) the elective
course and listen disgustingly (sic) (to) the political
course” (Li, Wu etal 592). According to this reasoning,
students pay the most attention to classes that they feel
will better prepare them for their future careers, while
meeting their study load requirements by taking elec-
tives that are easy to pass in order to improve their GPA.
In contrast, students are uninterested in ideo-political
classes but are forced to take them, reducing their en-
thusiasm for the subject. A segment of students react to
what they perceive to be indoctrination by adopting a
sceptical attitude towards the purpose and content of the
classes (Fairbrother 404).

Other scholars lay the blame for student disinterest or
hostility towards Marxism on the penetration of ideas
from the capitalist world. Li, Feng and Li wrote: “As a
result of (the) invasion of all kinds of western thoughts
and cultures, university students come into doubt and
disbelieve Marxism” (Li, Feng and Li 152). In fact,
many undesirable traits such as individualism among
current university students are blamed on western
capitalist infiltration both through popular culture and
direct ideological assaults. This penetration has intensi-
fied since the beginning of the “Opening and Reform”



process and the development of a socialist market econ-
omy has allowed a diversification to take place in the
ideological concepts of university students and teachers
(Ma “Explore the Ideological and Political Work”118).
Regardless of the reasons, student disinterest or hostil-
ity towards ideo-political education is a serious problem
that requires solving if reliable successors of socialism
are to be cultivated.

Among scholars loyal to the cause of socialism the key
problems, including a lack of student interest, are largely
methodological and management issues. One of the
most common criticisms made by Chinese teachers of
ideo-political classes is the lack of student participation
in the process of learning. The active role that students
can play in learning is too often sidelined with teach-
ers expecting students to passively receive knowledge
(Tam, Heng etal 147). Teachers can hardly be blamed for
adopting a lecturing style when they are faced with large
class sizes. Typical undergraduate ideo-political classes
are taught to 4-6 classes of students concurrently with
more than 100 students attending (Zhang 41). As a result
of large class sizes, teacher-student communication time
is limited, student discipline during class is lax, students
are less inclined to pay attention and the scope for stu-
dent participation is minimal (Zhang 41). Simply put:
“the methods of knowledge-based passive learning and
lecture-based cramming no longer adapt to universities’
educational aims and contents or the intellectual level of
students” (Xiao and Tong 47).

Although Project 05 encourages teachers to draw links
between theory and practice and to show students the
truth of Marxism using examples relevant to their daily
life, some teachers and schools still fail to do this. Teach-
ing content that is divorced from the reality of students
and lacking in applicability remains a serious problem
that hinders student learning (Li “The Innovative Think-
ing in College” 550). Besides being an un-dialectical
way to teach dialectics, it is also difficult for students to
make the leap from simply knowing to being convinced
that the content is absolutely true.

Finally, local teachers and researchers have identified
management and implementation problems that hinder
Marxism teaching. Chinese scholars have shown the
need for greater cooperation between different depart-
ments within the university, Communist Youth League
organisations and society in general for the extra-curric-
ular teaching of ideo-political subjects to be successful.
Currently, at some universities, there is little to no com-
munication between these groups and the potential for
them to cooperate in support of social practice activities
(chances for students to see Marxism in practice) re-
mains unrealised. Without support, teachers are limited
by organisational and financial constraints as well as
safety considerations (Li, Wu etal 592).

By identifying these problems, local researchers and
teachers are able to give an honest appraisal of current
education work and begin working on ways to improve
how Marxism is popularised at universities. However,
there is another category of criticism that is far less help-
ful and yet even more deserving of attention before it is
able to harm the cause of socialism.

Not all critics are well-meaning and not all advice is de-
signed to support the lofty goals of the Communist Party
of China. Even as a socialist country, there are people
in important university posts who are either ignorant of
Marxism or are actively hostile to it.

One harmful belief is the idea that the ideo-political
component of moral education needs to be reduced in fa-
vor of a greater focus on the “moral” component. Some
teachers feel that political education replaces moral
education (Wan 159) or otherwise present political and
moral education as mutually opposing subjects. Yu and
Xiong claimed that problems with the morality of mod-
ern students are the result of a lack of “moral belief” and
that it is difficult for Marxism to be a guide for people’s
daily actions (108).They further claimed that Marxism
does not have a complete and unambiguous value sys-
tem and therefore is unable to provide moral guidance
(Yu, Xiong 109).

While these writers praised the efforts of the CPC to
materialise socialist values in ways that people could
directly apply to their lives in the “Eight Honours and
Eight Shames”, their assertion that Marxism teaching is
too “political” to improve student morality sets a dan-
gerous precedent that anti-communists within Chinese
academia would be glad to exploit in their own ideologi-
cal campaigns. Besides providing a cover for anti-com-
munists, the idea itself is simply incorrect. Moral beliefs
and values stem from a world-view. A Marxist-Leninist
world-view should be the fundamental basis from which
socialist morality is constructed, it is the ideological
foundation that convinces students that they should be
noble successors of socialism who build a new society
based on the most progressive moral principles, those
of the proletariat. This requires further strengthening of
ideo-political education, not its weakening in favour of
vague moral values presented without context.

A far more dangerous trend is to reduce ideo-political
education, eliminate Marxist content or do away with
these subjects altogether in order to promote a suppos-
edly supra-class “moral education” based largely on
liberal bourgeois ideology. A method of doing this is
to claim that moral education is too politicised. Qi and
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Tang claimed that changes in China’s social background
made “authoritarian and politicised” moral education
out-dated while “modern” ideas are more suitable (477).
The modern values they advocated were: freedom, de-
mocracy, pluralism, openness and dialogue (Qi and Tang
477). If these values were expressed in a class context,
to show that freedom and democracy cannot exist for
the vast majority of the population within an exploitative
class society and that only a socialist society can truly
realise these qualities, then they could be a valuable part
of moral education. However the supra-class expres-
sion of ideas such as these only prepares students minds
to uncritically receive propaganda from the capitalist
world. As history has shown us, de-politicisation is a
code word for disarming the working class and allowing
bourgeois ideology free reign.

Liberal bourgeois ideology is not the only reactionary
set of ideas peddled by the enemies of Marxism. Con-
fucianism has seen a resurgence in the last twenty years
as scholars both within and outside of China have tried
to rehabilitate it. This philosophy is attractive as an al-
ternative to Marxism as it encourages a system of feudal
obedience and control that would prove useful to any
forces attempting to solidify their rule after overthrow-
ing socialism in China. The proponents of Confucianism
as a replacement for ideo-political education claim that
it “sought to cultivate virtuous people and a benevolent
ruler” while also addressing psychological problems and
helping people understand how to fulfil their own needs
(Murray 523). These same proponents curse current
ideo-political education as simply existing to support
the government and the CPC without actually aiming to
better people or improve society (Li *“ Moral Education”
170). The irony of comments like these is that the ap-
plication of Confucianism, as it was historically applied,
would lead to exactly the “supporting of autocracies”
(Murray 510) that its supporters claim ideo-political
education does today, while actual Marxism teaching is
about improving individuals so that they may improve

society. Honesty has never stood in the way of the pro-
ponents of reaction, so the quest to install Confucianism
as the core of Chinese moral education continues.

At this point it is important to note that Confucianism has
in fact been rehabilitated and does play a part in moral
education. How can we reconcile the promotion of a
reactionary feudal philosophy by a Communist party as
part of its educational policy in a socialist country? The
answer lies in what is actually said about Confucian-
ism, how it is being used and what parts of it have been
salvaged. Rather than resurrecting the spiritual/religious
aspects of the philosophy or its harmful feudal world
outlook, Chinese educators have identified core ethical
principles that are compatible with the collective spirit
of Marxism-Leninism (Yu 364). According to Yu, those
principles are: loyalty to the country, commitment to
serving the people, social responsibility, self-discipline,
and self-cultivation among others (364). All of these are
values that are consistent with socialist morality and are
all essential values for the building of socialism and a
new kind of person. Chinese Marxists throughout history
have regularly used quotations of Confucius and other
feudal scholars to legitimise or support their position to
the masses. So, far from Marxism being abandoned in
favour of Confucianism, it is feudal superstition that is
being abandoned in favour of socialist morality.

Suggested improvements

While all of these problems are serious, local teachers
and researchers have already found innovative new
ways to improve ideo-political education. Progress is
made every year, examples of excellent political work
are publicised and more Marxism departments are
adopting updated methods to ensure that ideo-political
education is truly effective. The proposed changes are
a major departure from how education has traditionally
been carried out in China and involve a complete rethink
of core assumptions about teaching. The changes may be



roughly divided into two categories; changes to where
the battle of ideas takes place and changes to the meth-
ods of persuasion.

Instead of merely relying on ideo-political subject teach-
ers to perform their mission in the classroom, new think-
ing demands that teaching is expanded to include all
spaces that students utilise. This aim, called “systematic
comprehensiveness” by some researchers (Zhou, Qin
etal 190), involves using both physical and intangible
campus culture as well as including moral education
messages within major courses taught by non-moral
education teachers to ensure that students are immersed
in an environment conducive to the popularisation
of Marxism (Ma “Tentative Exploration” 60). Others
advocated that universities carry out “Red dialogue”,
“Red promotion” and “Red guidance” (Li, Wu etal
593). Red dialogue means promoting the dissemination
and in depth study of Marxist classics among students
through debates, discussions and reports. Red promotion
requires the use of themed activities based on important
dates such as the founding of the party, the May 4th
movement and the anniversary of the Japanese invasion
(September 18th) as well as promoting emulation of role
models, heroes and revolutionary martyrs. Finally, red
guidance allows for teachers and party cadres to main-
tain long-term and individual contact with students to
ensure that students political values are cultivated over
an extended period and any individual circumstances
are properly handled (Li, Wu etal 594). These activities
are supplemented by series of political lectures, public
display of party leaders and role models portraits and the
broadcasting of ideologically sound films as well as stu-
dent produced films. Activities differ from university to
university but hopefully successful examples will spur
other universities to adopt better practices.

Closely related to this is the idea of “social practice”.
Social practice may take many forms and is already
a part of current ideo-political education policy and
practice. Improvements involve expanding its forms
and improving the cooperation between organisations
that facilitate social practice in order to provide a more
meaningful experience to students. Instead of simply re-
lying on overworked and under-resourced ideo-political
subject teachers, researchers advocate better coopera-
tion between the Youth League and the student affairs
office to organise summer holiday activities (Li, Wu etal
594). Activities may include visiting graveyards for the
revolutionary martyrs to instil patriotism, volunteering
at nursing homes to study the spirit of Lei Feng (the most
important Chinese role model for self-less devotion to
helping others) or to promote environmental protection
and respect for public property by carrying out activities
aiming to educate “students to care for the environment,
protect environment, beautify and construct the campus

with their own hands” (Zhou “Red Community” 302).
By improving cooperation with diverse organisations,
social practice may be further developed as an excel-
lent ideo-political medium that clearly draws the link
between theory and practice and allows students to see
the truth of Marxism from their own experience.

The two most common themes in Chinese papers that
discuss ways to improve ideo-political education are the
need for more active learning by students and the need
to link theory with practice. As well as being a core tenet
of Marxist epistemology, linking theory with practice is
undoubtedly one of the most effective ways for students
to grasp the truth of what they have been taught in the
classroom. Scholars state that universities need to help
students to realise the “unification of knowledge and ac-
tion” by combining theoretical teaching in the classroom
with opportunities for students to apply the knowledge in
practice (Zhou, Qin etal 192). While social practice and
campus culture are ways of doing this, teachers can also
improve their own teaching methods by linking Marxist
theory to practical examples in the lives of students, al-
lowing them to see the real world applicability of theory.

While teachers in Chinese universities have traditionally
applied the “lecture from the book” style of teaching,
increasing numbers of ideo-political educators are aban-
doning this method in favour of student-centered ap-
proaches. Teaching should be understood as a dynamic
process where students preconceptions and knowledge
are always changing, so teachers need to adapt to meet
the real needs of students (Li “Exploration in Classroom
Teaching” 209). As students have differing political lev-
els and experiences, teachers should wherever possible
adapt different approaches to meet the different political
levels, educational backgrounds and life experiences of
students. In the spirit of Marxism, students should be en-
couraged to criticise, ask questions and “seek truth from
facts” (Li “The Innovative Thinking” 549). This process
of active inquiry, where teachers encourage students to
apply the methodology of Marxism to examine contem-
porary issues not only hones their abilities as Marxist
scientists but also demonstrates the correctness of theory
through practice.

One of the proposed technical improvements to ideo-po-
litical teaching is better use of information technology.
It is vital for moral educators to use the internet because
it is the favoured medium of today’s university students
(Zhou, Qin etal 191). One of the most important features
of using L. T is the ability to close the gap between teach-
ers and students. In a large classroom situation there is
a gulf between the teacher and students who passively
receive information. The correct utilisation of 1.T will al-
low teachers to close this gap, building up a relationship
of trust which strengthens teaching effectiveness. Teach-
ers are able to do this by using forms of communication



that students are more comfortable with social media
like QQ, weixin, weibo, i.e. the forms that they volun-
tarily use with their friends on a day to day basis. At
the same time, Zhou, Qing etal said educators should
be encouraged to set up their own blogs or microblogs
where they can propagate moral messages in a format
that students are more likely to read (191). I.T can also
allow faster and more accessible commentary on cur-
rent events while they are still topical. This could allow
teachers to pre-empt undesirable positions espoused by
other sources and provide students with a view more in
tune with Marxism.

During this primary stage of socialism, the Chinese
nation is in desperate need of qualified builders. The
successors of socialism can not merely be technically
competent and innovative, they must also adopt the
standpoint of Marxism and apply the Marxist method to
fulfil their historic mission. Chinese universities are one
of the major battlegrounds in the ideological struggle
taking place between reactionary and progressive forces.
In order to win this struggle, ideo-political education is
carried out among all university students in the form of
compulsory classes and extra-curricular activities.

There are significant problems with current ideo-political
education that require immediate attention and resolute
action by educators, managers, researchers and party
cadre in order to resolve. Ideological dangers originat-
ing from both liberal bourgeois and reactionary feudal
ideology threaten to corrupt the minds of China’s young
adults and put the cause of Chinese socialism at risk.

These threats are being actively countered by sincere
Marxists applying the science of Marxism-Leninism
to the problems of ideo-political education in order to
find innovative methods of teaching, particularly ways
that adhere to the Marxist-Leninist method. The future
of Chinese socialism may be decided by the success
or failure of these comrades in their implementation of
proposed changes and their ability to win over the next
generation of socialist builders.
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Contribution by Comrade Vinnie Molina, President of the

Communist Party of Australia

“The role of the Workers and Communist parties in the
struggle against the imperialist and capitalist exploita-
tion which brings about crises and wars and gives rise
to fascist and reactionary forces. For workers and peo-
ples’ rights and national and social emancipation; for
socialism!”

Before I begin my comments on our theme | would like to
thank and congratulate the Communist Party of Ecuador
for hosting this 16th International Meeting of Commu-
nist and Workers’ (IMCWP). | am proud to be a member
of the Australian working class and to have taken up a
leading role in the Communist Party of Australia (CPA)
but I came originally from Latin America and | have rea-
son to be proud of that, as well. Sweeping changes have
taken place in Latin America in the last decade and a
half. How to characterise these changes is the subject of
some discussion and even controversy in our movement
but it is undeniable that deep, progressive changes have
taken place that demand our attention and respect. They
are providing inspiration to millions around the world. It
is a very beneficial thing for we outsiders to come and
increase our understanding of this process.

In fact, the consolidation of the socialist-oriented chang-
es in Latin America is one of the few bright spots on the
international political scene as we gather for our Meet-
ing. The economic crisis and the demands by capitalist
governments and supranational financial institutions
have imposed hardships on workers and other exploited
people. New waves of privatisation are occurring as the
bourgeois national state continues apace with its hando-
ver of functions and assets to transnational corporations.
Trade unions are persecuted, squeezed from workplaces
and hamstrung by repressive legislation. “Counter Ter-
rorism” is being offered as the excuse to increase sur-
veillance and data collection of the people and to remove
democratic rights before the law.

US imperialism is launching new wars and proxy wars
with its usual allies in tow. The US military’s “Pivot” or
“Rebalance” to the Asia Pacific and Indian Oceans — in
preparation for aggression against the Peoples Republic
of China — is gathering force. The brutal economic and
diplomatic blockades against Cuba and the Democratic

People's Republic of Korea remain in place. The ideo-
logical warfare against socialism and Communist Parties
is not easing but escalating. And while poorer countries
already battling the effects of climate change, govern-
ments of developed economies refuse to take the neces-
sary steps to avoid an environmental calamity.

Unfortunately, the new elements of the international
scene are mostly negative. Fascism is on the rise. We
have seen electoral gains by Jobbik in Hungary, the Na-
tional Front in France and anti-immigrant UKIP (United
Kingdom Independence Party) in Britain, to give just
some examples. Most confronting of all was the leading
role of neo-Nazi groups in the coup against the govern-
ment of the Ukraine and the utterly reactionary conse-
guences that have flowed from it.

The situation in the Ukraine carries grave dangers for
the whole world. US and NATO plans to move eastward
have reached a major milestone. The battle is how be-
ing waged to be able to place their forces and high-tech
hardware on the border of the Russian Federation in
preparation for their ultimate goal — the breaking up of
that entity and unrestricted access to its resources.

At the same time, we have the US pursuing objectives
in the Middle East by the most cynical means. Not for
the first time, US imperialism has created and armed the
forces it now claims it must intervene to defeat. Islamic
State is the latest such phenomenon. Regime change in
Syria is clearly a major goal but a fundamental redraw-
ing of the map of the Middle East is being pursued.
National aspirations of the peoples of the region are not
behind the latest intervention of military forces, includ-
ing those of Australia. The ongoing dispossession and
torment of the Palestinian people is evidence of that. So
too, the changes being pursued for greater access to the
resources of the region and the strategic interests of the
Zionist government of Israel.

In the South China Sea we note tensions, even between
fraternal socialist countries over territories and we see
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Elizabeth Hulm (centre) with Linda Saray Arriaga of the Communist Youth of Ecuador (left) and Patricio
Echegueray, General Secretary of the Communist Party of Argentina (right).

the cunning of the US imperialists in taking advantage of
the situation. We see the same reactionary forces at work
in events in Hong Kong.

Unfortunately, at this time of extreme danger to peace
in the world the response of the anti-war movement
internationally has been woefully inadequate. In many
parts of the world, it has lost much of its former vigour.
In Australia this appears in part to have resulted from the
defeat of its massive mobilisation against the invasion of
Iraq in 2003. The regrouping and reinvigoration of the
anti-war movement must be a major priority for the in-
ternational Communist movement at this time. Solidar-
ity with the victims of this military aggression, including
new waves of refugees to the shores of countries like
Australia, must also be a top priority.

A multi-polar world

Of course, because of its intrinsic nature, imperialism
will always meet resistance. Provided that it doesn't
destroy the planet first, its defeat is certain. Even in
the worst of circumstances, people will struggle. In
Colombia the determined struggle of the people, includ-
ing armed struggle, appears to be on the verge of some
breakthrough in the talks taking place in Havana. In
Greece, workers led by PAME are planning a national
strike at the end of the month. | have already mentioned
the progressive changes lifting millions out of poverty
in Latin America and the process of integration taking
place on the basis of mutual benefit. These developments
encourage us greatly.

And US imperialism does not have the free hand it had
in the immediate aftermath of the destruction of the
Soviet Union. More and more countries are beginning
to question the underpinnings of the post-WW?2 global
economic framework and the privileged position of the
US within it. Libya was pursuing an African trading cur-
rency backed by gold before NATO intervened. Other
countries are choosing to trade commaodities such as oil
in currencies other than US dollars. Perhaps most nota-
ble is the growing trade between China and the Russian
Federation in their own currencies and the building of
infrastructure to massively expand that trade.

This is not a matter of indifference for the peoples of the
world. While entities like BRICS (Brazil, Russia, India,
China & South Africa), may be comprised of countries
at different stages of economic development and with
different social systems, including socialist China, the
emergence of such a bloc is a progressive development
for the people of the world. It weakens the grip of US
imperialism on economies and blunts attacks by the US
and its allies on the sovereignty of those countries. It is
not a “lesser of two evils” among rival imperialist blocs.
It is a positive development in international affairs. It is
an example to others that enrages the US imperialists
and against which they plot night and day.

The US is acting to prevent such initiatives. It is putting
pressure on countries not to join a regional development
bank backed by China. It is pushing for the conclusion
of the so-called Trans-Pacific Partnership, TPP and
other pacts, which would leave governments with far



less power to legislate to protect their citizens from the
predations of the transnational corporations. Progres-
sive people should support the growth of alternatives to
US-dominated imperialism such as BRICS and ALBA
(Bolivarian Alternative for the Americas).

The political scene in Australia reflects the international
situation in which US imperialism struggles aggressive-
ly to maintain its hegemony. The Coalition government
led by Prime Minister Tony Abbott is pursuing a far
more openly reactionary agenda than its Labor (social
democratic) predecessor. In conjunction with state gov-
ernment counterparts, it is slashing spending on public
services and axing thousands of public sector jobs. It is
privatising the few remaining public assets.

Lines between the public and private provision of health
services and education continue to be blurred with
the ultimate objective of destroying the public system
for all but the most disadvantaged. An increase to the
regressive Goods and Services Tax is being pushed so
that the states can meet their financial shortfalls. Terti-
ary education fees and student debt are set to skyrocket
as the universities are de-regulated. Degrading cashless
social security programs are being implemented, work-
ers’ compensation schemes changed to get workers back
on the job quicker and sicker. Aboriginal land rights are
under attack to enable their traditional lands to be plun-
dered by mining transnationals.

A witch-hunt against the trade unions is being waged
through a Royal Commission into “trade union govern-
ance and corruption”. The behaviour of right-wing op-
portunist elements in some trade union leaderships has
enabled the government to further damage the position
of unions in public opinion. It has set the stage for police
task forces and greater controls over the unions' own
resources. The connection between trade unions and
some of the bigger superannuation (retirement) funds
will be tested. There is a secret police force operating
on Australian construction sites disrupting on-the-job
organisation and punishing trade unions and their mem-
bers daring to organise or struggle.

The military is the only sector of public spending not
to be cut. Joint Strike Fighters, Air Warfare Destroyers
and submarines are on the order books or under active
consideration. The US is getting new spy facilities in
the west of the country and has a new Marines base in
Darwin in the north. Australian service personnel have
been sent to bomb targets in Iraq and Syria.

Fear and division are being fanned by the government
and the corporate media. Muslim communities are under
attack from bigoted elements and racist political groups

are recruiting strongly. Legislation to spy on Australians'
use of phones and the Internet, restrict their movement
and prevent people from speaking out about the govern-
ment's covert actions is being rushed through the parlia-
ment with “bi-partisan” support. The maximum penalty
is life imprisonment, with journalists and whistleblowers
the main targets.

The federal government has scrapped a tax on the mining
sector. It was a small levy on a small number of compa-
nies but even that was considered improper by the com-
panies affected and the incoming Coalition government.
Similarly, the carbon tax that exempted and compensated
the biggest polluters in the country was scrapped. Reck-
less climate change denial is driving public policy. The
mining industry has its own right-wing populist party in
the parliament — the Palmer United Party named after
coal mining billionaire Clive Palmer who holds a lower
house seat.

The duty of Communists in the face of all these chal-
lenges in Australia is the same as it is the world over —to
resist and to organise the broadest possible alliance of
forces to resist effectively. The list of attacks and areas
requiring a fight back is a long one and the enemy is
cunning and well-resourced. However, the scale of the
offensive against people's rights has already prompted
a strong reaction. The biggest marches seen in recent
times have taken place on the streets of the major cit-
ies. They lack class-consciousness and any sense of how
to enhance and widen the struggle and oppose austerity
measures and sackings. They fail to put forward any
alternative policies. That is the role of Communists at
the current stage.

The offensive of the international capitalist class and US
imperialism is global. The international connections of
the struggle need to be made and the hand of solidar-
ity extended to people fighting the same enemy. The
international Communist movement is a logical place
for such linkages to be made. At some point this will
have to be lifted beyond the level of joint statements
to more practical initiatives. The Communist Party
of Australia looks forward to playing its part in those
undertakings. There are plenty of campaigns where our
movement could focus its efforts. The case of the Cuban
Five prisoners comes immediately to mind. Let us as a
united Communist movement strike a blow against im-
perialism by securing the release of the Cuban Five. In
these sorts of ways we can add to the international fight
back against the offensive of capital, against its plan for
fascism and war.
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Contribution by Portuguese Communist Party

On behalf of the Portuguese Communist Party, we want
to greet the parties present at the 16th International
Meeting of Communist and Workers’ Parties and par-
ticularly the Communist Party of Ecuador which hosts
our meeting, reaffirming our commitment to contribute
to the strengthening of our cooperation and international
solidarity.

The deepening structural crisis of capitalism continues
to mark the main developments of the international
situation.

Approximately six years after the outburst of the crisis
that began in the US, the economic and social situation
in the main centres of capitalism (USA, EU, Japan),
remains characterized by feeble growth and stagnation,
with wide implications and different expressions world-
wide, acquiring a global character, and under the latent
threat of recession and the outburst of new explosions of
crisis with even deeper consequences.

A crisis of over-production and over-accumulation of
capital, resulting from capitalism’s fundamental con-
tradiction — between the social character of production
and the private appropriation of the means of production
— and that confirms the validity of the main theses of
Marxism-Leninism, namely, the law of the tendency of
the rate of profit to fall.

In this framework, capitalism imposes the intensification
of exploitation, the spread of unemployment and job
precariousness, decline and destruction of labour and
social rights, increase of social inequality, privatization
of public services and social functions of the state, the
refusal to meet the most basic needs, plunder of resourc-
es — proving it to be a system with deep and irresolvable
contradictions and brutal injustices and social scourges,
unable to meet the needs and aspirations of the peoples.

An offensive that is accompanied by a restriction of
freedoms and democracy, an attack on national sover-
eignty and independence, whitewashing the action of
fascism and with anti-communism, all which configure a
civilizational regression.

Capitalism is today marked by a planetary expansion of
its relations of production, an unprecedented centrali-
zation and concentration of capital, the overwhelming
dominance of finance capital, the mercantilization of all
spheres of social life, an increasingly speculative nature
and the rent-seeking and parasitic nature of the sys-
tem, by the growing weight of corruption and criminal
trafficking.

The reality on the European continent places big chal-
lenges to the Communist and progressive forces.

The European Union immersed into the crisis and grow-
ing contradictions, deepens its neoliberal, militarist and
federalist course and — as the PCP stressed — has proved
to be a tool of big capital and of major European capital-
ist powers, as an imperialist bloc, against the rights of
workers and peoples.

The evolution of European capitalist integration — the
European Union - raised to levels never before wit-
nessed in post-war Europe, the exploitation, oppression
and suppression of national sovereignties. The measures
of concentration and centralization of economic and
political power propagated and propagate new seeds
of crises. The crisis in the European Union, represents,
thus, a crisis of its foundations and pillars, like the euro
and the Economic and Monetary Union.

In this context assumes special significance the “Trans-
atlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP)” now
being negotiated between the European Union and
the US on the backs of the people and, if ratified, will
mean a new step in the domination by big capital in the
transatlantic space, representing a new development in
the offensive against labour and social rights, the envi-
ronment, public services, and national sovereignty and
independence.

The growing internationalization of capital and the
increasing centralization and merger of economic and
political power of big capital does not abolish, in PCP’s
view, the contradictions between the great imperialist
powers. Although in the framework of collusion-rivalry
continues to dominate the imperialist collusion, of class,
against workers and against the people, with the deepen-



ing crisis, the contradictions between the big imperialist
great powers tend to sharpen.

In the aftermath of the change in the correlation of forces
at the world level following the defeats of socialism in
the USSR and Eastern Europe and in view of the deep-
ening of the structural crisis of capitalism, imperialism
launched a violent attack — enhancing its exploitative,
oppressive, aggressive and predatory nature — against
the changes and advances in their struggle for national
and social emancipation.

Faced with the consistent resistance of the workers and
peoples due to growing exploitation and national oppres-
sion, imperialism, in an increasingly unsettling manner
bets on war and fascism.

Resorting to intense campaigns of manipulation and
defying the UN Charter and international law, the US
and its allies foster hotbeds of tension and destabiliza-
tion, promote interference, create ethnic and sectarian
religious divisions, instrumentalize xenophobic and fas-
cist groups and their terrorist action and foster aggres-
sion on sovereign states, promoting a permanent state
of war against those who resist or they consider to be
a hurdle to the imposition and protection of its global
supremacy. One has to remember, among other exam-
ples, the destruction of Yugoslavia; the colonization of
Palestine by Israel; the occupation of Afghanistan, Iraq
and Libya; the aggression against Lebanon and Syria;
threats against Iran; operations of interference and rec-
olonization in Africa; tension on the Korean Peninsula;
militarization of the Far East where China is considered
“strategic adversary”; the blockade against Cuba and the
destabilization of Venezuela and other countries in Latin
America; or the premeditated worsening of the situa-
tion in Ukraine, seeking confrontation with the Russian
Federation.

As a result of imperialism’s aggressive escalation, led
by US imperialism — which reinforces NATO (with
the European Union as its European pillar) and its
political-military alliances and promotes the arms race,
the militarization of international relations and war as
instruments of imposition and protection of its domina-
tion — the international situation is increasingly marked
by instability, insecurity and uncertainty.

100 years after the beginning of World War | and 75
years after the beginning of World War 11, imperialism’s
aggressive escalation poses a serious threat to peace in
the world, with the possibility of the outbreak of con-
flicts of greater and more severe proportions, in a situa-
tion where a new world war could mean the destruction
of Humanity.

In this context, assumes even greater importance the
convergence of all the forces that, although acting with

diverse objectives, can effectively converge objectively
in the struggle against imperialist wars and for peace.

In this sense, the PCP considers that it is up to the
Communists — beginning with their Leninist analysis
of imperialism — to give a decisive contribution to the
advancement of the struggle against militarism, war and
the fascist threat and to thwart attempts by big capital to
channel the masses towards reactionary and xenophobic
nationalism or inconsistent pacifism.

The Communists are faced with the need — without curb-
ing or abdicating their identity and principles — to boost
broad social alliances and convergence of anti-imperi-
alist forces, erecting a large and intervening movement
for peace, against NATO, for disarmament, in defence
of national sovereignty and independence and solidar-
ity with the peoples in struggle — namely by promoting
and broadening the unitary action of the World Peace
Council and other anti-imperialist organizations.

A broad and intervening peace movement that will help
to increase the awareness that the struggle against war
requires tackling its causes that are rooted in the system
of capitalist exploitation. In PCP’s experience of strug-
gle, it is not by narrowing but broadening the social and
political base of the peace movement that reinforces
the struggle for profound social transformations and
for socialism. And, for the PCP, the struggle for peace
and the struggle for social progress and socialism are
inseparable.

In the current international situation and in line with the
relative decline of the US, the PCP considers that the
complex and extensive process of realignment of forces
on a world scale requires greater attention, and has been
a factor in containing the establishment of the “new
world order” hegemonized by US imperialism together
with its allies. A process not without contradictions and
whose outcome is not defined, but may open positive
prospects regarding the evolution of the correlation of
forces in the world, provided: it can resist the attempt of
imperialist recovery; processes of affirmation of national
sovereignty towards more advanced antimonopoly and
anti-imperialist transformations are consolidated; are
confirmed and deepened processes that aim towards so-
cialism — in a situation where the role of the struggle of
the working class and the popular masses is fundamental
and the resulting correlation of forces between capital
and labour.

In this complex scenario, where new countries emerge
with a remarkable economic and political weight, has
acquired particular importance the creation and consoli-
dation of alliances, structures and spaces of multilateral
cooperation and integration — with very different objec-
tives and scopes, where various convergences of ge-
ometry, nature and stability intersect, with the inherent



contradictions of the different economic and political
realities of the countries that integrate them — but whose
evolution has to be accompanied.

In this context, the processes of international division
of labour, cooperation and integration are processes that
can serve different class interests — can serve the oppres-
sion of peoples, as is the case of European Union, or
serve the peoples’ interests, as is happening, particularly
in Latin America and the Caribbean.

To this effect, the affirmation of the anti-imperialist core
of ALBA represents a qualitative leap for cooperation,
on a sovereign, solidarity, socially oriented and equita-
ble basis, with repercussions on the American continent
and internationally.

It is no coincidence that imperialism intensifies its in-
terference, supported by national oligarchy and sectors
of big capital, in its attempt to contain, and if possible
reverse important processes that are taking place on this
sub-continent.

A counter-offensive by imperialism whose main target
are the ALBA countries of — particularly Cuba, Ven-
ezuela, Bolivia, Ecuador, Nicaragua — but also other
countries from Latin America and the Caribbean that
position themselves in a sovereign manner confronting
imperialism’s traditional hegemony in this region. It is
in this context that the PCP gives special importance to
the failure of the reaction and imperialism through the
operations recently held in Bolivia, Brazil and Uruguay
sought to place supporters of his strategy in the presi-
dency of these countries.

Condemning imperialist interference in Latin America
and the Caribbean, the PCP values and expresses soli-
darity with the processes of sovereign, progressive and
revolutionary processes in this region, which are an
important stimulus for the struggle to build alternatives
of development and social progress and one of the main
pivots of anti-imperialist resistance at the global level.

Although the current international situation holds great
dangers — in a context where, in general, imperialism
continues on the offensive and the times are still of re-
sistance and gathering of forces worldwide — the PCP
considers that reality also confirms that there is great
potential for the development of struggle for social and
national emancipation.

The difficulties and contradictions, the crisis into which
capitalism is immersed and especially the struggle of
the workers and peoples throughout the world can stop
the most reactionary and aggressive sectors of imperi-
alism, impose on them defeats and setbacks, defeat the
exploitative and oppressive offensive and gain impor-

tant achievements and progressive and revolutionary
transformations.

The structural crisis of capitalism, the aggressive escala-
tion of imperialism and the increasing pressing need of
progressive and revolutionary processes of transforma-
tion, urges with extraordinary acuity the reinforcement
of Communist parties, their ties with the working class
and popular masses, and their connection with their re-
spective national realities, as well as their international-
ist cooperation and solidarity.

Giving particular attention to the development of their
bilateral relationships of friendship and cooperation, PCP
values forms of multilateral common and convergent
cooperation and action, aimed at a unity in action based
upon the basic principles of equality of rights, respect of
differences, autonomy in decision, non-interference in
internal affairs, and reciprocal frankness and solidarity.

In this sense, PCP considers that the strengthening of the
international Communist and revolutionary movement
is hindered by the development of social-democratic
tendencies, with the abandonment of ideological refer-
ences, of organic principles and strategic objectives
characteristic of a Communist party, as well as dogmatic
and sectarian concepts and practices, which as the expe-
rience of the international Communist and revolutionary
movement prove, hinder the frank and fraternal exami-
nation of common problems and damage the unity of
the Communist movement, including the unity of action
against the common enemy.

PCP is concerned with the development of concepts
and practices that point towards the imposition of single
models of social transformation and initiatives that aim
the structuring of the Communist movement — namely
through the constitution of permanent poles or structures
— which do not contribute towards the reinforcement
of the Communist movement or the unity of action of
Communists and of these with other progressive and
anti-imperialist forces, and furthermore introduce new
dividing factors, separations and misunderstandings that
hinder the necessary advances towards cooperation and
solidarity.

PCP values the process of the International Meetings of
Communist and Workers’ Parties and seeks to contribute
towards its reinforcement and improvement. This was the
case in the 15th IMCWP, held in Lisbon. Despite serious
divergences having impeded the possibility of adopting
a common declaration, PCP has a positive evaluation
of the meeting, namely considering the adoption of a
number of guidelines for common or convergent action.



Acting in accordance with the principles of proletar-
ian internationalism and mutual relationship, PCP will
continue committed towards contributing to finding
solutions to surpass difficulties and that contribute to-
wards the strengthening of the international Communist
and revolutionary movement and the reinforcement of
reciprocal cooperation and solidarity.

PCP will likewise continue its commitment towards
internationalist solidarity with political and social forces
that, in their respective countries, struggle in defence of
the interests of the workers and peoples, and the broad-
ening and increasing expression of the anti-imperialist
front.

For PCP, in the present and demanding international
framework, the development of cooperation among
Communist parties with other democratic, progressive
and anti-imperialist forces assumes particular impor-
tance, while affirming its own objectives, without dilut-
ing its identity, but contributing towards the exchange
of experiences and the unity in action aimed at fulfilling
different tasks and objectives of the struggle.

Consequently and at the European level, PCP has given
particular attention to the cooperation among Com-
munist parties and between these and other progressive
forces, respecting differences in situations, reflection and

proposal, contributing to place first a common or con-
vergent action around the issues most felt by the workers
and peoples, and the struggle against the European Un-
ion, increasingly federalist, neoliberal and militarist, and
for another Europe of cooperation, progress and peace.

Knowing that there is much to be done in the European
continent towards cooperation and solidarity among
Communist and among these and other progressive
forces — and objective to be achieved with an effort that
must be common and not unilaterally or by imposition
—and the institutional level, PCP has been committed to
the constitution of the Confederal Group of United Left/
Nordic Green Left (GUE/NGL), ensuring its confederal
nature, its own identity — alternative to social-democracy
and the right — its independence regarding other forums
and structures of cooperation, rejecting attempts of in-
strumentalizing GUE/NGL with opportunist positions of
adapting to the system — as is the case with the Party of
the European Left — with dogmatic and sectarian posi-
tions that deny the importance of united cooperation of
Communists with other progressive and left-wing forces
in Europe.

PCP’s intervention, including in the European Parlia-
ment, is marked by the defence of the interests of the
Portuguese workers and people, the rejection of imposi-
tions and limitations to the will of the peoples, in the



defence of democracy and national sovereignties, to-
wards a rupture with the European capitalist integration
—the European Union of the monopolies and big powers
— and for a Europe of cooperation among sovereign
States with equal rights, of social progress and peace,
for a Europe of the workers and peoples.

In Portugal, based on its experience of 93 years of strug-
gle and considering the historic experience of Commu-
nists and revolutionaries worldwide, PCP, party of the
working class and all workers, continues the struggle in
defence of the just interests, rights and aspirations of the
Portuguese people.

During this year, we commemorate the 40th anniversary
of the beginning of the April Revolution, a major event
in our history that marked and — despite the advance of
the counter-revolution — continues to deeply mark the
reality in Portugal.

Culminating a persistent and heroic struggle of the Por-
tuguese people, the April Revolution signified, among
other important aspects, the end of the fascist dictator-
ship, the instauration of a democratic regime with ample
popular participation; the end of the colonial war and the
recognition of the right of colonized peoples to national
liberation; freedom to unionize and ample worker’s
rights, such as worker’s control; the liquidation of State
monopoly capitalism, the monopolies and their eco-
nomic and political domination; the end of the great land
properties in the South, and the land reform; the end of
Portugal’s international isolation, opening the way to a
policy of peace, cooperation and friendship with all the
peoples of the world.

A process where the working class, the workers, the
popular masses and the progressives in the military —
united in the People-Armed Forces Movement alliance
—reached ample and profound democratic achievements
that were enshrined in the Constitution of the Republic,
of 1976, that stated as objective “ensuring the transition
towards socialism by creating conditions for the demo-
cratic exercise of power by the working classes”.

A revolution that, in its fundamental aspects, confirmed
PCP’s program for a democratic and national revolution,
adopted in its 6th Congress, in 1965.

The Portuguese Revolution brought important teachings
for the struggle for social and national emancipation of
Portuguese workers and people.

Confirming the general laws of the revolutionary process
— namely those relative to the role of the working class
and popular masses, the party, power, and the ownership
of the means of production — the Portuguese revolution

equally confirmed that these same laws are not only not
contradictory with the existence of national specificities,
but presume their dialectic relationship.

In the Portuguese Revolution, the anti-monopolistic
and anti-imperialist character of its transformations and
the objective of socialism were always present, not in
contradiction, but dialectically connected — forming two
different stages which complemented one another, with
objectives of the stage of democratic and national revo-
lution that are simultaneously objectives of the socialist
stage. That is, the struggle for a democratic and national
revolution was already a constitutive part of the struggle
for socialism.

The Portuguese Revolution likewise underlines the
importance of the national issue and its inseparable cor-
relation with the question of social class, confirming the
importance of the national mark as a determinant field
for the defence and conquest of rights and of processes
of social transformation and emancipation of peoples.

However, having achieved important and profound
transformations, the Portuguese workers and people did
not manage to impose a revolutionary power and build a
democratic State correspondent to these transformations
— confirming that the issue of the State is a central issue
in each revolution.

In referring the experience of the Portuguese Revolu-
tion, we do so without any pretention of erecting it as a
universal model. On the contrary it confirms the inexist-
ence of models of revolution and the importance of a
dialectical relationship between the general laws of the
revolutionary process and national particularities.

The April Revolution was an unfinished revolution.
Despite the historic advances it represented, many of
its main achievements were destroyed, while others, al-
though weakened and threatened, remain present in the
life of the Portuguese people.

Over the past 38 years of right-wing policies and 28
years of European capitalist integration — in the EEC/
European Union — big capital, its political representa-
tives, the right wing policy, promoted the reconstitution
of the monopolies and the return of their economic and
political domination; the attack on labour and social
rights; the degradation of the democratic regime; the
vulgarization and enhancement of retrograde and reac-
tionary values; the submission and sacrifice of national
interests to foreign interests —a policy in permanent con-
flict with the Portuguese Constitution and democratic le-
gality, that constitutes serious dangers to the democratic
constitutional regime and national independence and
sovereignty.



However, in Portugal there was a revolutionary process
that, because it corresponded to the objective condi-
tions of the Portuguese society and the deepest aspira-
tions of the Portuguese people, left profound marks; its
achievements, experiences and values are projected in
the present and future of Portugal — a reality that dis-
tinguishes and defines the Portuguese situation. In fact,
the present program of PCP for an Advanced Democracy
departs precisely from that reality. A program, updated
in its 19th Congress, in 2012, is now called “An Ad-
vanced Democracy, the Values of April in the future of
Portugal”.

It is in this framework that PCP, facing the most vio-
lent offensive against the rights and living conditions
of workers after fascism, is fighting for the rupture with
decades of right-wing policies and for a patriotic and
left-wing alternative.

The patriotic and left-wing alternative that PCP proposes
to the Portuguese workers and people is based on: the
promotion and valuing of national production; the recov-
ery of public control of strategic sectors and companies,
like the financial sector; valuing wages and the incomes
of workers and the people; the defence of public services
and the social functions of the State, the right to educa-
tion, to healthcare and social protection; a fiscal policy
that unburdens the incomes of workers and small and
medium companies, and strongly taxes the incomes and
property of big capital, profits and financial speculation;
rejecting the submission to the imposition of the Euro
and the European Union, recovering economic, budget-
ary and monetary sovereignty for the country.

The struggle for an alternative is fought in the field of
the class struggle, that is, a patriotic and left-wing alter-
native presupposes, demands a rupture with right-wing
policies, confronts the interests and power of big mo-
nopolies and imperialism, and opens the way towards an
Advanced Democracy, committed to the Values of April,
an integral part of the struggle for socialism and Com-
munism in Portugal.

It is with confidence that PCP affirms that with the strug-
gle of the Portuguese workers and people it is possible to
break with decades of right-wing policies and open the
way to a policy rooted in the values of April. A struggle
fought amidst great demands and developing coura-
geously, that has among the working class and the work-
ers it’s most consequential and determined expression.

To achieve this objective, PCP is committed to the unity
and convergence of the struggle of workers, populations
and different anti-monopolist sectors and social layers
that, having their specific objectives and demands, con-
stitute determining components towards the rupture with
right-wing policies and the achievement of a patriotic
and left-wing alternative.

An alternative and path that requires organization, unity
and development and success of the mass struggle, the
constitution of a broad social front, the convergence of
democrats and patriots and, necessarily, the reinforce-
ment of PCP and its influence as an aggregating strength.

Uncertainty and instability are characteristics of the
international situation. The dangers derived from the
deepening of capitalism’s contradiction should not be
underestimated. But the historic reality and experience
demonstrate that through the development of the mass
struggle and the action and solidarity of Communists,
progressive forces and the lovers of peace worldwide, it
is possible to eliminate such dangers and advance social
transformation and by revolution overcome capitalism.

Given the exploitative, oppressive, aggressive and pred-
atory nature of capitalism, PCP considers that there is
increasing evidence for the modernity and importance of
the Communist ideal and project, for the need of a new
society, for socialism and Communism — by diversified
paths and stages — that is the grand perspective placed
before the workers and peoples all over the world.
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Our thanks to the comrades here in Ecuador and to the
preparatory committee for their work.

For Communists in Britain the renewal of the world
Communist movement and the strengthening of our
unity is a great encouragement.

The political and ideological conditions under which
Communists work in advanced capitalist countries,
and most especially the principal imperialist centres,
are complex but with the contradictions that arise from
the developing crisis of capitalism there are very many
opportunities.

We have to attend to the specific features, both global
and domestic, of this crisis. Once Britain was the work-
shop of the world. Today productive industry is very
limited and much is centred on arms and aerospace.
Finance capital plays the decisive role in shaping eco-
nomic policy and foreign relations.

Britain is both the guarantor of US interests within the
European Union, principally those of finance capital,
and of the US investment in the North Atlantic military
and intelligence alliance.

The interpenetration of British and US capital underlay
the crisis of 2008 and its continuing consequences. This
was a crisis of the financial system, arising from the
speculative, parasitical circulation of fictional capital
created to deal with the basic contradictions within capi-
talism and especially US capitalism.

Most particularly it was a crisis of state monopoly capi-
talism. While it has become fashionable to focus on those
trends within bourgeois political economy that seek to
reduce the role of the state, the response of the bourgeoi-
sie in each of the developed capitalist economies where
the crisis was most sharply felt, was to mobilise the state
in order to resolve the crisis at the expense of working
people.

In Britain this has taken the form of a sharp and con-
tinuing reduction of interest rates, the circulation of
enormous amounts of new money — the so-called “quan-
titative easing” — and a powerful attack on wages and
the social wage, welfare, health and education spending.

These policies enabled the banks to borrow from the
central bank at rock bottom rates subsidised by the tax
take from ordinary people, rebuild their capital reserves,
head off institutional reform and prepare for the next
crisis whilst placing the burden on working people.

This is the rule for decaying parasitical capitalism; pri-
vatise the profits and socialise the losses.

Austerity is working, for the rich. Profits have soared
while the average worker is £2600 a year worse off with
the longest fall in wages ever. If wages had kept pace
with growth in overall output over two decades annual
earnings for full-time workers would now be around a
third higher than they actually are.

This crisis has changed the shape of politics. Even
with Britain's deeply undemocratic majoritarian, first-
past-the-post election system the principal party of the
bourgeoisie, the Conservatives have been unable, for
decades, to win a parliamentary majority and has been
forced into a coalition with the Liberal Democrats.

The political genius of the Conservatives hitherto has
been to maintain an alliance between big business and
the banks with smaller capital, sections of the middle
class, the self-employed and even sections of the work-
ing class.

This is breaking down under the weight of the contra-
dictions between the interests of big business, the banks
and, on the other hand, the mass of the people including
middle strata elements and even sections of capital.

Defections to the chauvinist anti-EU formation UKIP
have produced a leadership crisis for the Conservatives.

The consequence of this breakdown is a political theatre
in which the government seeks to divert a powerful anti-
EU sentiment, itself shot through with both progressive
and reactionary trends, whilst maintaining the position
of Britain within the EU and the free movement of both
labour and capital.

The Labour Party leadership remains wedded to the
EU's neo-liberal economic policy, fiscal orthodoxy
on the transatlantic model, the projection of military



imperialist power abroad and class collaboration on a
European scale.

Thus, so long as the right continue to dominate Labour is
preferred as the alternate party of the bourgeoisie if only
because it is seen as the best instrument for incorporat-
ing the working class movement.

The political class is regarded widely as corrupt and
indifferent to working class concerns. Labour's loyalty
to the austerity agenda is eroding its electoral base —
already weakened by mass abstentions — with support
slipping away to Scottish Nationalists, Greens and even
UKIP.

In the recent referendum in Scotland many working class
areas expressed their opposition to bipartisan politics and
the Westminster consensus by voting for the ‘independ-
ence' option even though this would have maintained
membership of NATO, the EU, with the Queen as head
of state and Sterling as the currency. This has produced a
leadership crisis in Scottish Labour in which a left chal-
lenge, based on the trade unions, has appeared.

This is in conformity with our party's perspective which
sees the resistance to austerity sharpening the contra-
dictions within the Labour Party opening the way to a
change of direction or new ways to overcome the crisis
of working class political representation.

Within our trade union and labour movement illusions
about the EU are slowly eroding or, where they persist,
assume a right wing opportunist and, marginally, a trot-
skyite flavour.

Building on a powerful anti war movement, in which
our party plays a full part, we can now speak of a dis-
tinct and conscious anti imperialist current. One notable

development has been the decisive shift in public opinion
against Israeli policy with zionism on the defensive and
with the Trade Union Centre, the TUC, standing clearly
in solidarity with Palestine. Actions against the NATO
and EU strategy in the Ukraine are gathering strength.

Our project, as British Communists, is to place the work-
ing class at the centre of politics. In a country where, ex-
ceptionally, the trade unions are organisationally united
in a single centre and, in their majority, directly affiliated
to the Labour Party, this party remains an unreliable in-
strument for the ruling class.

A recognition of this can be found in the attack on these
links from government and monopoly media and from
the Blairite wing of the Labour Party designed to reduce
the presence of the organised working class in politics.

Set against this is a strengthening movement against
austerity involving large demonstrations under the lead-
ership of both the trade unions and a growing People's
Assembly movement.

Our party and the Morning Star daily newspaper played
a key part in establishing this initiative, which brings to-
gether — under the leadership of trade unions — left wing
and green political organisations, community groups,
public figures and celebrities and the peace, women’s
and green movements.

Comrades, each of our parties face complex struggles
in widely differing conditions. The indispensable factor
is our unity, which must be constantly re-forged in the
anti-imperialist struggle for peace and for working class
political power.

Long live our unity!
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