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Celebrating the past
– looking to the future

90 years of the Communist 
movement in Australia
Proud past, bright future
Saturday October 30 will be 
the 90th anniversary of the 
founding of the Communist 
movement in Australia. On that 
day in 1920 a disparate group of 
militant socialists came together 
in Sydney to form a party of a 
new type, the Communist Party, 
the Australian section of the 
Communist International. The new 
party got off to a shaky start and 
it has suffered from a number of 
splits, offi cial harassment and other 
attacks over the decades. But for 
all of those setbacks it can be said 
that there is hardly an aspect of 
the political, social and cultural 
life of the country that has not been 
infl uenced – and infl uenced greatly 
for the better – by the Communist 
movement.

It is well worth celebrating this 
occasion and looking forward to 
the resurgence of the Communist 
movement in Australia. The fortunes 
of the labour movement in the country 
have risen and fallen with those of 
the Party. Over those 90 years, in 
the proudest episodes of resistance to 
exploitation by Australian workers – 
on the waterfront, in the mines, on the 
railways and elsewhere – Communists 
have shown the way.

At times of confusion and 
setback, such as occurred with the 
introduction of the Prices and Incomes 
Accords in the 1980s, there was not 
a clear lead from all sections of the 

Communist movement. This was 
in spite of strong warnings by the 
Socialist Party of Australia, which 
since 1996 has resumed the name 
Communist Party of Australia. 
The “Accord” years damaged the 
trade union movement and set back 
workers’ interests.

Setbacks in 
the battle of ideas

The relative decline in infl uence 
of the Communist movement in recent 
decades has left the labour movement 
vulnerable to the capitalist economic 
offensive and disarmed it in the 
battle of ideas. Nowhere is this more 
evident than in the Australian Labor 
Party where the privatising, pro-
corporate, anti-union agenda holds 
sway against limited opposition. The 
labour movement in the main snapped 
its own ideological moorings in this 
period and ceased to recognise the 
irreconcilable class interests at work 
in the economy and society.

The consequences of this have 
been grave. Labor governments 
have been under little pressure so 
far to deliver on the demands of the 
Australian people. Currently, their 
wishes for a better industrial relations 
environment are being frustrated. So 
are their calls for appropriate action 
on climate change, stronger public 
health and education systems. A solid 
majority want Australian troops out 

of Afghanistan but they remain stuck 
in that expanding war to shore up US 
geopolitical interests.

Looking back, the wealth divide 
in Australia has blown out to a degree 
unimaginable just a few decades 
ago. Corporate welfare has been on 
the rise with taxpayers contributing 
billions for infrastructure used to 
produce private profi t. Workers have 
compulsorily provided another pot 
of money for private investment 
with their foregone wages locked 
up in superannuation funds. Tertiary 
students now pay dearly for the 
education that used to be provided 
for free.

The cost of housing has 
skyrocketed; public housing has 
dwindled. Public utilities and 
enterprises have been gifted to the 
private sector. Aboriginal people 
have been robbed of their national 
voice, ATSIC. Australia has joined 
one US military adventure after 
another and squandered billions 
of dollars on weapons. The list of 
negative developments fl owing from 
the ideological retreat of the labour 
movement is a very long one.

Elsewhere in the world, the 
fortunes of Communist parties 
have varied. Where they form the 
government, as in China and Cuba, 
the people of those countries are 
cementing their independence and 
developing their economies. Notable 
for us is that where there is a strong 

and infl uential Communist Party in 
a capitalist country, as in Greece, 
there is stiff opposition to the attacks 
on workers’ living standards being 
imposed by neo-liberal governments 
as they response to the global 
capitalist crisis.

Building the CPA – 
urgent task

The job of building a strong 
Communist Party of Australia is 
an urgent one. We have suffered a 
grab back by employers of workers’ 
gains during the current economic 
crisis. While the Australian economy 
has been sheltered to some extent 
by strong demand for resources – 
mainly from China – the outlook 
for the global capitalist economy is 
bleak. Australia will not be spared. 
More privatisation is being planned, 
particularly in the area of health and 
education. The overarching objective 
of neo-liberal governments to shed 
their social obligations is being 
worked out in Australia, too.

A shift to the left is not the only 
possible outcome of economic crisis. 
A turn to the far right is also possible. 
Fascism grew out of the suffering of 
the Great Depression and it appears 
the right is on the march in the US 
at this very moment. The Gillard 
government is accommodating this 
xenophobia rather than leading and 
educating the community.

The other major crisis facing 
the whole of humanity is climate 
change. The Gillard government 
may be under more pressure to take 
steps in response as a result of the 
increased representation of Greens 
in the federal parliament. But it 
is not enough. The measures will 
most likely be grounded in the same 
“market economy” thinking that got 
the planet to this perilous point in 
the fi rst place. Unless socialist ideas 
come to the fore in the debate about 
how we should live and work in the 
future, the possibility of a sustainable 
Australia in a sustainable world 
economy will be remote.

It used to be said that the 
Communist Party was the conscience 
of the labour movement in Australia. 
The existence of a strong party 
working for a fundamental change 
in social relations and the economy 
undoubtedly put a brake on right-
leaning tendencies in the ALP and 
other sections of the organised labour 
movement. But if the working people 
are to overcome the challenges facing 
us right now and head off looming 
social and environmental disasters, the 
Party will have to become more than 
the “conscience” of the movement. 
The 90th anniversary of the founding 
of the original CPA is an appropriate 
occasion to recommit to the task of 
building the Party into a powerful 
force for change or to consider joining 
that effort. 

FOR A SOCIALIST FUTURE

Celebrating 90 years of the
COMMUNIST MOVEMENT IN AUSTRALIA

1920 2010

“I read it in The Guardian”: An unexpected phone call by police to the CPA National 
President, Vinnie Molina, highlights the sort of attention the establishment keeps on 
progressive and political organisations. With curiosity the caller posed questions about 
what was being planned to commemorate the 90 anniversary of the CPA. Questions 
included: How many people were expected, how many young people are involved in the 
Party and how many communists there are in WA? The police woman explained they 
read about it in The Guardian. The National President told her the celebrations around 
the country belonged to the people of Australia. Why would the celebration of 90 years 
of communist movement in Australia be seen as a threat by the government?
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PRESS FUND
Demonstrations have erupted all over France, after the government 
decided to raise the minimum retirement age to 62, and also the 
pension age. Yet when the federal Labor government in Australia 
decided to raise the pension and retirement ages from 65 to 67 
there was barely a murmur. We should follow the example set by 
the people of France, get out on the streets and rebel! Aux armes, 
Australienes! Formez vos ballions! But firstly, to help kick the 
process off, you should send in something for the Press Fund. The 
Guardian intends to cover stories about retirement and other vital 
issues in the future, but we need your help to meet our operating 
costs, and to purchase new equipment and software - so please 
send in something for the next issue. Many thanks to this week’s 
contributors, as follows:
NS, in memory of Peter Symon $25
Anne $10, CV $5, Mark Window $10, “Round Figure” $10
This week’s total: $60 Progressive total: $4,910

Move by Amnesty 
in support of the Cuban Five

On October 4, Amnesty International communicated with 
US Attorney General Eric Holder concerning the Cuban Five: 
Fernando González, Gerardo Hernández, Ramón Labañino, 
Antonio Guerrero, and René González. In a 20-page document 
released October 13, Amnesty called for a review of the case by 
the “US executive authorities through the clemency process or 
other appropriate means.”

The London-based group’s summary of the prosecution, trial, 
sentencing, and appeals process avoids comment on the prisoners’ 
guilt or innocence. It steers away from the well used anti-terrorist 
rationale for Cuban Five actions in the 1990s.

Amnesty’s appeal, by contrast, focuses on human rights, judicial 
rectitude, and fairness, considerations perhaps more palatable 
across the political spectrum in the United States. By and large, 
reiteration of the anti-terrorist bona fi des of the Five has fallen 
upon deaf ears among US offi cials, and the corporate controlled 
press has made sure that the US public is unaware of the whole 
issue.

The authors observed the defendants were never shown to have 
“handled or transmitted a single classifi ed document or piece of 
information.” In the trial judge’s refusal to move the trial because 
of Miami prejudice, they diagnosed violations of international law. 
“The right to a trial by a competent, independent and impartial 
tribunal is guaranteed under Article 10 of the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights,” they said.

Additionally, the prisoners’ trial violated the legal doctrine 
of “equality of arms” between prosecution and defence. The 
defendants lost pre-trial access to attorneys because they were in 
solitary confi nement. Prosecutors barred defence lawyers from 
easy access to potentially exculpatory evidence.

Regarding prisoner Gerardo Hernández, Amnesty says evidence 
presented at the trial was insuffi cient to convict him on murder 
conspiracy in the shoot-down deaths of Brothers to the Rescue 
pilots in 1996. The human rights group accuses the court of 
abandoning the presumption of innocence and criticises the US 
Supreme Court for refusing to review these and other judicial 
shortcomings.

Amnesty reiterated previous support for two wives of Cuban 
Five prisoners seeking to visit their husbands in jail.. The US 
government has barred Adriana Pérez from seeing husband 
Gerardo Hernández for twelve years. Olga Salanueva has been 
prevented from visiting her husband René González for ten years.

In its appeal, Amnesty provides a clear, cogent, and 
comprehensive review of prosecution and judicial proceedings 
over twelve years, plus a running summary of issues in contention. 
The statement could well serve as a readily available repository 
of background facts useful for advocacy and agitation on behalf 
of the Cuban Five.

The document harks back to the May 2005 judgment of the UN 
Working Group on Arbitrary Detention that critiqued a biased 
trial environment, impediments placed upon defence attorneys, 
and outlandish sentences. The published version of that opinion, 
lacking in readability and detail, never became part of Cuban Five 
supporters’ intellectual weaponry.

The National Committee to Free the Cuban Five recently 
disclosed additional US government manipulation of the case. 
Initial information released through the Freedom of Information 
Act by the Broadcasting Board of Governors (BBG), a federal 
government agency, reveals journalists were paid tens of thousands 
of dollars to write infl ammatory articles about the Five and appear 
on anti-Cuban programmes produced by the BBG’s Offi ce of Cuba 
Broadcasting before and during the Miami trial.

“This is a most blatant and outrageous example of government 
influence destroying the right to a fair trial and the right to 
appeal,” said coordinator of the National Committee, Gloria La 
Riva.

Celebrating 90 years of the 
Communist movement in Australia

Brisbane(Qld)
Film music and dance – 5:00pm - 9:00pm Saturday October 30

Trades and Labour Council Building 16 Peel Street, South Brisbane

Entry free – food and drink available for purchase

Information: Phone 0419 769 129   cpabris@live.com

Words For Freedom – a short documentary on the parties struggle in Australia

Special guest: Rob Gowland (Contributor to “Culture and Life”, will introduce the film); Ron 
Monaghan (Queensland Council of Unions General Secretary); Humphrey McQueen (Author 

and Historian); Brisbane Combined Union’s Choir; Jumping Fences

North Fremantle (WA)
Film screening & BBQ

3:00 pm Saturday October 30

Maritime Union of Australia (MUA), 2-4 Kwong Alley, North Fremantle

Guest speakers: 
Charlie Fox (UWA Historian), Andrew Hayward (Branch Secretary), Dave Fox (CC Member)

Contact: 0421 982 719 or 0419 812 872 or cpaperth@gmail.com

Semaphore (SA)
5:30 pm Saturday October 30

Exhibit of memorabilia from 3:30 pm

Semaphore Workers’ Club, 93 Esplanade Semaphore

Guest speakers, musical items, screening of a short doco of local veteran activists recalling 
some highlights of the CPA's history in SA. Admission to all events free.

Contact Bob on 0418 894 366

Sydney (NSW)
Mori Gallery, 168 Day Street Sydney (a former CPA office)

SOCIAL FUNCTION: 6:00 pm - 8:30 pm Saturday, October 30

Speakers CPA veteran Harry Black and historian Dr Drew Cottle

$20, concession $15 / refreshments available

EXHIBITION: 11:00 am - 6:00 pm Saturday / Sunday October 30 - 31

Exhibition of historical documents & campaign T-shirts – entry free (donations welcome)

Abortion rights campaigners 
vow to intensify campaign
Statement, Pro-Choice Action Collective
Last week’s acquittal of a young 
Cairns couple in the abortion case 
in Cairns is a victory for abortion 
rights. The fact is that the couple 
never had a case to answer – a 
woman has the right to control 
her own body.

The verdict was met with pro-
longed applause and cheering from 
abortion rights supporters in the 
public gallery.

It is an absolute disgrace that 
this couple have had to go through 
the trauma of facing these charges. 

For eighteen months they faced the 
prospect of years in prison. They 
have had their lives and personal 
decisions dragged through the courts. 
They have had their lives turned 
upside down.

The case should never have 
been brought – the anti-abortion 
laws should not exist. Women have 
the right to choose abortion. The 
Pro-Choice Action Collective and 
other abortion rights supporters have 
vowed to intensify their campaign 
against the anti-abortion laws.

This can never be allowed to 
happen again. We will build the fi ght 
to repeal the laws and the Bligh gov-
ernment should know that they are 
playing with fi re if they think they 
can continue to ignore the demands 
of the people.

Let’s celebrate the victory – but 
more importantly, let us ensure that 
this never, ever happens again – let’s 
build a campaign that the government 
can’t afford to ignore. 

ADELAIDE

Politics in the Pub is back! 
Come along – bring several friends
Left Unity has organised the following forum:
WORKERS’ HEALTH & SAFETY RIGHTS
Kevin Purse – Senior Research Fellow, University of SA
Darren Roberts – OH&S Officer, CFMEU
Terry Hannan – Former OH&S Officer, PSA/CPSU NSW

7pm, Monday November 1
Upstairs seminar room Duke of Brunswick Hotel 207 Gilbert St Adelaide

LET ARK TRIBE GO FREE!
DEMAND THE ABOLITION OF THE ABCC!
DEMAND BEST PRACTICE NATIONAL OHS&W LAWS & ENFORCEMENT OF THEM!
YOUR HEALTH & SAFETY RIGHTS AT WORK ARE WORTH FIGHTING FOR TOO!
Authorised by Left Unity in solidarity with the Rights on Site &  Don’t Risk 2nd Rate Safety campaigns. 
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Peter Mac

The world’s coral reefs are 
under an increasing threat from 
climate change. The most striking 
evidence of this is provided by 
the mass bleaching of coral reefs 
all around the world, which has 
increased in severity over the last 
fi fty years.

A world-wide outbreak of coral 
bleaching which occurred in 1998 
resulted in the death of some 16 
percent of the planet’s reef systems. 
Australia’s Great Barrier Reef has 
fallen victim to coral bleaching on a 
number of occasions, most severely 
in 1998, 2002 and 2006. The 2002 
event was the most severe event, 
affecting some 60 percent of the 
Reef area. The Reef has exhibited 
signs of recovery, but 5 percent was 
severely affected and its future is in 
grave doubt.

Scientists from the University 
of Queensland have reported that 
the phenomenon has begun again, 
leading to the complete bleaching of 
coral around the Keppel Islands. They 
predict that another year of bleaching 
is about to hit the Reef.

Bleaching 
and its cause

Coral bleaching may be caused 
by disease, sedimentation, or 
pollution. However, the principal 
cause at the moment is a rise in ocean 
temperatures, which is occurring on a 
global scale. At a certain point rising 
temperature causes the coral host to 
expel the microscopic algae which 
live on the coral structure, and which 
give it its wonderful colour. Without 
the algae, the white underlying reef 
is exposed, and the transparent, 
colourless coral animals eventually 
die of starvation.

Bleaching can be caused by a rise 
of as little as 1.5 degrees centigrade 
over six weeks. If the bleaching 
event is not prolonged, the coral will 
usually recover, although this may 
take decades.

Moreover, the stress experienced 
by the coral during bleaching periods 
is likely to cause a decrease in 
regrowth and resistance to disease. 
High rises in temperature, experienced 
for more than eight weeks, will cause 
the slow death of the reef. 

Protecting 
a national treasure

The Great Barrier Reef, the 
greatest living structure on Earth, 
is internationally acclaimed for its 
natural signifi cance, and has been 
entered on the World Heritage List. 
For Australia it is a national icon and 
treasure.

It is also a major contributor 
to the national economy, because 
of its importance to tourism. The 
Reef is also crucial for the fi shing 
industry because of the role it plays 
as a spawning area and as part of the 
Western Pacifi c ocean food chain.

The possibility of the Reef 
becoming a vast, lifeless white 
skeleton is a horrifying prospect, 
which should impel governments 
to urgent action. The federal Labor 
government was spurred into action 
recently because of the grounding of 
a cargo vessel within a narrow reef 
passage. However, since then the 
government has been remarkably 
silent about the mounting evidence 
of damage to the Reef from natural 
causes.

The reason for the silence is that 
one of the principal natural causes 
is the rise in sea temperature. This 
is part of climate change, which has 
been brought about by human activity 
that the government is committed 
to protecting – in particular the 
mining and use of coal as the world’s 
predominant power generation fuel. 

Last  week Don Henry, 
executive director of the Australian 
Conservation Foundation, delivered a 
blunt warning: “The Reef is sending 
us a desperate message – enact laws 
that cut greenhouse gas pollution or 
risk losing the Great Barrier Reef. 
Ignoring this message will come at a 
great cost to the Great Barrier Reef 
environment, our tourism industry 
and our national identity.

“Hundreds of thousands of 
Australians depend on it for their 
livelihoods in tourism. It would be 
a travesty if we allowed government 
inaction to condemn the reef’s future. 
To protect the Reef for present 
and future generations Australian 
governments must commit to cut 
greenhouse pollution by at least 60 
percent by 2050, support emissions 
trading, mandate strong renewable 
energy targets and ratify the Kyoto 
Protocol.”

It is time for the government to 
move from a policy of simply reacting 
to environmental crises after they’ve 
hit, to an active policy of searching 
areas of concern in advance, in order 
to either nip environmental problems 
in the bud or minimise their impact.

Unfortunately that is most 
unlikely to happen. State and federal 
Labor governments continue to 
display the same jelly-like resistance 
to the demands of corporations with a 
vested interest in perpetuating major 
environmental damage.

Almost immediately after the 

release of the crucial guide to the 
Murray-Darling Basin Plan, Tony 
Burke, federal Minister for Water, 
stated that if necessary to protect 
the interests of “rural economies” 
(interpretation: the large irrigating 
corporations) he would seek an 
amendment to the Commonwealth 
Water Act on which the Plan is based, 
hence endangering its threadbare 
environmental constraints.

Not that it is likely that the 
government will act to prevent the 

potential takeover by foreign interests 
of water hoarders like Cubbie Station, 
Sunrise Rice or even the national 
wheat trading fi rm AWB, privatised 
during the Howard government era.

The answer lies in the replacement 
of those parties in government, with 
a coalition of progressive and left 
wing representatives. And that has to 
be very soon, if we want to play our 
part in saving the global environment, 
as exemplifi ed by the crisis over the 
Great Barrier Reef. 

Pete’s Corner

Coral bleaching signals severe 
climate change impact

Outlaw 
investments in 
cluster bombs
During United Nations (UN) 
Disarmament Week (October 
24-31), a bill to enact the 
Convention Banning Cluster 
Munitions is reported to be tabled 
in the House of Representatives, 
though it is unlikely to contain 
a provision prohibiting fi nancial 
institutions from funding manu-
facturers of cluster bombs.

The ANZ bank has been found 
to provide loans of $136.5 million 
to producers of cluster bombs, 
further tarnishing the bank’s 
investment portfolio. 

Alistair Gee, Executive Director 
of Act for Peace (the international 
aid agency of the National Council 
of Churches in Australia), said, 
“The government should go 
one step further and include a 
prohibition on these explosive 
investments in national law.

“The Joint Standing Committee 
on Treaties in August 2009 
recommended that the Australian 
government consider preventing 
investment by Australian companies 
that produce cluster munitions.”

Mr Gee said fi nancial 
investment in cluster bomb 
manufactures represents a choice 
to support the production of 
weapons that maim civilians and 
hinder development in some of the 
poorest countries. He noted that 
few Australians would be able to 
tell you whether this choice has 
been made for them, by their bank 
or through their superannuation 
fund. This represents an unethical 
investment by ANZ and should 

be dealt with accordingly through 
national legislation in the absence 
of corporate morality.

“During Disarmament Week, 
we may see the bill rushed through 
parliament. I am hoping that its 
passage will involve robust and 
well-informed debate among all 
parliamentarians of both houses, 
resulting in an outcome that 
protects unknowing investors as 
well as victims and survivors of 
armed confl ict,” said Mr Gee.

New Zealand, Ireland, 
Luxembourg and Belgium have 
all introduced legislation to ban 
investments in cluster munitions.

Act for Peace is encouraging 
Australians to take concerted 
action during the UN Disarmament 
Week. The campaign will highlight 
progress toward a ban on fi nancial 
investment in cluster munitions, 
work toward an Arms Trade 
Treaty and a Nuclear Weapons 
Convention. 

Mr Gee said the goal of this 
campaign is also to scrutinise what 
the Australian government actually 
spends on disarmament initiatives. 
“We know that the average 
Australian taxpayer pays $1,230 
per year on military expenditure. 
We should also be able to see what 
the government is doing to promote 
demiliterisation and the removal 
of weapons which continue to fuel 
poverty, corruption and insecurity“.

Act for Peace supports 
disarmament and de-mining 
programs around the world. 
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Bob Gosford

Workers at the small townships 
of Kalkaringi and Dagaragu in 
the Victoria River district of the 
Northern Territory last week 
went out on strike over their pay 
and conditions. The last time that 
anyone there can remember taking 
such drastic action was 44 years 
ago when Vincent Lingiari led 
the Aboriginal stockmen working 
for Lord Vestey on a seven-year 
walk-off that changed the course 
of Australian industrial history. 
As Kev Carmody and Paul Kelly 
so poignantly recorded in their 
song From Little Things Big Things 
Grow.

Lord Vestey and many of the 
leaders of the Gurindji walk-off are 
long gone, but many of the Gurindji 
people of Kalkaringi and Dagaragu 
reckon they are back in the bad 
old days of working for “nothing 
but rations” and in conditions akin 
to slavery. And the people of the 
Victoria River district and beyond 
know about working for little more 
than rations and virtual slavery – as 
Native Affairs Branch patrol offi cer 
Bill Harney, writing in his Report 
on Patrol Western Stations in 1945, 
reported:

“Imagine such conditions as 
these. The natives working all day, 
every day, no wages, just bread and 
beef with tea and sugar, his wife if 
young is worked, children also work 
if old enough... I have no hesitation 
in saying that native welfare is bad 

on these stations.” (From Hidden 
Histories, by Deborah Bird Rose, 
AIATSIS, 1991.)

In 2010 the people of Kalkaringi 
and Dagaragu aren’t employed 
by a vast and notoriously stingy 
international cattle empire but their 
local council – and by proxy because 
of the 2007 NT intervention – the 
Australian and NT governments.

Three short years ago upwards 
of 250 people were employed 
on the Community Development 
Employment Program (CDEP) 
at Kalkaringi and Dagaragu 
(the communities are just a few 
kilometres apart – separated by the 
aforementioned Wattie Creek). They 
worked in a range of locally-owned 
and operated enterprises including 
a bakery, a community kitchen, 
housing and infrastructure, parks, 
garden and rubbish collection, health 
clinic, aged care centre, crèche and 
many others.

Now all that is just about gone, 
with the bakery struggling, the elderly 
forced to seek care in Katherine 500 
kilometres away and the buildings 
and infrastructure of the thriving 
employment programs ruined and 
run down.

How did it come to this? The 
CDEP program was not perfect but 
in many, if not most, communities 
in which it operated it provided 
local part-time employment, usually 
providing municipal services with the 
option to “top-up” worker’s wages 
and provide local organisations with 
a revenue stream.

In the Northern Territory about 
7,500 participants worked on CDEP 
before its death knell was rung 
in the dying days of the Howard 
government. Despite assurances after 
the 2007 election, successive federal 
Labor governments have implemented 
changes that will see CDEP abolished 
across the country by mid-2011.

In December 2007, Labor’s 
Indigenous Affairs Minister Jenny 
Macklin acknowledged the importance 
of CDEP for local employment and 
service delivery:

“CDEP provides important 
infrastructure and human capacity in 
remote communities and the federal 
Labor government will be building 
on these assets… The old CDEP 
will not be simply reinstated… The 
process of converting CDEP jobs 
into government service delivery jobs 
will continue, and we will work with 
state and territory governments to 
similarly convert CDEP positions that 
support state and territory government 
services.”

A few months ago Jenny Macklin 
spoke to the ABC’s Fran Kelly in 
response to a dramatic interview 
with a NSW CDEP worker who told 

Kelly of the sorry legacy of Macklin’s 
changes to the CDEP scheme. 
Previously happy and productive 
workers had little incentive now other 
than to “stay home, and stay drunk” 
and that the scrapping of CDEP had 
led to a range of social problems.

KELLY: …What we were hearing 
there … was that it was this change 
in policy which exacerbated some of 
those problems.

MACKLIN: …I am aware that 
this change has been hard, but also 
I’m aware … of other places where 
people have really taken this as a real 
opportunity for change... We also 
have had thousands [sic] of local 
governments, state governments and 
the federal government, who took 
advantage of Aboriginal people, didn’t 
pay them proper wages, this is going 
back over the last 30 years, what 
we’ve done is said to all governments, 
ourselves included, proper wages must 
be paid for public sector jobs, so if 
you’re a childcare worker, a teacher 
aid, a ranger, a municipal worker, 
you should be paid proper wages, not 
CDEP wages, and we’ve...

KELLY: And all of that’s true, 
but...

JENNY MACKLIN: Well, just 
one important point, because around 
3,000 Aboriginal people, this is across 
Australia, are now in proper work, 
that’s federal government work, as a 
result of the changes that we’ve made, 
and there are similar numbers now 
employed by the state, and by local 
governments, and one of...

But for the people of Kalkaringi 
and Dagaragu, Macklin’s statement 
that many Aboriginal people across 
Australia “are now in proper 
work” seems little more than 
cynical rhetoric. John Leemans, a 
spokesperson for the latest generation 
of protesters at Kalkaringi and 
Dagaragu, says Paul Kelly’s lyrics 
will ring true.

“History is being repeated here, 
with our people forced to work for 
rations again,” he told Crikey. “We 
now have about 40 workers left on 
CDEP and training programs. Many 
are working 35-hour weeks but under 
the new laws they’re working for 
nothing but a Centrelink payment. 
It’s worse than working for the 
dole because half goes onto the 
BasicsCard and can only be spent 
at approved stores.” 

Children singing From Little Things Big Things Grow – Kalkaringi.

The Medical Association for 
Prevention of War (MAPW) has 
questioned the wisdom of the 
proposal to build two large new 
war memorials in Canberra.

The proposed towers, each 20 
metres high, would stand beside 
Lake Burley Griffi n at the end 
of Anzac Parade, dominating the 
lakeside and radically altering 
the sweeping views between the 
Australian War Memorial and 
Parliament House.

Canberra already has at least 
thirty-seven military memorials. 
MAPW is concerned that the pro-
posed memorials would entrench a 
militaristic ethos and further pro-
mote warfare as a defi ning feature 
of our national history.

Public discussion of the propos-
al has been virtually non-existent. 

Corporations with vested 
interests in warfare are likely to 
contribute most of the cost of the 
memorials.

The sacrifi ces made by 
Australia’s war dead are better 
honoured by us learning the les-
sons of history and doing every-
thing possible to prevent war. Let 
us promote a culture of peace, 
not a culture of war.

Remembering the sacrifi ces 
made by Australians killed and 
injured in wars and the grievous 
losses suffered by their loved 
ones is, rightly, of profound 
importance to us as a nation.

Traditionally we have com-
memorated our war dead by con-
structing memorials. However 
there are important reasons why 
Australia should consider an 
alternative method of commemo-
ration, something more active, 
effective and powerful than 
adding more memorials to our 
already impressive national tally.

MAPW has serious concerns 
about the proposal for two large 
new war memorials in Canberra 

to commemorate the more than 
100,000 Australian lives lost 
during the two world wars. 
We believe the new memorials 
will strengthen the notion that 
warfare is a major part of our 
national life.

Yet Australian service per-
sonnel, including those who 
served in “the war to end all 
wars”, made their sacrifi ces not 
to set a precedent but to save 
future generations from experi-
encing the same horrors.

A more appropriate way to 
mark the lives lost, and the even 
larger number of lives shattered, 
as a result of these wars would 
be to learn the lessons of his-
tory and do everything possible 
to ensure “never again, never 
again” does humanity sink into 
such an abyss.

To do this we must promote 
a culture of peace, not a culture 
of war. 

Remembering our war dead: 
The case against more 
war memorials

Slavery returns to Top End

Sydney

You are invited to a Celebration of the 

October Revolution
Excellent food – stimulating company

Sunday November 7 from midday
33 Levey Street, Chippendale

$20/$15con
Organised by Sydney Central Branch

Gurindji were working for nothing but rations
Where once they had gathered the wealth of the land
Daily the pressure got tighter and tighter
Gurindju decided they must make a stand
They picked up their swags and started off walking
At Wattie Creek they sat themselves down
Now it don’t sound like much but it sure got tongues talking
Back at the homestead and then in the town

by Kev Carmody and Paul Kelly
From Little Things Big Things Grow

The Melbourne Cup 
Guessing Competition is here!

The tickets sell at $1 each or $10 for a book of 12.
FIRST PRIZE: $350, SECOND PRIZE $100, THIRD PRIZE $50

Ticket sellers have your stubs in to Buckingham St by Friday October 29.

The draw for the horses 1 to 24 will be made on October 29. 
Those who have drawn horses will be notifi ed immediately.



5The Guardian
October 27 2010

Anna Pha

On the ninth anniversary of 
the US invasion of Afghanistan, 
Australia’s Parliament is at last 
discussing Australia’s involvement 
in the US-NATO led war. The 
debate in both houses began last 
week with both the government 
and opposition pledging to keep 
troops in Afghanistan for at least 
another ten years. The debate 
is one of the concessions won 
by the Greens in the agreement 
that delivered their support for 
Labor to govern. It comes after 
repeated calls by the Greens for a 
debate. The Greens have consist-
ently opposed the involvement 
of Australia’s defence forces in 
the war. Opinion polls show that 
almost two thirds of Australians 
want our troops to be withdrawn.

Crossbench MPs spoke out 
against the war, with Greens MP 
Adam Bandt and independent MP 
Andrew Wilkie slamming Australia’s 
continued troop deployment as 
unjustifi able, dangerous and wrong.

Defence Minister Stephen 
Smith said: “We believe it’s in 
the international community’s 
interest to be there, to stare down 
international terrorism, but neither 
the Prime Minister nor I will be 
trying to proscribe what individual 
members say and of course there’ll 
be contributions from independents 
and Greens and members of the 
Coalition.” It will be up to the Greens, 
independents and individual ALP 
members to expose the war for what 
it really is, and give expression to the 
views of the overwhelming majority 
of the population.

Smith’s reference to “international 
terrorism” harks back to the original 
excuse used for the US launching 
its illegal war on Afghanistan in 
2000 – the pursuit of Osama bin 
Laden. The war has little to do with 
chasing terrorists: in fact it has done 
a great deal to drive thousands of 
Muslims into the arms of the Taliban 
and other extremists, increasing the 
risk of terrorist attacks. The US has 
now expanded the war into Pakistan, 
with the indiscriminate use of 
unmanned drones, taking a huge toll 
on civilians as well as constituting 
a gross infringement of Pakistan’s 
sovereignty.

The media gave prominence 
to Prime Minster Julia Gillard’s 
recent visit to Australian troops in 
Afghanistan en route to Europe and 
to Opposition leader Tony Abbott’s 
refusal to accompany her. But it 
said very little about her European 
activities, key amongst them a 
meeting with the Secretary-General of 
the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation 
(NATO) Anders Fogh Rasmussen. 
During a joint press conference with 
Gillard, Rasmussen signalled that 
Australia will be playing a greater 
role in the NATO strategy for the 
Afghanistan region. Gillard indicated 
that while Australia is not a member 
of NATO, there are plans to create 
a strategic partnership with other 
countries to allow greater input into 
NATO operations.

NATO has undergone rapid 
expansion since the break-up of the 
Soviet Union, signing up a number 
of former socialist Soviet republics 
and East European states. In 1994, 
NATO created a military sub-alliance, 
“Partners for Peace”, under which it 
continued its eastward expansion to 
include former socialist countries, 

training, arming and deploying 
military forces around both the 
Caspian and Black Seas. At its 2004 
summit, NATO offi cially altered its 
own mandate to include military 
objectives outside Europe. It now 
has forces, weapons and operations 
in the Middle East, Africa and Asia.

The war in Afghanistan (as in 
Iraq) is about occupation, seizing 
strategic territory, establishing bases, 
grabbing control of the country’s 
resources, taking over markets, 
installing a compliant government 
and securing the interest of US and 
European corporations.

Recent studies by US geologists 
indicate Afghanistan has valuable 
mineral and other resources, including 
lithium (one of the world’s largest 
deposits), iron ore, gold, niobium, 
copper and cobalt – worth nearly 
US$1 trillion according to one 
estimate. The US is now assisting its 
Afghan government in fi nding “world-
class” companies to exploit these 
riches. The ABC reports US Colonel 
Lapan as saying US offi cials were 
“helping the Afghans to learn how 
to … understand what they have.”  
Helping US corporations to help 
themselves is a more apt description. 
Lithium in particular, is a worth a 
fortune, being used in mobile phone 
and laptop batteries.

The struggles for control over 
strategic pipeline routes, control 
over oil and gas reserves and 
former Soviet republics are central 
to NATO’s eastward expansion. 
The US-NATO led war in Kosovo 
also involved a battle over securing 
routes for pipelines from the West, 
bypassing Iran and Russia. China is 
also looking to bring oil and natural 
gas from the Caspian Basin and has 
plans for an almost 8,000 kilometres 
Turkmen-Kazakh-China pipeline. 
Russia is also involved in struggles to 
secure Kazakh, Uzbek and Turkmen 
oil. The Taliban, originally trained 
and equipped by the US, turned 
on its former ally, blocking plans 
for an important gas pipeline from 
Turkmenistan to Pakistan via southern 
Afghanistan.

Afghanistan is strategically 
located, bordering both China and 
Russia. The US is encircling Russia 
and China with “missile defence” 
systems that are key elements in the 
Pentagon’s fi rst strike program. It has 
a Mediterranean Dialogue Partnership 
with Algeria, Egypt, Israel, Jordan, 
Mauritania, Morocco and Tunisia. 
Pakistan. Somalia and Yemen are 
strategically placed, steps along the 
way to east Africa where oil is high on 
the agenda. According to China Daily 
(19-08-2010), the US “is attempting 
to build the ‘Asian NATO’ with 

Japan, South Korea, Australia and 
the Association of Southeast Asian 
Nations (ASEAN).”

The US’s recent joint military 
exercises with South Korea off the 
coasts of Russia in the Yellow Sea, 
and China and Democratic People’s 
Republic of Korea (North Korea) in 
the South China Sea were seen as 
provocations, posing a serious threat 
to their security.

The China Daily article warned 
that China “will not tolerate the US 
closing in forever, though... China 
has never done anything with the 
enemies of the US that would harm 
the country’s security. The US has 
no right to unscrupulously engage 
in activities that threaten China’s 
security time and again… If the US is 
adjusting its global strategic emphasis, 
China needs to re-evaluate its strategy 
toward the US. China loves peace, but 
it will staunchly safeguard its national 
interests.”

The US and NATO (largely 
under US domination) are setting 
themselves up as a global police 
force, preparing for wars, putting 
down insurgencies and doing 
whatever is necessary to secure 
Western interests - to the exclusion of 
the United Nations. Australia, Japan, 
India, Singapore and other allies are 
being brought in to share the burden 
and a few of the spoils. The growing 
fear of terrorism is real, and the 
source is US-NATO expansionism. 
China and Russia are in their sights 
as are the progressive and democratic 
people’s movements.

Gillard is keen to strengthen 
ties with NATO and become more 
involved in its plans for the Asian 
region.

The ABC Four Corners program 
on October 11, exposing the US 
operations in Iraq, demonstrated 
without any doubt the key force 
fuelling the growth of extremist, 
fundamentalist movements and threat 
to peace, is the US. The US operations 
in Afghanistan are just as horrendous 
and just as counter-productive. 
Whatever terrorist threat exists, it is a 
product of occupations, mass civilian 
killings, torture and wilful destruction 
of infrastructure, hospitals, schools 
and homes.

Bring on the debate on 
Afghanistan, but do not limit it to 
a discussion. Fundamental change 
in policy direction is required. The 
biggest contribution Australia could 
make to global peace, to defeating 
terrorism, and to the security of its 
people and those of the region is to 
end its military alliance with the US 
and adopt an independent foreign 
policy based on peaceful coexistence 
and co-operation. 

Australia

Afghanistan requires 
more than a debate

The war is about occupation, seizing 
strategic territory, establishing bases, 

grabbing control of the country’s 
resources, taking over markets, 

installing a compliant government 
and securing the interest

 of corporations.

Three years ago the “Little Children Are Sacred” report 
highlighted the issues of child neglect and abuse in the Northern 
Territory. A recent inquiry has found that almost 1,000 children 
who are at risk are not receiving government help. The Howard 
government’s intervention in 73 remote communities (which 
is supported by the Labor government as well) has been 
criticised by the inquiry’s co-chairwoman Muriel Bamblett. 
She pointed out that Aboriginal people felt disempowered 
and “their capacity to parent their children has been taken 
away”. She said the NT child protection system was simply not 
working. Child protection workers are not able to cope with the 
limited resources that they have. Some workers dealt with 80 
cases each – three times the norm. The needs of some 1,000 
children considered at risk were not being attended at all.

Victoria’s police are to be equipped with semi-automatic pistols 
which will be supplied to all the offi cers by 2012. A Monash 
University study found that 87 percent of people shot dead by 
police in the past 30 years had bipolar or other severe mental 
illnesses. It is a well-known fact that prisons are full of people who 
need medical treatment more than anything else. Shooting more 
people with more effi cient weapons is not going to be a solution.

Private schools are angry over federal government demands 
they publish private sources of income on the updated My School 
website. New rules require schools to list a breakdown of their 
income and the sources of their income, including donations and 
loans. Private schools argue that the information will be taken out 
of context and used for political purposes. Private schools get 
heaps of federal funding and it is logical to expect full transparency 
of their fi nancial affairs if they continue to get public funding.

Peter Gration, former Australian Defence Force (ADF) chief, 
expressed his views on the situation in Afghanistan and the 
deployment of Australian troops there by saying that Australia 
needs an exit strategy based on clear objectives. He pointed 
out that the war effort was being undermined by vague 
military aims and public confusion about the rationale for 
Australia’s continued involvement there. Actually, the public 
was never very much confused either about the war in Iraq or 
Afghanistan – the majority of the population was against them.

The National Broadband Network (NBN) is expected to create 
25,000 jobs during its eight-year rollout with the bulk of building 
and construction work for the project to be done by contractors. 
The government-owned NBN Co has struck its fi rst enterprise 
agreement with the Communications Electrical and Plumbing 
Union (CEPU) for workers at the NBN operations centre. ACTU 
secretary Jeff Lawrence said this agreement “should act as a 
model for all industrial arrangements for the project” because it 
would deliver “fair and decent wages and conditions”. Business 
circles are warning about “wages breakout” and pressures on 
the private sector to have more union-friendly agreements.
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Rob Gowland

For communists across Australia, 
the end of October is a time of 
celebration: it signals 90 years 
that the Communist movement 
has been organising, campaigning 
and leading the struggle for the 
liberation of the working class in 
this country.

It is a struggle against huge odds, 
for the ruling class in Australia, the 
capitalist class, has always controlled 
the mass media, and shamelessly ped-
dles lies, subtle and unsubtle as the 
occasion demands, to keep the people 
misled and above all compliant.

The class consciousness of the 
workers in this country has been 
relentlessly under attack for 200 
years. The ruling class has been very 
successful in taking advantage of 
the objective conditions in Australia 
to cloud the minds of workers with 
reformist cant.

Even at the height of the 
Communist Party’s popularity and 
prestige, when it had some 20,000 
members, it could not get a single can-
didate elected to Federal Parliament, 
and only one to a State parliament (in 
Queensland).

However, if ruling class propa-
ganda was intent on ensuring that the 
people did not see the Communists as 
a potential government, the capitalists 
themselves knew better. They missed 
no opportunity to provoke violence 
against Communists, with the twin 
aims of terrorising the Reds into 
silence and inactivity and of associat-
ing Communists with violence in the 
public mind.

Groups of rednecks and small 
shopkeepers in rural areas, of returned 
servicemen and migrants who had 
fl ed socialism were induced to attack 
Communist gatherings whenever the 
opportunity presented itself.

Refugees who had fl ed with the 
Nazis from the advancing Red Army 
in WW2 were encouraged to attack 
the Sydney May Day March one year. 
Another time, former supporters of 
the US puppet dictatorship in South 
Vietnam besieged the Trades Hall 

where a function organised by the 
Party’s youth wing was in progress.

The phones of Communist Party 
members were tapped, meetings 
and premises bugged, copious fi les 
accumulated on the political, social 
and intellectual activities of thou-
sands of Australians exercising their 
democratic rights.

And ASIO did not just collect 
information. They also made a point 
of going to a Communist’s employer 
and asking (as they did in my aunt’s 
case) “did he know that he was 
employing a leading Communist?” An 
innocent-sounding question, redolent 
with threat.

Offi cial anti-Communist bodies 
like ASIO and the state police spe-
cial branches, who were constantly 
infi ltrating people into the ranks of 
the Party to uncover “plots against 
the government” or against employers 
which was apparently deemed just 
as bad, were assisted by reactionary 
non-government organisations like the 
New Guard or later Catholic Action.

These were incipient fascist 
organisations, fi lled with hatred for 
Reds and ever ready to resort to 
violence. So much so that the Party 
in the 1930s had to develop its own 
Workers’ Defence League.

The Communist movement in 
Australia, as opposed to the social-
ist movement, began when the fi rst 
Communist Party of Australia was 
formally established 90 years ago, at 
a meeting in the Sydney Trades Hall 
on October 30, 1920.

Prior to that date, there had been a 
variety of socialist groups pursuing a 
wide variety of concepts of socialism, 
all to varying degrees utopian, none 
of them scientifi c. This collection 
included opportunists and sectarians 
of both the left and right variety.

There were anarcho-syndicalists, 
Roussauvians, Fabians and more than 
a few who were just small-l liberals 
or bourgeois democrats, browned off 
by the horrors (and obscene profi t-
making) of the recent WW1.

The stimulus that brought these 
varied socialists together to form a 
new party was the October Revolution 

in Russia in 1917. Its world signifi -
cance was instantly obvious to a great 
many people and governments.

Britain, and 13 other capitalist 
powers, joined together, as Churchill 
so delicately put it, “to strangle the 
socialist baby in its crib”. Such a 
charming image!

Australia’s government, under 
the Labor champion of conscription 
Billy Hughes (he had been elected 
as a Labor candidate, but ratted 
on the ALP and went over to the 
Conservatives once in government), 
enthusiastically supported the inter-
national campaign against the new 
Soviet state, sending troops and a 
warship to help defeat the Reds.

Australian workers on the other 
hand had welcomed the Bolshevik 
Revolution in Russia. Several Trades 
and Labor Councils ran up the 
Red fl ag in celebration and passed 
extravagant resolutions of approval 
and support.

All the previous talk about how 
and under what circumstances capi-
talism would or could collapse had 
become redundant: it had happened, 
the workers and peasants of one of 
the Great Powers, Russia, the larg-
est country on Earth, had brought it 
about by themselves. They had not 
only overthrown the rule of capital 
but – with the support of workers 
around the world – had beaten back 
the attacks of 14 capitalist states 
including France, Britain, Germany, 
the USA and Japan.

It was a breathtaking achievement 
that shone a beacon of hope into every 
hovel, every factory fl oor, every work-
ers’ slum, every line of unemployed, 
across the entire globe.

In Australia, it so enthused the 
members of the two main social-
ist organisations – the Victorian 
Socialist Party and (in NSW) the 
Australian Socialist Party – as well 
as socialist-minded members of the 
ALP and radical unionists like the 
“Wobblies” (the anarcho-syndicalist 
Industrial Workers of the World), that 
they became determined to set up the 
same kind of party as the Bolsheviks 
here in Australia.

The Communist Party they 
established on October 30, 1920 was 
meant to be that Leninist party, but 
they came from a variety of ideo-
logical backgrounds and their idea 
of scientifi c socialism was pretty 
woolly. It would take the better part 
of that decade and the intervention 
of the Comintern (the Communist 
International), before, with a new 
leadership, the Party fi nally found 
its feet. In the process, the new Party 
had at least one split and struggles 
with both factionalism from the IWW 
and liquidationism from demoralised 
early recruits who had come from the 
Labor Party expecting capitalism to 
imminently collapse.

It found its feet just in time, for 
as the new leadership of Miles and 
Sharkey took over, global capitalism 
fell in a heap. The Great Depression 
began in 1929 with the collapse of 
the Rope Trust on Wall Street, and 
galloped across the globe, leaving 
long queues of unemployed eve-
rywhere in its wake except in the 
Soviet Union. There, 1929 was the 
year they achieved full employment 
and closed their last employment 
exchange (at least until the advent 
of Gorbachev and the overthrow of 
socialism).

In Australia, the new Party lead-
ership set out to build the party in 
workplaces. Branches were set up in 
factories, mines and other workplaces. 
Wherever they could, Communists 
took jobs in industry (large or small) 
with the express purpose of organis-
ing the workers in that enterprise and 
building a Party branch there.

I worked with a Comrade who, 
on the instructions of the Party, had 
taken a job in an industrial laundry 
solely for organising purposes. The 
hungry thirties were a time of grim 
industrial struggles and glorious 
organising victories. 

Jim Healy led the tough but ulti-
mately successful struggle to organise 
the waterside workers. Communists 
led organising campaigns among sea-
men, teachers, metal workers, wait-
resses, tramway and postal workers, 
coal miners, building workers, nurses 

and many more. Even Actors Equity 
was set up on Communist initiative.

Because of their hard work and 
obvious dedication to the cause of 
the workers, by the end of the dec-
ade, Communists had been elected 
to leadership positions in many of 
the most important trade unions in 
the country.

At the same time, they had not 
been unmindful of their internation-
alist responsibilities. Members and 
supporters of the Communist Party 
went to Spain to defend the Republic 
from the clerical fascist Franco and 
his Italian and German allies.

To the best of my knowledge, 
there is no monument in this country 
to the young Australians who died 
in Spain fi ghting fascism “before it 
became fashionable to do so”, as Pete 
Seegher said.

When the Second World War 
began, the Chamberlain govern-
ment in Britain, that had pursued a 
policy of “appeasement” towards 
Hitler, hoping to turn his aggression 
towards the USSR, continued this 
policy via the so-called “phoney 
war”. Chamberlain’s policy derailed 
any chance of an anti-Hitler coali-
tion in 1939-40, and doomed Britain 
and the rest of the world to a Second 
World War.

The Australian government 
supported British policy, but the 
Communist Party (as well as some 
far-sighted imperialists like Winston 
Churchill) opposed the phoney war, 
calling instead for measures to pre-
serve peace.

Reactionaries like Robert 
Menzies who had spent the ‘30s as an 
apologist for Hitler and for Japanese 
imperialism’s war in China, tried to 
arouse public opinion against the 
Communists once the War began. As 
Attorney General he banned the Party 
on June 15, 1940. 

Police raided Communists’ homes 
and places like New Theatre, seizing 
books, pictures, magazines, leafl ets – 
anything that could be construed to 
be “enemy propaganda”.  When the 
home of Stan Moran, a prominent 
Party speaker at the Domain, was 

Celebrating the past – looking to t

CPA offi ces in Woolloomooloo Sydney vandalised in the 1950s. A May Day march in 1966.
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raided, a copper pointed to the picture 
of Karl Marx hanging on his wall and 
asked “Who’s that?” to which Stan 
replied “That’s my grandfather.” He 
was allowed to keep the picture.

Others were not so lucky. At my 
parents’ house the police slashed open 
all the pillows and cushions, looking 
for “hidden documents”.

The period of the ban on the Party, 
the period known as “Illegality”, dur-
ing which members could be arrested 
for possessing “Communist” literature 
or for holding a meeting to discuss 
working class issues, would last until 
well after the exploits of the Soviet 
army had rendered such a ban embar-
rassing to all but the most hard-line 
anti-communists.

By the time the Curtin govern-
ment lifted the ban, the Communist 
Party was the most enthusiastic sup-
porter of the War effort, campaign-
ing strenuously against the divisive 
tactics of the Trotskyists, who were 
constantly trying to stir up trouble in 
the war industries.

By the War’s end, Communist 
union leaders like Jim Healy were 
attending Cabinet meetings, and 
Communists were being invited to 
share the platform at public meetings 
with leaders of the RSL.

During the early part of the War, 
the State Labor Party, which had 
split from the ALP in NSW earlier, 
merged with the CPA to form the 
Australian Communist Party. This 
move increased the size of the Party 
considerably and combined with 
the tremendous boost provided by 
military successes and prestige of the 
Soviet Union led to the spectacular 
growth in membership that saw 
branches attain a size of 200 or more.

With some 20,000 members in 
all, the Party held leading positions in 
many large unions and had branches 
in numerous workplaces. For many 
Party members, there was a feeling 
that the Revolution was “just around 
the corner”.

In fact, what was around the 
corner was a counter attack by reac-
tion called the Cold War. Launched 
by Churchill, the Cold War was a 

determined attempt by imperialism 
to overturn every positive aspect of 
the wartime anti-fascist alliance that 
still survived. A climate of fear was 
deemed necessary to permit a new 
arms race, especially a nuclear one.

Building a people’s movement 
to prevent a nuclear war became 
a paramount aim of the Party in 
Australia as in most other countries. 
Meanwhile, capitalism sought to 
“roll back communism” in Western 
Europe and Asia, interfering in elec-
tions, waging war against national 
liberation movements, funding reac-
tion everywhere.

In Australia, the post-war Labor 
government was brought down and 
the fi ercely anti-Communist Menzies 
elected on a lying campaign that 
represented bank nationalisation as 
an attempt to steal people’s money.

Post-war Australia entered a peri-
od of economic boom that combined 
with orchestrated bouts of hysteria 
about “the Red menace” – helped 
by wars in Korea and Malaya – to 
keep Menzies in offi ce for over two 
decades.

By the 1950s however, the Party 
was in trouble. It new leadership, the 
Aarons brothers, had come back from 
training in China, convinced that the 
working class was no longer the lead-
ing force for social change.

They set out to pursue “new” 
forces, and in the process closed 
down the Party’s existing industrial 
structures, the key to its strength. 
Trotskyism was legitimised and a 
leading Trotskyist put into the Party’s 
leading body.

The ideological level of the bulk 
of CPA members had never been high: 
it was described as “a movement with-
out books” and there was a prevalence 
for leaving theory to the leadership 
to take care of. Kruschev’s attack 
on Stalin in 1956, a strategic move 
on Krushchev’s part to defeat his 
opponents within the leading organs 
of the CPSU who were identifi ed with 
Stalin’s leadership, shook many Party 
members severely.

The Chinese Party rejected 
Krushchev’s criticisms and a group 

of CPA members lead by Ted Hill 
split from the CPA to form a new 
pro-Chinese party here. Many other 
members, utterly demoralised by 
Krushchev’s attack, accepted the 
bourgeoisie’s version of events and 
abandoned Marxism-Leninism in 
favour of social democracy. Some of 
those who remained sought to defend 
themselves by denouncing signs of 
“Stalinism” whenever and wherever 
they detected them.

Despite the resultant destabilisa-
tion, and the huge boost Krushchev 
had given to anti-Communist propa-
gandists, the Party continued to work 
and to campaign on behalf of the 
working people.

Imperialism’s efforts to “roll 
back Communism” never ceased, 
however, and in 1968 focussed 
on Czechoslovakia where a right-
opportunist Party leadership was 
trying to court popularity by giving 
socialism “a human face” (as though 
it had never had one).

When the Dubcek government’s 
actions began to threaten the con-
tinued existence of socialism in 
Czechoslovakia, the governments of 
the other European socialist states 
had to intervene. The Aarons leader-
ship of the CPA leapt to condemn 
the intervention, siding with the 
counterrevolutionaries as “forces for 
democracy”.

This provoked a serious split in 
the ranks of the CPA. 

Meanwhile, Australia was inexo-
rably being drawn into the USA’s 
attempts to develop a war with China, 
using the long drawn out national 
liberation struggle in Indo-China as 
its pretext.

The US-led war in Indo-China 
was extremely unpopular, and the 
CPA should have been at the forefront 
of organising against it. But while 
sections of the Party’s membership 
were certainly active, as a whole the 
Party was bogged down in its internal 
battles as the Aarons leadership sought 
to eliminate or silence the opposition 
to its line.

This left a vacuum which the 
Trotskyists were quick to exploit and 

fi ll. The inner-party struggle at this 
time was strenuous and widespread. 
By the beginning of the 1970s, so 
many had left, or been forced out, that 
a new party, reaffi rming Marxism-
Leninism, seemed the only logical 
step.

As with the formation of the 
original party in 1920, the new 
one, called the Socialist Party of 
Australia, comprised a number of 
separate groups. Although they were 
all former or existing members of the 
CPA, they were made up of distinct 
groupings within the wreckage of the 
former party.

Some were centred in particular 
unions (building, waterside workers, 
seamen), some in particular mass 
organisations (peace and friendship 
societies). Compared to the CPA in 
its heyday, the SPA was tiny. 

It was fortunate in its choice of a 
General Secretary, however. Former 
wharfi e Peter Symon had played a 
signifi cant role in developing the new 
party from the ruins of the old, and 
he would play an extraordinary part 
in steering it through the ideological 
struggles that lay ahead.

From its initial beginnings in a 
tiny offi ce in Sydney, Comrade Peter’s 
careful stewardship of the SPA, 
always husbanding its resources and 
above all guarding the Party’s unity, 
the SPA steadily grew. 

Comrade Peter early saw through 
the right opportunism of Mikhail 
Gorbachev and led the Party in 
rejecting it, not without opposition 
and some loss of members, but in 
the main the unity of the Party was 
successfully maintained.

Over time, precious union posi-
tions were won back and the Party 
was able to regain recognition among 
the left.

The CPA meanwhile had suc-
cumbed completely to right opportun-
ism, liquidating itself but retaining 
the Party’s assets. It is now nothing 
more than a ginger group within the 
ALP left.

In 1995, fi ve years after the old 
CPA liquidated itself, the Congress of 
the SPA voted unanimously to change 

the Party’s name to the Communist 
Party of Australia. There are still 
huge hurdles to be overcome, and 
the Party’s membership is not nearly 
large enough for the tasks that lie 
before it every day, but under its 
“new” name the Party has found an 
increased level of acceptance and 
recognition.

At the Party Congress in 
2009, it was resolved that all Party 
organisations would endeavour 
to contest elections, asserting and 
affi rming that the Communists were 
once again a part of the Australian 
political landscape, campaigning on 
behalf of working people, their allies 
and their dependants.

In 2010, election campaigns in 
South Australia and NSW confi rmed 
the wisdom of that decision, raising 
awareness of the Party, bringing 
it new members and supporters, 
and giving the Party’s activists an 
enhanced cohesiveness, sense of 
purpose and strengthened morale.

As in the past, Communist 
Party members today are active in 
struggles on the job, in campaigns 
in defence of public property and 
assets, for public education and 
health care, for peace, for protection 
of our environment and the future of 
our small farmers, and many other 
struggles that have at their core the 
recognition that, for the future and 
happiness of human race, the needs 
of the working class must always 
come fi rst.

The last 90 years have been 
tumultuous for the Communist 
movement, in Australia and globally. 
There is no reason to believe that the 
next 90 will be any less tumultuous. 
But the Communists of Australia are 
looking forward to them.

Looking at developments across 
the globe, the international meeting 
of Communist and Workers’ parties 
that met in Minsk on the centenary 
of the establishment of Lenin’s 
party the RSDLP in Russia was able 
to confi dently assert “The world is 
turning to the Left”.

Life itself will prove us correct. 
Our job is to help make it happen. 

the future

May Day march in Sydney, 1981. Left to right – Allan Miller, Peter Symon, Ina Heidtman, 
Jack McPhillips.

Bob Briton holding the fl ag – Adelaide June 2004 "No War Rally".
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Mike Whitney

The United States conducts 
monetary policy the same way it 
conducts foreign policy; unilater-
ally. When Fed chairman Ben 
Bernanke signalled last week that 
he was planning to restart his bond 
purchasing program – Quantitative 
Easing (QE) – he didn’t consult 
with allies at the IMF, the G-20 
or the WTO. He simply issued his 
edict, and that was that.

The fact that the Fed’s policy will 
fl ood emerging markets with cheap 
capital, pushing up the value of their 
currencies and igniting infl ation, is of 
no concern to Bernanke. He operates 
on the same theory as former 
Treasury Secretary John Connally 
who breezily quipped to a group of 
euro fi nance ministers, “The dollar 
is our currency, but your problem.”

Bernanke’s report could have 
been reduced to nine words: Infl ation 
is too low and unemployment is 
too high. That said, Bernanke is 
not going to sit back hemming and 
hawing until congress fi gures out that 
the economy needs more support. 
He’s going to put downward pressure 
on the dollar until infl ation rises to 
the target 2 percent, increasing the 
prospects for lower unemployment, 
a narrowing of the current account 
deficit, and a faster rebound. 
Economist Edward Hugh sums it 
up like this:

“Unemployment in the United 
States (which is currently at 
9.6%, and may reach 10% by 
the end of the year) is causing 
enormous problems for the Obama 
administration. The US labour market 
and welfare system are simply not 
designed to run with these levels 
of unemployment for any length of 
time. In Japan the unemployment 
rate is 5.1%, and in Germany it is 

under 8%. So people in Washington, 
not unreasonably, ask themselves 
why the US should shoulder so 
much extra unemployment and 
run a current account defi cit just to 
maintain the Bretton Woods system 
and the reserve currency status of 
the US dollar.

“My feeling is that the US 
administration has decided to reduce 
the unemployment rate, and close the 
current account defi cit, and that the 
only way to achieve this is to force 
the value of the dollar down. That 
way it will be US factories rather 
than German or Japanese ones that 
are humming to the sound of the 
new orders which come in from all 
that fl ourishing emerging market 
demand.”

Bernanke has drawn the same 
conclusions as Hugh, but that doesn’t 
mean his strategy won’t inflict 
considerable damage on US allies. It 
will. His beggar-thy-neighbour QE 
program will force trading partners to 

implement capital controls and other 
protectionist measures to maintain 
price stability. QE will also lead to 
more competitive devaluation as the 
world’s largest economies fi ght for 
a bigger share of the export market. 
The impending clash could bring 
about the dissolution of the present 
trade regime and a sharp reversal of 
30 years of globalisation.

Bernanke’s biggest problem is 
China. China was America’s darling 
when it was fuelling a historic 
consumption binge that fi lled Wall 
Street’s coffers. But now that the 
purchase of US debt is preventing 
the Fed from implementing its 
monetary policy, Bernanke wants a 
change. Unfortunately, China is not 
cooperating. It’s piling up foreign 
exchange reserves at record pace 
to maintain the dollar peg which is 
widening the current account defi cit 
to pre-crisis levels.

The yawning trade imbalance is 
pushing the world towards another 

crisis, which is why Bernanke and 
co are determined to persuade China 
to let its currency to appreciate to 
narrow the gap.

Bottom line: the Fed cannot 
jump-start the domestic economy if 
the trade defi cit continues to grow. 
It’s impossible. The stimulus just 
gets fl ushed down the plughole. 
China is soaking up the lion’s share 
of global demand by underbidding 
the US on everything under the sun. 
That’s the real effect of the dollar 
peg, it gives China an advantage 
over its competitors. A free-fl oating 
currency helps to level the playing 
fi eld (even if US labour is competing 
with some of the world’s worst paid 
workers) Bernanke’s announcement 
last Friday, is just the fi rst shot fi red 
over Beijing’s bow.

There will be more to come. 
Last weekend’s meeting of the G-20 
meetings in Gyeongju, South Korea 
provided Treasury Secretary Timothy 
Geithner with the perfect opportunity 

to put the spotlight on China and to 
rail against currency manipulation. 

An update by Reuters on 
Wednesday confi rms the US position. 
Here’s a blurp:

Neither the Obama administration 
nor the Fed want a full-blown trade 
war with China. They’d rather see 
China “assume its position in the 
global system” (as US diplomats 
aver). But that means that China 
will have to compromise on, what it 
considers to be, a matter of national 
sovereignty.

Behind the facade of free markets 
and international institutions, lies 
an imperial system ruled from 
Washington. That leaves Beijing 
with two options; they can either 
bow to US pressure and fall in line or 
shrug off Washington’s demands and 
continue on the same path. If they 
choose to resist, relations with the 
US will grow more acrimonious and 
the probability of confl ict will rise.
Information Clearing House 

Death at a checkpoint
Andrew Wander

This is the US military’s record 
of the death of a pregnant woman 
shot by its soldiers at checkpoint 
while on her way to give birth at 
a maternity hospital.

Nabiha Jassim was 35 years 
old when she was killed in the 
town of Samarra, 110 kilometres 
north of the Iraqi capital, 
Baghdad. She was being rushed 
to hospital by her brother, Khalid, 
when their car approached a 
US military checkpoint and 
observation post that had recently 
been set up. It was a journey the 
family would never complete.

The Iraq war fi les reveal 
that US troops manning the 
checkpoint believed that Nabiha’s 
car posed a threat. As the vehicle 
carrying the family approached 
the checkpoint, the soldiers 
opened fi re.

Nabiha was killed in the hail 
of bullets that ripped through the 
car, shattering the windscreen 
and leaving Khalid badly cut. Her 
cousin, Saliha Hassan, 57, was 
also shot dead in the incident, 
which left the road covered in 
blood and broken glass.

Nabiha’s body was rushed 
to the hospital in an effort to 
save her baby, but the unborn 

child died in her womb. Had she 
reached the hospital safely, she 
would have given birth to a boy.

Her story is just one of the 
hundreds of human tragedies that 
are catalogued in the Iraq war 
logs, which reveal that over the 
course of the confl ict, almost 700 
civilians were killed in more than 
14,000 violent incidents that took 
place at US military checkpoints.

These so-called “escalation 
of force” incidents follow a 
repetitive and deadly pattern. An 
Iraqi civilian approaches a US 
checkpoint, fails to understand 
soldiers’ demands to stop, and is 
shot dead after being assessed as 
a threat to the platoon manning 
the checkpoint.

Just as repetitive is the 
US military response to such 
incidents: they are put down 
as a sort of collateral damage, 
seen as part of the inevitable 
cost of confl ict, as victims of the 
accidents that happen under the 
fog of war.

After Nabiha’s death, the 
military said that the vehicle 
had entered a “clearly defi ned 
prohibited area” when they 
opened fi re on it.

The war log makes no 
mention of any warning given to 
Khalid as he drove his sister and 

cousin towards their deaths, and 
he has said none was given.

“I was driving my car at 
full speed because I did not see 
any sign or warning from the 
Americans. It was not until they 
shot the two bullets that killed my 
sister and cousin that I stopped,” 
he told the Associated Press news 
agency, shortly after the incident.

A brief statement was issued 
by military authorities in the 
aftermath of the incident that said: 
“US forces killed two women 
by mistake... when they were 
heading to a maternity hospital.”

At the time of Nabiha’s death, 
US soldiers in Iraq were facing 
intense and regular attacks on 
the country’s roads. Checkpoints 
had been targeted by gunmen 
and suicide bombers on a regular 
basis. There is no suggestion that 
her killing was anything other 
than a deadly mistake.

But for the friends and 
families of the innocent Iraqis 
killed at US military checkpoints, 
knowing that their deaths 
were not intentional is scant 
consolation when such mistakes 
were repeated again and again.

Expressions of regret from 
the US military are worth little to 
ordinary Iraqis.
Al-Jazeera 

The chances of a war 
with China are rising

Sydney

Concert for Miners of Chile & 

Better Mine Safety Campaign
6:30 pm Friday October 29

CFMEU, Level 2, 10 Railway St, Lidcombe

The Construction Forestry Mining Energy Union has initiated an Appeal with 

the Chilean community in Sydney to assist the miners in Copiapo, Chile. The 

Appeal will also assist the campaign for better mine safety. Also it will help 

the campaign to force the mine owners to pay the entitlements of the 200 plus 

miners above ground who have been sacked due to the appalling safety at 

this mine site. Already $50,000.00 has been raised and is being sent to the 

Sindicato No 2 Minera San Esteban “Mina San Jose” and the CUT in Copiapo. 

$1,500.00 of this was contributed from officials of the CFMEU in Sydney. 

For more information, contact Olive Jinga

02 9749 0414 or ojinga@nsw.cfmeu.asn.au
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Johann Hari

Margaret Thatcher is lying sick in 
a private hospital bed in Belgravia 
but her political children have just 
pushed her agenda further and 
harder and deeper than she ever 
dreamed of. When was the last 
time Britain’s public spending was 
slashed by more than 20 percent? 
Not in my mother’s lifetime. 
Not even in my grandmother’s 
lifetime. No, it was in 1918, when 
a Conservative-Liberal coalition 
said the best response to a global 
economic crisis was to rapidly 
pay off this country’s debts. The 
result? Unemployment soared 
from 6 percent to 19 percent, and 
the country’s economy collapsed so 
severely that they lost all ability to 
pay their bills and the debt actu-
ally rose from 114 percent to 180 
percent. “History doesn’t repeat 
itself,” Mark Twain said, “but it 
does rhyme.”

Chancellor of the Exchequer 
George Osborne has just gambled 
Britain’s future on an extreme 
economic theory that has failed 
whenever and wherever it has been 
tried. In the Great Depression, we 
learned some basic principles. When 
an economy falters, ordinary people 
– perfectly sensibly – cut back their 
spending and try to pay down their 
debts.

This causes a further fall in 
demand, and makes the economy 
worse. If the government cuts back 
at the same time, then there is no 
demand at all, and the economy goes 
into freefall. That’s why virtually 
every country in the world reacted 
to the Great Crash of 2008 – caused 
entirely by deregulated bankers – 
by increasing spending, funded by 
temporary debt. Better a defi cit we 
repay in the good times than an 
endless depression. The countries that 
stimulated hardest, like South Korea, 
came out of recession fi rst.

PM David Cameron and George 
Osborne have ignored all this. They 
have refused to learn from the fact that 
the country they held up as a model 
for how to deal with a recession – 
“Look and learn from across the Irish 
Sea,” Osborne said – has suffered the 
worst collapse in the developed world. 
They have instead blindly obeyed the 
ideological precepts they learned as 
baby Thatcherites: slash the state, and 
make the poor pay most.

Osborne galloped through his 
Comprehensive Spending Review 
(CSR) speech, failing to name almost 
any of the services that will be slashed 
or shut down. It is revealing that he 
doesn’t want to name them while the 
nation is watching.

But beneath the statistics, there 
was a swathe of human tragedies that 
will now unnecessarily unfold across 
Britain. PriceWaterhouseCooper – 
nobody’s idea of a Trotskyite cell 

– says that a million people will now 
lose their jobs as a direct result. My 
father lost his job at the height of 
the last Tory recession, and had to 
leave the country to get another one. 
I remember how that felt. I remember 
what that did to my family.

Now it’s going to happen to a 
million more families and probably 
more. For the private sector to get all 
these people into work, as Osborne 
claims, there would have to be the 
most rapid business growth in my 
lifetime. Does anyone think that will 
happen? Osborne has chosen the 
weakest people to take the worst cuts.

The poorest 16-year-olds were 
given £30 a week to stay on in 
education, so they could afford 
to study – until Osborne’s team 
dismissed it as a “bribe” and shut it 
down. The frailest old people depend 
on council services to wash them and 
feed them – yet Osborne just slashed 
their budget by 30 percent, which 
service providers say will mean more 
pensioners being left to die.

Every family living on benefi ts 
is set to lose an average of £1,000 a 
year – which, as I’ve seen from living 
in the East End of London, will mean 
many poor kids across Britain never 
getting a birthday party or a trip to 
the seaside, or a bed of their own, or 
a winter coat. This isn’t just On Yer 
Bike, it’s On Yer Own.

The irrationality of this approach 
is perhaps plainest when you look 
at housing. We badly need more 
affordable housing in Britain. Some 
4.5 million people are stuck on 
waiting lists, and the average age of a 
homebuyer is now 37. It’s a cause of 
constant stress to the real middle class 
and despair for the poor. By a happy 
coincidence, house-building is one of 
the best stimulators of the economy: 
it employs a lot of people on average 
wages, who then spend their money 
quickly in a “multiplier” effect.

Yet Osborne has chosen the 
opposite. There will be on average 
one new home built per week in the 
whole of London and the south-
east. That’s one. Indeed, instead of 
building homes, he’s driving people 
out of them. By slashing housing 
benefi t, London councils alone say 
83,000 people here are going to be 
forced to leave their homes, with 
1.3 million ending up in more debt. 
Cameron has revealed that his baby 
daughter sleeps in a cardboard box 
decorated for her by her big sister. 
Thanks to him, a lot more people are 
going to be sleeping in cardboard 
boxes soon.

It can’t be coincidental that this 
is being done to us by three men – 
Cameron, Osborne, and Deputy PM 
Nick Clegg – who have never worried 
about a bill in their lives. Osborne is a 
benefi ciary of a £4 million trust fund 
he did nothing whatsoever to earn and 
which is stashed offshore to avoid 
tax. Clegg actually thought the state 

pension was £30 a week, a level that 
would kill pensioners.

These attitudes have real 
consequences. We’re not in this 
together. Who isn’t in it with us? 
Them, their friends, and their 
families. They were asked to pay 
nothing more in this CSR. On the 
contrary: they are being let off 
left, right and centre. To pluck a 
random example, one of the richest 
corporations in Britain, Vodafone, 
had an outstanding tax bill of 
£6 billion – but Osborne simply 
cancelled it this year. If he had made 
them pay, he could have prevented 
nearly all the cuts to all the welfare 
recipients in Britain. You try refusing 
to pay your taxes next time, and see 
if George Osborne shows the same 
generosity to you as he does to the 
super-rich.

There is one stark symbol of how 
unjust the response to this economic 
disaster caused by bankers is. They 
have just paid themselves £7 billion 
in bonuses – much of it our money 
– to reward themselves for failure. 
That’s the same sum Osborne took 
from the benefi ts of the British poor in 
the budget, who did nothing to cause 
this crash. And he has the chutzpah 
to brag about “fairness.”

Britain just became a colder and 
crueller country. And for what? To 
pantingly follow a disproven ideology 
over a cliff. On the eve of the general 
election, Cameron told us: “There’ll 
be no cuts to frontline services,” 
“we’re not talking about swingeing 
cuts,” and “all cuts will be fair”. Is 
it possible to call him anything but a 
liar and an ideologue today?

You can enjoy a long rest, 
Baroness Thatcher – your successors 
have embarked on a methadone-
charged imitation that exceeds your 
most fantastical dreams.
The Independent 

EGYPT: Alexandria was the venue late last month for a two-
day gathering directed at reviewing progress toward abolition 
of the death penalty in Arab countries, where 860 prisoners – 
269 in Egypt – received death sentences last year. Egypt and 
Saudi Arabia apply capital punishment to “dozens of crimes,” 
and many countries rely upon torture to extract confessions, 
according to the report. It points out that Islamic law, often 
used to justify capital punishment, provides for alternatives. 
The conference, attended by human rights activists and 
NGO representatives from throughout the Middle East and 
northern Africa, called for a moratorium on state sanctioned 
executions, in line with a 2007 UN General Assembly resolution. 
They envision a campaign undertaken by regional coalition.

KENYA: Welcoming delegates to a Women’s Summit in 
Nairobi on October 11, government and UN offi cials called for 
women’s empowerment and gender equality. The event served 
to introduce African Women’s Decade, an initiative supported 
by the African Union which is launching a women’s grassroots 
organising campaign. On October 12, the World Economic 
Forum released its Gender Gap Index that, with data from 2007, 
ranked South Africa fi rst in overall women’s equality for Sub 
Sahara Africa and 20th in the world. Lesotho, ranking second and 
26th place respectively, was unique in Africa for gender equality 
in the health and education areas. The report documented 
other gains there for women, particularly in workforce 
participation, wage equality, and parliamentary representation.

INDIA: The International Food Policy Research Institute 
released its 2010 Global Hunger Index (GHI) on October 
11. India ranked 67th out of the 84 countries surveyed with 
China achieving 9th place and Pakistan, 52nd place. Of 
three parameters contributing to the results, child malnutrition 
exerted more impact than elevated child mortality or caloric 
defi ciency affecting entire populations. The study highlighted 
the urgency of correcting nutritional defi cits early in life to 
avoid irremediable physical and intellectual damage. African 
and Asian countries account for 90 percent of all children 
whose development has been damaged by malnutrition, with 
42 percent of them living in India. An Institute press release 
claimed that “countries with high per capita levels of national 
income...tend to have low 2010 GHI scores,” and vice versa.

ITALY: Visiting Italy as part of a European tour, Chinese 
Premier Wen Jiabao in early October joined Prime Minister 
Berlusconi to pledge a fi ve year doubling of bilateral trade to 
US$100 billion. He signed commercial agreements valued 
at US$3 billion and invited increased Italian investments in 
China, which presently total US$5 billion. Quoted by UPI, Wen 
reminded his hosts that China has “stayed at Europe’s side to 
overcome the crisis and allow the recovery.” In Greece, Wen 
signalled Chinese intentions to buy Greek bonds and increase 
trade. Later in Turkey, Wen announced plans to expand 
Chinese investments from US$17 billion to US$50 billion in 
2015. China will help build 5,400 kilometres of railway there.

Global Briefs

A colder, crueller country

Sydney

An evening of solidarity with Cuba
To welcome the new Cuban Consul Reinaldo Garcia Perera 
and the touring Cuba salsa and son band from 
Santiago de Cuba JJ Son.
Dinner – speakers – entertainment
5:30 pm - 10:00 pm Sunday October 31
First fl oor Cyprus Community Club 58-76 Enmore Rd Stanmore
Entry $25 / ($50 solidarity price) Bookings Olive Jinga CFMEU 02 9749 0400 (business hours only)

Enquiries: Nick 0414 691 732 or secretary@sydney-acfs.org
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Menzies’ 
chief snoop
This week the ABC is running an insidious 
piece of anti-Communist propaganda in the 
form of a dramatised documentary. The 
program is I, Spry: The Rise and Fall of 
a Master Spy and it is concerned with the 
career of Brigadier Spry, the head of ASIO.

ASIO was established by the Chifl ey Labor 
government in 1949, but it was not trusted 
(any more than the Labor government was) 
by Washington or London. Robert Menzies 
came to power in Australia in late 1949 in true 
demagogue fashion by whipping up a campaign 
of misinformation and fear around the question 
of bank nationalisation. Placing the private 
banks under the control of the Commonwealth 
Bank became in Menzies’ hands an attempt by 
Labor and the unions to seize people’s savings!

Menzies was not only fiercely anti-
Communist. He was also fiercely anti-
democratic. For all his patronising affability, 
he fervently believed in the right of the upper 
classes to rule over the masses.

Before the Second World War he was an 
apologist for Hitler, and a faithful follower of 
appeasement. He used legislation and the courts 
to force waterfront labour to load pig iron for 
Japan, despite the fact that the Japanese Empire 
had invaded China and tried to invade Mongolia 
and was clearly looking to expand outwards.

He used legislation intended to curb fascist 
groups to ban the Communist Party in 1940, 
because, to him, the Reds were the real threat 
to “civilisation”.

Like his appeaser friends in Whitehall (and 

in the US Congress, like Truman), he fervently 
hoped Germany and Japan would invade the 
USSR. When Hitler did, in 1941, Menzies 
declared “Russia won’t last two weeks!”

To the best of my knowledge, he never 
expressed regret for those sentiments or declared 
himself pleased to have been proven wrong. He 
was, and remained, an arch reactionary.

When he became PM in 1949, the ruling 
class was everywhere in a state of perturbation: 
Russia had emerged from WW2 with incredible 
prestige and a colossal military might.

The Chinese Reds were marching into 
Beijing and in the course of the same year 
Russia exploded its own A-bomb, ending the 
USA’s much-vaunted nuclear monopoly. Unable 
to admit that a socialist country could rival 
the leading capitalist powers in science and 
technology, Truman blamed the Soviet bomb on 
the work of “Communist spies”. So did Menzies, 
and so, accordingly, did ASIO.

For Menzies, ASIO became a weapon with 
which to attack not only the Communists, but 
also the Labor Party (which was far too pink 
for Menzies’ taste).

So, just as the US and British governments 
set about preparing their people, their 
military and their intelligence services for the 
coming war (or series of wars) to “roll back 
Communism”, so did the Australian government. 
In 1950, Australia, Britain and the US joined 
in the Korean War.

That was a period when Western intelligence 
agents were engaged in actively trying to 
overthrow socialist governments, wreck 
left-wing political parties in Europe and the 
Americas, start wars and terrorist activities all 
over Africa and Asia, all under the umbrella of 
“combating Communism”.

One US operation code named “Splinter 
Factor”, in Eastern Europe used a traitor in 
the Polish intelligence service to frame Czech 
Communists for espionage. The operation 
was deemed a big success when the targeted 
Communists were executed.

Assassinations and other “dirty tricks” were 
defi nitely allowable if it was part of “stopping 
the Communists”.

The Spry program accepts without question 
the accusation that the CPA ran an espionage 
ring for the USSR. Wally Clayton is identifi ed 
as the “spymaster”. 

The CPA did not run a spy ring.
Signifi cantly, despite all the claims and 

accusations about the “spymaster” role that 
were made at the Petrov Royal Commission in 
1954-55, no charges were ever laid.

It was all an insignifi cant storm in a teacup, 
blown up by Menzies and ASIO for domestic 
political purposes to do with wrecking the 
electoral chances of the ALP, as was being 
done with social democratic parties in other 
countries at the time.

Also as in Europe, the anti-Communist 
drive in Australia was actively supported by 
the political wing of the Catholic Church. A 
Catholic Action activist told Bruce Bull, a 
Comrade I knew, that they had “got rid” of 
Labor leader Doc Evatt’s brother Clive from 
the NSW government and “now we’re going 
to get him”.

That information went to Evatt, not Moscow, 
and shortly thereafter Evatt denounced the 
Catholic “Industrial Groups” within the ALP.  

When Doc Evatt’s intervention in the Petrov 
Royal Commission threatened to derail Menzies’ 
carefully stage-managed provocation, the Court 
conveniently banned Evatt from appearing 
before it in any capacity.

Spry himself was deeply fl awed. He treated 
people who were merely trying to improve 
relations between Australia and the socialist 
countries and to further the likelihood of peace 
as spies in the mould of 007. For him, anyone 
who did not support a militarist, anti-Communist 
state was a traitor.

He became obsessed in later years with 
“mind control” which he thought could be done 
via television. It can, of course: just ask Rupert 
Murdoch, but that is not the sort that Spry meant.

Like J Edgar Hoover, Spry saw the anti-war 
movement of the sixties as highly “subversive”. 
When Prime Minister John Gorton got a report 
on Spry from ASIS that labelled him a “danger 
to constitutional rights”, Spry’s career was up.

The program’s exposure of Spry’s more 
obvious fl aws does not excuse the program’s 
own, especially its bland smearing of all 
Communists as “Soviet spies”.

What it does show, almost incidentally, is 
the dreadful climate of fear and intimidation 
that people like Spry and his master Menzies  
– and people like them – would have us all 
live under. 
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Remembering the 
SIEV X

October 19, 2001, 146 children, 
142 women, 65 men drowned 
at sea. There was little mention 
or remembrance of them in the 
media. 353 people drowned when 
Howard and Ruddock turned back 
the asylum seekers of the SIEV X. 
Though Howard lied to Australia 
that the ship was in Indonesian 
waters it was in international 
waters Australia bound. Ruddock 
had known of the unseaworthiness 
of many of the asylum seeker’s 
boats.

The SIEV X disaster may never 
happen again. However, they should 
be remembered because what 
Australia contributed to these poor 
people’s deaths still pervades and 
underwrites our government policies. 

Australia is traumatising the 
small trickle of desperate refugees 
who reach our shores with their 
unnecessary incarceration in detention 
centres and for undefi ned periods – 
lives behind barbed wire. East Timor 
has stood up to Australia in relation to 
Gillard’s proposed so-called offshore 
“processing centre” and stated they 
will not host a prison and furthermore 
have stated to Australia that time 

limits for the detention of asylum 
seekers must be defi ned.

The fear mongering that led to 
the deaths of those on board the 
SIEV X, and to others who have 
drowned at sea, and to at least 27 
immigration deaths in custody since 
2001, continue to stoke embarrassing 
government policies and the erosion 
of human rights.

Most of the asylum seekers do 
become Australian citizens. However, 
what trauma, mental ill health and 
mistrust have we caused into their 
consciousness. The damage we are 
doing to them we are also doing to 
the fabric of Australian society.

The SIEV X and Australia’s 
horrifi c handling of asylum seekers 
this last decade shall be up there 
with the worst of Australia’s darkest 
periods. We must always remember 
the SIEV X and the 353 souls who 
were denied the chance to become 
citizens of any country.

Gerry Georgatos
Human Rights Alliance

China

I write in response to the recent 
article by Bob Treasure, “China: 
Capitalist or Socialist” (Guardian, 
October 6). I found the article very 
interesting and hope it will foster 
discussion on this serious issue. I 
have a few points to make. 

I visited China several times in 
the late 1970s and early 1980s when 
China was starting to open up more 
to the outside world. It was obvious 
to me despite their achievements in 
providing health care, employment, 
education and food, China was still 
economically backward and needed 
to modernise.

I said this while I was there and 
although the Chinese also used the 
term “backward”, some Australians 
on the tours I was with were upset 
by it. However, the way the Chinese 
government wanted to overcome this 
backwardness was by inviting foreign 
capital to invest in China, with restric-
tions. I was very concerned about 
where this would lead. Each time I 
visited these restrictions were relaxed 
more and more.

Among other things Den 
Xiaoping’s government ended the 
Iron Rice Bowl policy, a course of 
action that had eliminated poverty 
by providing cradle to grave wage, 
job and retirement social security. 
This ushered in an era of consumer-
ism and prosperity for a minority, 
with many becoming millionaires, 
but unemployment and poverty for 
the rest. 

The majority of people on the 
tours I was on saw factories, bridges 
and buildings being built with for-
eign investment and equated this 
with building socialism. I felt they 
had replaced objective analysis with 
wishful thinking and a belief that the 
Chinese government and party told 
them they were building socialism, so 
they must be. As one fellow told me, 
a billion Chinese couldn’t be wrong. 
I didn’t agree with this assessment of 
the situation.

The way the new Chinese 

leadership explained it, it didn’t 
matter the colour of the cat as long 
as it caught mice. In other words, 
it didn’t matter what your political 
standpoint was as long as you got the 
job done. This overturned the previ-
ous leaderships’ guiding principle of 
promoting the party and government’s 
policy of being Red and Expert. The 
whole point of creating a new type 
of society is surely putting socialist 
politics in command. The effect of 
this new direction was evident in 
many ways. On a personal level one 
thing I noticed, for instance, on my 
last couple of trips to China, was 
the arrogance of many of the young 
men in the CCP, who were in now in 
positions of authority. In talking to 
several of them they expressed that 
it was their life’s dream or fervent 
desire to go to America.

Other party members I met 
called them “helicopter cadres”, 
people without class-consciousness 
or political experience and they 
looked upon these young lords with 
distain. These were people who 
wanted to get ahead and the party 
was the way to do it.

Thirty years on and these modest 
investments have grown immensely. 
Now, local Chinese and foreign capi-
talists own businesses in China and 
Chinese enterprises own businesses 
overseas, exploiting Chinese workers, 

as well as African, Latin American, 
Asian, etc.

In Africa, for instance China is 
not restricting its involvement to 
loans and trade, but actively invest-
ing in resource companies in oil, 
minerals and timber. China, it seems 
to me, is pursuing its own economic 
and political interests. So, accord-
ing to some people, these workers 
exploited by Chinese companies 
in China and elsewhere are really 
fellow workers and their bosses are 
actually comrades.

If socialism is going to be relevant 
to the modern world we have to stop 
appeasing and making excuses for 
oppressive regimes like China that 
proclaim themselves to be socialist, 
but by their theory and practices 
clearly are not.

These are not good examples to 
show people the superiority of the 
ideals of socialism. These regimes 
under the cloak of being socialist do 
not serve the peoples of their own 
countries or the world, but serve 
themselves, the wealthy elites in the 
party and government.

I believe a basic type of socialism 
did once exist in China and it had 
lots of faults.

But today I believe China by 
any examination is not any longer a 
socialist country.

Steven Katsineris, 
Vic
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Sun 31 Oct – 
Sat 6 Nov

The second episode of Great 
Ormond Street (ABC2 

Wednesdays at 8.30pm) is devoted 
to children in the hospital’s Intensive 
Care Unit. As with the fi rst episode 
last week, this time too we have a 
mix of ethical and practical medical 
dilemas.

One seven-year old child has 
been in a coma for fi ve weeks, but 
the medical staff must try to keep 
him alive long enough to discover 
what ailment he has. Eight-month old 
Uzoma has been in hospital since she 
was born, and the question is will she 
ever be well enough to leave?

Moving, sympathetically 
observed, true.

Phil Jupitus sounds like what 
you might call a Roman God 

you’re particularly good mates with. 
In fact, it is the name of a British 
stand-up comedian.

He’s very well known in the 
UK as a popular team captain on a 
panel game called Never Mind The 
Buzzcocks. We have been able to get 
some idea of why he is popular in 
this fi eld from his recent appearances 
on Qi, where his gift for spontaneous 
wit and apposite utterances has been 
very apparent.

However, in a panel game he is 
obliged to sit in a chair as part of a 
panel. The result is a muted Jupitus. 
For the full experience he needs to be 
seen freewheeling on stage.

Phil Jupitus Quadrophenia 
(ABC2 Wednesday November 3 
at 9.30pm) is a performance fi lmed 
on stage of Jupitus’ live show. It’s 
basically him on a virtually bare 
stage fl anked by a few curtains. 
Despite this he manages to fi ll the 
stage with incident and comedy, as he 
explains how an arachnophobe like 
him catches different sized spiders 
with a suitably sized tumbler (or 
something bigger, depending on the 
size of the spider).

His humour is inventive 
and funny, and most important, 
recognisable. These are things that 
if they haven’t happened to us, could  
happen to us. Or at least appear to.

The humour bubbles along with 
nary a dull spot anywhere. The only 
criticism, and it’s minor, is that he 
holds the microphone a little too 
far away from his mouth so his 
monologue is out of balance and 
is slightly too soft for comfortable 
listening.

Recommended.

I will review the new eight-part 
drama series Rake (ABC1 

Thursdays at 8.30pm from 
November 4) next week, because 
I have not seen any of it yet. But 
looking through the glossy public-
ity booklet the ABC sent out to the 
media, a few things are obvious.

It’s about a criminal defence 
lawyer (played by Richard Roxburgh), 
his friends, ex-wife, old flames, 
etc. And of course, his clients. The 
question that will need to be answered 
is, was this setting chosen by writer 
Andrew Knight so that he could better 
comment on the human condition 
or even on the legal profession in 
Australia?

Or was it chosen because it is 

clean, middle class and slightly 
glamorous while allowing a choice 
selection of clean, middle class and 
slightly glamorous women to be 
introduced as clients or adversaries 
or witnesses?

In other words, was its genesis 
genuine creativity or a calculated 
commercial move to produce 
something the ABC would buy?

If the latter, it is not necessarily 
a bad thing. Andrew Knight was 
co-creator and writer of Sea Change, 
which was very enjoyable viewing.

I suspect we will know for certain 
after the fi rst episode.

Police procedurals continue to 
proliferate alarmingly. There 

was even one for a while (one I quite 
liked, too) about wildlife crime. It was 
British, of course: can you imagine 
the US networks tackling such a 
theme? Ouch!

This week’s new police procedural 

is a trifl e esoteric too. The unit at the 
heart of Identity (ABC1 Fridays at 
9.25pm from November 5) deals 
with any case where making an 
identifi cation is a signifi cant part of 
solving the crime, “by outsmarting, 
hunting down and unmasking the 
modern day Jekyll and Hydes” who 
specialise in identity theft.

The unit was set up on the 
initiative of and is headed by DSI 
Martha Lawson (played by Keeley 
Hawes, who starred in the second 
series of Ashes To Ashes as the police 
detective who is shot in the present 
and fi nds herself thrust back into the 
1980s).

Its attempt to mix a cop show 
with The Prisoner was not wholly 
successful, thanks in part to clunky 
scripting of the “old fashioned” police 
work. We don’t have that problem 
here.

The chief problem for Lawson’s 
colleagues is often working out just 
what crime has been committed – if 
any. And then, by whom?

Baffl ement is a key part of the 
program’s design, but Hawes and the 
other regulars (including Aiden Gillen 
as her DI, a former undercover cop 
with problems, and Shaun Parkes as 
a slightly self-righteous black DS) 
leave one confi dent they’ll crack the 
case in the end.

As policiers go, this one looks 
like it could be good.

Republic Of Doyle (ABC2 
Saturdays at 7.40pm from 

November 6) is a Canadian series 
shot in St John’s, Newfoundland. It’s 
another type of detective show, the 
gumshoe or private eye genre.

Jake Doyle and his father used to 
be cops. Now they’re PIs. St John’s 
used to be a quiet little seaport. Now 
there is oil, and money, drugs and 
trash.

Jake is a rough diamond –“a 
rogue, a charmer, a drinker, a 
brawler” – whom the women can’t 
keep their hands off. This last point 
seems to be the product of a script 
conference early in production 
rather than anything in the way of 
actual character development in 
the writing.

In fact his supposed appeal to the 
opposite sex is the least successful 
thing in the show, which is a pity, 
because in most other respects, 
although it is conventional, it is also 
quite well plotted, reasonably well 
acted, certainly well shot and at times 
exciting.

As gumshoe movies go, it is 
suitably seedy and fast paced, and 
its St John’s locations, with all their 
brightly coloured roofs, literally add 
a touch of unexpected colour. 
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Dr Ross Morrow from the 
Department of Sociology and 
Social Policy at the University of 
Sydney examines the US causes of 
the crisis and backs his arguments 
with extensive, well researched 
data.

In his introduction Morrow 
sums up his analysis: “A low rate 
of profi t in the US economy and 
wide economic inequalities led to 
increasing capital fl ow to the fi nancial 
sector and the increasing provision 
of credit to US workers whose real 
incomes had declined.

“Cheap and apparently riskless 
lending drove the rising leverage 
of investments. ‘Securitisation’ 
helped to spread the risks to global 
financial markets and deficient 
government regulation facilitated 
these developments. A huge asset 
bubble developed in the US housing 
sector and burst when the interest 
rates rose triggering waves of defaults, 
institutional insolvency and a severe 
credit crunch.”

For those who are not familiar 
with or might be daunted by such 
terms such as securitisation, credit 
default swaps, derivatives and 
leveraging, there is no need to worry. 
They are explained in straight forward 
language as they arise.

The paper explains and makes the 
links between the various contributing 
factors. Several pages are devoted to 
the “wide and growing inequalities 
of income and wealth between 
households in US society and between 
capital and labour.” Morrow’s 
explanations regarding the reasons 
for this could be applied to Australia 
and are of value to anyone working 
in the trade union area.

The section on the development 
and use of new fi nancial instruments 
such as “securitising mortgages” is 
an education in itself on some of the 
highly speculative “products” that 
are traded in virtually unregulated 
markets.

The sections on low interest rates, 
cheap loans, the rising leverage of 
investments and lack of government 
regulation provide a clear description 
of the processes that eventually led to 
the housing asset bubble. Then came 
the credit crunch.

Political alternative
The second article, by AMR

Editor Eddie Clynes, takes up the 
Communist Party of Australia’s (CPA) 
policy on building left and progressive 
unity and the political alternative in 
Australia.

With the election of a minority 
government and the prospect of 
nine Greens holding the balance of 

power in the Senate next July, it is 
timely to raise the question. The 
election outcome marks an important 
step towards breaking the two-party 
stranglehold on parliamentary politics 
in Australia. The question is how to 
consolidate and build on that.

As Clynes explains, it is not 
simply a question of struggle in the 
parliamentary arena. Nor is it about 
“building a pressure group to hold 
the balance of power in parliament 
to pressure the ALP to adopt better 
policies”.

The CPA’s strategy involves 
“building left and progressive unity 
to contribute to the creation of an 
alternative political force strong 
enough to substantially change the 
direction of politics in Australia… .

“The building of a political 

alternative must arise out of the 
demands and mass actions of the 
people. The aim of this alternative 
political force is fi rstly to strengthen 
the struggles of the working 
people. The eventual and necessary 
component of this aim is to set its 

sights on becoming the government 
– a new type of government – one 
with the vision, courage and popular 
support to challenge and eventually 
to do away with the power of the 
huge corporations which at present 
wield economic and political power 
in our society.”

The article goes on to explain the 
need for such an alternative political 
force, its policy direction, which 
groups might be involved in such 
an alternative, the importance of the 
working class in the struggle and the 

question of building alliances.
It deals with some of the 

commonly held attitudes towards 
working with non-working class 
groups and misconceptions about the 
political alternative.

Finally, it raises the importance of 
strengthening the CPA: “The political 
alternative will not be built if we try 
to play down the Party or hide its 
face. Successful work requires our 
infl uence to be much greater so our 
ideas get accepted by wider numbers 
of people.”

Water lies
The third article by Kenneth 

Davidson, editor of D!SSENT 
Magazine, on the question of water, 
is just as timely. Davidson has for 
some time campaigned and exposed 
the many lies and crimes being 
perpetrated in relation to water in his 

regular column in Melbourne’s Age
newspaper. This article, originally 
published in D!SSENT is Davidson 
at his sharpest.

Backed with solid data and facts, 
Davidson exposes the lies, rorts, 
corruption and criminal neglect 
of governments and major water 
corporations and does not mince 
words.

He shoots down in flames 
the big lie that the Victorian 
government is hiding behind, the 
so-called Food Bowl Modernisation 
Process. He takes up the question 
of Adelaide’s rainfall and offers 
an obvious solution, but not one 
that is politically acceptable to the 
French multi-national water utility, 
Veolia. Veolia’s profi t stream lies in 
expensive desalination plants, not 
extra water storage. He also has a 
few words to say about Veolia and 
its disgraceful track record overseas.

In dealing with these and other 
water-related issues, including buy-
back schemes, Davidson addresses 
the political questions and offers 
solutions. He concludes with a 
sobering warning: 

“The governance problem as 
it affects water policy is systemic. 
It won’t be solved by getting rid 
of a few politicians or bureaucrats 
looking for life after government 
rather than attending to the public 
interest. The situation will only be 
turned around by an informed and 
enraged public opinion. Once the 
full implications of these policies 
become apparent – as the Murray 
dies and households are paying 
$2,000 a year rather than $400 a 
year for water once the planned 
desalination plants are in full 
production – it will be too late.”
For details on getting an 
Australian Marxist Review 
subscription see the 
advertisement on this page. 
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US causes of 
global financial crisis

“The political alternative will not be built if we try to 
play down the Party or hide its face. Successful work 

requires our influence to be much greater so our ideas 
get accepted by wider numbers of people.”

Much has been written about the causes of the global 
financial crisis (GFC) that rocked the capitalist system 
in 2007-08 and the economic crisis that followed. 
Explanations and theories range from describing it 
as “an act of god”, the result of individual greed or 
stupidity, or simply a financial crisis divorced from the 
real economy, through to more serious studies. The 
lead article in the October 2010 issue of the Australian 
Marxist Review provides an in depth analysis of the US 
causes of the GFC from a Marxist perspective.


