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Govt strikes blow 
against pay equity
Anna Pha

Last week unions were shocked 
to fi nd the federal government 
lining up with employers in the pay 
equity case for community sector 
workers. Prior to becoming Prime 
Minister, Julia Gillard had signed 
an agreement with the Australian 
Services Union (ASU) to support 
the union movement’s test case. 
The government presented its 
submission to Fair Work Australia 
(FWA), warning the Commission 
that any increases it delivered 
could result in cuts to other areas 
of the budget.

Around 153,000 workers in the 
community and services sector will 
be affected by the outcome of the 
case. They were hoping to win wage 
rises in the region of 14-50 percent.

Eighty percent of workers in the 
community sector are female and 
their wages are low by community 
standards, historically undervalued 
as “women’s work”. They carry huge 
responsibilities and often undertake 
years of training and study. The 
importance of their work and its 
highly skilled nature is not recognised 
in their pay packets. For example, 
workers caring for the elderly in their 
homes or supporting families in crisis 
are paid less than those packing super-
market shelves or collecting garbage.

The case is the fi rst test of the 
new remuneration provisions of 
Labor’s Fair Work Act, with a shift 
from the concept of equal pay for 
work of “equal value” to work of 
“comparable value”.
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NSW nurses strike 
for patient safety
Last week NSW nurses and mid-
wives voted to take statewide strike 
action and hold a mass meeting 
on Wednesday November 24. The 
nurses were left with no choice but 
to strike by a government refusing 
to introduce minimum nurse-
patient ratios. “When our hospitals 
are unsafe, it is our responsibility 
as professionals to act,” the NSW 
Nurses Association (NSWNA) said.

Last Friday the Industrial 
Commission made an order for the 
strike and meeting to stop. After 
very serious consideration the 
NSWNA Council determined that it 
could not stand by while members 
were faced with daily professional 
risks from short-staffi ng and poor 

skill mix. “We are determined to 
get justice for patients,” the union 
said.

The action will involve around 
35,000 nurses and midwives 
employed in the NSW public 
health system. The union will leave 
enough staff to provide life-preserv-
ing services during the strike. They 
are seeking mandated minimum 
staffi ng levels that would ensure the 
safe care of patients.

The claim for staff-patient 
ratios is part of the union’s log of 
demands being negotiated for a new 
agreement with the Department 
of Health. After seven months of 
attempting to negotiate there was 
still no progress on ratios, only the 

offer of a wage rise with unaccept-
able strings attached.

Union members have been 
campaigning, building community 
support with the distribution of bro-
chures explaining their claim.

Premier Kristina Keneally 
only infl amed the situation, tell-
ing the media she was “surprised” 
that they were taking the action 
as nurses “have always done very 
well under a Labor government” 
and are amongst the highest paid 
in Australia. Keneally knows the 
planned strike is in support of 
patient safety and staffi ng levels.

There is a critical shortage of 
nurses in NSW’s public hospitals. 
This is not because there are not 

enough nurses. Public hospitals are 
so starved of funds, so understaffed, 
that nurses have been leaving their 
profession in droves, frustrated at 
not being able to do their job prop-
erly or burnt out and fed up with 
the long hours, double shifts, and 
unpaid overtime.

According to the NSWNA there 
are signifi cantly more nurses/mid-
wives maintaining registration or 
enrolment than are currently work-
ing. “Experience shows that these 
nurses/midwives will come back to 
the system when the conditions are 
right.”

Safety in numbers
After extensive research the 

union has developed a highly pro-
fessional set of demands specifying 
staffi ng ratios and skill mix for safe 
patient care. The claim covers the 
various nursing specialties – medi-
cal, surgical, emergency, palliative 
care, rehabilitation, inpatient mental 
health, crucial care and operating 
theatres. It also provides ratios 
appropriate for different types of 
hospitals.

At present, in some hospitals 
the ratio is as high as one nurse to 
eight patients compared with the 
one to four being sought for a day 
shift in medical and surgical wards 
in major metropolitan or non-met-
ropolitan hospitals.

Continued on page 4
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PRESS FUND
The US government is prosecuting a Russian citizen for attempting 
to sell arms to the FARQ guerrillas, who are fighting the neo-fascist 
Colombian government. With monumental hypocrisy, the US is 
claiming that the accused tried to sell a vast array of weapons that 
would have caused enormous destruction and loss of human life – 
as though US military-industrial corporations haven’t done exactly 
that on a stupendous scale over the last two centuries! For our 
part, we also want to change the system, and you can help us do 
that, but by entirely peaceful means, by sending in a contribution 
to the Press Fund for the next edition. Many thanks to this week’s 
contributors for their generous support, as follows:
Anonymous $400, “Round Figure”, $12.
This week’s total: $412 Progressive total: $5,971

Asylum seeker policies 
must change

Last week, in a desperate replay of events that took place during 
the Howard government, some 250 detainees on Christmas Island 
began a hunger strike. Several of them have sewn their lips together, 
in protest at what has been described as ”the deadly slow process 
of their application”.

The protests followed the second suicide within two months of a 
detainee at the Villawood detention centre in Sydney. The centre was 
put on lockdown last Wednesday, when protests broke out after the 
suicide of Ahmad Al Akabi, a 41 year old school teacher and father 
of three children. Josefa Raulini, a 36 year old Fijian detainee, died 
in the Villawood centre in September.

The federal Minister for Immigration, Chris Bowen, responded 
to the second suicide with a statement that it was a terrible event, 
but it would not force the government to hasten the processing of 
applications.

The Minister’s statement revealed that he either completely mis-
understood the signifi cance of the tragedy, or else that he simply does 
not care. It is self-evident that Mr Al Akabi did not commit suicide to 
hasten the processing of his own application. He had been detained 
for more than a year. His application had been rejected twice, under 
the government’s assessment process that was recently judged to be 
unlawful by the High Court.

Desperate to see his family again he had asked to be returned to 
Iraq, despite the danger that involved. However, facing a bleak future, 
and with no reassurance as to his immediate prospects, he succumbed 
to depression and took his life. He died, in effect, of despair.

The government could certainly speed up the processing of ap-
plications, by allocating more resources to the task. However, the 
primary cause of delays lies in mandatory detention, a policy intro-
duced by the Keating Labor government as a political expedient, 
and maintained by each succeeding regime.

Mandatory detention has the cynical political advantage of win-
ning votes, providing that it is preceded by a fear campaign about a 
threatened invasion by “boat people”, as happened after the infamous 
Tampa crisis in 2004.

However, there is no evidence to suggest that it is a more effective 
policy in dealing with any real threat to the nation’s security, or with 
verifying the refugee status of offshore arrivals, than non-mandatory 
detention. People who reach our outlying islands in leaky fi shing 
boats (offshore arrivals) are no more likely to be rejected as genuine 
refugees, or to be identifi ed as a security risk, than those who arrive 
by plane or other means on the mainland (onshore arrivals).

Mandatory detention actually increases the length of time needed 
to process applications, because every single offshore arrival has to be 
detained, rather than being released into the community. The policy is 
the biggest single contributor to the current delays in processing ap-
plications, which in turn has led to the appallingly low level of morale 
in the detention centres, culminating in the recent tragic suicides.

The delays are exacerbated by the policy of off-shore processing, 
which necessitates high funding levels and the deployment of extra 
government personnel. Of the 8694 asylum seekers who have arrived 
since late 2008, 5441 are still in detention. That’s about two thirds 
of the total. 

The clear message from the detention centre protests, and from 
the deaths of those two men, is that mandatory detention, as well as 
off-shore processing, legal excision and all the other cynical and op-
portunistic asylum seeker policies, have to change. The High Court’s 
recent declaration that all contested applications must now be decided 
in the courts is a major challenge to the current immigration policies, 
and provides the government with an excellent opportunity to make 
radical changes to them.

As Ian Rintoul, spokesman for the Refugee Action Coalition, 
recently stated: “The Court’s decision has confi rmed what refugee 
advocates have been saying all along – that offshore processing is 
discriminatory and subject to political manipulation. The govern-
ment should apologise to every asylum seeker whose rights have 
been denied. … the High Court decision gives the government the 
opportunity to fi nally take the decisive action needed to establish a 
humanitarian refugee policy – to close Christmas Island, (and to) 
end offshore processing and mandatory detention”.

Govt strikes blow 
against pay equity
Continued from page 1

Instead of supporting the unions’ 
case, the government echoed warn-
ings from employers in the corporate 
sector that increases in the wage rates 
in the community and services sec-
tor (SACS) could result in fl ow-ons 
to other sectors and budget cuts to 
other services. A number of SACS 
employers support the unions’ claim, 
appreciating how diffi cult it is to 
attract workers when they can earn 
so much more elsewhere.

The government is not a direct 
employer of community sector work-
ers, but does provide subsidies to 
the private and not-for-profi t sectors.

Budget surplus a 
feeble excuse

“The focus of the fi scal strategy 
in future years will remain on return-
ing the budget to surplus as soon as 
possible, including offsetting all new 
spending measures by reprioritising 
existing expenditure,” the government 
submission said.

“Any additional Commonwealth 
funding provided would likely 
come at the expense of other 
Commonwealth funded services.”

The message to Fair Work 
Australia could not be clearer: The 
government has abandoned pay equity 
for women, and the FWA would be 
well advised to delay any pay rise and 
then phase it in over a long period. It 
was also a clear warning that every 
dollar extra for community sector 
workers would be a dollar less for 
some other area of social spending. 
It effectively attempts to pit commu-
nity workers against the community 
they serve.

Just in case FWA had not got the 
message, it was repeated: “The need 
to balance priorities will mean any 
decision to supplement SACS serv-
ice providers should FWA award an 
increase, would need to be matched 
by reductions in other Commonwealth 
funded programs. This is due to the 
government’s current fi scal strategy 
which involves fully offsetting any 
additional spending.”

“The government have known for 
over 12 months how much equal pay 
for the community sector will cost, 
they signed an Agreement with the 
ASU to support our Equal Pay Case 
in full knowledge of this cost,” the 
ASU said.

“Justice is justice – you cannot 
give lip service to a principle and then 
refuse to pay for it. We are now facing 
the same arguments that women and 
their unions had to fi ght in the 1960s 
to get equal pay. We should not have 
to face them again from a govern-
ment who should be on our side. The 
Queensland government is already 
funding equal pay and of course the 
sky has not fallen in,” the union said.

The government submission says 
it “encourages FWA to fi nd the right 
balance between equal remuneration 
for SACS employees and the broader 
implications of any wage increase in 
reaching its decision.”

Either community workers are 
paid at the same rate as other workers 

for work of “comparable value” or 
they are not. Pay equity is not about 
a “balance” – not about 70 or 80 or 90 
percent of what they should be paid. 
No balancing act makes 70 percent 
equal to 100 percent. Equity means 
100 percent.

Instead the government holds to 
the neo-liberal holy grail of budget 
surpluses, seeking to win favour with 
the big end of town and private ratings 
agencies. There is nothing wrong with 
government debt, as long as it is for 
sound purposes and is manageable. 
The pursuit of a budget surplus at 
break-neck speed based on cuts to 
essential services that affect the most 
needy and disadvantaged is criminal.

No shortage of funds
There are other, far more socially 

desirable, sources of funding than rob-
bing aged care, mental health or pub-
lic education. The half billion or one 
billion dollars that would be required 
to fund the wage rises could be raised 
by abandoning the next round of 
company tax cuts, or by imposing a 
super profi ts tax on the banks, or by 
slashing miliary spending.

The truth is the Gillard Labor 
government is not committed to pay 
equity.

Fair Work Australia is expected 
to hand down its decision in this 
important test case in April next year, 
prior to the May budget. 

90th Anniversary of 
Communist Movement in Australia

A South Australian Tribute
This DVD is a collection of excerpts from interviews conducted 

with veterans of the Communist movement in South Australia. They 
are current or former members of the Party or supporters. Some 

younger members give their opinions of the signifi cance of the 90th 
anniversary of the founding of the Communist movement in Australia 

in 1920. Images and video footage of events have been included.

$10 including postage within Australia

Phone CPA in Sydney on 02 9699 8844 or email shop@cpa.org.au

The participants were:

Marcia & Rex Munn
Elliott Johnston

Jim Doyle
Alan & Beryl Miller

Cam & Phyl Johnson
Vic & Audrey Potticary

Marie Lean
Don Jarrett
Bob Briton
Harry Singh

Michael Perth
Michael Hooper

Paul Noack

CCom

DVDDVD
FORFOR
SALESALE

What you can do
Show your support for the pay equity case. Contact your 
local MP and Senators now. Visit the ASU website for their 
contact details and more information on the campaign: 
www.asumembers.org.au/equalpay.

Sydney

CPA Cypriot Branch invites you to our

Summer Picnic

At Dolls Point Peter Depena Reserve

11am Sunday 28 November
Cost $20 includes Food and Drinks – All Welcome!

Banjo Morton, Richard Downs and the 

Alyawarr Community of Central Australia 

invite you to a special fundraiser event

Two Films:

Our Generation

The Alyawarr walk off
7pm - 10pm Saturday December 4

Leichhardt Town Hall

107 Notron St, Leichhardt

$25 waged / $15 unwaged

All proceeds go to the Alyawarr 

Community’s Building Fund
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Supporters and opponents of the 
proposed Barangaroo development 
at Sydney’s Darling Harbour 
have formed themselves into two 
opposing coalitions. The develop-
ers, Lend Lease, together with 
the government and the business 
group Alliance for NSW Future, 
tenaciously support the scheme. On 
the other hand, local community 
groups, the Council of the City of 
Sydney and other nearby councils, 
the Royal Australian Institute of 
Architects, the National Trust, 
the Greens and other political 
parties and organisations bitterly 
oppose it.

The director of the Sydney 
Business Chamber has haughtily 
dismissed objections to the scheme 
as “populist politics”, declaring that 
“We cannot afford to have another 
project of this size, volume and value 
… delayed or compromised”.

The Liberal/National Party coali-
tion’s position is decidedly ambiva-
lent. Liberal leader Barry O’Farrell 
has expressed half-hearted opposition 
to the scheme’s proposed hotel, but he 
recently indicated that if the coalition 
won the state elections next year he 
would take no action if construction 
had already started. “It’s very hard 
to un-make an omelette”, he stated 
decisively.

The developer, Lend Lease, has 
lodged an application to increase 
the offi ce fl oor space, which means 

adding extra storeys to the skyscrapers 
that occupy the southern part of the 
site. The Council opposes the applica-
tion, but the state Premier, Kristina 
Keneally, will overrule a refusal by 
the Council, by exercising her powers 
to expedite projects deemed to be of 
state signifi cance.

Spin that yarn
Just as in military confl ict, the 

battle over Barangaroo is intimately 
involved in the “battle for hearts and 
minds”. For example, Lend Lease now 
claims that it has conducted a survey, 
which showed that the majority of 
2,200 respondents, ordinary Sydney 
residents, support the Barangaroo 
proposal.

The survey was conducted with-
out publicity, and there has been no 
mention of any vetting by an inde-
pendent authority. Moreover, as Lend 
Lease stated candidly, 82 percent  of 
the interviewees admitted they knew 
little or nothing about the project, and 
only expressed an opinion after the 
scheme had been “explained” to them 
by Lend Lease. They did not hear any 
contrary viewpoint, and their response 
was based on a single interview that 
probably only lasted ten minutes.

For these reasons the Lend Lease 
claims that the survey shows majority 
public support cannot be taken seri-
ously. The survey is more interesting 
as an example of how statistics can be 
used as an exercise in spin. According 
to Lend Lease, 40 percent of those 
who had already heard about the 

proposal approved of it, 43 percent 
had no strong feelings about it, and 
16 percent opposed it. Signifi cantly, 
of those who expressed approval, 
89 percent liked the proposal for 
the parkland in the north of the site, 
but only 67 percent warmed to the 
proposed building development in 
the southern part.

Accordingly, in its promotion 
of the development proposal, Lend 
Lease has emphasised the public 
benefi t provided by the parkland, and 
has pushed the building development 
quite literally into the background.

In a recent full-colour special 
front page wrap-around to the Sydney 
Morning Herald (which must have 
cost them a small fortune) Lend Lease 
showed a cartoon depiction of the 
site, as part of its publicity campaign 
entitled “the beauty of Barangaroo”. 
The drawing represents the parkland 
as occupying roughly 80 percent of 
the entire site, whereas in reality it 
covers less than 40 percent.

The new buildings are shown 
in the sketch blending in as part of 
the city skyline, and in scale with it, 
whereas if viewed from the southern 
end of Darling Harbour it would be 
evident as a massive new addition. 
The proposed new hotel is shown 
on the water’s edge, whereas in 
reality it would be located on a mas-
sive new pier, projecting way into 
Darling Harbour. That in itself is a 
major source of controversy, not only 
because it would be visually intrusive, 
but also because it would prevent use 

of much of Darling Harbour for other 
purposes, and would set a devastat-
ing precedent for resumption of the 
Sydney Harbour water for property 
development.

The Sydney Council has also 
objected to the Lend Lease publicity 
photographs of the proposal, point-
ing out that their use of wide angle 
lenses has tended to minimise the 
visual impact of the new buildings, 
(which have been shown by digital 
enhancement).

The Council has also released 
images of its own recommendations 
for treatment of the site, which show 
the buildings reduced in height and 
in a “stepped down” confi guration, 
with the proposed hotel removed 
altogether.

The Council’s images were pub-
lished by the Sydney Morning Herald 
(in the same edition that carried the 
Lend Lease “Beauty of Barangaroo” 
front page drawing). A spokesman for 
Lend Lease reacted with great indigna-
tion, declaring that “it becomes very 
confusing to the public when someone 
runs the image of a building envelope”.

Labor’s last gasp
Keneally has demonstrated her 

priorities very clearly by declaring her-
self to be the Minister for Barangaroo 
– that’s a whole new department for 
a single development site – while 
simultaneously declining to take state 
control of coastline protection.

An estimated 711,000 houses 
around the Australian coast are 

threatened by rising sea levels. 
Protecting the coast urgently requires 
fully coordinated and properly pre-
pared long-term strategies. However, 
the NSW Labor government prefers 
to let each local councils go its own 
way, while the government deals with 
the really important issues, i.e. major 
development projects.

Nowhere is this better illustrated 
than in the case of Barangaroo, which 
offers the developer potentially astro-
nomical short-term fi nancial gains, but 
which in the longer term is probably 
more threatened than any other major 
development site in Australia by rising 
sea levels.

The fact that the site might be 
fl ooded by mid-century seems to 
matter little to the government, which 
has obviously accepted as inevitable 
that it will lose power in a massive 
public backlash in the next elections, 
and appears intent on approving as 
many major development proposals 
as it can, including Barangaroo.

While it is clear that Labor will 
fall with a monumental crash, it also 
appears that the election outcome may 
well refl ect the federal outcome, with 
damage to both parties and with the 
Greens and other progressive forces 
holding a powerful position. 

They may or may not be able to 
exert suffi cient power to prevent the 
proposed Barangaroo development. 
However, what is certain is that if it 
proceeds it will stand as a monument 
to the corruption of the government 
and the greed of the developers. 

Pete’s Corner

City of Sydney says it could look like this but wants it to look more like this

Barangaroo:

The battle continues

Sydney

The Bougainville Photoplay Project
An intimate performance that highlights the moral and ethical commitment binding Australians 

and the people of Bougainville (PNG) in the wake of a brutal civil war.

Writer, academic and performer Paul Dwyer retraces three journeys made by his father, Dr 

Allan Dwyer, a world-renowned orthopaedic surgeon, who visited Bougainville during the 

1960s, healing dozens of crippled children. 

Since 2004, Paul Dwyer has been making his own journeys to Bougainville, conducting 

research on the post-war reconciliation process and following the impact of those encounters 

between his father and the Bougainvillean children. This is politics and performance at its most 

personal.

Belvoir St Theatre, 25 Belvoir St, Surry Hills

Season dates: Until November 28

Performance times: Tuesday 6.30pm, Wednesday–Friday 8pm, 

Saturday 2pm & 8pm, Sunday 5pm.

Ticket prices: Adults $57, seniors (except Fri/Sat evenings) and 

groups of 10, $47, concessions $35.

Student rush: student rush $25 Tue 6.30pm and Sat 2pm. 

Available from 10am on the day (subject to availability).

Bookings (02) 9699 3444 or belvoir.com.au/bougainville
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A major survey by Victorian OHS 
representatives has discovered that 
asbestos in workplaces, the home 
and in the community remains a 
threat to public health in Victoria, 
the Victorian Trades Hall Council 
(VTHC) has warned.

The survey, conducted by Victoria’s 
leading asbestos disease support and 
advocacy groups, polled 295 repre-
sentatives from a range of industries 
in October.

It found:
• An astonishing 72% of respondents 

indicated that it was likely that they 
had been exposed to asbestos;

• 42% of respondents indicated they 
had been exposed at their current or 
previous workplaces;

• 25% indicated that they had been 
exposed in the community with 
schools, public buildings and the 
local neighbourhood often mentioned;

• 62% thought there wasn’t an asbestos 
register at their workplace or didn’t 
know there was one. More than 
half did not know if there was a 
plan to remove asbestos from their 
workplace.   

Commenting, Brian Boyd, VTHC 
secretary said: “These fi ndings provide 

a stark reminder of the threat of asbestos 
at work.”

Mr Boyd added: “The survey also 
highlighted the threat of asbestos in the 
home. One in fi ve of the safety reps had 
encountered asbestos materials doing 
home renovations and a third of these 
had not taken any safety precautions 
when dealing with the asbestos.”

The VTHC also said the survey 
indicated that women were less likely 
to be aware of the risk of asbestos 
exposure than men and that respondents 
under 45 were also less likely to be 
aware of the risk of exposure.

Mr Boyd said the union move-
ment is right behind the Asbestos 
Awareness Week (Monday 22-Friday 
26 November).

Unions are calling on a newly 
elected Victorian state government to 
prioritise two areas:
• To lobby for a national asbestos 

authority with a main aim of 
achieving an asbestos free workplace 
environment by 2030.

• To urgently start addressing the ever 
increased risks faced in the domestic 
asbestos area with education and 
awareness programs around home 
renovation and safe disposal. 

Labour Struggle

Their employer, Prysmian Cables, 
at 1 Heathcote Road Liverpool, in 
Sydney’s south, is a large multina-
tional company that has an agenda 
to attack workers’ rights and 
entitlements. They have previously 
tried to strip back conditions in 
their operations in the UK, Europe 
and North America. Now workers 
in Australia are under attack.

The workers are in dispute 
over:
• The intention of the company 

to scale back redundancy 
provisions which will cause 
substantial fi nancial losses to 
many of the long-term workers.

• Company plans to increase the 
use of casual workers at the site 
as they have done at their sites 
across the world.

• The introduction of compulsory 
weekend shifts, going against 
the company’s “family friendly” 
spin.

• Matters relating to wage parity 
and classifi cations.

The strike and picket line has 
been in place since the commence-
ment of fi rst shift on Tuesday 
October 26, involving the NUW, 
with 120 members, the ETU with 
12 members and the AMWU, 
which has 19 members at the site, 
all of whom are supporting the 
current action.

To show support online go to 
prysmianworkers.wordpress.com 
You can also drop by the picket 
line and give your support in 
person. Workers are there 24 
hours a day, 7 days a week. 
The address is Prysmian Cables 
1 Heathcote Road Liverpool 
(near the bridge). The workers 
would appreciate knowing we 
are all supporting them in their 
struggle. 

Workers at Prysmian 
Cables enter week 
four of dispute

The hiring of notorious anti-union 
fi gure Bruce Townsend to spy on 
union members, union delegates 
and contractors at Victoria’s $5 
billion-plus desalination plant at 
Wonthaggi was an all-time low 
act, Maritime Union of Australia 
national secretary Paddy Crumlin 
said.

“It is not surprising to see the 
central character in this latest scan-
dal is the very same person who 
played a key supporting role in the 
waterfront dispute in 1998,” Mr 
Crumlin said.

Townsend led the convoy 
that set up the National Farmers 
Federation’s bogus stevedore on 
Webb Dock and recruited 200 
professional scabs to back up the 
Dubai mercenaries in the Patrick 
lock-out in a full-on attack against 
the Maritime Union.

The Howard government 

complained that wharfi es were too 
highly paid, but it was revealed 
in the High Court that Townsend 
received $4,700 a week for each of 
his men who got a job.

Crumlin ridiculed Townsend’s 
claim that working on the water-
front was easy, since there is no 
evidence that he ever did any. 
“Back in 1998, the mercenaries 
were easy to identify – they were 
wearing balaclavas and using attack 
dogs.

“This time around it would 
not have been so easy for ordinary 
workers to identify the company 
stooges, as they were operating 
undercover. It is hardly surprising 
that Townsend is now stooping to 
this new all-time low in this latest 
example of industrial espionage.

“This sort of behaviour is just 
quite plainly un-Australian,” Mr 
Crumlin said.

He said it is extremely disap-
pointing that a major company 
would stoop to something so low, 
and that it goes to show that there 
are employers out there who will 
go to any lengths and simply do 
not care if what they are doing is 
un-ethical.

“This is nothing short of a gross 
invasion of workers’ privacy and a 
breach of trust of the highest order,” 
he pointed out.

Mr Crumlin said the revelations 
showed an appalling lack of judg-
ment by the company building the 
desalination plant – Thiess.

“No worker should be placed 
in this position of having a spy 
among their ranks,” he said. “These 
incidents of spies being sent in to 
a workplace by bosses should set 
off massive alarms bells around 
the country for workers in any 
industry.” 

Spying on workmates 
an all-time low act

Survey uncovers danger on the 
eve of Asbestos Awareness Week

Continued from page 1

In Victoria, there was a similar 
situation in the 1990s, with nurses 
leaving the system and chronic 
underfunding and understaffi ng. The 
nurses’ struggle for minimum nurse-
patient ratios ended in the Australian 
Industrial Relations Commission. 
Commissioner Wayne Blair accepted 
the evidence of the Australian Nurses’ 
Federation that the hospital system 
was in crisis. He found in favour of 
the Victorian nurses, warning the 
crisis would get worse if action was 
not taken. “Those who choose to say 
that there is not a nursing crisis, in 
the Commission’s view, are in a state 
of denial.”

The Commission recommended 
the introduction of enforceable nurse 
to patient ratios. Today, the Victorian 
Labor government is trumpeting the 
improvements that were made as it 

heads into elections. Within the fi rst 
year of its introduction in 2000-01, 
2,650 nurses returned to nursing. Both 
patients and nurses have benefi ted 
from the decision. It did require addi-
tional funding, which the Victorian 
government managed to fi nd.

“If Victoria can do it, why can’t 
NSW?” the union asks.

Keneally is also in a state of 
denial, forcing the nurses to take 
what for them is action of last resort. 
“Our government is also refusing to 
employ 1,000 Registered Nurses who 
will graduate from NSW universi-
ties this month and forces hospital 
managers to restrict recruitment of 
nurses and midwives to meet budg-
ets rather than patients’ needs”, the 
NSWNA said.

Despite all the talk about budget 
shortfalls, there is no shortage of 
money when it comes to corporate 
handouts on white elephant projects 

in NSW. It is a question of political 
will and priorities. The government is 
deliberately running down the public 
hospital system, trying to force more 
patients into private health insurance 
and private hospitals.

The real agenda behind its state of 
denial is privatisation. The Labor gov-
ernment is one of the most unpopular 
ever in NSW. It is seen as corrupt and 
incompetent, failing public hospitals, 
public education, public transport 
and public housing. It is so far gone 
it will not even attempt to buy back 
support by making public hospitals 
safer for patients.
The nurses deserve our support. 
To keep up with the campaign 
visit: www.nswnurses.asn.au
Please register your support 
for safe patient care at 
www.one2four.com.au and pass 
on this address to encourage 
others you know. 

NSW nurses strike for patient safety

Newcastle

Celebrate 90 Years of the 
Communist Movement in Australia

Saturday & Sunday November 27/28

Newcastle Trades Hall 
Devonshire House 406-408 King St

Exhibit will be open Saturday 10:00am to 7:00pm & 
Sunday 10:00am till 6:00pm

Official opening 2:30pm until 4:30pm on Saturday – 
light refreshments / free entry

Contact Brenda on 0401 824 386
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Sitaram Yechury

Following the demise of the Soviet 
Union when the international 
communist movement was thrown 
into disarray, many contingents 
attempted to understand and 
draw the correct lessons from this 
experience. We in the Communist 
Party of India (Marxist) had done 
so in our 14th Congress in January 
1992.

In the then prevailing situation, 
when some parties were abandoning 
the communist ideal and the Red 
fl ag, efforts were made to regroup 
the international communist move-
ment. The CPI(M) had made one 
such effort in May 1993 where 25 
communist parties attended a seminar 
on the “Contemporary Relevance and 
Validity of Marxism – Leninism” at 
Kolkata. 

Subsequently after a series of 
discussions amongst fraternal parties, 
an international working group was 
established to consider the possibili-
ties of holding regular annual meet-
ings on specifi c themes. Thus began 
the current process, at the initiative 
of the Communist Party of Greece 
to hold annual meetings. After seven 
annual meetings held in Athens it was 
decided to locate these meetings in 
other continents as well. Accordingly, 
the 8th meeting took place in Portugal, 
the 9th in Belarus and Russia marking 
the 90th anniversary of the October 
revolution, the 10th in Brazil and now 
the 11th in India. 

From a group of 25 parties that 
met at Kolkata in 1993, now to this 
11th international meeting are invited 
111 parties from 87 countries. 

The consolidation of this process 
leading to the strengthening of the 
communist movement in the 21st 
century will however depend on how 
we draw the correct lessons from the 
experience of socialism in the 20th 
century and upon a correct estima-
tion and assessment of the working 
of imperialism in the current phase 
of global capitalism.

Socialism in 
the 20th Century

The creation of the Soviet Union 
marked the fi rst advance in human 
history of the establishment of a 
society free from class exploitation. 
The rapid strides made by socialism, 
the transformation of a once backward 
economy into a mighty economic and 
military bulwark confronting imperial-
ism had confi rmed the superiority of 
the socialist system. The building of 
socialism in the Soviet Union is an 
epic saga of human endeavour.

This remains a source of inspira-
tion to all peoples of the world who 
are in the midst of struggle for social 
emancipation. The decisive role 
played by the USSR in the defeat of 
fascism and the consequent emer-
gence of the East European socialist 
countries had a profound impact on 
world developments. The victory over 
fascism provided the decisive impetus 

to the process of decolonisation that 
saw the liberation of countries from 
colonial exploitation. The historical 
triumph of the Chinese revolution, 
the heroic Vietnamese people’s strug-
gle, the Korean people’s struggle and 
the triumph of the Cuban revolution 
made a tremendous infl uence on world 
developments.

The achievements of the socialist 
countries – the eradication of pov-
erty and illiteracy, the elimination of 
unemployment, the vast network of 
social security in the fi elds of educa-
tion, health, housing, etc. – provided 
a powerful impetus to the working 
people all over the world in their 
struggles.

World capitalism met this chal-
lenge to its order, partly by adopt-
ing welfare measures and granting 
rights that it never conceded to the 
working people before. The entire 
conception of a welfare state and the 
social security network created in 
the post-second world war capitalist 
countries was a result of the struggles 
of the working people in these coun-
tries inspired by the achievements of 
socialism. The democratic rights that 
are today considered as inalienable 
from human civilisation are also the 
product of the people’s struggle for 
social transformation and not the 
charity of bourgeois class rule.

These revolutionary transforma-
tions brought about qualitative leaps 
in human civilisation and left an 
indelible imprint on modern civilisa-
tion. This was refl ected in all fi elds 
of culture, aesthetics, science, etc. 
While Eisenstein revolutionised cin-
ematography, the Sputnik expanded 
the frontiers of modern science to 
outer space. 

Yet, despite such tremendous 
advances, that too under the most 
exacting of circumstances and hos-
tile environment, why is it that the 
mighty USSR could not consolidate 
and sustain the socialist order?

There were, generally speaking, 
two areas where wrong understanding 
and consequent errors were commit-
ted. The fi rst pertains to the nature of 
assessments of contemporary world 
realities and about the very concept 
of socialism. The second concerns the 
practical problems confronted during 
the period of socialist construction.

Incorrect estimations
Despite the unprecedented and 

path-breaking advances made by 
socialism in the 20th century, it must 
be borne in mind that all socialist 
revolutions barring a few (not all) in 
East Europe took place in relatively 
backward capitalistically developed 
countries. While this vindicated the 
Leninist understanding of breaking 
the imperialist chain at its weakest 
link, it nevertheless permitted world 
capitalism to retain its hold over the 
developed productive forces and, 
hence, also the potential for its future 
development. The socialist countries 
removed one-third of the world mar-
ket from capitalism.

This, however, did not directly 

affect either the levels of advances 
already made by world capitalism 
in developing the productive forces, 
or in capitalism’s capacity to further 
develop the productive forces on the 
basis of scientifi c and technologi-
cal advances. This permitted world 
capitalism to overcome the setbacks 
caused by socialist revolutions to 
develop the productive forces and 
further expand the capitalist market. 

Given the existing correla-
tion of class forces internationally, 
imperialism achieved the expansion 
of the capitalist market through 
neo-colonialism. 

On the other hand, given the pace 
and qualitatively higher advances 
made by socialism in a relatively 
short span (recall that the Soviet 
Union came to match the might of 
the fascist military machine in less 
than a decade – what took capital-
ism 300 years was accomplished by 
socialism in 30!) led to a belief that 
such advances were irreversible. The 
Leninist warning that the vanquished 
bourgeoisie will hit back with a force 
a hundred times stronger was not fully 
taken into account.

Further, socialism was perceived 
as a linear progression. Once social-
ism was achieved, it was erroneously 
thought that the future course was a 
straight line without any obstacles 
till the attainment of a classless, 
Communist society. Experience has 
also confi rmed that socialism is the 
period of transition or, as Marx said, 
the fi rst stage of the Communism – 
the period between a class-divided 
exploitative capitalist order and the 
classless Communist order.

This period of transition, there-
fore, by defi nition implies, not the 
elimination of class confl icts but its 
intensifi cation, with world capitalism 
trying to regain its lost territory. This 
period, therefore, was bound to be 
a protracted and complex one with 
many a twist and turn and many a 
zigzag. This was particularly so in 
these countries which were capital-
istically backward at the time of the 
revolution. 

The success or failure of the 
forces of world socialism in this strug-
gle, at any point of time, is determined 
both by the success achieved in social-
ist construction and the international 
and internal correlation of class forces 
and their correct estimation. Incorrect 
estimations leading to an under-
estimation of the enemy both without 
and within the socialist countries and 
the overestimation of socialism had 
created a situation where the problems 
confronting the socialist countries 
were ignored as well as the advances 
and consolidation of world capitalism.

Lenin had always reminded us 
that the living essence of dialectics 
is the concrete analysis of concrete 
conditions. If the analysis falters or 
the true appreciation of the actual situ-
ation is faulty, then erroneous under-
standings and distortions surface.

It is such distortions and, impor-
tantly, deviations from the revolution-
ary content of Marxism-Leninism in 
later years of the USSR, particularly 
after the 20th Congress of the CPSU 
along with the unresolved problems 
in the process of socialist construction 
that led to these reverses.

In the process of socialist con-
struction, major errors were commit-
ted in four areas viz the character of 
the state under socialism; deepening 
and enriching socialist democracy; 

economic construction under social-
ism and weaknesses in the task of 
strengthening the ideological con-
sciousness of the people. 

In other words the experience 
of socialism in the 20th century and 
its reverses do not constitute either a 
negation of the revolutionary tenets 
of Marxism-Leninism as a creative 
science or a negation of the social-
ist ideal. 

The international communist 
movement in the 21st century will 
to a large extent be strengthened 
by overcoming these shortcomings 
in evolving the strategy and tactics 
for the establishment of socialism in 
individual countries.

Additionally, the degree of suc-
cess of the advance of the interna-
tional communist movement will be 
determined by a correct estimation 
of the correlation of class forces 
internationally and the dynamics 
of how contemporary imperialism 
is unfolding in a period when such 
a correlation is in its favour, albeit 
temporarily. 
Sitaram Yechury is a member 
of the Polit Bureau of the 
Communist Party of India 
(Marxist) and editor the Party’s 
newspaper, People’s Democracy
This the first of a three part 
series. 

The international 
Communist 
movement in the 
21st Century (Part 1)

Australia
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Bob Treasure

We are in a second “Cold War”. The Global 
Financial Crisis has meant that capitalism 
is on shaky ground. The important thing 
for the Powers That Be is that there is no 
alternative. Thus those same Powers are 
busy at work trying to bury socialism once 
and for all. Scape-goatism and fascism are 
re-emergent in Europe and the US, and 
many states are seeking to outlaw any politi-
cal party that references “communism” or 
“revolution” as part of its platform. State 
intervention, public service and welfare are 
portrayed as old hat, and history is being 
rewritten to suit reactionary needs.

One very signifi cant event being re-inter-
preted is the Second World War. At the end of 
this war the Soviet Union and its leader, Josef 
Stalin, were held in high esteem throughout the 
world. Most (rightly) saw Stalin and the Russian 
people as the single main force that had stopped 
Nazism and built the allied victory. Many saw 
communism as a viable and workable society 
since it had withstood a terrible invasion, yet 
had the durability and strength, as a political 
and economic system, to overcome the German 
war machine in the long run.

The aim of the revisionist history, therefore, 
is to confl ate Hitler and Stalin as roughly the 
same (after all, they were both “dictators”), 
revivify Hitler’s purpose in smashing the Soviet 
Union and the “communist menace”, and por-
tray Stalin as a blundering and heartless leader 
who had needlessly sacrifi ced his people on 
the altar of Marxist ideology. Stalin is made 
responsible for the loss of some 20-30 million 
Russian lives in WW2.

Now, however, a goldmine of source 
material has been made available: the minutes 
of Politburo meetings, Stalin’s conversations 
with his many visitors in the Kremlin, wartime 
orders and military archives, as well as police 
fi les. Geoffrey Roberts, an English Don and no 
friend of communism, has written a revealing 
book (Stalin’s Wars) which gives the lie to the 
prejudices, assertions and downright falsehoods 
being spread in many present-day documentaries 
and media-grabs on the subject of Stalin and the 
German invasion of the Soviet Union.

Soviet isolation
Problems began for the Soviet Union (natu-

rally) as soon as the 1917 revolution occurred, 
intensifying after the end of WW1. Apart from 
White counter-revolutionaries of the old ruling 
classes, at least 14 foreign powers (Britain, 
France, USA, Japan, Poland, Czechoslovakia, 
Germany, Turkey, Austria, etc) sent 300,000 
troops plus supplies, intelligence and money to, 

as Churchill hoped, “…strangle the Bolshevik 
baby in its crib.” The term “at least” is used 
here because imperialist powers such as Britain 
sent colonial troops as well. Australian diggers 
were offered double their normal WW1 pay (one 
pound a day) to go and fi ght their former Russian 
allies in their home territory. Two Australians 
won VCs in this endeavour.

By 1923 the Whites and foreigners had been 
driven from Russian soil. But the impact of 
the Civil War was dreadful: 15 million people 
had perished from war and famine, most of 
them civilians. Two million had been combat-
ants, of whom 50,000 were loyal members of 
the Communist Party, and practically half the 
available livestock and grain foods had been 
destroyed as well. Despite their defeat in war, 
the capitalist powers maintained a trade embargo 
on the newly formed workers’ state, and kept 
up a hostile diplomacy against it.

When Hitler took power in Germany in 1933 
he immediately outlawed trade unions and the 
Communist Party. Communists globally saw 
the threat that fascism posed. The Soviet Union 
became the bulwark of anti-fascism and openly 
supported republican forces in the Spanish Civil 
War to supply them with arms and munitions, 
while France and Britain took a “neutral” pose.

Throughout the mid-’30s Stalin and the 
Soviet leadership called for collective secu-
rity against fascism generally and Germany 
in particular, but this repeatedly fell on deaf 
ears. Meanwhile, fascist or pro-fascist states 
had sprung up in Japan, Italy, Spain, Hungary, 
Romania and Poland, and Hitler had already 
gobbled up Austria. Russian diplomacy now 
desperately sought a collective alliance of anti-
fascist powers before Czechoslovakia suffered 
the same fate.

Munich 
The importance of the Munich Agreement 

cannot be underestimated when assessing Soviet 
foreign policy decisions in 1939. The strategic 
importance of Czechoslovakia in central Europe 
was obvious: it bordered Germany, Poland, 
Hungary, Romania, and was a stone’s throw 
from the Soviet Union itself – if the strongly 
fortifi ed Czech state fell to Germany, Poland 
and/or the Soviet Union would be next.

So when the Czech crisis occurred, at least 
two signifi cant players were excluded from the 
negotiations to resolve it at Munich: the Czech 
government itself, and the Soviet Union. British 
and French diplomats had read Mein Kampf. 
They understood that Hitler’s overriding target 
was the destruction of revolutionary socialism 
and the conquest of Eastern Europe, so, by “sell-
ing out Czechoslovakia in the interests of peace” 
(“appeasement”), they had, in fact, pointed Hitler 

and his fascist war machine eastward, towards 
the Soviet Union.

Betrayal, therefore, hadn’t occurred when 
Stalin signed the Non Aggression Pact with 
Nazi Germany in August 1939, but at Munich in 
September of 1938. From that point Stalin was 
convinced there would be war with Germany, 
and he desperately sought a specifi c military alli-
ance with Britain, France and Poland to contain 
Hitler. The sticking point always appeared to 
be Poland, which refused to give a guarantee 
allowing Soviet troops to cross Polish territory 
to fi ght Germany (in fact, Poland gleefully took 
part in the fi nal German dismemberment of 
Czechoslovakia in March 1939, thereby sealing 
its own fate).

In an age when diplomacy was increasingly 
being conducted by telephone and air-shuttle, 
the British and French continued to drag their 
feet. The atmosphere of negotiations convinced 
the Soviets that the West did not really want 
to fi ght, and that they were lining up Russian 
forces to bear the brunt of Nazi power. The 
decision, the incredibly diffi cult decision, to 
buy time and forestall invasion was made, and 
Ribbentrop was invited to Moscow.

Stalin’s perspective
In 1939, the Soviet Union was the only 

Workers’ State that had ever existed. Up till this 
time in world history, every attempted rebellion 
by toilers, from Spartacus’ slave revolt in Roman 
times to the Paris Commune and the Taiping 
Rebellion, had resulted in violent defeat and the 
widespread execution of its participants. Russia 
had, at great cost, won its workers’ revolution 
and then struggled to the point of exhaustion to 
build an industrial base, to modernise.

Stalin himself had spent his lifetime as a 
revolutionary: living in itinerant poverty rais-
ing funds, through whatever means necessary, 
for the Bolshevik party; organising strikes and 
sabotage; writing, printing and distributing 
propaganda; dodging police and Okhrana spies; 
serving time in prison and Siberian exile; surviv-
ing as a perpetual nomad and then, ultimately, 
rising to prominence in the revolutionary gov-
ernment, the “Dictatorship of the Proletariat”.

Stalin now found himself largely responsible 
for the success of international Marxism as well 
as the survival of the Soviet Union itself. It is 
hardly surprising that the option of saving the 
revolutionary homeland took precedence over 
international credibility. The Bolshevik revolu-
tion had to be saved at all costs.

After years of building the Comintern and 
anti-fascist United Fronts, violent struggle 
in Spain, purges and bitter propaganda wars 
throughout the 1930s, a Non Aggression Pact 
was signed with the fascist Beast. It was an 

agonising choice but one which, from a Soviet 
perspective, had to be made. It was “Stalin the 
pragmatist” in action. It cannot necessarily be 
a justifi cation for the partition of Poland and 
the onset of war with Britain and France, but 
it can explain it – the reactionaries in the West 
had simply been outmanoeuvred.

Was Stalin aware of 
impending attack?

So now, almost two years later, in 
June 1941, the stage was set for Operation 
Barbarossa, Hitler’s secret plan for the invasion 
and conquest of the Soviet Union. Did Stalin 
ignore warnings of the impending attack?

Stalin and the Politburo had always expected 
war with Germany, the question was when? 
Many Russian analysts saw Hess’s (Hitler’s 
deputy) fl ight to Britain as an attempt to set up 
an Anglo-German alliance against communist 
Russia – thus intelligence and warnings coming 
from Britain were regarded sceptically. Stalin 
also believed that Hitler would be crazy to start 
a war on two fronts after Germany’s experience 

Stalin and Operation Barbarossa

Churchill, Roosevelt and Stalin in Yalta after the defeat of Nazi Germany and just prior to the beginni
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in the First World War. He was furthermore 
anxious not to give the Germans any pretext 
whatsoever to break their Pact and attack any 
earlier than could be avoided. Thus all Soviet 
pronouncements remained moderate and sought 
not to create alarm.

Yet Stalin did not waste the available 
time gleaned from the Non Aggression Pact. 
After Golikov (chief of Soviet military intel-
ligence) reported on the increased concentra-
tion of German divisions (from 70 to 107) 
as well as Romanian and Hungarian forces, 
near the border, Stalin acted. In May 1941, 
800,000 extra reservists were called up, and 
28 further divisions were sent to the western 
border areas.

By June the Red Army had 300 divisions 
comprising some 5.5 million personnel, of whom 
2.7 million were stationed in the western border 
districts. On the night of June 21-22, just prior to 
the blitzkrieg, this vast Soviet force was put on 
alert and warned to expect a surprise attack by 
the Germans. How so many western historians 
and commentators could regard all this reality 
as “unaware” and “unprepared” beggars belief!

Did Stalin react 
appropriately to the 
invasion?

Some of these self-same “Russia experts” 
claim that Stalin fell apart after the early German 
successes of Operation Barbarossa and left the 
defence of his socialist homeland leaderless, 
at least for several weeks. This view is usually 
based on the testimony of people with an axe 
to grind, and ignores the facts.

If, indeed, the Soviets’ defence was so poor, 
how much poorer was that of the French and 
British a year earlier? They too, had time to 
prepare (the six months of the Phoney War), 
and had more than fi ve million men under 
arms, yet within weeks of Hitler’s fi rst assault 
the French-British armies had been split in two 
and surrounded. A month later British troops had 
been evacuated from Dunkirk and the French 
had surrendered. The war in the west was over.

Stalin and his Chiefs of Staff were deter-
mined that the Soviet armies should not be 
trapped in a static defence like the French on 
the Maginot Line. Many defensive preparations 
were made, and many divisions were left in 
reserve, but this could not deny early German 
success. Heavily armoured and mechanised 
Panzer divisions burst through points of 
weakness and then turned to surround whole 
armies. As the infantry completed mopping 
up operations behind, the tanks proceeded 
forward to continue the surprise and foment 
further panic – the German advance was rapid 
and spectacular.

Contrary to the picture of shock, catatonic 
inaction and depression presented by critics, 
according to Zhukov, one of the leading Soviet 
Generals, Stalin comported himself “…as [he] 
was supposed to, fi rmly”. On the day of the 
invasion, he authorised 20 different decrees and 
orders to counteract the German advance. The 
next day he established Stavka (headquarters) 
to oversee the general strategic direction of the 
war. On June 24 a Council of Evacuation and 
a Soviet Information Bureau were set up – the 
whole country was being mobilised as it had 
never been before.

On June 29 Stalin issued an urgent directive 
to all party and state organisations in frontline 
areas to “…fi ght to the last drop of blood in 
defence of every inch of Soviet soil”. Stalin was 
consistently at work in the Kremlin: rising at 
5am and working intensively but deliberately 
to all hours of the night. This was the pattern 
throughout the whole war.

Was the doctrine of counter-
attack wasteful and futile?

In contrast to Hitler, Stalin consistently 
listened to his Generals. Unlike the German, 
who was convinced of his own military gen-
ius, Stalin had already experienced command 
(in the revolutionary Civil War) and had made 
mistakes. His style was always consultative, he 
was prepared to delegate, but he never shied 
from the ultimate responsibility of his position: 
to make critical decisions. He was ruthless with 
slackers, defeatists, and Generals who did not 
follow the directions of Stavka.

“Attack and Counter Attack” was the deeply 
embedded culture of Soviet military doctrine, 
derived from the Revolutionary Civil War. It 
suited the dashing, confrontationist tradition of 
Bolshevism with its constantly active, mobile 
warfare and guerrilla fi ghting behind the lines. 

This overall strategy had the blessing of 
Stalin, but the Germans were well drilled and 
adept at handling it: when the “shock waves” 
of counter-attack hit, the Germans withdrew 
their front and rapidly reassembled to outfl ank 
and surround the Russians, repeatedly catching 
them in a net. This had been the pattern of the 
Nazi advance throughout western Russia as they 
rolled toward their target cities of Leningrad 
(“St Petersburg”), Moscow and Kiev.

At all stages, however, the fascist war 
machine encountered a fanatical resistance 
which slowed their progress. At Smolensk (on 
the road to Moscow), they met their fi rst major 
reverse.

After Smolensk was overrun Stavka 
appointed Zhukov, noted for his astute prepa-
ration and iron discipline, to command the 
counterattack. The city was retaken and a 
considerable chunk of conquered territory 

temporarily regained. The morale value of this 
albeit brief victory at Smolensk was immense 
and it held up the Germans for a vital two 
months, but it was awesome in its costliness: 
the Red Army’s total losses approached half a 
million dead or missing, and another quarter 
of a million wounded.

Soviet losses by the end of 1941 were indeed 
dreadful. They had lost nearly 200 divisions 
in battle, millions of whose soldiers had been 
taken prisoner and forced to work as slave 
labour behind the lines. Most never saw their 
homeland again. The Soviet Union had suffered 
a stunning 4.3 million casualties but already the 
infamy of the Eastern Front had grown inside 
the Reich: in the fi rst three weeks of Barbarossa 
the Germans had suffered 100,000 casualties and 
had lost 1,700 tanks and 950 planes. By July 
they were forced to deal with 7,000 casualties a 
day, and with no relief from perpetual fi ghting. 
This was indeed a different war to “Victory in 
the West”, where a relatively meagre 30,000 
German dead was the total cost.

Did “Winter” save 
the Soviet Union?

A common claim made in most cliché 
histories of Operation Barbarossa was that the 
onset of winter saved Moscow from German 
conquest. There is a certain undercurrent of 
racism (which suited Nazi explanations!) in this 
assertion, which implies that Slavic Russians 
are somehow better suited to cold than civilized 
Germans. Certainly a cold, sludgy, snowy winter 
set in during late November and early December 
when the German armies were in sight of the 
capital, but it was not weather that defeated the 
mighty Aryan Military Machine.

Hitler and the Wehrmacht Generals had 
always planned the conquest of Leningrad, 
Moscow and Kiev (which had indeed, fallen) 
in 1941, and thus should have planned proper 
logistical support for winter conditions deep 
in occupied Russia. After all, they still had a 
substantial airforce, the support of many allies 
and millions of people working as slave labour 
behind the lines – nonetheless, they could not 
supply suffi cient food, clothing and munitions 
to troops fi ghting a sustained battle outside of 
Moscow. Something was wrong with the “effi -
ciency” of German support systems!

By contrast, the Soviets had well provi-
sioned, appropriately clothed, well armed and 
fresh reserves waiting in Moscow for the order 
to counterattack – this, after the massive defeats, 
the shocking losses of men and materiel, the 
huge denuding of territory, the daily disrup-
tion to transport and supplies, the rumoured 
invincibility of the Wehrmacht and its ruthless 
German effi ciency.

Real reasons for 
Soviet victory

On November 30, 1941 Zhukov submitted 
his plan for a counter-offensive outside Moscow 
to Stalin and Stavka. It was approved and fi ve 
days later the massive assault began. By mid-
December the Germans had been forced 100-
200 miles from Moscow, never to return. The 
strategic initiative had fi nally shifted, and the 
long, tragic struggle to drive barbarism back to 
Berlin had begun.

Hitler had predicted, at the outset of 
Operation Barbarossa, that all he needed to do 
was “…kick the door in and the whole rotten 
thing will come tumbling down”. The impli-
cation was that the Soviet socialist state was 
unstable, lacked support, and was incapable 
of fi ghting a sustained war against a modern, 
technologically superior army. In fact, the 
reverse happened.

The USSR, in its response to the utterly 
treacherous and ornately planned Operation 
Barbarossa, proved itself to be resilient, deter-
mined, technologically advanced and utterly 
committed to its own defence. Similar defeats 
and losses in WW1 had fomented a defeatist 
army and a populace bent on revolution. This 
was Hitler’s hope and Stalin’s nightmare, but 
it didn’t happen.

This was a war of annihilation, a clash of 
two completely opposite ideologies. Hitler was 
clear that conquest of the East meant enslave-
ment of all Slavic peoples and widespread 
resettlement of the Master Race in their rural 
Paradise of servitude. Stalin made it plain 
from the outset that “Hitlers come and go, but 
the German people go on”. Yes, it was a war 
of national salvation for Russians, spurred 
by outrage over a brutal invasion, but more 
importantly it was a struggle for the survival 
of their socialist achievement and international 
brotherhood.

Technologically, Barbarossa’s surprise may 
have given the Germans some tactical advantage 
but ultimately, thanks to Soviet socialism and 
Stalin’s foresight in developing and preserving 
key industries, Soviet tanks, planes, rockets and 
small arms not only matched the Germans, but 
outshone them…

Geoffrey Roberts concludes that Stalin was, 
in fact, “…the greatest military leader of the 
twentieth century…”. Revisionist historians 
will continue to diminish his role, and that of 
socialism and its many adherents, but it is our 
duty, particularly in this era of “spin”, phoney 
mythologising and “dumbed down” history, to 
ensure that the truth is never forgotten.
Roberts, G Stalin’s Wars, 2006, Yale 
University Press, New Haven and 
London 
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The deepening crisis of the 
monopoly capitalist system – 
imperialism – has exposed the deep 
structural crisis lying at its very 
heart. The crisis has also shown 
that the system is incapable of 
resolving its deep contradictions 
without resorting to a massive 
assault on the working conditions 
and living standards of working 
people and on the gains made by 
working people over decades of 
mass class struggle.

The system itself is incapable of 
resolving and fi nding solutions to the 
many and growing problems facing 
humanity, including mass poverty, 
starvation, and food shortages, and 
the urgent need to counter global 
warming.

The policy being pursued is to 
infl ict mass unemployment, greater 
inequality, greater concentration of 
wealth, more monopolisation, greater 
exploitation of workers and the poor, 
the destruction of communities, 
increased militarisation, and wars.

The Irish people, both north and 
south, are now being forced to pay 
a heavy price for the failed policies 
of both the Irish and the British 
governments. These attacks are on a 
qualitatively new level, building into 
budget policies a deliberate reduction 
in public spending, structured attacks 
on public services, attacks on social 
welfare, increases in both direct and 
indirect taxes on working people 
and the poor, and the socialisation of 
corporate debt while leaving wealth 
untouched.

The imposition by international 
fi nance capital and the European 
Union of a four-year budgetary 
strategy is designed to circumvent 
and undermine the democratic will of 
the people. Their approach is to build 
structural readjustment programs into 
all economic and social policies that 
any possible future Irish government 

may wish to implement. The policies 
of the EU and ECB (European Central 
Bank) are to advance and protect 
the interest of German and French 
monopoly fi nance capital and banks.

The policies of the IMF have left 
a trail of destruction across the globe 
as they make working people pay 
for the policies and economic strate-
gies that local elites in alliance with 
monopoly capitalism have infl icted 
upon their countries.

The crisis has also exposed the 
damage done, both north and south, 
to economic and social development 
by over-reliance on fi nance, insur-
ance, real estate, and transnational 
capitalism.

The European Union is taking 
full advantage of the crisis to push 
its strategic approach of establish-
ing greater control over the national 
budgetary strategies and the social 
and economic priorities of member-
states. Throughout Europe, workers, 
small businesses, the self-employed, 
family farmers and those dependent 
on social welfare are being forced to 
pay a heavy price for this crisis. In 
the peripheral countries within the 
European Union these social strata are 
being asked to carry an even greater 
burden to save German, French and 
British fi nance capital – in fact to save 
the euro itself.

Resistance to these policies 
is growing throughout Europe. In 
Ireland, as elsewhere, the labour 
movement is central to this opposi-
tion. The promotion of a clear alter-
native within and by the trade union 
movement, based on the interests 
of the mass of the people, not the 
employers and the banks, is essential. 
This means the rejection at every level 
by the labour movement of the fl awed 
and now clearly failed strategy of 
“social partnership”. The employers 
are already making it clear that they 
have no intention of protecting jobs 

or restraining wage cuts. It is also 
clear that the trade union movement 
and public-sector workers were sold 
a pup in the Croke Park agreement.

The government and employers 
no longer require “social partnership” 
to secure their strategic interests. The 
trade union leadership must make it 
equally clear that they too have no 
lingering illusions about it.

What is required now is a vigor-
ous, sustained campaign to oppose not 
just the forthcoming budget but the 
whole government economic strategy, 
which is broadly supported by the 
main opposition parties, and total 
opposition to the further privatisation 
of public services and the selling off 
of public companies.

The trade union movement in 
Northern Ireland showed in the recent 
mobilisation of thousands of working 
people that people will resist when 
clear leadership and demands are 
presented. This is the lesson that the 
labour movement throughout Ireland 

has to build upon. The Communist 
Party of Ireland calls upon workers, 
small businesses, the self-employed 
and the unemployed to support 
the mobilisation on November 27 
being organised by the ICTU (Irish 
Congress of Trade Unions).

It is not too late to assert the 
absolute necessity for the independ-
ent mobilisation of workers. Workers 
need to present their own view of the 
economic and social development 
needed. A necessary fi rst step is to 
reject the manufacturing of ideologi-
cal consent, that we must all “share 
the pain”. As the crisis has presented 
state monopoly capitalism with the 
opportunity to launch deeper and 
more sustained attacks on workers, 
the labour movement must respond 
with its own demands and alternative 
economic strategy. Working people 
must oppose the policies of both the 
European Union and the IMF.

The deep structural weakness, 
north and south, can be overcome 

only by taking a strategic all-Ireland 
approach to economic and social 
development, a strategy that is politi-
cally, economically and socially trans-
formative. Only the development of 
a socially planned use of capital and 
resources can overcome the anarchy 
and chaos of capitalism.

Central to any such alternative 
must be:
• repudiating the debt; it is their 

debt, not ours;
• the return of fi scal powers from 

Brussels to the Irish people;
• the devolution of full economic 

and fi scal powers to the Northern 
Ireland Executive;

• the establishment of a state 
investment bank;

• the establishment of an all-Ireland 
economic development agency 
under democratic control;

• the social control of all natural 
and marine resources, to be 
developed in a sustainable 
manner by the people. 

Oppose the European Union, 
ECB and IMF takeover
Statement, Communist Party of Ireland

The allegations are false
Statement by Julian Assange’s counsel Mark Stephens
On the morning of August, 21, 
2010, my client, Julian Assange, 
read in the Swedish tabloid news-
paper Expressen that there was a 
warrant out for his arrest relating 
to allegations of “rape” involving 
two Swedish women.

However, even the substance 
of the allegations, as revealed to 
the press through unauthorised 
disclosures, do not constitute what 
any advanced legal system consid-
ers to be rape; as various media 
outlets have reported “the basis for 
the rape charge” purely seems to 
constitute a post-facto dispute over 
consensual, but unprotected sex 
days after the event.

Both women have declared that 
they had consensual sexual rela-
tions with our client and that they 
continued to instigate friendly con-
tact well after the alleged incidents. 
Only after the women became 
aware of each other’s relationships 
with Mr Assange did they make 
their allegations against him.

The warrant for his arrest 

was rightly withdrawn within 24 
hours by Chief Prosecutor Eva 
Finne, who found that there was 
no “reason to suspect that he has 
committed rape”. Yet his name 
had already been deliberately and 
unlawfully disclosed to the press 
by Swedish authorities. The “rape” 
story was carried around the world 
and has caused Mr Assange and 
his organisation irreparable harm.

Eva Finne’s decision to drop 
the “rape” investigation was 
reversed after the intervention of a 
political fi gure, Claes Borgstrom, 
who is now acting for the women. 
The case was given to a specifi c 
prosecutor, Marianne Ny.

The only way the accused 
and his lawyers have been able to 
discover any substantive informa-
tion regarding the investigation 
against him has been through the 
media. Over the last three months, 
despite numerous demands, neither 
Mr Assange, nor his legal counsel 
has received a single word in writ-
ing from the Swedish authorities 

relating to the allegations; a clear 
contravention of Article 6 of the 
European Convention, which 
states that every accused must “be 
informed promptly, in a language 
which he understands and in detail, 
of the nature and cause of the accu-
sation against him”. The actions by 
the Swedish authorities constitute a 
blatant and deliberate disregard for 
his rights under the Convention.

We are now concerned that 
prosecutor Marianne Ny intends to 
apply for an arrest warrant in an 
effort to have Mr Assange forcibly 
taken to Sweden for preliminary 
questioning. Despite his right 
to silence, my client has repeat-
edly offered to be interviewed, 
fi rst in Sweden, and then in the 
UK (including at the Swedish 
Embassy), either in person or 
by telephone, videoconferencing 
or email and he has also offered 
to make a sworn statement on 
affi davit.

All of these offers have been 
fl atly refused by a prosecutor who 

is abusing her powers by insist-
ing that he return to Sweden at 
his own expense to be subjected 
to another media circus that she 
will orchestrate. Pursuing a war-
rant in this circumstance is entirely 
unnecessary and disproportionate. 
This action is in contravention 
both of European Conventions and 
makes a mockery of arrangements 
between Sweden and the United 
Kingdom designed to deal with 
just such situations.

This behaviour is not a pros-
ecution, but a persecution. Before 
leaving Sweden Mr. Assange 
asked to be interviewed by the 
prosecution on several occasions 
in relation to the allegations, stay-
ing over a month in Stockholm, at 
considerable expense and despite 
many engagements elsewhere, in 
order to clear his name. Eventually 
the prosecution told his Swedish 
lawyer Bjorn Hurtig that he was 
free to leave the country, without 
interview, which he did.

Our client has always 

maintained his innocence. The 
allegations against him are false 
and without basis. As a result of 
these false allegations and bizarre 
legal interpretations our client 
now has his name and reputa-
tion besmirched. Thousands of 
news articles and 3.6 million web 
pages now contain his name and 
the word “rape”. Indeed, three out 
of four web pages that mention Mr 
Assange’s name also now mention 
the word “rape” – a direct result 
of incompetent and malicious 
behaviour by Swedish government 
prosecutors.

My client is now in the 
extraordinary position that, despite 
his innocence, and despite never 
having been charged, and despite 
never receiving a single piece 
of paper about the allegations 
against him, one in ten Internet 
references to the word “rape” also 
include his name. Every day that 
this fl awed investigation continues 
the damages to his reputation are 
compounded. 
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Eric S Margolis

Amazing as it sounds, NATO, the 
world’s most powerful military 
alliance, may be losing the only war 
the 61-year old pact ever fought. 
All its soldiers, heavy bombers, 
tanks, helicopter gunships, armies 
of mercenaries, and electronic gear 
are being beaten by a bunch of 
lightly-armed Afghan farmers and 
mountain tribesmen.

Last weekend in Lisbon, NATO’s 
28 members faced deepening differ-
ences over the Afghanistan War as 
public opinion in the United States, 
Canada and Europe continue to turn 
against the confl ict.

President Barack Obama again 
painfully showed he is not fully in 
charge of US foreign policy. His pledge 
to begin withdrawing some US troops 
from Afghanistan next July has been 
brazenly – even scornfully – contra-
dicted by US generals and strongly 
opposed by resurgent Congressional 
Republicans. Hardly anyone believes 
the president’s withdrawal date.

Obama is fresh from grovelling 
before Prime Minister, Benjamin 
Netanyahu. He pleaded with Israel’s 
leader to impose a short, token freeze 
on settlement building in exchange 
for a multi-billion dollar bribe from 
Washington of advanced US F-35 
stealth warplanes, promises of UN 
vetoes, and raising the value of US 
arms stockpiled for Israel’s use to 
US$1 billion. Rarely has a US presi-
dent crawled so low.

Israel will likely take Obama’s 
bribe, with more sweeteners, but not 
before rubbing his face in the dirt to 
show who really runs US Mideast 
policy and as a warning not to mess 
with Israel. The last US president to 
challenge Israel’s colonisation of the 
West Bank, George Bush Senior, was 
ousted in 1992 after one term.

Obama appears to want out of 
the Afghan war. His fi nal gamble of 
sending 30,000 more troops into the 
US$7.5 billion monthly war has so 
far failed to produce the hoped-for 
decisive victory. But powerful pro-
war groups, including the Pentagon, 
the arms industry and Republicans, 
are thwarting the weakened Obama’s 
attempts to wind down the war.

US, Canadian and European 
politicians who backed the Afghan 
war fear admitting the confl ict was 
a huge waste of lives and money. 
Their political careers hang in the 
balance.

Canada’s prime minister, who is 
trying to assume the former role of 
Britain’s Tony Blair as Washington’s 
most obedient ally, just announced 
900 Canadian soldiers will remain 
in Afghanistan after his own pullout 
date, ostensibly for “training”.

That, of course, is the new euphe-
mism for staying on as a permanent 
garrison to keep the Afghan client 
regime in power. “Training”, as with 
US forces in Iraq, really means the 
old British Raj’s native troops under 
white offi cers.

Canadian journalists who opposed 
continuation of the Afghan War, or 
exposed many of the lies that justify 
it, have been purged from their news-
papers under pressure from the Harper 
government – which claims, ironi-
cally, to be fi ghting in Afghanistan 
for “democracy”.

While the US heads deeper into 
war and debt, its European allies are 
fed up with what was supposed to 
have been a limited “police action” 
to eliminate al-Qaida bases.

Instead, Europe got a full-scale 
war against Afghanistan’s Pashtun 
tribes raising uneasy memories of its 
19th-century colonial “pacifi cations”.

France’s new defence minister, 
Alain Juppé, openly called the 

Afghan confl ict a “trap” for NATO 
and called for an exit strategy. He 
is quite right.

By contrast, British Defence 
Chief General Sir David Richards, 
warned, “NATO now needs to plan 
for a 30 or 40 year role.” In short, 
permanent occupation. That may be 
the bottom line, at least for the impe-
rial camp. Central Asia’s resources 
are the real reason.

The US-installed Afghan presi-
dent, Hamid Karzai, is demanding 
the US scale back military operations 
and night raids that infl ict heavy civil-
ian casualties. Washington counters 
that Karzai is mentally unstable. 
He is marked to be overthrown 
once Washington can fi nd a suitable 
Pashtun replacement.

America’s “rationale” for invad-

ing Afghanistan was to destroy al-
Qaida. But CIA chief Leon Panetta 
recently admitted there were no more 
than 50 al-Qaida operatives left in 
Afghanistan. The rest – no more 
than few hundred – fl ed to Pakistan 
years ago.

So what are 110,000 US troops 
and 40,000 NATO troops doing 
in Afghanistan? Certainly not 
nation-building. Most reports show 

Afghanistan is in worse poverty 
and distress than before the US 
invasion.

While the platitudes and synthetic 
optimism fl owed thick at Lisbon, 
giant US Army bulldozers, demolition 
teams and artillery were busy levelling 
wide swathes of Afghan homes around 
the Pashtun stronghold, Kandahar. In 
2006, US Marines conducted a similar 
ruthless campaign to crush the rebel-
lious Iraqi city of Falluja.

The US is using the same puni-
tive tactics in Afghanistan and Iraq 
as Israel employs on the occupied 
West Bank: targeted assassinations, 
death squads, demolishing buildings 
and whole neighbourhoods to punish 
and open fi elds of fi re. In fact, the 
US military has often been guided 
by Israeli advisors in such operations.

Destroying large parts of 
Kandahar is a sign of growing US 
frustration and a sense the war is 
being lost. It certainly won’t win 
hearts and minds of the locals, the 
stated goal of US proconsul General 
David Petraeus.

Like the rest of the Pentagon, 
Petraeus is determined that the mighty 

US military must not be defeated 
by Afghan tribesmen. The humilia-
tion would be intolerable. Defeat in 
Afghanistan would bring demands for 
major cuts in the bloated US military, 
a Leviathan that consumes 50 percent 
of world military spending.

Washington’s so-called national 
security establishment also fears 
failure in Afghanistan threatens 
to undermine the entire NATO 
alliance.

Europe is slowly re-emerging as 
a world power, however fi tfully and 
painfully. NATO has been the primary 
tool of US geopolitical control of 
Western Europe since the late 1940s. 
The Japan-US security pact has played 
the same role in north Asia.

The loss of the Afghan war by 
the US and its reluctant allies will 
call into question the reason for the 
alliance and likely hasten Europe 
building an integrated military inde-
pendent of US control. America’s grip 
on Western Europe would be ended.

That is why Afghanistan so 
unnerves Washington’s right wingers.
Information Clearing House 

What if NATO is 
defeated in Afghanistan?

As night falls – US army vehicle driving through a village in Southern Afghanistan.

Students aim to 
oust lawmakers
John Millington

LONDON: The National Union of 
Students have launched a campaign 
to oust all Liberal Democrat MPs 
from Parliament. The campaign 
aims to build on the successful 
mobilisation of 52,000 protesters 
against plans to raise the cap on 
higher education tuition fees to 
£9,000 (about $14,500) a year.

Seizing on searing anger from 
students following the Lib Dem’s 
U-turn on pre-election promises to 
oppose tuition fee rises, the NUS 
has now called on its members to 
target Deputy Prime Minister Nick 
Clegg and his party colleagues.

NUS president Aaron Porter 
said the campaign would aim to 
force out Lib Dem MPs who break 
their pre-election pledge to oppose 
any rise in tuition fees.

Students will not target MPs 
who have promised to vote against 
the policy, such as Tim Farron, 
who has just been voted Lib Dem 
president.

Sheffi eld Hallam University’s 
student union president Caroline 
Dowd said the 1,000 students at 
the university were prepared to 
take to the streets to gather names 
for a petition and there would be a 
protest outside Mr Clegg’s constitu-
ency offi ce.

The news follows a pledge by 
unions to forge closer ties with 
students in the wider anti-cuts 
resistance movement, while police 
continue to target students caught 
up in violent scenes at the protests.

Unite union joint general secre-
tary Tony Woodley said: “Unite and 
other trade unions are fully commit-
ted to linking up with the broadest 

range of other groups, including 
students, to make the government 
change its mind.”

RMT union general secretary 
Bob Crow added: “The political 
and chattering classes have serious-
ly underestimated the public mood 
and RMT will work with students, 
pensioners, communities and our 
fellow trade unionists to build the 
strongest possible co-ordinated and 
peaceful resistance in the coming 
months.”

Around 57 people have been 
questioned in connection with the 
riots when protesters stormed the 
Tory headquarters.

A 23-year-old man suspected 
of throwing a fi re extinguisher 
at police from the roof of the 
Millbank tower has been released 
on police bail.
Morning Star 

Melbourne

Eureka Stockade 

Rebellion Anniversary
On the anniversary of the Eureka Stockade rebellion, 

the fight for justice and democratic rights is not over yet.

Tax the Super-Profits of Mining Monopolies, Not the People!

Abolish the ABCC

Friday December 3

5:30pm Raising the Eureka flag and rebels' oath 

6:00pm Old Council Chamber (upstairs), refreshments 

Victorian Trades Hall, Cnr Lygon and Victoria Streets, Carlton

Humphrey McQueen - Historian and activist 

Brian Boyd - Secretary, VTHC 

Luke van der Meulen - President, CFMEU - Mining, Energy Division, Vic. 

and others

Organised by Spirit of Eureka Committee – www.spiritofeureka.org

contacts: 0417 456 001, 0421 957341, 0418 328833

US, Canadian and European politicians 
who backed the Afghan war fear 

admitting the conflict was 
a huge waste of lives and money. 
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Bush, Cheney 
and the end 
of the world
The nexus between government 
and the more aggressive sectors 
of corporate capital was never 
so visibly obvious as during the 
presidency of G W Bush. He got 
into the White House largely 
through the efforts of the energy 
and power industries which spent 
up big to get him elected.

Bush’s Vice-President, Dick 
Cheney, was Chairman and CEO 
of the Haliburton company, the 
market-leading US energy company. 
During the Presidency of Bush’s 
father, Cheney served as Secretary of 
Defence and in that capacity oversaw 
“Operation Desert Storm”.

That action was intended to kill 
off Arab aspirations to control their 
own oil industry, but it failed to do so. 
So when George junior was installed 
in the White House his backers looked 
for a pretext to go on and fi nish the 
job. They found it with 9/11.

Bush’s corporate backers acquired 
a chunk of Middle East oil assets in 
Iraq and control over pipeline routes 
for oil from Central Asia, massive 
contracts to strip Iraq of its publicly 
owned industries and infrastructure 
and the opportunity to replace them 
with US enterprises and companies.

At home, Cheney and the rest of 
the Haliburton crew (along with the 
various other corporations that had a 
share of the action) were making sure 
that no bleeding heart liberals could 
interfere with their quest for maxi-
mum profi ts: Cheney pushed through 
legislation which Bush happily signed 
off on that exempted profi table energy 
industries such as natural gas from 
compliance with environmental laws.

As Gasland, the US documen-
tary feature now showing in selected 
theatres recounts, Cheney and Bush, 
on behalf of Haliburton and their ilk, 
exempted the oil and gas industries 
from the requirements of no less than 
fi ve environmental laws, including the 
Safe Drinking Water Act, the Clean 
Water Act, the Clean Air Act and any 
of the regulations established by the 
Environmental Protection Agency!

As I mentioned in this column a 
few weeks ago, the popular method 
of obtaining natural gas (“fracking”) 
involves forcing large amounts of 
water and diesel fuel and a potent mix 
of other chemicals under high pressure 
into a layer of shale to fracture it and 
thereby release the gas. In the process 
the water table is hopelessly polluted.

Fracking was developed by guess 
who? Yep, Haliburton. What is the 
use of putting your man in the White 
House if he doesn’t help you change 
a few laws, eh?

The energy and power industry’s 
investment in Bush and Cheney cer-
tainly paid off handsomely. Not that 
Bush and Cheney actually needed it: 
they were both fi lthy rich anyway.

According to Wikipedia, 
“Cheney’s net worth [is] estimated 
to be between US$30 million and 
US$100 million”. The entry then says 
rather coyly that it is “largely derived 
from his post at Halliburton”. 

Truly a man of the people.
Discussing the likes of GW Bush 

with someone the other day, the 
question naturally came up: “How 
can they be so contemptuous of the 
environment? They and their families 
live on the planet too.”

As one of the main characters 

in The American President says to a 
politician who is being unsympathetic 
about the environment, “Don’t you 
want your kids to be able to take a 
deep breath when they’re forty?”

Politicians like Bush and Cheney, 
and like Howard and Abbot here, 
who fi ght hard against any measure 
to protect the environment or curb 
over-development, are a puzzle to nor-
mal sane people. They are so totally 
unconcerned about the future. It’s as 
though they were somehow going to 
be exempt from the problems of the 
future that would affect the rest of us.

In part, I think this is because 
they have such faith in the power of 
money that they genuinely believe 
they will be able to buy clean air and 
clean water, living in some elaborate 
air-conditioned condo sipping whisky 
sours while the common herd choke 
in the heat and the dust outside.

It’s a nightmare scenario from a 
sci-fi  movie (one hopes) but it fi ts the 
thinking of the rich and privileged. 
However, there is another way of 
thinking that has been popular with 
right-wing US leaders for quite a few 

years now, and which is probably even 
more in favour with GW Bush.

I refer, of course, to the belief 
in “the Rapture”. Fundamentalist 
Christians like GW (and Ronald 
Reagan before him) really do believe 
that they are destined for a better 
place.

Their preachers and pastors con-
stantly assure them that when “the 
Rapture” comes they – and all the 
other believers (but only the ones who 
believe as they do) – will instantly 
fl oat up to Heaven, leaving everyone 
else to destruction here on Earth.

How can you rationally discuss 
the danger that global warming poses 
to continued life on Earth with some-
one who believes that the end of the 
world will be the best thing that could 
ever happen?

The answer is, you can’t, anymore 
than you could discuss the danger of 
the nuclear destruction of the world 
with Ronald Reagan who thought 
the Rapture was due “any day” and 
must have been very surprised when 
he died before it happened.

Fundamentalist religious beliefs 

are no doubt a great comfort to those 
who hold them. They feel themselves 
to be special, literally “chosen by 
God”. But they simultaneously discard 
the rest of humanity as worthless, 
unfi t to be saved by reason of belief. 
And in doing so, they discard their 
own humanity.

They are indifferent to poverty in 
the midst of plenty, to war when the 
people of the world cry out for peace, 
to the waste of precious resources by 
the rich for their own amusement, to 
the diversion of the world’s scientifi c 
knowledge to pandering to the whims 
of the well-to-do while hospitals lan-
guish and schools stagnate.

Fortunately, despite the ruling 
class constantly pushing obscurantism 
at us, the truths of science are so well 
established now and so self-evident 
that, providing people maintain the 
pressure in support of a scientifi c 
viewpoint, they are slowly but inexo-
rably winning the day.

In the meantime we just have 
to keep these assorted nutters from 
destroying the planet! 
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The future of China, 
USA and Australian 
foreign policy
It would appear that there are 
optimists and pessimists regarding 
the future of China, regrettably 
I fi nd myself on the side of the 
pessimists.

Bob Treasure referred to kids 
aping their American counterparts. 
On reading this I thought, where is 
the future communist leadership to 
come from? I think Steven Katsineris 
answered this question; there isn’t 
going to be any. Michael Hooper is 
right in saying that we should work 
harder for socialism here. But com-
munists are internationalists so we 
should be concerned about China.

With increasing Chinese foreign 
investment which continually chal-
lenges the United States, could we 
be looking at a classic imperialist war 
scenario? There is a real possibility of 
this following the Republican and far 
right Tea Party victory in America. I 
would be happy to be proved wrong 
here, but capitalism is still capitalism.

Add to the above the pictures 
of Julia Gillard fawning on Hillary 
Clinton and we have a most disturb-
ing situation.

So I would suggest that our imme-
diate priority is getting troops out of 
Afghanistan and American bases out 
of Australia, together with formulating 
an independent foreign policy.

Ron Barrett
Sydney

End the inequality

It is 110 years since Federation 
and Australia by “consultation” 
and referendum may include 
Aboriginal peoples within the 
Commonwealth Constitution in 
their rightful way rather than 
in the denigrating ways of our 
Constitution’s sections 25 and 
51 where essentially they could 
be made wards of the State and 
denied their full suite of rights 
including the right to vote.

Prime Minister Gillard and others 
wish to take the lead in remedying 
the Constitution’s inherent racism. 
May some of these politicians take 
the lead to ensure the appropriate 
levels of infrastructure to Aboriginal 
communities, the building of health, 
education and equity so far denied, 
and the budget prioritisations that 
will eliminate disparity. Sections 
25 and 51 of the Constitution need 
to be sorted, however to end the 
inequality in the real world and not 
just on paper.

Symbolism is one thing and 
justice is another thing. I am on so 
many committees that seek Aboriginal 
advancement. But these commit-
tees’ greatest mistake is to not let 
Aboriginal people lead the way and 
predominate the membership of the 
committees. Aboriginal advance-
ment by Aboriginal people is how it 

must happen; the rest is inadvertent 
hypocrisy.

If the Constitution has a preamble 
added to it and Sections 25 and 51 
are amended lets pray that hopefully 
Aboriginal voices will be “heard” 
within our Constitution. If this hap-
pens then we at least will have a more 
genuinely inclusive Constitution, one 
for all Australians. 

If all we have are words for the 
time being, till governments fi nd the 
wisdom to fund health and education 
and infrastructure and equity for our 
long suffering brothers and sisters, 
then may we at least cling on to words 
that ring true with hope and that they 
are from the hearts, minds and souls 
of our brothers and sisters.

Gerry Georgatos
Human Rights Alliance

Buying the 
Christian vote

The National School Chaplaincy 
Program was devised by the 
Howard government as a means 
of increasing the Christian vote 
during his last term in offi ce. It 
did not help him win the elections 
but the present government is not 
only keen to continue with it but 
dramatically increased the money 
allocated to chaplains.

Federally-funded chaplains are 
to be found in more than a third of 
Australia’s almost 10,000 govern-
ment and non-government schools. 
In money terms, the government has 
pledged $222 million for the pro-
gram. Who gets the money? Mainly 
the Scripture Union which supplies 
chaplains and is very coy when asked 

how much money they are skimming 
off the subsidies.

There are several very serious 
problems with the program. First of 
all, nobody has cancelled the consti-
tutional provision about the separation 
of church and state. Secondly, the 
stated idea of sending chaplains to 
schools so as to help with “troubled” 
youth requires qualifi ed professionals, 
not “chappies” as the Scripture Union 
calls them.

Australia is a multicultural coun-
try and if parents want their children 
to study scriptures they can easily and 
freely do so on their own time. Public 
schools should be protected from 
religious zealots and public money 
should be more wisely spent.

T Southern
Brisbane

Size does matter

So there is a report saying that size 
does not matter – class size, that 
is. The Grattan Institute report 
argues that past investments in 
school education focusing on 
class-size reduction are ill-directed. 
Effective teachers, it says, produce 
better results despite class sizes.

As proof of the statement an 
example from Florida is cited that 
evidently shows how costly it is to 
reduce class size. Be as it may in 

Florida (one wonders why it is being 
chosen as an example, given the poor 
standard of school education in the 
USA) one really has to wonder why 
this report appears now.

First of all, teacher quality and 
class sizes are two different things. 
Nobody in their right mind would 
argue against better professional train-
ing for teachers and the advisability 
of their constant professional growth. 
Public schools provide inclusive 
education for all children, no matter 
what their abilities or disabilities may 
be. To provide a better education for 
all children does mean that smaller 
classes are better.

Providing a better working 
environment for teachers, as well as 
students is more likely to get better 
results. Yes, it is true that inspirational 
teachers can produce miracles. As in 
every profession there are few who 
are the best of the best. Not every 
singer is a La Stupenda, not every 
architect is a Seidler – but there are 
thousands of singers, composers and 
architects who do a fi ne job.

The same applies to teachers. 
They are the best people to ask what 
is needed for better results both for 
them and their students. Teachers’ 
unions have a very defi nite view 
on this question – it is time to show 
respect for their view.

Mati English
Sydney
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Sea turtles are a very ancient 
order of animals. Like the 

giant land tortoises, they have 
changed little if at all over several 
million years. Clumsy on land, they 
are elegant and impressive under the 
sea, where, thanks to evolution, they 
are very much at home.

They have been hunted for their 
meat, but more seriously for their 
shells which had a high commercial 
value when used in jewellery or other 
fashion items (hair combs, cigarette 
cases, etc).

However, although sea turtles 
have been known for thousands of 
years, we have no idea where they 
go and what they do between making 
that fi rst wild dash down the beach to 
the sea as a hatchling and returning 20 
years later to lay their eggs.

It is presumably 20 years of ado-
lescence, a very long schoolies, as it 
were, during which they must meet 
and mate with turtles of the opposite 
sex, but where, when and how often 
is unknown.

The Lost Years: A Sea Turtle’s 
Odyssey (ABC1 Sunday November 
28 at 7.30 pm) is an Australian 
observational documentary written 
and directed by Jeremy Hogarth 

that follows the activities of marine 
biologist Dr Col Limpus as he tries to 
uncover the missing years in the lives 
of these solitary voyagers.

Limpus focuses on loggerhead 
turtles that nest on Australia’s beaches 
and Hogarth’s fi lm could have – and 
should have – been fascinating. 
Unfortunately, it is pedestrian in the 
extreme, with a deadening commen-
tary that sounds like the worst of those 
old fashioned schools broadcasts. It 
is totally lifeless.

Perhaps even now, if the raw 
footage was handed over to someone 
else to edit and script (and narrate), an 
interesting and valuable fi lm could be 
salvaged from it. But that is unlikely, 
and I fear the sea turtles will be the 
losers.

Melvyn Bragg’s South Bank 
Show is a BBC staple that 

has been running for years, show-
casing various aspects of the arts. It 
has in the past been of considerable 
interest at times, but the latest offer-
ing to reach us, The South Bank 
Show: Disney/Pixar (ABC2 Sunday 
November 28 at 8.30 pm), is noth-
ing more than a puff piece issued by 
Disney/Pixar themselves, probably 
as advance publicity for Toy Story 3.

A genuine documentary about 
Disney/Pixar would, like a genuine 
review, be critical as well as adulatory. 
This program looks and sounds like 
a product of Disney/Pixar’s publicity 
department, which it probably is.

It perpetuates the fantasy that the 
Disney studio is some sort of fairytale 
place “where they make dreams come 
true”. In fact, the Disney Studio was 
strongly anti-union, and Disney him-
self lorded it over all the animators, 
taking credit for all the “magic” the 
studio produced.

The whole world knew Walt 
Disney, almost nobody knew or 
knows Ub Iwerks, the man who 
actually created so many of Disney’s 
iconic characters. Fed up with Walt’s 

self-aggrandisement, various anima-
tors left at different times to try to 
make it on their own, but found it hard 
to compete with the Disney name.

Remember Mr Magoo and Gerald 
McBoing? They were creations of 
UPA, one of the more successful 
and imaginative breakaways from 
the deadening hand of Walt Disney. 
UPA is not mentioned in this “docu-
mentary”, nor is any other maker of 
animated fi lms, historical or contem-
porary. The program would have us 
believe that Walt Disney invented 
animated fi lms (he did not) and made 
the only good ones (he didn’t do that 
either).

The raw material for an interest-
ing fi lm is certainly here: the relative 
merits of hand drawn as opposed to 
computer generated animation, for 
example. And what effect does it 
have on the creativity of the anima-
tors when they know that the studio 
heads are probably more interested 

in how the fi nished fi lm will translate 
into rides and themed events in their 
many parks?

There are some interesting bits 
and pieces in this program but all it 
really tells you about Pixar is that their 
creative heads have totally bought into 
the “fi lm fi rst, then theme park, then 
product marketing” approach.

It may make money, but it is 
hardly a commendable way to make 
a fi lm (or any other work of art).

The portentously titled docu-
mentary series The Museum 

Of Life (ABC1 Tuesdays from 
November 30 at 8.30 pm) is a six-
part look at various aspects of the 
work of the Natural History Museum 
in London.

Apparently under the impres-
sion that people will not watch a 
documentary unless it is fronted by a 
“personality”, this series has no less 
than fi ve experienced TV presenters. 
Overkill, anyone?

The principal anchor is Jimmy 
Doherty, who proudly tells us that he 
worked at the museum once over the 
summer holidays ten years ago. Not 
exactly a ringing endorsement of his 
credentials.

Each of these presenters takes us 
with them to join a museum expert 
who shows us an aspect of their work. 
One of these redundant presenters is 
naturalist Mark Carwardine, familiar 

as Stephen Fry’s offsider on Last 
Chance To See. By virtue of what 
its staff do, once you penetrate this 
unnecessary wall of presenters, the 
series is actually very interesting.

Did you know that they have 
malaria in Britain? Apparently, 
anopheles mosquitoes, the carriers of 
the parasite, are plentiful in Britain, 
living under bridges and in similar 
places. The museum’s expert is try-
ing to develop a test that will be able 
to differentiate between dangerous 
and harmless mossies in the fi eld, so 
people will know exactly where and 
what to spray.

Love In A Time Of HIV (ABC2 
Wednesday December 1 at 

8.30 pm) is a piece of reportage fol-
lowing three families, in London, 
New York and Johannesburg, who 
are struggling to cope with love and 
being HIV positive at the same time.

Sexually transmitted diseases 
have been around for a long time, but 
HIV is new, and the phenomenon of 
living with it is a very modern prob-
lem. The American girl in the program 
was born with the virus, courtesy of a 
father who also infected her mother.

The virtual refusal of men in 
South Africa to use condoms has 
turned the problem there into an epi-
demic. The fi lm offers few solutions 
but certainly exposes the ramifi cations 
of the problem well. 
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Caoimhghin Ó Croidheáin

The more horrifying the world becomes, 
the more art becomes abstract. – Paul Klee
As the current world economic crisis 
deepens, the role and meaning of art in 
society changes as more and more people 
are dragged down by the weight of personal 
debt, unemployment and poverty. Galleries 
close and less people can afford to buy art 
creating a new awareness among artists 
of the fragility of the art market and the 
economic system behind it that creates an 
increasingly alienated and elitist exclusivism.

The benefi cial effects of new radical-
democratic global solidarity movements coming 
together to seek alternatives to this crisis in 
capitalist globalization may be to reinvigorate 
the long-standing, though weakened, connection 
between artists and the people (as opposed to 
the economic elites who have been the artists’ 
lifeblood in the past but who are now also in 
crisis).

While artists have depicted ordinary people 
since the Middle Ages, it was a past crisis that 
fi rmly established a mutually respectful relation-
ship between the artist and the people. As Linda 
Nochlin writes in Realism:

“[I]t was not until the 1848 Revolution 
which raised the dignity of labour to offi cial 
status and the grandeur of le people to an arti-
cle of faith, that artists turned to a serious and 
consistent confrontation of the life of the poor 
and humble: to the depiction of work and its 
concrete setting as a major subject for art – as a 
possible subject even for an artistic masterpiece 
on a monumental scale.” (1)

The origins of the 1848 revolutions in 
Europe were both practical and ideological. On 
the one hand technological change was adding 
to the woes of economic downturns and crop 
failures producing unemployment and starva-
tion, while on the other hand, the new ideas of 
democracy, liberalism, nationalism, and social-
ism were fueling popular dissent. These new 
ideas questioned the ideology of the monarchical 
and aristocratic elites to its very core: 

“Liberalism fundamentally meant consent of 
the governed and the restriction of church and 
state power, republican government, freedom 
of the press and the individual. Nationalism 
believed in uniting people bound by (some mix 
of) common languages, culture, religion, shared 
history, and of course immediate geography; 
[…] Socialism in the 1840s was a term without 
a consensus defi nition, meaning different things 
to different people, but was typically used within 
a context of more power for workers in a system 
based on worker ownership of the means of 
production.” (2)

Social Realism
The new ideas also had their infl uence 

on artists such as Gustave Courbet and Jean-
François Millet who began to paint subjects 
that were considered vulgar: peasants and the 
working conditions of the poor. However, theirs 
was no simple glorifi cation and romanticisation 
of a new subject matter but a serious study taken 
at a respectful distance:

“The Realists’ approach to these heroes of 
their time [e.g. ‘the worker’ or ‘the peasant’], 
was, however, completely consistent with their 
general attitude. If they raised the labourer and 
the lower classes to the serious and important 
level formerly reserved for the gods, kings and 
the mighty, at the same time, in their repre-
sentations of the great men of their own time, 
they tended to play down the exceptional and 

to depict their heroes casually, in an everyday 
setting, often the in the milieu of, or actually 
engaged in, their work, as though the sitters 
themselves were unwilling to bother with the 
histrionic, posed gestures or conventional pos-
tures of grandeur.” (3) 

In Jean-François Millet’s The Gleaners, for 
example, the centuries old right of poor women 
and children to remove the bits of grain left in 
the fi elds following the harvest is depicted as 
repetitive, backbreaking labour. Their partially 
occluded faces depict the women more as objects 
than subjects, while at the same time, their 
extremely low position in the social order is 
highlighted by the fact that their only competi-
tion for the leftover grain are birds and other 
animals. In 1857, Millet “submitted the painting 
The Gleaners to the Salon to an unenthusiastic, 
even hostile, public”. (4)

(Courbet also met fi erce denunciations from 
critics and the public for his painting A Burial 
at Ornans, as well as accusations of being in 
“a deliberate pursuit of ugliness.”(5))

Thus, in this style of art we have a form 
described as Realist, that is “a movement in 19th-
century (particularly French) art characterized 
by a rebellion against the traditional historical, 
mythological, and religious subjects in favour of 
unidealised scenes of modern life” (6) or Social 
Realism, “an artistic movement, expressed in the 
visual and other realist arts, which depicts social 
and racial injustice, economic hardship, through 
unvarnished pictures of life’s struggles” (7) tak-
ing on a whole art history that mainly consisted 
of the representation of elites.

Socialist Realism
As nationalist struggles of the nineteenth 

century changed into socialist struggles during 
the twentieth century, the style and form of the 
art changed too as ordinary people were now 
depicted as subjects with dignity and power. 
This style became known as Socialist Realism. 
It was pronounced state policy at the Soviet 
Writers’ Congress in 1934 in the Soviet Union 
and became a dominant style in other social-
ist countries. Like Social Realism, Socialist 
Realism also met with fi erce denunciations and 
controversy. However, despite its caricature as a 
style that depicts people as naïve, happy, joyous 
ciphers, its originators condemned any attempt 
to portray people living in an idyllic paradise 
as the work of shallow artists who would never 
be taken seriously by the populace:

“An artist who tried to represent the birth of 
socialism as an idyll, who tried to represent the 
socialist system, which is being born in hard-
fought battles, as a paradise populated by ideal 
people – such an artist would not be a realist, 
would not be able to convince anyone by his 
works. The artist should show how socialism 
is built out of the bricks of the past, out of the 
material which the past has left us, out of the 
material which we ourselves create in the sweat 
of our brow, in the blood of our toil and struggle, 
in, the hard battles of classes and in the hard toil 
of man to remould himself.” [Karl Radek] (8) 

In the Socialist Realist artist Arkady 
Plastov’s Pay Day we now see people depicted 
as recognizable subjects, not objects. They are 
shown to be healthy, well-dressed and in control 
of their situation.

Maxim Gorky asserted a serious role for 
Socialist Realism going way beyond the Social 
Realist depictions of ‘unvarnished pictures of 
life’s struggles’ but giving it a positive aspect 
of depicting action towards the future goal of 
a non-exploitative existence for humanity in 
general:

“Life, as asserted by socialist realism, is 
deeds, creativeness, the aim of which is the 
uninterrupted development of the priceless 
individual faculties of man, with a view to his 
victory over the forces of nature, for the sake of 
his health and longevity, for the supreme joy of 
living on an earth which, in conformity with the 
steady growth of his requirements, he wishes to 
mould throughout into a beautiful dwelling place 
for mankind, united into a single family.” (9)

Revolutionary Romanticism
Of course, there are paintings which depict 

ecstatically happy and joyous people and 
this kind of art might be better described as 
Revolutionary Romanticism in that it serves 
in an aspirational capacity to encourage the 
masses to follow the desires or policies of the 
state. They are romantic in that they are based 
on a strongly imaginative or emotional appeal 
to what is heroic, adventurous, or idealised. 
Revolutionary Romanticism has always been 
controversial too, from Eugène Delacroix’s 
painting Liberty Leading the People (1830) to 
the art today of various states and organizations 
and the polemical debate it has engendered.

In a Chinese poster from 1960 we see farmer 
mothers and children in a crèche depicted in a 
Revolutionary Romantic style.

However, despite the cynicism often 

engendered by such art it would be a mistake 
to underestimate the power and strong emotive 
impact of the romantic vision to spark changes 
in society. Michael Lowy writes:

“[Romanticism] can be defi ned as a rebellion 
against modern capitalist society, in the name of 
past or pre-modern social and cultural values, 
as a protest against the modern disenchantment 
of the world, the individualist/competitive dis-
solution of human communities, and the triumph 
of mechanisation, mercantilisation, reifi cation, 
quantifi cation. Torn between its nostalgia for 
the past and its dreams for the future, it can 
take regressive forms, proposing a return to pre-
capitalist ways of life, or revolutionary/utopian 
ones, when the feelings for the lost paradise are 
invested in the hope for a new society.” (10)

The role of art in helping bring about change 
by connecting with progressive movements, 
ideas and politics and refusing to be stifl ed or 
misdirected will develop a new mutual respect 
between the artist and the public. 

As Max Blechman notes, “When today 
aesthetic life is increasingly defi ned by advertis-
ing and corporate culture, and democracy has 
more to do with the power of private interests 
than the power of the public imagination, the 
romantic insistence on the liberatory dimension 
of aesthetics and on radical democracy may yet 
prove crucial to contemporary efforts to envision 
a new political freedom.” (11) 

The Global Crisis, The Role and 
Meaning of Art in Society

Jean-François Millet’s The Gleaners
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