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Bob Briton

It looks like the Abbott government wants 
to turn every crank and conservative critic 
of public education loose on the struggling 
system. Biases and assumptions are run-
ning riot as cash-strapped schools brace 
themselves for the introduction of another 
national curriculum. “Rigour”, the “basics” 
and making students “industry ready” are 
among the chants of assorted Coalition-
friendly “reformers”. They want to turn 
back the clock for Australian students.

Perhaps the most stunning appointment 
for the overhaul of the curriculum was that of 
University of Sydney Professor Barry Spurr. 
Education Minister Christopher Pyne has 
tasked him with re-jigging what is taught in 
English classes. Not surprisingly, the professor 
supports a greater emphasis on “western 
Judeo-Christian culture” and much less on 
that of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders. 
Unfortunately for Pyne, evidence has come to 
light that the professor has described the PM as 
an “Abo lover”, Nelson Mandela as a “darkie” 
and Desmund Tutu as a “witch doctor”.

In emails from his university account 
examined by New Matilda, the would-be 
reformer refers to women as “whores” and 
blasted “bogans”, “fatsoes”, Mussies” and 
“Chinky-Poos”. Given the political climate in 
Australia today, the review of Labor’s national 
curriculum of 2011 and the choice of experts 
appointed to “fi x” it was always going to be 
ideologically charged. But the sorts of changes 
being proposed and the rawness of their bias are 
causing widespread concern.

The University has stood Spurr down.
The key recommendations of the review 

by education researcher Kevin Donnelly and 
business academic Ken Wiltshire recently were 
to:
• Reduce overcrowding of the curriculum;
• Greater focus on literacy and numeracy in 

the primary curriculum;
• Apply the three “cross-curriculum” 

priorities – engagement with Asia, 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
Australia and sustainability – only where 
they are deemed “relevant;”

• Overhaul the Australian Curriculum, 
Assessment and Reporting Authority so 
it operates at “arms-length” from state 
governments, possibly as its own company.

The last-mentioned recommendation 
would be another step towards the complete 
privatisation of the system of education in 
the country and another nail in the coffi n of 
free, universally accessible, secular public 
education.

The subject recommendations pander to 
conservative gripes about what is presumed 
to go on in Australian class rooms. This is 
considered to be inferior to what happens in 
Japanese class rooms, for instance, so in the 
area of mathematics, algebra will be introduced 
earlier in the primary years and probability will 
be introduced later. Phonics will be used when 
teaching reading. These ideas will be debated 
back and forth on technical grounds but it is in 
the humanities that a re-engagement in culture 
wars is obvious.

Literature studied will be from the 
“Western canon”. History will focus on 
the “impact and significance of Western 
civilisation and Australia’s Judeo-Christian 
heritage, values and beliefs.” Other cultures and 
traditions will struggle to get a look in under 
the new curriculum as the Abbott government 
shows how hypocritical its protestations of 
tolerance and advocacy of multiculturalism 
really are. The message in the review and the 
government’s embrace of it is that too much 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander history 
and culture was taught previously and too much 
inclusion shown to other religious traditions. 
An understanding of Islam will be among the 
main casualties of this re-orientation to “Judeo-
Christian” values.

Elsewhere, Abbott has announced some 
extra spending on science, technology, 
engineering and maths (STEM). Most of the 
money is earmarked for “innovative maths 
resources” and to encourage participation in 
STEM subjects more generally. Teachers are 
underwhelmed by the $12 million commitment, 
which is tiny by comparison with the Gonski 
funds lost as a result of the federal government’s 
budget about turn.

Another pet project of the PM is a trial of 

an industry-linked Pathways in Technology 
Early College High School (P-TECH). Abbott 
visited such a school linked to tech giant IBM 
while he was in New York and has taken this 
latest opportunity to put $500,000 towards 
another US-style education project. The fi ve 
industry centres these P-TECH-type schools 
will focus on are food and agribusiness; mining, 
equipment and technology services; oil, gas 
and energy resources; medical technology 
and pharmaceuticals and the advanced 
manufacturing sectors. Big business will have 
a hand in designing courses for the students at 
the schools. Abbott continues an established 
practice of adopting education “reforms” from 
the US without evidence of benefi t to anybody 
except to the for-profi t sector.

Misguided social engineers have long 
imagined that the best outcomes for education 
would be achieved by gearing it to the needs of 
big business (i.e. its drive for profi ts). Shadow 
education minister Kate Ellis commented that 
“Schools aren’t sweatshops for churning out 
entry-level workers.” Aware of concern at 
further encroachment of business interests onto 
school grounds, Abbott insists the P-TECHs 

are “not part of some dramatic new redesign 
of educational architecture.” He’s right, the 
privatisation of the system and its subjection 
to market forces has been a bi-partisan priority 
for some time.

Australian Education Union federal 
president Angelo Gavrielatos said the exposure 
of the shocking emails sent by Barry Spurr 
damaged the credibility of the review and 
showed it was an ideological exercise with 
little value.

“Education Minister Christopher Pyne 
hand-picked right-wing commentator Kevin 
Donnelly as one of the two men charged 
with running this review, and selecting the 
independent reviewers such as Professor 
Spurr,” Mr Gavrielatos said.

“Mr Donnelly is a supporter of corporal 
punishment in schools, and is on the record as 
expressing racist and homophobic views. He 
has also worked as a consultant for tobacco 
company Philip Morris, producing materials 
to be used in schools.

“He is a former Liberal Party staffer with a 
strong political bias.” 
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Federal Senator Nick Xenophon is apparently trying to interest 
the government in supporting his variation of the government’s 
ineffectual “direct action” climate change policy, which aims 
to pay polluting companies to change their practices, rather 
than penalising them for ruining the environment. However, 
the Senator shouldn’t imagine he can persuade the government 
to implement any policy that would disadvantage the worst 
polluters, the coal and gas mining corporations and the coal-
burning power industries. By supporting the Press Fund you’ll 
help us bring you the news behind the news on this and other 
vital issues, so please send us something for the next edition if 
you possibly can. Our thanks go to this week’s supporters, as 
follows:

Mark Mannion $5, “Round Figure” $15.

This week’s total: $20

Progressive total: $6,940

Ebola: 
We live in one world

For a period in the 1980s in the US there were limited outbreaks 
of tuberculosis. Those infected included wealthy individuals in 
gated communities where undocumented workers from Mexico and 
other South American countries worked as cooks, child minders 
and cleaners on pittance wages. Infectious diseases recognise no 
borders or class lines, but it is a class question.

The countries that are struggling to deal with the Ebola 
outbreak in West Africa are poverty stricken former colonial pos-
sessions with poor health systems. The governments of the rich 
Western countries were at fi rst uninterested in yet another looming 
deadly health disaster in a part of the third world.

In June, as it emerged that Ebola was spreading fast, a political 
and economic risk analyst in Sierra Leone, OB Sisay, wrote to the 
UK’s Chief Medical Offi cer after his arrival in London to raise 
the lack of safety procedures at the airport. Two weeks later he 
received a response reassuring him that there had been no reports 
of cases having been “exported” to countries outside of West Africa.

So the attitude of the West was; as long as its not affecting us, 
let them rot. But suddenly the dynamic changed when a victim 
was “exported”, to the US, and its much vaunted health system 
struggled to cope with one single case, (at time of writing around 
4,500 in Africa had died).

At this point in time, two US health workers have been infected. 
It is no longer a purely “African disease”.

The situation raises many issues and questions.
The absence of a proven cure makes Ebola an almost hopeless 

disease for a person to have. Why hasn’t a vaccine been developed? 
There is a medicine for treating Ebola, though not a cure. Zmapp, 
was developed by an American fi rm but it has not yet approval 
for safety and effi cacy.

In the midst of this crisis, the question of the cost of medicine 
should not be allowed to be an impediment, but it is expected 
that high cost and patents will rise and access to medicine in turn 
will decrease. If a patent is granted for Zmapp, for example, the 
company will charge a high price, and other companies will be 
prevented from producing other versions: price gouging for profi t 
by the big pharmaceutical companies.

During the avian fl u outbreak in Asian countries a few years 
ago, the Indonesian health authorities were angry when a global 
drug company proffered vaccines at high prices. It turned out 
that the vaccines had been made with the content of infl uenza 
virus samples that Indonesia had freely supplied through a World 
Health Organisation infl uenza scheme.

Economically, the outbreak is devastating for the countries 
affected. The numbers have not yet been calculated on the cost to 
the health care systems, training, testing, waste disposal and all 
the hospital beds sitting unused in isolated areas.

There is also the danger of economic isolation: “By default or 
design, it really is an economic blockade,” said the Sierra Leone 
fi nance minister about his country, which has all but been cut off 
from the outside world. Interestingly, shares in airline stocks have 
fallen as investors began to panic about the potential travel bans 
for airlines from West Africa to the EU and US.

We live in one world; globalised air travel only serves to confi rm 
it. The response to this growing crisis by the rich nations will 
reveal if they too see we live in one world. So far their response is 
a disgrace. Just $18 million from Australia, and a refusal by the 
government to organise medical assistance teams and specialist 
personnel such as doctors and nurses to go. On the other hand, 
countries such as the US and Australia are extremely adept at 
mobilising for war.

Perhaps the Abbott government’s next three word slogan will 
be “Stop the planes”.

Refugee policy 
unethical for 
doctors
Doctors for Refugees have whole-
heartedly endorsed the J’accuse 
petition presented on Monday 
October 20. “We have grave con-
cerns for asylum seekers and refu-
gees denied appropriate, timely 
health services and for Australian 
health professionals working in 
immigration detention centres. 
These doctors and nurses are 
bound by unfair and draconian 
contracts which deny health pro-
fessionals the right to advocate for 
their patients and place the inter-
ests of their employer above their 
duties to their patients,” say Dr 
Barri Phatarfod and Dr Richard 
Kidd, cofounders of Doctors for 
Refugees.

“The overriding ethical obliga-
tion for doctors must always be to 
their patients.” The Medical Board of 
Australia has a Code of Conduct for 
doctors, which states “Doctors have a 
duty to make the care of patients their 
fi rst concern and to practise medicine 
safely and effectively. They must be 
ethical and trustworthy”. Section 

3.8.2 of the Code states “Being 
aware that increased advocacy may 
be necessary to ensure just access to 
healthcare.”

This is aligned with the Aus-
tralian Medical Association Code 
of Ethics and is also consistent 
with the Declaration of Geneva and 
the International Code of Medical 
Ethics, issued by the World Medical 
Association.

This Code is fundamental to the 
regulatory environment health pro-
fessionals work in, that is enacted 
by the Australian Health Professions 
Regulatory Authority (AHPRA).

The community trusts doctors 
and nurses will do “the right thing”.

“In the past, society has severely 
judged health professionals who have 
breached international law based on 
these ethical considerations. The 
Nuremberg trials highlighted that 
just doing what you are told to do is 
no defence when human rights are 
abused,” refl ects Dr Barri Phatarfod.

This expectation has been rein-
forced in Australia with Mandatory 

Reporting Laws, which demand, 
under threat of penalties, that health 
professionals report their colleagues 
to AHPRA when they believe a col-
league is behaving in ways that could 
cause harm to patients. “To be found 
in breach of these regulatory and eth-
ical obligations may result in severe 
penalties including deregistration,” 
cautions Dr Richard Kidd.

More recently, in 2009, a new 
UN resolution was passed declaring: 
“States must never request or require 
anyone, including medical or other 
health personnel, to commit any act 
of torture or other cruel, inhuman or 
degrading treatment or punishment.”

Doctors for Refugees urges the 
Immigration Minister to heed the 
voices of the medical communities 
and ensure the contracts respect 
and facilitate doctors’ regulatory 
and ethical obligation to make the 
care of patients their fi rst concern 
and encourage them to advocate 
for asylum seekers and refugees 
and their children’s just access to 
healthcare. 

We must help fi ght Ebola
Statement, Lee Thomas, Federal Secretary 
Australian Nursing and Midwifery Federation
Healthcare workers who volun-
teer to work with Ebola patients 
should be commended, not 
criticised.

But instead Federal MP Bob 
Katter has taken aim at these amaz-
ing people. Mr Katter unfairly 
claims that returning aid workers 
are putting Australians “at risk” by 
travelling to West Africa to help the 
victims of the virus.

Already, more than 4,000 
people have lost their lives to the 

Ebola virus, which is sweeping 
countries, such as Sierra Leone, 
Nigeria, Guinea, Liberia and 
Senegal.

And there’s no end in sight.
Unfortunately, these countries 

lack the healthcare expertise and the 
necessary resources for the treat-
ment and management of the deadly 
virus. They simply cannot cope with 
what has become a humanitarian 
crisis of epic proportions.

In Australia, we have 

highly-educated healthcare pro-
fessionals who can provide the 
appropriate care and quarantine pro-
cedures for people who have been 
in contact with infectious diseases 
like Ebola. Australian nurses have 
a long, proud history of travelling 
overseas to join international relief 
efforts in times of great need. This 
is one of those times. It’s crucial 
that the Australian government give 
more support to the fi ght against the 
growing Ebola virus. 
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Peter Mac

On October 3 the council of the 
Australian National University 
(ANU) voted to divest itself of $16 
million worth of investments in 
seven companies involved in coal 
and gas extraction, because of the 
association of those industries 
with climate change.

Stanford University in the 
United States recently made a simi-
lar decision, but it was the fi rst time 
any Australian University had done 
so. The indignant response of the 
companies involved was predict-
able, but the Abbott government’s 
reaction took many people by 
surprise.

Prime Minister Tony Abbott 
accused the council of “posturing” 
and federal infrastructure minister 
Jamie Briggs declared the decision 
was a disgrace and a threat to jobs.

Last week when opening central 
Queensland’s new Caval Ridge coal 
mine, which could produce 7.5 mil-
lion tons of coal per annum, Abbott 
described the event was “a great day 
for humanity”.

He added: “Let’s have no demon-
isation of coal. Coal is good for 
humanity, coal is good for prosperity, 
coal is an essential part of our eco-
nomic future, here and right around 
the world.

“We ought to be the world’s 
affordable energy capital and … in 
the months and years and decades to 
come Australia’s energy companies 
will be a very good investment for 
people who are sensible enough to 
see where their opportunities are.”

That statement summed up the 
government’s position in a nutshell. 
For them the principal issue involved 
is not climate change (which didn’t 
get a mention in Abbott’s statement), 
nor the right of public institutions 
like universities to make independ-
ent fi nancial decisions, but rather 
the future well-being of fossil fuel 
corporations.

But the future of those corpo-
rations is now increasingly uncer-
tain. Because of the development 
of renewable energy generation and 
increasing public consciousness 
about climate change, corporations 
involved in coal or gas production 
will become less attractive areas 
of investment, and many investors 

will end up with virtually worthless 
“stranded assets”.

According to Climate Institute 
deputy CEO Erwin Jackson, US 
investment group the Rockefeller 
Brothers Fund is now refusing to 
invest in fossil fuels, and the Aus-
tralian superannuation funds HESTA 
and LG Super are cutting their invest-
ments in coal.

Deutsche Bank, Barclays and 
HSBC have also refused to provide 
loans for the massive Abbot Point 
coal port near the Great Barrier Reef 
unless the UN approves it, and during 
a Montreal meeting investors holding 
almost $500 billion in assets pledged 
to “carbon footprint” their portfolios, 
the fi rst step towards ending their 
involvement in carbon-emitting 
industries.

Jackson commented: “… inves-
tors counting on a ‘business as usual’ 
strategy which fails to seriously con-
sider climate and carbon risks will 
fi nd their funds are not only at risk 
of damage to their image, but to their 
returns.”

Two weeks ago a key adviser to 
German Chancellor Angela Merkel 
described the Abbott government’s 
coal policy as an economic “suicide 
strategy”. The government’s unques-
tioning support for the coal and gas 
industries and their suppression 
of alternatives has serious national 
implications because Australia’s 
national development is being cen-
tred around a dying industry.

Unleashing 
the whirlwind

Abbott did not take the sensi-
ble option of letting the ANU con-
troversy die down. Last Thursday 
he again attacked the ANU council, 
suggesting it should reverse its deci-
sion and declaring: “Of course they 
should be free to do what they want, 
but when they make stupid decisions 
we should be free to criticise them”.

Swimming against the tide of 
history, he added threateningly: 
“The government … is determined 
to create the conditions for continued 
expansion of the coal industry’.

Abbott attacked the ANU board 
not only because his government 
unfailingly serves the interests of 
the fossil fuel corporations, but also 
because universities enjoy public 

respect, and the ANU decision will 
infl uence other investors to do the 
same.

The attack provoked an extraor-
dinary public response of support for 
the university. Last week ANU vice-
chancellor Ian Young remarked: “My 
email account has melted down with 
emails of support, congratulating 
the university for its action, and the 
university’s Facebook page is awash 
with positive comments.”

Former Liberal leader John 
Hewson, now an ANU professor, 
published an open letter of support 
for the university council, which 
was endorsed by hundreds of organi-
sations and concerned individuals, 
including former Liberal Prime Min-
ister Malcolm Fraser.

Stranded policies
Since the beginning of the coal 

industry miners have suffered from 
terrible lung diseases, but the mine 
owners and the governments who 

supported them fought against the 
miners’ campaigns for better condi-
tions and medical assistance.

And when the phase-out of coal 
production begins, as it inevitably 
must, the Abbott government will 
take no responsibility for equipping 
the miners with new work skills and 
helping them fi nd new employment.

There are historical precedents 
for the government’s current policy 
over fossil fuels. For example, the 
first scientific paper associating 
asbestos with lung disease is said to 
have been published in 1909, but the 
phase-out of asbestos did not start 
until the 1970s, and even then limited 
amounts of it continued to be used in 
building products, with government 
approval.

Asbestos was not banned alto-
gether until 2003, even though 
thousands of people had by then suf-
fered agonising deaths as a result of 
contamination.

The Australian people now 

generally accept that banning asbes-
tos was essential for public health. 
However, Canada is still producing 
and selling it to India, and the ultra-
conservative Hooper government 
in Canada has congratulated the 
Abbott government for its fossil fuel 
policies.

Petroleum is another clearly 
identified carcinogen, as well as 
a major contributor to Australia’s 
carbon emissions. However, rather 
than assisting in the transition to 
electric vehicles, the government is 
impeding the process, just as it has 
impeded the phasing out of coal and 
gas as energy sources.

Meanwhile Christiana Figueres, 
chief UN climate offi cial, has warned 
that most of the world’s coal must 
stay in the ground in order to avoid 
catastrophic climate change. The 
Australian people must replace the 
odious Abbott regime as rapidly as 
possible or suffer terrible long term 
consequences. 
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Ian Young remarked: “My email account has melted down with 
emails of support, congratulating the university for its action, and the 

university’s Facebook page is awash with positive comments.”
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Richard Titelius

As the Earth’s climate continues 
to demonstrate its volatility more 
frequently and in more extreme 
ways, community action around 
the outdated fossil fuel industry 
is gathering strength and making 
its way into the mainstream of 
thinking.

One sector of the fossil fuel 
industry that is coming under 
increased public scrutiny is frack-
ing for unconventional gas. In the 
eastern states of Australia they frack 
predominantly for coal seam gas 
while in Western Australia it is shale 
gas which is being sought after by 
the fracking interests.

On October 11 No Fracking 
Way organised a protest in Perth 
as part of a Global Frackdown, 
outside the offi ces of Mitsubishi 
Australia. Mitsibishi is responsible 
for supplying machinery to frack 
for unconventional gas from the 
Canning Basin in the south eastern 
Kimberley where Buru Energy has 
exploration permits and pending 
production licences for tight wet gas 
(shale) and conventional oil.

No Fracking Way, some church-
es and the Conservation Council of 
Western Australia have been strident 
in their opposition to fracking. The 

CCWA as part of its campaign to 
protect the environment knew they 
were having an impact on the pro-
ponents of fracking when the Aus-
tralian Petroleum Production and 
Exploration Association (APPEA) 
published a full page ad in the West 
Australian newspaper on the morn-
ing of the rally with the headline, 
“A warning to all Western Austral-
ians on “misleading and deceptive” 
anti-gas advertising”

No Fracking Way spokesperson 
Farida Iqbal kicked off the rally to 
affi rm community opposition was 
growing against fracking and the 
risks which this posed to groundwa-
ter and air quality, by noting that the 
Greenough and Coorow Shires had 
both voted to be frack free zones.

Greens Upper House member 
and spokesperson on mining Robin 
Chapple addressed the rally saying 
the Greens oppose fracking uncon-
ditionally because of the risks it 
posed to the environment and that 
there is no environmental oversight 
of the exploration phase of fracking.

However, even these explora-
tory wells puncture local aquifers 
and have led to at least one com-
pany Buru Energy, breaching their 
environmental licence last February, 
according to Mr Chapple. What 
is more alarming is that the WA 

government had dismissed these 
concerns, saying it was “a small 
proof of concept project unlikely to 
have any signifi cant impact on the 
environment.”

There was also a lack of trans-
parency with regards to the condi-
tions of the licence permits as they 
were subject to commercial confi -
dence and to reveal exact details of 
the incidents would breach these 
arrangements.

Sam Wainwright, a councillor 
with the Fremantle City Council 
in speaking to the ad in the West 
Australian that morning said it was 
ironic that APPEA had claimed 
in the ad that “natural gas” (as 
opposed to the process of frack-
ing for unconventional gas such as 
shale or tight gas) was, “safe, clean 
and reliable.”  In fact, said Wain-
wright, “Methane gas was 20 times 
more potent as a greenhouse gas 
than emissions from coal.”

It is through renewable energy 
that we can halt runaway climate 
change said Wainwright, and he 
supported proposals for renew-
able energy such as a community-
run wind farm on Fremantle Port 
Authority land.

No Fracking Way spokesperson 
Claire McKinnon also said that 
there had to be strong and effective 

protection of our water reserves 
for people, agriculture and food. 
These water reserves were under 
threat, not only in the midwest 
around Geraldton, but also in the 
Gascoyne with the Carnarvon food 
bowl and in the Kimberley with its 
large pastoral and food growing 
areas. 

The demonstrators then 
marched with their many colour-
ful placards and banners around 

the Perth CBD where they took 
the message to receptive lunchtime 
shoppers.

The Communist Party of 
Australia reaffi rms its support for 
renewable energy and for communi-
ties to increase political pressure 
to promote and develop renewable 
energy whilst also looking for ways 
to conserve energy and reduce 
consumption. 

Australia

Aboriginal community-controlled organisa-
tions and other major groups are calling for 
a new direction in youth justice policy in the 
Northern Territory.

The call follows the NT government 
decision to close the Don Dale Youth Detention 
Centre in Darwin and move all young people 
in detention to Darwin Correctional Centre 
(Berrimah Prison) when adult prisoners are 
moved to the new Darwin Correctional Precinct 
(DCP).

The NT has the highest youth detention 
rate in Australia – six times the national 
average. Aboriginal people comprise 30% of 
the Territory’s population, yet about 98% of 
young people in detention. 

North Australian Aboriginal Justice Agency 

(NAAJA) chief executive Priscilla Collins says 
the NT needs to take urgent steps to reduce 
the number of Aboriginal young people being 
exposed to youth detention. “We need more 
diversionary and non-custodial options for 
dealing with young offenders,” she said.

Berrimah Prison was described by the NT 
Corrections Commissioner in 2011 as so run 
down that it should be bulldozed.

The government says it will spend 
$800,000 to refurbish the jail, including 
painting, installation of closed-circuit TV and 
some additional internal fencing, and removal 
of grills and bars to “soften” the buildings. 
That’s not good enough for Danila Dilba Health 
Service chief executive Olga Havnen.

“How can it be considered acceptable to 

house our most vulnerable young people in a 
place that was too run down to accommodate 
adults?” she asked. 

Aboriginal Medical Services Alliance 
of the Northern Territory (AMSANT) chief 
executive John Paterson says one of the 
requirements under the NT Youth Justice Act 
is that a youth who has committed an offence 
is given appropriate treatment, punishment and 
rehabilitation.

“We need to listen to the experts and ensure 
that young people in detention are housed in 
a therapeutic environment that can help them 
on a path to rehabilitation,” he said. “It is 
also essential that when nine out of ten young 
people in detention are Aboriginal, that youth 
detention is culturally appropriate.”

Amnesty International’s Rodney Dillon 
said the NT should follow the lead of 
Western Australia and NSW and introduce an 
independent custodial inspector with unfettered 
access to youth detention centres to ensure 
national and international standards are being 
met.

The groups called on the NT government to 
commit to build purpose-built youth detention 
facilities in Darwin and Alice Springs, and give 
proof that Berrimah Prison will meet national 
youth detention benchmarks. 

“These could be your children – is it really 
acceptable to put our most vulnerable kids in an 
adult prison that three years ago was considered 
fi t only for a bulldozer?” Ms Havnen asked.
Koori Mail 

Action urged on 
NT youth policy

Action to save women’s services
This year, the NSW government 
launched a new model for funding 
homelessness and crisis refuges. 
The new model has led to the clo-
sure and drastic restructure of 
scores of women’s services. At a 
time when domestic violence has 
been increasing in NSW, there will 
be less adequate places for women 
seeking refuge, plus chaos and 
uncertainty through the sector. 
Rather than telling the truth, the 
NSW government is attacking its 
critics by claiming they are mis-
leading the public. Don’t believe 
NSW government lies.

Here are the facts
Myth: Funding for special-

ist homelessness services has been 
increased by $13 million; a 9.6 per-
cent increase.

Fact: Funding for specialist 
homelessness services has not been 
increased. The government has taken 
money out of specialist services 

and granted funding to generalist 
services.

This means that rather than 
a service catering specifically to 
women, children, the Aboriginal 
community, migrant women, youth, 
the LGBTIQ community, and their 
particular needs, money has gone to 
generalist service providers that lack 
experience and specialist knowledge 
working with these groups.

Myth: More people will have 
access to homelessness services 
under these reforms.

Fact: Access is more than 
simply a numbers game. Access 
also involves services appropriate to 
need. Aside from the fact that out-
right closures of refuges are taking 
place (meaning less beds), transfer 
to Christian management and to a 
generalist model means that many 
people will recognise that these 
services can not meet their needs 
and simply won’t access them. Many 
women escaping domestic violence 

will simply not access a crisis service 
that houses men.

Evidence has shown that women 
and kids escaping domestic violence 
need a specialised service not a 
homelessness service. Early reports 
from workers in the sector suggest 
that fewer staff in services are being 
asked to carry a far heavier caseload. 
This does not sit well with a system 
purportedly set up to improve case 
management and suggests an empha-
sis on quantity over quality.

Myth: Every single one of the 
1,300 government-owned properties 
will remain open.

Fact: Any service that goes 
from being independently run and 
specialist, to Christian run and/or 
generalist is a closure. While the 
government-owned properties will 
technically remain open, 75 percent 
are being handed over to consor-
tiums led by the Salvation Army, 
Uniting Care, Mission Australia, St 

Vincent de Paul, and other Christian 
organisations.

All are under pressure to fi t a 
generalist model. The same build-
ing being in use doesn’t equate to 
the same service. For example some 
will change from a 24/7 service to 
a more minimal staffi ng level; and 
81 pre-existing community organisa-
tions have lost their funding or have 
changed. These organisations had 
strong links in their local communi-
ties which have been lost.

Action to save 
women’s services
October 31 
Resistance Action: Save the Date!

On October 31 another wave 
of Independent women’s, youth 
and Aboriginal refuge closures is 
set to occur. Many other women’s 
services will no longer operate as 
feminist services. Many refuges are 
fi ghting to keep their doors open to 

women and children fl eeing domes-
tic violence.

Please get in touch if a refuge you 
are connected to is closing or being 
taken over, if you are organising 
actions against closures or wish to 
be involved in No Shelter’s actions.

Please email us if you have 
any more up-to-date information: 
noshelter2014@gmail.com 

Push for fracking fi res up community
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Not so long ago Australia enjoyed a 
relatively a peaceful society where 
diverse and different cultures 
and ethnicities coexisted in har-
mony. Today, however, signs and 
symptoms of increasing cultural 
clashes and racism are percepti-
ble. Although these sentiments are 
disproportionately exaggerated 
by mainstream media, still it is 
clear that some ethnicities do not 
enjoy the same placid life they had 
within Australian society about 
a year ago. What triggered this 
change? Where did this change 
start and how far is it going to go? 
What other important changes 
could pertain to this awakening 
social cleavage and what impacts 
might ensue?

Geographically, Australia is apart 
from the rest of the world. But eco-
nomically it is tightly mingled and 
fused within a globalised economic 
system. This fusion into the global 
economy is the source of its social 
diversity. However, because of its 
geographic segregation from the rest 
of the world, it has become a haven 
for many who were tired of ethnic 
discriminations, confl icts and wars. 

Traditionally Australia was one 
of the leading nations in the class 
struggle. The Australian work-
ing class was strengthened with its 
unions pushing for social equality 
and a greater “share of the pie” for 
the workers. Australians enjoyed an 
elaborate range of regulations by law 
protecting them against the absolute 
poverty inherent in the capitalist 
mode of production.

Being fused into the global 
economy, Australia’s economy, too, 
suffered from the global falling rate 
of profi t. The neo-liberal economic 
model, which started to prevail glo-
bally about three decades ago, has 
reached a point where its intrinsic 
contradictions are seriously ham-
pering the continuous growth upon 
which it thrives. This global and 
structural delinquency left the Labor 
Party administration in an impasse. 
The Labor party’s welfare-state poli-
cies were effective as long as the cogs 
of capitalism rotated in full motion. 
With the fi rst sneeze of capitalism, 
the battlements of Labor’s redistribu-
tion policies began to tremble. It was 
then the opposition’s turn to take the 
wheel and denude the realities of the 
ruling system.

With the election of the Liberal 

Party’s coalition in the last parlia-
mentary elections, public appease-
ment policies were officially 
abandoned. The capitalist economy 
was slumped into a position where 
only two options were left; either to 
embrace a plummeting growth rate 
or to increase pressure on the work-
ing class to stabilise growth rates 
and thus keep Australia attractive 
to capitalists for their investments. 
The former option is equivalent to 
a death warrant to the entire system 
of capitalism, as capitalism thrives 
on continuous growth. Given the 
global climate and dominance of 
neo-liberalism within the system of 
capitalism, the latter option is the 
only choice left. But middle class 
people and workers, care about nei-
ther capitalism nor these political 
frays and debates. At this stage, ordi-
nary Australians are no more willing 
to sacrifi ce their lives for the sake 
of capitalism than they are to bring 
about Communism.

The mainstream media is one 
of the most effective means for the 
ruling class to forge public support 
whenever and wherever needs arise. 
Since the Liberal Party’s neo-con-
servative government took offi ce, 
as it started its onslaught on public 
services and Medicare, there have 
been several protests building up all 
around Australia. None of these pro-
tests were covered diligently by the 
mainstream media. This of course is 
because the privately owned media is 
analogous to a knife which can never 
cut its own handle. Another example 
of a media boycott is the Israeli mili-
tary campaign in Gaza which again 
was followed by numerous protests 
in Australia with very brief and ster-
ile coverage in mainstream media. 
These are all indicative of the abil-
ity and power of the media to divert 
public attention.

But let us take a look at another 
news stream which could also have 
been deemed as harmful, but was 
deliberately trumpeted with conspic-
uous titles and vociferous reports. 
The same stream has ignited social 
instability and activated the previous-
ly inactive social cleavage between 
ethnicities and religious groups. First 
there was an outbreak of sensational 
news about horrifying decapitations 
carried out by Islamic State terrorists 
(as if such grisly acts are not busi-
ness as usual in one of the countries 
with which Australia has very good 

relations i.e. Saudi Arabia). Then 
there was news about some Aus-
tralian citizens who had travelled to 
the Middle East and participated in 
that campaign of beheadings, again 
totally omitting the fact that not long 
ago these terrorists were depicted as 
pro-democracy revolutionaries by the 
same media!

This campaign of fear-monger-
ing was immediately appreciated by 
the prime minister and it was not long 
before it was announced that Austral-
ia had joined the “international coali-
tion” against IS. Suddenly a massive 
anti-terror operation was carried out 
which was claimed to have thwarted 
an imminent terrorist attack. Train 
stations and public transport, one of 
the few public places which are still 
under government control, began to 
incessantly announce alert messages 
and ask people to be vigilant of an 
imminent terrorist threat. Previously 
peaceful and serene Australian socie-
ty turned into a besieged town await-
ing herds of barbarian bandits rattling 
towards it with blazing swords swirl-
ing above their heads!

Left parties, unions, anti-war 
liberals and other opposition groups 
were given two options here. Either 
side with the government and accept 
this “Global War against Terrorism”, 
or criticise this folly and express rep-
rehension. The former would further 
bolster the government’s position in 
carrying out its other policies; but if 
they rebuked the government, they 
would be accused of being complicit 
with terrorists. Thenceforth, anyone 
who criticised the new political 
agenda (i.e. abolishing Medicare, 
eliminating education subsidies and 
privatisation, cutting public spend-
ing) would be labelled as terrorist, 
coward, traitor, etc. The reactionar-
ies would be raised and saluted as 
patriots, heroes, progressives, pro-
democratic. The government was 
prepared for social unrest.

Bourgeois democracy has been 
effective and persuasive because of 
its perceived openness and fl exibil-
ity. The ruling class practised all of 
its rights on the free press, political 
parties and lobbies to protect its own 
interests. We have to wait and see 
if Australian workers will also use 
their rights of assembly, unionisa-
tion, strikes and demonstrations to 
protect their class interests. As Marx 
said: “Between equal rights force 
decides”. 

Australia and 
the War on Terror

The federal government refuses to give funding for qualifi ed secu-
lar youth workers in schools. It will only pay for religious chaplains. 
An independent review found that students felt safer and bully-
ing was reduced in public high schools after the introduction of 
secular welfare offi cers. A review commissioned by the NSW 
Department of Education found that a three-year trial of 50 secular 
student support offi cers in NSW high schools had strong support 
from principals, staff and students. The federal Education Minister 
Christopher Pine received a copy of the report but his decision 
was to exclude secular welfare workers. Eamon Waterford, direc-
tor of Youth Action, which represents young people and youth 
workers in NSW, said religious chaplains were often not qualifi ed 
to provide support. “There will be a lot of qualifi ed youth work-
ers who will be out of job simply because they don’t believe in 
God,” he said. And we all thought we lived in a secular society.

Paramedics and their union are furious at the NSW Ambulance 
Service’s decision to remove child-safety seats from ambulanc-
es. The decision follows an audit that found child safety capsules 
would soon reach the expiry date set by manufacturers. Instead 
of replacing the seats (as was the practice in the past), paramed-
ics will be now instructed to strap babies and young children to 
their parents’ lap with harnesses. Wayne Flint, the president of 
the Australian Paramedics Association, said he feared their safe-
ty would be compromised and paramedics would be in a legally 
diffi cult position. “We understand this could lead to more children 
being transported unsecured,” he said. “If a patient is under seven, 
they need a restraint by law, so how are they going to be trans-
ported? We are not sure if we will be operating within the law.”

Non-government organisations and community groups will have 
restricted access to next month’s G20 meeting in Brisbane. Known 
as C-20, a diverse international group of charities, aid agencies 
and community organisations linked to the G20 was informed 
that it would be given only three or four accreditations to the 
G20 media centre. At last year’s G20 summit in St Petersburg, 
Russia, the C20 were given 40 media centre accreditations. Tim 
Costello, chief executive of World Vision Australia and chairman 
of the C20 in 2014, said he could not understand the decision 
to reduce access of civil society groups to the Brisbane event. 
“We had very good access to the summit in St Petersburg and 
civil society is playing a constructive role,” he said. “We call for 
more access in Brisbane. If you want civil society interpreting 
the meaning of this high fi nancial architecture, you have to give 
civil society greater access to it.” It looks as if the Australian gov-
ernment is not all that interested in the Brisbane summit being 
scrutinised by media. So much for openness and transparency.

The mainstream media is one 
of the most effective means 
for the ruling class to forge 

public support whenever and 
wherever needs arise.
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Rob Gowland

For Communists across Australia, Novem-
ber 7 – the Great October Revolution – is 
a time of celebration: it signals that for 
almost nine and a half decades, the Com-
munist movement has been organising, 
campaigning and leading the struggle for 
the liberation of the working class in this 
country.

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

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

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

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

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

Refugees who had fl ed with the Nazis from 
the advancing Red Army in WW2 were encour-
aged to attack the Sydney May Day March, one 
year. Another time, former supporters of the US 
puppet dictatorship in South Vietnam besieged 
the Trades Hall where a function organised by 
the Party’s youth wing was in progress.

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

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

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

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

The Communist movement in Australia, as 
opposed to the socialist movement, began when 
the fi rst Communist Party of Australia was for-
mally established at a meeting in the Sydney 
Trades Hall on October 30, 1920.

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

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

The stimulus that brought these varied 
socialists together to form a new party was the 
October Revolution in Russia in 1917. Its world 
signifi cance was instantly obvious to a great 
many people and governments.

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

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

Welcomed the Revolution

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

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

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

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

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

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

In Australia, the new Party leadership set 
out to build the party in workplaces. Branches 

were set up in factories, mines and other work-
places. Wherever they could, Communists took 
jobs in industry (large or small) with the express 
purpose of organising the workers in that enter-
prise and building a Party branch there.

I worked with a Comrade who, on the 
instructions of the Party, had taken a job in an 
industrial laundry solely for organising purpos-
es. The hungry ‘30s were a time of grim indus-
trial struggles and glorious organising victories.

Jim Healy led the tough but ultimately 
successful struggle to organise the waterside 
workers. Communists led organising cam-
paigns among seamen, teachers, metal work-
ers, restaurant waitresses, tramway and postal 
workers, coal miners, building workers, nurses 
and many more. Even Actors Equity was set up 
on a Communist initiative.

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

At the same time, they had not been 
unmindful of their internationalist responsibili-
ties. Members and supporters of the Commu-
nist Party went to Spain to defend the Republic 
from the clerical fascist Franco and his Italian 
and German allies.

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

When the Second World War began, the 
Chamberlain government in Britain, that had 
pursued a policy of “appeasement” towards 
Hitler (and Franco), hoping to turn Nazi aggres-
sion against the USSR, continued this policy 
via the so-called “phoney war”. Chamberlain’s 
policy derailed any chance of an anti-Hitler 
coalition in 1939-40, and doomed Britain and 
the rest of the world to a second world war.

The Australian government supported Brit-
ish policy, but the Communist Party (as well 
as some far-sighted imperialists like Winston 
Churchill) opposed the Phoney War.

Apologist Menzies
Reactionaries like Robert Menzies who had 

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

Police raided Communists’ homes and 
places like New Theatre, seizing books, pic-
tures, magazines, leafl ets – anything that could 
be construed to be “enemy propaganda”.  When 
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the home of Stan Moran, a prominent Party 
speaker at the Domain, was raided, a copper 
pointed to the picture of Karl Marx hanging 
on his wall and asked “Who’s that?” to which 
Stan replied “That’s my grandfather.” He was 
allowed to keep the picture.

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

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

By the time the Curtin government lifted 
the ban, the Communist Party was seen as 
the most enthusiastic supporter of the War 
effort, campaigning strenuously against the 
divisive tactics of the Trotskyists, who were 
constantly trying to stir up trouble in the war 
industries.

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

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

With some 20,000 members in all, 
the Party held leading positions in many 
large unions and had branches in numerous 

workplaces. For many Party members, there 
was a feeling that the Revolution was “just 
around the corner”.

In fact, what was around the corner was a 
counter attack by reaction called the Cold War. 
Launched by Churchill, the Cold War was a 
determined attempt by imperialism to overturn 
every positive aspect of the wartime anti-fascist 
alliance that still survived. A climate of fear 
was deemed necessary to permit a new arms 
race, especially a nuclear one.

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

In Australia, the post-war Labor gov-
ernment was brought down and the fi ercely 
anti-Communist Menzies elected on a lying 
campaign that represented the bank nationalisa-
tion (proposed by Labor) as an attempt to steal 
people’s money.

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

By the 1950s however, the Party was in 
trouble. Its new leadership, the Aarons broth-
ers, had come back from training in Mao 
Tse-tung’s China, convinced that the work-
ing class was no longer the leading force for 
social change.

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

The ideological level of the bulk of CPA 
members had never been high: it was described 
as “a movement without books” and there was 
a prevalence for the leadership to be left to take 
care of theory. Kruschev’s attack on Stalin in 
1956 was a strategic move on Krushchev’s 
part to defeat his opponents within the leading 
organs of the CPSU who were identifi ed with 
Stalin’s leadership. In Australia, as in the rest of 
the West, it was taken at face value and shook 
many Party members severely.

Destabilisation
The Chinese Party rejected Krushchev’s 

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

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

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

When the Dubcek government’s actions 
began to threaten the continued existence of 
socialism in Czechoslovakia, the Czechoslovak 
Party’s Control Commission appealed to the 
governments of the other European socialist 
states to intervene. The Aarons leadership of the 
CPA leapt to condemn the intervention, siding 
with the counterrevolutionaries as “forces for 
democracy”.

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

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

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

This left a vacuum in the anti-war 
movement which the Trotskyists were quick 
to exploit and fi ll. The inner-party struggle at 
this time was strenuous and widespread. By the 
beginning of the 1970s, so many had left, or 
been forced out, that a new Party, reaffi rming 
Marxism-Leninism, seemed the only logical 
step.   

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

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

Peter Symon

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

From its initial beginnings in a tiny offi ce in 
Sydney, Comrade Peter’s careful stewardship 
of the SPA, always husbanding its meagre 
resources and above all guarding the Party’s 
unity (as Stalin said “like the apple of your 
eye”), the SPA steadily grew.

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

Over time, some precious union positions 
were won back and the Party was able to regain 
recognition among the left.

The former CPA meanwhile had succumbed 
completely to right-opportunism, liquidating 
itself but retaining the Party’s considerable 
assets. It is now nothing more than a ginger 
group within the ALP left.

In 1995, five years after the old CPA 
liquidated itself, the Congress of the SPA voted 
unanimously to change the Party’s name to the 
Communist Party of Australia. There were still 
many hurdles to be overcome, and the Party’s 
membership is even now not nearly large 
enough for the tasks that lie before it every day, 
but under its “new” name the Party found an 
increased level of acceptance and recognition.

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

Constraints, both financial and 
organisational, placed on the Party in recent 
years by the capitalist ruling class, have 
however made participation in elections 
diffi cult. Nevertheless, we need to strive to 
fulfi l that Congress resolution for taking part 
in elections not only raises awareness of the 
Party, bringing it new members and supporters, 
but it gives the Party’s activists an enhanced 
cohesiveness and sense of purpose and 
strengthens morale.

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

The last 94 years have been tumultuous 
for the Communist movement, in Australia 
and globally. There is no reason to believe that 
the next 90 or 100 will be any less tumultuous. 
But the Communists of Australia are looking 
forward to them.

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

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

oking to the future

By the War’s end, Communist union leaders like 
Jim Healy were attending Cabinet meetings, and 

Communists were being invited to share the platform 
at public meetings with leaders of the RSL
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US President Barack Obama 
hosted a top-level war council this 
past week in Washington with the 
military leaders from 21 countries 
in attendance – under the offi cial 
remit of coordinating tactics to 
defeat the Islamic State extremist 
group in Syria and Iraq.

The titular American command-
er-in-chief spoke with the gravitas of 
a decorated soldier. “This is going 
to be a long-term campaign and like 
all military campaigns there will be 
ups and downs,” said Obama to the 
assembled military chiefs at Andrews 
Air Force Base, near Washington DC.

Obama’s presumed military 
authority was something of an 
achievement, considering that he is, 
by profession, a community activist, 
a professor of constitutional law, and 
a former senator. The 53-year-old 
politician has never served a single 
day of his life in the US military, let 
alone seen combat action or having 
been awarded medals for bravery.

But that’s not the only anomaly 
that sprung to mind about Obama’s 
war council in Washington. Together 
with the usual Western allies of Brit-
ain, France, Canada and Australia, 
there were military top brass from 
Turkey, Saudi Arabia, the United 
Arab Emirates and Qatar.

Yet, all these Middle Eastern 
“partners” are documented as having 
deep logistical links with the Islamic 
State and other related jihadist terror 
groups marauding in Syria and Iraq. 

Joe Biden, the US vice presi-
dent, admitted this terror connection 
between Turkey, Saudi Arabia and 
the other Arab oil monarchies in a 
public debate at Harvard University 
earlier this month. Although Biden 
was later forced into making cringing 
apologies to the said offender coun-
tries, his initial blundering confi rms 
the paradox that the US-led anti-ter-
ror coalition is comprised of, well, 
state-sponsoring terrorists.

The terror sponsors include 
the US and Britain, who together 
spawned the Al- Qaeda-linked 
network in their laboratory of 

illegal occupation of Iraq from 2003 
onwards. Al-Qaeda in Iraq (AQI) 
later mutated into Islamic State 
(IS, ISIL or ISIS) during the West’s 
covert war for regime change in 
Syria, which has been raging since 
March 2011, with a death toll of 
nearly 200,000, more than six million 
people displaced, and half of Syria’s 
23 million total population living in 
dire humanitarian conditions, accord-
ing to the United Nations.

The open secret of weapons sup-
plies to extremists from the US, coor-
dinated by its Central Intelligence 
Agency and routed through Turkey, 
Saudi Arabia, Qatar and Jordan, is 
not even a matter of controversy in 
the Western media. It has already 
been reported with mundane indiffer-
ence by mainstream Western media 
outlets, such as the New York Times 
and the Daily Telegraph.

A further striking anomaly from 
Obama’s war council in Washington 
– scarcely reported in the Western 
media, not surprisingly – was the 
complete absence of military repre-
sentatives from the much-heralded 
“moderate Syrian rebels”.

Bear in mind that Obama’s strat-
egy for allegedly eradicating the IS 
extremists is based on two fronts. The 
fi rst is the coordinated aerial bom-
bardment of militants, involving war-
planes from the US, Britain, France, 
Australia and all of the above Arab 
states; the second is the purported 
training of “moderate” Syrian rebels, 
who will take the fi ght to the Jihadists 
on the ground. With the anticipated 
defeat of IS and related extremist 
Islamist groups, such as Jabhat Al 
Nusra and Ansar al Sham, the West-
ern-backed “moderate” rebels will 
then be empowered to pursue their 
noble rebellion against the “despotic” 
Syrian regime of Bashar al Assad – or 
at least so goes the theory.

President Obama has already 
won the backing of the US Congress 
to train vetted, moderate Syrian 
rebels with a budget of US$500 mil-
lion – in a revamp of the Free Syrian 
Army. The American military train-
ing is to take place in undisclosed 
camps located in Saudi Arabia, as 
well as now Turkey belatedly offer-
ing its territory for that same purpose 
following top-level negotiations in 
Ankara last week with US former 
marines General John Allen.

Hold on a minute. Congress has 
approved US$500 million to train a 
new cohort of the supposedly mod-
erate and secular Free Syrian Army; 
and Saudi Arabia and Turkey are pro-
viding bases for that undertaking. But 
at Obama’s seminal war council on 
“coordinating” plans there was not 
one representative from the much-
vaunted moderate rebels who are 
assigned this crucial military role.

A US official attempted to 
explain the absence of Syrian rebels 
at the Washington summit by saying 
that such a participation was “not 
ready at this stage, and there is still a 
lot of training to do”. 

In other words, the so-called 

moderate rebels that the US is tout-
ing do not actually exist. It’s there-
fore less a case of Free Syrian Army 
and more a case of Fictitious Syrian 
Army.

This conceptual void has long 
been pointed out by many observers 
of the Syrian confl ict. The notion of a 
moderate Free Syrian Army fi ghting 
a virtuous fi ght against a tyrannical 
regime is but a fi gment of Western 
government and media imagination, 
aimed at giving the Western powers 
a political and moral cover to indulge 
in its criminal regime change machi-
nations against Syria.

Many of the supposed FSA bri-
gades are in fact integrated with the 
extremist networks of IS, Al Nusra 
and Ansar al Sham. Not only fi ght-
ers, but also weapons and funding are 
recycled in a revolving-door relation-
ship between these groups. Yes, there 
have been feuds, but this infi ghting is 
borne out of turf wars over criminal 
booty, not anything to do with ideo-
logical ethics.

However, Western governments 
and their dutiful media cannot admit 
this reality because that would leave 
them open to public vilification. 
Hence, they have projected the illu-
sion, with Western media assistance, 
that there is a “moderate” legitimate 
Syrian opposition, whom the West 
supports and whom the West is con-
cerned to elevate over “rogue” terror 
groups.

This fi ction was apparent from 
the resounding absence of any such 
nominated moderate group at the 
Washington anti-IS summit.

It was also confi rmed in a sub-
sequent report from the McClatchy 
Washington Bureau, published on 
Wednesday, the day after Obama’s 
war council. Under the headline “It’s 
offi cial: US will build new Syrian 
rebel force to battle Islamic State” the 
newspaper reported that “the United 
States is ditching the old Free Syrian 
Army and building its own local 
ground force to use primarily in the 
fi ght against the Islamist extremists”.

Forget about the misnomer of 
the “old Free Syrian Army”. There 
was never one to begin with. The 

point to take away is that the US is 
in effect admitting that there isn’t a 
force worth talking about.

McClatchy quotes General John 
Allen, the US envoy to the anti-IS 
coalition, as saying: “At this point, 
there is not formal coordination with 
the FSA”.

It’s worth clipping the following 
editorial paragraphs from the same 
McClatchy report:

“For most of the three years of 
the Syrian confl ict, the US ground 
game hinged on rebel militias that are 
loosely affi liated under the banner of 
the Free Syrian Army, or FSA.”

“Their problems were no secret: 
a lack of cohesion, uneven fi ghting 
skills and frequent battlefi eld coordi-
nation with the Al-Qaida [sic] loyal-
ists of the Nusra Front.”

“This time, Allen said, the United 
States and its allies will work to 
strengthen the political opposition 
and make sure it’s tied to ‘a credible 
fi eld force’ that will have undergone 
an intense vetting process.”

“It’s not going to happen imme-
diately”, Allen said. “We’re working 
to establish the training sites now, 
and we’ll ultimately go through a 
vetting process and beginning to 
bring the trainers and the fi ghters in 
to begin to build that force out”.

This is a stunning admission, 
hardly picked up in the Western 
media. Washington is confirming 
that there is no such thing as a mod-
erate rebel force in Syria. But what 
Washington and its fellow state ter-
rorist sponsors are doing is throw-
ing US$500 million into a project of 
creating the semblance of “a cred-
ible fi eld force”. This creation will 
then give Western powers and its 
Arab allies a legitimacy to escalate 
their criminal covert war for regime 
change in Syria.

No wonder Obama warned his 
war council in Washington that this 
would be a “long campaign”. For 
the arsonists have become the fi re-
men, the poachers have become 
gamekeepers, and the deluded have 
become the therapists.
Information Clearing House 

President Barack Obama meets in the Situation Room with his national security advisers, Saturday, August 31, 2013.

Washington admits FSA 
equals Fictitious Syrian Army

Sydney
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On October 14, thousands of 
ultra-rightist Ukrainian protest-
ers besieged the national parlia-
ment in Kiev, attacking police 
guards and injuring 15 of them. 
About 50 protesters are reported 
to have been arrested. 

The demands of the protesters, 
who were led by the fascist Svobo-
da Party and the equally extremist 
Right Sector, Pravy Sektor, were for 
recognition of the Ukrainian Insur-
gent Army (UPA), which fought 
during World War II, mostly on the 
German side, to be recognised as a 
patriotic force. This is a fi ght that 
has been going forth in Ukraine 
since it got its independence when 
the Soviet Union fell apart in 1991. 
In 2010 then President Victor Yush-
chenko acceded to the demands from 
the ultra right and gave the UPA the 
status they were demanding. 

The practical implication of 
this is that surviving UPA fight-
ers would be eligible for pensions, 
besides being offi cially recognised 
by the government as patriots and 
heroes. However, a later court deci-
sion reversed Yuschenko’s decision. 
When this spring President Victor 
Yanukovych was overthrown by a 
coup in which the ultra-right groups 
played a major part, the issue came 
to the fore again.

The violence erupted when the 
Parliament did not pass the bill.

The UPA was an armed group 
which grew out of OUN-B, a 
Ukrainian ultra-right national-
ist movement based in the area of 
the Western Ukraine (Galicia and 
Volhynia) formerly part of the old 
Austro-Hungarian Empire. This 
region was given to Poland in the 
territorial rearrangements after 
World War I. The Polish regime 
tried to “Polonize” the region by 
bringing in Polish settlers and sup-
pressing the Ukrainian culture and 

language. This made possible the 
rise of Ukrainian nationalism. OUN, 
Organisation of Ukrainian National-
ists, was the main organisation, and 
a more extreme and violent split off 
was OUN-B, headed by Stepan Ban-
dera. Bandera’s organisation carried 
out terrorist acts against the Polish 
political leadership and the Polish 
civilian population in Galicia.

Bandera was arrested and sen-
tenced to life imprisonment, but 
when Nazi Germany invaded Poland 
at the beginning of the Second World 
War, Bandera was freed. He and 
his organisation then tried to ally 
themselves with Germany so as to 
achieve independence for the whole 
of Ukraine. Initially, in the German 
view, Ukrainians were just as much 
“Untermenschen” as were Poles, 
so Bandera was jailed again. There 
were some violent clashes between 
the UPA fi ghters and German troop 
formations. But as the Soviet Army 
began to sweep the Wehrmacht 
westward, the Germans freed Ban-
dera and used him and the UPA to 
fi ght against the Red Army.

The UPA troops struck some 
blows, including killing Soviet Mar-
shal Nicolai Vatutin in 1944.

Earlier, the Bandera forces had 
committed atrocities against Western 
Ukraine’s Jews and Poles, wiping 
out entire communities including 
women, children and other non-
combatants. (Ethnically Ukrainian 
SS and police formations also were 
involved in these horrors). But they 
really hit their stride toward the end 
of the war, especially in the effort to 
ethnically cleanse Western Ukraine 
of Polish people. After the war offi -
cially ended, the “Banderisti” kept 
up action against the Soviet authori-
ties for some time.

So the demand by the Ukrainian 
far right that UPA be recognised as a 
patriotic force essentially means that 
the results of World War II would be 
offi cially reinterpreted in favour of 

the Axis (the alliance of Nazi Ger-
many, fascist Italy and Japan).

The far right in Ukraine has 
taken to marching with portraits of 
Bandera. They were a key shock 
force in the overthrow of Yanuko-
vych, and formed armed volunteer 
units to fi ght against “separatists” in 
Donetsk and Lugansk, in far East-
ern Ukraine. The far right was also 
involved in the Odessa massacre in 
May, and subjected communists and 
others on the left and centre to hooli-
gan attacks. They have been willing, 
so far, to play the game of the “pro-
European” right-wing forces in the 
current Ukrainian government. But 
the establishment right, represented 
by President Petro Poroshenko and 
Prime Minister Arseniy Yatsenyuk, 
has an uneasy relationship with 
them. 

The main goal of the former 
group has been to integrate Ukraine 
into the European Union, even 
though this will mean that the 
Ukrainian people will have to accept 
the austerity measures that are caus-
ing mass unrest in Greece, Portu-
gal and Spain. Svoboda and Pravy 
Sektor have no interest in “being 
Europeans” and aim for power for 
themselves, based on anti-Semitic, 
xenophobic and authoritarian con-
cepts. The failure of the parliament 
to pass legislation recognising Ban-
dera’s followers as true Ukrainian 
patriots now becomes a new pretext 
for them.

There is a parliamentary elec-
tion on October 26. Most likely, the 
Communist Party of Ukraine, being 
falsely prosecuted for “separatism”, 
will not be allowed to run candi-
dates. Pravy Sektor and Svoboda did 
not get a big vote in the presidential 
elections in May; we will see how 
they do this time.

The corporate controlled press 
will, no doubt, continue to downplay 
the neo-Nazi issue.
People’s World 

International

Three highest-ranking offi cials from the Democratic People’s 
Republic of Korea, Hwang Pyong So, Choe Ryong Hae and 
Kim Yang Gon started their visit to South Korea on October 
4 to attend the closing ceremony of the 17th Asian Games. 
The three offi cials held talks with their South Korean coun-
terparts including Unifi cation Minister Ryoo Kihl-jae and 
security advisor Kim Kwan-jin. Both sides agreed to hold 
more high-level talks in late October or early November.

On October 8, an International Trade Union Confederation (ITUC) 
delegation, led by ITUC General Secretary Sharan Burrow, start-
ed a four-day visit to China. The delegation was welcomed by Liu 
Yunshan, a Standing Committee member of the Political Bureau 
of the Communist Party of China (CPC)’s Central Committee 
and Secretary of the CPC’s Central Committee’s Secretariat. 
Liu reviewed the increasing cooperation between the ITUC and 
All China Federation of Trade Unions (ACFTU). He stressed the 
importance of the role that ACFTU had in development, workers’ 
rights and reform. Burrow praised China’s achievement in the past 
65 years in social development and protecting workers’ rights. Both 
sides agreed to develop a stronger collaboration and partnership.

According to the US Department of Defence 2014 Base 
Structure Report, four-fi fths of the most costly US military bas-
es abroad are in Japan, worth around A$46.2 billion, while the 
Japanese government also contributes some fi nancial sup-
port to these bases (for building new facilities and renovations).

Hanoi’s 60th Liberation Day was celebrated on October 10. 
Fireworks and artwork displays were held across the city. Hanoi 
Municipal Party Secretary Pham Quang Nghi expressed his 
gratitude to people who sacrifi ced for and dedicated them-
selves to the city’s liberation, construction and defence. 
Hanoi experienced an annual 9.5 percent economic growth 
and was honoured by UNESCO as the “City for Peace”.

On October 13, Chinese Premier Li Keqiang payed his respect 
to the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier in Moscow and attend-
ed the 19th China-Russia Prime Ministers’ Regular Meeting 
with his Russian counterpart Dmitri Medvedev. Li said 
“the comprehensive strategic partnership of the two coun-
tries has entered a new stage of development”. The two 
countries signed 50 mutually benefi cial agreements in the areas 
of energy, fi nance and high-speed rail between Russia and China.

On October 15, Chinese President Xi Jinping urged cultur-
al and artistic sectors to better serve the people and socialism. 
At an art symposium in Beijing, Xi said that “socialist culture 
and art are the culture and art of the people”. He stressed that 
the people should be the main subject of artistic work and art-
ists should learn from the people as their works should be 
based on real lives. He added that Party offi cials should also 
respect artists’ work and build a better environment for them.

Region Briefs

Chibok schoolgirls 
could soon be 
released
A ceasefire between Islamist 
terror group Boko Haram and 
the Nigerian government has been 
announced, raising hopes than 
over 200 schoolgirls kidnapped by 
the group could soon be released.

Talks were apparently held in 
neighbouring Chad on the fate of 
the girls, who were described by 
Boko Haram as “in good condition 
and unharmed.”

The organisation’s leader Abu-
bakar Shekau is said to have threat-
ened to sell them as “slave brides”, 

although Nigerian authorities claim 
the man making the threat was not 
actually Mr Shekau, who they say 
was killed several years ago.

Simultaneous negotiations on a 
ceasefi re have been taking place in 
Saudi Arabia and were attended by 
President of Chad Idriss Deby and 
Cameroonian representatives.

Boko Haram, which fi ghts for 
an Islamist state in northern Nigeria 
and is notorious for suicide-bomb-
ing Christian areas, has been seek-
ing the release of captured fi ghters 

in return for that of the girls.
Nigerian President Goodluck 

Jonathan’s principal secretary 
Hassan Tukur claimed the release 
of the girls had now been agreed, 
although he did not specify what 
concessions the government had 
had to make.

And chief of defence staff Air 
Marshal Alex Badeh issued an order 
that the army was to “immediately 
comply” with the ceasefi re and stop 
attacking Boko Haram targets.
Morning Star 

Ukraine fascists 
turn against 
right-wing 
government
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All the contradictions

Not many people would have 
noticed amid the beating war 
drums and its associated laws 
taking away our basic demo-
cratic rights that Liberal Senator 
David Leyonhjelm was a voice 
against the war. He said the Aus-
tralian public has been “scared 
into believing that this somehow 
relates to their safety at home”.

He said that the war was “going 
to be expensive and we will with-
draw due to frustration, not due to 
military success.” Leyonhjelm was 
also the one to raise the spectre of 

the anti-terrorism laws allowing for 
torture. All this would have been 
politically unviable outside the beat 
up over national security

This is also about vote chasing. 
Clearly the government is aware 
that their vicious budget plans have 
put them offside with a great many 
people; now they’re using a fear cam-
paign to try and portray themselves 
as the guardians of our safety.

The anti-democratic laws being 
pushed would ban groups and see 
people jailed for being members of 
groups or organisations and be jailed 
for merely saying objectionable 
things.

With this, legal expert Professor 
George Williams noted how quickly 
the government has shifted from 
claiming to want to promote free 
speech (remember George Brandis 
and “I want the right to be a bigot”) 
to advocating extended jail terms 
stating different views and for jour-
nalists doing their job.

T Southern
Brisbane

Our moral compass?

It was interesting but hardly sur-
prising when it was revealed that 
the man appointed by the Abbott 
government to review what kids 
are taught in English classes turns 
out to be racist and sexist.

The emails obtained by the New 
Matilda reveal that one of the people 
employed to overhaul the national 
schools curriculum – Barry Spurr 
– considers Aboriginal people to be 
“human rubbish tips” and Abos. He 
raves about the prevalence of Indi-
gence culture in curriculum and in 
politics.

He wants less focus on teaching 
Indigenous culture and more on west-
ern Judeo-Christian values. Spurr 
also uses terms such as “bogans” 
“fatsoes” “Mussies” and “Chinky 
poos”. He calls Nelson Mandela a 
“darkie” and Desmond Tutu a “witch 
doctor”.

He refers to women as “whores”. 
He calls a female victim of serious 
sexual assault a “worthless slut” and 

that she needs more than a “penis” 
put in her mouth before it is “stitched 
up”.

The people the government 
employs to do its handiwork are a 
refl ection of the nature of the govern-
ment itself: backward and reaction-
ary. These people are hand picked to 
produce the outcomes the govern-
ment wants.

One of their objectives is to 
embed “moral” values in the cur-
riculum. This is along the lines of 
Abbott’s Team Australia: his team is 
the big money end of town – that’s 
not our team. Even more clearly here 
these are not our moral values.

It’s a class question.
Lynne Fox

Sydney
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In the 1960s, with the glaring injustice 
and horror of the Vietnam War raging on 
their TV screens and claiming thousands 
of young Americans’ lives, many people 
around the world became aware of the 
infl uence of the military-industrial complex 
on all aspects of modern life under capital-
ism. They spoke out against it and actively 
campaigned to curtail its infl uence. But how 
could its infl uence be reined in when mili-
tary budgets continued to grow at almost 
exponential rates?

Excuses for increasing military spending 
and militarism itself were easily found. The 
Cold War was replaced by the War on Drugs 
which was replaced by the War on Terror. All 
were equally bogus, excuses for encouraging 
fear and paranoia and for justifying massive 
arms budgets and imperialist military adven-
tures all around the world.

Wars are an expression of class confl ict, 
waged either directly or indirectly by the 
capitalist ruling class to increase its wealth or 
power – or both. Peace activists who view war 
as purely a moral issue and ignore the question 
of who gains from it fi nancially cannot hope to 
understand why wars not only persist but have 
become so prevalent.

Irish peace activist Mairead Corrigan 
Maguire won the 1976 Nobel Peace Prize for 
her work for peace in Northern Ireland. But she 
is baffl ed by the wars that continue to plague 
us today. In an article entitled The Disturbing 
Expansion of the Military-Industrial Complex 
written for IPS America earlier this year, she 
asked “How can we explain that in the 2lst 
century we are still training millions of men 

and women in our armed forces and sending 
them to war?”

Because, Mairead, war is big business and 
big business needs war to protect and expand 
its profi ts and to suppress those people who 
oppose its greed.

She points out with admirable common 
sense that “a civilian-based non-military diplo-
matic-political policy has more chance of suc-
ceeding in solving a violent confl ict.” Which 
would be a telling point if capitalism were at all 
interested in solving violent confl icts. But it’s 
not. In fact, it is much more interested in creat-
ing violent confl icts. They are literally good 
for business. That is why, as she says, “every 
day through our television and local culture, we 
are subjected to the glorifi cation of militarism 
and bombarded with war propaganda by gov-
ernments telling us we need nuclear weapons, 
arms manufacturers, and war to kill the killers 
who might kill us.”

But it’s not just killing. As Mairead 
Maguire also notes, “there is the cost to the 
environment and the cost to human potential 
as our scientists waste their lives planning and 
researching even more horrifi c weapons which 
increasingly, in modern war, kill more civilians 
than combatants.” This latter is not acciden-
tal. It is no unfortunate by-product of “modern 
war”, it is modern war.

The world-wide opposition to using (or 
even threatening to use) nuclear weapons has 
forced imperialism to fi nd ways to increase the 
destructiveness of conventional weapons, to 
the delight of the military industrial complex, 
which is called upon to produce ever more 
sophisticated weapons and delivery systems. 

Today, imperialism can reduce a country to 
rubble using conventional weapons alone and 
not leave it a radio-active wasteland. A waste-
land, yes, but not radioactive.

Look at Iraq, where in Ms Maguire’s words, 
“the United States and the United Kingdom 
committed genocide against the Iraqi people 
when, between 1990 and 2012, they killed 3.3 
million people – including 750,000 children 
– through sanctions and wars.” [“Shock and 
Awe” indeed.] Look at Libya, where the after-
math of NATO’s invasion has been not only 
the murder of its leader Muammar Gaddafi  and 
the destruction of its economy but continuing 
civil war between rival military strong men for 
control of its oil.”

People in many countries, as Ms Maguire 
points out, “live their lives struggling with the 
roots of violence, some of which are poverty, 
war, militarism, occupation, racism and fas-
cism. They have seen that they release uncon-
trollable forces of tribalism and nationalism. 
These are dangerous and murderous forms of 
identity which we need to transcend.

“To do this, we need to acknowledge that 
our common humanity and human dignity are 
more important than our different traditions; to 
recognise that our lives and the lives of others 
are sacred and we can solve our problems with-
out killing each other; to accept and celebrate 
diversity and otherness; to work to heal the 
‘old’ divisions and misunderstandings; to give 
and accept forgiveness, and to choose listening, 
dialogue and diplomacy; to disarm and demili-
tarise as the pathway to peace.”

However, the heads of the armament cor-
porations, the heads of all the sections of the 

military-industrial-complex, in fact, who are 
making obscene profi ts from the euphemisti-
cally-named “defence industries”, are unlikely 
to willingly agree to “disarm and demilitarise” 
any more than they are likely to want to enter 
on to a “pathway to peace”. No, they will have 
to be made to go there.

Mairead Maguire is to some extent aware 
of this. She writes: “The whole of civilisation 
is now facing a challenge with the growth of 
what President Dwight Eisenhower (1953-
1961) warned the US people against – the mili-
tary/industrial complex – saying that it would 
destroy US democracy.

“We know now that a small group made 
up of the military/industrial/media/corporate/
academic elite, whose agenda is profi t, arms, 
war and valuable resources, now holds power 
worldwide and has a stronghold on elected gov-
ernments. We see this in the gun and Israeli 
lobbies, among others, which wield great power 
over US politics.

“We have witnessed this in ongoing wars, 
invasions, occupations and proxy wars, all 
allegedly in the name of ‘humanitarian inter-
vention and democracy’. However, in reality, 
they are causing great suffering, especially to 
the poor, through their policies of arms, war, 
domination and control of other countries and 
their resources.

“Unmaking this agenda of war and demand-
ing the implementation of justice, human rights 
and international law is the work of the peace 
movement.” And that means actively cam-
paigning against Australia’s involvement in 
imperialism‘s military adventures in Afghani-
stan, Iraq, Syria and elsewhere. 
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Mining companies in Aus-
tralia are ripping off super 

profi ts and paying peanuts in taxes 
and only a pittance in royalties (for 
all the whinging they do). They can 
accordingly afford to buy themselves 
industrial peace by paying their work-
ers very high wages. Workers driving 
giant trucks or mechanical buckets 
can be earning a six-fi gure salary. 
The “fl y-in-fl y-out” lifestyle might 
disrupt their home-life, but the lure 
of the money is overwhelming. But 
as more than one academic points out 
in the fi nal episode of Flying Miners 
(ABC1 Tuesday October 28 at 
8.30pm), mining money can also be 
a trap. Bigger wages brings shinier 
toys and bigger bills and before they 
know it, they can never go back to a 
9 to 5 job as they have too many toys 
to pay for.

Much of the episode is concerned 
with the effects of mining money on 
the Indigenous community. Despite 
a chequered and controversial his-
tory with the mining industry, some 
argue it is better to sleep with the 
enemy than miss out on the spoils 
of the mining boom. Theoretically, 
Indigenous communities should be 
able to play mining companies off 
against each other to get the highest 
price, but mining companies are too 
wily for that. If they don’t compete 
with each other the communities are 
left with a “take it or leave it” situ-
ation, in which they cannot afford 
to leave it. As for jobs, Indigenous 
people who get jobs in mining are 

well paid, of course, but they are still 
only workers, at the bottom of the 
heap. And the mining companies are 
looking at ways of “cutting costs”.

Automated, computer-controlled 
giant trucks, mechanical shovels, 
railways, etc, all without any work-
ers at all. That is the next step, and 
one that is not far off. For the FIFO 
workers, the writing is already on 
the wall. Mining companies will still 
make huge profi ts, but the workers 
who created the boom originally will 
be tossed out to fi nd other work. If 
civilian life is hard for them to adjust 
to now, it is going to be much harder 
when they are unemployed in the 
Australia that Hockey and Abbott 
are forging.

Sightseers (SBS 2 Wednesday 
October 29 at 8.30pm) is a 

British movie described as a “black 
comedy”. That means – these days 
– that it contains lots of killings. 
Comedy noir used to mean that the 
fi lm had a dark theme, often to do 
with death, but not simply that there 
were lots of killings.

Starring Steve Oram and Alice 
Lowe, who also wrote it with Amy 
Jump, the film was directed by 
Ben Wheatley who made the well-
received Kill List. Peter Bradshaw 
reviewing the fi lm for the British 
Guardian found “the encounters 
between the naturalistically con-
ceived antiheroes and the incidental, 
sketch-comedy posh characters is a 
little uneasy. By the end, I got the 
sense that in terms of character and 
narrative the fi lm was running out of 
ideas – just a bit.”

However, he looked at it again 
on its theatrical release and this 
time said “It’s a distinctive and bru-
tally unsettling piece of work.” Kim 
Newman wrote in Empire magazine 
that Sightseers is a “uniquely Brit-
ish blend of excruciating comedy of 
embarrassment and outright grue, not 
quite as disorientating in its mood 
shifts as Kill List but just as impres-
sive a fi lm.”

However, the praise wasn’t unan-
imous. The Financial Times’ Nigel 
Andrews conclusion was “There are 
a few laughs; a few wise nods. But 
before the end fatigue arrives and 
doesn’t go away.”

Anyone who has visited a 
natural history museum 

knows that using stuffed animals in 
a simulated environment allows one 
to observe them in greater close-up 
detail than can often be obtained 
from a living animal which won’t 
stand still. However, as All Creatures 
Great And Stuffed (ABC2 Wednes-
day October 29 at 9.30pm) shows 
all too clearly, taxidermy (the art of 
stuffi ng and mounting dead animals) 
is now being used by people whose 
interests are far from scientifi c.

In the USA, people’s dead pets 
are stuffed (for a hefty fee, of course) 
and displayed in their homes. In Brit-
ain, a young woman stuffs animals 
killed on the road, puts clothes on 
them and sells them as high-priced 
“works of art”. Another enterpris-
ing chap stuffed his dead cat, fi tted it 
with propellers on each outstretched 
leg and fl ew it as a bizarre model 
plane.

This vaguely distasteful program 
made me wonder about the mental 
health of the societies portrayed. As 
in everything else, the intrusion of 
business into the world of taxider-
my has brought with it an unfeeling 
grossness that verges on the obscene.

Every spring, two million par-
tygoers fl ock to Cancun for 

a week or two of pure hedonism. 
The Mexican resort is second only to 
Ibiza in the minds of partying young 
Brits. Crime, Carnage and Cancun, 
the title of this week’s episode of 
Stacey Dooley Investigates (SBS2 
Thursday October 30 at 9.30pm), 
really says it all. Besides checking 
out the crime, Stacey reveals what 
life is really like for the thousands of 
Mexican hotel workers who cater to 
the vacationers.

The Haunting Hour (ABC3 
Friday October 31 from 

7.30pm) is a stand-alone horror story 
aimed at children, and based on the 

series of short stories by critically 
acclaimed horror author, RL Stine. 
Described as “children’s suspense”, 
these stories are very reminiscent of 
’50s “adult” drama series like The 
Twilight Zone, only without their 
conviction. In this hour-long fi rst 
episode (really two half-hour epi-
sodes combined), if this were a Twi-
light Zone, the little girl who turns 
into a doll would have been left for 
the garbage collectors to collect and 
the malevolent doll who had turned 
into a little girl would have taken her 
place in the family.

But this is not by Rod Serling, 
so the result is up-beat. The serious 
problems the doll revealed in the 
family’s relationships are simply 
ignored in a hasty happy ending. 
Still, I suspect that kids will like 
it. 
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Annie Wallam in Flying Miners (ABC1 Tuesday October 28 at 8.30pm).
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Why did Russia support the 
United States? Not that long ago, 
there was heated debate on the 
USA’s interference in the internal 
affairs of Syria and Ukraine. In 
fact, the United States wants to 
destroy Russia by the hands of 
Ukrainian fascists. Yet, Russia 
supported the States. Why so?

Russia has its list of terrorist 
organisations. Some of them, includ-
ed on our list, are not included on 
the list of the United States. They 
consider them fi ghters for freedom 
and democracy and support some 
of them. Russia calls for the coor-
dination of databases of terrorist 
organisations, so that they are clearly 
considered as terrorist organisations 
for the whole world. In this case, it 
would be possible to catch members 
of such organisations and bring them 
to trial, rather than simply bomb sov-
ereign states. Russia voted for coor-
dinated legal international action.
Do we have a certain interest at 
this point?

Of course. The USA and Turkey 
did not consider ISIS a terrorist 
organisation. Russia does not consid-
er the Kurdistan Workers’ Party a ter-
rorist organisation, but the Americans 
consider them as such. Russia con-
siders the Muslim Brotherhood a ter-
rorist organisation, but the Americans 
do not. We have different opinions. 
Even Egypt found Muslim Broth-
erhood a terrorist organisation. So 
we do have our own interests here. 

Moreover, Russia may even restrict 
the Americans in their actions to a 
certain extent. It is very hard to con-
vince the Americans to give up their 
positions. They are stubborn, even if 
they are wrong. This is their view and 
their policy.
Russian Foreign Minister Lavrov 
diplomatically did not name those 
who are directly responsible for 
the growing threat of the Islamic 
State. He said that the bombing of 
Libya and the Syrian confl ict led 
to the fact that ISIS now poses a 
huge threat to the world. He does 
not call Western countries respon-
sible for that. Is it a part of covert 
struggle to change the Americans’ 
position on Ukraine, support the 
USA in the fi ght against ISIS 
and obtain their neutrality in 
Novorossiya?

The rhetoric of the Russian for-
eign minister represents Russian 
diplomatic school. His remarks are 
indeed diplomatic. He is absolutely 
correct not to name responsible sides 
specifi cally, because it includes the 
entire intelligence network of the 
United States represented by Al-Qae-
da and Al-Nusra, from which ISIS 
broke away. These are the structures 
that the Americans created. 
They invested from three to nine 
billion in Bin Laden. Where did 
Al-Qaeda go? 

Each of those organisations per-
forms a specifi c function.

Al-Qaeda let the Americans 

invade the Middle East, Afghani-
stan and farther – they have bases 
on the territory of the former Soviet 
Union already. Al-Qaeda quietly 
disappeared. But fi rst, the American 
leadership was using Al-Qaeda to 
intimidate the world and the Ameri-
can society. Records of Bin Laden’s 
threats would appear regularly. 
Today, instead of audio recordings, 
the world watches video, in which 
terrorists behead hostages. And once 
again, the United States starts shak-
ing the international community, con-
vincing all and everyone that one has 
to bomb them and so on and so forth.
Do you think all of this is staged?

All of this is a game of the USA. 
They punish the forces that do not 
want to obey the Americans. Those 
who do, receive support and help 
from the USA. American schizo-
phrenic McCain always speaks 
cynically and impudently. This is 
the style of American diplomacy – 
hypocritical and cynical diplomacy. 
McCain says that he is constantly in 
touch with American partners, that 
the United States considers them 
fi ghters against the regime of dictator 
Assad. They put Assad on a par with 
these ISIS thugs. If everything goes 
according to the American scenario, 
they support them. If someone goes 
against the US line, the Americans 
punish them.
What is the ultimate goal of this 
scenario?

Of course, the goal of the Ameri-
can foreign policy is to destroy 
Russia. Another goal of theirs is 
China. All of these processes that 
take place in the Middle East were 
launched in the United States target-
ing Russia and China.
Is the current bombing of ISIS in 
Syria a start of the operation that 
will then proceed to the destruc-
tion of Bashar Assad?

Of course. The Americans supply 
weapons to the so-called Liberation 
Army, but it is very weak. Al-Nus-
ra, ISIS and other groups captured 
warehouses of that army. There are 

no Syrians in those organisations, 
because the Syrians do not want to 
destroy their country. There are mer-
cenaries from all over the Islamic 
world, from the former Soviet Union.

By bombing, the Americans want 
to strengthen the organisation that 
they control, so that this organisa-
tion defeats Syria afterwards. There 
is a version that the head of the 
Islamic State, al-Baghdadi, is a citi-
zen of Israel, who was put into that 
organisation. He had been in Ameri-
can prisons, but then the Americans 
freed him and made him a leader. The 
Americans were trying to do the same 
with Al-Nusra, but failed. Those guys 
were more ruthless, more cunning, 
more daring. ISIS crushed the Syrian 
opposition and Al-Nusra because 
they had a universal ideology. Now 
they have territory, caliphate, leader, 
money, army.

ISIS has everything. It has mem-
bers from Jehovah’s Witnesses, from 
archaic Judaism, from the criminal 
world ... That is, they built a fi ne, 
universal and simple ideology. The 
main idea of it is the false under-
standing of the end of the world. To 
be saved, one needs to unite and go 
to the end of the world together. In 
another world, they will have beauti-
ful women, etc.
If this is a script for the destruc-
tion of Russia and China, why is 
the Russian government being 
so inactive in its responses? Why 
doesn’t Russia ship arms to 
Assad? Why doesn’t Russia pro-
test against the bombing of Syria? 
Where did this protest go?

For many years, our country was 
running the foreign policy of total 
retreat and defeat. During this time, 
a part of the liberal elite has pen-
etrated into the structures of power; 
there is a very powerful force in oli-
garchic circles that do not support 
Russia’s national interests. They 
support Western policies. Our lead-
ership is fragmented, so it can not 
be more confi dent, more rigid in its 
actions.

Probably, it could also be due to 
the fact that Russia is economi-
cally weak compared to America. 
Have sanctions put pressure on 
us?”

They did, but Russia is a self-
suffi cient country. It has all resourc-
es that one needs. The main thing is 
how to organise them. If it wasn’t 
for those saboteurs, who had been 
investing in Western banks for 25 
years, rather than the Russian econo-
my, science and education, we would 
be the most prosperous country in the 
world. We have so many opportuni-
ties. Despite the brain drain during 
the 1990s, Russia still has a scientifi c 
and technical potential. Yet, those, 
who sympathise with the West, do 
not want that to happen. It is con-
venient for them to make money here 
and then invest it in the West. Their 
children study in the West. Money is 
invested there.

The West accuses Russia of 
corruption. Where do Russian cor-
rupt offi cials go? Have any of them 
escaped to India or China, for exam-
ple? No. All of them escaped to the 
West. Westerners take what they 
want. They declared Muammar 
Gaddafi’s money the money of a 
dictator and put a trillion dollars into 
their pockets. They can do just the 
same to the money of Russian oli-
garchs. Just as easily, they can arrest 
accounts and confi scate all money. 
The Americans clearly gave a signal 
to Russian oligarchs: kill Putin or 
remove him by any means, and we 
will continue welcoming you.
Why doesn’t Putin respond to 
that?

We have neither NKVD, nor 
Gestapo. One needs to have it done 
in a civilised way, not to shock the 
society. Vladimir Putin gave a clear 
signal that Russia won’t let down 
Syria, South Ossetia, Abkhazia 
and the Crimea. The Americans 
understand that Russia is becoming 
stronger.
Pravda.ru 

ISIS is a scenario 
to destroy Russia

MELBOURNE 
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Collingwood Town Hall 
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PERTH 
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8 William St Fremantle

Lyuba Lulko

The UN Security Council unanimously, which is a rare occasion 
during the recent years, adopted a resolution on the fight 
against terrorism. Pravda.Ru interviewed executive secretary of 
the Presidium of the Academy of Geopolitical Problems, Araik 
Stepanyan, about old and new threats in the Middle East and in the 
whole world.


