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The Howard government years were a 
disaster for Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander people. That government led a 
rear-guard action to deny the reality of 
the 1788 invasion, to deny the policies of 
genocide, to refuse to recognise the mon-
strous history of the Stolen Generations 
and, above all, to limit, delay and, if pos-
sible, scuttle the land claims of Indigenous 
Australians.

Appealing to latent racist tendencies and 
a widespread perception that Aboriginal peo-
ples received special treatment, the Howard 
government denied the existence of the Stolen 
Generations and refused to consider an apol-
ogy for the policies of earlier governments, 
dramatically reduced spending on Aboriginal 
affairs, disbanded the Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander Commission (ATSIC) in 2005, 
watered down Native Title legislation, and 
even attempted to interfere in the curriculum 
of schools and universities and the approach 
of museums in representing the treatment of 
indigenous peoples in Australia’s colonial past, 
was the only national, democratically elected 
indigenous voice.

In June 2007, his government launched the 
“emergency intervention” into the Northern 
Territory. Two months later the Northern 
Territory Emergency Response Act was passed, 
giving the government power to acquire 
Aboriginal land and hold back 50 percent of all 
welfare payments for “necessary items”. The 
government scrapped the permit system which 
had enabled Aboriginal communities to control 
entry into their land and deal with social issues 
such as alcohol abuse.

Behind the intervention in the Northern 
Territory was the desire of the capitalist cor-
porations to wrest control of Aboriginal lands 
from the local communities so they could 
better exploit the mineral wealth below.

A new Aboriginal activism began to devel-
op in response to the ultra-right wing Howard 
government’s onslaught on Aboriginal rights 
and land ownership.

Apology
With the election of the Rudd Labor gov-

ernment in late 2007, a new sense of hope 
developed among Aboriginal people.

Responding to an overwhelming demand, 
expressed in the intense and broad struggle 
which swept him and the Labor Party to offi ce, 
Prime Minister Rudd made a full apology to 
the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people 
in Federal Parliament on February 13, 2008.

This was an important symbolic act and a 
signifi cant contribution to healing and reconcil-
iation between Indigenous and non-Indigenous 
Australians.

However, little has been done since that 
fi rst highly emotional act of the Rudd gov-
ernment which continued to support the NT 

intervention. There was a growing sense of dis-
illusion among many in the Aboriginal com-
munity about the effectiveness and intent of the 
ALP policies. Rudd’s commitments remained 
empty promises.

The campaign for justice for Lex Wotton, a 
respected community leader from Palm Island, 
became a symbol of the long struggle against 
racism and the state-sanctioned killings of 
Indigenous Australians.

After the brutal death in custody on 
Palm Island of Indigenous activist Mulrunji 
Doomadgee, Lex Wotton was arrested and 
charged for being part of the justifi able protests 
against the murder. The police offi cer charged 
with Doomadgee’s death was acquitted. Wotton 
was jailed for six years. The double standards 
are blatant.

The trial, conviction and jailing of Lex 
Wotton remains a national disgrace. He suc-
cessfully sued the Queensland Police Service 
for unlawful racial discrimination.

Land Rights
Central to the fulfilment of Aboriginal 

rights is the possession by Aboriginal commu-
nities of communal and inalienable title to their 
land, including the minerals and other natural 
resources on and within it and in adjacent seas.

Conservative forces, above all the big 
(mostly foreign) pastoral and mining concerns 
refuse to recognise the Aborigines and Torres 
Strait Islanders as the original occupiers and 
owners of the land.

For the ruling class of capitalist Australia 
private property is sacred, not concepts of jus-
tice or what is right.

The Communist Party of Australia remains 

committed to the campaign to win recognition 
of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
peoples as the original occupiers and owners 
of Australian territory and their right to own 
and control their land and resources.

CPA Policies
The CPA recognises that the issues con-

fronting indigenous Australia are complex, 
resulting from a long history of colonisation, 
dispossession and injustice and require long-
term policy solutions.

The CPA also supports fi nancial and other 
support for programs under Aboriginal control 
to upgrade Aboriginal health, employment, 
housing and educational standards. Support 
must be provided for the maintenance and 
enrichment of the culture and beliefs of the 
Indigenous people.

The CPA recognises the development of 
a new Indigenous activism in response to the 
ultra-conservative policies of successive gov-
ernments. In response to the continuing diver-
sity of the Australian Indigenous community 
the CPA encourages wide-ranging discussions 
and consultation in seeking support for its 
program.

More specifi cally the CPA supports:
• Communal and inalienable land rights for 

Aboriginal communities.
• An immediate review of the effectiveness 

of the Native Title legislation with a 
view to strengthening the powers of 
Aboriginal communities wishing to oppose 
developments, in particular by the mining 
transnationals.

• The immediate rescinding of the Northern 
Territory Emergency Response Act and its 

discriminatory provisions for Aboriginal 
peoples and the reinstatement of the Racial 
Discrimination Act in the NT.

• The restoration of the Community 
Development and Employment Program 
(CDEP) program to all Indigenous 
communities that request it.

• The establishment of a genuinely 
representative national Aboriginal advisory 
body to be elected by registered Aboriginal 
voters at the same time as each Federal 
election.

• The ongoing campaign for the restoration 
of unpaid wages to Aboriginal peoples as a 
result of previous “protection” policies.

• A federal inquiry or royal commission 
into the death of Mulrunji Doomadgee and 
subsequent events on Palm Island including 
the imprisonment of Lex Wotton and reports 
of Queensland police harassment of his 
supporters.

• The establishment of a Federal Ombudsman 
with sole responsibility for investigating 
complaints by Indigenous people of their 
treatment by the criminal justice system 
of the states, territories and Australian 
governments.

• The abolition of the current celebration of 
Australia Day and its replacement by a more 
meaningful, respectful and relevant national 
day that can be celebrated by all Australians, 
Indigenous and non-indigenous.

• The introduction of compulsory Aboriginal 
Studies programs in teacher training courses 
and in the school curriculum and, where 
practical and applicable, the introduction of 
Aboriginal language programs in schools.

Continued on page 2
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It is irony, if not poetic justice, that the Turnbull gov-
ernment, with its un-Australian abuse of the human rights 
of asylum seekers on Manus Island, is coming apart at the 
seams as increasing numbers of government representatives 
in Parliament are exposed as being un-Australians by birth.

Driven by the jackboot mentality of the fascist-minded ele-
ments in the Liberal-National Coalition, all the basic elements 
of the “f” word are there: the brutal disregard of human rights, 
suppression of democracy, increased exploitation, preparations 
for war, chauvinism, racism and the abandonment of all moral 
principles.

As the Guardian went to press the Manus siege was tight-
ened another notch when PNG police and immigration offi cers 
entered Oscar and Delta compounds of the Manus detention 
centre and began emptying the tanks and turning over the 
water bins being used by the refugees to collected the rain 
water that has kept the refugees alive the last 10 days.

The offi cers are also systematically removing tents that the 
refugees have used for cooking and for sleeping outside to avoid 
the unbearable heat. More perimeter fencing is being removed 
leaving the refugees even more exposed to possible attack.

“Everyone in the tropics knows how precious water is and 
how quickly dehydration can become a serious medical issue. 
Denied water and with medical help sometimes delayed for 
hours, refugee lives are being put at risk,” said Ian Rintoul, 
spokesperson for the Refugee Action Coalition.

“We are again calling for the immigration minister to end 
the siege and restore food, water and services.”

Rintoul called those action on Manus – in concert with 
Immigration Minister Peter Dutton’s appearance at a lavish 
fundraising dinner in Sydney – “disgusting”.

“Dutton is kidding himself if he thinks anti-refugee brutality 
can save the Turnbull government. The siege on Manus, the 
gratuitous use of state power against defenceless individuals 
symbolises everything that sees the government relentlessly 
sink in the opinion polls.”

The PNG Supreme Court has declined to issue an injunction 
to restore immediately food, water, and power to the Manus 
detention centre. The Chief Justice found that while the ap-
plicant’s (Behrouz Boochani) human rights may have been 
breached, that damages rather than an injunction is the suitable 
remedy.

The lawyers in the case will appeal this fi nding. The decision 
of the PNG Supreme Court does not alter the inhumanity of 
the siege on Manus Island, nor alter the role of the Australian 
government.

Nor does it alter the fact that Manus is unsafe and settlement 
in PNG is impossible. The onus is still on the government to 
provide the safety and security that the refugees and asylum 
seekers need.

The refugees and asylum seekers have made it clear that 
they will not leave the detention centre. “We had no expectation 
from the court,” one refugee told the Refugee Action Coalition.

They were unlawfully transported to PNG; they have 
been unlawfully held in detention. They must be immediately 
evacuated.

“The Turnbull government will never live down what they 
have done on Manus,” Rintoul stated, saying that the refugee 
movement will do whatever it can to support and sustain the 
refugees inside the detention centre, and keep fi ghting for the 
government to bring them here.

More than 300 Manus Island residents have signed a peti-
tion calling for all asylum seekers and refugees to be returned 
to Australia. The petition, organised by the Manus Alliance 
Against Human Rights Abuse, is addressed to PNG Prime 
Minister and the PNG Chief Justice

The petition was presented to the governor at the Manus 
Provincial Government offi ces and despite some threatening 
behaviour from the governor towards the petitioners, he person-
ally accepted the petition.
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Communism is Soviet power plus 
the electrifi cation of the whole country.

Lenin – December 20, 1920
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PRESS FUND
The mass media was certainly quick to cover a demonstration in 
support of asylum seekers during which the jacket of Tony Abbott’s 
sister, Christine Forster, got torn. The incident was regrettable 
but in comparison, the fate of asylum seekers held indefinitely in 
offshore detention is a tragedy. The perpetrator will be charged 
over the torn jacket. However, no members of the government 
will be charged over the mental or physical injury, loss of life or 
indefinite, illegal imprisonment of hundreds of asylum seekers 
currently held in offshore detention centres on behalf of the 
government. If you think this is unjust, as we do, why not support 
us by sending in a Press Fund contribution for the next issue? 
Many thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:
D Bastin $100, C Greer $50, D Humphries $40, MM $10, 
“Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $15, S Talbot $100
This week’s total: $320 Progressive total: $6,310

The un-Australians

Continued from page 1
Many of the planks of this pro-

gram would see the Commonwealth 
fi nally using the powers given to it in 
an overwhelming vote by the people 
of Australia in the Referendum of 
1967. Action is needed now.

The working class, trade unions 
and community movements must 
unite with the Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander movements to win 
their rights.

Land Rights
For at least 60,000 years or 

more Aboriginal people lived on this 
continent, owning, caring for and 
being sustained by the land. With 
their deep knowledge of nature and 
respect for the environment in which 
they lived, they developed a success-
ful economy and a rich spiritual and 
cultural life.

In 1788, the British invaded 
this land and used military force to 
begin the land grab which continues 
to this day. The Aboriginal people 
fought back to protect their lands. 
Aboriginal people suffered murder 
on a huge scale, death through dis-
ease and poverty, and the deliberate 
destruction of much of Aboriginal 
traditional society.

Despite having to fi ght a war for 
the land, the British declared this 
continent terra nullius – that the land 

was empty and belonged to no-one 
when they colonised it.

For over 200 years the lie of 
terra nullius was the cruel and brutal 
cover for the mass murder, for the 
refusal to recognise Australia’s 
Indigenous race as people, for the 
forced removal of children from their 
families, for the inhuman exploita-
tion of the labour of Aboriginal 
people, for the racist treatment and 
apartheid Aboriginal people have 
been subjected to. Terra nullius was 
the justification for the denial of 
Land Rights.

But the Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander people have survived 
and their struggle for Land and 
Justice has never ceased.

In June 1992, the High Court of 
Australia recognised the concept of 
Native Title, stating it had existed 
before settlement and had continued 
after colonisation. However, it said 
Native Title was extinguished when-
ever land had been sold or set aside 
for some other purpose.

The Howard government’s 
amendments to the Native Title Act 
opened the way for another massive 
land grab by miners and pastoralists 
as their leases were converted (de 
facto) to freehold.

This brought “certainty” to 
miners and pastoralists, the cer-
tainty of knowing their ill-gotten 

wealth and profi ts were secure. But 
for Aboriginal people it is, as then 
Northern Land Council Chairman 
Galarrwuy Yunupingu said, “the 
fi nal drink from the poisonous water 
hole”.

Even though Native Title opens 
the way for only a small number 
of Aboriginal people to make land 
claims, it should none-the-less be 
protected from efforts to destroy it.

The High Court’s extremely 
narrow interpretation of Native Title 
in effect cuts off most Aboriginal 
people from making legitimate 
claims to land.

Aboriginal people should not be 
forced to accept the racist legal fi c-
tion that land they have been forcibly 
prevented from maintaining a “con-
tinuing association” with is therefore 
the property of the colonisers for all 
time.

In addition to Native Title for 
the few, there should be Land Rights 
for all Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander people.

Land Rights mean recognition 
of Aboriginal prior ownership of 
all the continent of Australia. There 
must be legislation to return land to 
its traditional owners on the basis of 
traditional ownership, religious asso-
ciation, long occupancy and/or need, 
including full rights to minerals and 
other natural resources. 

CPA 13th Congress 

For Land and Justice

Congress Special Appeal
From December 1-3 this year, elected delegates representing Communist Party organisations from 
all over Australia will gather in Sydney for the 13th National Congress of the Communist Party of 
Australia. There will be an opening on the Friday night, December 1, to which all Guardian readers, 
their families and friends are invited. (See page 12 for details)

As you can imagine, the costs associated with holding a National Congress are quite considerable with 
delegates coming from as far away as Perth, the printing of documents, etc. The CPA has launched a 
Special Appeal to help defray these costs.

We have set a target of $10,000 and are appealing to Guardian readers, Party members and supporters 
to contribute what they can to this Appeal. We are off to a slow start so please did deep. Every little 
helps. To contribute, please fill in the form below or write your details on a separate piece of paper to 
send with your contribution. Payment by credit card can also be phoned in on 02 9699 8844.

All contributions will be acknowledged in the Guardian, with the names of contributors unless other- 
wise requested. We look forward to your support for this important occasion. This week we would like 
to thank the following for their generous contributions:

Max Callahan $100, KM $15, Jim Doyle $100.

This week’s total: $215.00

13th CPA Congress $10,000 Financial Appeal 

I, (Name) ...............................................................................................................................

Address ............................................... wish to contribute $ ............... to the above Appeal. 
I enclose a Cheque/Money Order/Cash for that amount (made out to “CPA”). Payment may 
also be made by Credit Card by fi lling the information below: 
Credit Card minimum $20   □ Visa    □ Mastercard

Name on the card .................................... Signature: ......................................... 

Card Number _________ _________ _________ _________ Expiry Date __ __ / __ __

I □ agree/ □ disagree to having my name published in the Guardian in acknowledgement of my contribution. 
Send to 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010 or phone through on 02 9699 8844.


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Fury as government 
rejects Voice to Parliament
Rudi Maxwell

Referendum Council co-chair Pat 
Anderson and other Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander people involved in 
the Uluru Statement from the Heart have 
delivered a scathing assessment of Prime 
Minister Malcolm Turnbull’s decision to 
reject out of hand an Indigenous Voice to 
Parliament.

“Malcolm Turnbull has turned himself 
into the latest mission manager – he knows 
what’s best for us,” Anderson told ABC TV. 
“But also he’s omniscient because he knows 
how the Australian public are going to vote at 
a referendum.

“He has broken the bipartisan partner-
ship he had with the other major parties. It’s 
been a bad couple of days for us all – it defi -
nitely has. Why did he ask us? The work of 
the Referendum Council came at the end of a 
10-year process. It’s not something that just 
happened.

“Number one on our terms of reference 
was to go out and ask Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander people what we wanted. We 
told him and he said, ‘Nah, we’re not doing 
that.’ Why ask us? Just do it, like generations 
of decision makers have been doing to us.”

The Referendum Council’s fi nal report, 
which was published in July, recommended an 
Indigenous voice to Parliament.

The report came after a council-led 
Indigenous consultation process, which con-
sisted of a series of meetings, leading up to 
the Uluru convention in May, when delegates 
delivered the Uluru Statement from the Heart. 
The statement included a call for treaty, makar-
rata, truth-telling and an Indigenous Voice to 
Parliament.

The news that the Turnbull government 
was going to reject the Referendum Council’s 
recommendation leaked to Brisbane’s Courier 
Mail. On the following night, Turnbull, 
Indigenous Affairs Minister Nigel Scullion 
and Attorney-General George Brandis put out 
a statement, describing a voice to Parliament as 
a “radical change”.

“The Turnbull government has careful-
ly considered the Referendum Council’s call 
to amend the Constitution to provide for a 

national Indigenous representative assembly to 
constitute a ‘Voice to Parliament’,” they said.

“The government does not believe such an 
addition to our national representative institu-
tions is either desirable or capable of winning 
acceptance in a referendum.

“We have listened to the arguments put 
forward by proponents of the voice, and 
both understand and recognise the desire 
for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
Australians to have a greater say in their own 
affairs.

“We acknowledge the values and the aspi-
rations which lie at the heart of the Uluru 
Statement. People who ask for a voice feel 
voiceless or feel like they’re not being heard. 
We remain committed to fi nding effective ways 
to develop stronger local voices and empower-
ment of local people.

“Our goal should be to see more Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander Australians serving 
in the House and the Senate – members of a 
Parliament which is elected by all Australians.”

Labor Senator Pat Dodson said the gov-
ernment’s response was a “kick in the guts” 
to Indigenous people. “Well, it wasn’t honour-
able,” he told ABC radio. “It wasn’t honoura-
ble because they didn’t discuss any of this with 
their own advisory committee. They didn’t dis-
cuss it with any of the Indigenous leadership.

“They certainly didn’t discuss this with the 
Opposition before they allowed a leak or a leak 
took place – and we wouldn’t even be having 
the discussion if the leak hadn’t taken place.

“So there is nothing honourable about 
what’s happened here. And certainly to then 
come back and say they made a judgement 
that a proposition that has been put by the First 
Nations people would not pass the referendum 
test ... Now, who knows that?”

Very disappointing 
National Congress of Australia’s First 

Peoples co-chair Rod Little told the Koori 
Mail that the government’s attitude was very 
disappointing.

“I think that some of the perceptions or 
assumptions that a Voice to Parliament was a 
‘radical’ move, I think the language isn’t com-
patible with what we’ve heard from govern-
ment about working with, not doing things to, 

us,” he said. “It also reinforces distrust between 
First Peoples and governments.

“There is a loss of hope, not only from 
First Peoples but also from other people who 
support recognition of First Peoples in the 
Constitution. The reconciliation work that 
has been done over the last 25 to 30 years, all 
of this work has just been undone with this 
action.”

Prominent Cape York Aboriginal man Noel 
Pearson said at least former Prime Minister 
John Howard had the grace to put the public 
question of a republic to the Australian people 
for their vote in 1999. “There could have been 
a way to say no to this, without all the egre-
gious dog whistling that is present in the Prime 
Minister’s press release,” Pearson told ABC 
radio.

Senator Scullion was tight lipped when 
asked in Senate Estimates whether he was 
rolled by Cabinet colleagues on a constitution-
ally-enshrined indigenous voice to parliament.

However, he did indicate one of the rea-
sons the government decided to reject the 
proposal. “Speaking to 3% of the population 
when you’re actually trying to deal with a 
national issue, I think was part of the fail,” 
he said.

Little pointed out that in the ACT, the 
Indigenous elected body (which he is a member 
of) has helped bring Indigenous voices to gov-
ernment. “It’s helped to make changes to ACT 
Human Rights Act – that’s the kind progress 
that can be achieved, rather than simply reject 
the proposition,” he said.

“Apparently when Turnbull spoke to 
Cabinet he said he knows what it’s like to lose 
a referendum (Turnbull was the leader of the 
failed Republican cause), well we know what 
it’s like to win.

“We won the ‘67 Referendum, and he’s not 
giving due credit to the Australian people.”
Koori Mail 

“There is nothing honourable about what’s happened here” – Labor Senator Pat Dodson.

Sydney

VIGIL DEMANDING VIGIL DEMANDING 
THAT THE USA STOP THAT THE USA STOP 

THE BLOCKADE THE BLOCKADE 
ON CUBAON CUBA

5:30 pm Friday November 17 Martin Place – Sydney

Also to stop the subversion of funds against Cuba 
and return Guantánamo to the Cuban people

Brisbane

Comrades and Friends
You are cordially invited to 

attend a celebration commemorating 
the Centenary of the Russian Revolution

Saturday November 18 from 6 pm 
El Torito Restaurant – 146 Boundary Street West End

Talks by people just returned from the celebrations in Russia and from 
the World Youth Camp held there. Food and drinks provided at reasonable rates.

PO Box 6012, Manly, Qld 4179
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The Construction Division of the 
CFMEU says the Turnbull gov-
ernment’s proposed legislation to 
control worker entitlement funds 
could lead to the loss of appren-
tice jobs, and erode the union 
movement’s ability to deliver 
vital industry health and safety 
programs.

The Fair Work Laws Amendment 
(Proper Use of Worker Benefi ts) Bill 
seeks to control worker entitlement 
funds, which support workers who 
are made redundant. Interest from 
these funds supports health, safety 
and welfare programs, training and 
education in one of the most dan-
gerous industries with high rates of 
suicide.

These programs include suicide 
prevention, high risk licensing train-
ing, drug and alcohol treatment, skin 
cancer awareness, and other voca-
tional training and education in the 
industry.

The proposed laws bestow 
regulation making powers on the 
Employment Minister, allowing for 
future Ministerial interference in 
union affairs.

CFMEU national Construction 
secretary Dave Noonan told a Senate 
Committee hearing into the Bill in 
Melbourne last week that the govern-
ment was proposing an unprecedent-
ed and unwarranted level of control 
and interference over the funds, for 
which there is no equivalent in the 
corporate world.

“If this legislation goes through, 
it leaves the door open for the 
Employment Minister to regulate 
to interfere in the running of these 
funds, making it harder for us to 

deliver lifesaving programs and 
apprenticeships,” Noonan said

“The Turnbull government has 
lost its majority and is fl oundering in 
the polls. It can’t run its own affairs, 
yet it wants to try and control union 
business and run interference.

“I would suggest the Australian 
public might be better served if 
(Minister) Michaelia Cash and the 
Prime Minister got their own house 
in order, and focused on running the 
country, not unions.”

The level of fi nancial manage-
ment and scrutiny proposed by this 
legislation goes beyond anything 
that exists for publicly listed compa-
nies that manage shareholder funds 
– which far exceed union resources.

The Bill proposes to give inde-
pendent directors the power of veto 
over funds being used for training 
and welfare purposes.

“This would give directors of 
these funds more power than other 
fund trustees and would hinder the 
ability to run vital health, safety 
and wellbeing programs for our 
industry.”

The Bill prohibits donations 
to welfare or charitable organisa-
tions, meaning support for programs 
such as “Mates in Construction” – a 
mental health/self-harm and suicide 
prevention program – would cease. 
There is no equivalent restriction in 
corporate law.

“The government is bringing in 
this legislation under the deceitful 
guise of adverse Royal Commission 
fi ndings. The measures proposed in 
the legislation go far beyond what 
was recommended by the Royal 
Commission.” 

Bupa profi ts fi rst
Nurses and care workers at 13 
of Bupa’s aged care facilities in 
Victoria have entered the third 
day of strikes and given notice 
the action will continue. Rolling 
strikes started across half of 
Bupa’s 26 Victorian nursing 
homes on Tuesday this week with 
nurses and carers striking for 
their whole morning or afternoon 
shifts on Tuesday, Thursday and 
Friday.

Around one or two workers 
are walking off a morning and an 
afternoon shift across the 13 facili-
ties with the strongest participation 
reported at Bupa Sunshine, where 
more workers have walked off some 
shifts, according to the Australian 
Nursing and Midwifery Federation 
(Victorian Branch).

The action follows almost 400 
nurses and carers from all of Bupa’s 
aged care facilities in Victoria ral-
lying outside Bupa’s corporate 
Melbourne offi ce. The industrial 
action in Victoria is part of Bupa 
workers’ campaign for increased 
staffi ng levels and better wages.

The union has been negotiating 

a new enterprise bargaining agree-
ment for nurses and carers with 
Bupa management since July 2016, 
with the two parties currently under-
going mediation with Fair Work 
Australia as they seek a resolution.

Bupa nurses and carers are 
seeking increased staffi ng levels and 
a commitment to replace all planned 
leave, the union said.

ANMF (Vic Branch) secretary 
Lisa Fitzpatrick said while residents 
have increasingly complex nurs-
ing needs there were fewer nurses. 
“Aged care nurses and carers strik-
ing for the very fi rst time is evi-
dence something is deeply wrong 
with the aged care system and the 
way employers choose to roster 
staff,” Ms Fitzpatrick said.

Nurses and carers from Bupa 
Ballarat, Bupa Caulfi eld, Bupa 
Coburg, Bupa Clayton, Bupa 
Donvale, Bupa Eastwood, Bupa 
Greensborough, Bupa Mildura, 
Bupa Portland, Bupa Sunshine, 
Bupa Templestowe, Bupa 
Thomastown, and Bupa Woodend 
are participating in the strike action, 
the union said. 

Repression grows

Young workers left out
Australian Bureau of Statistics 
data released last week shows 
that on Minister for Women and 
Employment Michaelia Cash’s 
watch, apprenticeship numbers 
have tumbled, and the share of 
women in apprenticeships has 
also fallen.

Apprenticeships are a highly 
effective path to good, steady 
employment for young people, but 
despite youth unemployment being 
in double digits nationally the LNP 
has allowed the total number of 
apprenticeships to fall by 41,000 – 
from 226,500 in 2011 to 185,400 this 
year. The share of apprenticeships 
held by women has also fallen, from 
23.5% in 2009 to 17.1% this year.

The Abbott/Turnbull LNP 

government has cut $1 billion from 
apprenticeships, cut funding to 
TAFE, completely cut the Industry 
Skills Fund, allowed open rorting of 
the visa system and brought in the 
PaTH program, which pays young 
people $4 an hour but at no cost for 
big businesses.

The youth unemployment crisis 
is entirely the creation of the Abbott/
Turnbull government’s refusal to 
invest in skills training for young 
people, coupled with its willingness 
to do anything that business asks, 
including providing young people as 
free labour and allowing the exploi-
tation of migrant workers.

“The gutting of apprentice-
ships will be part of the disastrous 
legacy of Michaelia Cash’s term 

as Employment Minister,” said 
ACTU president Ged Kearney. “The 
Minister has made savage cuts to 
skills training which we know is the 
pathway to good, steady jobs for our 
young people.

“The refusal of the LNP to do 
anything to address the youth unem-
ployment crisis is selling out an 
entire generation of young people 
who are growing up in insecure 
work, without a viable path to a 
proper job.

“We need to change the rules to 
give young people access to prop-
erly funded skills training, and end 
programs which exploit them, or 
allow the exploitation of migrant 
workers.” 

The construction industry is one of the most dangerous industries with a high rates of suicide.

Fix the crisis in aged care
The country’s largest union, 
the Australian Nursing and 
Midwifery Federation (ANMF) 
has questioned why frontline 
nurses and care staff have been 
excluded from a taskforce estab-
lished to fi x the crisis in aged care.

ANMF assistant federal sec-
retary Annie Butler labelled the 
decision to exclude workforce rep-
resentatives from the taskforce 
announced today as a major insult 
for hard-working nurses and carers 
in the aged care sector.

“It’s inconceivable that the gov-
ernment has set-up a taskforce to 
investigate workforce issues and 
plan a future workforce strategy 
without nurses and carers,” Butler 
said.

“A wide range of stakehold-
ers, from providers, consumer and 
interest groups, through to academ-
ics, have been invited to sit on the 
taskforce, but the ANMF or other 
representatives of the aged care 
workforce have been ignored.”

Nurses and carers working on 
the frontline in aged care are best 
placed to advise on what is required 
to ensure proper, safe care is pro-
vided to elderly nursing home 
residents.

They are the ones that fully 
understand the complex conditions 
of the frail aged, the skills that are 
required to attend to these condi-
tions and how many staff that takes.

“This morning, the ANMF 
called the taskforce Chair and the 

offi ce of the Minister for Aged Care 
Ken Wyatt to express our extreme 
disappointment and raise our con-
cerns that worker representatives 
have been shut out.

“However, as always, the 
ANMF will work constructively 
with any of our aged stakeholders 
as part of our commitment to fi x the 
crisis in aged care – for the sake of 
elderly nursing home residents and 
their families,” Butler said.

The ANMF, with 270,000 
members, is the industrial and pro-
fessional voice for nurses, mid-
wives and assistants in nursing in 
Australia. 

Sydney

Refugee solidarity Film-screening & discussion

6 pm Tuesday December 5
Edmund Rice Centre 15 Henley Road Homebush – 2 minute walk via Flemington station

Noam Chomsky has called Australia’s treatment of refugees “an indescribable disgrace” (personal communication). Come and 
see the remarkable 2008 fi lm, A Well-Founded Fear, followed by a discussion of where to now for justice. Phil Glendenning of 

the Edmund Rice Centre, narrator of the fi lm, will be taking part. 

Free entrance, and refreshments provided

Phone 02 8762 4200

Sydney

Farewell 
the Brigadistas 
to Cuba

2:00 pm Saturday November 25

MUA Building – 365 Sussex Street Sydney
Plus a screening of a fi lm commemorating Fidel
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It is the mark of a civilised society that it 
takes care of the health and welfare of its 
members. The sick and injured, the aged 
and infi rm are looked after by that soci-
ety’s system of government because it is 
the humane thing to do. Not to do it would 
be uncivilised.

Such civilised behaviour, however, runs 
counter to the basic tenets of capitalism, 
which is primarily concerned with increasing 
the profi ts of a privileged few at the expense 
of the majority. That privileged few deeply 
resent any expenditure by government on the 
care and welfare of the less affl uent mem-
bers of society, regarding it as theft of what is 
rightfully theirs.

When capitalism was developing and 
reaching its ascendancy, it needed fi rstly to 
build a skilled workforce – so it introduced 
free universal education – and secondly to 
allow that workforce to be renewed, so it 
yielded (reluctantly) to the workers’ struggle 
for shorter hours and better wages and condi-
tions. Publicly-provided pensions and health-
care were part of that struggle.

In the 19th century, wounded soldiers 
and sailors who were no longer of use in 
building up the empire were simply tossed 
aside, as were the numerous factory workers 
and mill hands injured in the course of their 
employment. They were left to beg, depend-
ent on charity or the evil malevolence of the 
work-house.

As workers combined to defend their inter-
ests, they were able to force employers – or 
their capitalist governments – to provide pen-
sions for the old, the injured and the otherwise 
dependent. But that was then. Now, capital-
ism is once again on the offensive, determined 
to take back all the “benefi ts” workers won 
through 200 years of often bitter struggle.

At the same time, they seek to boost cor-
porate profi ts by slashing company tax, deny-
ing governments the wherewithal to pay for 
social programs and services. Now, capitalist 
governments protest that they cannot afford 
to continue paying pensions and other forms 
of welfare. They tell the workers that they are 
“living beyond their means”, must accept grim 
“austerity” measures and must “tighten their 
belts”.

Modern technology has greatly increased 
the productivity of labour. Under Capitalism 
however, that means the system now has many 
more workers available to it than it has work 
for. Capitalism no longer has a need to assist 
workers to renew their labour power. The pro-
vision of housing, pensions, unemployment 

benefi ts or health care is no longer a priority of 
the social system.

In a throwback to the 19th century, chari-
ties are once again stretched to the limit trying 
to cope with the number of people unable to 
feed their families or provide them with shel-
ter. At the same time, capitalist governments, 
having cut their own income, are desperate to 
reduce their costs and look to eliminating or 
privatising social services. And top of their list 
for privatisation or the chop is health care.

Ever since Medicare was introduced by 
the Whitlam Labor government, successive 
Australian governments – Labor as well as 
Liberal – have been whittling away at it, trying 
to convince the Australian people to accept 
the notion that it should be offl oaded to pri-
vate enterprise. Almost alone among developed 
capitalist countries, the USA has a for-profi t 
health system, and the rest of the world watch-
es in horror as Americans struggle to cope with 
hideous costs of a trip to hospital or even a visit 
to the doctor.

Medicare in Australia introduced the con-
cept of bulk billing. When it was introduced it 
was universal but it has been cut back to the 
point where now it is becoming hard to fi nd a 
doctor who bulk bills, certainly one who bulk 
bills people who are not pensioners.

One of my sons had the unpleasant experi-
ence recently of attending a doctor’s practice 
where bulk bill patients were moved to the 
back of the queue, with other patients moved 

in ahead of them. He waited in the surgery’s 
waiting room for over four hours before he was 
seen. They made no attempt to disguise what 
was being done to the queue: instead, it was 
presented as normal, as right and proper that 
people who are not being bulk-billed should 
take precedence.

This is nothing less than the imposition of 
a two-tier health system, where the well-to-do 
get treated ahead of the “charity” patients. It is 
the exact opposite of what Medicare was sup-
posed to be. But we know that both Libs and 
Labor would like to get rid of Medicare alto-
gether and instead have a US-style for-profi t 
health care system in Australia. Under that type 
of system, health care is just another opportu-
nity for making money, a fact which appeals 
strongly to capitalists and the politicians who 
are in their pockets.

The American documentary fi lm Sicko by 
Michael Moore contrasted the profi t-driven 
US system with that prevailing in neighbour-
ing Canada, and also with the systems operat-
ing in France and Britain. Like the US, all three 
are also developed capitalist countries but their 
approach to health care is very different to that 
of the US.

In the US, a stay in hospital can bank-
rupt a family. It is now well known that many 
Americans do not bother to get their doctor’s 
prescriptions fi lled for the simple reason that 
they cannot afford to. Protest demonstra-
tions against the high cost of health care are 

commonplace. The high cost of health care 
contrasted with constant government attempts 
to cut back on health care and related services 
in order to reduce the cost to the government 
while constantly increasing military spending 
has even been the subject of a movie, Article 
99 which starred Kiefer Sutherland as a doctor 
in a veteran’s hospital who discovers that even 
US war veterans fi nd access to health care a 
nightmare.

That’s because health care under capital-
ism is a constant struggle between those con-
cerned with providing an essential service and 
those whose interest is in making a profi t. In 
Britain, the Tory government is trying to abol-
ish the much-praised National Health Service, 
introduced after WW2, but public opposition to 
such a move is fi erce.

Capitalists everywhere, however, have 
their greedy eyes on the provision of health 
care: it is an essential service and everyone 
needs it at some stage. As an opportunity for 
profi t-making, it is unparalleled. 

In the US, Donald Trump and the far 
Right of the Republican Party are busy trying 
to dismantle Obamacare, the very tentative 
health insurance scheme introduced by his 
predecessor. 

Fortunately, leading Republican John 
McCain has protested against this policy and 
thrown his considerable weight behind the 
retention of Obamacare. This fi ght is far from 
over. 

Australia

Taking Issue – Rob Gowland

Medicare or Money Care

Job cuts and tax dodgers
The Community and Public 
Sector Union (CPSU) says the Tax 
Offi ce must have its staffi ng levels 
restored and new laws enacted to 
tackle the scourge of tax evasion 
by multinational corporations and 
mega-wealthy individuals.

The union’s call has been made 
in the wake of reports of fresh 
details contained in the Paradise 
Papers, highlighting the continu-
ing problem with rich and powerful 
interests using offshore tax havens 
and complex accounting arrange-
ments to avoid paying their fair 
share of tax.

CPSU assistant national secre-
tary Michael Tull said: “The shady 
world of tax dodging uncovered 
through the Paradise Papers unfor-
tunately comes as no surprise to 
hardworking CPSU members in the 
Tax Offi ce. They’re well aware of 
the multi-billion dollar scale of this 
problem.

“It’s not good enough that mul-
tinational companies like Glencore 

are earning massive profi ts in 
Australia and then doing everything 
they can to avoid paying tax, or that 
massively wealthy celebrities and 
executives think it’s acceptable to 
dodge paying their fair share of tax.”

The union says the Tax Offi ce 
staff are doing tremendous work 
investigating tax dodgers, helped 
by the information contained in 
leaks like the Paradise and Panama 
Papers, but there’s no doubt the 
ATO has been undermined by the 
4,700 jobs cut under the Turnbull 
government and the Coalition’s 
refusal to change the rules so every-
one contributes fairly to the services 
needed.

The Turnbull government spent 
millions of dollars on a glossy TV 
advertising campaign trying to con-
vince Australians that it’s solved the 
problem of multinational compa-
nies and mega-rich individuals not 
paying their fair share of tax. The 
Paradise Papers make it pretty clear 
that’s not the case.

“The reality is the government 
has made this problem worse by 
slashing jobs and relying more and 
more heavily on labour hire and 
outsourcing,” Michael Tull point-
ed out. “To make matters worse, 
some of the private operators like 
Serco are paying little or no tax in 
Australia themselves.

“The government’s been reluc-
tant to crack down on tax evasion 
by the mega-rich but all too ready 
to make deep and unsustainable 
cuts to the critical public services 
that all Australians rely on, includ-
ing Medicare, Centrelink and many 
more.

“The government can easily 
afford to provide the world-class 
services people deserve if it makes 
everyone pay their fair share of tax. 
To do that the government must 
restore the staff and resources cut 
from the Tax Offi ce and change the 
rules so our tax system is fair to 
everyone.” 

Be more than a tourist

Join the Cuba BrigadeJoin the Cuba Brigade

cubabrigade.org.au
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University of Chicago professor 
Richard Thaler won the 2017 
Nobel Prize in economics for tell-
ing economists something that 
everyone else already knew.

One of the pioneers of what has 
come to be called “behavioural eco-
nomics,” Thaler has put forward 
the earth-shaking, profound claim 
that people do not always, or con-
sistently, act rationally. Now why 
would this seemingly commonsen-
sical observation deserve a Nobel 
Prize? Why would anyone believe 
otherwise?

Until the catastrophic collapse 
of the global economy in 2007-8, a 
signifi cant portion of US academic 
social sciences was constructed on 
the assumption that public, politi-
cal and economic behaviour could 
be understood through the prism of 
individual self-interest and the pre-
sumption of rational choice.

Though the crash cast a shadow 
over the absolute dominance of that 
assumption in the fi eld of econom-
ics, it remains the methodological 
pillar of great swaths of social sci-
entifi c research today. The crisis was 
a much needed reminder of the folly 
of investing “rationality” in econom-
ic life.

Thaler’s Nobel recognition will 
put little more than a dent in the 
long-reigning ideological disposition 
to see the individual as fundamen-
tal to scientifi c analysis, along with 
the individual’s self-acquired inter-
ests and rationally-determined goals. 
Anglo-US social scientists will con-
tinue to embrace individual ration-
al choice as the centrepiece of their 
explanatory framework, as the fun-
damental building blocks for under-
standing human behaviour.

The idea of the importance of 
individuals, interests and reason in 
explaining human action is not a new 
one. Aristotle’s conceptual model – 
the practical syllogism – sought to 
expose the logic of human action, 
basing it upon individual ends or 
desires and the knowledge of how to 
attain those ends and desires.

But Aristotle did not believe 
that reason and interests determined 
human action with the force of logic. 
Instead, he wondered why, in real 
experience, they did not produce the 
expected results, why people acted 
differently from what was, in fact, 
their best interests.

He was convinced that individ-
ual self-interest, reason, and knowl-
edge were not suffi cient to explain 
how people behaved. The break in 
the chain of goal-setting and delib-
eration was, he surmised, weakness 
of the will. In this regard, Aristotle 
anticipated Thaler by over 2,000 
years.

With the ascendancy of capi-
talism and its ideological super-
structure, the role of individuals, 
reason, and self-interest took on a 
new importance. At the heart of the 
capitalist world view is the notion 
that the individual should have the 
opportunity to place satisfaction of 
his or her wants at the centre of her 
or his world and enjoy the opportu-
nity to strive to realise those goals 
without the restraint of others (what 

came to be today’s popular, uncriti-
cally embraced concept of freedom). 
The centrality of rights-talk in the 
modern era follows inexorably.

At the same time, the capitalist 
world view required a social com-
ponent to protect and promote the 
opportunities afforded to individu-
als. Individuals cannot pursue every 
whim without denying some of the 
whims of others. Conflict would 
necessarily follow if everyone pur-
sued goals with no consideration of 
others.

On the face of it, the two ideas 
– individual freedom and social con-
straint – collide, since one person’s 
intended actions may, indeed likely 
will, intersect with the realisation of 
another’s intended action. Hence, it 
would appear that guaranteeing free-
dom of action in the particular is not 
always compatible with guaranteeing 
everyone the same freedom of action 
at the same time. Everyone can’t go 
through the same door at the same 
time; someone’s freedom of action 
must cede to the freedom of others.

Reconciling individual freedoms 
became the great challenge for think-
ers in the capitalist era. The solu-
tion, exemplifi ed canonically by the 
work of Thomas Hobbes, sought to 
resolve the confl ict between clash-
ing “freedoms” through the mecha-
nism of a contract, agreement, or 
constitution.

Reaching into the toolbox of 
rationality, defenders of the capi-
talist ethos argued that rational 
individuals would see that it was 
obviously in each and every per-
son’s best interest to accept con-
straints on individual actions. 
People would recognise that it was 
reasonable to surrender complete 
autonomy to a common good.

Thus, the consent of individu-
als to forego some freedom of action 
would serve as the bridge between 
individual choices and the common 
or general will, between the individ-
ual and the social. It would be pos-
sible to both avoid the anarchy of 
unrestrained freedom and to create 
a civil society, while retaining indi-
vidualism, rationality and the core of 
freedom as much as would be rea-
sonably possible.

While this defence of the capital-
ist world view raises as many ques-
tions as it answers, it met its greatest 
challenge from the rise of the work-
ers’ movement and the clash of 
classes.

The challenge was best articu-
lated in the work of Karl Marx and 
Friedrich Engels.

Class interests
They argued that individual 

interests and collective or common 
interests are qualitatively different. 
They saw classes as having inter-
ests over and above individual inter-
ests taken alone or in the aggregate. 
Thus, it is possible for most work-
ers to believe individually that it is 
in the interest of each and every one 
of them to sign a labour contract 
and work in a privately-owned coal-
mine under barely tolerable condi-
tions while it is true that it is in their 
interest as a class to overthrow the 

private ownership of that mine and 
not accept the contract.

Marx and Engels maintained that 
from the class perspective, from the 
perspective of the working class as a 
social whole, the elimination of the 
wage system and private ownership 
of the means of production repre-
sents the true interest of the workers. 
Or, if you like, there is a contradic-
tion between the interests of the 
workers as individuals and as a class.

This claim is not dissimilar to 
the classic tenet of informal logic, 
the fallacy of composition – proper-
ties ascribable to each individual in 
a class of individuals cannot be nec-
essarily ascribed to the class itself, 
properties of the parts are not trans-
ferred as properties to the whole. For 
example, most of the poor people 
in the world may be hungry, but the 
class of poor people is not, in any 
proper sense, hungry.

The intellectual defenders of 
capitalism seek to place shared 
rational choice (a fi ctitious “vote”) at 
the centre of its explanation of civil 
society, of the legal, moral and polit-
ical edifi ce consensually construct-
ed to promote individual freedom. 
Marxists, on the other hand, argue 
that individual consensus cannot 
exhaustively account for class inter-
ests and the ensuing action and inter-
actions of classes. The realm of the 
social is, in important ways, auton-
omous from the realm of the indi-
vidual. Bourgeois social thinking, 
grounded in the individual, leaves a 
host of social phenomena untouched, 
unexplained.

However, it is not the logical 
divide between the personal and the 
social, the gulf between the individ-
ual interests and class interests alone 
that challenges the world view erect-
ed from individualism, self-interest 
and rationality. The two centuries 
following the rise of industrial cap-
italism saw a growth and develop-
ment of the working-class ideology 
with Marxism at its core.

Revolution
In the aftermath of the second 

world war and the Chinese 
Revolution, the capitalist world 
view lost its lustre as more and more 
people in more and more places seri-
ously considered the socialist option.

Newborn countries freed from 
the colonial yoke considered social-
ist development as an alternative to 
the course recommended by their 
former colonial masters.

The Marxist method that gave 
priority to class in social analysis 
found new adherents worldwide. The 

momentum of communism threw 
capitalism into a panic, not only in 
politics, but in ideology as well.

Foundations and think tanks 
mounted a war on the growing 
credibility of the socialist option. 
Thinkers began to work feverishly to 
meet the challenge of shoring up the 
capitalist ideology against the suc-
cess of class analysis.

As SM Amadae demonstrates in 
her brilliant 2006 book Rationalising 
Capitalist Democracy: The Cold 
War Origins of Rational Choice 
Liberalism, much of the new think-
ing to legitimise capitalism sprang 
from Ford Foundation support, 
along with the Rand corporation 
and its stable of hired guns (the Ford 
Foundation played a similar role in 
supporting the effort on the cultur-
al front as Frances Stoner Saunders 
documents in her equally impressive 
book The Cultural Cold War).

While Amadae is no advocate of 
socialism, she clearly sees the con-
struction of a scientifi cally credible 
theory as an increasingly urgent and 
conscious effort to arm the capi-
talist West ideologically against 
socialism’s growing popularity. Her 
careful research shows the commit-
ment to refound anti-Marxist social 
science on the rock of rational choice 
theory and its close variants.

Rather than accept the existence 
of an explanatory framework that 
goes beyond a universe of individu-
als, rationality, and narrow interests, 
the new thinking – as embodied in 
the pioneering work of Nobel laure-
ate Kenneth Arrow – simply denies 
that there is any coherent social 
choice beyond individual choice.

Arrow demonstrates mathe-
matically that it is impossible (“the 
impossibility theorem”) for the 
rational choice calculus to generate 
coherent collective preferences from 
individual preferences. For Arrow, 
this result supports a scepticism 
about social goals expressed as col-
lective preferences. While the import 
of Arrow’s fi ndings might have gen-
erated a healthy debate, the elevated 
emotions of the cold war era and the 
ideological needs of the anti-commu-
nist academy promoted the theory – 
rational choice theory – to the head 
of the class.

A theory that “rigorously” dis-
missed the intelligibility of class 
interests was too valuable to subject 
to serious scrutiny.

One might have equally and rea-
sonably objected that any theory that 
could not account for collective pref-
erences was theoretically defective.

One could turn the tables and 

argue, as Marx would undoubtedly 
have, that collectives, social phe-
nomena were as real, as objective 
as individuals. So, a calculus that 
could not explain class interests was 
theoretically “skinny,” foundations 
built on individuals, self-interest and 
rationality alone were not suffi cient-
ly robust to serve as a foundation for 
the social sciences.

If rational choice theory cannot 
account for collective preferences, 
then jettison rational choice theory. 
But in those feverish times, Western 
academia – bourgeois social science 
– would not countenance this reduc-
tio ad absurdum argument.

“Rational Choice”
From the Arrow moment, ration-

al choice theory spread quickly to 
other social sciences. Nobel laure-
ates followed in its wake. This theory 
and its variants served as a basis for 
“grounding US capitalist democracy. 
In its guise as ‘objective’ or ‘value 
free’ social science, it is diffi cult to 
appreciate the full import of social 
choice, public choice and positive 
political theory for reconceptual-
ising the basic building blocks of 
political liberalism. In light of the 
cold war ideological struggle against 
the Soviets, this enterprise of secur-
ing the philosophical basis of free 
world institutions was critical,” in 
the words of SM Amadae.

Rational choice theory has pen-
etrated deeply into the pores of social 
science, especially in economics and 
especially in the US. Its methodo-
logical ascendance has established it 
as a gatekeeper against the inroads 
of Marxism in Western social theory.

Ironically, it has even pene-
trated into western Marxism under 
the guise of “Analytic Marxism” – 
scholars trained in rational choice 
theory drew the conclusion that 
methodological individualism, self-
interest and rationality were incom-
patible with major tenets of Marxism 
– a surprising conclusion to all but 
Marxists!

The struggle for a new politics 
based on the rejection of the domi-
nant capitalist ideology cannot be 
won without critically addressing 
the failings of rational choice theory.

A revolutionary socialist ideol-
ogy must confront it directly. It has 
left much of the social sciences in 
the US a barren, but ideological-
ly pure apologist for capitalism. It 
contaminates public policy, justify-
ing the explosion of inequality and 
the obsession with public sector 
austerity.
Morning Star 

University of Chicago’s Richard Thaler won the 2017 Nobel Prize 
in economics for stating the obvious that people do not always act 
rationally or consistently. But did one of the pioneers of “behavioural 
economics” get it right and what should a Marxist response be, asks 
Zoltan Oltan Zigedy.

A Nobel Prize for a return 
to reality?
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Lenin did not use the term 
“state monopoly capitalism” in 
Imperialism: the Highest Stage 
of Capitalism, but does describe 
the process and uses the term 
elsewhere.

The “personal link-up” between 
the banks and industry that was cov-
ered in Part 2 is supplemented by the 
“personal link-up” and organisation-
al links between both of them and the 
government. “Seats on Supervisory 
Boards,” writes [the economist] 
Jeidels, “are freely offered to per-
sons of title, also to ex-civil serv-
ants, who are able to do a great deal 
to facilitate (!!) relations with the 
authorities.” (Lenin, Imperialism: 
the Highest Stage of Capitalism, 
Progress Publishers, Moscow, 1986 
p40)

Revolving doors
Today the process continues, a 

two-way relationship between cor-
porations and fi nancial institutions 
and the government. Goldman 
Sachs, one of the largest and 
most powerful financial institu-
tions, has “revolving doors” with 
the Whitehouse. A list of person-
nel drawn up by Nachumlist.com of 
Goldman Sachs personnel work-
ing in the Whitehouse under the 
Obama administration contained 
35 names.

The Trump administration 
has taken in at least five former 
Goldman Sach employees, although 
not all have made the distance! The 
infl uence of corporations over the 
European Commission, which draws 
up legislation for the European 
Parliament, is immense.

Corporate Europe Observatory 
(CEO) has built up a database, 
Revolving Door Watch, of lob-
byists in Brussels since February 
2012, attempting to infl uence deci-
sion-makers. In the section on 
Lobbyfacts (Lobbyfacts.eu) there is 
a list of European Commissioners, 
Members of European Parliament 
(MEPs) and officials who have 
gone through the revolving doors 
into lobbying or industry jobs 
or through the same doors in the 
reverse direction.

To take a couple of examples of 
how the doors revolve:

José Manuel Barroso was 
President of the European 
Commission for 10 years and on his 
exit took up posts as an advisor and 
non-executive chairman at the US 
investment bank Goldman Sachs, the 
steering group of the highly secre-
tive Bilderberg Conferences and the 

European Business Summit amongst 
others.

Shortly after leaving the 
Commission, Charlie McCreevy 
joined the trading unit of global 
investments company BNY Mellon. 
McCreevy had been responsible for 
deregulating derivatives markets 
whilst commissioner.

Barbara Gallani was the policy 
and sustainability director and chief 
scientist at the Food and Drink 
Federation. The FDF is the indus-
try’s lobby group and fi ghts govern-
ment on such issues as regulations 
versus voluntary codes and labelling 
of products. She now works for the 
European Food Safety and Authority 
and is Head of the External Relations 
Department.

In July 2012, the top 50 biggest 
spenders on EU lobbying declared 
a total of €76.2 million but by 
2016, the top 50 declared spending 
€106.4 million, a 40 per cent over-
all increase. In Australian dollars, 
the increase is from $115.8 million 
to $161.7 million. (Current exchange 
rate €1 is AU$1.52.)

One of the largest lobbying 
fi rms Fleishman Hillard (FH) has 
a declared annual lobbying budget 
of €6.25 – AU$9.5 million. It does 
advocacy work for some of the 
largest global corporations includ-
ing Chevrolet, General Motors, 
American Petroleum Institute, 
Phillips, Citi, Procter & Gamble, 
Aviva USA.

FH is directly involved in poli-
tics. Board member Sara Fagen of 
FH’s subsidiary DDCA, a lead-
ing issue advocacy firm based in 
the Washington, served as White 
House political director for President 
George W Bush and was a top 
strategist on his 2004 re-election 
campaign.

“When it comes to being heard 
within the political arena, it’s 
important to have many voices 
speaking on your behalf. That’s 
why corporations, associations, and 
non-profi t institutions – large and 
small – call on FleishmanHillard 
to help them achieve their public 
policy goals,” FH states on its EU 
website.

A study by CEO found that 
98 percent of appointments to the 
European Central Bank’s adviso-
ry groups were from global fi nan-
cial corporations. These included 
some of the most infl uential – the 
German Deutsche Bank, French 
BNP Paribas, Societé Générale, 
BNY Mellon, US Citibank, and so 
on.

Australia’s 
revolving doors

There are far too many exam-
ples to cover in this article but one 
recent one which illustrates how 
these doors swing is the employ-
ment of food industry lobbyist 
and former employee of Cadbury, 
Alastair Furnival, as chief of staff 
to Senator Fiona Nash. At the time 
Nash was the Assistant Minister for 
Health.

Furnival was forced to resign 
when Fairfax media revealed that 
he still owned a lobbying company. 
This was after the Minister’s offi ce 
had decided to take down a healthy 
food website which did not please 
the snack food industry.

Furnival had also lobbied the 
Tasmanian government on behalf 
of Cadbury to fund a visitor centre, 
seeking $400,000. During the 2013 
federal election campaign Coalition 
leader Tony Abbott pledged $16 mil-
lion for Cadbury!

There are a number of former 
trade union leaders that revealed 
their true class allegiance when quit-
ting the movement to take up lucra-
tive private sector appointments, in 
some instances to even work with a 
boss who had previously been on the 
other side of the table. Some work 
in the industry, others become well-
connected lobbyists.

Anyone who is interested in fol-
lowing up more revolving doors 
just Google the curriculum vitae of 
former Liberal and Labor politicians. 
Names you might like to start with 
include Nick Greiner, Paul Howes, 
Martin Ferguson, David Murray, Ian 
Macfarlane, Michael Wooldridge and 
Peter Costello.

See how many former Goldman 
Sachs employees you can track 
down and where they were before 
and after working for the fi nancial 
conglomerate.

Or can you identify high-fl ying 
corporate representatives who have 
been head hunted into the upper 
echelons of the Australian Taxation 
Offi ce as it prepares for the larg-
est corporations to self-assess or be 
assessed by private auditors? For 
starters there is ex-KPMG partner 
Chris Jordan and Andrew Mills, 
a former director of the national 
tax advisory firm Greenwoods & 
Freehills who successfully fought the 
ATO on behalf of the CBA.

You might like to send in the 
results of your research the Guardian
to share with other readers.

“Consultants”
Sackings and the closure of 

whole government departments saw 
the replacement of teams with exper-
tise and years of experience by pri-
vate sector consultants and advisers, 
often lacking the necessary skills 
and experience, on highly lucrative 
packages.

The distinction between lob-
byists and advisers or consultants 
is blurred to say the least, the latter 
being a far more effective and decep-
tive way of directing government 
policy.

Corporate 
dictatorship

Marx wrote about the dictator-
ship of capital. Today it is the corpo-
rate dictatorship, a dictatorship that 
spans the globe.

Lenin used the term “state 

monopoly capital” to describe this 
process that is international and con-
ducted by the most powerful and 
well-resourced corporations.

A Resolution on the Current 
Situation adopted at the Seventh 
(April) All-Russia Conference of 
the RSDLP (B) April 24–29, 1917, 
said, “The concentration and inter-
nationalisation of capital are making 
gigantic strides; monopoly capital-
ism is developing into state monop-
oly capitalism.”

“... Small and middle enterprises 
are being squeezed out and ruined at 
a faster rate than ever. The concen-
tration and internationalisation of 
capital are making gigantic strides; 
monopoly capitalism is developing 
into state monopoly capitalism. In 
a number of countries regulation of 
production and distribution by soci-
ety is being introduced by force of 
circumstances,” the Resolution said.

One of the most profound chang-
es that we are seeing is a change in 
the role of the state. The state is pull-
ing back from many of its responsi-
bilities to society and undoing many 
of the progressive social gains of the 
post-War period.

Privatisation and deregula-
tion are giving more power to the 
monopolies including fi nance capi-
tal through its loans and partnerships 
with corporations.

At the same time it is surrender-
ing its sovereignty and undermining 
bourgeois democracy, in particular 
the judicial and parliamentary insti-
tutions, to the naked power of tran-
snational corporations.
Next week: Free trade agreements, 
globalisation and carving up the 
world. 

Imperialism Part 3

State monopoly capitalism

The concentration and internationalisation 
of capital are making gigantic strides; 

monopoly capitalism is developing into 
state monopoly capitalism.

In Parts 1 and 2 of this series on Lenin’s Imperialism, the Highest 
Stage of Capitalism, Anna Pha looked at the questions of monopoly 
capital and finance capital as defined by Lenin 100 years ago and 
examined their validity in the 21st century. This week she looks at 
what is commonly referred to as state monopoly capitalism.
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Joe Gill

The Gulf region has seen nothing like it 
for decades. Saudi Arabia, which avoid-
ed the fate of other Arab regimes in the 
2011 uprisings, and threw its money and 
support behind the overthrow of Syria’s 
Bashar al-Assad but failed to topple him, 
is in lockdown.

Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman has 
dressed up his purge of rivals as an anti-cor-
ruption drive but very few believe this. He’s 
getting rid of all his rivals for the throne before 
he replaces his ailing father, King Salman. And 
he’s doing it with the confi dence that the US 
president is fully behind him.

“I have great confi dence in King Salman 
and the Crown Prince of Saudi Arabia, they 
know exactly what they are doing,” Donald 
Trump tweeted when news of the supposed 
crackdown on corruption broke. The presi-
dent’s endorsement of the wave of arrests came 
just a week after his son-in-law and top adviser 
Jared Kushner made a secret visit to Riyadh to 
push for “peace.”

Trump also backed the Saudi blockade of 
Gulf rival Qatar in June, which has failed so 
far to remove the ruling al-Thani family. Qatar, 
while also backing Sunni militancy across the 
region, favoured the Muslim Brotherhood in 
Eqypt and Hamas in Gaza.

Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates 
(UAE) favour military strongmen, such as 
Egypt’s Abdel Fattah el-Sissi, and see the 
Brotherhood as a danger to their rule.

Mohammed bin Salman became defence 
minister and deputy crown prince in 2015 and 
promptly started a war in Yemen. Two and a 
half years later, the poor southern neighbour 
is devastated, but the Houthi government in 
Yemen’s capital of Sanaa shows no sign of 
giving up.

Saudi Arabia’s allies in the south are disu-
nited, with Al-Qaida growing in power thanks 
to its alliance with the anti-Houthi forces sup-
ported by Riyadh and the UAE.

Which brings us to Prince Mohammed bin 

Salman’s power grab. The 32-year-old heir 
apparent became crown prince in June but has 
yet to achieve anything from all the mad and 
crazy schemes he has announced.

These include a US$500 billion city called 
Neom fronted by a robot and promised to be 
a kind of Blade Runner dystopia of rampant 
AI capitalism. When he was hanging out with 
Prince Mohammed bin Salman last month, 
Kushner, who is also Trump’s Israel point man, 
reportedly stayed up half the night strategising 
with him until 4 am.

Clearly the current purge – which has 
reportedly seen two princes killed, one in a 
plane crash – is approved by Trump.

In return for this support, Trump is stat-
ing openly that he wants the fl oating of Saudi 
Aramco, the world’s biggest state oil fi rm, on 
the New York Stock Exchange.

This could mean other imperialist powers, 
such as Britain, will be sidelined in this poten-
tial bonanza. But, as some observers have 
stated, this coup has hit pro-Western Saudi 
billionaires like Al-Waleed bin Talal bin 
Abdulaziz al Saud.

This does not seem like an orderly move 
toward greater neo-liberalism. Rather, it’s a 
naked power grab and a seizure of rivals’ assets 
and power bases.

History is replete with rogue rulers 
who seek to consolidate power by purging 
their opponents. But Prince Mohammed bin 
Salman’s purge is extraordinary for the way 
it has torn up the traditions of the 80-year-
old kingdom, which previously rotated power 
among the different princes and their children, 
while giving each one a ministry to maintain 
their power and milk for billions.

The Saudi case is also dangerous for the 
regime’s Western backers since the stakes are 
so high. Britain, for instance, has backed Saudi 
rule since the beginning, while the US guaran-
tees it militarily while gaining access to Saudi 
oil.

Under Trump, this has become an alliance 
of US crony capitalism with its Saudi counter-
part, with Israel backing it behind the scenes. 

Their joint plan, if it can be called that, is to 
challenge Iran and Hezbollah across the region, 
starting in Lebanon.

The Lebanese prime minister, Saad Hariri, 
who is Saudi by passport with family money 
made in the kingdom, has been brought down 
because he was unable to challenge Hezbollah 
as commanded by his Saudi bosses.

Extraordinarily, he resigned while visit-
ing Riyadh, with some sources saying he was 
forced. Lebanon’s government has not accept-
ed his resignation and Hezbollah’s leader, 
Hassan Nasrallah, has said it was imposed on 
Hariri. “It was not his intention, not his wish, 
and not his decision” to quit, Nasrallah said in 
a televised address.

There is a historical comparison to be 
drawn with the Cold War here. The wars 
that began with the US invasion of Iraq were 

supposed to eliminate all the threats to Israel 
in the region and to contain and overthrow the 
Islamic Republic of Iran.

It hasn’t quite worked out. Iran has out-
played Saudi Arabia and the US in Syria and 
Iraq, leaving it, like the Soviet Union at the end 
of World War II, as a dominant power in its 
own backyard.

As a Gulf dissident put it to me recently, 
the entire British-backed Sykes-Picot agree-
ment and the regimes it established after World 
War I are coming apart.

“Change here and change there are all con-
nected,” he said. “The house of Saud replaced 
the Ottomans almost a century ago in the 
Arabian Peninsula, but like the Ottomans, their 
days could well be numbered.”
Morning Star 

Night of the Long Knives

Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman.

Something to say?
Write to the Editor!

Everything is political
John Wojcik

MSNBC host Rachel Maddow, on 
her show the other night, talked 
briefl y about how Trump piles 
one daily outrage upon another. 
It’s only when you stop and take 
pause that you realise how deep 
is the hole we are all getting into. 
It’s like the cold-blooded frog sit-
ting in water. Each day, if the tem-
perature gradually increases, he 
may not notice anything is wrong 
until the whole pond is boiling.

That’s how it is with Trump’s 
continual racist and anti-immigrant 
rhetoric and actions. If we stop today 
and take a look around, we will real-
ise that we are in deep trouble. The 
“normal” stuff coming out daily 
from the president would have been 
almost unimaginable under any of 
our recent past presidents.

After the mowing down last 
month of hundreds, with more than 
50 dead, in the Las Vegas terror 
attack, Trump condemned anyone 
who tried to bring up gun control 
during discussions following that 
mass murder. “This is the time to 
mourn,” he said, not to politicise the 
event.

But less than 24 hours after this 
week’s killing of eight by the driver 
of a truck in New York, he was 
tweeting out demands for the almost 
immediate imposition of the death 
penalty. He took advantage of jus-
tifi ed public outrage over the attack 
and appealed to base emotions – all 
for his own political gain.

The alleged killer, a legal resi-
dent of the US, came here from 

Uzbekistan. He claims, according to 
reports, that he acted in the name of 
ISIS. He is reportedly an adherent of 
the Muslim faith. So when a native-
born white male citizen of the US 
guns down all those people in Vegas, 
Trump tells us we have to main-
tain decorum and avoid politicising 
things. It’s not the time, he says.

But when an Uzbek national is 
involved, we hear from our presi-
dent not just immediate demands 
for his execution but a demand that 
Congress end the immigrant lottery 
system under which the individual 
entered the country. Trump tweeted 
out that he was ordering Homeland 
Security to “step up our already 
Extreme Vetting Program.” The pres-
ident said it was no time to be “polit-
ically correct,” in what amounted to 
a tacit admission of the racial profi l-
ing he was encouraging.

Here again, Trump is stooping 
as low as he can in order to appeal 
to base emotions – all for his own 
political gain.

That immigrant lottery he says 
should end has nothing to do with the 
problem of terror that reared its head 
in New York. People who come into 
the US under that system are subject 
to the same vetting as anyone else. It 
has been one of the main routes into 
the US for white European immi-
grants, as a matter of fact. Our crass, 
crude, and lying president does not 
care about the truth, however. He 
only cares about stirring up the pot 
for his divide-and-conquer approach 
to politics.

We must not be like the frog who 
ends up boiling. If we take pause and 

think for a moment, I believe most of 
us will choose to get out of this hot 
water before the temperature notches 
up even more.

We will realise that the day after 
the Las Vegas killing, white males 
across the country did not have to 
head to work worried about attacks 
against them based on their race or 
religion. We will understand that the 
day after the event in New York this 
week, however, millions of Muslim 
Americans went to work worry-
ing about what repercussions those 
events would have for them and for 
their children and loved ones. We 
will realise that our president, on 
an almost daily basis, is putting out 
racist and anti-immigrant lies.

If we stay in this hot water, there 
might be nothing to stop our presi-
dent from using a future incident to 
suspend habeas corpus and set up a 
virtual police state in America.

But if we get out of this hot 
water, we will understand that an 
unscrupulous billionaire business-
mogul-turned-president, without a 
moral sense of right and wrong, will 
eventually turn on all of us.

We can get out by saying “no” to 
Trump’s racism and anti-immigrant 
fear mongering. We can escape by 
pressuring our elected offi cials on all 
levels to reject appeals to racism and 
anti-immigrant hysteria.

Finally, we will do so by turn-
ing out in 2018 in unprecedented 
numbers to take back the House and 
Senate from the Republicans and 
anyone else in those bodies propping 
up this dangerous president.
People’s World 
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Kenny Coyle

Nearly 30 years ago, the “death of 
communism” was announced fol-
lowing the collapse of the Soviet 
Union and the fall of the Berlin 
Wall. In the much-quoted words 
of the right-wing commentator 
Francis Fukuyama, it was “the 
end of history,” marked “the end 
point of mankind’s ideological 
evolution and the universalisa-
tion of Western liberal democ-
racy as the fi nal form of human 
government.”

Now it appears that, maybe after 
all, just like the great anti-imperialist 
writer Mark Twain, reports of com-
munism’s demise have been greatly 
exaggerated.

Last month’s 19th congress of 
the Communist Party of China pro-
voked a wave of reluctant second 
opinions, with the corpse declared to 
be in dangerously rude health.

A Washington Post column-
ist expressed the anxiety of the 
Beltway liberals by talking of “Xi 
Jinping’s quest to revive Stalin’s 
communist ideology.” The biparti-
san journal Foreign Affairs warned 
ominously of the “The Bolsheviks 
in Beijing – What the Chinese 
Communists Learned from Lenin.” 
Socially concerned readers of the 
UK Guardian were told that “Xi 
Jinping’s Leninist quest for a dynas-
ty inspires congressional love-in,” 
and BBC blogs talked of China’s 
“unreformed Leninist political 
system.”

It is an especially anxious time 
for North Atlanticist liberals and 
social democrats in Britain. The two 
once sturdy pillars supporting their 
beliefs, a US-led NATO and a mar-
ket-led European Union, have never 
looked shakier.

The Guardian’s Martin Kettle, 
the offspring of British communist 
intellectuals and who briefl y held a 
CP card himself, offered a comment 
piece that was typical in its bleak 
perspective.

Headlined “We are obsessed 
with Brexit and Trump: We should 
be thinking about China,” Kettle 
sketched out his modern version 
of the Zhdanov Doctrine – a world 
divided neatly into two camps.

“The competition between the 
liberal democracies and the socialist 
authoritarians is not yet a new cold 
war. But the rivalry will redefi ne 
the next 30 years, whether any of us 
likes it or not.” And Kettle does not 
like it. Not one bit.

Liberal democracy is essential-
ly a polite euphemism for capital-
ism and Chinese leader Xi Jinping’s 
vision of socialist modernisation is, 
as Kettle rightly notes, at odds with 
it.

“The New York Times calculates 

that he [Xi] used the word ‘market’ 
only 19 times in the speech, com-
pared with 51 times by Jiang Zemin 
at the 1997 party congress. All that 
may be music to Jeremy Corbyn’s 
ears,” Kettle wrote, adding an oblig-
atory sideswipe at the British Labour 
leader.

Western commentators have fre-
quently got China wrong because 
of their inability to appreciate that, 
far from acting as window-dressing, 
Marxism has remained an impor-
tant component of Chinese political 
thinking.

They have also misunderstood 
China – and other places in the 
world, too, of course – by their own 
conceits that capitalism is the only 
conceivable social system and that 
“liberal democracy,” assuming there 
is a common understanding of the 
term, is its natural political form.

This is a paradigm that many 
media commentators and academ-
ics in the West simply cannot bring 
themselves to question.

Writing in Global Times recent-
ly, Han Zhu of Fudan University 
noted that “gaining insights into the 
nature of modern China needs a clear 
understanding of the nation’s histori-
cal process over the last 40 years ...

“In sum, the difference between 
China’s development path and the 
Western mode lies in socialism. 
Socialism with Chinese character-
istics was the basic feature of the 
country’s development.

“For a thorough understanding 
of China, one must learn much about 
this country’s socialism.”

Chinese writers have a very dif-
ferent perspective, and, had their 
views been acknowledged, Xi 
Jinping’s emphasis on defending 
and developing Marxism would have 
come as less of a shock.

Tied in with the 19th party 
congress, China’s media, includ-
ing international television news 
network CGTN, the multi-edition 
newspaper China Daily and its more 
combative counterpart Global Times, 
have provided platforms for discus-
sions on the contemporary relevance 
of Marxism.

These offer a glimpse for those 
outside China into the much broader 
debate in the Chinese-language mass 
media.

Substantial resources have also 
been invested in promoting Marxism 
in academia.

All Chinese universities have 
some form of political education, 
ranging from classes in the fun-
damentals of Marxism for general 
students to sophisticated research 
centres specialising in all aspects of 
Marxist-Leninist theory.

At Sichuan University in 
Chengdu in south-west China, for 
example, the campus Marxism 
School organises a series of pro-
grams such as “Basic Principles 
of Marxism,” “Mao Zedong 
Thought and Introduction to the 

Theory of Socialism with Chinese 
Characteristics,” as well as offering 
full doctorate programs in Marxism.

In the case of general political 
education, students are introduced 
to the traditional communist canon 
of Marx, Engels, and Lenin, with 
Stalin often included, along with 
the theories associated with Chinese 
leaders such as Mao Zedong, Deng 
Xiaoping, and now, of course, Xi 
Jinping too.

However, there are a large 
number of research centres that 
take a more heterodox approach to 
socialist ideas, such as the Centre for 
Contemporary Marxism in Foreign 
Countries at Fudan University in 
Shanghai.

The centre publishes a regu-
lar journal, Contemporary Foreign 
Marxism Review, which has includ-
ed recent studies on the works of 
Perry Anderson, literary theorist 
Terry Eagleton, regular updates on 
the status of British Marxism, as 
well as critical reviews of Slavoj 
Zizek’s work on George Lukacs, 
interviews with the Brazilian 
Trotskyist Michael Lowy, and 
countless other topics.

This multi-disciplinary engage-
ment with such eclectic currents 
shows that far from being a frozen 
offi cial dogma, Marxism in China 
continues to stimulate intellectual 
fascination and exploration.

Interest in socialist feminism 
and eco-socialism is also more 

noticeable, and Chinese scholars are 
now regular participants in many 
international seminars and congress-
es. China has in turn hosted numer-
ous gatherings on modern Marxist 
trends.

Next year, to coincide with the 
200th anniversary of Karl Marx’s 
birth, Peking University in Beijing 
will hold the 2nd World Congress 
on Marxism on May 5-6. Around 
300 academics will gather to discuss 
Marxism in the 21st century and its 
development in China.

Liu Zhiqin of Beijing’s Renmin 
University wrote recently: “How 
Marxism and socialism would devel-
op has baffl ed the international com-
munity for almost 30 years.

“However, China, with the fruit-
ful results of its reform and opening-
up over the last 40 years, announced 
to the world that Marxism and social-
ism are still an attractive theoretical 
guide and development path, full of 
vitality for developing countries.

“China, through countless facts, 
has proven a simple truth: Adapting 
Marxism to a country’s reality is the 
most effective guiding ideology to 
develop its politics and economy and 
also to modernise its culture.”

In a week that sees the cen-
tenary celebration of the October 
Revolution in Russia, this seems an 
ideal time to seriously engage with 
Marxism as a living global force.
Morning Star 

International

In dangerously rude health

Anti-fascist activist sued
A leading Polish anti-fascist campaigner 
is being sued after warning that a neo-
Nazi rock festival in her country promotes 
“fascist ideas.” Organisers of the Eagle’s 
Nest festival are taking Nigdy Wiecej (Never 
Again) magazine co-editor and Holocaust 
historian Dr Anna Tatar to court for 
defamation.

She could face up to a year in jail over her 
comments on the festival in 2016, when told 
news site Onet.pl that “fascist ideas are pro-
moted” at the festival and “such events must 
not take place in Poland.”

The trial was opened in the Kielce district 
court and transferred to the regional court for 
Warsaw in October. In a statement Dr Tatar 

warned: “The activities of the extreme right 
in Poland are getting more and more bold and 
ostentatious.

“The musical festivals and marches which 
they organise allegedly to celebrate various 
national holidays are but an umbrella for the 
rallies of neo-Nazis from all over Europe,” 
she said.

“It is depressing to see that the anti-rac-
ist activists are facing consequences in the 
courts.”

The Eagle’s Nest has been held every 
year since 2013, with both Polish and inter-
national bands on the bill – some affi liated 
to international neo-Nazi network Blood and 
Honour.

They include such acts as All Bandits, 
Nordica, Stalag and Obled, once known as 
Konkwista 88 – the 88 representing the slogan 
“Heil Hitler.”

One Obled song speaks of fi ghting “for 
blood and honour, for white pride and the 
Celtic cross,” while their number The White 
Violets has the lyrics: “We shall not allow the 
spoiling of our pure blood, we are the Slavic 
power.”

Audience members have been seen giving 
the Nazi salute during songs. Dr Tatar is not 
the only Nigdy Wiecej campaigner to face 
legal action this year.

In September, Leszek Scioch was charged 
with “preventing a lawful demonstration 

celebrating the victory of the Polish soldiers 
over the Red Army.”

That was after he took part in a sit-in 
roadblock counter-demonstration against an 
August 15 march through Warsaw by far-right 
groups the All-Polish Youth and the National-
Radical Camp (ONR).

And Rafal Maszkowski was arrested for 
trying to block an April 29 march to com-
memorate the ONR’s 1934 founding.

He said police did nothing to stop ONR 
members marching through Warsaw chanting: 
“Death to the enemies of the fatherland,” “No 
Islam, terrorists, Muslims in our country” and 
“the white warriors are coming.”
Morning Star 
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The world 
stands with Cuba
The International Committee for 
Peace, Justice and Dignity con-
gratulates the government and the 
Cuban people for their emphatic 
victory at the General Assembly 
of the United Nations in which 
191 countries voted overwhelm-
ingly for the 26 time, in favour 
of the Resolution “Necessity of 
ending the economic, commercial 
and fi nancial embargo imposed by 
the United States against Cuba”. 
Only two countries voted against 
it: the United States and its satel-
lite Israel.

We reject the disrespectful and 
interventionist statement of Nikki 
Haley, US Ambassador to the United 
Nations, that was cloaked in dishon-
esty and does not refl ect the senti-
ments of the people of the US, the 
majority of whom support an end 
to the blockade. Her words were 
not only offensive to Cuba but all 

member countries of the General 
Assembly. In her talk she insulted 
and mocked the great majority of the 
nations of the planet dismissing their 
overwhelming support for Cuba and 
calling the vote meaningless “politi-
cal theatre.”

Her intervention not only 
revealed a new height of imperi-
al arrogance and ignorance, but the 
absolute disdain for the entire inter-
national community. Large coun-
tries such as Russia, China, India to 
the small Jamaica, not only voted 
against the blockade but had memo-
rable statements, that brought togeth-
er the global political spectrum from 
the right, centre and left, to express 
the need to end a failed policy that 
causes enormous suffering to the 
Cuban people and affects people of 
the United States as well.

We denounce the arrogance and 
interference of the United States that 
pretends to have the right to decide 
about the life, the economy and the 
form of government of the small 
neighbouring Cuba that forged its 
defi nitive independence on January 
1, 1959. A historic act that the empire 
has never forgiven them for.

The United States lacks the 
moral character to talk about democ-
racy and human rights, as it has 
emerged as the main violator. Its 
endless wars of occupation have 
left millions dead, have destroyed 
a signifi cant part of the heritage of 

humanity, and has caused hundreds 
of thousands of refugees, orphans 
and maimed. It possesses the larg-
est arsenal of nuclear weapons and 
is the main threat to peace. Behind 
each coup d’état and targeted kill-
ing, behind the torture and the prison 
camps, is the evil imprint of the 
United States.

While they are busy fi lling the 
world with pain, small, besieged and 
blocked Cuba for more than half a 
century, even under the most diffi cult 
circumstances, has constituted an 
example of dignity and internation-
al solidarity. Cuba has never occu-
pied or threatened another country, 
on the contrary it has helped them in 
their struggles for freedom including 
helping to put an end to the shame-
ful regime of apartheid in Angola. Its 
medical and educational missions do 
not use lethal weapons, Cuba is syn-
onymous with the love for humanity.

The cynicism and the interven-
tionist appetite from the imperial 
representative mirrors an absence 
of dignity and honesty who, like 
her President, casts a shadow of 
shame for the millions of people of 
the United States leaving the world 
in a stupor to witness in the most 
grotesque form, what the great US 
writer Gore Vidal once said, “The 
United States is mired in its biggest 
political, ethical and moral crisis”. 
Never has the isolation and loneli-
ness of the US been greater.

Along with the government and 
the people of Cuba, and the millions 
of men and women of goodwill, rep-
resented in the 191 countries who 
said No More Blockade, we will 
continue denouncing, resisting and 
struggling for the end of a criminal 
and reactionary policy fuelled by 
hate.

The blockade continues, the 
international solidarity must multi-
ply now!

No to the Blockade! No to the 
occupation of Guantanamo! No to 
the regime change plans!

Cuba will be victorious!
Long Live a free, sovereign and 

Socialist Cuba!
Bruno Rodriguez Parrilla

Cuban Foreign Minister
November 2, 2017

Not 
an Australian value
On May 10, 2013 Israel and 
Australia issued stamps com-
memorating the liberation of 
Beersheba by the Australian Light 
Horse Brigade. Yuval Rotem, 
then Israeli Ambassador, spoke 
of the “special relationship forged 
between friendly Australian sol-
diers and Jewish residents” and 
despite the distance, “we oper-
ate on the same foundation of 
values”.

He is wrong on two counts. In 
1917 about 90% of Palestine was 
Arab so it is very unlikely that the 
residents were Jewish. The Zionist 
bombing of Jerusalem’s King David 
Hotel killing 91 and injuring 46, 
the ethnic cleansing of 750,000 
Palestinians and Israel’s brutal occu-
pation of Palestine are not consist-
ent with Australian values of a “fair 
go”, a love of freedom and egali-
tarianism. In 2012 there was a re-
enactment of the charge of the Light 
Horse Brigade displaying Australian 
and Israeli fl ags, even though Israel 
was not established until 1948.

November 2 marked the cen-
tenary of the Balfour Declaration 
which established a “national home 
for the Jewish people” in Palestine in 
exchange for Zionist infl uence bring-
ing the US into WW1 supporting 
Britain. Messrs Turnbull and Shorten 
plus a huge entourage made the pil-
grimage to Beersheba but there was 
no mention of the Palestinians even 
though Balfour insisted that “nothing 
shall be done which may prejudice 
(their) civil and religious rights”.

However, two years later he 
wrote to Lord Curzon, “Zionism ... 
is ... of far profounder import than 
the desires and prejudices [sic] of 
700,000 Arabs who now inhabit that 
ancient land”. Bastardry is not an 
Australian value!

Gareth WR Smith
Palestine Liberation Centre

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

John Reed, the great American 
labour journalist and a founder 
of the Communist Party USA, 
was the fi rst to bring this country 
the news of what had happened 
in Russia on November 7, 1917. 
In his widely-hailed account, 
Ten Days that Shook the World, 
Reed wrote that a coalition of 
Russia’s working class and peas-
ants, carrying the banner of 
“peace, bread, and brotherhood,” 
had seized power. The “Great 
October Revolution” (in the old 
Russian calendar, November 7 
was October 25) set itself the task 
of transforming an oppressive 
empire into a socialist society.

During the 20th century, the 
seed planted by that revolution 
grew into an international social-
ist movement that transformed the 
world. Underdeveloped societies 

following the example of the October 
Revolution were rapidly industrial-
ised, and important economic and 
social rights for countless millions 
secured. Countries breaking free of 
colonialism – such as Vietnam, Cuba, 
South Africa, and others – benefi ted 
from the solidarity of socialist states 
and parties. The horrors of fascism 
and Nazism were defeated, with the 
Soviet Red Army carrying much of 
the load in that task.

The existence of socialist states 
in Eastern Europe dedicated to full 
employment, free medical care, 
racial and ethnic harmony, and wom-
en’s equality constituted a pressure 
on the rulers in the capitalist world 
to make concessions to their work-
ers and democratic movements. 
And, for nearly 50 years, the USSR 
countered the aggressive aims of US 
imperialism.

Though its image might have 
been sullied over time by setbacks, 
betrayals, the revelation of crimes, 
and its ultimate demise in 1989-91, 
the October Revolution certainly 
remains the seminal event of the past 
century. As Reed wrote, “No matter 
what one thinks of Bolshevism, 
it is undeniable that the Russian 
Revolution is one of the great events 
of human history, and the rise of the 
Bolsheviks a phenomenon of world-
wide importance.” At its core, the 
revolution was about freedom and 
the liberation of human potential.

It is appropriate, then, on this 
100th anniversary of that revolu-
tion, to keep in mind how similar the 
aspirations of Americans today are to 
the aspirations of the masses of the 
Russian people who made the revo-
lution of 1917.

Like those revolutionaries, 

working people and democratic 
forces in the US seek a future with-
out war, exploitation, inequality, and 
poverty. Americans today, like the 
revolutionaries in 1917, want the 
great wealth of this country to be 
for the benefi t of all the people, not 
just today’s czars – the one percent. 
Americans today, like the Russian 
revolutionaries then, want a foreign 
policy based on peace and cooper-
ation, not provocations and threats. 
Americans today, like the revolu-
tionaries in 1917, seek an expansion 
of democracy and social equality, 
not subverted elections and wealth 
polarisation.

Our urgent political task today 
is to defeat Trump and the extrem-
ist, far-right elements supporting 
his agenda. The danger of the cur-
rent moment cannot be underesti-
mated. Racism, national chauvinism, 

theocracy, and violence are being 
offered as solutions to the insecuri-
ty sown by capitalist globalisation. 
The goal – which existed long before 
Trump – is to divide and disorganise 
working people.

The problems of capitalism 
which still continue to plague the 
world today only serve to under-
score the profound signifi cance of 
the October Revolution in opening 
a new chapter in the struggle for a 
better world. The future of peace 
and social justice sought by the 
revolutionaries then, and by most 
Americans now, will ultimately be 
realisable only with socialism. For 
working people and their allies, the 
socialist future which the October 
Revolution fi rst made possible is not 
just a dream. It is a necessity.
People’s World 

October 1917 continues to inspire

Culture
&Lifeby
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BERLIN – With its theme a little-known 
event of over a century ago, the fi lm was 
ancient in cinema terms. Its rather unsuc-
cessful premiere was way back in 1926 and 
the screening Monday evening marked an 
event even earlier than that, one which is 
rarely discussed and even less celebrated. 
Yet the theatre was sold out and the fi nal 
ovation lasted many, many minutes, with 
some loudly cheering and many standing.

The fi lm was Potemkin, its showing almost 
exactly 100 years after the Russian Revolution 
in October or November, 1917 (the month 
depending on which calendar is used). The 
place was the Babylon in downtown Berlin, 
near its eastern centre, Alexanderplatz.

What brought so many people togeth-
er for an old silent fi lm on a drizzly Monday 
evening?

The Babylon is a beautiful theatre, 
designed by Hans Poelzig (1869–1936) in a 
style called New Objectivity – like the clear 
functional Bauhaus style but less angular, with 
rounded corners giving it a certain gentleness. 
Poelzig’s career and this style were ended by 
the Nazis, who liked “heroic” buildings. He 
died just before his planned emigration. A 
small anti-Nazi Communist cell led by a young 
projectionist met secretly in this theatre, and 
a Jewish family once found brief refuge here 
behind the big screen.

The theatre is the only one in Germany 
which still has its old organ, played between 
fi lms and for old silent fi lms every Saturday at 
midnight with no admission charge.

But the organ was not needed for this 
special occasion, the start of this autumn’s 
50-fi lm retrospective of Soviet fi lms to mark 
the centenary. Occupying the orchestra pit 
was an ensemble of 18 musicians, who all 
like to play for silent fi lms and formed the 
Metropolis Orchestra Berlin to accompany 
the fi lm classic Metropolis earlier this year – 
and now Potemkin, with the original score, a 
highly dramatic, sometimes almost startling but 
immensely impressive production with music 
which has only very rarely been heard.

Of course, it was the fi lm which was the 
main attraction, a chance to see a work which 
is rarely missing from lists of the ten best fi lms 
of all time, and sometimes the best fi ve, but 
only rarely shown – and probably never with 
a live, skilled and enthusiastic ensemble like 
this one.

Sergei Eisenstein (1898-1948) was com-
monly considered the greatest Soviet director, 
one of the world’s greatest. This fi lm illustrates 
his exciting new development of fi lm montage, 
cutting one fi lm action right next to a very dif-
ferent one in ways aimed at linking ideas and 

creating emotions – for him the most impor-
tant part of fi lm-making. Potemkin illustrates 
this magnifi cently and – you could almost feel 
it in the air. The audience was caught up com-
pletely by the suspense, the emotion and also 
the message.

It is the story of the Russian battleship 
Potemkin in 1905, starting with dissatisfaction 
among the sailors about mistreatment and dis-
gusting meat fi lled with worms. When some 
of those rejecting the awful food and showing 
resistance are to be shot as a warning to the 
others, the whole crew rises in mutiny, takes 
over and steers into nearby Odessa. It is the 
revolutionary year 1905, and huge numbers 
greet them and mourn with them the death of 
the leading mutineer.

Then come the famous, amazing scenes 
showing the booted, white-uniformed Cossack 
military unit, firing into the crowd as its 
straight line marches unstoppably downward, 
mowing down those seeking safety, with 
many deaths and one amazing episode show-
ing a baby in its carriage, with its mother dead 

or wounded, as it rolls perilously down the 
famous stone stairway.

It was and is a revolutionary fi lm. A clever 
leftist publicist (Willy Münzenberg, 1989-
1940) managed to squeeze it past the fi rst cen-
sorship attempts in Berlin. To quote a major 
critic of the day, “We were electrifi ed.” It 
became such a hit that it quickly moved from 
one small left-wing theatre to 12 theatres all 
around the city, including theatres along the 
exclusive Kudamm. (Berlin’s fancy entertain-
ment and shopping boulevard). Though contin-
ually censored, cut and outlawed it somehow 
managed to break through to world fame.

Forbidden at fi rst in the USA – as a blue-
print for sailors on how to mutiny – the great 
actor Douglas Fairbanks helped make it pos-
sible to premiere at the Biltmore Theatre on 
47th Street in New York in late 1926, and it 
won so much praise that Eisenstein was given 
a contract for Hollywood (which unfortunately 
resulted not in fi lms but in insurmountable dif-
ferences). The fi lm remained banned in Britain 
until 1954 and in France nearly every copy of 
it was burned.

In some cases it was the revolutionary 
music which infuriated the censors, yet this 
was one of the factors in its huge success in 
Berlin on Monday.

There has never been much doubt. This 
was and remains one of the greatest fi lms. 
But it is a totally political fi lm; why did it get 
so much applause from the very mixed audi-
ence of both young and old? I think it was not 
only the fame of the fi lm, its suspense and the 
great live music in a beautiful theatre. Among 
the old-timers, here in East Berlin, many had 

grown up, lived, laboured and loved in East 
Germany, the GDR, which despite its failings 
and all too many hypocrites, dogmatist and 
fools also maintained for some of its citizens 
emotional ties to the old USSR, especially its 
early years, and to revolutionary traditions 
which have since largely become taboo. With 
them, I think, a certain melancholy, even nos-
talgia was mixed in their applause.

As for the young people, the kind that 
came to this fi lm, there was a kind of yearning 
involved, not just for the excitement involved 
in it – at times brutal excitement – but for a 
dream expressed less in words than in the 
actions of the people on the screen, most of 
them not actors but everyday people chosen 
for their typical yet distinctive faces. Was it a 
dream of new mutiny against an aristocratic 
elite which still offers the wormy meat to all 
below it and smothers the protests of any who 
grow too rebellious? They have heard of the 
giant gatherings for Bernie Sanders and Jeremy 
Corbyn. Many have taken part in human block-
ades against present-day fascists, now enter-
ing as delegates into the Bundestag, and they 
rejoiced, I think, to see rebellious seamen in 
a ship on the Black Sea in 1905. Perhaps they 
even felt somehow inspired.

They needed only to leave the theatre to be 
on a square still named Rosa Luxemburg Platz 
– a place which was often enough the scene 
of angry demonstrations, both past and very 
recent. The spirit of Potemkin – and of some of 
the other fi lms in this two-week retrospective – 
is not dead, and is as necessary as ever.
People’s World 
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The Communist Party of 
Australia will be holding its 13th 
National Congress in Sydney 
from December 1-3, under the 
banner of “Taking the Party to 
the People”. The period since the 
12th National Congress in 2013 
has been one of rapid change. 
Capitalism is in crisis on all 
fronts and its effects are being 
felt around the world – economic, 
food, water, refugee and environ-
mental crises as well as ongoing 
confl icts and the threat of new 
wars, possibly nuclear. These 
crises have a common thread – 
their origins lie in the system of 
capitalism.

Social and economic inequality 
has continued to rise during those 
years. The capitalist ruling class and 
its governments have waged an all 
out offensive on trade union and 
democratic rights and taken back 
past gains of workers’ struggles. At 
the same time ongoing militarisation 
and war have drained government 
coffers and pose new threats to secu-
rity around the globe.

The main document to be con-
sidered by Congress for adoption is a 
draft Political Resolution which sets 
the path for the coming four years. 
Congress will also be considering 
minor amendments to the Party’s 
Constitution and some amendments 
to the CPA’s Program which have the 
aim of updating its content. These 
proposed amendments retain the 
Marxist Leninist ideology and polit-
ical line of the Party. Congress will 
also elect a new Central Committee.

Around 70 delegates are expect-
ed from across Australia. A number 
of newer and younger members are 
attending their fi rst Congress and 
looking forward to taking part in set-
ting the direction of the Party’s work 
over the next four years.

The Central Committee dis-
tributed a draft of the Political 

Resolution to all Party members in 
May. Over the following months, 
Branches discussed the document 
and drafted many amendments 
that were then considered by the 
Central Committee. This member-
ship input has considerably enriched 
and strengthened the document, 
and the fi nal draft adopted by the 
Central Committee was circulated to 
Congress Delegates several weeks 
ago. It will be put to Congress for 
adoption.

The draft Political Resolution in 
2013 stated: “Our Party’s immedi-
ate tasks are to build our numbers, 
to strengthen Party unity and activ-
ity, to develop the class struggle and 
to build the movement to challenge 
the power of monopoly capital. We 
are committed to fi ghting for work-
ers’ rights, democratic and proletar-
ian internationalism, the preservation 
of peace and the environment, with a 
perspective of socialism.”

These tasks remain. But the draft 
Political Resolution for the 13th 
Congress shifts its focus to improv-
ing the Party’s presence and increas-
ing its activity in the community.

“The inequality developed by 
the current system has discouraged 
and disenfranchised the people. 
While many have headed for right-
wing groups and political parties, 
we should see this as an opportuni-
ty to take to the party to the people. 
Opportunities present themselves 
while people stand up to struggle to 
maintain and improve their current 
condition and rights, as Communists 
we should be on the barricades with 
them,” the draft Political Resolution
says.

It continues: “These develop-
ments, along with the gathering 
momentum towards global envi-
ronmental catastrophe, have led to 
a crisis in civilisation and a threat 
to continued life on the planet. 
This makes the overthrow of the 

capitalist system that has produced 
this grave situation humanity’s most 
urgent need for this and the coming 
generation”

Need for Communist 
Party

The need for a strong, infl uen-
tial communist party in Australia has 
never been greater. The Rudd/Gillard 
Labor governments failed to fulfi l the 
hopes of many for a better Australia. 
Conditions worsened following the 
election of the Abbott Coalition gov-
ernment in 2013. Abbott’s attempts 
to destroy Medicare’s bulk billing, 
cut pensions, roll back Gonski fund-
ing, introduce repressive anti-union 
laws and his denial of climate change 
saw the Coalition’s popularity stakes 
plummet.

Living standards, wages and 
working conditions continue to be 
eroded and cuts to health, educa-
tion and social security are hurting 
working people. Wage theft is rife as 
employers fi nd new ways to avoid 
their obligations.

The return of the Australian 
Building and Construct ion 
Commission and a ten-fold increase 
in fi nes is making it almost impos-
sible for unions in the industry to 
carry out their legitimate business. 
Workplace deaths and serious inju-
ries are on the rise.

There was plenty of money for 
corporate tax cuts, fossil fuel rebates 
and billions of dollars for war prep-
arations but not enough to give the 
unemployed an extra $50 a week or 
to help pensioners out. Homelessness 
continues to increase and hous-
ing affordability shows no signs of 
improving.

Disillusionment with the major 
parties is growing. “However, much 
of this disillusionment is being 
expressed in support for popu-
list right-wing groupings, notably 

One Nation, indicating on one hand 
the strong ideological hold of the 
mass media on much of the pop-
ulation, and on the other the dif-
ficulty for progressive forces to 
effectively reach out to the masses,” 
the Political Resolution notes.

Capitalism is trying to take back 
all the achievements of the working 
class and peoples’ struggle.

Struggle for real 
change 

The working class has its trade 
unions that play an important role in 
defending and promoting the inter-
ests of workers, but it also needs 
a political party of its own. The 
Labor Party does not fulfi l that role, 
although within its ranks there are 
many sincere working class mem-
bers who hope it will change.

The Communist Party declares 
itself to be a working class party. 
It openly and proudly takes sides, 
the side of the working class. That 
is the fundamental difference. The 
Communist Party and its newspa-
per the Guardian are on the side of 
the workers and want to change the 
system to one that protects and pro-
motes workers’ interests – socialist.

This struggle is not just an eco-
nomic one but political and ideologi-
cal. The ideological struggle centres 
on raising consciousness of the class 
nature of the capitalist system and 
the existence of the class struggle.

The failure of the major parties 
to meet people’s needs is facilitat-
ing the rise of neo-fascist and other 
extremist forces as people look 
elsewhere for solutions. The ruling 
class is creating fear and fostering 

divisions in the working class on the 
basis of race and religion to prevent 
the unity of the people in support of 
left and progressive alternatives. 

“The CPA and the Australian 
trade union movement currently lack 
the strength to defeat the forces of 
the right on their own. However, in 
unity with other progressive commu-
nity forces, the extreme right attack 
on trade union and other democrat-
ic rights can be defeated,” the draft 
Political Resolution states.

The draft Political Resolution
concludes by saying: “Despite the 
inequality in the contest between 
the old society and those seek-
ing to establish the new socialist 
one, we remain confi dent that the 
21st Century will be the century of 
socialism. No force on earth will 
stop people struggling for their lib-
eration and no machine devoted 
to hiding the truth of the failure of 
capitalism to establish conditions 
of peace, equality and prosperity 
can deceive and pacify workers and 
other exploited people forever. The 
cracks in the facade are appearing all 
over the world. The future belongs 
to socialism. It is our job to now take 
the Party to the people.”

Hence the main theme of the 
Congress: “Taking the Party to the 
People”.

If you would like to know more 
about the CPA and its aims, then 
you are very welcome to attend the 
opening of the Party’s Congress 
which will take place on Friday, 
December 1 (See invitation on the 
left). Bring your friends, colleagues 
and family. It will be a great night 
with entertainment, speeches and 
refreshments. 
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