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All out on May Day

Anna Pha

Make May Day 2019 a show of strength
by the working class! Demonstrate your
support for the Australian Council of Trade
Unions’ (ACTU) Change the Rules cam-
paign. With May Day just weeks out from
the federal elections, it is important the
Coalition and employers they represent feel
the full might of the working class.

May 1 is the International Day of Working
People. Millions of workers around the world
will be taking to the streets to celebrate the past
achievements that were fought for, often with
huge sacrifices, and won.

Today, many of these past gains are being
taken back and eroded. Penalty rates, working
conditions, workplace safety, the eight-hour
day are on the chopping block and must be
fought for.

The right to strike is central to this fight for
workers’ rights but industrial action or even the
threat of such action has all but been outlawed
and is punishable by massive fines.

Trade unions are up against a barrage of
anti-union, anti-worker laws, the most dra-
conian of them in the building and construc-
tion industry where an illegal action can cost a
worker $42,000 a time.

In Sydney, a group of trade unions, includ-
ing the CFMEU Construction, Maritime
Union of Australia, Electrical Trades Union
and Australian Manufacturing Workers” Union
have decided to reclaim May1 as a holiday and
will be rallying on May 1 (see CPA statement
page 5). They will be supported by climate-
striking students.

They do so in the face of an escalation by
the government, and the capitalists they repre-
sent, of their war on the trade unions and the
working class — the class war. The Australian
Building and Construction Commission
(ABCQC) is asserting itself as the main weapon
of attack in that industry.

Lowest of low life

The ABCC is a vicious class weapon for
use against organised labour. It has now sent
servers family homes on the eve of Easter
delivering court documents with the threat of
hefty financial penalties against them: Only the
lowest of low life stoop to such methods.

Australian Council of Trade Unions
(ACTU) secretary Sally McManus accused the
ABCC of “disgusting anti-worker, anti-family
conduct”. “This is a blatant abuse of power by
an organisation that has lost its moral authority
to exist,” McManus said.

Forty-four construction workers at Perth
Airport rail project sites face fines of up to
$42,000 each for the alleged “offence” of
unlawful industrial action.

The construction union (CFMMEU) and
three of its officers are also being taken to court
for allegedly organising the action and being
involved in a picket outside the head contrac-
tor’s office. The union faces a maximum pen-
alty of $210,000.
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ABCC Commissioner, Stephen Burney,
boasts that his police force currently has 38
cases against the CFMMEU before the courts
and intends to keep taking court action during
and after the election campaign.

During April the ABCC commenced court
proceedings against the CFMMEU in six new
cases this month alone.

On April 5, a Full Federal Court handed
out penalties totalling $1.7 million against the
CFMMEU and nine of its officials. The indi-
vidual fines ranged from $3,000 to $45,000.

The Coalition government has:

* Restored Howard’s ABCC and given it
more powers
« Ignored employers ripping off and injuring
or killing workers
Outlawed and criminalised legitimate trade
union activity
Increased penalties tenfold for breaking bad
construction laws
* Slashed penalty rates for 700,000 low paid
workers
¢ Ignored tax rorts of the rich and big
corporations
Cut spending on public health, education
and the NDIS
» Cut pensions and other social security
payments
Increased military spending
Encouraged expansion of coal and gas
sectors.
Living standards continue to fall for
medium and low-income workers. Millions
of workers have become the working poor,
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struggling in precarious employment, often
with two or more jobs.

The unemployed have not had a real
increase in the dole since 1994. Pensions and
unemployment benefits fall well below the
poverty line. Childcare is unaffordable, as is
housing. Electricity is burning a hole in house-
hold budgets. The gender wage gap is still
showing no sign of narrowing.

A re-elected Coalition government will
restore individual, employer-dictated work
contracts; deny union officials right of entry
and the right to organise; abolish the mini-
mum wage and penalty rates, gut Awards and
EBAs; outlaw all industrial action and pick-
ets; privatise Medicare and cut funding to
public education and hospitals; cut taxes for
big business and the rich; cut social secu-
rity payments, age pension and funding for
NDIS; increase military spending and join
US in new wars; continue to exacerbate cli-
mate change.

We must Change the Rules and Change
the Government. The May 18 elections are our
opportunity to change the government. With a
new government, new rules will only be won
if the campaign continues and builds outside
Parliament.

For a better future

The Communist Party of Australia calls on
the new government to:
¢ Fully restore penalty rates, increase
minimum wage by $50 a week and support
union-negotiated Industry agreements

Abolish labour hire arrangements and put

workers currently employed through labour

hire and the gig economy on company

books

Close the pay gender gap

Abolish the ABCC

Restore the right of entry, the right to

organise and recruit

Protect the Right to strike by law without

complex ballot systems

Create jobs with a shorter working week

with no loss of pay and investment in public

infrastructure

+ Divert the war budget to fund social needs
such as public housing, health, education
and transport

» Make bulk billing of Medicare dental care
universally available

¢ Fully fund public schools and phase out
funding to private schools

* Abolish university and TAFE fees and fully

fund them

Nationalise the energy sector and regulate

electricity prices

* Replace coal-fired power stations with
renewable energy generation.

May Day is also a day of international soli-
darity where workers express their solidarity
for their brothers and sisters and trade unions
around the world in their struggles.

We all belong to the working class and are
all fighting the same enemy: capitalism at its
imperialist stage.

Workers of the world, unite! &
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The wealth belongs to

those who produce it!

The World Federation of Trade Unions, on the behalf of its
97 million members in 130 countries of the five continents, greets
the celebration of the International Workers’ Day 2019 with the
slogan: “The wealth belongs to those who produce it!”

We greet workers throughout the globe, and their irreplaceable
role in the production of all goods and services, necessary to cover
all contemporary needs of the peoples internationally. We honour
the history of the world working class, the great struggle of workers
in Chicago in May 1886, who fought and achieved the establishment
of the 8-hour working day, even by sacrificing their life.

The class-oriented trade union movement, through the ranks of
the World Federation of Trade Unions, firmly continues its struggles
with demands for the essential improvement of the working and
living conditions of workers and poor popular strata.

Nowadays, when one percent of the population possesses more
than 80 percent of the produced wealth, while 4.5 billion people live
in poverty and misery, workers must claim even more dynamically
all the wealth we create, so as to put an end to the injustice and
inequalities!

In the countries of Africa, Asia, Latin America, monopolies
exploit their immense natural wealth, giving peanuts to the peo-
ples. The rivalries among the powerful imperialist states maintain
tensions, outbreaks of war and open wounds in countries where
interventions, wars and bombings have taken place in the previous
years, where crowds of uprooted peoples, of migrants and refugees,
were created.

Even in the so-called developed countries, the attack against
salaries and pensions, against historic achievements of workers,
is taking place in the name of the capitalist economic crisis, for
the support of the profitability of big businesses. Poverty, unem-
ployment, insecurity are on the rise, healthcare services have
deteriorated, governments try to limit the action of the militant
trade union movement with fierce repression, by putting obstacles
to trade union actions, to the right to strike.

The World Federation of Trade Unions calls on its members,
friends, workers of the world, to hoist the flag of historic struggles
of the peoples and to organise May Day’s strike for one more year,
in a way worthy of the day when the world working class celebrates.

With massive, dynamic strike mobilisations everywhere, under
the banners and slogans of WFTU, which express class unity and
internationalist solidarity. With demands for full-time stable work
for all, salary and pension rises, free and high quality health and
education services for workers and their families. In defence of
the rights of youth and women of the working class.

For peace, for the end of foreign interventions in internal affairs
of countries. For the right of the peoples to decide on their own
about their present and future.

For the end of racism, fascism, xenophobia, which are promoted
by capitalist exploitation. For the unity of all workers. For the
end of imperialist wars, waged for the interests of a minority who
exploit the toil of workers and bathe the peoples in blood.

For the end of capitalist exploitation, for a society with true
justice and equality, where the wealth will belong to those who
produce it, to workers, who are the driving force of all progress
and achievements of humanity.

Since the first moment of its foundation and for the 74 years
of its course and action, the WFTU stands firmly by the side of
the workers around the globe. On the occasion of May Day 2019,
expresses once more its solidarity to the peoples of Venezuela,
Cuba, Palestine, Syria, Yemen and Libya.

We will steadily continue our struggles, aiming to make them
stronger through new initiatives, activities and mobilisations! With
internationalism and solidarity.

Let’s continue our efforts for the strengthening of the militant
trade unions with many new members, with young people and
women, with the enhancement of class characteristics and of the
class unity of all workers.

Long live the International Workers’ Day!

The wealth belongs to those who produce it!

World Federation of Trade Unions
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A fundamental

freedom
Message from ACTU

Workers’ right to withdraw their labour is a fun-
damental freedom, yet Australia’s laws restrict this
right. Employers can do as they please and workers
can do little to stop them. Workers face heavy penal-
ties for taking strike action. Even a 10-minute stop
work meeting can result in tough punishments.

The Issue

The right to strike is an internationally recognised
human right. The United Nations’ International Covenant
on Economic (FWO), Social and Cultural Rights of 1966
requires governments to ensure that workers have a right
to strike.

Our government ratified the Covenant in December
1975, but you wouldn’t know it because our laws are in
the interests of big business at the expense of working
people.

Under our laws, strikes can only happen during bar-
gaining. At all other times they are unlawful.

Even during bargaining there are too many hurdles.
Before workers can take a bargaining strike they must:

* Not be covered by a current enterprise agreement.

* Be in the process of bargaining for an enterprise
agreement.

» Not be making claims for others by pattern

bargaining.

Prove that they are genuinely trying to reach

agreement.

Hold a secret ballot.

Give their employer three clear days notice of the

strike.

* And if workers make it that far, employers can

retaliate by locking them out without giving notice

and for as long as they want.

If a strike happens outside of bargaining then workers

and their unions face dire consequences.

The employer can:
 Get an automatic order from the Fair Work
Commission (FWC) requiring a return to work.

Get injunctions from Federal and State Courts.

Discipline workers or sack them.

Sue unions and workers for contempt of court if

orders or injunctions are not followed to the letter.

* Sue the workers and their union under various laws
for fines up to $10,800 for workers. and $54,000 for
unions.

+ Seek compensation against workers and their unions
for lost revenue.

Even if the employer doesn’t want to take legal
action, government agencies, such as the Fair Work
Ombudsman (FWO) and the Australian Building and
Construction Commission (ABCC) can.

Our laws haven’t always been this way. For most
of the 20th century there were no fines for workers who
took strike action. Instead the laws protected workers
from victimisation for taking industrial action. It was ille-
gal to sack someone for going on strike.

The International Labour Organisation (ILO) has
found on numerous occasions that our protected action
laws breached international obligations to protect the
right to strike. The ILO has repeatedly emphasised that
the ability to go on strike should not only apply during
industrial disputes over collective agreements. The right
to strike extends to enabling workers to express their dis-
satisfaction through industrial action with economic and
social policy matters that affect their interests.

In Australia today industrial action is hardly ever
taken. There may be a right to strike in limited circum-
stances during bargaining, but in practice there is no right
to strike, except for exceptional circumstances.

The best way to stand up for workers’ rights is to join
your union and change the rules. &

Fair Funding Now!

PRESS FUND

At a recent public meeting one of right-wing Senator Fraser
Anning’s supporters verbally abused a journalist who asked
difficult questions, then physically attacked a photographer
taking a shot of the incident. Anning says he doesn’t encourage
violence, but he recently assaulted a youth who threw an egg
at him; the youth was then thrown to the ground and brutally
kicked by Anning’s adoring fans. Last Sunday a man also rode
his horse into a group of people protesting over the Adani
mine proposal, severely injuring one of them. We’re absolutely
opposed to violence being used to silence political opponents,
but we need Press Fund contributions to help get the message
across, so please send in something for the next edition if you
possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:

Dr G Dittura $10, “Round Figure” $15, E Seymour $25,
“Sparky” $10

This week’s total: $60 Progressive total: $2,210

A poll conducted in five mar-
ginal federal electorates around
Australia has demonstrated that
the Morrison government’s $14
billion in public school funding
cuts will likely cost it seats at the
federal election.

The poll, carried out on behalf
of the Australian Education Union,
showed yet again the strong support
that the Fair Funding Now! cam-
paign has built in the community
holds for the fair funding of public
schools.

The poll, of over 3,200 voters,
was conducted recently in the
Liberal-held seats of Gilmore
(NSW), Corangamite (Victoria),
Boothby (South Australia), Dickson
(Queensland) and Pearce (Western
Australia).

The results showed that voters in
marginal Liberal seats overwhelm-
ingly support a greater investment
in public schools rather than tax cuts
for high income earners as proposed
by the Morrison government.

In other findings, the polling
showed:
 Around two thirds of voters in
each of the five seats polled said a
much greater investment in local
public schools was a better use of
federal funding than tax cuts for
high income earners.

More than 43 percent of Liberal
voters in each seat preferred

a greater investment in public
schools over tax cuts.

Between 78 percent and 88
percent of voters in each seat said
proper funding for public schools

was important to deciding which
candidate they would vote for.

* More than 40 percent of
undecided voters in each seat
said they were less likely to vote
for the Liberal candidate or MP
after the Morrison government’s
decision to give $4.6 billion extra
to private schools and nothing to
public schools.

The polling shows that voters
understand that there is a clear choice
in the federal election for people
who care about public schools and
students.

The federal Coalition has a six-
year-record of attacks on public
schools and will cut $14 billion from
public school funding over the next
decade. &
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK

It is necessary to unite, to connect, to combine the general principle of
development with the general principle of the unity of the world, of nature,
of movement, of matter.

J)

Lenin, on dialectics

Support the Guardian
by donating to Press Fund
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Indigenous voices
slam Budget

Rudi Maxwell

Last month’s Federal Budget has been
slammed by Indigenous organisations but
it did include one welcome surprise: $7.3
million to pursue a First Nations Voice to
Parliament. Late last year, Prime Minister
Scott Morrison rejected an Indigenous
Voice to Parliament, incorrectly charac-
terising it as nothing more than a “third
chamber” of power.

However, a bipartisan committee later
urged the government to kick-start a co-design
process with Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander people.

The Budget papers said the government
“remains committed” to the process of consti-
tutional recognition for Indigenous people, and
will conduct a referendum once a model has
been settled.

The Prime Minister said the Indigenous
voice — which was recommended by about 300
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander represent-
atives at Uluru in 2017, along with a makar-
rata, truth-telling commission and a framework
towards treaty — was important.

“But what remains even more important,
to be honest, is the package we announced
the other night,” he said, referring to federal
funding for youth mental health and suicide
prevention.

“Youth suicide is reaching devastatingly
into remote Indigenous communities,” he said.

“If you ask me what my number one pri-
ority is for Indigenous Australians, I want
to do everything I can to ensure that young
Indigenous Australians don’t take their own
lives. That’s my priority for Indigenous
Australians, and I’'m very certain that would
be the priority of Indigenous parents for their
children.”

Centre of Best Practice in Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander Suicide Prevention
(CBPATSISP) director Professor Pat
Dudgeon and National Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander Leadership in Mental Health
(NATSILMH) chair Tom Brideson cautiously
welcomed the mental health and suicide pre-
vention Budget announcements but said they
needed more detail.

“$15 million Indigenous specific fund-
ing in a $461 million youth mental health and
suicide prevention package, within a $736
mental health package, is not enough to meet
our needs,” Brideson said. “Indigenous people
comprise three percent of the population and
have about double the suicide prevention
needs, and three times the mental health needs,
of other Australians.

“In terms of equity, we estimate about nine
percent of the total package, about $70 mil-
lion, should be dedicated Indigenous expendi-
ture. While this may seem a significant amount,
it should not be forgotten that the bulk of
Indigenous mental ill-health is preventable
with access to primary mental health care, and
yet the social costs of untreated Indigenous
mental health difficulties are likely to run into
the billions.

“In fact, a long-called-for reinvestment
funding approach to our mental health, partic-
ularly justice reinvestment, should eventually
enable the Australian government to make sav-
ings in many areas as well as making a big con-
tribution to ‘Closing the Gap’ and Indigenous
wellbeing.”

This is particularly in relation to the
enormous cost of imprisoning over 13,000
Indigenous people, many of whom are in
prison because of untreated mental health and
related issues.”

The National Congress of Australia’s First
People criticised the Budget for lacking “con-
crete measures in areas of high importance for

First Peoples” and said they were disappointed
by the continued rollout of cashless debit card
trials.

Congress co-chair Jackie Huggins said the
$128.8 million spent on the trials over the next
four years would be better used to fund vital
health, education and support services.

“No increase to Newstart means recipi-
ents will continue to bear the enormous finan-
cial and emotional stress of not knowing if
they will have enough for the bare necessities
each week,” she said. “Planned tax cuts have
little impact on the disproportionate number
of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people
who are low income earners.

“There have been no changes to the
Community Development Program; partici-
pants continue to work below minimum wage,
and are in constant fear of being subject to
harsh penalties for even minor breaches of pro-
gram requirements. Money allocated under the
Indigenous Advancement Strategy continues to
be wasted on culturally inappropriate and inef-
fective services, while our organisations are
forced to shut down due to lack of funding.”
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SNAICC (the peak body for Indigenous
children) chair Muriel Bamblett said First
Nations children were again ignored in the
Budget.

“It’s incredibly difficult to see Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander children mentioned
at all in this Budget,” she said. “Some of our
children are the most vulnerable children in
the country, and they face barriers that don’t
exist for other children. This Budget shows the
absence of a long-term strategy or investment
in our children.”

Legal and justice organisations condemned
the federal government’s plan to change fund-
ing for Indigenous legal services, amid fears it
could lead to even more shutdowns or amal-
gamations of stand-alone Indigenous bodies.

And the National Aboriginal Community
Controlled Health Organisation (NACCHO)
chief executive Pat Turner said she was disap-
pointed at the lack of funding for Indigenous
health services.

The Koori Mail &
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ailure of privatisation

Len Lean

Just by only using one of Labor
leader Bill Shorten’s proposals on
vehicle emissions shows incompe-
tence to achieve significant emis-
sions reductions of carbon dioxide
(CO») in-line with the European
Union.

His proposed aim is to phase in
an emissions limit of CO:z on pri-
vate passenger vehicles, of 105g/km
(grams per kilometre) by 2025, our
present standard is 181g/km: The
present standard for the European
Union is 118g/km — 45 percent less
than Australia.

Shorten announced this proposed
reduction of 76.7g/km and these
goals would require firm regulations.
Like all Social Democratic parties
they are captive to big business and
we are very likely to see a signifi-
cant push-back by vested interests.
One reason is that electric vehicles
have fewer moving parts e.g. elec-
tric single design motor has 30-40
moving parts, 4WDs 50-60 moving
parts compared with over 10,000
for internal combustion engines.
The result is fewer spare part sales,

much less oil or grease required
and less maintenance. This has an
impact on jobs and profits for exist-
ing manufacturers.

The EU Commission’s new
target is to phase in from 2020 new
car CO2 standard of 95g/km by 2021.
This means a fuel consumption of
around 4.1 litres of petrol per 100
km travelled.

As the result of very slow
changes in Australia we will proba-
bly see much more dumping of low-
priced high-emitting vehicles on
our door-step. We may also see the
dumping of second-hand obsolete
electric vehicles. People considering
the purchase of an electric car want
the most modern vehicle with all the
gismos, therefore second-hand elec-
tric vehicles lose resale value quicker
than petrol or diesel vehicles.

Cost of
electric vehicles

The majority of electric vehicles
on the market are in the expensive
range; there are nine new plug-in
hybrid and battery electric vehicle
models on the horizon, expected on

the market in 18-24 months. Five are
expected to be priced at $60,000 or
less, still expensive for workers who
have been working for much less
than they have earned from their toil.
Wage theft, casual employment, low
minimum wages and other factors
have resulted in a situation where
profits are booming and fewer people
can afford expensive vehicles.

How realistic are Shorten’s tar-
gets for electric passenger vehicles?

Major Swiss bank, UBS, predicts
that electric vehicles will account
for 14 percent of global car sales by
2025. This may change because of
the rapid improvements being made
in technology.

Both major parties have always
fostered the use of private car domi-
nance over public transport services.
The Australian Bureau of Statistics
last census in 2016 showed 33.7 per-
cent of households had access to one
motor vehicle, 34.1 had two vehicles
and 34.1 had access to three or more
motor vehicles, the balance percent-
age did not respond to the question
of why do so many homes have
motor vehicles?

There are numerous reasons why

so many homes have motor vehicles.

Amongst just a few are:

* The number of adults present in
the household

» Age status

* Access to public transport limited

 Distance to shops, services,
employment, and education

* Household income

* Population density of Australian
cities.

The Australian Bureau of
Statistics 2019 shows the ranking
of population density of people per
square kilometre:

Melbourne 453/km?

Adelaide 404.205/km?

Sydney 400/km?

Perth 317.736/km?

Canberra 176.3/km?

Brisbane 145/km?

Hobart 124.8/km?

Darwin 44.976/km?.

The public transport system over
many years, through privatisation or
contracting out services has become
a profit driven.

Public transport is the only way
to solve road grids and govern-
ments have been guilty of squan-
dering billions on building new or

wider metropolitan roads that have
failed. However, despite these fail-
ures governments continue toss-
ing more taxpayer money into new
roads, increasing the profits of road
construction companies instead of
improved public transport.

New technology in the public
transport field could reverse the
dependence on private cars, if they
adopted the trackless tram system
which is reported to be able to carry
up to 300-500 passenger when cou-
pled up to five carriages. The use of
driverless shuttle buses are being tri-
alled in some states, Adelaide has
three such trails presently operating.

Public transport has to be non-
profit and publicly owned, with fre-
quent, on time and cheap fares. It
must also travel along dedicated tram
ways to increase arrival times over
private cars.

Party members have to take the
message to the people for change.
At the federal elections in May there
will be two major concerns for work-
ers: a) the cost of living and low
wages and b) the demand for much
more positive action on climate
change. @

Oppose Assange extradition

Ben Cowles

Australia’s journalists’ union called on
Prime Minister Scott Morrison and the
British government to oppose the extradi-
tion of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange
to the United States.

Assange, an Australian citizen, was
dragged out of the Ecuadorean embassy in
London after the President Lenin Moreno’s
government revoked the Australian journal-
ist’s asylum-seeker status.

He had spent the past seven years in
the building on the grounds that if he was
detained in Britain he would be extradited
to the US and jailed as a spy in retaliation
for WikiLeaks’ exposure of Iraq War logs
and infamous Collateral Murder footage of a
brutal 2007 helicopter air strike.

Assange was originally wanted to stand
trial regarding allegations of sexual offences

in Sweden, but after these “timed out” in 2017
British authorities continued to seek his arrest
for skipping bail.

In an open letter addressed to the British
High Commissioner Vicki Treadell and
Australian Foreign Minister Marise Payne,
the Media Entertainment and Arts Alliance
(MEAA) said Assange’s persecution would
have “a chilling effect on the public’s right
to know what governments do in the name of
their citizens.”

“It is a principle of a free press that the
media has a duty to scrutinise the powerful
and to hold them to account,” the letter reads.

“WikiLeaks was established in a way
to allow whistle blowers seeking to pub-
licly expose wrongdoing to upload material
anonymously and with no possibility of being
traced. This is common practice among media
organisations around the world ...

“Extradition of Mr Assange and

prosecution by the United States would set a
disturbing global precedent for the suppres-
sion of press freedom.”

Payne later responded, saying: “The
extradition process itself is a matter between
the United States and the United Kingdom.”

Australian journalist John Pilger
echoed MEAA’s warning on RT's Going
Underground show, calling Assange’s arrest
“an assault on journalism.” Pilger said: “On
the way to an American prison could be a host
of other editors if they push their luck.

“If Julian and WikiLeaks can be pros-
ecuted, then so can the editors of those news-
papers that carried their work.”

Meanwhile US President Donald Trump
claimed he knew “nothing about WikiLeaks”
when asked about Assange’s arrest, despite
praising WikiLeaks several times during his
presidential campaign.

US dissident academic and radical

left-wing author Noam Chomsky said the
arrest was a scandalous effort by the US gov-
ernment and others “to silence journalists who
are producing material that people in power
didn’t want the rascal multitude to know
about.

“WikiLeaks was publishing things that
people ought to know. People in power don’t
like that and therefore have to silence it. This
is the kind of scandal that takes place over
and over.

“The other scandal is the extraterritorial
reach of the United States. Why should the
US have the power to control what others are
doing elsewhere in the world? It’s an outland-
ish situation and it goes on all the time.”
Morning Star &
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The Cuban Revolution
and Solidarity

April 17 is the anniversary of the launching
of the United State’s 1961 military invasion
at Playa Giron (Bay of Pigs). The Cuban
people’s resolute response in defence of the
Revolution and socialism, within only 72
hours, produced the first military defeat of
imperialism in America.

Strangely, the date was chosen by the cur-
rent US government to announce new aggres-
sive measures against Cuba and to reinforce
their implementation of the Monroe Doctrine.

The Revolutionary Government rejects,
in the strongest terms possible, the decision
to now allow action to be taken in US courts
against Cuban and foreign entities, and to
aggravate impediments to entering the United
States faced by leaders and families of compa-
nies that legitimately invest in Cuba, in prop-
erties that were nationalised. These are actions
established in the Helms-Burton Act which
was denounced long ago by the international
community, and which the Cuban nation has
repudiated since its promulgation and imple-
mentation in 1996, with the fundamental goal
of imposing colonial tutelage on our country.

We repudiate, as well, the decision to rein-
state limits on remittances that Cuban residents
in the US send to their families and friends, to
further restrict travel by US citizens to Cuba,
and impose additional financial sanctions.

We strongly denounce references that
attacks against US diplomats have occurred in
Cuba.

They attempt to justify their actions, as is
customary, with lies and coercion.

Army General Ratll Castro stated this past
April 10: “Cuba is blamed for all evils, using
lies in the worst style of Hitler’s propaganda.”

The US government resorts to slander,
to cover up and justify the obvious failure
of its sinister coup manoeuvre, designating
in Washington an impostor “President” for
Venezuela.

They accuse Cuba of being responsi-
ble for the strength and determination shown
by the Bolivarian Chavista government, the
country’s people, and the civic-military union
defending their nation’s sovereignty. They lie
shamelessly, alleging that Cuba has thousands
of military and security troops in Venezuela,
wielding influence, and determining what hap-
pens in this sister country.

They have the cynicism to blame Cuba for
the economic and social situation Venezuela
is facing — after years of brutal economic
sanctions, conceived and implemented by the
United States and their allies — to economi-
cally asphyxiate the country and cause suffer-
ing within the population.

Washington goes so far as to pressure
governments in other countries to attempt
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to persuade Cuba to withdraw this unlikely
supposed military and security aid, and even
to stop lending support and solidarity to
Venezuela.

The current US government is well-known,
within the country itself and internationally, for
its unscrupulous use of lies as a tool in domes-
tic and foreign policy. This is an old habit
among imperialism’s practices.

The images are still fresh of President
George W Bush indecently lying about sup-
posed weapons of mass destruction in Iraq,
a lie that served as the pretext to invade this
Middle Eastern country.

Recorded in history, as well, are the bomb-
ing of the Maine anchored in Havana, and the
self-inflicted Gulf of Tonkin incident, episodes
that served as pretexts to unleash brutal wars in
Cuba and Vietnam.

We cannot forget that the United States
used fake insignia painted on the planes that
carried out bombings here as a prelude to the
Playa Girén invasion, to hide the fact that they
were US aircraft.

It should be clear that the US slanders
are based on lies. Their intelligence agencies
have more than enough evidence, surely more
than any other state, to know that Cuba has no
troops in Venezuela, and does not participate
in military or security operations, even though
it is the sovereign right of independent coun-
tries to determine how they cooperate in the
area of defence, which is not a US prerogative
to question.

Those making this accusation have more
than 250,000 soldiers and 800 military bases
abroad, some of them in our hemisphere.

This government also knows, as Cuba has
repeatedly stated publicly, that the more than

20,000 Cuban collaborators, more than 60
percent women, are undertaking in this South
American country the same work currently
being done by another 11,000 professionals
from our country in 83 nations; contributing
to the provision of social basic services, funda-
mentally in healthcare, which has been recog-
nised by the international community.

It should also be absolutely clear that our
firm solidarity with the Bolivarian Republic of
Venezuela is Cuba’s right as a sovereign state,
and also a duty that is part of our tradition and
among the irrevocable principles of the Cuban
Revolution’s foreign policy.

No threat of reprisal against Cuba, no ulti-
matum or pressure on the part of the current US
government will dissuade the Cuban nation’s
internationalist vocation, despite the devastat-
ing human and economic damage caused by
the genocidal blockade to our people.

It is worth remembering that thuggish
threats and ultimatums have been used in
the past, when Cuba’s internationalists sup-
ported liberation movements in Africa,
while the United States supported the oppro-
brious apartheid regime in South Africa.
Cuba was expected to renounce its solidar-
ity commitments with the peoples of Africa
in exchange for a promise of forgiveness, as
if the Revolution needed to be pardoned by
imperialism.

At that time, Cuba rejected the pressure,
as we reject it today, with the greatest disdain.

Raul Castro recalled this past April 10:
“Over 60 years, facing aggression and threats,
Cubans have shown the iron will to resist and
overcome the most difficult circumstances.
Despite its immense power, imperialism does
not possess the capacity to break the dignity of
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a united people, proud of its history and of the
freedom conquered with so much sacrifice.”

The Cuban government calls on all mem-
bers of the international community and US
citizens to put an end to this irrational escala-
tion and the hostile, aggressive policy of the
Donald Trump government. Member states of
the United Nations rightly demand, year after
year, almost unanimously, an end to this eco-
nomic war. The peoples and governments of
our region must ensure that the principles of
the Proclamation of Latin America and the
Caribbean as a Zone of Peace prevail, for the
benefit of all.

The President of the Councils of State
and Ministers, Miguel Diaz-Canel Bermudez,
declared on April 13, “Cuba continues to have
confidence in its strengths, its dignity, and also
in the strength and dignity of other sovereign,
independent nations. But Cuba also continues
to believe in the people of the United States,
the homeland of Lincoln, who are ashamed of
those who act beyond the boundaries of univer-
sal law, in the name of the entire nation.”

Once again, Cuba repudiates the lies
and the threats, and reiterates that its sover-
eignty, independence, and commitment to the
cause of the peoples of Latin America and the
Caribbean, are not negotiable.

Two days before the commemoration of
the 58th anniversary of the victory at Playa
Giroén, a historic site within our national terri-
tory, where mercenary forces backed by impe-
rialism tasted the dust of defeat, the Cuban
Revolution reiterates its resolute determina-
tion to confront the aggressive escalation of the
United States, and prevail.

Havana, April 17,2019 &

CPA statement on May Day 2019

The Communist Party of Australia con-
gratulates workers who have taken militant
strike action in Sydney and in cities around
the world to celebrate May Day, the inter-
national workers day.

May lst is our day to celebrate the unity
of workers of the world, their commitment
to internationalism and class struggle. This
is an outstanding display of class solidarity
in opposition to the attacks of the capitalist
system, governments and employers on work-
ing people which has resulted in a downward
spiral of living standards.

The actions of the Sydney Unions is a
militant return of May Day to its class con-
scious roots of struggle against employers and
governments that support capital.

Workers are taking to the streets demand-
ing that the rules have to change so that the

Australian working class have the right to
strike and to broaden bargaining rights across
industries so they can break away from shack-
les placed on the organised working class by
enterprise agreements.

CPA General Secretary Andrew Irving
said, “The CPA supports the Change the Rules
campaign and believes its demands should
be sharpened to highlight the main issues
such as the right to strike, to allow solidarity
between workers in different industries and
supply-chain bargaining. We strongly support
the action of workers to strike on May Day as
part of a campaign to achieve these demands.
The CPA is participating and gives its full
solidarity”.

The Communist Party of Australia con-
gratulates the leaderships of the MUA,
CFMEU Construction for taking this initiative

and for the participation of the AMWU and
ETU. The CPA also welcomes the support of
student climate strike representatives for the
May 1 Sydney actions noting that the broadest
movement is required in the struggle against
the capitalist system.

CPA President Vinnie Molina has been
invited by the Cuban Workers’ Central, CTC
to share the celebration of May Day with
Cuban Workers in Havana.

Comrade Molina said, “It is an opportu-
nity to stand with the Cuban workers, their
unions and government against the US block-
ade and implementation of the Helms-Burton
Act. This is unacceptable intimidation of
the Cuban people and the world must con-
demn the Trump administration’s decision
to strengthen the US blockade of Cuba and
Venezuela.

“The CPA stands in solidarity with
Cuban and Venezuela Workers and condemns
the inhumane blockade of both Cuba and
Venezuela. We support and seek worker soli-
darity with President Nicolas Maduro and
those in Venezuela who despite the threats are
building the Bolivarian revolution.”

The Communist Party of Australia sends
its solidarity greetings to all Australian work-
ers, to all our fraternal Communist and
Workers Parties internationally and all work-
ers and oppressed peoples in struggle for their
rights, liberation and real change wherever
they may be.

Long Live May Day!

Long Live Internationalism!

Long Live Peace and Socialism! &
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Promise and betrayal

Magazine

Iran’s 1979 revolution

In the fall of 1978, massive waves of unrest and strikes — led largely by Iran’s oil
workers — swept that country. By early 1979, the tyrannical government of Shah
Mohammad Reza Pahlavi was pushed from power. The Revolution of February 1979
was the work of a wide range of class and social forces, united on a program of

democracy and anti-imperialism.

Within a short time, the Shi‘ite religious fundamentalist groups around Ayatollah
Khomeini that controlled the new government of the Islamic Republic, however, moved
against the secular left revolutionary forces, particularly the Tudeh [Communist] Party
of Iran. By the early years of the 1980s, it was clear that the revolution had been

betrayed.

What follows are excerpts from articles printed in the Daily World, predecessor of
People’s World, that cover developments in Iran as they happened. Most are written by
Tom Foley, the Daily World's chief correspondent on Iran for most of those years. For a
perspective on Iran today, see People’s World's interview with Mohammad Omidvar, a
member of the political bureau of the Tudeh Party.

On Iran: Much is told,
more is omitted

Tom Foley | May 9, 1969

The Shah owes his throne to the CIA and
the oil companies. There is an army of police
spies in Iran, trained by former New Jersey
State Police chief Norman Schwarzkopf. There
are probably more than 20,000 political pris-
oners in the shah’s dungeons. American diplo-
mats in Iran told me they had spotted at least
five separate prisons for political offenders in
trips around the country.

I saw the Shah’s US-trained paratroopers
go into Tehran University in January 1962 and,
under his orders, kill, maim, and rape students
and then beat up the few brave doctors who
came to tend the injured. I also remember the
American officials who laughed about it and
said, “They were probably all Communists
anyway.” I did notice that the blood sprayed
on the ceilings after the paratroopers finished
clubbing and trampling the students was red,
but it had not occurred to me that this was an
indication of political allegiance ....

The Iranian Tudeh Party was the main anti-
imperialist force in Iran up to 1953, and in that
year was the prime target of the CIA, the Shah,
and the oil companies. It was the Tudeh Party
that organised and led over 400,000 Iranian
workers, including all the oil workers, in Iran.
It had a military section composed of hundreds
of progressive Iranian army officers ....At
least half the Iranian intelligentsia was in its
ranks, while most of the other half followed
its leadership.

Since 1953, the Tudeh has been subjected
to especially fiendish persecution, but it is still
there as an active force among Iran’s workers
and peasants.

Crises mount
for Shah’s regime

Tom Foley | November 9, 1979

Food and fuel supplies in Iran’s major
cities were running out fast on Wednesday
as strikes began to choke the Shah’s dictato-
rial regime. The new military government of
Gen. Gholam Reza Azhari late Tuesday made
important concessions to Iran’s 40,000 strik-
ing oil workers by arresting Gen. Nematollah
Nasiri, former chief of the dreaded SAVAK
secret police agency, and over 50 other notori-
ous Shah henchmen.

It seemed doubtful to most observers that
the arrests would check the surging anti-Shah
strike movement ... [but] the facts argued
against transforming the struggle into a mili-
tary one: The Shah’s forces are armed to the
teeth by the US and capable of reducing any
Iranian city to smoking rubble. The anti-Shah
forces have no arms to speak of and are relying
on mass strike actions, not guns and bullets.

International news comments drew com-
parisons between the Shah and Tsar Nicholas II
of Russia, sometimes referred to as “Nicholas
the Last,” whose fall was brought about by
angry women who started a riot in a bread

line in Petrograd in February 1917. That was
the end of the tsars, but only the beginning of
struggle in Russia.

Shah reaches Egypt
in flight to US

Tom Foley | January 17, 1979

The Shah of Iran arrived yesterday in
Aswan, Egypt, on his way to the US after 13
months of mass demonstrations against his
rule. It was the political strike of Iran’s 67,000
oil workers that forced the Shah in the end to
slink out of the country.

Overjoyed Iranians flooded Tehran’s
streets as they learned of the Shah’s depar-
ture. They laughed, cheered, wept, danced
atop cars, blew car horns, tossed flowers and
candy, and waved portraits of exiled Iranian
Shi’ite Muslim leader, the Ayatollah Ruhollah
Khomeini. They also pulled down the statue of
Reza Shah, the Shah’s father and founder of the
Pahlavi dynasty.

The US capitalist news media, in an obvi-
ous effort to stir sympathy for the Iranian
tyrant, said that the Shah “wept openly” as he
left Iran. His personal fortune is estimated at
between USS$3 billion and US$23 billion, much
of it stashed away abroad, so he is not going to
suffer financial hardship.

As many as 10,000 Iranians — men,
women, and children — may have been killed
in the Shah’s vain attempt to crush the past 13
months of strikes and protests, and there are an
estimated 25,000 to 100,000 political prisoners
in the Shah’s jails.

In Paris yesterday, Ayatollah Khomeini
greeted news of the Shah’s departure. He is
expected to go back to Iran within the next
week. The Shah-appointed government of
Premier Shahpur Bakhtiyar is given no chance
to survive and may crumble in a few days.

Khomeini returns,
warns of US pro-Shah plot

Tom Foley | February 2, 1979

The Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini made a
scorching attack on US imperialism yesterday
on arrival in Tehran after 15 years in exile ....
In a speech at Tehran’s Beheshte Zehra cem-
etery, where over 1,500 of his slain followers
lie buried, Khomeini said the US was plotting
to put Mohammed Reza Pahlavi back in power,
“but,” he declared, “we will not let the US
bring the Shah back.” He charged US impe-
rialism with plundering Iran and with using
thousands of “advisers” to help the Shah kill,
torture, and oppress the Iranian people ....

Khomeini said he would appoint a revolu-
tionary council to administer the country until
democratic elections can be held for a constit-
uent assembly to draw up a new constitution
for Iran. Earlier, he said that the council and
the government will not be composed prima-
rily of Muslim clergy and that he will not be a
member. He called for unity among all Iranian
forces opposed to the Shah and fighting for
democracy.

Iranian revolution
moving ahead

Tom Foley | February 10, 1979

NEW YORK: Mehdi Bazargan, head of
Iran’s provisional government, said Friday:
“The Shah’s departure was only the beginning.
Today is the start of Phase Two of the revo-
lution.” Bazargan urged the Shah-appointed
Premier, Shahpur Bakhtiyar, to resign imme-
diately and hand over power to the provisional
government. He stressed that the Bakhtiyar
regime is completely isolated and has no pop-
ular support.

The program of the provisional govern-
ment consists of six points: 1.) transfer of
power from Bakhtiyar regime to the provi-
sional government; 2.) a popular referendum
on Iran’s state system; 3.) reorganisation of the
power structure in Iran; 4.) elections for a con-
stituent assembly; 5.) drafting of a new Iranian
constitution; 6.) formation of a new govern-
ment ....

Bazargan, 73, a leading member of the
National Front, is an engineer and head of the
National Iranian Oil Company under former
Premier Mohammed Mosaddeq. The Soviet
news agency TASS said his appointment as
head of the provisional government “is receiv-
ing the broadest support throughout Iran ....
The Iranian press notes that Bazargan is a bour-
geois democrat who upholds Iran’s independ-
ence, stands for scrapping the monarchy and
creating a non-aligned Islamic republic.”

Iran CP says:
Expel US “advisers”

Tom Foley | February 15, 1979

The Tudeh (“Masses”) Party of Iran on
Wednesday demanded that the Shah, mem-
bers of his family, and closest aides be brought
to trial for their crimes against the Iranian
people. In a statement released in Paris, the
Tudeh Party said that all US advisers should
be expelled from Iran and that all military pacts
concluded by the Shah should be annulled.

The Tudeh Party was formed in 1941 out
of the old Communist Party of Iran and is
Iran’s sole Marxist-Leninist party. Top US offi-
cials have admitted they fear the Tudeh Party’s
considerable strength among Iran’s oil workers.

Nureddin Kiyanuri, first secretary of the
Tudeh Party, said, “The whole Iranian people
have risen in struggle against the bankrupt
monarchy, for a republic and for democratic
rights, against imperialist domination, to save
Iran’s oil from the US and British imperialists,
and to annul Iran’s military agreements with
the US and Britain.”

Shah’s wealth
nationalised in Iran

Tom Foley | February 17, 1979

The Iranian government Friday confiscated
all property of the Shah and of members of his
family, worth billions of dollars. The decree,
adopted unanimously by the provisional gov-
ernment of Premier Mehdi Bazargan, applies
to property both at home and abroad, including
foreign bank deposits of over US$20 billion.

The return to the Iranian people of the
wealth created by them, which had been taken
by force by the Shah, lays the foundations for a
greatly expanded, genuinely nationalised sector
of the Iranian economy. It is one of the most
progressive measures taken thus far by the new
government ...

While the US news media was doing eve-
rything possible to convince the US public that
chaos, anarchy, and civil war reigned in Iran,
there was every indication that the situation in
fact was being rapidly normalised. Khomeini,
in a Friday morning nationwide radio broadcast
urged members of the armed forces to resume
their normal duties ... and repeated his earlier
statement that all strikes should end Saturday.
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The end of the strikes should mean that
Iran can begin putting its economic house
in order .... The US, however, seems to be
moving toward a complete break with the new
Iran, including an economic boycott like that
applied to socialist Cuba .... Underlying this
is the feeling Washington officials have that
the new Iran will cancel the 1954 oil conces-
sion agreement with the top US and British oil
monopolies. That agreement was signed after
the CIA overthrew former Premier Mohammed
Mosaddeq in 1953 and re-installed the Shah
in power.

CIA’s reactionary
“Muslim studies”

William Pomeroy | February 28, 1979

LONDON: It was reported on January 21
that ... President Carter had ordered US intel-
ligence agencies to conduct a study of Muslim
religious movements. This is to be undertaken,
it was said, because an “Islamic revolt” had
overthrown the Shah of Iran and US intelli-
gence agencies had been negligent in failing
to pay attention to the Muslim factor in the
Iranian revolution.

This brief report bristles with insinuations
and implications. For one thing, it implies that
the Shah and imperialist interests were the vic-
tims of a misunderstood religious movement,
a movement moreover that allegedly opposed
the Shah because he “tried to modernise” Iran.

In this aspect of the Carter Muslim line,
the real causes of the anti-Shah revolt — brutal
fascistic oppression related to neo-colo-
nial control by imperialist multinational and
military interests — and the real scope of the
anti-Shah forces — a truly national movement
cutting across class, social, and religious sec-
tors — are to be blurred and confused. US impe-
rialism would thus hide its responsibility for
the monstrous Shah regime and the revolution
it created.

As for understanding Muslim religious
movements, the US government, its agencies,
and the big corporations it serves have been
dabbling long enough in Middle Eastern oil
and in the affairs of those in whose soil it lies
to understand perfectly well the Muslim beliefs
and the Muslim way of life. It is well under-
stood that class and national interests determine
trends in the Middle East, and that Muslim or
Islamic religious movements (of which there
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are many, as in the case of Christianity) reflect
class and national conditions.

It doesn’t take much intelligence work to
grasp the fact that it has not been a case of the
Iranian people identifying themselves with
the Shi’ite Muslim faith that overthrew the
Shah, but of the Shi’ite Muslim leaders like
Khomeini identifying themselves with the rev-
olutionary cause of the Iranian people suffering
oppression.

Iran Marxists urge
revolutionary unity

Tom Foley | March 21, 1979

The Tudeh Party of Iran, in its most recent
statement — the first issued in Tehran itself
since the revolution — urged the unity of all
forces taking part in the Iranian people’s
revolution.

The statement declared the party’s support
for Khomeini and for the creation of an Islamic
republic.

It said: “The main condition for achiev-
ing the aims of the people’s revolution is the
alliance of all forces taking part in the current
revolutionary movement, regardless of their
ideological, political, or philosophic views.”

Who speaks
for Iranian women?

Eliza Bennett | March 21, 1979

Thousands of women marching in the
streets of Tehran on International Women’s
Day for their rights as women — for their right
to dress as they please, what a beautiful sight!

Militant women asserting their rights as
part of a revolutionary process after years of
feudal oppression is a marvellous sight indeed.
It invokes images of those women of the Soviet
Far East who burned their thick horse hair veils
in order to declare their path to liberation and
support for their revolution ....

The original demonstration planned for
March 8 in Tehran was to be a small affair,
in honour of those women killed in the rev-
olution. Ayatollah Khomeini’s suggestion on
March 7 that women must cover themselves
with the chador (a head to toe, loosely draped
robe) in accordance with the Muslim tradition
of modesty led to the enlarged demonstrations
on the issues of dress and women'’s rights.
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Khomeini names
Council to run Iran

Tom Foley | November 7, 1979

Khomeini yesterday ordered the Islamic
Revolutionary Council to take over all gov-
ernmental affairs following the resignation
of Premier Mehdi Bazargan and his cabinet.
At the same time, speculation grew in Tehran
concerning the Revolutionary Council’s atti-
tude toward last Sunday’s seizure of the US
Embassy by a group of students. The stu-
dents continued holding 60 to 90 US citizens
as hostages in the Tehran Embassy. The State
Department has flatly rejected their demand
that the US extradite the Shah to stand trial.

There was concern in many quarters that
the seizure might be used by the Carter admin-
istration as an excuse for some sort of hostile,
damaging action against the Iranian revolution.
The students claim to be “Students Loyal to
Khomeini,” although whether this is an organ-
isation’s name or a simple description is not
clear.

The Foreign Ministry said the seizure of
the US Embassy was a “reaction to the fact
that the American Administration ignores the
demands of the Iranian people.”

Reagan blasted
for remarks on Iran

Tim Wheeler | December 30, 1980

WASHINGTON: Leaders of the peace
movement blasted President-elect Reagan
today for inflaming the Iranian hostage crisis
by referring to the Iranian people as “bar-
barians,” and to their demands as “ransom.”
Reagan’s barrage has clearly risked torpedoing
negotiations between the US and Iran to win
release of the 52 hostages, which have reached
a delicate stage.

Islamic Republic of Iran
closer to counter-revolution

Arash Alborzi | February 3, 1984

Religious and anti-Communist leaders,
who have been promising national independ-
ence, freedom, and social justice to millions of
Iranian toiling masses, finally gave in to pro-
capitalist forces and betrayed the revolution.

Now, their main concern is to stay in power and
to export their version of “Islamic Revolution”
at any cost.

In early 1983, the revolution’s top leader-
ship, in a major political shift, chose dependent
capitalism over national independence, repres-
sion over freedom, and capitalist exploitation
over social justice. In this dangerous change
of course they find the Tudeh Party of Iran,
which has been the most persistent and ardent
advocate of the revolution, to be a major obsta-
cle. Consequently, an anti-Communist cru-
sade became the dominant trend in the Islamic
Republic’s domestic and foreign policy.

Meanwhile, all revolutionary reforms have
been halted, and the political and economic ties
with imperialist countries have expanded ...
McCarthyism is repeating in Iran, but under an
Islamic cover. The Tudeh Party is “illegal” and
“dissolved” by the “Revolution’s Prosecutor,”
and all its members and leaders had to report
to government officials within a month ... more
than 10,000 party members and supporters
were arrested. Some were tortured to death.

Later on, Islamic Republic secret agents
(ex-SAVAK agents) displayed a few party
leaders on a contrived TV show, where, after
previous severe psychological and physical tor-
ture, they “confessed” that they were Soviet
agents and were selling reports at US$15 each
to Soviet authorities. Now Iran’s rulers have
arranged secret courts martial to try Tudeh
Party leaders and revolutionary army and navy
personnel.

Iranian people, especially the working
class, don’t believe the government’s propa-
ganda. Instead, they lost confidence in the
Islamic Republic’s authorities. During the past
year, people have demonstrated their dissatis-
faction ....

The current policies of the Islamic
Republic are paving the way for Iran’s com-
plete return to imperialism’s camp. The US is
waiting, and planning, for the right moment
to strike the crushing blow to the people’s
revolution.

US pushes Iran-lraq war
Tom Foley | June 30, 1984

The war began on September 22, 1980,
when Iraqi forces invaded Iran. The immediate
objective of the Iraqi regime was to seize Iran’s
chief oil-producing province, Khuzistan, where
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the country’s Arab minority lives. By holding
Khuzistan, Iraq would have leaped into the
front ranks of the world’s oil-producing coun-
tries .... All this meant Iraq needed little per-
suasion to start the war.

But the Iraqi regime’s interests dovetailed
with those of US imperialism, Israeli Zionism,
and reactionary Arab regimes. They were
all nervous about Iran. The 1979 revolution
caused the downfall of the Shah’s regime, a
regime built up by Washington to be its chief
“security guard” in the Persian Gulf.

The aggressive interventionist, pro-US
imperialist policy of the Shah caused legitimate
concern in neighbouring Iraq in the 1970s.
It was one of the reasons why the Iraqis got
enough military aid from the USSR to at least
defend themselves against a possible onslaught
by the Shah.

But the Iraqi regime, particularly after
Saddam Hussein became president, became
increasingly rightist in orientation....
Washington and Tel Aviv may have felt that by
mid-1980, the Iranian revolution was having
a dangerous effect on pro-US regimes in the
Persian Gulf like Saudi Arabia. This is where
Iraq stepped in ...

The US imperialists probably figured that
no matter what happened, they could not lose.
They might have a chance to install another
Shah in Iran. They would hold off any Iranian
threat to “their” oil in Saudi Arabia.

And in the meantime, two non-aligned
Middle Eastern countries would be destroy-
ing each other. That the war would push the
governments of both countries to the right was
undoubtedly expected as well.

Slowly during the war, rightist elements
gained the upper hand in Iran. The Tudeh Party
has been outlawed, many of its members have
been executed, working people’s living stand-
ards have deteriorated, there is a wage freeze
despite continuing inflation, strikes are not
allowed, and nearly the same old groups of big
landlords and capitalists exert powerful influ-
ences in government ....

People’s World &
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member Diana Ferreira.

Today we celebrate the 45th anniversary
of the April Revolution — a unique moment
in the history of our country, a moment of
profound significance for what it overthrew
and for what it built.

And when we remember the alliance
between the people and the MFA (Armed
Forces Movement), when we remember the
uprising that followed the MFA’s action on that
morning of April 25, 1974, we do not forget.
Nor do we forget the dark years of the fascist
dictatorship.

Fascism in this country meant poverty,
famine, illiteracy, and disease. It imposed child
labour. It subdued women. It was the sustain-
ing power of half a dozen millionaire families.
It corrupted the whole state. It censored and
overwhelmed the people. It chased down and
arrested anti-fascists. It built the concentration
camp at Tarrafa — the “slow death camp.” It
tortured. It killed.

And it was April, with its liberating action,
that put an end to this time of terror. It was
April which brought a time of hope and the
strength to transform.

Let us not forget this, as we have not for-
gotten the role of the Portuguese Communist
Party in that time. Let us not forget the gen-
erations of communists, other democrats, and
anti-fascists courageously and selflessly faced
the fascist dictatorship and — even in the under-
ground, even under the whip of censorship,
repression, and torture — fought to overthrow
it, often paying with their lives.

Many did not live to see the 25th of April.
But all of them were essential for April to
happen.

Because the 25th of April is not just a
day — it is the culmination of dozens of years
of struggle. It was the destination of a path
cleared step-by-step by those who always
believed that Portugal was not condemned to
live gagged. That its people would not be con-
demned to live crushed and oppressed by the
fetters of fascism.

April brought freedom — a freedom where
free thought and opinion can live without any
kind of censorship.

A freedom where fundamental rights are
enshrined in our Constitution, a document
emanating from the April Revolution that
translates into its text the wishes and aspira-
tions of a people who wanted to be free and
dared to fight for their freedom.

April is the freedom of expression, of
assembly, of political and trade union organi-
sation. It’s freedom of the press. Free elections
and voting rights. The end of colonial war.

It is national minimum wage, Christmas
allowance, vacation entitlement, and paid vaca-
tion. It is the right to work and to dignity on the
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The Values of April

45 years since Portugal overthrew fascism

April 25, 2019, marks the 45th anniversary since the April Revolution in Portugal
when a mass democratic uprising overthrew the fascist dictatorship that had ruled

the country for nearly five decades. What started as a coup by anti-fascist army
officers quickly morphed into a revolt of the whole Portuguese people. As she walked
the streets of Lisbon that day, restaurant worker Celeste Caeiro started placing red
carnations into the barrels of soldiers’ rifles and tanks, giving the 25th of April its
other name — the Carnation Revolution. Below is an excerpted speech delivered in the
Assembly of the Republic, the country’s parliament, by Portuguese Communist Party

job with collective bargaining, prohibition of
dismissals without just cause, equal pay, and
the right to strike.

It is the right to health, education, social
protection and social security; to culture,
knowledge, sport, and housing.

It is the right to retirement, protection in
maternity and paternity; child protection and
rights for youth.

It is democratic local power. It is access to
public services and fundamental goods.

It is the defence of national peace, sover-
eignty, and independence.

We speak of all this and much more when
we talk about what the 25th of April meant for
the Portuguese people.

Many of those rights have been eroded or
never guaranteed by right-wing governments
in the years since April, putting in question
the achievements of April and the fulfilment
of what is enshrined in the Constitution of the
Portuguese Republic.

Just as struggle was essential in the past to
defeat fascism, today struggle is indispensable
to advance our rights and guarantee progress
and social justice.

In a country hit by more than four decades
of right-wing politics ... much has had to be
done to defeat the plans of those who ... sought
to perpetuate the policy of limiting rights and
increasing exploitation and impoverishment.

It has necessary to fight hard, but with the
workers’ struggle and the decisive action of
the Portuguese Communist Party, this imme-
diate objective has been achieved, now clearly
translated in the recovery of rights and income
and in the many measures that allowed, in this
new phase of national political life, things such
as salary increases, extraordinary increases in
pensions, increases in family allowances and
other social benefits, free textbooks for stu-
dents up to the 12th grade, a reduction of the
tax burden on workers, improved access to
retirement payments for workers with long
contributory careers or tough professions in
quarries and mines.

All the measures taken are certainly small
steps, considering the scale of the problems
faced by the people and the country, but they
are steps that should be valued for what they
mean in the life of the Portuguese people
because they demonstrate that it is worth fight-
ing. These victories confirm that there is noth-
ing to do but move forward.

But beyond defence, it is necessary to go
further and move decisively towards a real
alternative policy, committed to the values of
April — toward a policy that responds to the
structural problems of capitalism that affect
the people and the country, and not to go
backwards.

A policy of defending and enforcing work-
ers’ rights (a prerequisite for the develop-
ment and progress of a country), creating jobs
with rights, valuing wages and pensions, and
strengthening social protection.

A policy of combating precariousness,
unemployment, social inequalities, and ensur-
ing a better and fairer distribution of wealth.

A policy that defends the social rights of
the people, strengthening and investing in the
social functions of the state — a national health
service that is universal and free, quality public
schools that are free, a social security system
that covers all, and a culture of serving the
public.

A policy of defence and investment in the
national production and recovery of strategic
sectors for our economy that aims at freeing
the Portuguese economy from its structural
dependency on and domination by monopoly
groups.

A policy affirming the sovereign right of
Portugal to determine its own path of devel-
opment, rejecting the interference and imposi-
tions of the European Union.
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A policy that defends the right of peoples
to self-determination and sovereignty and to
oppose militarism in favour of international
cooperation, peace, and disarmament.

The April Revolution is living proof that
it is worth struggle for change, that a people’s
strength defeats inevitabilities.

There have been many moments across
these past 45 years that have demonstrated that
it is only by struggle that we can advance — that
the struggle of the workers and the people is
essential for social transformation.

April belongs to the people. It was your
strength that built it; it will be your strength
that will consolidate it.

The future of Portugal will be built with
the values of April — a freer, more democratic,
more developed, fairer, and more unified
Portugal.

We do not give up dreaming, nor give up
on struggling to turn “dreams into life.”

As the poet José Carlos Ary dos Santos
said, “the doors that April opened no one else
will ever close.”

People’s World &
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Venezuela and China

A friendship
forged in
struggle

lan Goodrum

Friday (April 19): I spent the morning at
a packed building in Beijing’s Sanlitun, a
part of town known for its agglomeration
of diplomatic missions as well as glitzy
shopping districts. Mercifully, a visit to
the former was on the agenda that day.
We were at the embassy of the Bolivarian
Republic of Venezuela in China to ring in
an important anniversary — 209 years to
the day since the country declared its inde-
pendence from Spain.

Simo6n Bolivar and other revolutionar-
ies conducted a protracted crusade to free
their people from oppression, inspiring other
nations to wage their own liberation struggles
in turn. Though the declaration was a water-
shed moment, it was only the beginning of a
long campaign by the peoples of Latin America
to break the shackles of colonialism and stand
on their own two feet.

This campaign is, unfortunately, still
ongoing. For countries in the Americas and
elsewhere, true independence is not guaran-
teed even today. Many still bear wounds and
trauma wrought by assassination plots, for-
eign-imposed military rule, and “clandestine”
violence that tore apart the collective psyche
of whole continents. Bolivar’s homeland is no
exception; Venezuela has had many hardships
and setbacks, largely the result of neo-colonial
plunder and exploitation.

But none of these have deterred the
Venezuelan people from their fight for dig-
nity and self-rule. Imperial designs were
dealt a severe blow after the election of Hugo
Chavez, a transformative figure who defined
Bolivarianism for a new century and fiercely
asserted his country’s place in the world after
a failed coup attempt in 2002. This put a target
on his back for the rest of his life, yet even

in the face of near-constant encirclement, he
and his United Socialist Party put together an
impressive array of social programs and pov-
erty eradication measures. Chavez passed away
in 2013, leaving behind a career that stands as
testament to the power of a people acting as
one.

Even with this legacy of achievement,
Chavez and his successor Nicolas Maduro
knew one country can’t go it alone — and few
places understand this better than the People’s
Republic of China. With their shared heritage
of resistance, Venezuela and China made a per-
fect match, especially after Chavez’s election
in 1999.

Since then, the two countries’ partnership
has grown by leaps and bounds. Trade between
the two has expanded considerably, from around
US$700 million that year to tens of billions by
2012. China’s policy of non-interference in
other countries’ internal affairs carries obvious
appeal to a place in the crosshairs of powerful
nations like the United States, and a mutually
beneficial arrangement between two Global
South countries creates new networks of coop-
eration for historically underdeveloped regions
looking to shake off the yoke of a colonial past.

This relationship is even more important
now, as a self-declared “interim president”
attempts to divide the country and seize power
on behalf of his imperial paymasters. As a
regime of sanctions, sabotage, and military
threats is imposed on Venezuela and its people,
allies become even more crucial if both are to
stay free and independent. China has proven
a trustworthy partner in this regard and many
others; trade has kept up the flow of essential
goods, technology sharing has boosted both
sides’ development, and each country has
defended the other’s political and territorial
integrity at international bodies like the United
Nations.

So high turnout at the embassy made per-
fect sense. Delegates from government, mili-
tary, and civilian sectors in Venezuela pledged
to resolve all challenges to the country’s right
of self-determination, internal and external
alike. They were joined by diplomats from
Iran, Syria, Cuba, and China, who extended
their congratulations on the momentous occa-
sion. A universal theme emerged as speakers
observed the difficult situation in Venezuela,
due in no small part to machinations by “great
powers” that see the world as their private
playground. Linked by a quest to maintain
autonomy, these representatives and their con-
stituent countries have found common cause
despite differences in politics, economic sys-
tems, and culture — an example for those con-
tinuously mired in squabbles from the past.

Hearing these impassioned speeches and
seeing the solidarity these countries demon-
strate in defence of their sovereignty put things
into perspective in a way little else can. My
troubles seemed insignificant compared to
the difficulties these people face for daring to
claim their own destinies — because they are
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insignificant, wholly and utterly. I have never
known the terror of foreign invasion and bomb-
ing as China and Syria have, nor the suffering
brought on by the brutal unilateral sanctions
Iran and Venezuela now endure.

A cruel embargo has been forced upon
Cuba for over half a century, depriving its
people of too many necessities to name. These
indignities and more dwarf whatever petty con-
cerns we have in everyday life, serving as a
reminder of how hard others have it — sadly
necessary, as many quickly forget issues that
don’t affect us personally.

These are the types of relationships nations
should be forging in the 21st century — no
longer defining ourselves by the length of our
“enemies list,” as one US president infamously
did. Instead, we should be building a system
based on understanding, compassion, and
friendship. That was the spirit of the room on
Friday morning — a spirit I hope will eventually
spread to every corner of the world.

I’d prefer not to think about the alternative.
People’s World &

West backed the wrong man in Ukraine

of the deck chairs on the Titanic

Bryan MacDonald

Volodymyr Zelensky’s victory
in Ukrainian’s Presidential elec-
tion marks the moment when the
Western populist wave comes
to the post-Soviet space. It also
serves as a complete rejection
of the divisive, ethno-nationalist
policies pursued by his opponent,
Petro Poroshenko, over the past
five years.

Like US President Donald
Trump and Italy’s Beppe Grillo,
Zelensky has leveraged a major tel-
evision profile for political gain,
but he’s pulled it off on an inclusive
platform in his campaigning, con-
trasting with the discordant rhetoric
of his opponent.

Now, Ukraine faces an unusual
situation. It has replaced an ideo-
logically fanatical President with a
complete unknown quantity. One
who lacks any parliamentary power-
base and must wait six months
for elections to the legislature, the
Rada.

The paradox of Ukraine’s
2014 Maidan was that it looked
like a revolution, but its aftermath
amounted to more of a re-arranging

than any real change of power.

Now, those chickens may finally
have come home to roost. And that
movement’s Western backers can
only blame themselves for having
prioritised their own geopolitical
interests over the genuine desire of
Ukrainians for change.

Hoodwinked heroes

Poroshenko and those around
him were products of the 1990s,
when the post-Soviet oligarchic
system was formed. And the limited
reforms they acquiesced to were
enacted under pressure from the US
and the EU.

Perhaps the elite was smart to
resist. After all, the harsh measures
inspired the emigration of millions
of Ukrainians, mostly to Poland and
Russia. The drift to the latter a glar-
ing paradox, given Poroshenko’s
hostility to his neighbour.

The outgoing president’s strat-
egy was obvious. And cynical. He
knew he could rely on Western sup-
port so long as he maintained an
anti-Russian posture, and to hell
with promised structural reforms.
Because, as Poroshenko was acutely

aware, Brussels and Washington
will tolerate any transgressions
which suit their geopolitical agenda.

For evidence, witness Western
silence as he pushed one-time US
darling Mikhail Saakashvili out
of Ukrainian politics. In just over
six months, the former Georgian
President went from being
Governor of Odessa to being ren-
dered stateless, after Poroshenko
revoked his Ukrainian citizenship
and later had him deported. All done
with barely a whimper of protest
from a Western establishment which
once lionised Saakashvili.

Sadly, for Poroshenko,
Ukrainian voters were less accom-
modating. And now the West has to
deal with Zelensky, who may just
turn out to be more pro-Ukraine
than “pro-West.” If so, he will know
that, if Ukraine has any chance of
prospering, it must somehow nor-
malise relations with Moscow,
which remains its largest trading
partner.

Real Change?

Zelensky’s TV series “Servant
of the People” was essentially
a dramatized campaign advert.

Beaming the actor into the homes
of millions and making ordinary
Ukrainians comfortable with the
concept of him leading the coun-
try. Although, of course, many may
have voted for the idea of his char-
acter, Vasyl Holoborodko, rather
than the real deal.

In the series, Holoborodko is a
straight-shooter who battles corrupt
elites. And, of course, corruption is
the number one issue for Ukrainian
voters, who know Poroshenko,
as an oligarch himself, was never
going to destroy the system which
helped create his own fortune.

Thus, Zelensky, or at least the
fictional politician he plays in the
show, was obviously more credible
than his opponent when promising
to tackle graft.

Zelensky also chose a posi-
tive campaign platform, avoiding
unrealistic promises. By contrast,
Poroshenko stood on his ability to
hold firm against Russia. But, in
doing so, he often gave the impres-
sion he thought he was competing
with Vladimir Putin instead of his
actual opponent.

Furthermore, his Russia-
bashing, often hysterical, alienated

voters in central, southern and east-
ern regions, many of whom feel an
affinity with Russian culture and
use Russian as their primary tongue.
Indeed, it doesn’t seem to have
worked in the West either, as exit
polls suggest Poroshenko lost in
every region except the hyper-patri-
otic Galicia.

Most people here viewed the
Ukrainian election as circus and
watched it like a form of reality TV.
Not because they wished to emulate
it. With this in mind, the conduct
of the campaign probably did more
harm than good to the prospects of
Western-style democracy taking off
in Russia.

Zelensky may turn out to be
ineffective. And, unless he can
somehow orchestrate a radical over-
haul of the Rada this autumn, he
will be rendered politically weak.

Nevertheless, his election vic-
tory confirms that Ukrainians are
tired of being used as pawns by
both external actors and their own
elites.

RT - Russia Today &



10 Moy 1, 2019

Lettery to the Editor /&

The Guowdiow

74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hilly NSW 2010

email: tpearson@cpa.org.au

Deadliest industry

In March, 28 people were killed in truck
crashes, including 10 truck drivers. So far
this year, 20 truck drivers have been killed
on Australian roads.

The skewed belief that speedy delivery is
more important than road safety is exacerbated
at busy periods like the Easter break. We urge
the wealthy companies at the top of supply
chains to ease the pressure on truck drivers and
ensure there is enough money in the pot for

trucks to be properly maintained and goods to
be delivered safely.

In April 2016, the federal government tore
down a road safety watchdog, despite its own
report finding truck crashes would be reduced
by 28 percent. Nothing has been put it in its
place.

Since the road safety watchdog was abol-
ished, 547 people have been killed in truck
crashes.

March was filled with horror truck crashes,
with nearly one person dead for each day of
the month. The federal government has been
sitting on its hands since the abolition of the
road safety watchdog in 2016. We’ve had three
years without anything in its place to protect
our truck drivers and our road users. Thousands
of people have lost a loved one since then. The
government must step up and act immediately
to stop the slaughter on our roads.

Road transport is Australia’s deadliest
industry. A truck driver is 13 times more likely
to die at work than any other worker.

Michael Kaine
Transport Workers’ Union

China’s
health-care reforms

2019 marks the tenth anniversary of
China’s health-care reforms that set
rebuilding the primary health-care system
as one of its priorities. In March during
this year’s sessions of the annual meetings
of the national legislature and the top polit-
ical advisory body, Minister Ma reported
that the key solution was the establishment
of a tiered health-care delivery system that
can coordinate primary health-care and
hospital care.

Patients can be treated at the primary or
community health centre level by general prac-
titioners for common and minor illnesses and
be referred to hospitals for complex and severe
disorders.

A successful tiered health-care delivery
system cannot be achieved without a robust
primary health-care system within which
GPs are fully empowered as gatekeepers.
Additionally, transformation from the current
hospital-dominated health-care delivery model
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to an integrated primary secondary health-care
model is also essential.

Recognising the importance of revamp-
ing its primary health-care system, the Chinese
government has made primary health-care a
priority in its Healthy China 2030 strategy,
with a series of policies and financially sup-
ported technology innovations. The implemen-
tation of a tiered health-care delivery system
throughout China will be a complicated and
daunting task.

China’s population in 2019 stands at
around 1.42 billion which is 18.41 percent of
the world’s population. China’s forecast for the
population numbers to start to decline will be
in 2035 by 0.11 percent annually, and by 2050
it will decline by 0.43 percent annually, and
will be 13.96 percent of the world’s population.

Len Lean
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“The Trump administration
has declared the most severe
new sanctions against Cuba
since President John F Kennedy
imposed an economic embargo
banning all trade with the com-
munist island in 1962.” That was
the assessment of William M
LeoGrande, a widely respected
Cuba analyst, in reaction to
announcements on April 17 by
Secretary of State Mike Pompeo
and National Security Adviser
John Bolton concerning new eco-
nomic sanctions being imposed on
Cuba.

In Washington, Pompeo, follow-
ing up on previous State Department
announcements, declared that, as
of May 2, the Trump administra-
tion would indeed be implementing
Title 11T of the Helms-Burton Act of
1996. That provision enables former
owners of properties nationalised by
Cuba’s revolutionary government
decades ago to seek damages in US
courts for losses they suffered.

Meanwhile in Coral Gables,
Florida, Bolton indicated that US
citizens without family connections
in Cuba will soon be barred in most
instances from travel to the island.
He announced that henceforth indi-
vidual Cuban Americans could no

longer provide family members on
the island with unlimited amounts
of money; they would be limited
to sending no more than US$1,000
every three months. Bolton also
announced new sanctions were
in place against Nicaragua and
Venezuela.

Under Title III of Helms-Burton,
US courts may order companies
from around the world to compen-
sate former owners for their use of
nationalised properties. International
lending institutions, already leery of
supporting ventures in Cuba, pre-
sumably will regard future loans for
business projects in Cuba as risky.
Diminished availability of loans
would endanger an already precari-
ous economy dependent on commer-
cial dealings on a global scale.

Shortly after enactment of
Helms-Burton in 1996, the European
Union, Great Britain, Mexico, and
Canada prohibited companies under
their jurisdictions from comply-
ing with the law. Consequently, the
United States delayed putting Title
IIT into effect — until now. European
countries and Canada are protesting
once more.

The central criticism of the
Helms-Burton Act from all quar-
ters (outside the US) relates to its
“extraterritoriality.” The word signi-
fies US violation of the sovereignty
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of nations. US courts may be
flooded with lawsuits. According to
Washington attorney Robert Muse,
a specialist in legal aspects of expro-
priation, Title III “puts virtually
every commercial enterprise on the
island in question at this point and
subject to a lawsuit.”

Properties for which claims are
possible include: Canada’s Sherritt
Corporation, hotels managed by the
Melia Corporation of Spain, port
facilities in Havana, and Cuba’s José
Marti International Airport. Cruise
ship operators and airlines using the
latter two properties are at potential
legal risk.

The White House reiterated that,
with full activation of the law, for-
eign business persons “trafficking”
in nationalised Cuban properties
won’t be receiving visas. The admin-
istration added five entities to its list
of over 200 tourist facilities off-lim-
its to US visitors.

Professor LeoGrande thinks that
the Trump administration, having
inflicted additional punishment
on Cuba, will be disadvantaged
in Florida in the 2020 elections,
although “activating the law may
please Cuba’s former wealthy busi-
ness owners.” Alluding to opinion
surveys, he suggests that most Cuban
Americans oppose sanctions harmful
to relatives on the island.

US seeks to strangle Cuba ... again

N

Speaking in Coral Gables on
April 17, John Bolton reminded lis-
teners that “the Obama administra-
tion’s policies toward Cuba have
enabled the Cuban colonisation of
Venezuela today.” He proclaimed,
“We must all reject the forces of
communism and socialism in this
hemisphere — and in this country”
(gearing up for the Trump theme in
the 2020 election).

Bolton also blamed the Cuban
government for attacks on US dip-
lomats in Havana. He was referring
to their experiences of auditory phe-
nomena together with neurological
symptoms. No cause has been estab-
lished. Truth-telling apparently is not
one of Bolton’s strengths. As under-
secretary of state for arms control in
2002, he falsely claimed Cuba had
”provided dual-use biotechnology to
other rogue states.” He later told the
BBC that the US was “confident that
Saddam Hussein has hidden weap-
ons of mass destruction ... in Iraq.”

On April 17, Cuba’s revolution-
ary government noted, “Today ... an
anniversary is celebrated [marking]
the beginning of military aggres-
sion at Playa Giron (Bay of Pigs)
in 1961. Curiously that was the date
chosen by the present government of
the United States for announcing ...
new measures of aggression against
Cuba and reinforcing its application
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of the Monroe Doctrine.” Bay of
Pigs veterans had invited Bolton to
Coral Gables to make his speech.
There he declared, “Today, we
proudly proclaim for all to hear: The
Monroe Doctrine is alive and well.”

The Cuban government issued
“a call to all members of the inter-
national community and to US citi-
zens to stop the irrational escalation
and politics of hostility and aggres-
sion.” It called upon “peoples and
governments of our region” to pro-
vide backing for “the proclamation
[by the CELAC alliance in 2014] of
Latin America and the Caribbean as
a zone of peace.” The Helms-Burton
Act threatens to “establish total
dominion by the United States over
the Cuban nation,” opined one for-
eign ministry official. Helms-Burton
“presents a big obstacle to bilateral
ties,” another observed.

Cuban President Miguel Diaz-
Canel stated, “Cuba remains confi-
dent in its forces, in its dignity, and
also in the force and dignity of other
sovereign and independent nations.
But we continue believing also in the
North American people, in the home-
land of Lincoln.”

People’s World &
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An ongoing Soviet inspiration

There's something to learn from the
USSR’s cultural policies, not least its
promotion of working-class participation
in the arts which has had an impact in
Britain, says Christine Lindey.

Socially and politically, the impact of the
1917 Bolshevik revolution and creation of
the USSR cannot be overestimated. Yet the
impact of Soviet art on its British coun-
terpart in the inter-war years and beyond
has been undervalued for, while it directly
inspired only a minority of British artists
and was disparaged by many, the aesthetic
and social issues it raised still provoke
much debate in art circles.

Initially, Bolshevik experiments such as
El Lissitsky and Lyubov Popova’s abstrac-
tions made little impact on the rather insu-
lar 1920s British art world. But in the early
1930s, avant-garde artists Barbara Hepworth
and Ben Nicholson were obliquely influenced
by Soviet abstraction through their member-
ship of the international Abstraction-Creation
Group which included Soviet artists.

Yet some socially committed artists were
troubled by the international avant-garde’s
focus on formal innovations, which they saw
as individualist elitism which ignored artists’
social responsibility.

They were also appalled by Britain’s mass
unemployment and dire social inequalities
which contrasted unfavourably with the new
worker state’s socio-political achievements. In
the early 1930s a few including Cliff Rowe,
Betty Rea, Misha Black and Pearl Binder set
off for the USSR to see for themselves.

They discovered a dynamic and pluralist
art world, where some Marxist artists ener-
getically opposed their own avant-garde’s
obscure “abstract concoctions.” Arguing for an
accessible, forward-looking art, in 1922 they
founded the influential Association of Artists
for Revolutionary Russia (AKhRR).

Its realist art celebrated working-class
achievements through depictions of con-
temporary Soviet life in its revolutionary
development. Precursors of the method of
socialist realism adopted in 1934, their styles
ranged from Isaak Brodsky’s precise realism
to Alexandr Deineka’s and Kusma Petrov-
Vodkin’s moderate absorption of modernism,
all of which were readily understandable.

Some British artists had reservations about
the styles of Soviet art but all were impressed
by Soviet cultural policies. Unlike capitalist
societies, which cast artists as individualist
outsiders competing for inadequate patron-
age, the USSR integrated art and artists into
society.

It democratised access to art and art

Remembering Nakba - A talk and a short film

education and promoted state patronage,
including of public art such as murals, sculp-
ture and illustration and it encouraged artists’
organisations. Unlike in depression-hit Britain,
illustration and design work was plentiful in
aid of public information and literacy cam-
paigns and international artists were wel-
comed. The communist Rowe and the socialist
Binder were among those who stayed on to
work there.

In 1933 Rowe returned to Britain, believ-
ing the political struggle to be more urgent
here. That year, partly inspired by Soviet art-
ists” organisations, he initiated the formation
of the Artists International (Al), an artists’ col-
lective aiming to spread Marxism and oppose
war on the Soviet Union, fascism and colonial
oppression.

It fostered working-class politicisation
through the public arts of banners, posters,
leaflets and illustrations in left-wing publica-
tions and democratised access to art through
meetings and exhibitions pointedly held in
proletarian districts where the middle class
feared to tread.

In 1935, it widened membership by tem-
pering its Marxist outlook and renaming itself
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the Artists International Association (AIA).
Yet it retained socialist policies and grew rap-
idly during the Spanish civil war from 1936 to
1939, which galvanised progressive artists into
supporting anti-fascism.

The AIA blossomed during WW2,
when state policies to create social cohe-
sion included popularising the arts and these
were partially coloured by Soviet-inspired Al
and AIA ideals. Thus the influential govern-
ment organisation the War Artists’ Advisory
Committee (WAAC) commissioned highly
realist patriotic works including Laura
Knight’s Ruby Loftus Screwing a Breech-ring
of 1943, which could well be mistaken for a
Soviet painting.

The wartime Anglo-Soviet Alliance
prompted much British interest in the USSR.
There were publications and exhibitions
about its art and even normally snooty crit-
ics reviewed these relatively sympathetically.

Yet many British artists, including socially
committed ones, were bemused by Soviet art’s
aesthetic conservatism. This was partly due to
the Soviet wartime art establishment favour-
ing narrow interpretations of socialist realism
like Serafima Riangina’s 1934 painting Higher
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Ever Higher, prints of which were sold and
reproduced in Britain.

In 1942, the rather patronising tone of
Edward Carter’s earnest but embarrassed
defence of it in the pro-Soviet Anglo-Soviet
Journal implied that he too was baffled.

The cultural cold war killed hopes of the
continuation of a socially inclusive British art.
The dominant aesthetic now demonised Soviet
socialist realism as old-fashioned, retrogres-
sive and lacking in artistic freedom.

It was contrasted with Western abstrac-
tion’s freedom of expression which now tri-
umphed at the pinnacle of a stylistic hierarchy,
at whose base languished all forms of realism,
tainted through association with Soviet art.

Ironically, the art establishment now
adopted Bolshevik abstraction as a precursor
in its narrative of “international” abstraction
but stripped it of its original social intentions.
Yet a small minority of courageous British
socially committed realists such as Rowe car-
ried on regardless.

Christine Lindey is the author of Art for All:
British Socially Committed Art from the 1930s
to the Cold War arterypublications.co.uk
Morning Star &
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AGENDA, UNIVERSITY TEACHING PRIORITIES

6:15pm at Harold Park Hotel, Ross Street, Glebe
02 9674 9179  psaratchandran@gmail.com

www.politicsinthepub.org.au

IN THE PUB
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FIGHTING FOR WORKERS’ RIGHTS THE COMMUNIST PARTY FIGHTS FOR ALL WORKERS
AND RECOGNISES WORKERS NEED STRONG RIGHTS,

'Q CP A SUCH AS THE RIGHT TO STRIKE, TO FIGHT BACK AGAINST
:? .
» *

ATTACKS FROM EMPLOYERS AND GOVERNMENTS

Communint Party of Auitralia L

PEACE AND SOCIALISM

JOIN US IN THE STRUGGLE

Commun i st Pa rlly of Avusira I ia Head Office (Sydney) General Secretary

74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010 /;ndtr;vr’ lrvivg t andrew@cpa.org.au
. ar resiaen
www.cpa.org.au CPG@CPG.OI‘Q.GU 02 9699 8844 1 02 9699 9833 info@cpa.org.au Vinnie Molina el president@cpa.org.au
Adelaide Elias Alevizos sa@cpa.org.au 0405 020 614 Melbourne Andrew Irving cpavic@cpa.org.au 03 9639 1550 Sydney sydney@cpa.org.au 02 9699 8844

Brisbane 0499 476 540 bris@cpa.org.au Newcastle newcastle@cpa.org.au Tasmania Andrew Irving tas@cpa.org.au 03 9639 1550

Canberra act@cpa.org.au Perth Vinnie Molina perth@cpa.org.au 0419 812872 Youth youth@cpa.org.au 02 9699 8844
Darwin Vinnie Molina 0419 812 872 darwin@cpa.org.au Western NSW Allan Hamilton western.nsw@cpa.org.au




