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Wage theft is the business model of 
the 21st century with many compa-
nies ripping billions of dollars out of 
the pockets of workers. It is no acci-
dent that this has occurred. It is the 
result of government policies, laws 
designed to facilitate theft, loss of 
trade union rights and failure of gov-
ernment agencies to enforce legal 
minimum standards.

Every dollar an employer steals from a 
worker is a dollar extra in profi ts. That is the 
aim of wage theft – boosting profi ts.

Wage theft is the non-payment or under-
payment of wages, superannuation, leave 
accruals, and other entitlements. It is most 
prevalent in franchise setups, low paid jobs, 
horticulture, construction, and cleaning.

Varying estimates put the amount work-
ers lose at around $1 billion or more a year. 
Underpayment of superannuation at an 
estimated $3.6 billion per annum aff ects 
2.4 million workers according to Industry 
Super Australia.

Caltex, 7-Eleven, Domino’s Pizza, Pizza 
Hut, Brumby’s, Michel’s Patisserie, Donut 
King, Chatime, Woolworths, KFC, Rebel 
Sport, MacPac, Coles, Target, Superchea-
pAuto, and Offi  ceworks are just some of 
those caught out. The individual amounts 
in some instances run into the hundreds of 
millions of dollars.

The theft might involve false record keep-
ing with cash-in-hand payments, unpaid 
penalty rates, unpaid overtime – all in breach 
of the relevant industrial relations laws. Or 
it might be outright underpayment taking 
advantage of workers who do not know their 
rights or fear the consequences of speaking 
up which could include deportation in the 
case of visa workers.

Employers who do the right thing by 
meeting their legal obligations towards their 
employees are put at a disadvantage. They 
cannot compete with the corporate thieves. 
They also turn to theft.

ATTACK ON TRADE UNIONS
Over the past four decades collective 

bargaining has been undermined. Trade 
union density and militancy has declined 
as a result of anti-union legislation intro-
duced by successive governments and 

employer offensives. Industrial action is 
now to all intents and purposes outlawed 
with unions, their organisers and workers 
subject to hefty penalties if they dare to 
defend their rights.

The cumulative outcome is a massive 
decline in trade union militancy and density. 
This is refl ected in the Australian Bureau of 
Statistics data. In 1985, there were 1,876 new 
disputes compared with 154 in the twelve 
months to September 2019. That is a reduc-
tion of more than ninety per cent.

That reduction is not because capitalists 
suddenly became generous and gave workers 
and their unions everything they wanted!

There have also been equivalent declines 
in the number of workers involved in indus-
trial action and the number of days lost. 
Strikes cost employers money, not just the 
workers involved.

Intense exploitation of migrant, visa 
workers, international students, backpack-
ers has also occurred.

The Integrity and Employment Bill, cur-
rently before Parliament, will only intensify 
the exploitation of workers and make it even 
more diffi  cult for trade unions to recruit and 
defend their members. They face the threat 
of deregistration and interference in their 
aff airs by government and the Fair Work 
Commission.

RIGHT TO INSPECT BOOKS
Prior to the Howard government trade 

union representatives had rights to inspect 
the employment records of all workers in 
a workplace where they had coverage. For 
example, the Metal Trades (General) Award 
stated:

“8.2 – RIGHT OF ENTRY TO 
INVESTIGATE BREACHES

“An authorised representative may 
enter any premises during working 
hours where relevant employees work 
to investigate any suspected breach of 
the Act, the Minimum Conditions of 
Employment Act 1993, the Occupational 
Safety and Health Act 1984, the Mines 
Safety and Inspection Act 1994 or an 
award, order, industrial agreement 
or employer-employee agreement 
that applies to any such employee in 
accordance with section 49I of the Act.”

Thanks to the Howard Coalition govern-
ment, this right no longer exists, facilitating 
wage theft and non-payment of other legal 
entitlements.

CONTRACTING OUT
One of the most insidious forms of wage 

theft occurs through the use of contrac-
tors and subcontractors. Big corporations 
and government departments increasingly 
outsource work to private contractors. The 
work is done for the corporation but not
by “employees” of the corporation which 
legally carries no responsibility for breaches 
of employment law.

The lowest price gets the work. That 
price dictates the wages and conditions. 
There can be layers of profi t – all ripped 
out of worker’s pockets. When it comes to 
making a claim for underpayment in the 
Commission the “employing” company has 
no assets and folds up.

Such practices with complex contractor 
and subcontractor structures are prevalent 
in the construction sector and in outsourc-
ing by government departments.

Labour hire and franchising are other 
areas where responsibility is at an arm’s 
length from the lead company for whom the 
work is done.

FACILITATING THEFT
Under Australia’s visa provisions back-

packers can work full-time but only for up to 
six months. This must be with one employer. 
International students are limited to forty 
hours work per fortnight.

This gives employers incredible power 
over these workers who have the threat 
of deportation hanging over their heads if 
they lose their job or work too many hours. 
Backpackers, in particular, working in 
horticulture, are subjected to harassment, 
oppressive working conditions, and sub-
human living conditions.

There have been cases of farm workers, 
such as from Vanuatu, being paid wages as 
low as $8 per hour, and experiencing abuse 
and subjected to appalling working and 
living conditions.

CONSEQUENCES
In the mid-1970s, labour’s share of gross 

domestic product (GDP) was around fi fty-
eight per cent. By 2017, it had declined to 

just forty-seven per cent. (The Australia 
Institute – TAI)

GDP is the total income in any year. 
“The loss of labour’s share of GDP trans-

lates into the redirection of over $200 billion 
in income per year from workers to other 
groups in society (mostly corporations).” 
(“Workers slice of Australian economic pie 
gets smaller”, TAI)

“Almost the entire decline in the labour 
share has been refl ected in a correspond-
ing increase in the share of GDP going to 
corporate profi ts – especially the fi nancial 
sector.”

After all that is the aim of wage theft.

Restore trade union rights
A range of measures are urgently required 

to restore workers’ rights and end this theft. 
They include:
• ripping up existing industrial relations 

laws, including abolishing the ABCC, 
and replacing them with new ones 
recognising trade union and worker 
rights

• the unfettered right to take industrial 
action when the union sees fi t

• right of entry of representatives of the 
union to workplaces to recruit and talk 
to members

• right to inspect employers’ employment 
records

• making wage theft a criminal off ence 
punishable by personal as well as 
corporate fi nes and jail sentences, 
disqualifi cation from being a director

• reintroduction of centralised system 
of collective bargaining and trade 
union negotiated agreements across an 
industry or occupation

• making lead companies or government 
departments ultimately responsible for 
wages and conditions

• changing visa rules so that workers can 
change employers and students work 
more than twenty hours per week.

“Under the current oppressive laws, any 
trade union could at present be deemed 
unlawful for carrying out legitimate activ-
ity. The only way for unions to represent the 
interests of their members legally is for the 
anti-union laws to be repealed,” Communist 
Party of Australia national president Vinnie 
Molina told the Guardian. 
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“LEFT-WING TERRORISM,” 
A PETER DUTTON DISORDER
A couple of weeks ago, the director-general of the 

Australian Security Intelligence Organisation (ASIO) 
Mike Burgess delivered the annual threat assessment 
address in Canberra. In his address, Burgess highlighted 
that “in Australia, the extreme right-wing threat is real 
and it is growing. In suburbs around Australia, small 
cells regularly meet to salute Nazi fl ags, inspect weap-
ons, train in combat and share their hateful ideology.” 
Furthermore, as a result of this threat, it was “clear that 
we will need to remain constantly alert to the enduring 
power and attraction of extremist messaging to those 
vulnerable to radicalisation.”

This assessment is a sobering one which reveals how 
much work needs to be done in order to reverse the trend 
of reactionary sentiment in our society, and it comes as 
a result of the fi eld experience and investigating of ASIO 
offi  cers. So how did Peter Dutton, Home Aff airs Minister, 
react? By saying that it was his responsibility to make 
sure our security agencies are dealing with both “right-
wing [and] left-wing lunatics.”

Left-wing lunatics? Was this some phrase or an ap-
proximation of something said by Burgess in his address? 
No. Nowhere in his speech was the phrase “left-wing” 
anything uttered. Then why did Dutton say it? There are a 
couple of reasons. Firstly, being from a “right-wing” party, 
it is not a good look to have your side of the ideological 
spectrum solely be tainted with the word “terrorism.” 
Defl ection and diff usion is the immediate and knee-jerk 
response, and this is what Dutton did when he said that 
he “didn’t care whether they’re on the far right, the far 
left or somewhere in between.” Somewhere “in between”? 
Is there such a thing as “extreme centrism”?

The second reason, the more sinister reason, is that 
Dutton wants to prosecute those that will undermine the 
Morrison government’s agenda, and those are persons 
and organisations that constitute “the left.” Who is the 
left? According to Dutton, “you can use left-wing to de-
scribe everybody from the left to the right.” That is to say, 
anybody; anybody who poses a threat to their authority. 
This includes “Islamic extremism” which, according to the 
ABC, Dutton cited as an example of “left-wing terrorism” 
but off ered no explanation for that claim.

However, while Dutton and co. love to throw around 
“Islamic extremism” in order to marginalise the Islamic 
community and promote “white” Australian hegemony 
we know this was a lazy attempt to distract from who 
Dutton was really referencing; Australian political forces 
who will oppose the government’s policies on climate 
change, refugees, tax cuts, discriminatory bills, etc. 
Case in point, according to the Guardian (UK), Matthew 
Noel, an engineering student rang Dutton’s ministerial 
offi  ce in Canberra, to get clarity on who the minister was 
referring to when he mentioned “left-wing terrorism.” 
According to Noel, a man named Mark who was an advi-
sor for Dutton answered the phone and the conversation 
landed in a place where Noel ended up asking “Are you 
saying Extinction Rebellion are a terrorist group?” to 
which Mark replied, “yes.” Dutton’s offi  ce dispute Noel’s 
characterisation of the call instead saying that “when 
asked by the caller, the staff  member advised that the 
group is an example of a left-wing extremist group, not 
a terrorist group.” Oh is that all! Extinction Rebellion 
(XR) is an extremist group! Even if this characterisation 
of the call is true, to qualify XR as an extremist group, 
whose goals are rather modest in terms of climate action, 
what does that make the rest of us? More specifi cally, 
what does this make the Communist Party of Australia? 

It is only a matter of time before our party and others 
are branded extremists or terrorists for any opposition 
that we mount their heinous laws and legislation. We must 
act now, call out Dutton’s false equivalence, and make 
sure we highlight to the masses who the real enemies of 
the people are.
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Vinnie Molina

As part of the resolutions adopted by the fi rst 
anti-imperialist Meeting held in Caracas on 
22-24th January 2020, actions and meet-
ings were held from 27th February all over 
the world.

In Perth, in conjunction with Politics in the Pub, 
we launched the day in solidarity with the Bolivarian 
Republic of Venezuela and against neoliberalism.

The Communist Party of Australia’s (CPA) president 
gave an eyewitness report which followed questions 
and answers from the fl oor.

On 1st March, Daniel Gasparri, Venezuela’s Chargé 
d’Aff aires, hosted a public meeting at the Bolivarian 
Republic of Venezuela Embassy in Canberra. The 
event attracted some sixty people among them dip-
lomats and other special guests and members of the 
solidarity movement. CPA President Vinnie Molina 
and Saul Ruiz, a representative of the Australia in 
Solidarity with Latin America (ASLA), shared their 
eye witness reports from the Caracas event. They 
highlighted how the economic war and sanctions are 
killing people in countries where the US has imposed 
its illegal sanctions.

It was noted that now more than ever those 
sanctions must be lifted. With the spreading of the 
Coronavirus (Convid19), treating infected people 
requires governments to be able to purchase food, 

medical equipment, and medicines. The economic 
and political sanctions prevent Venezuela, Iran, 
Cuba, and other countries from being able to meet 
these state responsibilities are jeopardised by the 
economic sanctions. People’s lives are at risk and 
the world population might become the victims of 
the US-sponsored economic war and sanctions on 
countries resisting US imperialism.

Five years of economic war has also hit oil pro-
duction in Venezuela. PDVSA, the state owned oil 
company, is unable to purchase spare parts and addi-
tives. It also prevents third countries from trading 
with Venezuela.

Other sanctions recently imposed include a block 
on Venezuela’s airline Conviasa which directly aff ects 
2,000 workers. These sanctions aff ect the mainte-
nance and refuelling of aircraft, threaten individual 
passengers, and make bookings almost impossible; 
the sanctions hit hard workers and their families.

Delegates who attended the Caracas meeting are 
working towards building an anti-imperialist platform 
for life, sovereignty, and peace in their own countries.

The CPA demands the Australian government’s 
recognition of Nicolas Maduro as the legitimate presi-
dent of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela.

The CPA also demands the end of the economic 
war and the lifting of the US sanctions on all countries 
especially during this time of crisis and for the end of 
the Australia-US alliance! 

THE SANCTIONS KILL, 
EYE WITNESS REPORT!
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Seamus Carey

As of early March, there are 
thought to have been a cumu-
lative total of around 90,000 
COVID-19 cases around the 
world. The World Health 
Organisation (WHO) reports 
89,527 confi rmed cases* – and 
around 40,000 active cases.

The vast majority of cases have 
been reported in China, where 
thanks to the Chinese govern-
ment’s eff ective response and the 
hard work and sacrifi ce of the Chi-
nese people, the number of active 
cases in China (and so, for now, 
the world total of active cases) has 
been declining since around the 
18th February.

The report of the WHO-China 
Joint Mission carried out from the 
16th-24th of February states: “In 
the face of a previously unknown 
virus, China has rolled out per-
haps the most ambitious, agile and 
aggressive disease containment 
eff ort in history.

“ [...] as the outbreak evolved, 
and knowledge was gained, a sci-
ence and risk-based approach was 
taken to tailor implementation. 
Specifi c containment measures 
were adjusted to the provincial, 
county and even community con-
text, the capacity of the setting, and 
the nature of novel coronavirus 
transmission there.

“ [...] Achieving China’s excep-
tional coverage with and adherence 
to these containment measures has 
only been possible due to the deep 
commitment of the Chinese people 
to collective action in the face of 
this common threat.

“ [...] the Joint Mission esti-
mates that this truly all-of-Govern-
ment and all-of-society approach 
that has been taken in China has 
averted or at least delayed hun-
dreds of thousands of COVID-19 

cases in the country. By exten-
sion, the reduction that has been 
achieved in the force of COVID-19 
infection in China has also played 
a signifi cant role in protecting the 
global community and creating a 
stronger fi rst line of defence against 
international spread.”

Yet despite these impressive 
achievements and the immense 
tragedy suff ered by the Chinese 
people, some foreign governments 
and media have taken this as an 
opportunity to attack China. 

An episode of the ABC’s Q&A on 
the 24th February about the China-
Australia relationship became a 
free-for-all attack on the Chinese 
diplomat Wang Xining over dispa-
rate issues, mostly the coronavirus 
and Xinjiang issues. Wang gave 
clear and reasoned answers to many 
questions, including many leading 
questions and non sequiturs, but 
was treated with a level of hostility 
and disrespect by the other panel-
lists and audience that is diffi  cult to 
imagine being given to a diplomat 
of most other countries (check page 
fi ve for our full report on the Q&A 
episode).

It is interesting to note that the 
Xinjiang issue, like the coronavirus 
issue, is one where the Chinese gov-
ernment’s policies and outcomes 
have been roundly praised by the 
majority of non-US aligned govern-
ments and organisations. The most 
commonly-given example of this is 
the two letters sent to the UN about 
this issue: one praising China’s poli-
cies from thirty-seven countries, 
including many Muslim-majority 
countries, and one criticising the 
policies from eighteen European 
countries plus US allies Australia, 
New Zealand, Japan, and Canada, 
and no Muslim-majority countries 
whatsoever.

Contrary to the facts, an elab-
orate and sinister propaganda 

narrative has been built up by the 
imperialist media and governments 
to try to turn their people against 
China, and justify economic and 
military aggression towards the 
People’s Republic. The attempt to 
create a similar narrative around 
the COVID-19 epidemic must be 
opposed.

Director-General of the WHO, 
Tedros Adhanom Ghebreyesus, has 
named south Korea, Italy, Iran, and 
Japan as being the countries of 
greatest concern in the struggle to 
contain the outbreak. However, of 
these countries and China – the fi ve 
countries with the greatest number 
of cases – only China and Iran have 
been put on the “do not travel” list 
by the Australian government. The 
other three countries, all considered 
Australian (and US) political allies 
unlike China and Iran, have only 
been classed as “exercise a high 
degree of caution” – the second 
lowest category of risk. 

This could be an example of the 
worrying trend by the US-led camp 
towards cynically using the tragedy 
of the epidemic as a political tool to 
target the same states already hit by 
criminal sanctions and aggression. 

The only way the epidemic can 
handled is by taking a rational, 
scientifi c approach, rather than 

one based on fear and political 
opportunism.

Much of the mainstream media 
has focussed on fearmongering 
rather than reporting facts. A video 
of a report on the virus by DPRK 
(North Korean) state television, 
uploaded to YouTube by the UK’s 
Channel 4 News, received many 
surprised comments, highlighting 
the contrasting approach taken by 
Western media. The top three com-
ments* by YouTube viewers read:
• “This is crazy. We have to 

watch North Korean news 
outlet to get this basic info.”

• “North Korea is reporting way 
better than western media on 
this.”

• “This feels like a throw back 
to the 80s or 90s when news 
anchors were professional 
and tells you facts instead of 
opinion”.

The DPRK has so far had zero 
cases of COVID-19, but it is one of 
many countries suff ering under 
US-imposed sanctions which limit 
access to vital resources including 
medical supplies. An outbreak 
in such targeted countries, also 
including Cuba, Venezuela, and 
Syria, would have the potential to 
be even more damaging than in 
other countries.

We must demand an end to 
these illegal sanctions which are 
already exacerbating poverty, 
sickness and death among the 
peoples of these countries. Access 
to medicine is a human right and 
not a political lever to be used by 
foreign states.

While China’s eff ective meas-
ures to keep the virus under control 
have meant that the Chinese out-
break in particular has ceased to 
be a major threat to the rest of the 
world, it is the outbreaks in other 
countries less capable of mobilising 
the whole society around a common 
cause, which pose the greatest 
risk of the outbreak becoming out 
of control worldwide. If the US 
and allied governments like Aus-
tralia’s persist in their politically-
motivated eff orts to directly inhibit 
the capacity of countries like the 
DPRK, Cuba, Venezuela and Syria 
to access basic resources and thus 
to prevent and treat the virus, then 
not only the suff ering and death of 
the peoples of those countries, but 
the prolongation of the pandemic 
around the world, would be on 
their hands.
* Information accessed 3rd 
March. 
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AUSTRALIA FUNDS US MILITARY
– FORGETS BUSHFIRE VICTIMS

TINDAL RAAF BASE UPGRADED
Denis Doherty

On 21st February, just a few short 
weeks ago, Prime Minister Scott Mor-
rison travelled to the Northern Ter-
ritory (NT) to announce a major $1.1 
billion upgrade of the RAAF Base at 
Tindal near the town of Katherine. 
Tindal has about 2,500 staff , a quar-
ter of Katherine’s 10,000 population.

Tindal has become increasingly important 
as the federal government has been moving 
assets to the North and Australia’s involve-
ment with the US military has increased 
markedly. The connection between the huge 
US base in Guam and Tindal has continued. 
The base also becomes a hub for the exer-
cises Pitch Black (when Darwin residents are 
buzzed by low fl ying jets at night) and the 
giant Talisman Sabre war games.

Tindal has been in the news as one of the 
RAAF’s airports contaminated by the fi re-
fi ghting chemical PFAS. This has made its 
way into the water table near Katherine and 
aff ected the town’s water supply and local 
cattle farmers. The local swimming pool had 
to be closed. At Tindal the contamination 
from groundwater at the base fi re station 
was 22.94 micrograms per litre. The safe 
drinking water standard across Australia is 
0.07 micrograms per litre.

Tindal is also likely to be contaminated 
by some if not all of the toxins found on 
military bases. These include PCBs, dioxin, 
radioactive waste, herbicides, pesticides, and 
heavy metals like arsenic, benzene, and more.

The announcement of $1.1 billion for 
the military was bad timing for a Prime 
Minister who has been at pains to reassure 
the people that the government cares about 
their suff ering during the bushfi res. Prom-
ised money to rebuild farms, small business 
and villages has not materialised with so 
far only fi ve per cent of funding reaching 
those in need, yet here he was giving out 
$1.1 billion for the US to house its strategic 
bombers at Tindal.

The priorities are strange. Real Austral-
ian suff ering is ignored while the US military 
is funded and cosseted by the Australian 
government. There has been no outcry from 
the Opposition either on this bizarre show of 
support for the US while we are still reeling 
from the bushfi re plus climate warming plus 
drought crisis.

Most of the money, $737 million, will be 
spent extending the runway and creating a 
new fuel storage facility to allow for larger 
aircraft to call Tindal home. Once complete, 
it is expected to house some of the RAAF’s 
72 new F-35 Joint Strike Fighter jets, as well 
as US long-range bombers.

The Prime Minister put his fi nger on why 
the money was being spent, saying “it will 
be integral to our alliance with the United 
States, and [will] increase the reach of Air 
Force capabilities in the Indo-Pacifi c.”

We have long known that the US alliance 
is far more important to the Australian gov-
ernment than the Australian people. With 
the US alliance Australian governments feel 

they are on the winning side when it comes 
to competition in the military fi eld and it is 
prepared to sacrifi ce as much treasure and 
lives as it can to secure the support of the US.

The moves around Tindal are clearly 
aimed at Australia’s role in the Indo-Pacifi c 
but more particularly at China. Why do we 
need a space for US long-range strategic 
bombers when we are not at war with anyone 
and there is no likelihood of anyone attacking 
us? The answer lies with the US alliance and 
our subordination to the US foreign policy 
to the detriment of our own. The drawing 
of Australia into the US war plans aimed 
at China is the most worrying aspect of the 
Tindal upgrade.

The Independent Peaceful Australia 
Network (IPAN) points out in their 25th 
February media release:  “Providing the 
runway and fuel facilities for United States 
long range strategic bombers such as the B1’s 
increases the military presence of the US in 
the NT. Together with the stationing of 2,500 
US Marines in Darwin, this is setting up the 
NT as an Indo-Pacifi c base for US military 
operations, drawing Australia further into 
the war plans of the US aimed at China.” The 
drawing of Australia into the US war plans 
aimed at China is the most worrying aspect 
of this announcement.  

US bases in Australia were fi rst set up in 
1950s, together with the ANZUS treaty. Since 

then, successive Prime Ministers have seen 
an increase in such facilities. Julia Gillard 
in November 2011 made the initial move to 
introduce US Marines to Darwin.

What we were not told at the time was 
that the deal also gave the US military the 
right to use our bombing range at Delamere, 
not far from Tindal, and Bradshaw Field 
Training area as well as the Mt Bundey tank 
fi ring area.  

The resulting use of large tracts of the 
Northern Territory for live fi ring and bomb-
ing exercises will make land unusable for 
decades. Unexploded ordinance makes land 
off  limits, the military cannot tell how long 
the bullets remain “live”. The risk to farm 
animals, machines or farmers setting off  a 
bomb remains for many years.

IPAN activist Nick Deane makes the 
point that “[...] warfare; preparations for 
war; the manufacture of weapons and mili-
tary facilities – indeed, all military activity, 
is highly polluting, highly damaging to the 
environment and a major contributor to 
climate change. Whether it be the wholesale 
destruction of landscapes (as in WW1); the 
slow decay of sunken shipping (releasing 
fuel and poisons into the environment); 
unexploded ordnance and landmines; cluster 
munitions or chemicals like Agent Orange – 
the overall environmental cost of waging war 
is huge. It has been estimated that six per 

cent of all CO2 emissions can be attributed 
to military activity.” 

For decades the Communist Party of Aus-
tralia, working with many other peace forces, 
has campaigned for the removal of US bases 
from Australia. Prior to the establishment 
of the US-Australian alliance via ANZUS in 
1952, the Party wrote in their pamphlet, For 
Australia – prosperous and independent in 
1948; “Reports indicate that a military pact 
between the US and Australia is awaiting 
signature ...Who threatens Australia? No one 
menaces us with aggression. Why then do 
we need a military pact with the American 
government of big business and brass hats?” 
In a David and Goliath struggle, facing the 
might of the Australian establishment and 
US power, there has been a relentless cam-
paign to alert the Australian people about 
the dangers of immersing ourselves in US 
foreign policy.

The Party has supported groups like 
the Australian Anti-Bases Campaign and 
now IPAN and others who campaign for an 
end to the US-Australia Alliance which has 
had such a detrimental impact on Australia. 
Precious lives and resources have been lost 
in our support for US wars of aggression. 
Hosting US bases make Australia less secure 
rather than bring security. It is essential that 
Australia has a non-aligned and independent 
foreign policy. 

US Marine Corps Airmen load bombs onto a bomb skid at RAAF Base Tindal.
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AUSTRALIA’S ABC
Used as a tool for Anti-China rhetoric

Celeste Dale

“What would be different 
about this epidemic if China 
was a democracy?” This was 
the fi rst question directed at 
Stan Grant on ABC’s Q & A 
panel show two weeks ago. 
However, the person sitting on 
the panel with unquestionably 
the most qualifi cations in this 
subject, the Deputy Ambassa-
dor for the Chinese Embassy, 
Wang Xining was not initial-
ly welcomed into the conver-
sation. Instead, on top of the 
already naive and assum-
ing question, it was direct-
ed towards a correspondent 
who had already written sev-
eral articles condemning the 
Chinese government over the 
Hong Kong riots, a co-opted 
farce full of pro-imperialist 
and fascistic elements.

It seems the starting point for 
most news coming out of Australia 
about China needs to be wrapped 
up in yellow-peril, red-scare jour-
nalism about how China functions 
or the people live. Stan Grant, a 
First Nations elder, who has writ-
ten several books deeply examining 
racism in Australia and our shame-
ful history towards Indigenous 
peoples, was very quick to praise 
Australia’s “democracy,” as having 
“checks and balances,” with a “free 
media,” meaning our nation would 
somehow respond more thought-
fully to the Coronavirus crisis than 
China would. He made mislead-
ing claims about China, calling it 
a “fragile superpower” with little 
ability to control the information 
fl ow coming from the crisis due 
to it being an “autocratic regime.” 
It is questionable that this high-
profi le Indigenous Australian would 
so comfortably merit Australia’s 
system, while throwing China’s 

system, a country who had Hong 
Kong literally stolen from them and 
also suff ered under colonisation, 
under the bus.

Minister Wang entered the 
conversation only after being asked 
if China mishandled the crisis, 
and steered it back to explain the 
reasons China is a democracy but 
was interrupted several times by 
the host, who seemed adamant to 
steer the conversation away from 
the underlying problem with the 
original question. The minister 
diligently explained how China 
has a workers’ democracy, based 
on developing the nation more effi  -
ciently. That the people vote, but in 
a way that doesn’t waste time in the 
contention of ideas. He explained 
that eight parties participate in leg-
islation and involve a lot of people 
in policy debate. After he explained, 
there were no further questions to 
clarify what he meant, even though 
the host and some panellists clearly 
didn’t understand.

Are Australians not open to 
exploring how an actual Chinese 
ambassador understands the Chi-
nese system? Are there not more 
determining factors for understand-
ing how a democracy works than 
voting every three to four years? To 
illustrate, since when do Australians 
really believe we live in this supe-
rior democracy, when our country 
is controlled by right-wing Liberal 
Party politicians who inadequately 
respond to crises of our own, such 
as the recent bushfi res?

It seems the second the China 
question is on the table that eve-
ryone becomes an Australian 
patriot to our “superior” political 
and economic system, which con-
tradicts the reasonable criticisms 
of it when actually analysing Aus-
tralia’s existing policies and deci-
sion making. Why are Australian 
social commentators so proud of 

their democracy, when the fl aws 
are so obvious?

No longer do we have the 
advantage of publicly-owned bank-
ing, energy or telecommunications. 
Unions are weak, and the casualisa-
tion of work continues to negatively 
aff ect the Australian working class. 
Millennials complain of not being 
able ever to own a home, creating 
a divide between the working class 
of diff erent generations. Access to 
public health services is becom-
ing harder, and the failing welfare 
system ensures large numbers of 
Australians remain in poverty each 
year. Indigenous Australians still 
have no treaty, and continue to fi ght 
for land rights as mining companies 
and developers continue to strip it 
from them. Domestic violence con-
tinues to be a major issue around 
the country.

In making comparisons with 
China’s development, it’s important 
to look where the country started. 
China has a rich 5,000-year history, 

existing as the largest economy in 
the world throughout most of this 
time – as much as one third in 
the 1830s, greater than all of the 
European powers combined. But 
China was not exempt from Euro-
pean colonisation, and between 
1840 until the end of World War II 
(known within China as the Century 
of Humiliation), the British, along 
with other European powers, as well 
as the United States and Japan, 
forced their control over a third 
of Chinese sovereign land, with 
tens of millions dying in the proc-
ess. As many as twenty-seven per 
cent of the adult male population 
became addicted to opium, forced 
on to them by the British during 
the Opium Wars. Their share of 
global wealth dropped to fi ve per 
cent and life expectancy dropped 
to an appalling thirty-fi ve years. 
The Chinese people, along with 
Indigenous people the world over, 
have a shared history of immense 
suff ering through colonisation from 
the West.

As Minister Wang pointed out, 
China is a developing nation. And 
“develop” it has. In the past fi fty 
years, China has brought eighty per 
cent of the world’s impoverished 
population out of poverty. Home-
lessness is almost non-existent 
with a home ownership rate of 
over ninety per cent. Education 
continues to be prioritised, with 
a literacy rate now at almost 100 
per cent. Energy, education, tel-
ecommunications, transport, and 
banking industries are largely 
publicly owned. Wages rise faster 
than in any other major country 
in the world.

Yet the Australian media still 
focuses on China’s “human rights 
violations.” While Australia’s mili-
tary participated in the murder 
of over a million Iraqis over the 
past twenty years under a media-
fuelled climate of racism and hatred 
towards Muslims, it now magically 
claims moral superiority of toler-
ance and peace and condemns 
China for battling actual terror-
ism in Xinjiang. While this article 
does not have space to go into how 
this terrorism emerged out of US-
backed extremist groups, China’s 
response was to create vocational 
training centres to peacefully 
resolve the many dangers aff ecting 
most people in the region.

Additionally, how quickly was 
the panel on Q & A to condemn 
China for blocking information? 
Mere moments after Minister Wang 
had almost hopelessly encouraged 

empathy from the audience for the 
brave and hardworking Chinese 
doctors and nurses fi ghting the 
Coronavirus, was the next almost 
completely unrelated attack on 
China thrown at him. Rather than 
looking at Australia’s seventy per 
cent owned Murdoch media, they 
hurled accusations at China for 
blocking out information. It seems 
that Australia would prefer Chinese 
citizens not to be protected from 
fascistic, pro-terrorist ideas. As 
the minister explained, the case 
in which Stan Grant used, was 
related to Washington’s involve-
ment with the judicial processes 
of China, which could interrupt 
social stability. Australia prefers to 
give platforms to racist and bigoted 
characters like Pauline Hanson, 
Peter Dutton, and Andrew Bolt – 
and the assumption that this does 
not aff ect people’s constitutions 
is foolish.

It doesn’t seem to be doing 
the working class of Australia any 
favours to be constantly placated 
with anti-China rhetoric. As Minis-
ter Wang Xining expressed, “each 
year there are two million more 
[members] joining the [Chinese 
Communist] Party, many of them 
under the age of 35. If you think 
they are idiots, that’s an insult to 
a large – ” at this point, he was 
interrupted again. He may have 
concluded – it’s an insult to a 
signifi cant proportion of Chinese 
working-class people; an insult to 
their intelligence, their innovation, 
and their passion for seeing their 
country continue to develop and 
improve living conditions.

As Australians, it’s time to let 
go of our moral superiority, and 
take a good hard look at the way 
our society has developed and the 
system which we support, and 
a more open and rational look 
towards our biggest trading part-
ner. The global capitalist class do 
not have the interests of the Aus-
tralian working class in mind and 
want to continue a pro-imperialist 
anti-China line, which is only going 
to threaten our industries and rela-
tionship with China further. China 
is a prime example of a country 
building socialism for the people, 
unlike Australia which platforms 
the political elite and capitalist 
media, ABC included. It’s time to 
change this narrative and support 
the building of socialism here, for a 
better future for the working class 
and all oppressed people across 
the nation. 

ABC Q&A – Deputy Ambassador for the Chinese Embassy, Wang Xining.
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Erna Bennett

Interdependence and “internation-
alism” have been promoted to some 
prominence lately by capitalism’s ide-
ologists. Words such as these, how-
ever, come strangely from the lips of 
those whose preferred social system, 
in the opening years of this century, 
sent millions of conscripted worker-
soldiers to their deaths in the night-
mare battlefi elds of World War I in the 
name of nationalism and, still today, 
think nothing of stage-managed wars 
around the planet to boost their fl ag-
ging national economies.

Fashions in ideological weaponry may 
change, but the reality they conceal remains 
the same. Words like “internationalism” 
and “nationalism” are in danger of the same 
ideological distortion and devaluation that 
“democracy” has already suff ered if their 
new use by the theoreticians of capitalist 
globalisation is not challenged.

In the communist and working-class 
movement, too, nationalism and interna-
tionalism have been keenly debated, and 
continue to be so. With the Cold War defeat 
of the socialist states, under nationalist and 
reactionary external pressures, the debate 
has intensifi ed. 

There is still a great deal of ideological 
confusion on what we mean when we speak 
of nationalism and internationalism. The 
two words are almost always presented as 
opposites. One, internationalism, is widely 
accepted as a natural principle of socialism 
and the working class, while nationalism by 
default is seen as its opposite, and therefore 
reactionary. But this counterposing of inter-
nationalism and nationalism misses the point 
and to do so is a major source of confusion.

For example, where are the national lib-
eration struggles to be placed and how are 
we to regard them? As nationalist? What is 
the diff erence between regional autonomy, 
on the one hand, and national independence, 
on the other? And, if the European working 
class is internationalist, why do we feel that 
it must oppose European Union? And what 
should be our view of regional international 
trade pacts, such as NAFTA and APEC or to 
the liberalisation of international trade under 
the aegis of GATT and the WTO?

The more such questions are considered, 
the clearer it becomes that the distinction 
that needs to be made is not that between 
nationalism and internationalism, but rather 
between what kind of nationalism and what 
kind of internationalism.

The growth of trade leading to prosperity 
in the towns, and especially London, was the 
economic foundation for the strengthening 
of the British nation-sate. The conditions 
for economic growth on a more than merely 
local scale had to be guaranteed.

The nation states that emerged in this 
way restored, though in a qualitatively dif-
ferent form, a unity that had prevailed in 
Europe for centuries under the domination 
of the church of Rome. But nation states did 
not appear on a European scale until much 
later – when that continent was shaken by 
a series of revolutions and near revolutions 
in 1848.

Then, and only then did the European 
bourgeoisie, having gained the upper hand, 
feel confi dent enough to assert its doctrine of 
the nation state. As Hobsbawm says:

“Whatever else it was, 1848, the 

‘springtime of peoples,’ was clearly also and in 
international terms primarily an assertion of 
nationality, or rather of rival nationalities ...

The revolutions failed, but European 
politics for the next twenty-fi ve years were 
dominated by similar aspirations. As we 
have seen, [the revolutions] were actually 
achieved, in one form or another, though 
by non-revolutionary or only marginally 
revolutionary means ...

Even outside Europe, the construction of 
nations was dramatically visible. What was 
the American Civil War, if not the attempt to 
maintain the unity of the American nation 
against disruption? What was the Meiji 
Restoration if not the appearance of a new 
and proud “nation” in Japan? It seemed 
undeniable that “nation-making,” as Walter 
Bagehot called it, was taking place all over 
the world, and was a dominant character-
istic of the age.

Certainly, some nation-states (defi ned 
by a coherent history, a common culture, 
ethnic composition, language, and economic 
viability among other characteristics) had 
already existed for some time. However, the 
process of nation-making peaked dramati-
cally in the third quarter of the 19th century 
in Europe, following the revolutions of 1848, 
and marked the heyday of the triumphant 
bourgeoisie.

Just as certainly as some nation-states 
emerged, other small aspirant “nations” 
failed to achieve such a status. They were, in 
the view of the bourgeoisie, too small or too 
backward to be able to “progress economi-
cally.” Irish, Czechs, Finns, a host of Balkan 
peoples, to say nothing of the Breton, Basque, 
and Catalan peoples and many others, failed 
to convince rulers of the major European 
states that they, too, might meet the criteria 
for “statehood.”

As far as the bourgeois ruling class 
was concerned, therefore, the criterion for 
statehood was neither all nor even a part of 
the cultural criteria that are often cited as 
constituting a nation. The only criterion, 
according to them, was the purely practi-
cal one of economic viability, defi ned as 
they chose to defi ne it. Similar defi nitions 
have since been widely adopted by modern 
development economists. 

Clearly the God of economic viability 
carried decisive weight although cultural 
criteria are also cited as necessary to con-
stitute a nation. Economic viability was of 
immense practical advantage to those other 
nations which did qualify for statehood by 
virtue of their size. The dominant states then 
assumed a “right” to intervene, control and 
exploit both the people and the resources 
of those non-qualifying nationalities who 
failed to achieve statehood.

The bourgeoisie promoted its own class 
version of nationalism — jingoistic, mission-
ary and racist — but consistently greed-driven 
and accumulation-driven. They exploited 
“nationalism” to justify the conquest of a great 
part of the world in search of wealth and raw 
materials to supply the mills and factories in 
which a growing working class was creating 
wealth on an unprecedented scale.

In the century since then, accumulation 
has led to the growth and eventual quasi-
complete economic, and political, dominance 
of the global economy by the transnational 
corporations (TNCs) that characterise the 
present stage of capitalist development. The 
larger of the TNCs have annual turnovers 
that considerably exceed those of many 

nation-states and are in a position to exert 
correspondingly heavy economic and politi-
cal pressures on governments and govern-
ment agencies.

Governments thus, increasingly, serve the 
interests of the TNCs and political theories 
have their origin in these same interests. 
Here is where the new “internationalism” 
takes form in the hands of a new generation 
of “internationalists,” whom we can only call 
false internationalists.

For example, during the decades-long 
process of constructing the European Union 
every sort of deception has been put to work 
at enormous cost, to present unifi cation as 
bearing every kind of economic and political 
advantage — but to whom? 

Certainly not to the European working 
class, who have suff ered not only a massive 
rise in unemployment but also catastrophic 
cuts in education and social and public serv-
ices. There is a widening gap between rich 
and poor. Nor have advantages accrued to 
Europe’s multitudinous small businesses 
which have gone to the wall in their hundreds 
of thousands in the last few years — more 
than 350,000 in 1994 and 1995.

But the banks and transnational cor-
porations have done very well indeed, and 
it is from these and their spokesmen that 
we hear the praises of internationalism so 
incongruously sung, so much have fashions 
changed. Why?

The capitalist unification in Europe 
serves the interests of capital, of the rich 
and powerful, not labour and the poor and 
increasingly vulnerable. Nationally elected 
governments are suborned to the bureau-
cratic and technocratic control of Brussels 
more than people in Europe are aware, and 
much more than the majority of them would 
tolerate if they did know.

On a world scale, similar processes are 
unfolding. “National” economies, before 
long, will cease to have meaning. In 1990, the 
world’s total foreign direct investment (FDI) 
was conservatively estimated to amount to 
more than $2,000 billion and is increasing 
rapidly. At the same time, FDI has shifted 
from its traditional concentration on manu-
facturing and primary industries to a more 
diversifi ed range of investments, in which 
fi nance and banking, insurance and real 
estate, play a signifi cant part.

Against this background and assisted by 
GATT agreements and such regional trad-
ing associations as NAFTA, globalisation is 
dissolving national frontiers. The process is 
driven by the same forces as drove nation-
building in the 1800s and built empires and 
waged wars subsequently – “Accumulation, 
accumulation! It is God and the prophets,” 
as Marx said.

Until now it was only possible to dissolve 
the boundaries of nations and swallow their 
contents by waging war. This was always 
a risky aff air. But transnational capital’s 
ideologues have now discovered that the 
dinner jacket is every bit as good as the 
jackboot, and that the power of money is 
as great as that of the sword – and both are 
a great deal safer.

Today’s TNC-inspired and now fashion-
able “internationalism” is clearly a device to 
serve the present phase of capitalism in the 
same way that nationalism was its ideological 
tool in an earlier stage of its development.

Capitalist “internationalism” demon-
strates how easily national boundaries 
that stand in the way of accumulation and 

economic expansion CAN be dissolved, in the 
interests of the TNCs, by laws and trickery 
as well as force. The end result is the same.

Not surprisingly, a whole new breed of 
theorists has appeared out of the woodwork 
to condemn the nation-state as out-dated, 
and to sing the praises of an “internation-
alism” that conceals the harsh realities of 
economic globalisation.

It is no surprise to fi nd such theorists 
breeding rapidly in right-wing think-tanks 
and in similar favourable environments, but 
what is surprising is that some theorists on 
the left and in the labour movement have 
embraced these ideas.

Some, in the name of Marxism, have 
welcomed the arrival of TNCs in any guise 
and using any means because, they argue, 
in such a way an industrial working class 
will arise where it did not exist before, and 
that this class will, in its turn, open the road 
to socialism.

Others, mostly social democrats and 
reformist “socialists” and “labourists” argue 
that capitalism itself is changing in the direc-
tion of greater concern for civil and human 
rights and that the new “internationalism” 
refl ects this change.

But in reality, capitalist “international-
ism” does no such thing. In spite of talk 
of a common global crisis that “we must 
meet together” the crisis deepens under the 
pressure of exploitation and the misuse of 
resources. The gap that separates rich from 
poor and rich countries from poor countries, 
widens to a chasm.

These “internationalists” are interna-
tionalist only in their appetites — they are 
completely indiff erent as to the nation or 
the people they feed on. They are inter-
nationalist only in the same way as were 
the European powers when they spread 
out into Asia and Africa to construct their 
empires on previously unheard-of levels 
of exploitation.

They are internationalist in exactly the 
same way as Fascism’s New Order in Europe 
which aimed to conquer the world. That cost 
scores of millions of lives only fi fty years ago.

Those on the left who have fallen for the 
internationalism of capitalism’s globalisation 
theorists should think again. What capital-
ists mean by internationalism, and what 
the working class mean by it are two very 
diff erent things.

The real question that must be faced is 
not that of a choice between international-
ism and nationalism, but rather a choice 
between “what kind of internationalism?” 
and “what kind of nationalism?”.

The new theorists of internationalism that 
have sprung up in recent years, and socialists 
who have fallen for their widely publicised 
and superfi cial appeals to universal brother-
hood and “our common crisis” have taken 
to telling us that the time of the nation-state 
is past and that the nation- state is dead.

If they are talking about the capitalist 
nation-state, we have no bones to pick with 
them on that score. But the successor to 
the capitalist nation-state is not capitalist 
internationalism but the people’s, socialist 
nation-state.

The nation-state will reach its maturity 
when socialist forces rule socialist nation-
states. Then, and only then, can we talk 
about real internationalism – socialist inter-
nationalism – built on the foundations of a 
world community of socialist not capitalist 
societies. 

Australian Communist Thought and History

BEWARE FALSE INTERNATIONALISM

This week is our last on exploring Internationalism. We have an article, 
originally published in the AMR in 1997 (#37), by a world-renown 
plant geneticist, Erna Bennett. Her article outlines the differences 
between bourgeois and socialist understandings of nationalism and 
internationalism. On 5th March 1953, Joseph Stalin, passed away. His 
passing was felt across the world. Memorials were had everywhere; 
Australia was no exception. Here, the Guardian showcases the CPA’s 
response to his passing. However, Australian communists weren’t the 
only ones who felt the loss. The Australian working class in general felt 
greatly for Stalin. This is highlighted in an additional article that shows 
printers who worked at The Daily Telegraph refusing to print a poster 
celebrating his death – a direct defiance of Frank Packer’s orders.
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“I am sure that if Comrade Stalin could 
send us a last message, this is what he 
would say: ‘Mourn not for me, carry 
on the struggle.’ ”

“AND that, comrades, is what we must 
do to become more worthy of him, of this 
great man who did so much for the toiling 
people of the world,” Mr L L Sharkey, Gen-
eral Secretary of the Communist Party of 
Australia, said on Friday night.

Mr Sharkey was speaking at a Stalin 
Memorial meeting.

Mr Sharkey repeated this vow, made by 
Stalin at the time of Lenin’s death: –

“SPECIAL MOULD”
“We Communists are people of a special 

mould. We are made of special stuff . We 
are those who form the army of the great 
proletarian strategist, the army of Comrade 
Lenin. There is nothing higher than the 
honour of belonging to this army. There 
Is nothing higher than the title of member 
of the Party whose founder and leader is 
Comrade Lenin.

“Departing from us, Comrade Lenin 
adjured us to hold high and guard the purity 
of the great title of member of the Party. We 
vow to you, Comrade Lenin, that we will fulfi l 
your behest with credit ...

“Departing from us. Comrade Lenin 
adjured us to guard the unity of our Party 
as the apple of our eye. We vow to you, 

Comrade Lenin, that this behest, too, we will 
fulfi l with credit ...

“Departing from us, Comrade Lenin 
adjured us to guard and strengthen the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. We vow to 
you. Comrade Lenin, that we will spare no 
eff ort to fulfi l this behest, too, with credit!

“Comrade Lenin untiringly urged upon 
us the necessity of maintaining the volun-
tary union of the nations of our country, the 
necessity of fraternal co-operation between 
them within the framework of the Union 
of Republics. Departing from us, Comrade 
Lenin adjured us to consolidate and extend 
the Union of Republics. We vow to you, 
Comrade Lenin, that this behest, too, we 
will fulfi l with credit!

“More than once did Lenin point out to 
us that the strengthening of the Red Army 
and the improvement of its conditions is one 
of the most important tasks of our Party ...

Let us vow then, comrades,, that we will 
spare no eff ort to strengthen our Red Army 
and our Red ‘Navy ...

“UNION OF TOILERS”
“Departing from us, Comrade Lenin 

adjured us to remain faithful to the prin-
ciples of the Communist International. We 
vow to you, Comrade Lenin, that we will not 
spare our lives to strengthen and extend the 
union of the toilers of the whole world – the 
Communist International!”

Mr Sharkey said that at the 19th Congress 
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union 
(which he attended), in the very last public 
speech made by Stalin, he brought forward 
the very point of extension of the union of 
toilers throughout the world.

“We must do all in our power, comrades, 
to carry out this behest of Lenin and of Com-
rade Stalin,” Mr. Sharkey said.

“DEFEND PEACE”
Mr Sharkey said that Stalin adjured us to 

carry out certain special tasks in the present 
day. “And, in departing from us, he adjured 
us to take into our own hands the great cause 
of peace and defend it to the end. 

“Comrade Stalin adjured us to stand 
fi rmly as a rock against the blows of the class 
enemy, to carry out the struggle no matter 
how great the diffi  culties and obstacles and, 
just as was in the case of the Soviet working 
class, victory would be ours.” 

Mr Sharkey said that “in honouring 
the memory of our great, departed leader, 
we must be ever more vigorous in carrying 
out his behest to be ever courageous in the 
struggle “

In the last days of his life, Comrade 
Stalin made two special behests – to defend 
the banner of democracy and to cherish our 
national independence.

At the 19th Congress of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union, Comrade Stalin 

addressed fraternal delegates from non-
Soviet countries.

He told them that “the principle of equal 
rights for men and nations has been trampled 
to the mud; it has been replaced by the prin-
ciple of full rights for the exploiting minority 
and no rights for the exploited majority. The 
banner of bourgeois democratic liberty has 
been thrown overboard.” 

Comrade Stalin added: “I think it is you, 
the representatives of the Communist and 
democratic parties, who will have to raise this 
banner and carry it forward if you want to 
gather around you the majority of the people. 
There is nobody else to raise it”

“RAISE THIS BANNER”
Comrade Stalin also referred to the drop-

ping of the banner of national independence 
by the bourgeoisie, who sell the rights and 
independence of the nation for dollars.

“There is no doubt,” he said, “that it is 
you, the representatives of the Communist 
and democratic parties, who will have to raise 
this banner and carry it forward if you want 
to be patriots of your country, if you want 
to become the leading force of the nation. 
There is nobody else to raise it.”

“Such were the special behests of Com-
rade Stalin in the last days of his life,” said 
Mr Sharkey.
Tribune, March 1953 

Australian Communist Thought and History

“CARRY OUT THE BEHESTS OF 
COMRADES LENIN AND STALIN”

The Sydney Dally Telegraph 
printers, who refused to pub-
lish a dirty “Stalin Dead – Hur-
rah!” poster, magnifi cently 
upheld the honour of the Aus-
tralian working class. 

In fact, they upheld the honour 
of all Australians, few of whom 
would have lacked a deep sense 
of shame if even a single copy of 
this poster had reached the streets.

The poster was sent down to 
the composing room on Friday, 
and the staff  were discussing their 
attitude when the proprietor, Frank 

Packer, wafted in and demanded 
that it be printed.

The workers told Packer to leave 
their meeting and also instructed 
him to withdraw the poster. When 
he refused, the workers walked out.

NEWCASTLE SUPPORT
The Newcastle Trades Hall 

Council sent a wire of congratula-
tions to the Daily Telegraph Chapel. 

Mr Alec Dowling, who is secre-
tary of the Council and also of the 
Newcastle PIEU sub-branch, said 
that the Father of the Newcastle 

Sun Chapel told him that the Chapel 
was indignant at Packer’s move and 
were advising Mr Dowling offi  cially 
that if any attempts were made 
to produce similar material, the 
printers would refuse to handle it.

So great was the volume of 
protests against Saturday’s Daily 
Telegraph front page treatment of 
Stalin’s death that all day Sunday 
– from 7:30 am – a Telegraph 
reporter had to be assigned to the 
phone to handle them. 

The bitter anger of work-
ers at Mort’s Dock foundry and 

engineering shops was crystallised 
in a petition signed by over ninety 
per cent of the labour force. 

Twenty passers-by in the streets 
outside the Dock also signed the 
petition, which protested against 
an unsigned cartoon in Friday’s 
Telegraph. Sent to Telegraph 
owner Frank Packer, the petition 
demanded an apology for an insult 
to the Russian people, the British 
people whose Prime Minister was 
depicted as hoping that Stalin would 
die, and to the Australian people 
at whom it was directed.

Cockatoo Dock workers told 
Tribune that, although no offi  cial 
protest had been made, almost 
without exception men at the dock 
were disgusted with the Telegraph’s 
attitude.

PACKER’S REPLY
One angry reader phoned 

Packer at his Bellevue Hill man-
sion and asked him if he had any 
feelings of human decency. “No. 
Not about this man,” was the reply.
Tribune, March 1953 

PRINTERS SAVED AUSTRALIA’S HONOUR
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WAR ON DRUGS
I would like to address the subject of 
addiction.

Personally, throughout my life I concede 
that I certainly have had addictive behav-
iours. Both alone and also in the presence 
of others alike.

What does it take for a person to become 
addicted?

For most, we regard addicted people as 
silly. As one who did too much of a good thing 
thus creating a neurological reliance. In turn 

preventing them to structure anything other 
than a thought process that is dependent on 
a drug or drugs of choice.

But there’s that funny word, “choice.” 
Perhaps we should consider whether or not 
some people truly have a choice. 

For instance, as a youngster my mother 
asked me to blow up a lot of balloons for 
her new partner’s birthday party. This new 
partner was one I did not like very much at 
all. My mother was abusive. I remember her 
dragging my father down the road in her car 
whilst I watched screaming in the passenger 
seat, this was over custody.

I initially refused my mother’s request to 
blow up the balloons, however I eventually 
did. After about three balloons, my little four-
year-old brain discovered a very euphoric 
sensation. I was high. And for a small time, 
I forgot my rage. “This sure beat running 
around in circles” I thought. Alone at home 
and extremely shy and distant at school, I 
was being groomed to be an addict.

I started to experiment with more eff ec-
tive ways of hyperventilating. My cousin and 
I found it better if we hang our head low to 

the ground, breath heavily for two to three 
minutes, stand up quickly, blow the air out 
slowly and push the other one’s heart with two 
hands with our backs against the wall, hard.

But this is not drugs. I didn’t know what 
drugs even were yet. But they were surely to 
come and by God they did.

So what happened here? I certainly was 
not intoxicated. I was sober. So, if the oppo-
site of addiction is not sobriety, then what 
is it. I would suggest it be “connections.”

“Connections” underneath a capitalistic 
society are varied. A person trying to fi nd 
inclusion may fi nd themselves fi nding it 
in the worst of places. A fear of loneliness 
perhaps may push one toward any group 
that excepts them. You now have a group of 
people with a common interest or common 
emotion. Some are formed by very discon-
nected peoples and are at risk of creating a 
sense of myopia. For example, violent gangs, 
whose cognitive dissonance propels them to 
commit terrible acts from which I believe is 
merely an expression of their own inability to 
connect. A fear of love or a lack of purpose.

But this is the structure of capitalism. 

It is its core foundation to disconnect; the 
strive to be on top, to look down upon, to 
be the best no matter the cost to humility, 
be a slave to the system or lose your job, no 
one is to be trusted, no one speaks out. If 
they do, they are pointed out, ostracized, 
and banished.

Mental illness is on the rise. Science says 
most mental illness is genetically inherent. 
In this space the proper medications can be 
applied. Neuroscience also suggest that if only 
the paths of the same neurons are used over 
and over again one may be at risk of illness.

Once again that is exactly what most 
of us are taught to do. Because there is no 
time for, out of the box thought processes. 
Just shut up and make ends meet. And for 
creative minds, it physically makes us sick.

One may just turn to drugs, over eating, 
over exercising, gaming almost anything to 
escape the prison that holds us from our the 
true potential. Our highest point of humility.

Rick Warren

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

email:  edi tor@cpa.org.au

Richard Titelius

On the 19th February 2020, 
Politics in the Pub in Perth 
held a forum to discuss the ori-
gins, signifi cance, and mean-
ing of the Religious Freedom 
Bill which is currently before 
the Federal Australian Parlia-
ment. The forum was chaired 
by Elly Hulm, a member of the 
CPA in Perth who noted the bill 
was being shunted between the 
two houses of the parliament 
leaving no space for proper 
scrutiny by the media against 
a background of a global coro-
navirus epidemic.

The fi rst speaker was Dr Chris-
topher Crouch, a former Professor 
of Cultural Studies and a working 
artist who began his presentation 
by questioning the origins of the 
Bill. The impetus for the drafting 
of the Bill, said Crouch, came from 
the right-wing conservative fallout 
out from the passing of the Same 
Sex Marriage law. Another part 
came from the controversy gener-
ated by the comments of Rugby 
Australia player Israel Folau on 
his Facebook page with regards 
to his Christian religious beliefs 
concerning the fate of gay people. 
The Prime Minister Scott Morrison, 
himself a member of a conservative 
evangelical church in Sydney, lead 
the right-wing pushback over the 
same-sex marriage law as they saw 
their “power was under attack and 
its infl uence threatened.” It was not, 
as suggested by Crouch, because of 
a genuine concern for Muslim and 
Jewish communities who are the 
most religiously persecuted groups 
in Australia (as mentioned in the 
fi ndings of the Religious Freedom 
Review report released in October 
2018, which kicked off  the Bill). 

The Review Report contained 
twenty recommendations includ-
ing that faith-based schools may 
discriminate in relation to students 
on the basis of sexual orientation, 
that schools be required to pro-
vide suffi  cient relevant informa-
tion to parents on instruction on 
“religious and moral matters,” to 
consider whether their content 
is consistent with the parents’ or 
guardians’ religious beliefs, and to 
make it unlawful to discriminate 
on the basis of having a particular 
religion or having no religion. The 
fi rst version of the Bill was defeated 

just before Christmas 2019. Crouch 
said it was important to consider 
the diversity of religion in Aus-
tralia in the context of the way 
in which the Bill is being framed. 
While fi fty-two per cent of people 
in Australia say they are Christian, 
there are also cultural diff erences 
which are wrapped up in religious 
observance by Christians which 
range from the majority which are 
Catholic (about fi fty per cent), to 
the more conservative evangelical 
churches sixteen per cent. Then 
2.5 per cent are Muslim, 2.5 per 
cent Buddhist and thirty per cent 
who have no religion. Around Aus-
tralia there were also diff erences 
in the number of people who are 
Christian, of which Queensland 
(fi fty-fi ve per cent) and New South 
Wales (fi fty-three per cent) are 
the highest. 

In considering the need for the 
legislation, at present all states 
around Australia have absolute 
guarantees of religious freedom 
except New South Wales. The 
new Religious Freedom Bill would 
work against this. It is interesting 
the Bill does not have a defi nition 
of religion and it is also unhelp-
ful that it bundles together reli-
gious activity and religious belief. 
Crouch concluded by expressing 
his concern the second version 
of the Bill also contained a clause 
which allows a person to criticise 
another person’s religion so long 
as it does not “harass, threaten or 
vilify’’ that person. This, he said, 
would confl ict with the existing 
state anti-discrimination legisla-
tion and lower the tone of civility 
in our society.

The next speaker was Thom 
Richards. Thom spoke about some 
of the consequences of the Bill 
should it become law. Richards 
said the Bill had provisions which 
allowed private hospitals (such as 
St John of God) to legally fi re a 
member of their staff  observing a 
particular tenet of their religious 
faith, for instance religious items 
of clothing such as a headscarf or 
kippah. A Christian housing organi-
sation could also deny a Somalian 
refugee family housing on the basis 
of religious belief. Pupils and staff  
at faith-based schools could also 
be expelled for being gay or trans-
gender – though Richards recalled 
from his time at a Christian High 
School, that teachers often already 

had other ways of expelling students 
suspected of being gay.

Seamus Carey, a student and 
CPA member in Perth, was the fi nal 
speaker. He commenced his speech 
by outlining how the Bill is written 
in such a way as to be deliberately 
unclear. For instance, much has 
been said in the media about the 
Bill containing clauses which will 
allow people to be free to insult 
others on the basis of religion. The 
Bill’s text in some places aims to 
contradict this, however a close 
reading shows that it does in fact 
create plenty of such possibilities. 
The proposed legislation would 
also allow religious healthcare 
providers to deny abortions and 

contraception, a provision that 
would be especially alarming for 
women in regional Australia where 
it is already diffi  cult for women 
to access these services. The Bill 
would have an impact on the LGBT 
community, notwithstanding gains 
made under the same-sex marriage 
campaign – LGBT rights are not 
enshrined by this Bill. It will leave 
the LGBT community with the need 
to continually assert their rights 
to equal and respectful treatment 
on an ongoing basis. Carey said 
the legislation could potentially 
sanction discrimination in your 
own rental home if the landlord 
sought to discriminate on the basis 
of religion.

A lively question and answer 
session from a diverse audience of 
about 30 people followed the stimu-
lating and critical debate where 
people asked what could be done 
to alter the Bill before it became 
law. There is not a homogeneous 
religious approval of the Bill, even 
among Christian churches, with the 
Uniting and Anglican churches in 
particular being opposed.

The Communist Party of 
Australia opposes the Religious 
Freedom Bill as it is seen as being 
unnecessary and is discriminatory 
in its own right in what it seeks 
to achieve, which is to align the 
capitalist state with a church and 
religion sanctioned by the state. 

Politics in the Pub Perth

THE RELIGIOUS FREEDOM BILL
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C J Atkins 

It started with the near col-
lapse of the economy in 2008-
09 when millions lost their 
homes and jobs and started 
questioning the status quo. 
Discussion about it picked up 
again with the Occupy Wall 
Street movement as young 
people realised the future they 
faced – low-wage jobs, endless 
student debt – was anything 
but bright. Then, it emerged 
more fully into the open with 
the insurgent campaign of 
Bernie Sanders in 2016. Now, 
as it looks like the independent 
senator might actually win the 
Democratic nomination, it’s a 
topic that every one seems to 
be talking about: Socialism.

These last few years, the United 
States has been living through 
what’s been described as a “social-
ist moment.” In the post-Cold War 
days of the 1990s and early 2000s, 
when global capitalism reigned 
triumphant, the idea of socialism 
seemed all but dead. But the self-
declared “democratic socialist” from 
Vermont – along with hundreds 
of other progressive lawmakers, 
grassroots candidates, and move-
ments across the country – has 
changed all that.

Big reforms like Medicare for 
All, the Green New Deal, and stu-
dent loan cancellation are presented 
as part of a “democratic socialist” 
agenda. They’ve become the ideas 
shaping the 2020 election. And a 
lot of people like what they hear. 
Millions are giving consideration 
to the idea of socialism, which for 
decades seemed a relic of the past, 
a political dead-end.

For many, of course, it’s still a 
no-go; not everyone is excited about 
the socialist moment. The Wall 
Street think tank crowd speculates 
Sanders and socialism will kill the 
Democratic Party. News report-
ers at corporate-owned outlets 
face suspension from their jobs 
if they admit to having socialist 
leanings. Right-wing propaganda 
raises the spectre of communism 
and constantly slaps Soviet-style 
imagery on Sanders. And of course, 
President Trump and his boosters 
have resurrected the bogeyman of 
radicalism, attempting to attach 
the socialist label on anyone who 
opposes them.

Despite all the panic and dire 

warnings, however, one recent poll 
found that seventy-six per cent of 
Democratic Party voters would be 
willing to cast a ballot for a social-
ist for president. Throw in Repub-
licans and independents and you 
still get forty-fi ve per cent who say 
they’re not bothered by the socialist 
label. Whether or not Sanders wins 
the Democratic nomination and 
ultimately the presidency, a lot of 
the policy ideas his campaign has 
pushed are here to stay. That’s no 
surprise, really, as most of them – 
like health care for all and fi ghting 
climate change – were around long 
before he ran for president.

But will Americans’ curiosity 
about the concept of socialism 
outlive this “socialist moment”?

Bill Bailey, a longshoreman 
from New Jersey who went to Spain 
to fi ght fascists in the 1930s, once 
said, “The Hitlers and Mussolinis 
of this world are killing people who 
don’t know the diff erence between 
communism and rheumatism.” 
Mass perceptions of socialism in 
the US today might not be quite 
that confused, but they’re probably 
not far off .

The stereotype used to be that 
socialism simply equated to govern-
ment ownership of everything. In 
the eyes of many recent converts 
to the “democratic socialist” cause 

and among its detractors today, 
socialism is often described, essen-
tially, as just bigger government. 
Big government health care. Big 
government bank regulation. Big 
government carbon pricing. Big 
government gun control. When 
asked to defi ne his vision of social-
ism, for instance, Sanders himself 
often pivots to the social democratic 
societies of northern Europe, where 
high taxes and extensive regulation 
are the norm.

It is undoubtedly true that in 
the fi ght against corporate domina-
tion of US politics and the economy 
and politics, the “public” in public 
health care or public education will 
mean more government interven-
tion. But intervention of what kind? 
And a government of what type? It 
was “government,” after all, which 
brought us school privatisation, 
corporate welfare subsidies, tax cuts 
for the super wealthy, unregulated 
subprime mortgage markets, voter 
suppression, and more. All these 
were the results of government 
that catered to business interests.

If our national interest in social-
ism is to survive and thrive, then 
socialism has to mean more than 
big government. It has to address 
the question of what government 
should look like, who will control it, 
and how widely power is shared. It 

has to be about the democratisation 
of power and the end of big money’s 
control over policy decisions.

But it also has to be about more 
than just government. The socialist 
moment presents the opportunity 
to deepen the discussion about 
what socialism in the US could 
be. Sanders brought us the slogan 
of the “political revolution,” but 
what about the economic and social 
revolution?

The notion of socialism as 
popular, working class participation 
and power has not been prominent 
enough in conversations on the 
topic these last few years. Can our 
neighbourhoods, schools, police 
departments, and workplaces be 
more democratically run? What 
if more of us, together, decided 
the direction of our towns, states, 
and country – and not just every 
few years at election time, but all 
the time?

What if workers had not only 
a say but the controlling say in the 
way companies operate? What if 
more services and goods – from 
housing to hospitals – were centred 
on the needs of the many instead 
of the profi ts of the few?

These are questions that all 
go beyond the 2020 elections, but 
they are things worth thinking 
about now. The immediate task, 

of course, remains the defeat of 
Trump, because the outcome of this 
year’s vote will determine just how 
much future battles will be fought 
from a defensive position.

It will take a huge movement 
to defeat Trump, a movement 
spanning the left and the centre. 
That movement can’t just fold up 
and go home if Trump is beaten in 
November, though. Trump might be 
a manifestation of all that’s wrong 
with the system, but he’s only one 
aspect of it. The scare tactics of 
“liberal” billionaires who try to 
convince us that only another rich 
man can beat the rich man in the 
White House is the other side of 
the corporate class’s response to 
the Sanders surge and America’s 
socialist moment.

That’s why socialism can’t 
just be about winning this or that 
election. It has to be about build-
ing and sustaining a broad demo-
cratic movement that can fi ght for 
change in all areas of US life long 
after Trump and Sanders are both 
gone from the political scene. While 
we’re doing door knocking and 
talking with co-workers, friends, 
and family from now to November 
and after, these are things we can 
be discussing.

Don’t let the (socialist) moment 
pass us by. 
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Scott Ritter

Having been hit by the Syrian 
Air Force in Idlib, Turkey has 
called on NATO’s protection, 
but as much as the alliance 
would like a fi ght with Assad 
and his ally Russia, it’s refused 
to back Ankara’s questionable 
adventure. 

Turkey engaged NATO in Arti-
cle 4 consultations, seeking help 
regarding the crisis in Syria. The 
meeting produced a statement from 
NATO condemning the actions of 
Russia and Syria and advocating for 
humanitarian assistance but deny-
ing Turkey the assistance it sought.

The situation in Idlib province 
has reached crisis proportions. A 
months-long military off ensive 
by the Syrian Army, supported 
by the Russian Air Force and pro-
Iranian militias, had recaptured 
nearly one-third of the territory 
occupied by anti-Assad groups 
funded and armed by Turkey. In 
response, Turkish President Recep 
Tayyip Erdogan dispatched thou-
sands of Turkish soldiers, backed 

by thousands of pieces of military 
equipment, including tanks and 
armoured vehicles, into Idlib to 
bolster his harried allies.

The result has been a disaster 
for Turkey, which has lost more 
than fi fty soldiers and had scores 
more wounded due to Syrian air 
attacks. For its part, Russia has 
refrained from directly engaging 
Turkish forces, instead turning 
its attention to countering Turk-
ish-backed militants. Faced with 
mounting casualties, Turkey turned 
to NATO for assistance, invoking 
Article 4 of the NATO charter, 
which allows members to request 
consultations whenever, in their 
opinion, their territorial integrity, 
political independence or security 
is threatened.

Dangerous precedents
Among the foundational prin-

ciples of the NATO alliance, most 
observers focus on Article 5, which 
declares that an attack against one 
member is an attack against all. 
However, throughout its seventy-
five-year history, Article 5 has 

been invoked only once – in the 
aftermath of 9/11 – resulting in 
joint air and maritime patrols, but 
no direct military confrontation. 
The wars that NATO has engaged 
in militarily, whether in Kosovo, 
Afghanistan, Libya or Iraq, have 
all been conducted under Article 
4, when NATO made a collective 
decision to provide assistance in 
a situation that did not involve a 
direct military attack on one of its 
member states.

With that in mind, Turkey’s 
decision to turn to Article 4 was a 
serious undertaking. For additional 
leverage, Ankara linked the NATO 
talks with a separate decision to 
open its borders to refugees seeking 
asylum in Europe, abrogating an 
agreement that had been reached 
with the European Union to pre-
vent uncontrolled migration into 
Europe through Turkish-controlled 
territory and waters. Through this 
humanitarian blackmail, Turkey 
sought to use the shared economic 
and political costs arising from the 
Syrian situation as a bargaining 
chip for NATO support.

A failed gamble

The best Turkey could get from 
its Article 4 consultation, however, 
was a lukewarm statement by Jens 
Stoltenberg, the NATO secretary 
general, condemning Syria and 
Russia while encouraging a diplo-
matic resolution to the fi ghting in 
Syria that focused on alleviating 
the unfolding humanitarian crisis 
regarding refugees. This is a far cry 
from the kind of concrete military 
support, such as the provision of 
Patriot air defence systems or NATO 
enforcement of a no-fl y zone over 
Idlib, Turkey was hoping for.

The provision of military sup-
port under Article 4 is serious, 
involving as it does the entire weight 
of the NATO alliance. This was 
underscored by recent comments 
made by the Supreme Commander 
of Allied Forces in Europe, US 
General Tod Wolters, which linked 
NATO’s nuclear deterrence posture 
to current Article 4 NATO opera-
tions in Afghanistan and Iraq. At 
a time when NATO is focused on 
confronting Russia in the Baltics, 

opening a second front against the 
Russians in Syria is not something 
the alliance was willing to support 
at this time.

While the US was vocal in 
its desire to support Turkey at 
the consultations, NATO is a 
consensus organization, and the 
complexities of Turkey’s Syrian 
adventure, which extend beyond 
simple Russian involvement to 
include issues involving the legality 
of Turkey’s presence inside Syria, 
and the fact that many of the armed 
groups Turkey supports in Idlib 
are designated terrorist organiza-
tions, precluded a NATO decision 
to intervene on Turkey’s behalf. 
Having failed in its eff ort to get 
NATO support in Syria, Turkey is 
now left with the Hobson’s choice 
of retreating or doubling down. Nei-
ther will end well for Turkey, and 
both will only further exacerbate 
that humanitarian disaster taking 
place in Idlib today.
RT – Russia Today 

EVEN NATO IS UNWILLING TO TOUCH 
TURKEY’S IDLIB MESS WITH A TEN-FOOT POLE

Lamiat Sabin

The Home Offi  ce has lumped togeth-
er left-wing groups and green cam-
paigners with neo-Nazis and white 
supremacists in literature and post-
ers supposedly designed to educate 
offi  cers about extremism.

The Counter Terrorism Policing (CTP) 
document has categories including white 
supremacist and nationalist groups, left-
wing and “associated single issue groups,” 
animal rights groups, and environmental 
campaigns.

The left-wing and environmental groups 
listed include the Communist Party of Britain 
(CPB), Stop the War, Palestine Solidarity 
Campaign, Campaign Against Arms Trade 
(CAAT), Campaign for Nuclear Disarma-
ment (CND), Extinction Rebellion (XR), 
and Greenpeace.

CPB general secretary Rob Griffi  ths told 
the Star that it is “not surprising” that the 
party is included on the extremism watch list.

He said: “The primary function of Brit-
ain’s intelligence services is to protect the 
capitalist status quo and the ruling class, so 
it is no surprise that CPB should be listed as 
it is an organisation which wants to replace 
capitalism with socialism.

“The biggest threat to democratic rights 
in Britain has always come from the capital-
ist state – and this confi rms that any turn 
towards authoritarianism must be opposed by 
the widest range of democratic organisation.

“We have one of the most secretive secret 
services in the world and this document also 

urgently confi rms that we need to try and 
bring our intelligence services under some 
form of genuine democratic scrutiny.”

Mr Griffi  ths also referred to the infi l-
tration of “perfectly legal and legitimate 
campaigning organisations” by undercover 
police offi  cers for decades — which is cur-
rently subject to the Pitchford inquiry.

CND general secretary Kate Hudson 
questioned why the organisation was on 
the counter-terror list, noting that it has a 
history of more than sixty years of peaceful 
protest and an “open, democratic structure 
and policy process.”

She continued: “We have no secrets and 
act in the public interest. It is nuclear bombs 
that terrorise people, not our campaign, 
which works to eradicate weapons of mass 
destruction.

“This is massive state overreach and 
threatens our right to political engagement 
and peaceful protest.”

Andrew Smith of CAAT said that the 
“appalling” document sends the message 
that people who “care about social justice 
or oppose war, arms sales, discrimination or 
confl ict then you can be included alongside 
white nationalists and neo-Nazi hate groups.”

“It is yet another shameful attempt to 
repress dissent. This further discredits the 
fundamentally fl awed Prevent scheme. It is 
long past time for police and government 
to stop criminalising democratic protest,” 
he added.

Extinction Rebellion called the literature 
and posters “crude, divisive and dangerous.”

It added: “The guidance document makes 

it clear that not all the signs and symbols 
are of counterterrorism interest. However, 
if that’s the case, why include them in a 
counter-terrorism document?

“The chilling eff ect is to leave people feel-
ing under scrutiny, watched and pressurised, 
feeling ‘othered’, ashamed or afraid to be 
open about the things they care about such as 
the environment and the world around us.”

Clare Collier of human-rights organisa-
tion Liberty said the counter-terror agenda 
is “one of the greatest threats to free speech 
in the UK.”

The latest leak comes after more than 100 
academics, campaigners, and community 

organisers signed a joint statement released 
by human rights charity Cage calling for 
the abolition of the Home Offi  ce’s Prevent 
anti-extremism strategy, which primarily 
targets Muslims.

Cage research director Dr Asim Qureshi 
said: “Ongoing calls for ‘more security and 
surveillance’ only lead to circular discus-
sions, and policies that exacerbate fracture 
and distrust. We must break this impasse.”

Police have said the document clearly 
states that “not all of the signs and symbols 
noted within this document are of counter 
terrorism interest.”
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LEFT-WING? 
You may be on police extremism list


