
DISCARDED … 
WITH NO HELP

Anna Pha

“Absolutely discarded and left to fend 
with no help. Thank you, I paid you, I 
worked for you, I paid taxes and this 
is how you treat me?” These words 
from a 25-year-old Indian visa work 
expressed the feelings of thousands of 
visa workers let down by the federal 
government.

“Completely forgotten. They don’t care 
about us. We’re just cash cows waiting to be 
‘milked’,” a twenty-seven-year-old Argentin-
ian working holiday-maker said.

“I have been living in this country for 
more than six years and I was treated like 
unwanted goods,” a Chinese temporary 
migrant noted.

These damning comments are just a few 
of many that ran in a similar vein in response 
to a survey carried out by the Migrant Worker 
Justice Initiative, University New South 
Wales Law, and University of Technology 
Sydney with fi nancial support from the 
United Workers’ Union.

Their report, As if we weren’t humans: 
The abandonment of temporary migrants in 
Australia during COVID-19, is based on the 
responses from 6,105 temporary migrants. 
Eighty-three per cent (5,047) of the respond-
ents held student visas. Others included hold-
ers of working holiday, temporary graduate, 
and temporary skills shortage visas.

While participants in the survey were 
nationals of 120 countries, the largest groups 
were from China (20 per cent) and India 
(19 per cent) followed by Nepal (7 per cent) 
and Colombia (5 per cent). One in fi ve of 
respondents were living with their children 
in Australia.

The overwhelming majority were on 
student visas and live in NSW and Victoria, 
where the lock-downs have been the most 
severe. They were mostly employed as casu-
als in sectors such as hospitality and retail 
before the lock-downs were introduced. 
These sectors were amongst the hardest hit 
by government measures.

Seventy per cent of respondents who 
were working before 1st March lost their 
jobs or most of their hours or shifts. Almost 
a third of those who had relied on income 
from their families for support said their 
families could no longer aff ord it because 
of COVID-19.

In all, there were one million such visa 
holders. They were excluded from JobSeeker 
and JobKeeper by a heartless government, 
left without an income, without government 
support of any sort.

DEHUMANISATION
Hundreds of respondents commented 

on a speech by Prime Minister Scott Mor-
rison when asked how they felt about the 

government’s treatment of them. They were 
referring to a speech made in April 2020, 
when Morrison told visa holders who could 
not support themselves fi nancially: “if you 
are a visitor in this country, it is time […] to 
make your way home.”

The report found there is “Long-lasting 
distress, anger and sense of dehumani-
sation caused by instruction ‘to make 
your way home’.”

The following comment by a 25-year-old 
Canadian Working Holiday Maker sums up 
the sentiments of many respondents:

“I think it is shameful that the 
government relies so heavily on foreign 
labour and temporary visa holders for 
the economy to function, to pick their 
fruits and veg, etc. but the moment 
these people present an economic 
burden rather than benefi t, absolutely 
no support is made available. It feels 
tremendously exploitative, especially 
as those on temporary visas are more 
likely to be taken advantage of by 
employers as it is.”

A Russian Masters student said: 
“We paid taxes. We did all dirty work 
Australians don’t want to do and what 
about us? […] It is nice to have invisible 
cheap workers that will be silently 
committing to work when you and your 
family can stay at home or work from 
home and get government support and 
don’t lose any money.”

RACISM
Telling temporary migrants to go back 

home smacks of racism. The government has 
fuelled anti-China sentiments with its call 
for an international inquiry into the origins 
of the Coronavirus. The unstated message 
is that it is a “Chinese” or “Wuhan” virus, a 
racist and dishonest label that US President 
Trump uses.

Nationals MP George Christensen added 
salt to the wounds, openly sending a racist 
and xenophobic message claiming that 
COVID-19 came from a Wuhan laboratory 
and telling shock jock Alan Jones that China 
needed to pay reparations.

Such utterances and the ongoing gov-
ernment and media vilifi cation of China are 
taking their toll. Many respondents reported 
that when walking on the street, shopping, 
travelling on public transport, etc., they had 
been subjected to slurs such as “Ch--k virus,” 
“Asian virus,” or “go back to China.”

It is not just the Chinese visa holders 
but others of “Asian appearance” who have 
been experiencing such appalling treatment.

The image of Australia as a “multicul-
tural nation” that is “famous for welcoming 

internationals” has been shattered. The 
hypocrisy of the PM did not go unnoticed – 
telling citizens that “we are all in this togeth-
er” but at the same time telling migrants to 
go back home in a pandemic!

On a more positive note, a number of 
respondents expressed appreciation towards 
their educational institutions and to the 
many Australian people who did provide 
assistance.

As for leaving Australia, Morrison knows 
that is not possible. There are essentially 
no fl ights out and borders at the other end 
are closed. What few fl ights there are, are 
unaff ordable. And why should students and 
others who have invested so heavily in Aus-
tralia abandon their studies? It is also cruel 
to suggest that refugees return to the country 
they fl ed from. They cannot do so safely.

Students have paid thousands of dollars 
on non-refundable university tuition fees and 
visas; others locked in to rental contracts. 
Mounting debts, domestic violence, and 
mental illness are other issues compound-
ing the situation.

Australia has obligations under interna-
tional law towards their wellbeing. One third 
of those surveyed had sought emergency help 
to meet essential needs such as food, rent, 
transport, electricity, phone and internet, to 
see a doctor or purchase medications. 

One in seven of the international stu-
dents, during the period since 1st March, 

have been eff ectively homeless and almost 
half have feared becoming homeless. The 
overwhelming majority fear that the situa-
tion will only become worse.

LONG-TERM DAMAGE
The government’s cruel treatment of 

these guests in our country who contribute 
in so many ways, not just to our economy, 
will not be quickly forgotten. The image of 
Australia, as a beautiful, accepting, multi-
cultural country has been shattered.

Many of the international students will 
return to their home countries to become 
academics, business leaders and politicians. 
What sort of message will they take with 
them when they return to countries such 
as Nepal, Colombia, Vietnam, Philippines, 
Indonesia, Malaysia, South Korea, Bangla-
desh, Sri Lanka, Pakistan, as well as China 
and India?

It was clear from many of the comments 
that they will not be encouraging others to 
come here to study. The government’s lack of 
humanity, and its focus on “milking the cash 
cow,” may come back to haunt Australia. It 
is completely short-sighted to say the least.

It is not too late to include these tem-
porary migrants under JobSeeker and Job-
Keeper which many would have qualifi ed for.

As a 27-year-old Sri Lankan Master’s 
student said: “We might not be citizens but 
we are still people.” 
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ALP AND COALITION BOTH 
FAIL ON RETIREMENT 

AND AGED CARE
Federal MP Tim Wilson, who represents one of 

Victoria’s most affl  uent electorates (Goldstein), made 
some baffl  ing comments which highlight just how out 
of touch the Coalition really is. On Twitter, Wilson stated 
that increasing the compulsory superannuation contribu-
tions would “make it harder for younger couples to buy 
their homes.” Author and political commentator Jane 
Caro responded, stating that “not increasing the super 
will mean more women end up homeless when they are 
old.” She asked Wilson which he preferred to which he 
replied: “They can buy their own home so they’re not 
homeless” further stating “If you are able to access your 
savings, then it will make it easier to buy a home. If you 
cannot, it is harder.” He was roundly mocked for his poor 
understanding of the problem.

The existence of superannuation has placed the re-
sponsibility of taking care of the elderly on the individual, 
especially as social security (such as age pension) is be-
ing stripped away. Now, with the economy in its most 
fragile position in over thirty years, MPs like Wilson 
want people to spend away their retirement savings as 
a simple solution to homelessness. Wilson is so out of 
touch with reality that he fails to recognise that it won’t 
solve homelessness. The majority of working people, in 
particular women, simply have no where near enough in 
their superannuation accounts to buy a home. For men the 
mean in 2017-18 was $168,500 and $121,300 for women. 
(ASFA)

Wilson’s comments also failed to address the gender 
inequality problem that Caro raised. According to Women 
in Super, “women currently retire with forty-seven per 
cent less superannuation than men” and with “women 
liv[ing] fi ve years longer than men on average” the sta-
tistics become even more severe. As a result, “forty per 
cent of older single retired women live in poverty and 
experience economic insecurity in retirement.”

As if Wilson’s tone-deaf response wasn’t bad enough, 
former Labor Prime Minister Paul Keating, the man re-
sponsible for the modern superannuation scheme, has 
also chimed in on aged care. Two weeks ago, Keating gave 
evidence to the Royal Commission into Aged Care Quality 
and Safety providing details for what has been described 
as a “HECS-style loan plan.” According to Keating: 

“Ever yone would have an account […] the 
Commonwealth would advance money to the account to 
pay for your home care accommodation or aged accom-
modation […]. […] Then, upon your death – and no earlier 
– there would be a credit to that loan account from the 
estate of the deceased person. […] The Commonwealth 
account would then receive a credit […] so we’re not forc-
ing anyone out of their home.”

In other words, “every Australian is extended a loan 
to pay for their care and the costs are recovered from 
their estate” (SMH). It is no surprise that the man who 
helped introduce neoliberalism into our country is now 
advocating for individuals to take care of themselves at 
the cost of draining their children’s inheritance. Keating 
has denied that this is any kind of “death tax” stating: 
“If there’s not assets there, then the Commonwealth 
pays, but it’s a very nice way of working out what the 
Commonwealth should really pay vis-a-vis the residual 
assets of an aged person in superannuation or bricks 
and mortar assets etc.”

This just raises the question: Shouldn’t the 
Commonwealth just pay to take care of its elderly? 
According to the Australian Institute of Health and 
Welfare:

“The home ownership rate of 30-34 olds was sixty-four 
per cent in 1971, decreasing fourteen percentage points 
to fi fty per cent in 2016, according to Census data. For 
Australians aged 25 - 29, the decrease was similar – fi fty 
per cent in 1971, decreasing to thirty-seven per cent in 
2016. Home ownership rates have also decreased among 
people nearing retirement. Since 1996, home ownership 
rates have gradually declined; rates for the 50 - 54 age 
group have seen a 6.6 percentage point fall over these 
twenty years (eighty per cent to seventy-four per cent) 
(AIHW 2019).”

Two things are important to takeaway from the above 
quote. The fi rst: younger Australians cannot aff ord to buy 
homes like their parents; the second: home ownership 
has “decreased among people nearing retirement.”

The solution then is not to put the burden back on 
these groups. The solution is to pay for a robust retire-
ment scheme using a progressive tax system where those 
on higher incomes pay tax at a higher rate in the dollar, 
as well as higher taxes on corporations racking in super 
profi ts.
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This week the government takes the razor to JobKeeper and JobSeeker, plunging more 
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Comrades outside the US Consulate in Perth on Thursday 17th September.
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Kieran Finnane – Peace Crimes
16 October starting 6:30 pm

In conversation with Peter Cronau and Margaret Pestorius

At the closely guarded and secretive military facility, Pine Gap in Australia’s 
Northern Territory, police arrest six non-violent activists. Their crime: to step 

through a fence, lamenting and praying for the dead of war.

They call themselves Peace Pilgrims. The Crown calls them a threat to 
national security and demands jail time. Their political trials, under harsh 
Cold War legislation, tell a story of obsessive Australian secrecy about the 
American military presence on our soil and the state’s hardline response 

to dissent. In Peace Crimes, Alice Springs journalist Kieran Finnane 
gives a gripping account of what prompts the Pilgrims to risk so much, 
interweaving local events and their legal aftermath with this century’s 
disturbing themes of international confl ict and high-tech war. She asks, 
what responsibilities do we have as Australians for the covert military 
operations of Pine Gap and what are we going to do about them?

In lieu of physical events, we have moved to Zoom. Please register below and a staff member 
will be in touch to send you a link to the Zoom meeting and the password. This is a free event.

www.gleebooks.com.au/event/kieran-fi nnane-peace-crimes
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Seamus Carey

The remaining months of 2020 
are expected to include sever-
al elections around the world 
that are especially crucial to 
the direction of world events, 
and which are guaranteed to 
be controversial whatever 
the outcome. On the minds of 
many people is the US gener-
al election scheduled for 3rd 
November. However, which-
ever outcome of that election 
emerges will say little and have 
little impact on trends in the 
balance of power in the world; 
the twin ruling parties of US 
politics simply represent two 
factions of the same capitalist 
ruling class, and their diff er-
ences are mostly confi ned to 
domestic aff airs.

Arguably of more substance 
will be the Bolivian general election 
scheduled for 18th October, and the 
Venezuelan National Assembly elec-
tion scheduled for 6th December. 
Here are two countries where the 
class struggle and anti-imperialist 
democratic struggle are at an acute 
stage; they are part of the front line 
in the international showdown 
between pro-imperialist forces and 
independent democratic forces.

Pre-planned controversy 
over elections has become a key 
tactic used by the US in order to 
destabilise those countries where 

opposition to imperialist domi-
nation and the demands for sov-
ereignty and independence have 
reached high levels amongst the 
people. We see it happening now in 
Belarus, and there the US-backed 
opposition is following what has 
become a predictable script: stir 
up protests against a supposedly 
fraudulent election, put forward a 
neoliberal puppet for recognition 
by Western governments as the 
“interim President,” apply severe 
economic and political pressures 
from the outside to force regime 
change. Fortunately, in the case 
of Belarus, the Belarusian govern-
ment appears to have learnt well 
from the similar experiences of 
other countries such as Venezuela, 
Bolivia, and Ukraine. It has so far 
been successful in impeding the 
completion of this script.

In Venezuela, the puppet Juan 
Guaidó self declared as “interim 
President”. He was then recognised 
by the US, Australia, and other US-
allied forces in January 2019, after 
controversy had been manufactured 
around President Maduro’s victory 
at the 2018 Presidential election. 
The opposition had declared that 
election fraudulent long before it 
took place, and chose not to take 
part in it supposedly on that basis, 
only then to point to the large 
margin of President Maduro’s 
victory as proof that it was indeed 
fraudulent. The ridiculousness of 

this claim – that it was anything 
other than entirely predictable that 
President Maduro should win by 
a large margin, given most of the 
opposition removed themselves 
from the running – is matched by 
the ridiculousness of the Australian 
government following along with 
the US designs for regime change 
in Venezuela despite no legitimate 
Australian national interest being 
at play.

The Guaidó clique have con-
tinued to outdo themselves in 
ridiculousness. The almost-two 
years since then have been fi lled 
with a number of embarrass-
ing escapades by Guaidó and his 
cronies, trying again and again to 
unseat the legitimate government 
of Venezuela. They have openly 
supported the criminal US sanc-
tions against Venezuela which 
have been severely destructive to 
the Venezuelan economy and have 
caused great suff ering, including 
limiting access to food and medi-
cines. They have openly supported 
plans for US military intervention 
in Venezuela, which we know from 
the huge number of precedents 
(such as Nicaragua, Afghanistan, 
Iraq, Libya) would entail mass 
civilian casualties and economic 
and environmental destruction. 
They are traitors to their people 
who wish to sell their country to 
the US for their own enrichment.

All this has ensured that they 

have failed to win the support of the 
people, and in fact, their domestic 
support base, the upper classes 
of Venezuela, has become more 
divided and disheartened. Hope-
fully, the December election will 
see them lose their stronghold in 
the National Assembly, and their 
capacity to organise the disruption 
of Venezuelan political and eco-
nomic life will be greatly reduced.

The Bolivian Presidential 
election in October 2019 was also 
hijacked by claims of fraud pushed 
by the Organisation of American 
States (OAS), the continental organ-
isation for the Americas dominated 
by US policy. Subsequent analyses 
from a wide number of sources 
have defi nitively proven that there 
was never any genuine evidence of 
fraud, including multiple studies 
by US universities including MIT 
and the University of Pennsylvania 
which were even reported on by 
outlets like the Washington Post 
and the New York Times earlier 
this year. However, back in 2019, 
the same US outlets happily and 
loudly promoted the claims of fraud 
in unison.

Unfortunately, in the case of 
Bolivia, the right-wing opposition 
forces got the better of the legiti-
mate government, making severe 
threats of violence against President 
Morales and his family and forcing 
him to fl ee the country. Immedi-
ately an “interim President” was 

declared – Jeanine Áñez, a right-
wing Christian fundamentalist and 
neoliberal. 

Áñez and her government 
stated in December 2019 that she 
would not run for President at the 
next election to be held in 2020, 
but reneged on this statement the 
following month, announcing her 
intent to run. However, on 18th 
September she pulled out of the 
race again, which might be related 
to the release two days earlier of a 
poll showing that she has less than 
8% support, and Luis Arce – the 
candidate for Morales’ party Mov-
imiento al Socialismo (MAS) – is 
well in the lead with 29.2 per cent 
of the primary vote, over ten per-
centage points more than the next 
most popular candidate. Áñez’ exit 
from the race shows that the anti-
MAS forces have seen the need to 
consolidate themselves in order to 
challenge Arce.

Arce’s good chance to win the 
Presidency back for MAS, as well as 
a potential landslide at the Venezue-
lan National Assembly elections, 
are opportunities to turn the tide 
back against the US designs in the 
region. However, we can expect that 
no matter the results, there will be 
controversy and unrest, at a time 
when no country needs any more 
problems to deal with. 

Australia

END OF YEAR ELECTIONS 
HAVE BIG IMPLICATIONS

The CPA demands the Australian 
government recognise the legitimate 

government of President Nicholás Maduro.
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Eileen Whitehead

I’m getting square eyes and derrière 
watching webinars but enjoying hear-
ing such diverse views online due to 
the pandemic – I always knew every 
dark cloud had a silver lining! And it’s 
good to realise that, during these diffi  -
cult times, there are people out there 
who are also aware of what is happen-
ing to society and prepared to share 
their views with others.

This caught my eye because of my loath-
ing of the fi rst female British Prime Minister, 
so it was good to hear what the experts had 
to say. It was an eye-opener on how the past 
has led to our present predicament where the 
split between rich and poor gets wider every 
year, although I felt that the link between 
the today’s society and the ramifi cations 
of Thatcherism and Reaganism could have 
been stronger. No doubt time restrictions 
prevent such in-depth discussion.

Speakers included Dr Peter Kerr, Senior 
Lecturer in Politics at the University of Bir-
mingham, Pete Dorey, Professor of British 
Politics at Cardiff  University, Eva Cox, AO, 
feminist, sociologist, social commentator 
and activist, and Van Badham, playwright, 
novelist, and social commentator.

Chaired by Jodie Reynolds, Peter Kerr 
started the proceedings by questioning just 
what Maggie Thatcher’s impact has been. 
Having managed to reduce infl ation from 
eleven per cent to one per cent she put a 
lot of people out of work, devastating Brit-
ish industry by fi fty per cent. Unions were 
decimated because of the loss of steel and car 
manufacturing, and she created an imbalance 
in the economy with the emphasis on service 
industries rather than manufacturing. Her 
destruction of the coal mines led to gross 
inequality especially in the north of the coun-
try, which she followed up by selling social 
housing, and creating a housing crisis because 
profi ts went to the central government rather 
than local governments. My own comment 
here is the way Australian politicians have 
followed similar policies leaving this country 
up the creek without a paddle: made obvi-
ous when the recent pandemic revealed our 
dearth of manufacturing capability.

Kerr questioned the myth that she’d made 
Britain economically more stable and saw 
her “reign” as one failed experiment which, 
unfortunately, brought the Labour Party 
under her ambit, resulting in Tony Blair.

Pete Dorey saw her legacy in the condition 
of Britain today, exacerbated by right-wing 
media, such as The Daily Mail and ultra-
right-wing conservatives. He commented 
on the contradictions within the Iron Lady 
who believed in a libertarian economy, yet 
was “socially authoritarian, homophobic 
with Victorian values: all contradictions in 
her ideology.” Her beliefs lay in the private 
sector – free market and pursuit of profi t – 
without taking any social responsibility for 
her decisions. All her government’s actions 
– privatisation, transferring public services 
into monopolies catering to shareholders’ 
profi ts, reduction of taxes for the already 
rich, and GST – transferred the tax burden 
onto the working class.

Under the neoliberal mantra of every-
thing making a profi t, her “reign” saw the 

private sector move into education and 
health. Introduction of students’ fees, with 
students becoming customers and the Uni-
versities run by business people, with aca-
demics having less and less input. Police and 
defence were given more power and money, 
while the working class became poorer with 
an increase in homelessness.

I couldn’t help equating Scott Morrison 
with Maggie’s “contradictions” and the actions 
of his government which now teeters on the 
abyss of totalitarianism. 

Eva Cox reiterated the way Australian 
politics had mimicked Blair’s and commented 
on Keating’s neo-liberal aspirations which are 
destroying the welfare state, diminishing the 
public sector, and destroying the Australian 
ethos. She asked what holds society together 
and referred to her 1995 Boyer Lectures – A 
Truly Civil Society – in which she pointed 
out the importance of social connections and 
a will to sustain diff erence, which she then 
said would be at risk due to the relentless 
search for “illusory economic development.” 
In that lecture she had referred to Thatcher’s 
ignominious claim that there was “no such 
thing as society.” She had also made this 
valid point:

“Civil societies are also civic societies, 
that is, we as citizens must take 
some responsibility for changing 
what we do not like […]. The term 
[citizenship] is being thrown around 
fairly indiscriminately by groups 
across the political spectrum. Much of 
what is written involves claims about 
the rights of individuals and even 
groups. But what happens when those 
rights confl ict? Have we forgotten the 
inevitable tensions between rights 
and responsibilities and the search for 
individual freedoms? Can we retain 
social cohesion and the possibility of 
individual autonomy? These questions 
can only be answered by all of us as 
active participants in a civil society.”

In 2020, big business no longer wants a 
welfare state and, having gone global, now 
escapes paying taxes needed to support 
it. Social structures no longer interest big 
business in their unethical modes of com-
petition, currently practising wage theft and 
low wages. She stressed how, after the GFC, 
the austerity movement destroyed the pub-
lic’s trust in political parties and stated that 
unless governments look after society, they 
lose people’s votes: “We want to stop being 
customers and go back to being citizens.”

Van Badham thought the current situa-
tion in society is deliberate and spoke about 
the Institute of Public Aff airs which Keith 
Murdoch introduced in 1943, recommend-
ing a welfare state and full employment. 
The IPA’s initial purpose was to infl uence 
Australia’s post-war reconstruction, with 
business interests concerned that popular 
sentiment supported a Labor-led, collectivist 
post-war construction, a “prevailing clamour 
for a new kind of society, which Robert Men-
zies was unable to destroy.”

Refl ecting on Josh Frydenberg’s recent 
enthusiasm about Thatcher’s legacy, Van 
mentioned her poll tax riots; anti-LGBTQIA+ 
laws; destruction of local government, and 
her opportunistic Falklands War. She was 
responsible for today’s crushing inequality 
by following the “free market” ideology of 
Milton Friedman, busting unions, cutting 
taxes, and slashing services. She handed 
over essential government assets to greedy 
business interests by privatising public hous-
ing, waterworks’ railways, and removing any 
structure which might otherwise compete 
with, or restrict, her business “mates” making 
as much money as they could. She left offi  ce 
with unemployment higher than when she 
started and British industry crumbling.

Reaganomics had killed America’s middle 
class by cutting the taxes, which Frydenberg 
praises. Reagan succeeded in transforming 
the American working class into the work-
ing poor as the neoliberal erosion of wages, 
services, government investment and job 

security further enriched the millionaires 
at their expense.

In reply to a question on why Thatcher’s 
neoliberal ideas had such force, Kerr thought 
it was because she had seemed to be a mod-
erniser at the time, but that in retrospect she 
was a traditionalist. He sees neoliberalism 
“dead on its feet – zombie intellectually.” 
A further comment was made that “If it’s 
[neoliberalism] not working, they make 
stronger applications and reduce options to 
either/or individualism, i.e. it’s your fault! 
The poor are blamed for their own poverty, 
rather than the system.” 

Badham explained that the “neolibs don’t 
care about poverty, and culture is changed 
when behaviour is changed.” Cox felt that 
those on the left must take responsibility, 
saying they lost the plot after the Soviet 
Union crashed. She felt there was no good 
work being done and that we’re interde-
pendent citizens who currently have no 
inspired alternative. The “social” has to be 
put back on the agenda. Badham believed 
Australians vote on material reality, and 
don’t worry about moral campaigns, saying 
that the ALP and the left must acknowledge 
working class communities. The LNP sup-
ports the free market which supports their 
donor class, keeping ordinary people out of 
the equation. Their tax cuts, and business 
deregulation keeps the wealth in the hands 
of corporate Australia.

In reply to a question about the media’s 
sphere of infl uence pushing the neolib mes-
sage, Kerr replied that the Catholic press in 
the UK was losing readership: “It’s diffi  cult 
to get a socialist message out: we’re living in 
a ‘bubble’ with fake news a big problem.” He 
thinks the left need to be much more adept at 
using the media. Although Jeremy Corbyn’s 
message was good, he was unpopular and 
people like populists – proved by Trump’s 
success. The left needs to engage tactically 
with organisational power and campaigns.

Food for thought! 

Australia

OP-ED: THATCHERISM, 
REAGANOMICS AND AUSTRALIA’S 

PLAN TO REBUILD

Badham believed Australians vote on 
material reality, and don’t worry about 

moral campaigns ...
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Presidential elections were 
held in the Republic of Bela-
rus. According to offi  cial data, 
the majority of voters (eighty 
per cent) supported Lukash-
enko. We cannot judge to what 
extent these data correspond 
to reality, and to what extent 
this result is provided by the 
administrative resource that 
the president (who has been 
holding this post for a long 
time) undoubtedly possess-
es. But we note only a very 
signifi cant thing: the opposi-
tion did not recognise these 
results even before they were 
announced, even long before 
the elections were held.

And in this case, it does not 
really matter if this right-wing 
opposition is pro-Western or 
pro-Russian – in any case it is 
pro-imperialist. However, the fact 
that matters is that it is clearly 
nationalistic in nature, mainly 
similar to the Kiev Maidan, up 
to the collaborationist symbols 
of 1941.

These players cannot forgive 
Lukashenko for his refusal to follow 
Gaidar’s path by the method of 
“shock therapy”. He did not allow 
the predatory privatization to 
be carried out, did not allow the 
anti-national fi nancial reforms to 
be carried out, which overnight 
threw the Russian population into 
poverty. Moreover, Lukashenko 
has provided the preservation of 
large state production in industry 
and agriculture, state regulation, 
social guarantees, etc. At the same 
time, we cherish no illusions and 
understand that the model that 

Lukashenko has built is still a model 
of capitalism.

And the bourgeois system 
creates its own environment and 
corresponding ideology. The petty 
bourgeois wants to become large 
and to have more freedom to 
exploit and trade. Therefore, they 
always willingly rely on the forces 
of foreign imperialists to bring their 
aspirations to realisation. In this 
case, they preferred support from 
the EU and the United States as 
more powerful predators, but with 
their long-standing goal of driving 
a wedge between the peoples of 
Russia and Belarus. And we see the 
horribly familiar pattern from the 
events in Ukraine, Venezuela and 
other regions of the world – non-
recognition of the election results, 
the announcement of an opposition 
representative as the winner, an 
appeal to the world society, calls 
for people to take to the streets 
and provoking the government into 
violent clashes and riots, up to the 
organisation of sacred sacrifi ces.

It is worth subjecting Lukash-
enko to serious criticism for the 
fact that he is mainly guilty of the 
current acute situation, since he 
held a course exactly for capital-
ism and the free market. He tried 
to preserve social guarantees for 
people, but did not want to rely 
on the working people. He did 
not amass his own capital and did 
not surround himself with friends 
oligarchs, as a Russian “guaran-
tor”, he tried at all cost to preserve 
the sovereignty of the Republic of 
Belarus and develop its economy, 
tried to force offi  cials to work for 
this idea in market conditions, 

but he could not, and could not 
provide it within the framework 
of capitalism. And to count on 
this is naivety. As you know, there 
is no good market. Good for the 
working people. Sooner or later 
it always leads to the Maidan as 
a form of seizing power by large 
fi nancial capital. The power of the 
bourgeoisie is always essentially 
the dictatorship of the bourgeois 
class. This dictatorship can take 
various forms, but the essence is 
the same – the dictatorship of the 
exploiters against the exploited.

There was no opposition from 
the working people in this elec-
tion. The working class and its 
organizations were not able to 
nominate their own candidate. 
We are compelled to state that the 
weakness of the labour movement 
in the country is partly one of the 
results of Lukashenko’s policy – the 
policy of suppressing any attempts 
at class struggle. The workers are 
deprived of the right to strike, 
transferred to fi xed-term contracts, 
and even deprived of the right on 
wilful resignation, not to mention 
political activity. In Belarus, earlier 
than in the Russian Federation, the 
retirement age was raised, taxes 
were proposed for the unemployed, 
the rights of trade unions were 
curtailed, etc. The authorities do 
not register our comrades with 
the Communist Party of Working 
People of Belarus (CPTB) and do 
not admit them to legitimate offi  cial 
policy. Thus, we cannot close our 
eyes to the fact that Lukashenko 
speaks only about the capitalist 
path for Belarus (“like the whole 
world”), and in domestic policy he 

pursues an agenda to strengthen 
the absolutism of the presidential 
power and intensify the exploitation 
of workers. This policy has led to 
the growth of petty-bourgeois sen-
timents in society and the growth 
of discontent among the working 
people. All this was used as the 
basis for organising protests by 
the opposition.

The Russian Communist Work-
ers’ Party believes that the working 
people of Belarus must identify 
themselves and make their own 
choice. And this choice should be 
determined by an independent 
labour policy. The working class 
should not go under a false fl ag, it 
should fi ght precisely for its own 
interests, and not for the interests 
of the capitalists. There are enough 
examples in the face of the work-
ing people – the example of Kiev, 
when part of the working people 
took the side of some capitalists 
against others, and the example 
of Donbass, when miners and 
tractor drivers opposed the rabid 
Bandera supporters warmed up 
by the Maidan, when they fought 
under red fl ags.

We can only advise the people, 
Belarusian workers, to listen less 
to any self-styled “human rights 
defenders” (the guides of bourgeois 
democracy and “universal values”), 
as well as the guides of the line to 
crack down by the state authorities.

RCWP calls on the workers of 
Belarus not to allow the initiation 
and development of the Belarusian 
Maidan on the model of Kiev, but 
at the same time to use the situa-
tion of dissatisfaction of the part 
of society with the results of the 

elections to strengthen their own 
class forces, to hold meetings in fac-
tory fl oors and in workplaces with 
the engineering of requirements to 
the government. Now is the time for 
workers to make a strong demand 
for changes in labour legislation in 
the interests of all workers and the 
return of the Soviet retirement age, 
and to organise strikes in support of 
these demands. At the same time, 
we should remember that strikes 
organised by the headquarters of 
pro-imperialist forces and aimed 
at realising the demands of the 
Maidan are clearly reactionary, as 
is the movement itself, and work-
ers cannot participate in them in 
any case.

One of the results of this man-
agement and self-organization of 
workers can be the holding of a 
republican congress of workers, 
peasants, specialists and employees 
with the election of a permanent 
body based on the strength of the 
working class, on the strength of all 
working people of Belarus, capable 
under the ideological leadership of 
the vanguard formed in the strug-
gle (the communist workers’ party) 
to pursue a workers’ policy against 
capitalist barbarism, for democracy, 
for socialism.

First secretary of the Central 
Committee of Russian Communist 
Workers’ Party
Stepan Malentsov
Первый секретарь ЦК РКРП-
КПСС С.С. Маленцов
13.08.2020 г.
Original text (Russian):
rkrp-rpk.ru/2020/08/14/
не-допустить-развития-
белорусского-м/

TO PREVENT DEVELOPMENT OF 
BELARUSIAN MAIDAN!

Political Council of the CC of Russian Communist Workers’ Party (RCWP)
About the elections held and the situation after them in Belarus

Australia

A ceremony was held in Wash-
ington DC [on 16th September] 
for the signing of the normali-
sation agreements between the 
UAE and Bahrain on one hand 
and Israel on the other hand, 
under the auspices of Trump 
and Netanyahu, in another 
humiliating step in the humili-
ating process of normalisation 
with the Israeli occupation.

This step came after the nor-
malisation agreement last month 
between the UAE and Israel, with 
American blessing, and despite 
widespread popular rejection. 

It is no secret that the timing of 
the announcement of the normali-
sation of relations between some 
Arab countries and Israel, which 
had been taking place behind the 
scenes, came about under pressure 
from the US president for electoral 
purposes and to enhance the posi-
tion of Netanyahu, who is being 
legally pursued for corruption in 
Israel, and to appease the Zionist 
lobby in the US. 

These agreements confi rm the 
involvement of these Arab regimes 
in implementing the infamous 
so-called “Deal of the Century” 
as part of US imperialist strategy 
to enhance its hegemony over the 
Middle East region through the 
establishment of a new regional 
alliance led by Israel.

The Arab League’s position, 
expressed in the statement of Arab 
foreign ministers on 9th Septem-
ber 2020, totally disregarding 
any reference to Emirati-Israeli 
normalisation, was eff ectively a 
green light and a political cover 
for other countries to scramble for 
normalisation with Israel.

The misleading media of the 
countries involved in these humili-
ating agreements portray them as 
just peace agreements that bring 
security, stability and prosperity 
to the signatory states and to the 
whole region. But they conceal 
the fundamental meaning of these 
agreements which Netanyahu, 
who is enraptured by the political 

gain he has achieved, claims are 
based on “peace for peace,” not 
land for peace, which is the prin-
ciple adopted by most factions of 
the Palestinian national liberation 
movement, as well as by the “Arab 
Initiative” and UN resolutions. 
According to these humiliating 
agreements, the right of Israel to 
the lands it has usurped since its 
establishment is recognised. In 
addition, the right of return for 
the displaced and those who were 
dispossessed of their lands by the 
Zionists is relinquished. These 
agreements also endorse the acts 
of aggression committed by Israel 
against Lebanon, Syria and other 
Arab countries, the oppression and 
violations against the Palestinian 
people and their basic rights, and 
the annexation of territories.

All UN resolutions have 
affi  rmed the recognition of these 
just rights of the Palestinian people 
and obligated Israel to withdraw 
from the territories it occupied 
in 1967.

Any agreement that is not based 
on assuring the basic and inalien-
able rights of the Palestinian people 
on their land, putting an end to the 
Israeli occupation and recognising 
the right of the Palestinian people to 
establish their independent national 
state on the land of Palestine with 
Jerusalem as its capital, can only be 
described as a surrender agreement 
that blatantly denies the just cause 
of the Palestinian people and their 
struggle, that is full of sacrifi ces, to 
end the abhorrent occupation. It 
will not bring security and stability 
to the region.

Confronting these accelerated 
normalisation steps to legitimise 
the Zionist occupation under the 
auspices of the Trump admin-
istration, which also threaten 
security and peace in the Middle 
East region, requires all patriotic 
and liberation forces in the Arab 
countries to mobilise the energies 
of their peoples to intensify solidar-
ity with the Palestinian people and 
the unifi ed position announced by 

their national organisations and 
factions, and support their popular 
initiatives. It also requires develop-
ing eff ective forms of coordination 
with them, to block the path of the 
shameful normalisation scheme 
and expose its goals. 

In addition, defeating this 
scheme requires active participation 
with all the free people in the world 
in order to raise the voice of solidar-
ity, to demand the implementation 
of UN resolutions on Palestine, and 
call for an end to the Zionist occupa-
tion and enabling the Palestinians 
as a people to exercise their right 
to self-determination, return to 
their homeland and establish an 
independent Palestinian state with 
Jerusalem as its capital.
Political Bureau – 
Iraqi Communist Party 

CALLS FOR INTENSIFIED SOLIDARITY WITH 
THE PALESTINIAN PEOPLE TO DEFEAT 

THE SHAMEFUL NORMALISATION DEALS WITH ISRAEL
Iraqi Communist Party Statement
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On 17th September, the Acting Min-
ister for Immigration, Alan Tudge, 
announced the changes to the citi-
zenship test to focus on “Australian 
values” rather than “core facts and fi g-
ures.” According to Tudge, Australian 
values are the “glue that binds us all 
together.” These changes to empha-
sise values rather than just facts are 
to apparently strengthen Australia’s 
national identity.

As of 15th November 2020, the Aus-
tralian citizenship test will include twenty 
random questions from a pool of 200 with 
fi ve questions on our so-called values. Tudge 
claims that citizens will fi nd these questions 
“quite straightforward,” but that potential 
citizens of diff erent nationalities will have 
to study Australia’s parliamentary democ-
racy, freedom of speech, freedom of religion, 
freedom of association and equality of men 
and women.

To pass the test and gain citizenship, 
you will not only need a passing grade of 
seventy-fi ve per cent, but all fi ve questions 
on Australian values will need to be answered 
correctly as well. Currently, over 159,000 
migrants are waiting to take the test with a 
waiting period over twenty-seven months.

AUSTRALIAN VALUES
According to Tudge, our values are so 

important because they “have helped shape 
our country and they are the reason why so 
many people want to become Australian 
citizens.” But do the values that the govern-
ment advocate for really refl ect the reality 
of Australia?

One of the values included in the test is 
the equality of men and women. But the real-
ity in Australia is that this just isn’t true. One 
example of this is the gender pay gap where 
women in Australia are earning on average 
$253 less than men per week, according to 
the Workplace Gender Equality Agency. This 
wage gap is seemingly a hangover from the 
original basic wage for women that was fi xed 
at seventy-fi ve per cent of a man’s wage. 

Migrant women are also funnelled into 
exploited labour where they experience sexual 
harassment. Examples of this were recently 
exposed in an ABC article, such as one farm 

in Victoria working women in bikinis despite 
being in a refrigerator. 

The reality is that migrants, interna-
tional students, or people on temporary 
visas are not coming to Australia to learn 
about gender equality, but are experiencing 
gender inequality and violence. After the 
death of international student Aiia Maasarwe 
in 2019, Daniel Andrews made a statement 
that violence against women can only stop 
when the “sexist attitudes in our society” are 
changed. So, what is Australia? A beacon of 
gender equality or a society fi lled with sexism?

One of the other values championed in the 
new test is freedom of speech, including the 
right to non-violent, peaceful disagreements. 
Is this the reality in Australia? Even if we 
brush past the very dubious claim that free 
speech can exist for the working class while 
it is controlled by the bourgeoisie through 
law and the media, it doesn’t seem to be true.

This is especially so for immigrants and 
people new to Australia. The most recent 
evidence of this is the rise in racist attacks 
against Asian people in Australia being 
punched, spat on, and suff ering slurs after 
COVID-19 and the rise of tensions between 
China and the West. 

In fact, one of the Australian national-
ists’ favourite slogans is “if you don’t love it, 
leave”, that encouraging non-white Austral-
ians to leave the country if they disagree with 
the nationalists.

As for the claims that Australia is a secular 
society, this one is also dubious. For example, 
our current Prime Minister was sworn in by 
appealing to God while holding a bible! Not 
only that, but our head of state, the Queen, 
was appointed by the grace of God and as a 
“Defender of Faith!”

If you do manage to pass the test, you will 
be asked to make the Australian citizenship 
pledge. It must be ironic to answer a test 
about secularism in Australia and then be 
given two options for this pledge: one that 
mentions God, and the other that does not. 
If Australia really was secular, why not just 
delete the mention of God completely and 
have a single pledge that does not appeal to 
any religion?

From this time forward, under God,
I pledge my loyalty to 
Australia and its people,

whose democratic beliefs I share,
whose rights and liberties I respect, and
whose laws I will uphold and obey.

ENGLISH TEST
An important function of the citizenship 

test that may go unnoticed by native English 
speakers, is that it is also an English test. 
Some words used in the practice test are 
words not used in everyday speech, so could 
be diffi  cult to understand. By conducting the 
test in English, it forces assimilation before 
new citizens are even created. The test has 
a question about how new migrants need 
to learn English as Australia’s “national 
language,” although it is not the offi  cial 
language.

While it is true that the Australian econ-
omy is run using English, there is a variety 
of languages actually spoken. These lan-
guages range from traditional Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander languages, new creole 
languages, and languages used by migrants 
that form national minorities in Australia.

According to the 2016 census, approxi-
mately thirty per cent of people in Australia 
speak a language other than English at home. 
This means, despite assimilationist eff orts 
directed both at migrants and at Indigenous 
people, a signifi cant proportion of the popu-
lation use English as a second language. 

Yet despite this reality of Australia’s lan-
guage use, bilingual education is not used to 
bridge the gap between diff erent nationalities. 
For example, in Victoria there are only ten 
bilingual primary schools out of over 1,500 
public and private primary schools. There are 
no bilingual schools at the secondary level.

In this regard, the citizenship test has 
similarities with the original dictation test 
of the White Australia policy.

WHITE AUSTRALIA POLICY
One of the motivations of federation 

in 1901 was to block immigration from 
non-European countries and to protect the 
“white colony.” The colonies particularly 
wanted to protect themselves from Chinese 
immigrants who at 1861 made up 3.3 per 
cent of the population. In contrast, Chinese 
immigrants in Australia today only make up 
2.7 per cent according to the 2019 census. 
While the Chinese population in NSW and 

Victoria was at 60,000 during the gold rush, 
in 1947 there were only 12,000 Chinese 
people in Australia.

The colonies were able to keep Australia 
white using offi  cial and unoffi  cial means.  
Unoffi  cial means was using racism such 
as seeing interracial marriage as a sin and 
racially motivated riots to, such as the Lamb-
ing Flat Riots. Offi  cial means was through 
racially discriminating policies. While initially 
the separate colonies had racist legislation 
such as NSW’s The Chinese Restriction and 
Regulation Act 1888, federation allowed 
for the whole of Australia to block non-
European immigration by implementing 
the dictation test.

As a cornerstone of the White Australia 
Policy, the dictation test required a citizen-
ship applicant to write fi fty words in any 
European language. The catch was that 
the immigration offi  cer could choose what 
European language the applicant had to write 
in. Chinese immigrants could suddenly fi nd 
that they had to be able to write in French 
to migrate to Australia!

The dictation test was removed in 1958, 
and the White Australia Policy is considered 
to have ended in after the Racial Discrimina-
tion Act 1975. But is this the case? 

Refugee advocacy organisation, Rise 
Refugee, link the current immigration poli-
cies against refugees and asylum seekers as 
a continuation of Australia’s racist history. 
They say that our devotion to “politics of 
deterrence” to block mostly Muslim refugees 
from seeking safety in Australia is “built on 
the foundations of the White Australia policy 
and the theft of Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander land and maritime resources” and 
is used as political leverage by both major 
parties. Like the refugee detention centres we 
have today, our current style of citizenship 
test was also introduced under the backdrop 
of the War on Terror and islamophobia in 
the Australian Citizenship Amendment 
(Citizenship Testing) Act 2007. 

Our current policies champion Austral-
ian multiculturalism, but only in so far as 
it remains within Australia’s core “values”. 
These values are completely drenched in 
the liberal politics of championing equality 
and freedom only in vague phrases, while in 
practice become like an ironic façade that 
disguises Australia’s white supremacy. 

AUSTRALIA VALUES 
ASSIMILATION
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Hello Comrades! This week marks our last on 
sectarianism. Here we have an article from our 
theoretical journal the Australian Marxist Review. 
In it, Alan Miller investigates “left” and right 
deviations of Marxist theory and how they have 
appeared in our Party and the Australian political 
scene.

In our history section, we have two articles. The 
fi rst is an article about the political efforts of the 
Waterside Workers Federation in helping the 
indigenous peoples of Papa-New Guinea fi ght 

against wage cuts. The second is an article 
about the NSW South Coast District and the 
campaigns it was conducting in leading up to 
an election. While these articles may seem 
dated or of little contemporary signifi cance it 
is always important (particularly in the year we 
celebrate our centenary) to highlight the efforts 
of both the union movement (especially where 
CPA presence was/is strong) and in our various 
districts so that we have examples which guide 
our future work.

Alan Miller
This article originally appeared in the 
Australian Marxist Review May, 1982.

On 22nd April this year, com-
munists and other progressives 
celebrated the 112th anni-
versary of the birth of Lenin, 
outstanding theoretician and 
organiser of the internation-
al communist movement and 
leader of the socialist revolu-
tion in Russia. 

Lenin’s work was so rich and 
varied that to try and cover all 
aspects in a short article would be 
impossible. I will be content with 
one aspect, but a highly signifi cant 
one – Lenin’s opposition to the 
right and “left” expressions of petty 
bourgeois ideology. 

Lenin advanced three slogans 
for the epoch of transition from 
capitalism to socialism. They were: 
“Abolition of classes; dictatorship 
of the proletariat for the purposes 
of achieving that aim; the ruth-
less exposure of petty bourgeois 
democratic prejudices concerning 
freedom and equality and ruthless 
war on those prejudices.” (Collected 
Works [CW] Vol. 31 p. 392)

The fact that he raised the 
struggle against petty bourgeois 
democratic prejudice alongside 
the other two slogans clearly shows 
the importance Lenin placed on 
that struggle. 

When Lenin made his oft-
repeated criticism of petty bour-
geois concepts of democracy he was 
dealing with an approach which 
supports the retention of capital-
ism in essence while prattling about 
a vague and abstract just society. 
Marxist-Leninists are democrats 
in a diff erent and deeper sense. 
They are for working class power 
which expands democracy as has 
never been known before on the 
basis of ending capitalist rights of 
exploitation.

The social base for petty bour-
geois ideology is provided by the 
middle classes linked with small-
scale economy and those strata 
associated with the technical, 
administrative and intellectual 
activity of monopoly capitalism. 

Caught in the middle of the 
struggle between the two main con-
tending classes in capitalist society 
– the proletariat and bourgeoisie 
– these “centre” sections of society 
are noted for their moodiness and 
waverings. Lenin expresses this as 
follows:

“This wavering fl ows in two 
‘streams’: petty bourgeois reform-
ism i.e., servility to the bourgeoisie 
covered by a cloak of sentimental 
democratic and ‘social’ democratic 
phrases and fatuous wishes: and 
petty bourgeois revolutionism 

– menacing, blustering and boast-
ful in words: but a mere bubble of 
disunity, disruption and brainless-
ness in deeds.” (CW Vol. 33 p 21)

Although the social origin of 
petty bourgeois ideology is made 
up of the middle classes and strata 
of society, the working class is 
wide open to adopt such ideas, 
particularly when the infl uence of 
the Marxist-Leninist ideology of the 
working class is weak. This situation 
applies to Australia. Reformism, as 
expressed through the Australian 
Labor Party, has the main infl uence 
while “revolutionism” as expressed 
by “radical” parties, such as the 
Trotskyist parties, holds a minor-
ity infl uence. 

Lenin conducted an uncompro-
mising struggle against reformism. 
This can be clearly seen in the fol-
lowing statement:

“Hence, preparation for the 
dictatorship of the proletariat calls, 
not only for an intensifi cation of 
the struggle against reformist and 
centrist tendencies, but also for 
a change in the character of that 
struggle. The struggle cannot be 
restricted to explaining the errone-
ousness of these tendencies: it must 
be unswervingly and ruthlessly 
expose any leader of the working 
class who reveals such tendencies, 
for otherwise the proletariat cannot 
know who it will march with into 
decisive struggle against the bour-
geoisie […]. Any inconsistency or 
weakness in exposing those who 
show themselves to be reformist 
or ‘centrist’ means directly increas-
ing the danger of the power of the 
proletariat being overthrown by the 
bourgeoisie which tomorrow will 
utilise for the counter-revolution 
that which short-sighted people 
today see merely as ‘theoretical dif-
ference.’ ” (CW Vol. 31 pp 184-201)

Lenin was just as uncompromis-
ing in his struggle against what he 
called “revolutionism.” Recall the 
following words: 

“It is not yet suffi  ciently known 
abroad that Bolshevism grew up, 
took shape, and became steeled in 
the long years of struggle against 
petty bourgeois revolutionism 
which smacks of, or borrows some-
thing from, anarchism, and which 
falls short in everything essential 
of the conditions and requirements 
of a consistently proletarian class 
struggle […]. Anarchism was often 
a sort of punishment for the oppor-
tunist sins of the working class 
movement. The two monstrosities 
were mutually complementary.” 
(“Left-Wing Communism”)

While right and “left” expres-
sions of petty bourgeois ideology 
have their diff erences, they also 
have much in common. They are 
opposed to Marxism-Leninism, 

the Marxist-Leninist party, the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, 
working class internationalism, and 
are anti-Soviet. Both, in essence, 
stand for the retention of capital-
ism. Reformism, with its emphasis 
on parliament, and revolutionism, 
with its individualistic action, reject 
organised working class struggle. 
Both reject the democratic centralist 
concept of organisation, claiming 
the right to factions and unfettered 
democracy. 

The right and “left” expressions 
of petty bourgeois ideology are 
sometimes found within one party 
and even within one individual. 
Trotsky, for example, had his right 
and “left” sides. 

The rightist aspect was 
expressed with Trotsky’s support 
for the Mensheviks in their strug-
gle for a loose low standard party 
as against the Bolshevik concept 
of a quality democratic central-
ist party, a struggle which fl owed 
from the Second Congress of the 
Russian Social Democratic Labour 
Party in 1903. 

The “left” aspect of Trotsky 
was expressed by his opposition 
to the Brest Litovsk peace treaty 
with German imperialism under 
specifi c circumstances. Trotsky 
was for the “permanent revolution” 
and against Lenin’s proposition 
of building socialism in one coun-
try, a proposition which took into 
account the uneven social develop-
ment throughout the world, and 
required Brest Litovsk to give the 
young Soviet republic a chance to 
consolidate working class power.

Both Trotsky’s right and “left” 
positions served the cause of 
anti-communism. 

The same can be said of the 
Communist Party of Australia 
(CPA)*. In the late sixties in the 
CPA there developed a theory that 
the scientifi c and technological 
revolution, virtually was going to 
eliminate the industrial working 
class, and produce a new generation 
of intellectuals who would be the 
spearhead of social change. Such 
changes would be conducted in a 
“fair” and “reasonable” way befi tting 
intellectuals so that even counter-
revolutionary parties would have 
full political rights under a system 
the CPA chose to call socialism. 
This was a social democratic fatu-
ous wish, to use Lenin’s language. 

In more recent years, a trend of 
thinking has developed in the CPA 
which joins the radical anti-technol-
ogy chorus. This is the “windmill” 
mentality of the alternative lifestyle 
which replaces the slogan “down 
with capitalism” with “escape from 
capitalism.” Behind the revolution-
ary pose lies the brainlessness about 
which Lenin spoke. 

The very swing from welcoming 
the reformist benefi ts of the scien-
tifi c and technological revolution to 
expressing anarchist horror at that 
revolution is an expression of the 
instability of the petty bourgeoisie. 

There are other examples of 
the “left” and right “moods” of the 
CPA. One recalls the CPA view that 
Trotskyism is a “genuine revolution-
ary” trend and then the right-wing 
attacks upon working class power 
in Czechoslovakia in the late six-
ties and, more recently, the same 
attacks on socialist Poland. 

Sometimes there is a situation 
where reformism and revolutionism 
act simultaneously. Orlando Millas, 
Political Commission member of 
the Communist Party of Chile gives 
an example in connection with 
the events which led to the defeat 
of the progressive forces and the 
establishment of the junta in Chile. 

“The split in a united and mobi-
lising leadership became a factor 
for defeat. Opportunism spread 
in two interconnected trends. The 
ultra-leftists, denying the revolu-
tionary character of the process 
under way, tried to impose their 
own notions of its development 
and strove, in eff ect, to disrupt it 
from within. On the other hand, the 
reformists overrated the peaceful 
aspects of the process and made a 
fetish of undemocratic institutions 
(of the old regime. A.M.), that were 
out of keeping with the new and 
more important tasks brought to 
the fore by life […] these two vari-
eties of opportunism constantly 
backed each other, being prompted 
by their bias against the commu-
nists.” (“Stages of the struggle,” 
World Marxist Review February 
1977 p. 58). 

Reformism has deep historical 
roots in the Australian labour move-
ment, expressed in trade union 
politics which found organisational 
expression in the formation of the 
Labor Party late last century and 
has continued to dominate ever 
since. 

However, the ultra-left move-
ments which have sprung up 
periodically are examples of the 
point Lenin made: “Anarchism was 
often a sort of punishment for the 

opportunist sins of the working 
class movement.” 

The shortcomings of both the 
reformism of the Labor Party and 
the anarcho-syndicalism of the 
International Workers of the World 
added to the profound eff ect of the 
Russian Revolution, including the 
contribution made by Lenin, were 
factors which led to the formation of 
the Communist Party of Australia. 

However, a feature of the Aus-
tralian communist movement has 
been the swings from right to left 
opportunism and back again, indi-
cating the strength of both streams 
of petty bourgeois ideology in the 
Marxist-Leninist movement, just 
as they have aff ected the general 
labour movement.

It seems that the communist 
movement has yet to master that 
which Lenin taught in relation to 
combatting petty bourgeois ideology 
with the ideology of the proletariat, 
based on dialectical materialism. 

The Fourth Congress of the 
Socialist Party [of Australia] set 
about to tackle this long-standing 
problem. Congress said: 

“It is necessary to oppose both 
expressions of opportunism. It is 
not a question of ‘balance’ between 
these two errors but of overcoming 
the ideological weakness which 
gives rise to both. To “left” and right 
opportunism we oppose a proper 
application of Marxism-Leninism.” 

What better way to commemo-
rate Lenin’s birthday than to set 
about to apply this important 
decision of the Fourth Congress 
and to conduct a “ruthless expo-
sure of petty bourgeois democratic 
prejudices” and a “ruthless war on 
those prejudices” whether they be 
of a right or “left” variety. 

Then, the Socialist Party will 
be better equipped to bring scien-
tifi c socialism to the working class 
which, left to the pragmatism of the 
labour movement, will continue to 
wear the reformist and “revolution-
ist” chains binding the workers to 
the capitalist system.
* The CPA in reference here is 
the “old” CPA which liquidated in 
1991 and became the SEARCH 
foundation. 

112th anniversary of Lenin’s birth

LENIN AND THE STRUGGLE AGAINST 
PETTY BOURGEOIS IDEOLOGY
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This article originally appeared in Tribune 
September, 1964.

The Federal Council of the Water-
side Workers Federation (WWF) has 
expressed disgust at the action of the 
Menzies Government in cutting the 
salaries of Indigenous employees in 
the Papua-New Guinea public service 
by forty to forty-fi ve per cent.

“Australian and Papua-New Guinea 
workers have a common bond of opposition 
to the same government and same employ-
ers,” the Federation said.

The Menzies government’s action was 
described as “gross discrimination against 
the Indigenous workers on the basis of colour 
and race” and an expression of “blatant 
colonialism.”

Full support was expressed for the protest 
action taken by New Guinea trainee teachers 
and the Federation demanded immediate 
repeal of the wage-slashing ordinance by 
the Australian government. 

The Federation said that the govern-
ment’s wage-cutting “makes a mockery of 
the assurances given to the United Nations 
and UN Trusteeship Council that govern-
ment policies are non-racist and directed at 
the rapid advancement of the Native people.

The WWF said that native lands are being 
increasingly alienated and Australian big 

business is getting a stronger foothold at the 
expense of the Papua-New Guinea people.”

AUSTRALIAN 
RESPONSIBILITY

“It is a particular responsibility of Aus-
tralian trade unionists, who have had a great 
experience in combating the anti-democratic 
and anti-worker policies of the Menzies Gov-
ernment to assist our brothers and sisters 
in Papua-New Guinea to rapidly establish 
eff ective trade union organisation; to raise 
their living standards and win through to 
full and independent nationhood.”

“We off er the full assistance of the Fed-
eration to the Papua-New Guinea workers 
and invite them to inform us of any practical 
form they suggest this assistance can take.”

FURTHER SUPPORT
The Federal Conference of the Building 

Workers’ Industrial Union (BWIU) this 
month called on the Australian Council of 
Trade Unions “to mobilise the strongest 
possible action in support of the Papua-New 
Guinea workers’ opposition to the savage 
wage cut.”

In a protest sent to the Australian Govern-
ment, the BWIU demanded that the decision 
be immediately revoked.

The Papua-New Guinea Workers’ 

Association has also been advised of the 
union’s support for their struggles.

In Sydney last week the NSW manage-
ment committee of the Postal Workers’ 
Union condemned the Menzies government 
for slashing these pay rates.

The committee declared its total opposi-
tion to racial discrimination in Public Serv-
ice salary rates and proposed that contact 
be made with union organisation in New 
Guinea to assist in the campaign against 
this injustice. 

MENZIES’ NEW GUINEA POLICY 
CONDEMNED BY 

WATERSIDE WORKERS

This article was originally printed in Tribune September, 
1962.

Wollongong (NSW): Building the unity of the 
working people in struggle against wealthy 
monopolies, and particularly Broken Hill Pty., 
whose greedy hands touch virtually every per-
son living in the district, was the main theme of 
last weekend’s NSW South Coast District Con-
ference of the Communist Party.

The district secretary (W MacDougall) illustrated the 
overall exploitation of the district by monopoly with the 
following telling fi gures.

Total value of production has climbed from 
£193,988,000 in 1958-59 to £241,209,000 in 1960-61. 
Over the same period, average production per person 
rose from £2,499 to £3,230 while average wages per 
person rose from £1,063 to only £1,230.

While monopoly profi ts were rising as a result of this 
increased exploitation, unemployment had been growing 
with more than 1,000 workers and their families in the 
district now being forced to live on unemployment relief.

Waterfront work was sporadic and Captains Flat, 
a whole town, had been dispersed to the four winds.

The Menzies government had done nothing to help 
the people meet these problems, nor to ease the plight 
of pensioners and people in receipt of social services.

On the contrary it was a tool of the monopolies.

DEFEAT MENZIES
“In this situation,” said MacDougall, “the defeat of 

the Menzies government should be our prime concern, 
and the Communist Party would call for a Labor govern-
ment and for the election of Communists to Parliament.”

MacDougall said that a Labor government was the 
only practical immediate alternative to the Menzies gov-
ernment and progressive decisions made by that Party 
provided a good basis for united working class action, 
which was the key to defeating Menzies.

MacDougall cited as examples of progressive policies 
the ALP call for a nuclear-free Southern Hemisphere 
and the decisions of the State conference this year call-
ing for abolition of the penal clauses, and introduction 
of a thirty-fi ve hour week in the mining, power and 
automotive industries.

But at the same time he warned that the Labor Party 
had been in offi  ce in NSW for more than twenty years, 
and it continued to give assistance to monopoly while 
some of its leaders lent themselves to intrigues to divide 
the working class.

ROLE OF COMMUNISTS
“Only the Communist Party conducts a thorough-

going campaign against monopoly,” he said.
It was a major responsibility of the Communist Party 

to expose the real nature of monopoly and unite the work-
ing people, workers and farmers, in struggle against it. 

MacDougall particularly stressed the importance of 
the current campaign for margins, longer annual leave 
and the thirty-fi ve hour week being waged jointly by 
the Australian Council of Trade Unions, the Austral-
ian Council of Salaried and Professional Associations 
and the High Council of Commonwealth Public Service 
Organisations.

“This movement involving three million workers 
and 162 affi  liated organisations is one of the biggest 
in Australian working class history,” MacDougall said.

He also stressed the continuous danger of war as 
a result of imperialist provocations and called for no 
relaxation “in building up a strong peace force to bring 
people to an awareness of the danger of nuclear wars, 
and develop an organised movement for Peace.”

Turning to the Common Market, MacDougall said 
that “country towns will be hard hit, but the hardest hit 
will be the working class. Even before Britain is in the 
Market, the Arbitration Court has refused to grant three 
weeks annual leave because of the likely repercussions 
from Britain’s joining.”

DEFEND UNITY
MacDougall called for united action by workers and 

farmers against this monopoly intrigue. 
In all these united movements of the people, Mac-

Dougall warned, eff orts at disruption would be made by 
such handmaidens of monopoly as the National Civic 
Council and its allies in the trade unions and Labor Party.

MacDougall stressed the importance of building a 
strong Communist Party as the most consistent fi ghter 
against monopoly and champion of the unity of the 
working people. 

CALL TO PEOPLE OF SOUTH COAST 
UNITE AGAINST MONOPOLY GRIP

“In this situation,” said MacDougall, “the defeat of the Menzies 
government should be our prime concern, and the Communist 
Party would call for a Labor government and for the election of 
Communists to Parliament.”
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Miles Fitzsimmons

On 19th September, com-
rades from the CPA stood in 
solidarity with the family of 
David Dungay Junior and the 
families of all those who have 
died in custody, sending a con-
tingent to a car convoy held 
at Long Bay Jail to protest 
the murder of David Dungay 
Jnr by prison guards and the 
unchecked deaths in custody 
of Indigenous people that the 
government refuses to do any-
thing about.

Organised by the family of 
David Dungay Jnr alongside the 
Australian Student Environment 
Network, the May 1 Movement, 
and the National Union of Stu-
dents, the car convoy was well 
attended and its vehicles covered 
with many posters and fl ags as it 
circled the prison in Long Bay while 
other attendees held banners with 
demands for rightly deserved jus-
tice, all under the watchful eye of 
the police. Making several laps of 
the prison with horns blaring and 
fl ags fl ying, the convoy received 
some derision from reactionar-
ies but also plenty of support and 
cheers from residents and passersby 
in the area, which speaks to the 
support in the community at large. 
After completing the route, the 
participants dispersed, marking an 
end to a successful demonstration.

Actions like these are important 

pieces of a broader struggle, provid-
ing opportunities to put pressure 
on the government, show solidarity 
and support with the Indigenous 
community, and to raise awareness 
and support in the wider Australian 
population. David Dungay Jnr was 
killed in 2015 by fi ve prison guards 
with no consequences despite video 
footage and 439 Aboriginal people 
have died in custody since the 1991 
royal commission into deaths in 
custody, yet the recommendations 
of this commission along with other 
coronial inquests are routinely 
ignored or outright refused by the 
government.

This issue reveals the true 
nature of the Australian colonial 
project. Deaths in custody are not 
the result of isolated issues or bad 
apples that the government ignores 
or is unaware of, they are a com-
pletely natural and intended eff ect 
of colonialism in Australia and not 
an issue the ruling class will resolve 
without intense and organised pres-
sure from the people.

Because of this, the struggle 
against colonialism will always 
be an integral part of the struggle 
against capitalism and it will always 
require the organisation and sup-
port of the masses. The CPA will 
always stand in solidarity with the 
Indigenous people of Australia and 
partake in these actions because 
while colonialism still exists, the 
workers are not liberated. 

REPORT: CAR CONVOY TO STOP 
DEATHS IN CUSTODY

Denis Doherty

In this book, author Kieran Finnane, a journalist with the Alice Springs 
News for nearly thirty years, gives an engrossing account of a valuable 
chapter in the resistance to the US military facility at Pine Gap over 
the length of its existence in the very heart of Australia.

This base, just twenty kilometres from Alice Springs, has been questioned 
from its inception but the Australian government has, by distraction, secrecy, 
and lies, sought to keep the true nature of the base’s role and function hidden 
from the people of Australia.  

A small group of six protestors (Peace Pilgrims) with a Christian ideology 
made their way into the base on the night of 28th September, 2016. Kieran gives 
an account of this event and their subsequent trial and in doing so opens up many 
serious aspects of the Australian government’s policies in relation to the military 
and the US. Australia is on a road to aping the US military industrial complex 
and jettisoning any qualms about morality, principle, cost to Australians or the 
environment. Anything goes as long as we have a US alliance.

Kieran discusses how Australians in general are not interested in the issue, 
how the media neglects to discuss militarism and the US alliance in a critical 
way, how every level of government is complicit in the stationing of bases such 
as Pine Gap on our shores.

Alice Springs Town Council’s policy on Pine Gap is to support the presence 
of Pine Gap and to be grateful for the contribution it brings to this town. The 
militarisation of central Australia from Adelaide to Darwin continues apace 
without protest and with little comment.

Richard Tanter, an academic expert on US bases in Australia, says: “The book 
is about Pine Gap […]. But through Kieran’s subtle and elegant writing it becomes 
much more than that. For me, the Australian struggle and pain about Pine Gap 
over half a century has found its full voice in Kieran’s book, one fi lled with com-
passion but alert to complexities and promise of principled civil disobedience.”

This is an important book for all Australians who want a country that con-
tributes to making this world a better place rather than an off shoot of the world’s 
bully, the United States of America.

Kieran Finnane will be in conversation with well-known ABC journalist Peter 
Cronau along with one of the pilgrims, Margaret Pestorius, in an event hosted by 
Gleebooks on 16th October at 6:30 PM AEST. Gleebooks have been supportive 
over this event so please consider this bookshop when you purchase your copy. 
Go to Gleebooks and click for your free ticket. 
www.gleebooks.com.au/event/kieran-fi nnane-peace-crimes/
For more information: 
Address:49 Glebe Point Road, Glebe NSW 2037 
Phone:+61-2-9660 2333, 
Email: books@gleebooks.com.au

BOOK REVIEW: PEACE CRIMES: PINE GAP, 
NATIONAL SECURITY AND DISSENT
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Ceren Sagir

The UK could soon face 50,000 new 
cases and 200 dead per day unless 
ministers take more action to protect 
the public, the government’s scientifi c 
advisers warned today.

England’s chief medical offi  cer Profes-
sor Chris Whitty and the government’s top 
scientifi c adviser Sir Patrick Vallance spoke 
from Downing Street, unaccompanied by 
ministers for the fi rst time, after infection 
rates rose to 6,000 people per day.

Whitty said that the country stands at 
a “critical point,” with the current trend 
heading in “the wrong direction” as cases 
approximately double each week.

Vallance said that the recent rise in 
infections in all age groups was not due to 
increased testing.

He warned that if current infection rates 
continue, there may be 50,000 cases per day 
by the middle of October and 200 or more 
deaths per day by mid-November.

It came as the government continued to 
bungle on the NHS app – due to launch four 
months late on Thursday – as it backtracked 
on its earlier claim that it would no longer 
be used for its intended purpose of tracking 
and tracing the virus.

Unison general secretary Dave Prentis 
warned that the situation is “spiralling out 
of control” and that the current measures 
and “mixed signals” are not enough.

“There’s simply no time for complacency. 
The government must make public safety a 
priority,” he said.

“Strict social distancing, fi xing the bun-
gled testing system and ensuring low-paid 
staff  don’t take a fi nancial hit for staying off  
work are crucial.

“Key workers in the NHS, care, schools 
and other public services must be protected 
for all our sakes.”

Shadow health secretary Jonathan Ash-
worth said: “This rapid spike in infections 
was not inevitable, but a consequence of the 
government’s incompetence and failure to 
put in place an adequate testing system.”

He called for an eff ective testing and 
tracing system with support for people to 
self-isolate, and for a Cobra meeting of all 
regions to be urgently held.

A new poll commissioned by public-
ownership campaign We Own It revealed 
today that three quarters of the British public 
want the track-and-trace system to be run by 
public health teams and local health services 
rather than private companies.

Serco and call-centre company Sitel 
were initially contracted to run the system 
up to 23rd August, but their contracts were 
extended with a potential value of £528 mil-
lion for an undisclosed period. 

We Own It director Cat Hobbs said: “It’s 
absolutely staggering that the government 
is clinging doggedly to its failed, privatised 
system. 

“It’s time for them to face reality. It’s 
time for them to kick the private compa-
nies out of the system and give local public 
health protection teams the resources to 
run it instead.”

Areas in north-west England, West York-
shire and the Midlands face further local 
restrictions from on Tuesday.

And in Wales, Bridgend, Merthyr Tydfi l, 
Newport and Blaenau Gwent will be placed 
under a local lockdown from 6 pm.

Health Secretary Matt Hancock said today 

that the fi nal decisions on national restric-
tions were still being made, but hinted at 
curbs to households socialising and refused 
to say whether pubs in England would still 
be open this weekend.

Social-media users were angry at the 
government’s silence following the sci-
entists’ announcement and the hashtag 
#WhereisBorisJohnson was trending on 
Twitter.
Morning Star 

International

COVID deaths to reach more than 200 per day
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Mr President; 
Distinguished delegates:
On the seventy fi fth anniver-
sary of the United Nations, 
multilateralism and Interna-
tional Law are being threat-
ened by the greatest power in 
the world. The US’s irrespon-
sible behaviour is the biggest 
threat to international peace 
and security. It instigates con-
fl icts, non-conventional and 
trade wars and imposes severe 
unilateral coercive measures. 
In an arms race of its own 
making, it squanders resourc-
es that are indispensable for 
the sustainable development 
of our peoples, while refus-
ing to cooperate to confront 

the multiple crises generated 
by the devastating COVID-19 
pandemic.

The United States ignores 
important agreements in the areas 
of environmental protection, dis-
armament and arms control and 
withdraws from international fora 
such as the World Health Organi-
zation, UNESCO or the Human 
Rights Council. It would seem 
that it is at war with the entire 
planet, its vital resources and its 
inhabitants.

The United States prevents a 
comprehensive, just and lasting 
solution to the Israeli-Palestinian 
confl ict, which has been historically 
called for by this Organisation. It 
proposed the so called “Deal of the 

Century” that threatens the future 
of the State of Palestine, based on 
the pre-1967 borders and with East 
Jerusalem as its capital.

The United States denies 
the people of Puerto Rico their 
right to free determination and 
independence at a time when the 
Third International Decade for 
the Elimination of Colonialism is 
about to conclude.

The United States interferes 
in the internal aff airs of tens of 
UN member States and threatens 
those it accuses of infl uencing its 
corrupt electoral system. Fear and 
repeated lies happen to be the new 
weapons of its dishonest media and 
misinformation strategy.

By reviving the Monroe 

Doctrine, the United States under-
mines the Proclamation of Latin 
America and the Caribbean as a 
Zone of Peace.

The United States has increased 
its hostility against Cuba to quali-
tatively superior levels.  It system-
atically violates the human rights 
of the Cuban people by tightening 
the economic, commercial and 
fi nancial blockade and its extrater-
ritorial character. 

The United States brazenly 
attacks our international medical 
cooperation as well as the govern-
ments that have legitimately asked 
for it, thus inhibiting the right of 
other nations to health care, while 
being, however, the epicentre of 
the COVID-19 pandemic that has 

already taken a toll on the lives of 
almost 200,000 US citizens as a 
result of its irresponsibility and 
electoral opportunism.

Mr President:
Seventy-fi ve years after having 

signed the UN Charter, it is urgent 
that we reaffi  rm our commitment 
to the principles of International 
Law and the strengthening of 
multilateralism, cooperation 
with international bodies and the 
empowerment of this General 
Assembly. Let us multiply coopera-
tion and solidarity. Let us build a 
democratic, just and sustainable 
international order.

Thank you, very much. 

Bruno Rodríguez Parrilla 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic Of Cuba
MARKING THE 75TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE UN
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Katjo Buissink

The Caribbean nation of Barbados, 
a British colony until 1966, offi  cially 
plans to remove Queen Elizabeth as 
head of state and become a republic 
by November 2021 on the 55th  anni-
versary of its independence. 

In an occasion that highlighted the neces-
sity of this change, the speech announcing 
the initiative was written by Labour Party 
Prime Minister Mia Mottley but delivered, 
not by the elected Prime Minister, but by 
Governor General Dame Sandra Mason, 
the Queen’s offi  cial representative in Bar-
bados. This policy, where the Queen or her 
representative speaks on behalf of the gov-
ernment at the State Opening of Parliament 
originated in feudal England, where the 
monarch was supreme – the king or queen 
was the government. New Zealand, along 
with many other former British colonies, 
has inherited the same practice. 

“The time has come to fully leave our 
colonial past behind. Barbadians want a Bar-
badian head of state,” said Mason on behalf 
of Mottley. “This is the ultimate statement 
of confi dence in who we are and what we 
are capable of achieving. Hence, Barbados 
will take the next logical step toward full 
sovereignty and become a republic by the 
time we celebrate our 55th anniversary of 
independence.”

The move comes as part of a progressive 
and anti-imperialist upsurge in the Carib-
bean that has seen recently elected Prime 
Minister of Jamaica Andrew Holness also 
pledge to hold a referendum on the aboli-
tion of the British monarchy in Jamaica. The 
People’s Progressive Party, a member of the 
Solidarity Network of Communist and Work-
ers’ Parties, was elected in Guyana earlier 
in the year. Guyana alongside Trinidad & 
Tobago and Dominica are already republics. 

This is a signifi cant development for 
the Barbadian people, who are fi nally get-
ting rid of the last vestiges of the British 
Empire in their country. Mottley represents 
the spirit of anti-colonial struggle when she 
argues for a state system that “refl ect[s] 
our characteristics and values as a nation”. 
The Caribbean is increasingly becoming 
independent from both British colonialism 
and US neo-colonialism, especially with the 
support of Cuba, Venezuela, and Nicaragua.

The logical question to ask ourselves 
within the working-class movement in 
Aotearoa is whether we should join this 
republican upsurge and get rid of the Crown 
once and for all. The Communist Party, as 
you would expect, stands for a republic, and 
a socialist republic no less. 

The republican movement in New Zea-
land, however, has largely been distinct 
from the working-class movement. Its most 
prominent representatives are members 
of the legal profession who are bourgeois 
democrats with a passion for constitutional 
reform such as Dr Dean Knight from the 
Victoria University of Wellington Centre for 
Public Law, or Sir Geoff rey Palmer, former 
Minister of Justice. How does the bourgeois 
character of the republicans reconcile with 

the anti-monarchist sentiment present 
across, we hope, the entire socialist and 
working-class movement?

Democratic revolution, the category into 
which anti-monarchical and anti-colonial 
revolutions certainly fall, is far broader 
than just deposition of the monarch. The 
“Great Man” view of history, focused solely 
on prominent fi gures such as monarchs, 
ignores the class struggles and social proc-
esses that drive history. The signifi cance of 
the French revolution was ultimately not the 
deposition of Louis XVI but the abolition of 
the feudal estates and privileges. 

A similar process occurred in the thirteen 
original colonies that formed the United 
States of America after the American Revo-
lution and Declaration of Independence 
from Britain. The nascent bourgeoisie in 
the colonies overthrew King George and 
established the American system, from the 
economic perspective, as a bourgeois national 
liberation revolution to assert control and 
further independent capitalist development 
on the continent. 

This was also the case in pre-Soviet 
Russia. Lenin disagreed with those who 
believed that the overthrow of the Russian 
monarchy (Tsar) would be anti-capitalist. 
These reforms, he argued, would simply 
“clear the ground for a wide and rapid 
... development of capitalism; they will, 
for the fi rst time, make it possible for the 
bourgeoisie to rule as a class.” This develop-
ment of a bourgeois republic and capitalist 
development arose in the months following 
the February Revolution in 1917 that estab-
lished the Provisional Government, but was 
soon halted by the Great October Socialist 
Revolution. The October Revolution led to 
the fi rst creation of a new type of republic, 
the socialist republic that was both free 
of monarch and capitalist exploitation of 

working people, unlike all other republics 
at the time. 

In all three countries, France, the USA 
and Russia, the monarchy was overthrown 
based on bourgeois democratic principles to 
further the development of capitalism. In 
Britain, however, capitalism developed in a 
measured manner that meant the nascent 
capitalist class wrestled power away from the 
monarch and feudal lords without needing to 
abolish either (indeed now in Britain a select 
few capitalists are made non-hereditary lords 
each year!). 

In New Zealand and many other former 
colonies, such as Barbados, pre-capitalist 
modes of production were dominant before 
British arrival, and the British crown arrived 
soon after British capital. Hence the abolition 
of the constitutional monarchy in Barbados 
comes as a result of the process national inde-
pendent development away from colonialism. 

Former General Secretary of the French 
Communist Party Maurice Thorez said on 
the occasion of the 150th  anniversary of the 
Great French Revolution that:

“The French working class has not to 
achieve 1789: it must accomplish the equiva-
lent of a ‘1917’ for the people of France – the 
conquest of power, the establishment of a 
dictatorship of the proletariat, which will 
undertake the construction of Socialism.”

Our task stays the same here in Aotearoa. 
180 years on from the Treaty of Waitangi 
that established the Crown in New Zealand, 
entrenching the rule of fi nance capital over 
the motu, the working-class movement 
must point its spear not at the fi gurehead of 
British colonialism but the real base of the 
exploitative system: monopoly capital and 
imperialism. A collapse of this base takes 
the monarchy down with it.

Our political program and the course 
we must take here in Aotearoa is a socialist 

republic that yes, abolishes the monarchy, but 
goes a lot further in gaining real independence 
from imperialism and foreign monopoly capi-
tal. To leave the Five Eyes intelligence pact, 
the NATO Global Partnership and other pacts 
created by US and British imperialism and 
instead pursue a path of peace and friendly 
cooperation in the Pacifi c and the world, 
and an economic program of widespread 
nationalisation of the commanding heights 
of the economy and workplace democracy 
would mean a departure from the capitalist-
imperialist policy aimed at extracting wealth 
that led to the colonisation of our islands in 
the fi rst place. 

The required socialist nature of this 
revolution is important to emphasise. Like 
how the British bourgeoisie were and still 
are incredibly profi cient at promoting the 
development of capitalism without disturb-
ing the monarchy, their domestic spawn here 
in New Zealand have been incredibly profi -
cient in recent decades at promoting Māori 
capitalist development and a nascent Māori 
bourgeoisie without shaking the control of the 
modern monarch, monopoly capital. As the 
2018 lockout of bus drivers who whakapapa 
to Waikato-Tainui by (then) Waikato-Tainui 
owned GoBus during an industrial dispute 
highlights, the same social ills that working 
people in our country face, whether Māori or 
tauiwi, will continue under both the current 
or a republican system unless it establishes 
working people’s power. This is the basis of 
the Communist Party’s anti-monopoly and 
socialist outlook.

My best wishes to the working people of 
Barbados on taking this great step towards 
complete national independence from neo-
colonialism and imperialism! I wish them 
all the best for it.
Workers’ Star (New Communist Party of 
Aotearoa) 
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