
BOSSES’ BUDGET
Anna Pha

The “big-spend” budget is noteworthy 
for not directing expenditure to where 
it is most needed and of most benefi t to 
the economy. Nor are tax cuts direct-
ed to where they are most likely to be 
spent and so stimulate the economy. 
This budget will increase inequality 
and add to the ranks of the unemployed 
and underemployed.

The budget reads more like a corporate 
budget as if the government itself were being 
privatised. By far, most of the spending spree 
is directed to the private sector. The defi cit 
at $213 billion and debt approaching $1 tril-
lion by 2024 are massive, but they are not 
an issue with interest rates so low. Or they 
would not be if the government were spend-
ing this money wisely. It is not.

The focus of the budget should be jobs 
and higher incomes for those who are strug-
gling, who are in need. It is not.

FAILS ON JOB CREATION
Treasurer Josh Frydenberg’s claims that 

“this budget is all about jobs” ring hollow. 
The measures fall far short of this claim; 
in fact, they are more likely to increase 
unemployment!

The wage subsidy (JobKeeper) and dou-
bling of unemployment benefi ts (JobSeeker 
supplement) were critical to the economy 
not crashing far deeper into an already deep 
recession. They were critical in keeping unem-
ployment and underemployment from rising 
higher. As it is, around 2.5 million workers are 
either unemployed or underemployed. The 
government even admits that this number 
will increase by the end of the year but fails 
to take serious action to prevent it.

The $300 fortnightly cut in JobKeeper 
that commenced at the end of September 
remains. The second cut in January 2020 
and the ending of the JobKeeper scheme at 
the end of March also stay. This will see even 
more families driven into poverty, and busi-
nesses that were just hanging in go under.

For the unemployed, JobSeeker was cut 
by $300 in September from approximately 
$1,115 to $815, around $58 a day. The $1,115 
a fortnight made a huge diff erence to the 
unemployed enabling them to pay bills and 
put food on the table. There is no certainty 
of the now $250 coronavirus supplement 
continuing beyond the end of December.

If the government were serious about 

stimulating the economy to create jobs, the 
fi rst thing it would have done was to restore 
these two payments. Its failure to do this is 
cruel and punitive. With one job vacancy 
for every eighteen unemployed, the govern-
ment should stop treating the unemployed 
as bludgers and punishing them and their 
families.

The government knows that they are 
driving more people into dire poverty and 
reliance on the charities. They do not care 
one iota about the plight of workers.

A New Deloitte analysis for the Australian 
Council of Social Service (ACOSS) forecasts 
the equivalent of 145,000 full-time jobs and 
$31.3 billion will be lost if JobSeeker cuts 
proceed as planned. They are proceeding.

Deloitte also estimates that slashing Job-
Seeker would bleed $31.3 billion from the 
economy and cost the equivalent of 145,000 
full-time jobs over the next two years.

TAX CUTS ON 
THE BACKS OF WORKERS

The cuts to JobSeeker and JobKeeper 
payments at the end of September are in 
effect funding the personal income tax 
cuts. The tax cuts will do little to stimulate 
the economy whereas JobSeeker and most 
JobKeeper recipients will spend every cent 

they receive. How often has the government 
said it is giving people money to spend and 
hence creating jobs!

“Investing $16.9 billion evenly across the 
employment intensive sectors of university 
education, childcare, healthcare, aged care 
and the creative arts would create 210,506 
jobs, which is 160,506 more jobs than the 
50,000 jobs the government claims the tax 
cuts will create,” The Australia Institute 
(TAI) said.

$16.9 billion is the estimated cost of the 
tax cuts in 2021-22. The total over 2020-21 
(half year) and 2021-22 is $23.8 billion.

TAI’s budget analysis also points out just 
how the tax cuts will increase inequality on 
a permanent basis:

“In 2020-21, 41 per cent of the 
government’s tax plan will go to the 
top 20 per cent of income earners. The 
bottom 20 per cent gets only 4 per cent
“In 2021-22, 88 per cent of the 
government’s tax plan will go to the 
top 20 per cent of income earners. The 
bottom 20 per cent get nothing
“Those new tax settings favouring 
wealthy Australians will then be 
permanent.”

(tai.org.au)

It is well known that people on higher 
incomes are less likely to spend tax cuts.

JOB CREATION 
INVESTMENT

Pouring billions of dollars into tax cuts 
for the wealthy, tax cuts for big business, 
investment, “incentives” for business, and 
the like, will create relatively few jobs and 
actually destroy jobs where it involves 
modernisation.

Whereas embarking on a program of 
social spending, as TAI says, will create 
many more jobs and be of great benefi t to 
the people who most need it.

The Communist Party is calling for spend-
ing on social priorities including:
• Aff ordable public housing
• Public hospitals
• Public education
• Universal, free public early childcare 

education
• Free, quality public aged care
• Renewable energy and other 

environmental projects
• Universities, with abolition of all fees
• TAFE, with abolition of all fees
• Increased spending on the arts and 

sport.
Further analysis of budget in coming issues of 
the Guardian. 
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BEREJIKLIAN DENIES 
WORKERS’ PAY RISE

In April, New South Wales Premier Gladys 
Berejiklian stated: “Our health professionals are 
among the best in the world and we must do every-
thing we can to help them not just now but also in 
the weeks and months ahead as we battle this virus.”

One month after making that statement, Berejiklian 
and her government changed its tune.

In May, the government proposed a public sector 
wage freeze. The freeze would see 400,000 public 
sector employees forego a 2.5 per cent pay rise for 
twelve months. According to the Sydney Morning 
Herald (SMH), “Greens MP David Shoebridge said 
a public servant on $80,000 would lose $2000 as a 
result of the freeze.” Labor leader Jodi McKay saw 
the move as “a kick in the guts and a slap in the face” 
to public sector employees.

The government scrambled for support, attempting 
to get crossbench MPs to sign on but their rhetoric 
fell on deaf ears with Shooters, Farmers and Fishers 
Party MP Robert Borsak stating that “we don’t see 
that this is fair for the bush in what’s being off ered.”

In June, the ALP, Greens, One Nation, “Shooters,” 
and Animal Justice Party delivered a resounding de-
feat of the bill to freeze wages (twenty-two MPs in 
total). That, however, was not the end of the matter.

According to the ABC at the time, “state Treasurer 
Dominic Perrottet said it would continue to pursue 
the wage-freeze bid” – and it did.

The government took the matter to the New South 
Wales Industrial Relations Commission, and the 
outcome was a blow to public sector workers. The 
Commission “found public servants are entitled to 
maintain the real value of their earnings” (Canberra 
Times) and that a wage freeze would see workers 
have a reduction of 0.3 per cent in the real value of 
their earnings. As a result, the Commission decided 
to award workers a 0.3 per cent pay rise “to avoid 
such a reduction.” To borrow Shoebridge’s example, 
a public servant on $80,000 now receives a mere ad-
ditional $240.

The decision caused an outcry in the labour 
movement.

The Public Service Association general secretary, 
Stewart Little said, “We see this decision as absolutely 
diabolical.”

NSW Nurses and Midwives’ Association general 
secretary, Brett Holmes, qualifi ed the outcome as  
“disgraceful.”

Despite making the awful call, it seems even the 
IRC understood the impact of its decision: “We rec-
ognise that it will do little to alleviate the concerns of 
those witnesses and any like-minded co-workers who 
see the employers’ position in these proceedings as 
failing to recognise, let alone reward, their eff orts.”

Furthermore, despite the bad call, the IRC noted 
that “there is no evidence that the pandemic has re-
sulted in forced redundancies or other job losses in 
the government sector in NSW.” That is to say, the 
government sector has largely been protected from 
the impacts of COVID-19.

Yet, this has not stopped Perrottet from continuing 
to promote this decision as the best course of action 
for the state, saying: “Our complete focus is on keeping 
people in jobs and creating jobs rather than giving 
pay-rises at this time.”

Of course, the details behind the NSW Coalition’s 
plan are as of yet unknown. Those details will likely 
be disclosed when the Coalition releases its budget 
in mid-November. It will be interesting to see what 
jobs the NSW coalition plans on creating with the 
money it has stolen from workers.
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A WORKING CLASS 
MILESTONE TO 

CELEBRATE
Vinnie Molina

The Australian working class celebrates a mile-
stone in October this year in the struggle for political 
power. The 100th anniversary of the formation of the 
Communist Party of Australia (CPA).

The Party was founded at a conference on 30th 
October 1920 at the Sydney Trades Hall.

Working people responded to the appalling con-
ditions of their class and took inspiration from the 
Great October Socialist Revolution. The accumulation 
of the class struggle experience from the gold rush in 
1848 to the Eureka Stockade and the struggle for the 
8-hour day to the great strike of 1917 and beyond also 
contributed . The founding of the Communist Party 
was a decisive revolutionary act of the Australian 
working class.

From 1920 to today generations of communists 
have campaigned for workers’ rights, peace, Aborigi-
nal land rights, migrant and women’s rights, social 
justice and much more. They have faced violence, 
jail, discrimination and lies and slander, but through 
it all, they have maintained a fi erce fl ame of a com-
mitment to fi ghting for their class and to building a 
socialist future.

Today we look back on a long, impressive history 
of courage, commitment, determination and staunch 
struggle from 1920 to 2020. We are even more satisfi ed 
that a new generation of communists is emerging that 
will take the Party into the future in the struggle for 
socialism. All together let’s build the Party for today.

Our comrades have organised a number of activi-
ties to celebrate this important milestone.

A limited-edition Centenary Pin will be available for 
members as well as pens, bags and other memorabilia. 
The Centenary Committee has organised activities in 
the diff erent centres across the country with exhibi-
tions, symposiums and other events.

We will be holding an online forum via zoom on 
Friday 30th October 2020 from 7 pm AEDT (Australian 
Eastern Day Light Saving Time). While speakers will 
look back with pride, the main focus will be on our 
future tasks, especially working class struggles and 
the campaign to save the environment and humanity 
by building a socialist society.

The Central Committee would be grateful if all Party 
members, Guardian readers and friends of the Party 
join us in this celebration, everyone is welcome! 

An unidentifi ed man selling the Guardian and other communist literature in Smith Street, Collingwood, 
Melbourne, on a Saturday morning in the 1960s. He rests his wares against a Holden FE model panel van. The 
Guardian was the offi cial organ of the Victorian State Committee of the Communist Party of Australia.

Perth
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Seamus Carey

The Australian Workers’ Union 
released a statement 30th Sep-
tember titled “Young Austral-
ians being conscripted into 
modern-day slavery.”

The statement begins: “The 
Australian Workers’ Union says 
the federal government’s proposal 
to incentivise unemployed young 
Australians to work on farms is 
nothing short of modern day slavery 
and will do nothing to stop rampant 
worker exploitation.

“Agriculture Minister David Lit-
tleproud is expected to announce 
plans that will allow those on Job-
Seeker to earn an extra $300 with-
out losing any of their fortnightly 
allowance of $815.70”

In eff ect, this means that unem-
ployed workers conscripted to this 
labour would receive around $560 
a week, signifi cantly below the 
minimum wage of $753.80, despite 
most of the wage being subsidised 
by the state.

Not only are businesses across 
the economy taking advantage of 
the unemployment crisis to carry 
out a campaign of destruction of 
workers’ rights, conditions and 
wage levels with government 
backing, but so too is the govern-
ment taking part in this campaign 
directly. All the while, workers are 
encouraged to believe that they 
should be grateful that things are 
not yet even worse for them! Unless 

we fi ght back against this tide, they 
surely will be even worse, very soon.

This plan to send the unem-
ployed and/or youth down to the 
countryside for the benefi t of private 
farmers and farming corporations 
took shape in the recommenda-
tions of a bipartisan parliamentary 
inquiry earlier in September, also 
spruiked by Littleproud.

The recommendations included 
encouraging school leavers to spend 
a gap year “at home” picking fruit 
instead of travelling or coercing 
some JobSeeker recipients to do 
the same rather than lose their 
payment.

It is unclear at this stage what 
policies will actually be put into 
action, but these proposals and 
the fact that they were endorsed by 
both the major parties is seriously 
concerning.

The agriculture sector is suf-
fering from the absence, due to 
pandemic travel restrictions, of the 
mainstays of agricultural labour in 
this country: working backpack-
ers and impoverished temporary 
migrants. The media coverage 
of this issue has mostly focussed 
on the former. While indeed they 
have comprised a somewhat larger 
proportion in recent times, there is 
also the fact that they tend to come 
from more fortunate economic cir-
cumstances relative to the latter, 
and so the bourgeois media treats 
them as relatively more human and 
worthy of attention.

Regardless of these considera-
tions, this sector of employment is 
notorious for widespread crimi-
nally low wages and wage theft, 
whoever the workers may be. The 
reliance on foreign labour stems 
from the reality that foreigners are 
more vulnerable to these criminal, 
hyper exploitative practices than 
are citizens. But the government’s 
approach to solving the crisis in 
agriculture seems to be an attempt 
to lower Australian citizens’ stand-
ing to the same position, and for-
malise these illegal practices in law.

The government is utterly 
unable to conceive of a situation 
where this hyper exploitation is 
absent.

Although much reporting 
on agricultural issues is centred 
around small farmers, appealing 
to a romantic nationalistic image 
of Australia, the reality is that the 
agricultural sector is dominated 
by huge monopolistic corpora-
tions, and small farmers are often 
forced into the position of carrying 
out the worst sorts of exploitation 
in order to compete against the 
monopolies. This is not a simple 
moral question, but a question of 
material relations of production 
in Australia. The government and 
state play a key role in establish-
ing and preserving these relations, 
and here we see them in their full 
reactionary, anti-worker glory. 

Australia

SPIN DOCTORS’ DICTIONARY – 
CONFIDENTIAL!

“HYPER EXPLOITATION”
in our agricultural sector

This dictionary is designed for employers 
and governments to avoid calling a spade a 
spade or revealing their hand.

Communist Party of Australia
Centenary Zoom Conference

100 Red Years Celebration

Friday 30th October 2020
7 pm Sydney time
For Zoom details register at 

president@cpa.org.au or sms 0419 812 872
Please register by 28th October

Dear Comrades,
This year we celebrate the 100th anniversary of the Communist Party of 
Australia (CPA). The Party was founded at a conference on 30th October 
1920 at the Sydney Trades Hall. 
From 1920 to today generations of communists have campaigned for 
workers’ rights, peace, Aboriginal land rights, migrant and women’s rights, 
social justice and much more. They have faced violence, jail, discrimination 
and lies and slander but through it all they have maintained a fi erce fl ame 
of a commitment to fi ghting for their class and to building a socialist future. 
They share an impressive history of courageous, committed, determined and 
staunch struggle from 1920 to 2020.
Among a number of activities to celebrate this important milestone, we will be 
holding an online forum via zoom on Friday 30th October 2020 from 7pm 
Sydney time. While speakers will look back with pride, the main focus will be 
our future tasks, especially working class struggles and the campaign to save 
the environment and humanity by building a socialist society.
The Central Committee would be grateful if all Party members and friends 
join us in this celebration.
In Socialism,
CPA Central Committee – October 2020

Head winds: difficult external 

factors, use as an excuse for poor 

economic results

Ideological – don’t be ideological: 

employer or government demand that 

the recipient adopt the ideological 

position of the person issuing the 

demand

Job creation: tax cuts for rich and 

corporations

National interests: employers’ 

interests – profi ts

Persuasion: black mail by a 

government

Productivity – such as increase 

productivity: increase profi ts by 

increasing output per worker e.g. 

two workers doing the work of three 

and being paid less for their extra 

effort or job destruction through use 

of new technology

Live within our means: cut social 

spending and public services

On board: ignore e.g. say ‘I’ll take 

that on board’ during negotiations 

meaning ‘No way I’m doing that’

Recovery: recovery for profi ts at the 

expense of workers’ incomes

Red tape: regulations, cutting red 

tape means deregulation

Remarkably resilient: not doing well, 

implying blame on external factors

Savings: use in budgets meaning cuts

Simplify: gut in relation to awards 

or enterprise agreements

Simpler: fewer rights or protections

Simplify: deregulate

Softer revenue environment: decline 

in sales

Target: exclude those who should 

be included

Tax system to support jobs and 

investment: tax cuts for rich and 

corporations

Balanced: the balance is tipped in 

favour or employers and their profi ts

Boost investment: corporate tax cuts

Budget surplus: holy grail of 

neoliberalism

Challenge: crisis

Coercion: use when trade unions 

place bans, go-slows, take strike 

action during bargaining

Competitive – make Australia 

competitive: slash wages and 

working conditions to third world 

levels

Compliance: obeying bad, anti-

worker laws

Compromise: trade unions abandon 

their class interests

Consultation: justify any decision by 

saying you have consulted

Cooperation: class collaboration 

Deregulation: removal of any 

restrictions on business operations, 

safety standards, etc

Easy – it won’t be easy: signals 

tough, regressive measures hurting 

social security recipients and workers

Economic stimulus: tax cuts for rich 

and corporations, rapid depreciation 

of capital expenditure

Extortion: pressure applied during 

bargaining by trade unions

Effi ciency: greater effi ciency means 

larger profi ts

Fairer: benefi t employers

Fiscal discipline: budget cuts that 

hurt the poor and working people

Flexibility: as in fl exibility for the 

bosses

Free markets: unchecked monopoly 

capital profi teering

Hard decision: hits workers or social 

security recipients while pretending 

to show empathy

Have a go to get a go: if you didn’t 

get a go, then you’re a bludger
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Romina Beitseen

I fi rst met comrade Beryl Miller in late 
1986 when I fi rst came to Australia. 
I phoned the Socialist Party of Aus-
tralia (SPA) to speak with them about 
my interest in joining the Party. Beryl 
answered the phone and invited me to 
come into the offi  ce for a chat/inter-
view. The offi  ce was located in Eliza-
beth Street, Melbourne. There I met 
with Beryl, Alan, and another execu-
tive member (unfortunately I can’t 
remember his name).

They were very friendly and put me at 
ease, asked me why I was joining the Party, 
etc ...

At that time, Alan was the Victorian 
State Secretary of the Party, and Beryl was 
one of the executive members and the offi  ce 
coordinator.

Beryl and Alan used to conduct educa-
tional classes for members. The classes were 
highly eff ective. Beryl believed not only in 
theory but encouraged members to be active 
in the union movement and in their com-
munity as well.

Beryl and Alan would organise Guardian 
sales and had a stall in the city. Beryl used to 
take every opportunity to promote the Party 
and sell the Guardian. 

The branch would produce fl yers, and 
we used to go to suburbs letter-boxing and 
door-knocking. I was very lucky to have 
been paired with Beryl during these events.

As time passed Beryl and Alan moved 
to Adelaide. We kept in contact and met 
up when they would come to Melbourne. 
We also travelled a number of times to visit 
them in Adelaide.

I learnt more about Beryl’s life when I 
attended her 90th Birthday, which was cel-
ebrated at the Workers’ Club in Adelaide on 
11th September 2016.

The following information about Beryl’s 
life is based on my personal memories, her 
family, research, and conversations with the 
remarkable Beryl:

Beryl was born on 9th September 1926 
in Geelong, Victoria. Growing up during the 
Great Depression and seeing the deprivation 
associated with that crisis for workers and 
their families, Beryl needed little encour-
agement in opposing the Fascists during 
World War II. When she was 15, in 1941, 
she joined the Eureka Youth League (EYL), 
which was the young Communist movement 
in Australia. She was elected Secretary of the 
Moonee Ponds/Essendon branch.

Monthly dances were organised by the 
EYL during the War for the airmen stationed 
at the Essendon Aerodrome. She helped form 
the dance group that entertained servicemen 
at various locations as part of a concert party.

Beryl rode her bike to her fi rst job at 
the Essendon Aerodrome in a secretarial 
role for the Department of Aircraft Produc-
tion. Her next job was at the offi  ces of the 
Amalgamated Engineering Union where she 
collected dues for the Clerks Union in her 
capacity as a shop steward.

She left this job when she married in 
Melbourne on 22nd May 1946, and relocated 
to Adelaide after a honeymoon on Kangaroo 
Island. Beryl’s fi rst child, Peter, was born in 
March 1947.

A job with Hannafords involved a move 
to Dimboola, Victoria. Diane, the second 
child, was born at the Dimboola Bush Nurs-
ing Hospital in February 1949.

It was in Dimboola that Beryl’s interest 
in the welfare of others was again stirred into 
action. Noting that there was little for young 

people to do, she helped set up the YZ (Wise 
Head) Club. The club held regular concert 
parties in the town and outlying centres.

Witnessing the terrible devastation and 
destruction caused by the fi rst and only 
use of atomic weapons (WMD) on civilian 
populations in Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
and recognising the urgency for world peace 
were big factors in Beryl’s decision to join 
the Communist Party in 1952.

Paul, the third child, was born in Sep-
tember 1953.

Flo Edmonds invited Beryl to join the 
Union of Australian Women (UAW) in 1955, 
and she was soon elected as SA State Secre-
tary, a position she held until 1978.

She attended the fi rst National UAW 
Conference in Sydney in 1956 and was elected 
to the National Committee, a position she 
held until 1981. Beryl was the longest-serving 
member.

The fi rst Anti-Nuclear testing street 
demonstration took place in the late 1950s 
where three UAW members – Beryl Miller, 
Irene Bell, and Doreen Marshall – wore 
aprons with slogans calling for an end to 
nuclear testing.

In 1957 she became the fi rst woman 
elected to the South Australian CPA State 
Committee in the post-war period. There 
she organised Child Art Exhibitions in 1958 
and 1959, and an International Children’s 
Film Festival in 1960.

In the 1950s she visited workplaces 
and held public meetings on equal pay. In 
the 1960s she was very active in opposing 
Australia’s involvement in the Vietnam 
War, particularly through the Save Our Sons 
movement.

The UAW formed the International 
Women’s Day (IWD) Committee in order to 
coordinate the invitation for international 
women to take part in the day’s celebra-
tions. She was a member of the Association 
of Australian Dancers (The Wattle Dance 
Group) from 1952 to 1956 and an active 
member of the SA New Theatre, being the 
Treasurer from 1952-53.

In 1964 she attended the CPA’s Congress 
as the fi rst woman elected from South Aus-
tralia. In the same year, she joined the fi rst 
all-women’s delegation to visit the Soviet 
Union. The delegation had another fi rst for 
an Australian group when they visited Siberia.

Beryl met Alan through her work in the 
Communist Party. They were married in 1964.

She was a founding member of the 
Socialist Party of Australia (SPA) which was 
formed in December 1971 and attended the 
1971 conference which set up the SPA. As a 
member of the State Executive she attended 
and spoke at numerous Congresses. In both 
the SPA and CPA Beryl was always on the 
State Women’s Committee.

In 1975 she studied in the Soviet Union. 
She was also a Councillor of the Women’s 
International Democratic Federation (WIDF) 
from 1975-1980. In this role, she worked in 
the German Democratic Republic in 1975 to 
prepare for the World Conference of Women 
as part of the UN International Women’s 
Year celebrations held in Berlin, German 
Democratic Republic (East Germany). In 
addition, she played a continuing role in the 
United Nations for Women from its incep-
tion in 1975.

Her attendance at a meeting of the WIDF  
in Moscow and Tajikistan was a highlight 
of 1978. 

In 1978 she moved to Sydney to work for 
the Central Committee; in 1982 the South 
Sydney branch of the SPA was formed, and 
she became Secretary. She worked with four 

factories and produced monthly bulletins and 
met with the workers regularly. She moved 
to Melbourne in 1985 and worked in the 
Party’s State Committee Offi  ce and became 
Secretary of the Central Branch, active on 
the waterfront with maritime workers.

The UAW and its members were in the 
forefront of many campaigns: including 
the banning of nuclear weapons and war 
toys; price control; the national petition 
for world peace; opposition to the Viet-
nam War; and conscription. They used 
aprons and shopping bags for their pro-
test signs. Much of her work in the UAW 
was carried out in collaboration with the 
broader community, church, unions, and 
other women’s groups.

Beryl and Alan moved back to Adelaide 
in 1991. She was once again elected State 
Secretary until the organisation was wound 
down in 2005.

Working with MP Frances Bedford 
and her staff  on the campaign to Save the 
Modbury Hospital and the creation of a 
Reconciliation Quilt has kept Beryl in touch 
with grassroots politics since her return to 
Adelaide in 1991.

Beryl’s last overseas trip was in 1998 when 
she attended celebrations for the Women’s 
International Democratic Federation (WIDF) 
in Paris, France.

Alongside her political life is her family. 
A mother to three adult children she endured 
the heartbreak of the death of her eldest 
son, Peter, in 1995. The death of her lifelong 
companion and husband, Alan, has been sof-
tened by the loving relationship she shares 
with his son Ralph.

Beryl’s 90th birthday celebration was an 
opportunity to celebrate Beryl’s life and her 
achievements from the time she was only 
15 years old. At the birthday celebrations 
we heard about Beryl’s campaigns in the 
areas of: the Eureka Youth League at fi fteen; 
joining the Communist Party of Australia in 
1952; her involvement with the UAW, the 
WIDF, and the Australian Peace Commit-
tee; opposition to atomic testing; leaving the 
Communist Party to join the SPA; becoming 
a founding member of the SPA; and repre-
senting South Australia in 1964 when the 
Communist Party of Australia organised the 
fi rst women’s delegation to Russia.

Beryl was a champion in promoting and 
selling the Party’s Workers’ Weekly paper, 
The Guardian, wherever she could.

Albert Einstein said: “Only a life lived for 
others is a life worthwhile.” Beryl has lived 
such a life as a revolutionary. Congratula-
tions to her for reaching this milestone in 
good health, with wonderful memories, and 
time to relax and take it easy now. 

Australia

RED WOMEN: 
BERYL MILLER

This week we continue with the second of our series of entries to the 
Red Women Competition recounting the lives of communist women 
in Australia. They provide a rich history of revolutionary women’s 
lives and struggles. The competition is part of the CPA’s Centenary 
celebrations. The winners will be announced in the 26th October 
edition of the Guardian.
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Richard Titelius

With Australia continuing to 
be in the grip of an econom-
ic recession brought on in 
large part by a public health 
epidemic, our government’s 
fi scal situation continues to 
worsen – it has started wind-
ing back JobSeeker and mak-
ing cuts to higher education 
and renewable energy – yet 
in the midst of the pandemic, 
it made an announcement of 
a $270 billion funding boost 
for the military.

The concept of security involves 
more than just being prepared for 
military attacks. Security involves 
more tangible and existential 
threats such as climate change, 
and being out of work or lack of 
adequate housing. Opening up dis-
cussion on these issues Politics in 
the Pub on 24th September 2020, 
chose to explore the topic of Military 
Spending in Australia. The fi rst of 
three speakers was university stu-
dent and left-wing political activist 
Seamus Carey. Carey reminded the 
audience that while not all of the 
$270 billion spending package was 
new money, it also underrepre-
sented the true extent of Australian 
military spending. He added that 
money that could be better spent 
elsewhere satisfying real and press-
ing human needs.

However, there were powerful 
and well-monied interests who had 
the ear of government and exerted 
infl uence on government policy and 
spending priorities. The right-wing 
Australian Strategic Policy Institute 
was one such powerful lobby group 
created by former conservative 
Prime Minister John Howard in 
2001. It draws its funding from 
defence industry contractors such as 
Raytheon Technologies, Lockheed 
Martin, and Northrop Grumman. 
The Australian Strategic Policy 
institute (ASPI) is regularly in the 
media, commenting on the threat 
of foreign interference in Australia 
posed by China. ASPI is also funded 
by the Taipei Economic and Cul-
tural Offi  ce, Thales Corporation, 

Microsoft and Austal Shipping – the 
latter an Australian shipbuilding 
company which bids for military 
contracts. Carey also noted that the 
French company Naval Group has 
also become a sponsor of ASPI, and 
then went on to win the contract to 
build ten submarines for the Aus-
tralian navy – though that deal has 
since become mired in controversy 
over whether it was money well 
spent. Carey said that when money 
was spent on defence, then health 
care, education, housing and public 
infrastructure missed out.

To decrease the pull of military 
spending, governments should 
instead win people over to the cause 
of peace – as, at present, govern-
ments think the only way to secure 
peace is through war or talking 
about war and creating enemies 
and threats. Peace today should be 
seen as a matter of survival – not 
only of humanity but all life forms 
upon which humanity depends. 
It was poignant to note the envi-
ronmental movement is another 

movement interested in human sur-
vival – dealing with a threat which 
is posing challenges through rising 
temperatures, increased storms, 
often drier climates interfering with 
the growing of crops and caring for 
livestock. War, noted Carey, is the 
most damaging cause of environ-
mental degradation.

The second speaker was Chad 
Satterlee, a political economist, 
who observed that defence budgets 
rarely face calls for belt-tightening. 
He quoted the former Prime Min-
ister Paul Keating who recently 
attacked the disproportionate 
infl uence which security agencies 
have over our current foreign policy 
direction. Part of the power which 
these security agencies wield is the 
specialist knowledge of the equip-
ment and programs for which they 
are requesting funding. This makes 
it diffi  cult to achieve accountability, 
and has led to cost overruns and 
boondoggle projects. For arms 
manufacturers, military expendi-
ture is very profi table precisely 

because there is so little question-
ing of actual costs. Governments 
see little need for much scrutiny, 
as they want to appear strong on 
national security and defence. 

Satterlee argued that “centrist” 
calls for spending to be directed 
away from defence towards other 
social programs such as free child-
care, more hospitals, JobKeeper, 
education and research, and public 
housing ignores the class interests 
which would be structurally under-
mined through such a massive 
redirection. This is a key part of 
the reason why such a redirection 
does not occur. As well as leaving 
ruling class interests undisturbed, 
there is also evidence that, for rich 
countries like Australia, defence 
spending is benefi cial for a certain 
sort of economic growth – not to be 
confused with human welfare. The 
solution is to overcome the property 
relations which reproduce these 
class interests. This would make it 
easier for defence spending to be 
redirected, since the entire popula-
tion would have an equal say over 
spending priorities.

Satterlee concluded by suggest-
ing that the common claim that 
a reduction in defence spending 
would end the US-Australia alli-
ance wrongly imagines that, with 
an independent foreign policy in 
place, Australia faces geopolitical 
threats beyond basic border con-
trol, which could be funded with 
fewer resources than our current 
US-led approach.

The next two speakers are a 
couple, Adrian Glamorgan and 
Elizabeth PO’, who have a peace and 
anti-nuclear radio program on RTR 
Community Radio, “Understory.” 
They began with a dialogue which 
highlighted how peace could so 
easily slip from our grasp. Their dia-
logue was peppered with the slogans 
used by governments and capital, 
which try to buy our acceptance 
of the need for war, large military 
budgets, nuclear deterrence and 
nuclear energy.

“If the job is to win wars, then 
we will win with peace.”

“World War I was the war to 
end all wars.” Though peace only 
lasted twenty years.

“After World War II we made 
the United Nations so we wouldn’t 
have more wars […] and then we 
had the Korean War, war in Malay-
sia, Vietnam War, war in Afghani-
stan and the war which nobody 
wanted – the war in Iraq.” No one 
won any of these wars, and these 
wars created lots of refugees.

Peace works better as it gives 
us safety, security, learning and 
national parks. To achieve these 
noble and uplifting goals said 
Glamorgan, we need to redefi ne 
security and therefore to get 
away from the “drug” of military 
spending. A lot of money is still 
spent in the US on maintaining 
the weaponry associated with the 
nuclear arsenal – between 2010 
and 2018 it was calculated to be 
$179 billion. 

Many people that were previ-
ously hawks on military expendi-
ture, including the “nuclear 
deterrent,” have now turned away 
and support more peaceful options, 
including Henry Kissinger, George 
Schultz, William Perry and Sam 
Nunn – the fi rst two being former 
US Secretaries of State, the third 
being a former Defence Secretary 
and the last a former hawkish US 
senator of note. They can also see 
no rational argument for a nuclear 
weapons program and are advo-
cates for the Nuclear Non-Prolif-
eration treaty of which today, we 
are only six countries away from 
ratifi cation.

We needed to widen the defi -
nition of security to ensure there 
be less insecurity, instability and 
inequality in the world, so that 
it would include a good public 
health system, a good public edu-
cation system, a healthy environ-
ment and ecosystems, sustainable 
agriculture, food security and job 
security for all.

The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia supports the call for less 
spending on the military and 
more spending on those projects 
which will genuinely increase our 
security – including public health, 
public education, renewable energy, 
sustainable agriculture, public 
and community housing and the 
arts. 

REPORT: Politics in the Pub

MILITARY SPENDING 
IN AUSTRALIA

ZOOM

Peace Crimes – Kieran Finnane
16 October starting 6:30 pm

In conversation with Peter Cronau and Margaret Pestorius
At 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?

This is a free event.

We have moved to Zoom. 
Please register below and a staff member will be in touch.

www.gleebooks.com.au/event/kieran-fi nnane-peace-crimes
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Hello comrades! Welcome to another week 
of Australian Communist Thought and 
History. Continuing on our theme of the 
Party theory we are looking at an article by 
Lance L Sharkey on intellectuals and the 
Party. The Communist Party is famous for 
being the Party of the working class, and it 
is. However, intellectuals (i.e. people who 
engage in mental rather than physical labour), 
have been an instrumental force in the 
development of socialism both in theory and 
in practice. Here Sharkey outlines the history 

and role of intellectuals inside the Party and 
inside socialist countries.

Continuing on our historical theme we have 
an article from former General Secretary 
Peter Symon. Symon’s article is on the 
celebration of the 75th anniversary of the 
Party’s founding. Symon highlights that the 
Party was most strong when it was active and 
fi ghting and it is a message today that we 
should hold at the front of our minds as we 
build the Party for the future.

L L Sharkey

The relation of the Communist Party 
and the labour movement generally, to 
the intellectuals, that is, those engaged 
in mental work as distinct from physi-
cal labour, is a matter around which 
there arise time to time some con-
fused notions.

Some workers regard intellectuals with 
suspicion and have a narrow approach 
towards them, while many intellectuals have 
a contemptuous attitude to the working class 
and consequently cannot see the working 
class as the most revolutionary class destined 
to lead all the toiling masses in the fi ght for 
the victory of socialism and communism. 
Marxism-Leninism rejects both these harm-
ful standpoints and the Communist Parties 
resolutely combat them everywhere.

The intellectuals do not constitute a 
separate or decisive class but are part of, 
or serve the major classes, in socialist soci-
ety, the working class; in capitalist society, 
the majority serve the capitalist class. The 
latter, in the main, come from bourgeois and 
middle-class environments, only a minute 
number from the proletarian ranks in capi-
talist society.

Intellectuals joining our Party renounce 
previous class standpoints and accept the 
proletarian outlook as did Marx and Engels 
themselves.

Intellectuals become disillusioned with 
capitalism not only for material reasons – 
some of them are quite rich – but they realise 
its decadence, its degradation of culture, 
perversion of science and the crisis it has 
created in education and consequently move 
towards socialism.

There are today numbers of mental work-
ers, scientists, writers and cultural workers, 
active in the labour movement in the strug-
gle for socialism, or actively supporting it in 
one form or another.

Marx and Engels were “bourgeois intel-
lectuals” (Lenin) who placed themselves at 
the service of the international working class 
and provided it with scientifi c and revolu-
tionary principles upon which is based its 
struggle for liberation from capitalist wage 
slavery and for the construction of the new 
socialist society.

Lenin also was an intellectual and all 
know his gigantic contributions to the store-
house of Marxist theory, and as the leader 
of the fi rst socialist revolution in history.

Innumerable other examples can be cited 
of intellectuals who have rendered great serv-
ices after discarding bourgeois ideology and 
embracing the Marxist-Leninist materialist 
world outlook.

The world knows of the care bestowed 
upon the intellectuals, the scientists, cultural 
workers and technologists, in the Soviet 
Union and the socialist countries. In fact 
a variation of the attack upon the Soviet 
Union is the equally false cry that these strata 
constitute a “new ruling class” in the USSR.

What is their class position? They own 
no factories, mines or banks, no means of 
production, but are salaried employees of 
the Soviet State, rewarded according to the 
value of the contribution they make to the 
construction of socialism and communism 
in the same way as all other Soviet workers 
are serving the interests of the working class.

They have given the world outstanding 
examples of their abilities in all spheres of 
science, of art, of culture.

It is well-known that the Soviet Union 
produces more “intellectuals” than the lead-
ing capitalist countries taken together.

Of 8,250,000 members of the Commu-
nist Party of the Soviet Union no less than 
2,300,000 are engaged in scientifi c, art and 
cultural activities, in technology and in run-
ning the national economy.

So much for the nonsense about com-
munists despising intellectuals.

Today, the overwhelming majority of 
Soviet intellectuals no longer come from 
bourgeois or middle-class families and envi-
ronments but are of worker-peasant origins 
as well as Soviet “intellectual” families.

The Soviet intellectuals do not serve the 
capitalist monopolies, but the working class 
and the people. Rejecting capitalism, they are 
building the new socialist order of society. 

In our own Party here in Australia 
intellectuals and “white collar” workers are 
members of the Central Committee and 
other leading Party bodies. And the same 
rule applies in all other Communist Parties.

They are elected to these committees on 
the same basis as any other Party member; 
that is, how their membership estimates their 
ability to be leaders and the value of their 
services to the working class and the Party. 

For long, the propaganda of the class 
enemy declared that the scientists and artists 
in the socialist countries were being “stifl ed” 
by the Party leadership and “Marxist ideology” 
and their creative ability was being destroyed. 
But the Sputniks and innumerable other 
scientifi c achievements destroyed that myth.

For example, the capitalist world cannot 
match the Oistrakh and a whole galaxy of 
talent in the world of music, it has nothing 
to compare with the Bolshoi Ballet or the 
Moiseyev Ensemble that recently toured the 
United States. This can be said about most 
other things from science and culture, to 
chess, gymnastics and athletics.

In the People’s Republic of China, in art, 
science and culture, Mao Tse-Tung’s state-
ment on let a “thousand fl owers bloom” and 
contend with each other, indicates the Chi-
nese Communist Party’s confi dence, indeed, 

certainty, that in the end materialism will 
defeat idealism in all fi elds.

Of course, imperialist propaganda misrep-
resents the present position; Mao Tse-Tung 
never said that counter-revolution would be 
allowed to “bloom.” Nor would the rightists 
and revisionists who were politically defeated 
in an ideological struggle of the nation-wide 
proportions, be exempt from criticism and 
refutation of their anti-socialist views.

As yet, in China, the working people 
have not created their own intelligentsia, the 
majority of them being, no doubt, of bour-
geois, landlord and even semi-feudal origin.

Hence, they have to be remoulded in an 
ideological struggle, “let the fl owers bloom,” 
the aim of this struggle being the victory of 
Marxist materialism over bourgeois idealist 
ideologies and approaches to the problems 
of science and in cultural fi elds.

In the Soviet Union Pavlov’s materialist 
psychology has ousted such false bourgeois-
idealist psychology as that of Freud, well-
remembered is the struggle of Academician 
Lysenko, recently awarded the Order of Lenin, 
against the bourgeois-idealist genetics of 
Morgan, Weissman, and Mendel. Lysenko, 
defending materialist biology, was basically 
correct though mistakes were made in the 
handling of the discussion.

What the revisionists demand, however 
is that the class approach to the intellectuals 
be abandoned.

Of course, these renegades raise the same 
demand in all other fi elds, that is, the Marx-
ist-Leninist class approach be repudiated.

They wail that they are “sick of the intel-
lectuals being divided into goodies and 
baddies.”

What of intellectuals, the majority 
under capitalism necessarily, who serve the 
monopolies and armament kings, directly 
or indirectly, who have written thousands 
of books and pseudo-scientifi c works extol-
ling capitalism and cursing socialism and 
the labour movement, works full of slanders 
and misrepresentation of Marxist-Leninism?

These are class enemies, their interests 
are tied up with the ruling class, they are 
scions of capitalist families, sharing their class 
outlook, they are the ideological defenders 
of capitalism, imperialism, and war.

As Marx himself so aptly put it, they are 
“hired intellectual prizefi ghters of capitalism.” 
And Engels referred to them as “educated 
clowns.”

Can the working class accept these as 
other than class enemies? Of course not!

There are plenty of non-Marxist intel-
lectuals who have a liberal and democratic 
outlook with whom we can and do co-operate 
in the struggle for peace, against imperialism, 
for the civil liberties and the like.

It is also true that some middle-class 
elements who join the Communist Party are 
often subject to vacillations.

They work in the petty bourgeois envi-
ronments, on higher salaries than the wages 
of the workers, and are constantly subjected 
to bourgeois and petty-bourgeois infl uences. 
Marxism-Leninism has long since analysed 
all this and there is no need to repeat it here.

In the wave of revisionism of recent times, 
based on the somewhat lengthy period of 
capitalist relative prosperity, it was noticeable 
that those of middle-class origin, and among 
the intellectuals, in the various Communist 
Parties, were mostly aff ected by revisionist 
ideas, renounced Marxism-Leninism (many 
of them never really understood it), became 
renegades and enemies or left the Party. In 
face of facts, they averred that capitalism is 
prosperous and will not have crises in future.

In our own Party, let it be said, the big 
majority of comrades of non-proletarian 
class origins stood loyal to the Party and 
the working class. In other Parties, however, 
the situation appeared to be more serious.

The fact that non-proletarian elements 
are liable to vacillations and loss of confi -
dence in the socialist revolution in no way 
means that the Communist Party looks upon 
all “middle” elements with suspicion. The 
majority who remained loyal are among 
our most valued and respected comrades. 
In our current Party-building campaign we 
will strive to recruit as many as are ready to 
join us and place their services at the disposal 
of the labour movement.

Marx himself pointed out that such com-
rades do bring to the working class move-
ment elements of education and knowledge, 
because of their superior training, which are 
of great value to the labour movement. 

COMMUNIST PARTY 
AND THE INTELLECTUALS
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Peter Symon
This article originally appeared in The Workers' 
Weekly Guardian October, 1995.

The formation of the Communist Party 
of Australia on 30th October, 1920 
was not a chance event. There was a 
long journey of struggle by the work-
ing people leading up to its founding. 

The Eureka Stockade in 1854 laid an 
important foundation stone of Australian 
democracy. There were the early trade 
union struggles which brought about the 
eight-hour working day.

Women’s franchise had been won as a 
result of the agitation of the suff ragettes of 
England and their counterparts in Australia 
in 1890s.

A number of organisations which pro-
claimed the socialist objective came into 
existence towards the end of the 19th century 
and the beginning of the 20th centuries.

The Victorian Socialist Party (VSP) was 
formed in 1906 and had a peak membership 
of 1,500. It published a newspaper called The 
Socialist (price one penny) which declared 
itself to be “an exponent of international 
socialism.”

The Manifesto of the VSP stated: “Social-
ism is a theory of human society based upon 
the common ownership of the means of 
production, distribution and exchange […] 
what is to be done to achieve it? The fi rst 
thing necessary is to organise the workers 
into a class conscious party.”

There is little evidence that the Austral-
ian socialists at that time knew much of the 
writings of Marx and Engels although an 
edition of the Communist Manifesto had 
been published in Australia before the turn 
of the century. In 1901 a visiting French 
researcher published a book on Australia 
entitled Socialism without Doctrine.

In a forward to an English translation 
of the book published in 1977, Professor 
of Politics at Macquarie University, Don 
Atkin, comments: “Australia’s trade unions 
and workers are still almost completely 
uninterested in questions of theory. They 
pursue their material goals, higher wages, 
better working conditions, greater protec-
tion against illness, accident and old age […] 
[and] care not that the day of revolution […] 
is still indefi nitely far away.”

CP BROUGHT MARXISM
It was the Communist Party which fi nally 

brought Marxism to the Australian working 
class in a big way.

In the early part of this century the 
Industrial Workers of the World established 
organisations in Australian and brought a 
new wave of militant, class conscious con-
cepts to Australian workers.

It proclaimed: “The working class and the 
employing class have nothing in common. 
There can be no peace as long as hunger and 
want are found among millions of work-
ing people […] Between these two classes 
a struggle must go on until all the toilers 
come together on the political as well as the 
industrial fi eld […].”

Then came the 1917 Great October 
Socialist Revolution in Russia which acted 
as a catalyst to socialist-minded men and 
women around the world.

The Russian revolution showed that it 
was possible for the working class to win 
power and throw out the capitalists. It had 
a considerable impact and infl uence in Aus-
tralia as in many other countries. 

Public meetings were held in a number 
of Australian cities to hear the news and the 
Red Flag was run up on the fl ag-pole of the 
Trades Hall in Sydney.

FORMATION
All these strands led inevitably to the 

Sydney Trades Hall and the conference 

held on 30th October,1920 which decided 
to form the Communist Party of Australia.

Its formation coincided with the estab-
lishment of an industrial working class in 
Australia. In March 1915 BHP steel works 
had started production. Other secondary 
industries were developing while timber 
workers, wharf labourers, shearers, railway 
workers and others remained militant sec-
tions of the working class.

From the day of its formation, until its 
liquidation in 1991 tens of thousands of 
Australians passed through its ranks. Many 
made a memorable contribution to the bet-
terment of Australian society and to the life 
of the working people in particular.

Before the year 1920 had run its course, 
the newly founded Party began publication 
of a newspaper. The fi rst was called The 
Communist, followed later by The Work-
ers’ Weekly and then the Tribune which 
ran until April 1991.

At first the Party grew slowly and faced 
many problems including squabbles about 
policy and between aspiring leaders. It 
began to grow more rapidly during the 
Great Depression of the 1930s when the 
Communist Party played a very active 
role in the organisations of unemployed 
workers. They fought for a dole for the 
unemployed and defended many families 
against evictions enforced by landlords 
and the police.

It was at this time that the young Party 
issued the call – “To the masses” and started 
to increase infl uence among the employed 
workers. The fi rst trade union breakthrough 
came when communists were elected to 
leading positions in the Miners’ Federation.

MOVEMENT AGAINST 
WAR AND FASCISM

Party members were very active in the 
movement against war and fascism after 
Hitler came to power in Germany in 1933 
and began to prepare for war and declare his 
objective of world domination. The Party, 
always an international Party, organised 
solidarity with the Spanish Republicans 
during the civil war. About seventy Austral-
ian men and nurses volunteered to fi ght 
against fascist rebellion in Spain. Many of 
these volunteers were members or support-
ers of the Communist Party.

There was great support for and solidar-
ity with the young Soviet Union, the only 
socialist country at that time. So fearful of 
socialism were the ruling classes of capital-
ist countries that they conducted a ceaseless 

propaganda barrage directed against the 
Soviet Union and communists.

There were great democratic rights strug-
gles in the 1930s to win the right to hold 
meetings on street corners and in parks. 
Although these are, more or less, taken for 
granted today, such rights did not always 
exist and had to be fought for. Many com-
munist speakers suff ered physical attacks 
and jail in this struggle.

During WW2 the communists helped to 
mobilise the people both in industry and in 
the armed forces in the war against fascism. 
Over 4,000 communists were members of 
the armed forces and others played a great 
part in industry.

The membership of the Communist Party 
grew rapidly in the war years and reached 
a peak of about 23,000. Communists were 
elected to leading positions in many trade 
unions and also in the Labour Councils of 
a number of cities.

Following WW2 a new situation arose. 
A number of more socialist countries arose 
in Eastern Europe. In China and Vietnam 
liberation movements came to power, fi rst 
to end the colonial enslavement and then 
to start to build socialist societies.

THE COLD WAR
The response of the capitalist countries 

was to impose the Cold War and commence 
an attack on the rights and conditions of 
workers and on the communist parties. 
In Australia, the Menzies Government 
attempted to declare the CPA illegal so as 
to snuff  out its great infl uence among the 
workers of Australia.

This resulted in what became probably 
the greatest campaign for democratic rights 
ever seen in Australia. In a referendum on 
22nd September, 1951, the attempt of the 
Menzies Government to illegalise the Party 
was defeated. Australia is perhaps the only 
country in the world in which the legality of 
a communist party was upheld by popular 
vote of all the people. It was a great victory.

There followed years of hard class strug-
gle – on the waterfront and the ships, in the 
mines, in the metal and building industries 
and among white collar workers. There were 
relentless eff orts by conservative govern-
ments and the extreme right-wing industry 
groups to remove communists from lead-
ing positions in trade unions. Using vicious 
anti-communism they had some successes 
and slowly the strength of the communists 
withered away.

One area of outstanding Communist 
Party activity was in the fi elds of the arts and 

culture. Refl ecting the democratic traditions 
of the Australian people, the communists 
did much to encourage progressive artists, 
cultural workers, writers and scientists.

It was in this period that the ever popu-
lar musical Reedy River was fi rst produced. 
The Australian Book Society was formed 
and encouraged many a writer by publish-
ing books which might not otherwise have 
seen the light of day.

The Cold War saw sharp confrontation 
between the western powers led by the US 
and the socialist and non-aligned powers, 
chief among whom was the Soviet Union.

The existence of nuclear weapons brought 
a new threat to humanity and a world-wide 
peace movement came into existence to 
demand an end to nuclear weapon tests 
and for the elimination of nuclear weapons.

COUNTLESS CAMPAIGNS
There were countless campaigns and 

struggles in which the members and support-
ers of the Communist Party played a creative 
and foremost part. It is these achievements 
which the present commemorative functions 
marking the 75th anniversary of the found-
ing of the Communist Party of Australia are 
meant to recall and honour.

Of course, these years were not trouble-
free or error-free and some of these eventu-
ally led to the self-liquidation of the Party.

However, the causes for which Party 
members self-sacrificingly gave their 
thoughts, energy and time remain as yet 
unfulfi lled. The basic reasons which brought 
together a small band of people in October 
1920 still apply.

Monopolies have grown into transna-
tional corporations. There is a great cam-
paign of “take-back” being conducted by 
these corporate giants. Democratic rights 
are under ceaseless attack. It is a period 
of transnational corporation dictatorship.

It is necessary for all who remain com-
mitted to a peaceful and secure world, who 
want real freedom for ourselves and for the 
people of all countries, who want a socialist 
future to fi nd the will and the strength to 
get the necessary “second wind.”

Despite the current diffi  culties and set-
backs nothing that has happened makes 
socialism or the need for a communist party 
irrelevant. In fact, the reverse is the case.

The best achievements were chalked up 
by the working people when the Communist 
Party was strong and active. That, perhaps, 
is the main conclusion to be drawn from 
looking back on the seventy-fi ve years since 
the CPA was born. 

75TH ANNIVERSARY CPA: 
BEST YEARS – WHEN THE PARTY 

WAS STRONG AND ACTIVE
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THE LIFE OF THE PARTY 
THROUGHOUT THE YEARS

The Communist Party of Australia has been involved 
in a lot of activities and actions in the course of its 100 
years. Throughout October, we will look at some of 
those moments. This week we will look at the Party’s 
youth. In its heyday, the Socialist Party of Australia 
(now CPA), had its Young Socialist League (YSL). 
Below are some photos from that period of actions 
and YSL Congresses.

The dismantling of the USSR had devastating 
eff ects on all aspects of Party life, and youth were no 
exception as the periods of the ’80s, ’90s, ’00s were 
dominated by neoliberalism. However, Millenials and 
Generation Z who, for the most part, have grown up 
removed from the Cold War period are returning to 
socialism (and, in particular, Marxism-Leninism) as 
they seek alternatives to the capitalist system that 
has them become the fi rst generations to be worse 
off  than the generation preceding. Below are some 
photos of the younger generations who are fi ghting 
for a better future.
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In Greece, Italy, the Vatican, 
and Croatia, US Secretary of 
State Mike Pompeo continued 
his attempts to distance Euro-
pean governments from China 
and its investment projects.

US Secretary of State Mike 
Pompeo, long notorious for fi ring 
baseless accusations against China, 
moved up another notch in his 
China-smearing campaign during 
a fi ve-day European tour in Greece, 
Italy, the Vatican, and Croatia.

From the COVID-19 fi ght to 
religious freedom, from 5G to the 
Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), 
the top US diplomat’s relentless 
China-bashing rhetoric was met 
with criticism from senior offi  cials 
in these countries, and solemn 
condemnations from the Chinese 
embassy.

SELF-CENTRED 
POLITICAL 

MOTIVATION
Pompeo began his tour in Thes-

saloniki city (Greece), where he was 
received by nearly 2,000 protesters 
carrying signs reading “The hawk of 
war is not welcome in our country”, 
and “The murderers of the peoples 
are not welcome.”

On Wednesday, Pompeo hosted 
a symposium on religious freedom 
at the US embassy to the Holy See 
in Rome. Pope Francis was invited 
to the event but did not attend, 
fearing that the Trump campaign 
would use him as a political tool 
in the 2020 presidential election.

Asked if the event “amounted to 
exploitation of the Pope” by Italy’s 
ANSA news agency (ANSA – Agen-
zia Nazionale Stampa Associata, 
Italy’s National Associated Press 
Agency), Archbishop Paul Richard 
Gallagher, the Vatican’s secretary 
for relations with states, said “Yes, 
that is precisely why the Pope will 
not meet American Secretary of 
State Mike Pompeo.”

Pompeo renewed his smear-
ing of China at the event, claim-
ing “Nowhere is religious freedom 
under assault more than it is inside 
of China today,” while blaming “the 
Chinese Communist Party”, and 
“all communist regimes.”

The Chinese embassy in Italy, as 
a response, condemned Pompeo’s 
statements in a press release on 
Thursday, saying his statements 
“overfl ow with ideological preju-
dice, and ignorance about China.”

“Today, Chinese citizens of all 
ethnic groups enjoy an unprec-
edented sense of satisfaction, happi-
ness, and security. The assessment 
of whether the situation of human 
rights, religious freedom, and cyber 
security in China is good or not is 
up to those with the foremost right 
to speak on the matter – namely 
the 1.4 billion Chinese citizens, and 
certainly not any foreign politician,” 
the embassy’s statement said.

Quoting an Italian proverb that 
says “Sow the wind, and you shall 
reap the whirlwind,” the Chinese 
embassy urged Pompeo to stop his 
grandstanding as soon as possible.

To cover up Washington’s 
slow response to the COVID-19 
pandemic, and defl ect US public 
attention from other pressing 
domestic issues, Pompeo has once 
again made China a scapegoat 
during the trip.

“Recovering from the virus 
should also mean accountability for 
the Chinese Communist Party,” said 
Pompeo in a press conference with 
Italian Foreign Minister Luigi Di 
Maio, attempting to shift the blame 
for inability of his own government 
in protecting the American people 
from the novel coronavirus.

Two days ahead of Pompeo’s 
visit to Croatia, Croatian Presi-
dent Zoran Milanovic criticized US 
President Donald Trump for ruin-
ing the international reputation of 

the United States, and called him a 
“rabble-rouser,” Croatian national 
news agency Hina reported.

“Donald Trump has ruined it 
all. He incites hatred, provokes, 
and that’s it,” Milanovic said, 
adding that Pompeo’s visit was to 
sell war planes.

In an analysis article titled 
“How the world will look after the 
coronavirus pandemic” published 
by Foreign Policy in March, Kori 
Schake, deputy director general 
of the International Institute for 
Strategic Studies, said “the United 
States will no longer be seen as an 
international leader because of its 
government’s narrow self-interest, 
and bungling incompetence.”

ILL-FOUNDED 
ANTI-CHINA 
SENTIMENT

Pompeo has long sought to 
persuade European countries to 
avoid deeper economic coopera-
tion with China, and Chinese com-
panies, citing unfounded charges 
of China’s economic presence in 
other countries as “not for sincere 
partnerships”, and that Huawei’s 5G 
technology poses high security risk.

In response, Di Maio said that 
“Italy is well conscious of the need 
to ensure the security of 5G net-
works. It is our absolute priority.”

On Thursday, Huawei Italy 
announced it will open a Cyberse-
curity, and Transparency Centre in 
Rome next year, allowing custom-
ers, the government, and independ-
ent third-party testing organizations 
to perform fair, objective, and inde-
pendent security tests, according 
to the company’s spokesperson.

“I am speechless that a coun-
try the size of the United States 
attacks another country through 
the demolition, via groundless 
accusations, of a company of that 
country,” Huawei Italy president 
Luigi De Vecchis said at the event 
on Thursday.

In his interviews with Croatian 
media, Pompeo continued peddling 
his anti-China clichés, which was 
described by Hina as “working 
on globally reducing the Chinese 
infl uence.”

As a response to Pompeo’s 
suspicions over the BRI during a 
joint press conference, Croatian 
Prime Minister Andrej Plenkovic 
called the China-proposed global 
development initiative “smart.”

“They were very smart to devise 
this format of the relationship, 
and the political dialogue, and 
the economic framework with the 
countries of Central, and Eastern 
Europe,” Plenkovic said.

“We are fully aware of all the 
aspects of this policy, and our 
objective is to have a level playing 

fi eld when it comes to both the 
relationship between Croatia, and 
the other members of the European 
Union, and China, and its market, 
as well as the Chinese presence 
here in accordance with the rules 
that exist on the global level, and 
which put us in the same market 
position,” Plenkovic said, rebutting 
charges that Chinese investments 
in the region are “predatory.”

In March last year, Italy, and 
China signed a memorandum of 
understanding to jointly advance 
the construction of the Belt, and 
Road during Chinese President 
Xi Jinping’s visit to the country, 
a sign of the increasing popular-
ity of the development initiative 
in Europe.

Stephen Orlins, president of 
the National Committee on United 
States-China Relations, warned 
last month that the current US 
administration “needs to stop dis-
torting, and exaggerating China’s 
actions,”, and stop viewing China 
as a strategic competitor because 
China “does not pose an existential 
threat to Americans, our country 
or our way of life.”

He called on the world’s two 
largest economies to work together 
against such common threats to 
mankind as climate change, ter-
rorism, global economic crisis, and 
the current COVID-19 pandemic.
teleSUR 
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On Sunday 4th October, Kana-
ky (New Caledonia) held a sec-
ond referendum to decide on 
its independence from France. 
180,000 people voted on the 
question with an 80 per cent 
turnout and a 56.67 per cent 
majority voting to reject inde-
pendence, according to SBS 
News.

The outcome to remain a part 
of France is disappointing for the 
Indigenous people of the island, 
the Kanak people who lead the 
Kanak and Socialist National Lib-
eration Front (Front de Libération 
Nationale Kanak et Socialiste, 
FLNKS).

BACKGROUND
Kanaky has been subject to 

European imperialism and colo-
nialism since James Cook “discov-
ered” the island in 1774. From 1853 
onwards, it has been the French 
settler-colony known as New Cal-
edonia and is comprised of white 
French settlers and Indigenous 
Melanesian people. The Indigenous 
people of Kanaky were one of the 
persecuted groups by Australian 
and British imperialists for the 
“blackbirding” slavery practice 
that brought Melanesian people to 
North Queensland for sugarcane 
production. 

The Guardian has covered 

for years the continued exploita-
tion of Kanak people by the white 
and European imperialists. This 
includes the 1980s armed confl ict 
between the Kanak liberation 
movement and the white settlers, 
Australia’s exploitative Temporary 
Business (long stay) 457 visa, the 
opening of the Goro nickel mine 
that has twenty-fi ve per cent of 
the world’s nickel reserves, and 
the criminalisation of Kanaky’s 
pro-independence unionists. 

In the words of a call to action 
by Collectif Solidarité Kanaky pub-
lished in the Guardian issue #1424 
in 2006: “Those in power are trying 
to muzzle the territory’s foremost 
organisation for defending the 
rights of all workers, whether they 
be Kanak (the Indigenous people of 
Kanaky) or of other origins. In this 
far-away colony where there are no 
industrial tribunals, employees are 
often forced to lead long confl icts 
to assert their rights, faced with 
arrogant bosses who mock their 
dignity.”

In 1998 the Nouméa Accord 
was signed between the French 
Republic, the conservative pro-
France party called the Rally, and 
the pro-independent FLNKS with 
the promise to extend more rights 
to Kanak people and to hold an 
independence referendum by 2018. 
If the results were to remain a part 
of France, another two referendums 
were to be held in 2020 and 2022. 

The 2020 referendum is a part 
of this process.

In order to strengthen the 
opposition to Kanaky’s independ-
ence, six anti-independence parties 
formed an alliance in July this year 
called the Loyalists. The Loyalists, 
if the independence referendums 
are defeated, seek constitutional 
closer ties with France and the 
French government. 

WHAT NOW?
One question that faces Kana-

ky’s future is how, whether inde-
pendent of France or not, will the 
island position itself amongst the 
rising tensions between the US and 
China in the Asia-Pacifi c.

Kanaky, as a French settler-
colony, is one of France’s footholds 
in the Asia-Pacifi c. The past ten or so 
years of various powers militarising 
the region has now exploded into 
the arena of the new Cold War.

It is clear France is not exempt 
from trying to secure its interests 
in the region. This is shown by the 
recent trilateral meetings between 
France, Australia and India that 
were fi rst held last month in Sep-
tember to discuss strategy in the 
Indo-Pacifi c. France has named 
the region as “a priority for French 
diplomacy” for a “stable, law-based, 
multipolar order.” 

Following the defeat of the 
2020 referendum on 4th October, 

Kanaky/New Caledonia will be hold-
ing their third referendum in 2022. 

The biggest hurdle facing a win 
through the referendum process is 
that the Indigenous Kanak people’s 
democratic voice is drowned out by 
the French settlers. Kanak people 
only make up approximately thirty-
nine per cent of the population. 

This is a problem that all Indig-
enous people face within settler-
colonies as their sovereignty and 
political rights are suppressed by a 
pro-imperialist majority. Because 
of this reality, it remains unclear 
whether independence can be won 
by restraining the political strug-
gle to participation in the existing 
system. 
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THE POLITICAL STRUGGLE FOR 
KANAKY’S INDEPENDENCE

Scenes outside the Bolivian court that 
decided not to stop the Movement 
Towards Socialism (MAS) standing 
in this month’s elections are a taster 
of how the right will react to MAS’s 
likely victory.

Thugs attacked MAS supporters gath-
ered awaiting the verdict with fi recrackers 
and baseball bats.

The court ruling is a victory – but not 
an indication that the election will proceed 
fairly.

Disqualifi cation of charismatic socialist 
leaders, often on the grounds of trumped-up 
criminal allegations, is not unique to Bolivia.

Turncoat Ecuadorean President Lenin 
Moreno, elected on a platform committed 
to continuing his predecessor Rafael Cor-
rea’s socialist policies, has driven his former 
leader into exile.

And it is unlikely that Brazil would cur-
rently be ruled by Jair Bolsonaro, whose 
trampling on Indigenous rights, contempt 
for the environment and disastrous mis-
handling of Covid-19 all justify his nick-
name “Trump of the Tropics,” without the 
baseless charges against former president 

Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva that stopped the 
frontrunner from standing. 

In Bolivia the same tactic has been 
deployed to stop Evo Morales running, this 
time with the added indignity that he is, in 
fact, Bolivia’s elected president. 

Objections raised by the US stooges who 
run the Organisation of American States that 
there were irregularities in his re-election last 
October have been debunked in detail by the 
US-based Centre for Economic and Policy 
Research; but as journalist Mark Weisbrot 
points out, they should have been easy to 
see through from the beginning.

There are important lessons in the appall-
ing events of last autumn which need to be 
more broadly absorbed across the left. The 
fact that a political tendency can mount 
demonstrations is not evidence that it rep-
resents a majority of the people. 

The fact that the United States and 
allied governments, or indeed major media 
outlets, are prepared to go along with an 
opposition’s claims tells us precisely noth-
ing about their veracity. 

Last year Foreign Secretary Dominic 
Raab parroted US propaganda about 

“systemic flaws” in the election – and 
lamented Jeremy Corbyn’s “unbelievable” 
behaviour in condemning the army’s sei-
zure of power.

Raab’s support for the coup means 
Britain shares responsibility for the brutal 
repression that followed, the massacres of 
protesters who dared to rally in defence of 
the fi rst Indigenous president in the repub-
lic’s history. These events must inform our 
attitude to Bolivia’s presidential election 
this month.

The Bolivian government is not legiti-
mate. President Jeanine Anez is an army 
appointee. Her administration’s determina-
tion to undo the gains of fourteen years of 
socialist rule – which saw Bolivia’s economy 
expand faster than any other in the Ameri-
cas while reducing poverty most rapidly – 
through fi re-sale privatisations consists of 
simple theft from the people.

Second, the repression has never ceased. 
MAS supporters continue to be harassed 
and jailed and their most popular leader is 
not allowed to participate. 

It is a tribute to the democratic strength 
of the MAS and the unique social and 

ecological revolution it led that despite this, 
all polls show it sweeping to an overwhelm-
ing victory again.

But we have the best reasons to know 
that the brutes who did Washington’s dirty 
work – “we will coup whoever we want,” as 
US tycoon Elon Musk so eloquently put it – 
have no qualms about violently preventing 
or overturning that result, since they did 
exactly that eleven months ago.

The Morning Star has reported on con-
tingency plans being looked at by paramili-
taries with links to the army to stage “false 
fl ag” bombings to discredit MAS.

The Interior Minister has issued ominous 
warnings that the police and the army are 
ready to step in to “defend democracy” if 
the regime considers it necessary.

It is vital that the eyes of the world are 
on the Bolivian vote, that the left stands in 
solidarity with a Bolivian people who have 
been robbed of their chosen government 
and whose real achievement in forcing new 
elections could still be smashed with the full 
approval of the US, British and European 
governments.
Morning Star 

EDITORIAL: BOLIVIA’S COMING ELECTION 
MUST NOT BE STOLEN LIKE THE LAST


