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WHAT DOES BIDEN'S WIN 
MEAN FOR AUSTRALIA?

After days of counting and uncertainty, Joe Biden 
has emerged as President-elect of the United States 
of America. The result ends four years of some of 
the most openly flagrant attacks the American 
working class has suffered. However, while a Biden 
presidency may offer some relief to the American 
working class in contrast to President Donald 
Trump’s outright aggression, now is not the time 
to be passive. This is particularly so for those of us 
who live outside the US and are subject to American 
foreign policy.

Trump’s presidency, marked with naked bellig-
erence, made his hostilities towards China, Iran, 
and Venezuela (to name a few) clear. This language 
lacked the diplomatic veneer of his predecessors 
which exposed the ugliness of US imperialism 
that had been sugar-coated by “statesmanship” of 
previous presidents. It made exposing and high-
lighting the crimes of capitalism easier and far less 
defensible.

With Trump gone, the world is no safer. Biden, 
one of the US’ greatest warhawks, will undoubtedly 
promote an imperialist agenda under the guise of 
“defending democracy.”  

Australia, as the largest Western state in the Asia-
Pacific, is a country that plays a prominent role in 
promoting and upkeeping Western hegemony in the 
region. Thus, those of us concerned with ensuring 
peace and fight against colonisation and imperial-
ism, need to be vigilant in combating the next set 
of foreign policy manoeuvres to come.

Australia’s role in assisting US imperialism is 
not secret. Like many other US-aligned countries, 
Australia has numerous US bases on its soil. The 
most notable of these is Pine Gap – a US satellite sur-
veillance base – run by the US Central Intelligence 
Agency, US National Security Agency, and US 
National Reconnaissance Office. This base, like the 
others (such as Robertson Barracks and Australian 
Defence Satellite Communications Station) allow the 
US to operate without scrutiny in a place that gives 
them a distinct strategic advantage as they attempt 
to undermine the sovereignty of nations like China. 
In fact, it was under the Obama administration (in 
which Biden served) that 2,500 US Marines were 
committed to the Robertson Barracks for training 
for a period of five years. 

Any Australian government (whether the ALP or 
Coalition lead it) is likely to tail behind the US. Biden 
will make these moves more palatable to much of the 
public at large, and we must fight back against any 
attempts to place Australia in the middle of a war.

Ever since Scott Morrison took over as Prime 
Minister, his government has amplified the anti-
China rhetoric, echoing Trump’s messaging, which 
reached levels of hostility unseen since the Cold 
War. As a result, Australia has already suffered im-
mensely from Morrison’s calls for an international 
investigation into the source of the Coronavirus 
outbreak as billions of dollars in exports to China 
have ceased. 

Trade isn’t the only issue affecting Australia 
by following Trump’s lead. Morrison, one of par-
liament’s most famous climate denialists, was 
emboldened by the climate scepticism of Trump 
who famously withdrew from the Paris Agreement. 
With Trump’s defeat, Morrison sits virtually alone 
among world leaders as Biden has promised to re-
join the Paris agreement and has set a target to 
reach net-zero carbon emissions by 2050.

Australians should be pushing for our govern-
ment to re-examine its relationship with the US. 
Our relationship with the US since WW2 has been 
that of a side-kick, doing the dirty work of the US 
in the Asia-Pacific region and beyond. Our gov-
ernment’s willingness to blindly follow the US has 
made it responsible for the deaths of millions in 
wars (including our own), the destruction of our 
economy, and the imperiling of the future of this 
planet through climate change.

We must fight for an independent Australia!
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CPA STATEMENT:
COMMUNIST PARTY OF 
AUSTRALIA STATEMENT 
AGAINST THE ACTIONS 

OF THE VICTORIAN STATE 
IN ITS DESTRUCTION 

OF LIVING ABORIGINAL 
HISTORY ON DJAB 

WURRUNG COUNTRY

CPA STATEMENT:
SAY NO TO MEDIA 

MONOPOLY

As part of a routine extension of a regional 
highway in the Australian state of Victoria an 
important part of Aboriginal history has been 
destroyed. The Communist Party of Australia 
supports Indigenous peoples in their struggle 
to achieve land rights. We condemn the actions 
of the government of the state in league with 
police and private security contractors. 

The workers of the state do require a safe regional 
highway for the smooth congress of goods, etc. This 
requirement should not be to the exclusion of the con-
tinuing existence of irreplaceable Indigenous culture. 
Cheaper alternatives were available to the Victorian 
government for the expansion of this highway. These 
were ignored in favour of a heavy police and carceral-
punitive response to the two-year occupation of Djab 
Wurrung Country by Traditional Owners and their 
supporters. 

On the 27th October, under the cover of a long-
awaited COVID-19 lockdown announcement, police 
used temporary COVID-19 powers to block the road, 

set up checkpoints, occupy the Djab Wurrung Embassy 
and hand out $150,000 worth of fines in half an hour. 

Around Australia, as around the world, capital-
ist and bourgeois concerns trump Indigenous lands, 
artefacts and histories time and time again. We saw 
it with the recent destruction of Puutu Kunti Kur-
ruma artefacts by Rio Tinto for the expansion of an 
iron ore mine in the Pilbara, Western Australia. This 
recent attack was cloaked under the cover of a huge 
lockdown-restriction announcement. Enabled by 
temporary COVID-19 powers, it is another example 
of the callous and underhanded way Indigenous con-
cerns are dealt with in the colonial-capitalist West. 

To protest these actions CPA members will gather 
outside elected parliamentarians around the state of 
Victoria on Saturday the 21st of November. Information 
will be disseminated and donations collected for the 
resistance efforts prioritised by Djab Wurrung elders.

Issued by the Melbourne Branch of the Communist 
Party of Australia, CPA. 

9th November 2020. -

The Communist Party of Australia stands 
against the Murdoch media monopoly in 
Australia. 

“It condemns the anti-worker and anti-communist 
propaganda and misinformation campaign spread 
by the Murdoch press” said Andrew Irving, General 
Secretary of the CPA. 

The CPA welcomes and supports the campaign 
by former Prime Minister Kevin Rudd to challenge 
the pernicious influence of Rupert Murdoch using 
his Media Empire to attack Australian Democracy. 

Murdoch is the representative of the most reac-
tionary billionaires and the Imperialist war making 
of the USA and British Capital. 

The Murdoch press promotes the most reaction-
ary and ideologically driven organisations such as 
the National Civic Council and lately One Nation 
and Family First. “They use this sponsorship to 
infect all the political parties and some of the trade 
unions with reactionary politics” explains Mr Irving. 

The examples of this include the rise of Tony 
Abbott and the direct manipulation of Mark Latham 
along with many others in the political life of this 
country. 

It is in the interest of the Australian people to 
oppose media monopoly and the negative impacts 
of this reactionary influence. “All parties of democ-
racy have an interest in driving out this obstacle to 
democracy, concluded Irving. 

We support the call for an inquiry into the use 
of finances to exact political interference by this for-
eign billionaire. The monopoly allows the ignoring 
of the issues that should be tackled such as Climate 
Change and attacks on workers’ rights, and instead 
concentrates on spreading racism and bigotry. 

100 years of being true to the working class – 
for workers’ rights, for peace, for good housing and 
against racism. We fight for Socialism! -

PRESS FUND
What a couple of week’s with the release of a draft bill to sweep public sector 
corruption under the carpet, the exposure of two leading Ministers in the Morrison 
government, and before that the passing of a bill to make it easier to hide political 
donations from public view. It’s time this corrupt mob were removed. A real alternative 
is needed, a socialist one.

Our warmest thanks to the contributors below:
DC $100, NH $50, GD $100.
This week’s total: $250.00
Cumulative total: $4,641.10
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COMMONWEALTH COVER-UP 
COMMISSION

PARLIAMENT JUST WEAKENED 
POLITICAL DONATIONS LAWS WHILE 

YOU WEREN'T WATCHING

Anna Pha

Sir Richard Appleby (Yes Minister) 
would have been proud of the Morri-
son government’s proposed Common-
wealth Integrity Commission (CIC). It 
is presented in response to public pres-
sure for the government to address 
the rampant corruption overseen by 
the Morrison government. It will do 
nothing of the sort. 

It is a complete sham, more likely to cover 
up (not publicly expose and punish) corrup-
tion by government Ministers and others 
who are there to serve the public – in theory.

That should not come as a surprise from a 
government that has overseen rorting of hun-
dreds of millions of dollars in grants, handed 
out lucrative deals for political donors and 
mates, failed to seek tenders for contracts, 
etc. (See Guardian “FEDERAL INTEGRITY 
COMMISSION CANNOT WAIT!”, #1939, 
02-11-2020)

COVER-UP
Attorney-General Christian Porter, who 

has carriage of the legislation, released two 
draft bills on 2nd November for the estab-
lishment and installation of the CIC. Porter 
claims that the CIC “will ensure that cor-
ruption issues occurring across the public 
sector will be investigated appropriately by 
a well-resourced agency.”

On the surface it sounds great. But despite 
390 pages of legislation, there are no provi-
sions that would have brought to account 
those guilty of rorting the system, giving a 
helping hand to mates, or other unsavoury 
practices.

“The CIC’s primary function would be 
the investigation of serious criminal con-
duct that represents corruption in the public 
sector,” Porter said in his Media Release. 

That would exclude most, if not all, of the 
types of corruption, abuse of power, and 
breaches of acceptable standards of conduct 
referred to above.

The claim that it will be “well-resourced” 
is a bit of an exaggeration, at $147 million 
over four years including establishment costs.

Porter boasts that the CIC will have 
greater powers than a Royal Commission. 
But, they only apply once a matter has 
been referred to and accepted by the CIC 
for investigation. Getting to that point is 
no easy matter.

TWO DIVISIONS
The Commission has two divisions: one 

covering various law enforcement agencies 
and the other covering offices of Parliament, 
public servants, and publicly funded higher 
education and research.

The law enforcement integrity division 
covers government agencies such as the 
Australian Federal Police, Australian Taxa-
tion Office, Department of Home Affairs, 
the Australian Securities and Investments 
Commission, and the Australian Compe-
tition and Consumer Commission. They 
cover approximately twenty per cent of the 
public sector.

The public sector integrity division has 
jurisdiction over the public sector, intel-
ligence agencies, Australian Defence Force 
employees, staff of federal judicial officers, 
parliamentarians and their staff, and pub-
licly funded higher education providers and 
research bodies.

DOUBLE STANDARDS
Hearings may be held in public when 

dealing with law enforcement corruption 
issues, but not when dealing with public 
sector corruption issues.

Referral to the law enforcement division 
is mandatory for heads of law enforcement 

agencies on corruption issues relating to their 
agency. Referrals could also be made by the 
Attorney-General, the Minister responsible 
for the agency, an integrity agency (such as 
the Commonwealth Ombudsman) or anyone 
else including a staff member or a member 
of the public.

In the case of the public sector division, 
the heads of entities other than a parlia-
mentarian’s office would have a mandatory 
obligation to report suspected corruption 
issues relating to their staff members if they 
hold a “reasonable suspicion” that a listed 
offence has been committed. Members of the 
public could not refer any matters.

Parliamentarians would be able “to make 
a self-referral to the public sector integrity 
division. There is no requirement of reason-
able suspicion for a parliamentarian self-
referring to the CIC[!!]” Surely that one is 
straight out of Yes Minister. Staffers would 
not be able to refer Ministers.

The law enforcement commission would 

be able to initiate inquiries, but the public 
sector would not have that power.

The hearings can be public for law 
enforcement division inquiries, but they must 
be in secret for the public sector hearings.

The public sector can cannot make find-
ings of corrupt conduct, it can only refer mat-
ters to the appropriate authorities, whereas 
the law enforcement commission can.

It is a complete whitewash when it comes 
to parliamentarians and public servants, 
failing to publicly address such matters as 
corruption. Taken together with the new 
electoral donation laws (see below), the CIC 
would set in place an environment where cor-
ruption could run even more rampant than it 
does now, and with no public accountability 
or transparency.

It suggests the government has a lot to 
hide.

There will now be a consultation process 
with a deadline of 12th February 2021 for 
submissions on the draft bills. -

Luke Beck via The Conversation

While Australians were distracted by 
Melbourne’s lockdown ending and the 
final days of the Queensland and Unit-
ed States elections, both major parties 
joined forces in federal parliament to 
weaken political donations laws.

This will make it easier for federal 
politicians to accept secret donations from 
property developers.

WHAT’S THE BACKSTORY?
In 2019, the High Court upheld Queens-

land laws banning property developers from 
making donations to political parties. The 
ban was introduced by the Palaszczuk gov-
ernment after a recommendation by the 
state’s Crime and Corruption Commission.

The Queensland ban applies to donations 
made to state and local political campaigns 
as well as general donations to political par-
ties. A general donation might be used for 
federal, state or local political purposes or 
for the costs of running a party.

At the same time, the High Court also 
struck down a 2018 federal law that said 
property developers could ignore state laws 
banning them from making general dona-
tions to political parties. (Yes — federal 
parliament really did pass a law overriding 
state anti-corruption powers!). The High 
Court said federal parliament has no power 
to regulate political donations that merely 
“might be” used for federal campaigns.

Property developers are also banned 
from making political donations in New 
South Wales and the ACT.

ALLOWING SECRET 
DONATIONS FROM DODGY 

DONORS
The legislation passed last week overrides 

state bans on property developer donations 
in two ways.

First, the legislation introduces a new 
provision to replace the 2018 federal law 
struck down by the High Court. This new 
provision allows property developers (and 
others banned from making donations under 
state laws) to ignore state laws banning them 
from making political donation where the 
donation is “for federal purposes”.

Second, the legislation allows property 
developers and political parties to ignore 
state laws requiring that donations be dis-
closed. In NSW and Queensland, donations 
of $1,000 or more need to be disclosed. 
Under the new federal law, only donations 
of $14,300 or more made by property 
developers “for federal purposes” need to 
be disclosed.

The explanation given for the new laws 
is that state laws shouldn’t apply to federal 
donations.

According to Finance Minister Mathias 
Cormann, the new laws “better clarify” the 
interaction between federal and state elec-
toral laws. “The revised provisions ensure 

that federal law only applies exclusively 
to donations that are expressly for federal 
purposes, while fully respecting the applica-
tion of state laws to amounts used for state 
purposes.”

Labor’s Don Farrell, who is shadow 
Special Minister of State, told the Senate 
“it’s not Labor’s intention in any way to 
weaken any of those provisions already in 
place in the states, but the Commonwealth 
parliament should be able to make laws 
with respect to Commonwealth elections, 
and those laws should not be overridden 
by the states.”

WHY THIS IS BAD FOR 
INTEGRITY

If you are a property developer wanting 
to curry favour with the NSW Labor Party 
or the Queensland Liberal National Party, 
you are now allowed to make a donation of 
$14,299 and no one will ever know. All you 
need to do is tell the party the money is “for 
federal purposes.”

While the law requires parties to keep 
money donated “for federal purposes” in 
separate bank accounts, a donation “for 
federal purposes” frees up money from 
other, general donations to be used for 
state purposes.

The Greens and independent MPs lined 
up to criticise the new law. As member for 
Indi, Helen Haines told parliament “this 
bill locks in the status quo when it comes 

to the current political donations culture at 
the federal level.”

Meanwhile, Tasmanian lower house MP 
Andrew Wilkie described the law as allowing 
“brazen money laundering.” Senator Jacqui 
Lambie said the law was “a doozy” of a way 
“to hide big donor money from the voters” 
and “the latest in a long line of betrayals of 
the public’s trust.”

FEDERAL INTEGRITY 
LAWS ARE TOO WEAK
Federal parliament had an opportunity 

to introduce better federal political transpar-
ency measures. They could have lowered the 
federal donations disclosure threshold so 
the public knows where federal politicians 
get their money. They could have intro-
duced real-time reporting of donations so 
the public doesn’t have to wait until after 
each election to find out the identities of 
the biggest donors.

Labor has introduced bills on both these 
measures. Instead of dealing with those, 
both major parties took the time and effort 
to override state anti-corruption laws.

To add icing on top, the Morrison gov-
ernment has now released a draft bill for a 
federal integrity commission with proposed 
powers so much weaker than existing state 
anti-corruption commissions that a former 
judge called it a “feather duster.”

Australians deserve much better than 
this. -
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Elileen Whitehead

For almost 200 years, we have been 
living and working under the yoke of 
capitalism, which initially appeared 
to improve the lives of most people. 
The capitalists needed labour to pro-
vide their profits, but when the work-
ers began sensing their worth and 
flexing their muscles to demand bet-
ter conditions, we saw – and are still 
seeing – the vicious and ugly side of 
capitalism.

Worldwide, people are revolting, but 
only a few support a true Marxist revolution 
which will free workers from the shackles 
of capitalism. Daniel Taylor (“Communists 
must support uprisings everywhere” in Red 
Flag), stated that virtually all revolutions 
were genuine, that all uprisings are because 
the workers are rebelling against capitalist 
masters. However, in today’s complex, glo-
balised circumstances, nothing is that simple.

Many people genuinely protesting against 
autocratic regimes can find their protests 
waylaid by other interests entirely. Iraqis 
who cheered the invasion of the USA against 
Saddam Hussein, believing they would be 
free of a tyrant, now find themselves under 
occupation with a government wracked with 
fiscal problems, religious and political rival-
ries: unable, through the limited institutional 
capability, to introduce reforms. Governance 
is weak, and corruption is rampant, so what 
have the people gained? They’ve replaced a 
dictatorship, which at least kept the country 
stable, with a form of imperialism which 
Lenin’s Communist International would 
have rebuffed.

But let’s get back to our own country, 
which is being led currently by ideologues 
of the worst kind, exemplified by Morrison’s 
attitude towards the JobSeeker payment. It’s 
evident from his remarks that he differenti-
ates between the newly unemployed caused 
by the pandemic, and those who were look-
ing for employment before the pandemic 
struck. The phrase “those who have left the 
workforce through no fault of their own” 
has been the mantra of both Morrison and 
Frydenberg, implying a division of two types 
of Australians – the unfortunate “workers” 
hit by the pandemic and the other “bludgers” 
who never wanted to work. In my book, the 
only bludgers are the ultra-rich, shopping 
till they drop. 

This type of neoliberal thinking is behind 
the “line in the sand” drawn by Frydenberg 
towards those deserving of the JobSeeker 
payment. This stunted thinking can be the 
only reason why casuals, gig workers, foreign 
workers on temporary visas, and many others, 
weren’t included. Even after a faster than 
expected economic recovery, when Treas-
ury stated the original $130billion allotted 
for JobKeeper would be half that cost, what 
did Frydenberg do? He didn’t spend a single 
dollar to support a larger group of people – 
even after the Reserve Bank Governor, Philip 
Lowe stated the debt was “entirely manage-
able and affordable.”

The government has made noises that 
they will repay the debt by encouraging eco-
nomic growth - which must mean creating 
jobs. So why isn’t this government increasing 
its spending? Instead of cutting the public 
service, it must employ more. More money 
in more people’s pockets means more spend-
ing, which makes its way into the retail and 
service sectors. 

What is only just beginning to sink in 
is the fact that the generous $1,500 per 
employee paid to businesses has simply seen 
those businesses make bigger profits and 
pay that money back to shareholders in the 
form of dividends! As JobSeeker is reduced, 
and the unemployed return once more to 
their scant diets, those comfortably well off 
receive even more.

This must make us question the way our 
federal Coalition government actually sees 
the world from its ivory tower, and how this 
influences its actions. Sean Kelly (“Snapback” 

in The Monthly) likens it to Machiavellian 
politics – favouring those they like in order 
to garner votes, and what I see as much more 
likely, a punishment handed out to those 
who won’t vote for them. This was obvious 
from their distribution of money in 2018 
during the community sports infrastructure 
program, doling out up to $500,000 to fund 
local sporting clubs’ facilities improvement in 
marginal seats leading up to the 2019 election.

My real concern is when Morrison implies 
that we have to “return to how it was before 
the pandemic”! Really? Hundreds homeless, 
many working two jobs, others trying to find 
jobs that don’t exist. The worst fires ever with 
over 17  hectares of burnt country, billions 
of animals burnt to death? The subject of 
climate change has never been high on the 
government’s agenda, which pleases their 
benefactors, the fossil fuel companies. Mor-
rison’s government continues the contempt 
for the average worker whose entitlements 
conservative governments  have whittled 
away over the last forty years. His actions are 
condemning the youth of Australia to casu-
alisation with no hope of owning their own 
home, with only the scary future that rapid 
global warming will bring to look forward to.

This brings me full circle to the subject 
of revolutions. How important are human 
values to the Australian people? Whatever 
happened to the “fair go” that Australians 
are so proud to proclaim? What is happen-
ing to our embattled democracy? There is a 
“mood” of discontent prevailing around the 
country. Cracks are appearing in the neolib-
eral consensus because people realise that the 
values underlying capitalism don’t align with 
their own values. There are mutterings about 
what our communities want and what we’re 
actually getting. We want our political and 

economic systems to start to align with our 
values, which currently they do not. 

So what do we do to change this rotten 
system where our two main parties are walk-
ing in lock step, disregarding what eighty 
per cent of the people want to see enacted, 
especially regarding tackling climate change. 
The unions have the power – which is why 
such draconian laws have been put in place 
to confound them and reduce their power.

Unlike other countries, Australia doesn’t 
face an immediate threat of fascism or a mili-
tary coup. Still, we do need to find ways of 
overcoming divisions amongst progressive 
socialist groups in order to organise ourselves 
in combating climate change –  this is where 
unity is most needed today. Governments 
govern, but capitalism rules. Governments 
obey the capitalist oligarchs by enacting 
bills in parliament which control us, and by 

conditioning our thinking to such an extent 
that greed and selfishness seem natural.

Industrial and political democracy, along 
with full employment and sustainable jobs 
must be a part of any future socialist society. 
These requirements are non-negotiable. Many 
Party members are doing great work with 
younger activists, but we need to go further.

Workers and activists of the world need 
to unite. Certainly, Australian workers need 
to learn from international, anti-imperialist, 
global movements and begin to question how 
we want to live and what sort of society we 
want in the aftermath of this pandemic. At 
the moment, we have been made slaves of 
the economy working for corporations cham-
pioning unsafe work practices, insecure jobs 
leading to insecure personal finances, heating 
the planet and spreading viruses. Now, as the 
cracks appear in capitalism, is our chance 
to start using our basic commonsense. -

OP-ED: CAPITALISM AND THE 
NEED TO CHANGE IT
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Casey Davidson

The Brisbane branch of the CPA cele-
brated the centenary of the founding 
of the Communist Party of Australia 
on Saturday 7th November, coinciding 
with the anniversary of the Bolshevik 
revolution.

Unlike other states who were forced to 
conduct their celebrations online due to 
COVID-19 restrictions, Queensland com-
rades were fortunate enough to have the 
opportunity to come together in person.

The celebration included a display of 
interesting and historical photos, articles, 
pamphlets, posters, and books from the 
CPA’s archives, and most notably, a display 
of the late Jim Henderson’s works, collec-
tions and achievements. Comrade Hender-
son was the first Communist shire councillor 
when he was elected to the Bowen Shire 
Council in 1939. Brisbane branch members 
put in a considerable effort to collect these 
important historical documents for the 
display, and for future reference. Available 
for purchase were the new Lance Sharkey 
t-shirts, made by Central Branch (Sydney), 
as well as paraphernalia from Stalingrad.

The Brisbane branch secretary, Alex 
Denton, MC’d the event and kindly 
introduced the speakers throughout the 
afternoon.

First up was Dave Matters, branch 
president and Assistant General Secretary 
of the CPA, who gave an informative and 
thoughtful telling of the history of the world 
socialist movement and how that applies to 
the Australian context.

Comrade Matters started by talking 

about Australia as the forming of six colo-
nial settlements which were drenched 
with white supremacy, the frontier wars, 
and slave labour. He then talked about the 
earliest strikes of the 1890s, and the first 
general strike in Brisbane in 1912. This 
history aided in describing how socialism 
developed in Australia, and ultimately the 
Communist Party of Australia in 1920 – one 
hundred years ago.

This led into an analysis of how revolu-
tionary thought at the time became revo-
lutionary action, and explained how the 
party came under the leadership of Lance 
Sharkey. The fight against fascism and its 
defeat gave Communists hope for a better 
future across the world and saw them strug-
gle across many industries in Australia. Of 
note were the 1948 rail strike, and the 1949 
coal strike, which shaped the struggle within 
the unions for many years.

Matters then focused on the next era in 
the Communist movement – the red scare 
– where Menzies attempted to make the 
Communist Party illegal. In this time, the 
National Civic Council, an organisation that 
sought to attack communists, was formed 
in Australia by a supporter of Mussolini.

Attacks on the Communist Party in this 
period cost the Labor Party and Australian 
workers dearly, however due to some success 
in the struggle, they were able to continue 
to hold positions in trade unions, unlike in 
the USA and Canada. Matters made a point 
about the terrible situation in the US and 
Canada, where many workers must rely on 
tips for income, and how fortunately this is 
not the situation in Australia.

However, a massive shift in ideas started 

to develop, including a deeper expression of 
anarchism in the WW1 and the reformism 
of the Labor Party (ALP). US imperialists 
sought to recover from the rise of socialist 
and liberation movements, which required 
more sophisticated methods to attack the 
revolutionary vanguard.

One attack on the working class was cre-
ating an “absolutist” negative view of Stalin, 
rather than making a genuine assessment 
about some of his negative features, in order 
to correct errors in revolutionary action.

Splits and divisions developed in the 
Communist Party of Australia, anti-Com-
munist forces were admitted into the Party, 
and trends such as Trotskyism and new left 
thinking were tolerated – a petty-bourgeois 
trend. This was a period of deep confusion, 
and old comrades found themselves in dif-
ferent groups. The building of unions was 
divided between the CPA (ML) and the 
Socialist Party of Australia.

Other setbacks to socialism included the 
support of the Accord between the Australian 
Council of Trade Unions and ALP by some 
union leaders. This meant workers would 
now need to engage in a dispute settling 
procedure with bosses, and that strikes were 
basically outlawed by agreement. The SPA 
launched a struggle to expose the issues 
with the Accord, however one union that 
defied it was deregistered and liquidated.

This massive attack on the working 
class in Australia, occurred along with the 
privatisation of public transport, banks, 
telecommunications, airlines, and more. 
Casual and part-time work were maximised, 
and life for Australians changed drastically.

Matters concluded that regardless of 

setbacks, socialism is the next human eco-
nomic system emerging out of capitalism, 
and that the need for a staunch party with 
integrity is crucial. On the centenary of the 
CPA, comrades were invited to reflect on the 
heroic actions of Communists who found, 
built and defended the Party regardless of 
persecution and continued attacks, and to 
look towards a future where we continue to 
strengthen democratic processes to build 
and strengthen the Party.

This inspiring presentation was followed 
by the song, “Solidarity Forever”, performed 
by comrades Matt and Ovidio, in which all 
comrades joined in singing, and brought 
positive energy to the room.

In attendance were branch members, 
as well as friends of the Party, including 
Head of Mission at the Venezuelan embassy, 
Daniel Gasparri, who then gave greetings to 
the CPA. Friend of the party, Adela Brent, 
also gave a quick presentation which focused 
on communist women.

The final presentation focused on Jim 
Henderson, and was presented by Comrade 
Karla, who knew him personally. Karla gave 
special insight into comrade Jim’s person-
ality and life.

Overall, the day was an enjoyable and 
memorable celebration for CPA members 
and friends of the Party in Brisbane. Many 
thanks to the organisers, performers and 
speakers for creating such an event. A 
livestream of the event can be found on the 
Communist Party of Australia – Queensland 
Facebook page, and a pre-recorded quality 
video of Dave’s presentation will be avail-
able soon. -

Samuel Sisti

About fifty people braved stormy condi-
tions on 9th November in Ellenbrook, 
Western Australia, to protest outside 
the offices of Attorney-General Chris-
tian Porter regarding the criticism 
from human rights groups around 
the secretive prosecution of Witness 
K and his lawyer Bernard Collaery.

Witness K revealed the role of Australia, 
and its security organisation ASIO, in the 
bugging of Timor-Leste’s government offices 
for the express intention of receiving a 
stronger end of the bargaining stick in oil 
and gas drilling negotiations.

It comes at a bad time for the embat-
tled Porter who is currently embroiled in 
a scandal regarding a young female staffer 

and ex-Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull’s 
notorious “bonk ban”.

The federal Coalition government has 
also come under fire for its handling of other 
matters regarding national security and the 
actions it has taken regarding the publica-
tion of incriminating public interest stories, 
including the Australian Federal Police 
raids on the ABC and Newscorp journalist 
Annika Smethurst.

The event was organised by the Inde-
pendent and Peaceful Australia Network 
(IPAN) and the Coalition of Supporters of 
Bernard Collaery and Witness K (COSOCK) 
and gained traction after a successfully 
placed ad in the West Australian newspa-
per on Saturday. It was part of a national 
day of action across Australia, with similar 
protests in other capital cities.

Bolstering the event were speakers 

Seamus Carey (IPAN), Jo Vallentine (former 
Greens senator for WA) and Sam Wainwright 
(councillor for the City of Fremantle) who 
all withstood the wind and rain to speak to 
the eager crowd.

Issues spoken about included Australia’s 
involvement in imperialist policies in the 
Pacific, including of course Timor-Leste 
and the training of Indonesian soldiers in 
Australia to subjugate Austronesian and 
Melanesian peoples; and the matter of the 
day, ASIO wire-tapping the offices of the 
youngest and poorest nation in Southeast 
Asia; and the subsequent cover-up enforced 
by the Australian government and Porter.

It isn’t the only act of imperialism com-
mitted by Australia and its corporate class 
in the region, with Rio Tinto being held 
responsible in a United States court over 
genocide in Bougainville and the cooperation 

with the Indonesian military in the subjuga-
tion of Indigenous Peoples in West Papua.

As principled Marxist-Leninists we 
must stand against imperialism and fight 
for those who have the bravery to speak 
out against it. The actions of Porter, and 
this Australian government, to stand by 
the side of corporations like Woodside, Rio 
Tinto, and Santos and to let them plunder 
our poorest neighbours is reprehensible. 
As is their use of thuggish tactics to silence 
anyone that dares reveal the underhanded 
and secretive tactics of this government.

IPAN reached out to Seven West Media 
and other news organisations to cover the 
event but none were brave enough to face 
the rain.

The Communist Party of Australia 
demands the charges be dropped. -

BRISBANE: CENTENARY REPORT

PERTH: CHRISTIAN PORTER PROTEST
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Seamus Carey

The term “Indo-Pacific,” barely heard 
of in a political context until the last 
decade, has become a buzzword in 
international relations discourse. 
Its usage has been propelled by the 
four governments participating in 
the Quadrilateral Security Dialogue 
(“the Quad”) – Japan, India, Austral-
ia, and the US.

While at face value the term seems harm-
less (what could be wrong with naming two 
oceans?), in fact, it has become a signifier 
of the wider foreign policy goals of the US 
(and its vassals) in the region, centred upon 
hostility towards China.

The Quad, which has been expanding 
in scale to become a de facto military alli-
ance, brings together three of the largest 
US-aligned economies together with their 
hegemon into what could become “the NATO 
of the Indo-Pacific” – furthering US hostile 
intentions towards China just as NATO has 
done towards the Soviet Union and Russia.

This November the annual military 
exercise “Malabar” has been underway. For 
the first time, all four members of the Quad 
are participating. Participation by each of 
the four has varied, mostly according to the 
inconsistent attitudes of successive Aus-
tralian, Indian and Japanese governments 
towards diplomacy or confrontation with 
China. The Trump regime’s normalisation 
of open hostility and disregard for respect-
ful diplomacy, as well as scaremongering 
propaganda campaigns against China, bully-
ing the world back towards a bipolar model 
and a new Cold War, have contributed to a 
stronger alignment of the Quad.

Unfortunately, the accession of Biden 
to the presidency cannot be expected to 
reverse this trend, but rather exacerbate it 
in new (or rather, old) ways. The behaviour 
of the Trump administration alienated many 
other allies, even threatening the continued 
existence (either effective or real) of NATO, 
with major European powers France and 
Germany distancing themselves from some 
aspects of US policy. However, both France 
and Germany have also begun to assert 
themselves more in the Indo-Pacific, and 
if the Biden presidency restores the align-
ment of NATO then the net effect is a huge 
bolstering of bipolarity and militarisation 
in the region and the world.

France released major policy docu-
ments regarding the Indo-Pacific in 2018 
and 2019, and Germany followed suit this 
year. Neither government had made any 
major use of this term “Indo-Pacific” in the 
past, and the word alone is indicative of the 
US-manufactured ideological shift from the 
“War on Terror” (which, although terror-
ism is in fact more prevalent than when the 
“war” began, has ceased to be convenient as 
the central pivot of the US state worldview) 
to the war on China.

France has a great deal of territorial 
presence in the Indian and Pacific oceans, 

including Mayotte, Reunion, French Poly-
nesia, and New Caledonia, territories gained 
during the period of European colonial 
pillage.

Despite the desire of the indigenous 
Kanak people of New Caledonia for inde-
pendence, a referendum for independence 
this year was narrowly defeated due to the 
large European minority. Another referen-
dum will take place in 2022. The threat of 
losing New Caledonia, which has huge nickel 
reserves, is further impetus for France to 
step up its military presence in the region. 
The main export destination for the nickel 
is China, which is (perhaps paradoxically) 
reason for France to seek moderately worse 
relations between China and New Caledonia. 
Good relations with China would guarantee 
good economic prospects for New Caledonia 
as an independent nation, something which 
is uncommon for other French colonies and 
a danger to French authority.

Greater French presence in the Pacific 
is especially alarming as France is a nuclear 
power. France’s insistence upon its “right” 
to nuclear weapons activity in the Pacific is 
known all too well to the people of French 
Polynesia, where extensive nuclear weapons 
testing carried out by the French military 
over the latter half of the 20th century, 
with disregard for the lives and land of the 
indigenous peoples, resulted in illness or 
death of thousands of people and enduring 
environmental and health consequences. So 
too, is it known all too well to the people 
of Aotearoa/New Zealand, as in 1985 the 
French government conspired to carry out 
a terrorist attack against the Greenpeace 

ship Rainbow Warrior at Auckland port, 
sinking the ship and causing one death, as 
retaliation for its anti-nuclear policy.

There has even been some speculation, 
particularly in various Indian media, that 
France may join the Quad in order to further 
strengthen its presence in the region. While 
there has been little public statement to this 
effect by the French government, that may 
change if US-France ties are deepened by 
the Biden administration. Japanese Foreign 
Minister Motegi Toshimitsu also expressed 
at a 6th October press conference that 
“France and Germany also unmistakably 
have a strong interest and commitment to 
the Indo-Pacific. I believe it is important 
to have cooperation by as many countries 
as possible that share basic values and 
shared rules.”

Do those basic values and shared rules 
include colonial exploitation, and carrying 
out a terror attack to pursue a pro-nuclear 
weapons agenda? It would seem so, coming 
from the same government which continues 
to deny the immense crimes of its fascist 
regime before and during World War Two.

It is especially alarming that Germany 
has joined the trend towards military build-
up in the Indo-Pacific. Although France’s 
territorial presence in the region is a product 
of a shameful history and of questionable 
moral legitimacy, a recognised territo-
rial presence it does have, giving France 
some reasonable justification for a military 
presence.

Germany meanwhile, has none what-
soever. Nonetheless, Germany’s Defence 
Minister Annegret Kramp-Karrenbauer 

has pursued a viciously anti-China line 
which Pompeo would be proud of, and 
has recently announced increased military 
cooperation with Australia, and the dispatch 
of a German warship to patrol the Indian 
Ocean, telling the Sydney Morning Herald 
in an interview published 2nd November 
“We believe that Germany needs to mark 
its position in the region.”

Does it?
China is being labelled the aggressor for 

asserting its long-standing territorial claims, 
and even called “expansionist” despite its 
claims not expanding. As controversial as 
some of those claims may be, they in fact 
predate the founding of the People’s Repub-
lic of China (PRC), a fact demonstrated by 
the Taiwanese “Republic of China” govern-
ment’s assertion of the same claims, which 
also extends to military activity in the South 
China Sea. The United States has no prob-
lem with Taiwan doing exactly what they 
denounce of the PRC, and instead have 
increased arms sales to Taiwan.

China has also not, for instance, sent 
warships to patrol the Gulf of Mexico, 
unlike comparable US, Australian and now 
German military adventures. Imagine the 
response if they did!

The trend towards militarisation as 
well as polarisation in our region, the most 
populous in the world, is a danger to human 
survival. We must fight for peace, respect-
ful diplomacy, and independence, before 
it is too late. -

THE NATO OF THE INDO-PACIFIC

via Telesur

Armenian Prime Minister Nikol 
Pashinyan said he had signed a deal 
with Azerbaijan and Russia’s leaders 
to end the military conflict over the 
Nagorno-Karabakh region on Tues-
day morning after more than a month 
of bloodshed.

Russian President Vladimir Putin 
has confirmed that Baku and Yerevan 
have struck a deal to end the conflict over 
Nagorno-Karabakh and that Russian 

peacekeepers will be deployed along the 
contact line.

The agreement will create conditions 
for a long-term settlement of the crisis in 
both peoples’ interests, Putin said shortly 
after midnight Moscow time on Tuesday 
(22:30 GMT Monday 2nd November), con-
firming reports of the armistice Armenian 
PM Nikol Pashinyan described as “painful” 
but necessary.

The declaration has followed six weeks 
of heavy fighting and advancement by 
Azerbaijan’s forces. Baku said on Monday 
it had seized dozens of settlements in 

Nagorno-Karabakh, a day after proclaim-
ing victory in the battle for the enclave’s 
strategically positioned second-largest city.

The fighting had raised fears of a wider 
regional war, with Turkey supporting its ally 
Azerbaijan, while Russia has a defence pact 
with Armenia and a military base there.

Azerbaijan says it has since 27th Sep-
tember retaken much of the land in and 
around Nagorno-Karabakh that it lost in a 
1991-94 war, killing an estimated 30,000 
people and forcing many more from their 
homes. Armenia has denied the extent of 
Azerbaijan’s territorial gains.

According to Putin, Russia will deploy 
almost 2,000 peacekeepers along the line of 
contact and the “Lachin corridor,” the road 
connection between Nagorno-Karabakh 
and Armenia proper.

According to the draft, these peacekeep-
ers will move in as the Armenian armed 
forces withdraw and will stay for five years. 
An automatic five-year extension of their 
mandate is envisioned unless any party 
objects six months before its expiration. -

AZERBAIJAN & ARMENIA SIGN 
ARMISTICE OVER NAGORNO KARABAKH
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Hello Comrades! Welcome to another week of Australian Communist Thought and History. This week we 
continue our Party’s comments on Lenin and his impact. This week two articles are presented. One talks about 
how revisionists have attempted to romanticise Lenin’s work in order to delegitimise the gains made by the 
USSR after his death (something we still see today). The other details Lenin’s significance when he arrived in St. 
Petersburg and the Party he shaped.
In our history section, we provide an article about Sir Garfield Berwick’s new amendments to the Crimes Bill 
designed to punish anyone who opposes State policy. On noting that a Judge has the ability to decide whether or 
not “known character is admitted as evidence of intention [of crimes “sabotage” “and espionage”] an interesting 
statement from his article reads:
“On the basis of precedent, Barwick himself may well expect to become a judge. Is it likely that such a judge 
would rule out evidence of the known political character of an active unionist, a Communist, or an, active Labor 
Party member?”
No more than five years after this article, Berwick became Chief Justice of Australia (the longest serving). 
The Communist Party of Australia does not have a crystal ball that looks into the future, it just has a solid 
understanding of the science of Marxism-Leninism and how its capitalist representatives work.

E. W. Campbell
This article originally appeared in Tribune 
November, 1943.
In the autumn of 1893 news was whis-
pered abroad in the underground revo-
lutionary circles of St. Petersburg that 
a certain learned Marxist had appeared 
from the Volga.

Lenin had arrived in the capital.
The very first utterances of the young law 

student from Samara made a deep impres-
sion on the members of the St. Petersburg 
Marxist circles. 

At Shrovetide, 1894, a Conference, under 
the guise of a pancake party, was arranged 
in the home of engineer Klaeson.

Here the leading Mandate of St. Peters-
burg were introduced to the new arrival.

The pancakes cooked at this party were 
not to the Tsar's liking.

From there, it developed, under Lenin's 
guidance, the St Petersburg League of Strug-
gle for the Emancipation of the Working 
Class.

The League, which drew together all 
the Marxist circles in St. Petersburg, was 
the first body in Russia that began to unite 
socialism with the working class movement.

It was the first real rudiment of a 

revolutionary party backed by the working 
class movement.

BRUSSELS TO LONDON
In 1898 an unsuccessful attempt was 

made to build on the foundations laid down 
by Lenin, when a Congress was held in 
Minsk to form a Russian Social Democratic 
Labour Party.

Lenin was not present, as he was in 
exile in Siberia. 

A further and more successful attempt 
was made in July, 1903, when 43 delegates, 
representing 26 organisations, met in Con-
gress in a large flour warehouse in Brussels. 
At the request of the Belgian police, the 
Congress moved on to London.

This Congress was really the inaugu-
ral one. It was here that the fundamental 
problems of theory and organisation were 
thrashed out and a Party Programme 
adopted.

PLEKHANOV HAD "SOLD 
HIMSELF"

Plekhanov, "the father of Russian 
Marxism," was there — aloof, haughty and 
somewhat supercilious.

Fourteen years later, when the revo-
lution came to Tsarskoye Selo, where 

Plekhanov was living, Red Guards visited 
his house to search it for arms.

"What class of society do you belong 
to?" they asked.

"I am a revolutionist," answered Plekh-
anov, "who for forty years has devoted his 
life to the struggle for liberty."

"Anyway," said a workman, "you have 
now sold yourself to the bourgeoisie."

The workers no longer knew Plekhanov, 
"pioneer of Russian Social Democracy."

Lenin, the founder of the Bolshevik 
Party, was at the Congress in Brussels and 
London, mixing with the delegates, joking 
with them, but all the time seeking to turn 
their thoughts to the task on hand — the 
creation of a really sound revolutionary 
party. - 

R. Dixon
This article originally appeared in Tribune 
January, 1945.
“During the lifetime of great revolu-
tionaries,” wrote Lenin in his State 
And Revolution, “the oppressing class-
es have visited relentless persecution 
on them and received their teaching 
with the most savage hostility, the most 
furious hatred, the most ruthless cam-
paign of lies and slander.”

“After their death, attempts are made 
to turn them into harmless icons, canon-
ise them, and surround their names with 
a certain halo for the consolation of the 
oppressed classes and with the object of 
duping them, while at the same time emas-
culating and vulgarising the real essence of 
their revolutionary theories and blunting 
their revolutionary edge.”

Those words of Lenin, written when he 
was combatting the “adulteration of Marx-
ism,” aptly describes what is happening to 
his own writings today.

Publicists, who, a few years ago, were 
engaged in savagely attacking Lenin’s works 
and Soviet Russia, are, today, mournfully 
telling us that the Soviet Union has departed 
from and betrayed the teachings of Marx 
and Lenin.

Only recently, in the Soviet press, a 
statement appeared drawing attention to 
defects in textbooks and the teaching of 

political economy. The New York Times 
forthwith published a long feature article 
“proving”’ that the Soviet authorities had 
rejected basic teachings of Marx, Engels, 
and Lenin on political economy.

DISTORTION
This article was republished in the 

Labor Party’s paper Standard as proof 
positive that the Communists had deserted 
Marxism-Leninism. 

An examination of the Soviet press 
article, “Some Problems of the Teaching 
of Political Economy,” shows that what the 
authors were doing was criticising some 
distortions of Marxist-Leninist theory 
and insisting upon a firmer adherence to 
the teachings of Marx, Engels, Lenin, and 
Stalin on political economy.

Another furphy, borrowed from the 
Trotskyites, is that Soviet Russia, under 
the leadership of Stalin, has departed from 
the teachings of Lenin and, as a conse-
quence, is today much nearer capitalism 
than socialism.

The characteristic features of capitalism 
are the private ownership of the means of 
production and the exploitation of wage 
tabor. In Soviet Russia these have been 
abolished.

In Socialism, on the other hand, as 
Lenin again and again emphasised, means 
the abolition of the exploitation of man 
by man, or, in other words, the classless 

society. This has been achieved in Soviet 
Russia under the leadership of Stalin.

TRUTH REVEALED
There has been no departure from 

Socialism or the teachings of Lenin in 
the Soviet Union. What has happened is 
that the web of lies weaved around Soviet 
Russia by anti-Soviet publicists for more 
than twenty years was swept away by the 
war, and millions of people throughout the 
capitalist world for the first time learned 
the truth about the Soviet Union.

When the leader of the US Communists, 
Earl Browder, announced that because of 
conditions in America, Socialism would not 
be raised as an immediate post-war aim by 
the American Communists, and that the US 
Communist Party would be transformed 
into a Communist political and educational 
association, it was written by our enemies 
that this “new betrayal of Socialism” was 
the limit of Communist apostasy.

OUR CRITICS
When the CPA, because of the differ-

ent conditions prevailing in this country, 
decided not to follow the American deci-
sion, the same writers denounced us for 
not doing so. It was said that we were not 
only out of touch with what had happened 
in Soviet Russia but with international 
developments in the Communist move-
ment as well.

Lenin constantly reminded us that 
our revolutionary theory is “not a dogma, 
but a guide to action” and this is what our 
opponents fail to understand. Marx, Engels, 
and Lenin never laid down inflexible rules 
that apply to all situations in all countries 
at all times. 

Quite the contrary. Dealing with the 
factors determining Communist policy, 
Lenin once wrote:

“The social structure of society and of 
state power is characterised by changes and 
unless these changes are understood, not 
a single step can be taken in any sphere of 
social activity.”

“The understanding of these changes 
determines the prospects, by which we 
mean, of course, not idle guessing about 
things nobody knows, but the fundamental 
trends of economic and political develop-
ment — those trends, the resultant of which 
determines the immediate future of the 
country, those trends which determine the 
tasks, direction and character of the activity 
of every intelligent public man.”

In commemorating his death we must 
resolve to more thoroughly study his writ-
ings and understand his method, his dia-
lectical method, so that we may combat 
the distortion of Communist policy and 
theory and lead the anti-fascist masses, 
with greater confidence, along the path of 
progress. - 

LENIN'S PARTY LED THE PEOPLE 
TO VICTORY

LENIN'S TEACHINGS – OUR GUIDE
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This article originally appeared in Tribune, 
1960.
The so-called safeguarding amend-
ments to the Crimes Bill introduced 
into the Federal Parliament by Sir 
Garfield Barwick last week do not in 
any essential way alter the police state 
character of the bill and its menace to 
democratic rights.

Indeed, in some respects the new 
amendments would make the whole bill 
even more dangerous. This is seen when the 
new amendments are examined, not only 
in light of the little they DO say but also in 
the background of what they DO NOT say.

The main structure and main content of 
the bill is not altered by the new amendments 
at all. The newly created crimes given by 
Barwick, the sinister names of treason, 
treachery, sabotage, espionage, and breaches 
of official secrets all remain in the bill.

So do the harsh penalties, death (for 
treason), life imprisonment (treachery), 
fifteen years (sabotage), two to seven years 
(espionage and breaches of official secrecy).

So do the provisions that would enforce 
a father to inform on his son, also apply 
to those that open the door wide to liars, 
perjurers, and pimps?

THOUGHT CONTROL
A man can still be jailed because of 

evidence given about his 'known' (political) 
character.

Thought control definitions such as 
that of ''information" as "any information 
whether true or false and including (a) an 
opinion and (b) the report of a conversation" 
remain in the bill.

In a word all the most objectionable 
features of this entirely objectionable 
measure remain.

Nor could it be otherwise since the 
Government's clear intention is to use this 
bill against all opponents to its policy.

The proof that the new amendments to 
the amendments have been introduced to 
confuse and deceive people is seen in their 
flimsy character.

Here is what they provide (readers who 
wish to follow this closely will need to refer to 
the original bill which was published clause 
by clause in the Tribune of October 26):

Under the section on Treason ('assisting 
by any means whatever an opponent of 
Australian troops) and Treachery (assisting 
by any means whatever opponents of a 
proclaimed country) Barwick has introduced 
in each case two similar amendments.

The first amendment adds to the 
underlined phrase, "assist by any means 
whatever" (an opponent of Australian 
forces, Treason, or of a country proclaimed 
treacherous) the word "with intent to assist."

This really means nothing since, as 
claimed by Sir Garfield Barwick himself, 
common law presumes a person to intend the 
consequences of his action. For example, if a 
patriotic citizen opposes the use of Australian 
troops against Malayan insurgents (as the 
late Ben Chifley did) his intention is plain. 
Similarly, if an Australian today supported 
Cuba in the event of it being attacked by 
America that citizen's intention would also 
be plain.

SLEIGHT-OF-HAND
The simple truth is that the Menzies 

Government aims to make it a crime for 
Australian citizens to support people fighting 
for colonial liberation and no sleight-of-hand 
alteration to the Bill about "intention" can 
disguise that.

This is just as clear in the second 
amendment to the Treason and Treachery 
sections.

This amendment requires that, before 
the government can prosecute for "assisting 
by any means whatever with intention to 
assist," an opponent of the forces of the 
Commonwealth (treason) or of a proclaimed 
country (treachery) then that opponent 
must be proclaimed an "enemy" (whether 

the opponent be a class of person or a whole 
nation).

The proclamation of an "enemy" of 
the Commonwealth can be made by the 
Governor-in-council — that is, by the 
government.

The proclamation of an "enemy" of a 
“proclaimed country" only requires a simple 
majority of both Houses, and could of course 
be obtained by use of the government's 
majority.

Two effects flow from this proclamation, 
"enemies."

First, while it makes the act more 
specific it would also enable it to be used as 
a greater weapon for intimidation. To take 
the two examples quoted before (Malaya 
and Australia, Cuba and America), suppose 
the insurgent forces in Malaya had been 
proclaimed enemy.

That would be clear notice to everybody 
that opposition to government policy in 
sending Australian troops there could 
bring the death sentence. Similarly, if Cuba 
were proclaimed the enemy of an already 
proclaimed "friendly" country, the USA, 
that would be notice that opposition to an 
American attack on Cuba would bring a 
life sentence.

Secondly, the proclaiming of enemies 
shows the sort of situation the government 
would create in the future as a result of 
its Cold War policies. That is, a situation 
where the Australian Government will have 
proclaimed one lot of countries "friendly" 
and another group of countries "enemies", 
inviting in the latter circumstances all forms 
of retaliation, a very dangerous policy indeed 
— perpetuation of the Cold War if ever there 
were such a thing.

ALTERS NOTHING
A second group of Barwick's amendments 

to his amendments concern the so-called 
crimes of sabotage, espionage, and official 
secrets. The original amendments provided 
that the so-called offence had to be shown 
to be either "for a purpose prejudicial or 
intended to be prejudicial, to the safety or 
defence of the Commonwealth."

The new amendments would delete the 

first prejudicial (in bold type) again requiring 
the Crown to prove "intention."

This really alters nothing, especially 
when taken in conjunction with the next 
new amendment. This is claimed to meet 
objections to proving a person's intention 
from "known (political) character." But it 
does not.

All that the new amendment does is to 
leave it to the discretion of the judge as to 
whether or not "known character is admitted 
as evidence of intention."

On the basis of precedent, Barwick 
himself may well expect to become a judge. 
Is it likely that such a judge would rule out 
evidence of the known political character 
of an active unionist, a Communist, or an, 
active Labor Party member?

Indeed, the way the government holds 
on to the "known character" clause as "proof 
of intention," as also to its wide definitions 
of "information," "prohibited place," etc., 
betrays the government's own intention 
with this Bill.

That is, not only the intention to suppress 
opposition to foreign policy, but also (in 
conjunction with the penal powers and other 
sections of the old Crimes Act) for use against 
the trade unions by holding that strikes in 
prohibited places are sabotage and that, 
unionists are guilty of disloyal intention by 
"known character."

CONTRADICTION
In another amendment to his 

amendments, Barwick, with particular 
dishonesty, has introduced what is claimed 
to be a general "safeguarding" (fine as one 
word) clause. This provides that "nothing in 
the preceding sections of this Act" "(sections 
on Treason, Treachery, Sabotage) "shall 

make it unlawful to endeavour in good 
faith" to point to "mistakes or defects" in 
the government or its policy.

Apart from the fact that a court could 
interpret this vague wording as it liked, the 
whole point pf this "safeguarding" clause is 
immediately contradicted by the next new 
amendment in the following columnwhich 
says at length that anything done to assist 
proclaimed enemies, etc., "is not an act or 
thing done in good faith."

So, two pages of amendments to the 
amendments result virtually in "As you were." 
One new amendment to the amendments 
might be considered a microscopic gain, in 
terms of the total unacceptability of the Act.

This would, limit the power of an 
individual (say a DLP disruptor) to privately 
launch initial proceedings for the offences 
under the Bill. It would require the Attorney-
General's consent to the prosecution in all 
cases, but you can estimate for yourself how 
readily Sir Garfield Barwick as Attorney- 
General would give his consent.

The above is a fair summary of the 
amendments to the amendments. It can 
be seen that they are of small consequence 
and indeed one of them (proclaimed enemy) 
might even be held to make the measure 
more dangerous.

Nor could this be otherwise. For the 
government has introduced its Crimes Bill 
for a definite purpose in pursuit of a definite 
policy — suppression of colonial peoples, war 
abroad, and bigger profit-making at home, 
at the expense of the people. 

The whole structure of the Bill is designed 
as a weapon to strike down opposition to 
this policy, and no amendment to it can 
change that. The whole measure must be 
defeated. -

BERWICK'S CHANGES DON'T 
ALTER BILL'S FASCIST CHARACTER

Find out more about the

Communist Party of Australia
web www.cpa.org.au



10  16th November, 2020 Guardian

Bree Booth

“[...] only a radical change in the whole 
existence of the working class woman, 
in the conditions of her home and 
family life, as she acquires equal sta-
tus with men in civil law will wipe out 
once and for all the barrier which to 
this day prevents the woman worker 
letting her forces flow freely into the 
class struggle.”

In 1919, Alexandra Kollontai wrote these 
words “in place of a foreword” to a collection 
of writings on the place of women in the 
class struggle. Kollontai’s pamphlet on the 
history of the women’s liberation movement, 
How Women Workers Struggle for their 
Rights is an important work of Marxist 
history and theory. But more than that, 
it is a practical basis on which to build a 
more inclusive class movement, one which 
truly appreciates the intersection of gender 
and class. 

As part of the Communist Party of 
Australia’s centenary celebrations, The 
Workers’ Weekly Guardian published a 
series of profiles on revolutionary women in 
Australia. This is important historical work 
and something to be celebrated. However, 
without undertaking an analysis of the 
position of women within the movement, 
we fall short of truly honouring the legacy of 
these radical women. Thus, at this juncture 
in the history of revolutionary struggle in 
Australia, it is time we ask what it really 
means to be a “red woman.”

How are gendered issues encountered in 
radical spaces, and does this put up barriers 
to participation in the general party work by 
female and non-binary comrades? Kollontai 
teaches us that a “red woman” is first and 
foremost a communist – it is the term “red” 
which does the work here. A female or 
non-binary worker necessarily has more in 
common with their fellow male proletarians 
than any bourgeois feminist, no matter 
how radical they may be. Precisely for this 
reason, we should not ignore the specific 
material conditions which female and non-
binary working-class people experience 
which keep them in a subordinate position 
to their male counterparts.

The collection was published in 1919 
as a response to a resolution by The First 
Congress of Peasant and Working Women 
in November 1918 to set up a committee 
dedicated to agitational work among the 
female proletariat following the Russian 
Revolution. Shortly after its publication, 
the Zhenotdel – the Women’s Department 
of the Central Committee of the Russian 
Communist Party – was established to 
educate and “mobilise [women] for practical 
political activity.” The pamphlet, and the 
later work of the Zhenotdel, represent 
the development of a philosophy of 
intersectional Marxism which Kollontai 
had been advocating for throughout most 
of her career.

That said, even by 1919 the pamphlet 
was somewhat outdated. It is primarily a 
historical analysis of the women’s movement 
in the context of the European labour 
movement in the late nineteenth and early 
twentieth century.

These movements, largely developed in a 
political climate of bourgeois parliamentary 
democracy, could not apply to the new 
socialist order in Russia following the 
Russian Revolution, as Kollontai herself 
recognised. Yet, as “the legacy of the 
capitalist order” persisted in “the conditions 
of life, the working class family’s way of 
life, the traditions which hold captive the 
mind of woman [and] the servitude of 
housework,” agitational work amongst the 
women proletariat was necessary to educate 
women towards their own liberation. In 
this way, the main issue faced by the early 
women’s movements was still very much 
alive – that being “the necessity of special 
work among the women proletariat, separate 
within the party framework, and the setting 

up in the Party of a special party machine 
– a commission, bureau or group – for 
this purpose.”

Kollontai emphasises that separate 
women’s work within the party should be 
set up on a firm materialist basis, making 
reference to the different biological and 
social situation of women, and thus their 
fundamentally different needs to their 
male comrades. To this end, she draws 
an important distinction between the 
socialist women’s movement and the 
liberal “feminist” movements, such as the 
Suffragettes, which had arisen in the late 
19th century.

“Feminism” of the liberal variety was 
not rooted in the material conditions of 
women, but in an abstract political demand 
for equal rights which made no account of 
class analysis. This distinction is key to a 
Marxist analysis of the “woman question.”

In keeping with the Bolshevik policy 
of anti-factionalism, Kollontai urged 
that special agitational work must be 
ideologically subordinate to the general 
party structure. However, the aim should 
not be to create a separate organisation 
for women or to isolate women from the 
general party as Kollontai suggests many 
English and German organisations did. 
Instead, the work should act as a division 
of labour, enabling the party as a whole to 
do the work it needs to address the needs 
of the women proletariat and draw them 
into the general party structure.

While the feminist movement today 
is much more intersectional than it was 
in 1918, the “main issue” which Kollontai 
identifies is still very much alive. How 
do we work with female and non-binary 
proletarians to address their specific 
interests within the general class movement, 
and what kind of organisation is best suited 
to this purpose?

There is a lack of gender inclusivity 
and accessibility in the class movement. 
In fact, there is no reason to believe that 
activist spaces are necessarily immune to 
the same disadvantages women and non-
binary people face in their everyday life. 
For a variety of structural reasons, it can 
be harder for non-male comrades to ‘break 
into’ male-dominated spaces in which 
key decisions are made, and once they 
are there, the work which they do is often 

undervalued or overlooked. Hence, any work 
towards gender inclusivity must address 
these structural (ie material) conditions 
of exclusivity head-on.

Perhaps living as we do under global 
capitalism, it is even more vital for us to 
work with the intersection between gender 
and class than it was for Kollontai shortly 
after the Revolution. The distinction which 
Kollontai draws between the “feminists” 
and the “socialists” is key to this work. Any 
analysis of the “woman question” must 
ultimately engage in a materialist analysis 
of gender as a social construct which is 
constructed by and within class society. 
Ignorance of the material basis on which 
gender is constructed will only amount to 
a performative reaction to the conditions 
that perpetuate the binary concept of gender 
as a biological absolute.  

Kollontai reminds us that activist 
work should address the specific needs 
of female and non-binary comrades but 
only with the ultimate aim of drawing 
them into the general class struggle. And 
we should do this by “special agitational 
work” within the party, based on the 
specific material conditions which women 
and non-binary people experience. But, we 
must be careful that party organs dedicated 
to the advancement of women or gender 
nonconforming people do not become 
warehouses for non-male comrades which 
exclude them from active participation in 

the general party work by eating into their 
time and energy.

A “women’s fraction” would rest on a 
division of labour within the general party, 
in much the same way that we address 
environmentalism or anti-imperialism. 
Leaving women’s issues to the women-only 
serves to divert their attention away from 
the general party work.

On a macro-scale, class intersectionality 
demands that we look at the kinds of work 
that are done within the party, and how 
they may put up barriers to participation 
in the party. It therefore demands self-
criticism and a willingness to change the 
way things are done. It is the duty of all of 
us to undertake this work, no matter our 
gender identity.

In sum, to address the central question 
of this article: to be a communist of 
any gender is first and foremost to be a 
communist. Women and non-binary people 
must be engaged in the class struggle as 
equals alongside their male comrades.

Special agitational work among the non-
male proletariat should be undertaken as a 
division of labour within the general party 
work, and based in a materialist analysis 
of gender. We must be careful always to 
remember where we stand on these issues: 
Communists do not struggle for abstract 
“women’s rights” as liberal feminists do; 
they struggle for the creation of a society 
in which subordination based on gender is 
no longer a social inevitability.  -

WHAT DOES IT MEAN TO BE A 
"RED WOMAN"?
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Peter Lazenby via Morning Star

Fourteen unions representing 1.3 mil-
lion NHS [National Health Service] 
workers have joined forces to press 
for a pay increase before Christmas.

The unions, including Unison, Unite, 
GMB [Britain’s general trade union] and the 
RCN [Royal Collage of Nursing], have writ-
ten to Boris Johnson warning him that staff 
are “stressed, burnt out and fearful” as the 
second wave of the coronavirus pandemic 
places hospitals under even more pressure.

They tell the Prime Minister: “Once more, 
NHS staff will be relied upon to protect 
and care for us all. But health workers are 
exhausted, with many still recovering from 
the first virus peak.”

The government excluded the NHS when 
it announced a pay rise for public-sector 
workers in July, arguing that health service 
staff are on contracts which do not expire 
until next April.

But the unions say that raising NHS pay 
this year could persuade staff looking to leave 
the service to change their minds, and that 
an early wage boost could also “prove attrac-
tive to thousands of much-needed potential 
NHS recruits.”

Last December, the NHS had 106,000 
vacancies, including 44,000 in nursing, and 
by the end of April more than 100 staff had 
died from coronavirus.

The unions have told Mr Johnson that 
giving NHS workers a pay rise is “morally 

… the right decision to take,” adding: “It’s 
time to do more than praise their courage 
and dedication.”

Unison head of health Sara Gorton, who 
also chairs the NHS group of 14 unions, said: 
“The NHS can’t run without its staff. They 
all deserve better, from porters to nurses.

“Boris Johnson must show he has a heart 
with a pay rise before Christmas. 

“It will boost exhausted staff going into 
the second wave and help the NHS attract 
much-needed new recruits.”

Royal College of Nursing national officer 
Hannah Reed, who is acting secretary to the 
health unions’ group, said: “NHS staff have 
been underpaid for years and there has never 
been a more critical time for the government 
to address this.

“Paying staff fairly will show they’re 
valued and begin to turn the corner on the 
record nursing and wider vacancy levels.

“The NHS is facing an extremely chal-
lenging few months due to the combination 
of Covid-19 and winter pressures. 

“Without urgent action on pay, vacancies 
across the NHS will continue to increase.” -
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Statement via Communist Party USA

I can see the dawn of a better day for 
humanity. The people are awakening. 
In due time, they will and must come 
to their own […]. Let the people 
everywhere take heart of hope, for the 
Southern cross is bending, the midnight 
is passing, and joy cometh with the 
morning.

— Eugene Debs

Even though the historic electoral 
uprising did not produce the hoped-
for landslide victory, there is much to 
celebrate, and even more to fight for. 
Right now, we must press the demand 
to count every vote as the precondition 
for winning other advances, including 
an economic recovery package that 
addresses the needs of workers.

The Republican majority in the Senate 
may not be broken, but it is still likely that 
Donald Trump will be defeated. Early and 
absentee votes, which tend to be heavily 
Democratic, are still coming in and being 
counted. Removing Trump will be a major 
blow to the extreme right. In particular, it 
will disorganize and demobilize much of 
his base.

The people’s movement has also won 
some important down-ballot races, includ-
ing doubling the number of women of colour 
Representatives known as “The Squad” 
[Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, Ilhan Omar, 
Ayanna Pressley, and Rashida Tlaib.]

And we shouldn’t lose sight of the bigger 
picture. This election is one moment in the 
larger struggle that pits a mass democratic 
upsurge against the entrenched power of the 
extreme right. Voting rights are emerging as 
the centre of this struggle. Let us be clear: 
African Americans disproportionately voted 
early or via mail-in ballot. Considering that 
a million ballots could be tossed, Trump’s 
attempt to stop the counting of those ballots 
is the most vicious attack on voting rights 
since the overthrow of Reconstruction. 

As Communists, we fight for the lead-
ing role of the working class in the struggle 
for democracy. Much of what we’ve seen in 
this election vindicates our position, from 
the tireless efforts of organized labour and 
the Poor People’s Campaign to the great 
working-class majority that powered the 
historic march to the polls. Were it not for 
our multi-racial working class, Trump would 
have won in a landslide!

However, a substantial section of our 
class, particularly a section of white workers 
and more especially white working-class men, 
remain under the sway of white supremacy 
and the extreme right. The reasons for this 
cannot be reduced to simplistic binaries of 
“identity politics” vs. class; nor can it be 
dismissed as a result of closed-mindedness 
or lack of education. A fuller account must 
look at how class consciousness develops or 
is thwarted in its development, in a media 
environment saturated with white suprema-
cy, male supremacy, and anti-communism.

Let’s be clear: a possible democratic 
victory in the fight for the White House will 

be largely due to the near majority ballots 
of black voters in Detroit, Philadelphia, 
Pittsburgh, Atlanta, etc., along with Latino 
voters in Arizona and elsewhere.

Even with the acceptance of the votes 
and certification of the election for Biden/
Harris, the fight will not be over. Take Trump 
at his word. What will compel his adminis-
tration to hand over power? Here the mixed 
election results, the narrowness of the con-
tests, amplify the degree of the danger. We 
are confronting two mass movements, of 
unequal strength—one fascist-tinged and in 
power, the other democratic and ascending. 
This is no ordinary election, and the situa-
tion remains far from clear. It’s time to stay 
awake, vigilant, and mobilized.

Beyond analysis, we must redouble our 
efforts to demonstrate what is at stake for all 
working-class people in the struggle against 
the extreme right: unemployment insurance, 
health care, safe schools and workplaces, 
among other things. There is no democratic 
path, let alone a road to socialism, that does 
not involve winning them to the struggle.

All souls to the polls; now all feet to the 
streets. We marched to the polls to vote 
against fascism. Now we march back out, 
along with millions of others, to demand 
that every vote be counted. We are in a new 
moment, learning from every advance and 
from every setback. And whatever the out-
come, the struggle continues. -

Zhang Yi via Global Times

The first phase of the Malabar naval 
exercises that include the US, Japan, 
India and Australia kicked off on 
Tuesday [3/11/20.] According to Indi-
an media reports, the purpose of the 
exercise is to "counter Chinese military 
and political influence in the region s 
India invited Australia this year, the 
Malabar exercises are becoming a pil-
lar of the "Asian version of NATO" that 
the US has been advocating.

The Asian NATO would be a US-centred 
military alliance that serves US hegemonic 
ambitions with an eye on containing the rise 
of China. If the US wants to turn the idea 
into reality, it has to rope in the so-called 
like-minded partnersAll the four players of 
the Malabar exercises are also members of 
QUAD [Quadrilateral Security Dialogue], 
who the US is trying to turn into founding 
states of the Asian NATO. In the foreseeable 
future, the US is likely to draw other regional 
countries into its military orbit.

The Malabar exercises claim to counter 
China's influence, but China will not slow its 
development because of external turbulence. 
China's influence is determined by its own 
development level. It's doubtful whether 
checking China's rise by QUAD members 

with their joint exercises in the waters can 
be realized. However, the risks are increas-
ing that the Indo-Pacific region will become 
a geopolitical hot spot.

Even Germany wants to get involved 
in the Indo-Pacific region. Germany is 
anticipated to join the Australian Navy and 
patrol the Indian Ocean. Media reports say 
Berlin wants to manage China's influence in 
the Indo-Pacific region. When a region has 
gotten too many external powers involved, 
the region is bound to face geopolitical rivalry 
and see more uncertainties.

Rivalry and uncertainties do no good 
to regional development, and heightening 
regional tensions will give external powers 
another excuse to step in, placing the region 
in a vicious circle.

India is actively promoting such regional 
geopolitical rivalry that only brings uncer-
tainties. It will eventually realize that its 
action is a crooked one. By doing so, India 
will not empower itself as it has always been 
wishing, but can easily turn itself into a chess 
piece played by external powers.

Against the current geopolitical context 
in the Indo-Pacific region, India's purpose 
of enhancing its ties with the US is simple: 
countering China. India pins high hopes on 
strengthening its ties with external powers 
like the US to impose geopolitical pressure 

on China in the oceans. But this will only 
consume India's strength. The US will not 
become the spokesman of India's interests in 
the region, and its ultimate aim is to exploit 
India's interests to serve its own. Distur-
bance from external powers will complicate 
India's choices.

A criterion to measure China's strength 
is that it can peacefully manage the frictions 
with other countries during the process of 
its development. It firmly safeguards its 
interests. The geopolitical games by the 
four players of the Malabar exercises cannot 
hinder China's own development. -
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