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RAIDS ON UNIONS ARE AN
ATTACK ON WORKERS!

“We don’t target unions, we target criminality”
stated Australian Federal Police (AFP) Assistant
Commissioner Ian McCartney after the AFP raided
the Construction, Forestry, Maritime, Mining, and
Energy Union’s (CFMMEDU) offices in Sydney two
weeks ago. At the time of writing, the AFP has
not commented on the nature of this investiga-
tion; however, the statement made by McCartney
is laughable at its face value.

In 2015, the AFP raided the CFMEU’s offices in
Brisbane and Canberra — without a single charge
being laid against a union official. In the case of
the Canberra raid, the ACT Supreme Court ruled
that the AFP acted unlawfully. In that instance,
“officers began searching the premises without
properly producing a warrant,” according to the
ABC. If the AFP is concerned with people and or-
ganisations following the law, they should start
with themselves.

These recent raids, says CFMMEU’s National
Construction Secretary Dave Noonan, are part of
“an increasingly active role in industrial relations
matters” the AFP are playing. Noonan further
commented, “The AFP do not appear to have a
similar level of urgency when investigating alleged
malfeasance or corruption of Coalition Ministers
as we have seen in the Angus Taylor and Michaelia
Cash scandals.”

Australian Council of Trade Unions Secretary
Sally McManus echoed similar sentiments asking
why there weren’t raids on “banks for money laun-
dering and child exploitation [...] politicians’ offices
for funding rorts and fundraisers with developers
[...] companies for tax rorts and wage theft.”

The answer is simple as it is plain: the police,
these “special bodies of armed men,” in capitalist
states, serve the interest of the bourgeois ruling
class. The CFMMEU does not. It represents the
interests of workers in some of Australia’s most
lucrative industries (e.g. Mining and Construction).
Its militancy and outspokenness are what makes
it a constant target for a multitude of institutions
and political bodies (e.g. Australian Building and
Construction Commission, AFP, etc).

The history of the police busting up union ac-
tions is long and storied and continues to this
day. It was barely over twenty years ago when
the police and strikers got into a series of severe
confrontations during the “Patrick’s dispute.” In
this instance, not only were the police involved,
but the tactical response team was brought in to
assist the police in getting cargo to pass through
the docks. Police also help scabs (strike-breakers)
to cross picket lines.

Thus, does anyone honestly believe that these
raids, which took place as industry bargaining is
underway and a week after the CFMMEU defeated
BHP at the Fair Work Commission over dodgy
agreements aren’t politically motivated?

The Morrison government is set to attempt to
introduce a slew of industrial relations reforms
in the next month before parliament breaks for
Christmas. Among them is an attempt to alter
the Better Off Overall Test. Again, we must ask:
is it a coincidence that the CFMMEU is raided as
Morrison attempts to make changes to industrial
relations?

With all the above in mind, can McCartney re-
ally expect us to believe that these raids aren’t
targeted? Make no mistake: these raids are politi-
cally motivated. They are witch hunts.

The Communist Party of Australia “condemns
the use of state forces in swaying the rights of
workers to genuinely bargain in their future in-
terests. We stand in solidarity with the CFMMEU in
the face of this unacceptable campaign of attacks.
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CPA STATEMENT ON
RECENT CFMMEU
SYDNEY RAIDS

The Communist Party of Australia condemns
in the strongest possible terms the Australian
Federal Police (AFP) and NSW Police raids
on the offices and homes of CFMMEU union
officials. These raids are politically motivated
attempts to intimidate unionists and workers,
and are another product of the Coalition Gov-
ernment’s agenda of attacks against the trade
union movement and workers’ democratic
rights, which continues to intensify.

Politically motivated raids, carried out regu-
larly in front of families and children are weapons
of terror by government agencies and have become
all too frequent — raids against whistleblowers like
Witness K and Bernard Collaery; against journalists
and media including Annika Smethurst and the ABC;
and recently against Chinese journalists; against ALP
parliamentarian Shaoquett Moselmane on unsubstan-
tiated and hyperbolic allegations of foreign influence;
as well as raids of the Canberra and Brisbane offices
of the CFMMEU.

The Canberra and Brisbane raids did not turn up
any evidence of wrongdoing by the CFMMEU and no
charges were laid. The Canberra raid was even deter-
mined by the ACT Supreme Court to be an unlawful
act on the part of the AFP. But clearly, this has not
deterred the AFP from continuing to pursue its role
in the Coalition government’s offensive against the
CFMMEU and the union movement as a whole.

The government’s multi-pronged offensive also
features the Australian Building and Construction
Commission, which has pursued endless legal har-
assment and extortionate fines against not only the
union organisation, but also individual union offi-
cials and workers. For doing their jobs and fighting
for workers’ rights, unionists face outrageous fines,
threats of jail time, and (as we see) violation of their
homes by police which can be traumatising for them
and their families.

The AFP displays hypocrisy in its priorities. It
appears to have exercised plenty of restraint when it
comes to investigating any of the many recent corrup-
tion scandals involving government or Liberal Party
officials; yet it jumps at the chance to harass unions,
journalists, and whistle-blowers.

The Coalition government’s reactionary offen-
sive against democratic rights is a vile danger which
must be denounced.

We note these attacks are occurring at the same
time as industry bargaining is underway and the Party
further condemns the use of state forces in swaying the
rights of workers to genuinely bargain in their future
interests. We stand in solidarity with the CFMMEU
in the face of this unacceptable campaign of attacks.

CPA Central Committee Executive
21-22 November 2020 &

CPA GREETINGS TO
PORTUGUESE COMMUNIST
PARTY'S XXI CONGRESS

On behalf of the Communist Party of Austral-
ia, please receive warm fraternal greetings to
your XXI Congress, taking place from the 27th
to the 29th of November, 2020. We wish you
fruitful deliberations of your comprehensive
Congress discussion points, and every success
in charting the way towards a socialist futur

We have read with interest the lengthy list of issues
put forward in the PCP Central Committee’s resolu-
tion to be discussed and debated at your Congress.
Our party grapples with a very similar list of issues
only in the somewhat different circumstances of the
Australian context. While the task ahead is not easy
and the capitalist offensive unrelenting, we are con-
fident that our comrades in the PCP will continue to
make great strides in their political work under the
guidance of Marxist-Leninist principles.

PCP’s leadership in the workers’ struggle in defence
of their rights and sovereignty for the building of a
patriotic alternative for workers’ democracy is based
on the April Values for socialism and communism.

We offer our complete solidarity to all your
struggles.

We greatly value our fraternal relations with the
PCP and look forward to the outcome of your XXI
Congress.

Long live the PCP!

Long live working-class internationalism!

Vinnie Molina
Communist Party of Australia, CPA
International Department &
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Casey Davidson

A public inquiry has been released
about thirty-nine disturbing and bar-
baric alleged war crimes committed in
Afghanistan by twenty-five Australian
Defence Force (ADF) personnel from
2005 to 2016. Although some commen-
tators have played the inquiry down,
as though only committed by “a few
bad eggs,” numerous reports of mas-
sacre, murder, and torture by Austral-
ians throughout the Middle East, and
historically in other regions through-
out the world, prove that this is a con-
tinuation of Australian participation
in military aggression and violence, to
maintain and further US dominance.

In Australia’s longest war, the typical
excuses were made to invade Afghanistan,
under the North Atlantic Treaty Organisa-
tion’s (NATO) recommendations to defend
the US against further attacks in the wake
of 9/11. There is clear evidence that there
was a scheme developed by the US to invade
several Middle Eastern countries in the lead
up to this event. As General Wesley Clark
pointed out, the US had plans to attack seven
Middle Eastern countries starting with Iraq,
and then Syria, Lebanon, Libya, Somalia,
Sudan, and finishing off with Iran, in a bid
to reshape the Middle East to be more in line
with their interests. Australia’s interest in
Afghanistan, participating in these barbaric
acts, is to cater to the US war machine and
continued plunder of the Global South.

Additionally, the war is shrouded in the
illusion that the US is bringing “freedom and
democracy” to these nations. Never has a
phrase which sounds so innocent been used
all over the world for such sinister affairs.
The US has most certainly not improved the
lives of working class people in the countries
they have invaded. It is clear Australia’s
participation plays no role in defending
Australia, and damages Australia’s global
reputation.

An example of an alleged horrific crime
detailed in the inquiry includes the murder
of two fourteen-year-old boys, who had their
throats slit by Australian SAS soldiers after
supposedly being suspected of being Taliban
sympathisers. The bodies of these children
were then bagged and dumped in a river to
hide the evidence. In conducting this report,
Sociologist Dr Samantha Crompvoets added
that “this was not an isolated incident.” ABC’s
Four Corners exposed camera footage from
a SAS soldier, which showed another soldier
shooting an innocent, unarmed Afghani
farmer at close range.

Another alleged act of violence was
directed at Afghanis who the soldiers referred
to as “squirters” — a reference to villagers
running away from an entering helicopter
— where the Special Forces would open fire
killing men, women, and children as they ran
away. Excuses such as they “were running
away from us to their weapons caches” were
used to justify this violence. Dr Crompvoets
was told these were “sanctioned massacres.”

Further dispelling the myth these inci-
dents were isolated crimes by individual
soldiers, is the disturbing act of “blood-
ing” detailed in the inquiry. “Blooding” is
an act where patrol commanders require
junior soldiers to shoot prisoners to “get
their first kill in.” The report described how
subordinates were pressured to comply
with murdering unarmed Afghans as the
alternative would be “a terrible one” — to
be labelled as a “lemon” which would jeop-
ardise their careers which they invested in
greatly. The report explained that “some of
them have regretted [the crimes], and have
been struggling with the concomitant moral
injury, ever since.”

Whistleblower and Australian Army
Lawyer, Major David McBride, who shared
top-secret information about Australian
war crimes with the ABC in the report The
Afghan Files made remarks that he had been
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gaslighted by psychologists working in the
ADF into thinking that his concerns about
the crimes were simply “all in his imagina-
tion,” that there is a “dedicated program” to
make soldiers think “it’s all their fault.” He
described how this was a program copied
from the US. McBride has been charged
with the theft of Commonwealth property,
breaching the Defence Act, and unlawfully
disclosing Commonwealth documents. He
has pleaded not guilty to these charges and
awaits trial.

Thanks to whistleblowers like McBride,
Australian military personnel have been
exposed as complicit in war crimes in Afghan-
istan and elsewhere. In 2016, it was reported
that a US-led attack, supported by Australian
troops, “mistakenly” massacred over 100
Syrian soldiers on the Tharda mountains.
Political economist and activist Professor
Tim Anderson describes how this was no
mistake, as “uncontested facts, eye witness
accounts and critical circumstances” prove
that the slaughter of these soldiers was an
intentional operation to give control of the
strategic mountain to ISIS (at the expense
of the Assad government).

Although these claims may seem shock-
ing, since Australians are told they are
fighting extremism, a disturbing number
of terrorist organisations have been sup-
ported by the US government to bring about
instability in the broader Middle Eastern
region, and regain or cement political control
for their own interests. Australia has been
complicit in these actions.

Like many issues that concern working
class Australians, right-wing talking points
have emerged in response to the report.
These excuses include: “they’re just doing
their job,” “war is never pretty,” “other coun-
tries commit war crimes,” or that “civilians
should stick to civilian matters.” There is no
excuse for such atrocities, and the Austral-
ian working class should be outraged by
such remarks.

To start, it is not the job of Australian sol-
diers to see themselves as “warrior heroes,”
as the report described. The real question
is: “warrior hero” for who? Are soldiers pro-
tecting the interests of the most oppressed
peoples (including those in the Middle East)
or furthering US dominance in the region?
The West views itself as exceptional to the

Global South — this is ingrained in the psyche
of many soldiers.

Often, people are exposed to movies
coming out of Hollywood, where military
personnel are paraded and celebrated in
this way. A TV show, SAS Australia, was
recently released where celebrities complete a
training course for induction into the army’s
Special Forces; the agenda appears to be to
attempt to give Australians further respect
for the work of soldiers. This propaganda
creates an air of exceptionalism and a dis-
regard for the humanity of people in lands
which they invade.

Secondly, the “war is never pretty”
remark disregards the imperialist nature
of the conflict. While the sentiment of the
argument may seem valid, it is clear that
when soldiers are involved in attacking rather
than defending, there is already a premise
to cause harm to civilian populations.

Thus, the war is not even; it is about
plundering already subjugated nations for
continued power and dominance by the US.
If there were a military threat to Australia,
then that would be targeted at Australia.
There is no military or humanitarian reason
for Australia to be in Afghanistan. Australia
is not facing a threat there but is creating
enemies.

Since 9/11, estimates show that more
than 43,000 civilians have been killed in
Afghanistan. The civilian death toll of Middle
Eastern people in wars Australia has par-
ticipated in since 2001 is in the millions.
It is about reshaping the Middle East for
their advantage.

Thirdly, while it is clear that other coun-
tries commit war crimes, it makes sense
for Australians to focus on what is within
their means by organising to oppose such
complicity with US foreign policy.

The last excuse of “civilians sticking to
civilian matters” shows a complete disregard
for how involvement in imperialist wars
affects the civilian population. Firstly, the
ADF is made up of working class people,
who, as mentioned previously, often return
with “moral injury,” that is, mental health
issues, and/or are completely unable to
integrate into society again. Secondly, by
continuing to behave as lapdogs for the US
puts the security of Australians at risk. The
US ruling elite has little to no interest in

defending Australia from external forces, as
shown by the US’ expectation for Australia
to show hostility towards its greatest trad-
ing partner, China.

After the fall of the USSR, the world
experienced for the first time a unipolar
moment, with the US as the only global
superpower, doing as it pleases without
restraint. However, in the last decade, there
has been a shift towards multi-polarity, with
independent nations such as China, Russia,
and Iran asserting their sovereignty, reduc-
ing US influence in their regions. Recently,
the US created a new NATO-type alliance,
the Quad, which focuses on the containment
of China and includes four countries: India,
Japan, the US, and Australia.

It refers to this alliance as an “Indo-
Pacific” partnership, so as to remove Asia,
(therefore, China) as a focal point, out of
the equation. This can only certainly lead
to worsening trade relations for Australia
with China.

The attitude of the Australian govern-
ment supporting the US over Australian
people’s interests is not new. John Howard’s
government was first complicit in sending
the Australian troops to the Middle East,
and no government in Australia since has
questioned its legitimacy.

Efforts to improve the imperialist nature
of Australia within US politics are doomed
to fail while Australians maintain their pos-
ture as a junior imperialist aggressor. The
reality is that even the noblest soldiers are
likely to be turned into monsters — either
that or retreat home — when participating
in horrific acts like “blooding.”

Even through reform of the Australian
Armed Forces, the only way Australia could
change this turn of events in a lasting way
would be to forge a new foreign policy path,
not linked to US aggression. The ADF would
be required to be wholly defensive in nature
— as its name suggests.

The Communist Party of Australia calls
for the Australian government to adopt an
independent foreign policy based on mutual
respect and equality between nations. Dif-
ference should be resolved by political

a
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TRADE UNION INTERNATIONALISM

Seamus Carey

Paddy Crumlin — National Secretary
of the Maritime Union of Australia
(MUA); International President of
the Construction, Forestry, Maritime,
Mining and Energy Union (CFMMEU);
and President of the International
Transport Workers' Federation (ITF)
— spoke on 14th November at the clos-
ing ceremony of the Anti-Imperialist
Working Class Platform (Plataforma
de la Clase Obrera Antiimperialista)
(PCOA) online conference.

The PCOA conference, broadcast live from
Caracas, Venezuela, was attended by over 200
delegates from 61 countries, representing 171
trade union organisations as well as many
progressive social organisations and politi-
cal parties. President Nicolas Maduro spoke
at the closing session, and also introduced
Paddy Crumlin.

Comrade Paddy said:

“Trade unions lie at the heart of solidarity
and fightback in a world crippled by elitism
and greed; in a world dominated by systemic
failure; in a world where wealth continues
to be polarised around the few, and not the
many; in a world that has created, particularly
in the pandemic, massive unemployment; that
has seen 1.6 million workers in the informal
sector lose the support, and future, and dig-
nity, and decency, of jobs.

“For the 500 million workers that have
lost their jobs, through no fault of their own,
through the systemic failure of capitalism and
the redirection of resources into the hands
of the few, we stand together here today,
Presidente Nicolas, in solidarity with each
other in our determination, in our will, to
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ensure that Venezuela and the Venezuelan
working class do not succumb to the illegal
sanctions, do not succumb to the interna-
tional pressure [...].”

He read from a resolution declared in
Singapore by the ITF regarding Venezuela:

“According to the motion approved by
the Singapore Congress of the International
Transport Workers' Federation regarding
Venezuela, we demand an end to the illegal

international economic and financial block-
ade against Venezuela, and the US sanctions.

“We support the sovereign and inde-
pendent status of Venezuela and their right
to self-determination.

“We reject any kind of intervention, be
it military, economic or financial.

“We demonstrate support for the people
of Venezuela, especially male and female
transport workers.”

He stressed the importance for the
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international working class to unite and
reject divisions, aggression, and violence
based upon gender, race, age, or any other
categories which the ruling class uses to
divide the working class. He sent messages
of friendship and solidarity to the working
people of Venezuela and expressed commit-
ment to building the working-class movement
of solidarity and internationalism to achieve
a fairer world of rights and dignity for all. &

COMMUNISTS MUST EXERCISE
THEIR RIGHT TO GOVERN

Vinnie Molina

Humanity is living very challenging
times. The crisis of capitalist overpro-
duction is unsustainable. The pandemic
has exacerbated the already deep eco-
nomic crisis, and it is the workers the
capitalists want to pay for it.

As always, profits are privatised and
losses socialised. The workers of the world
who create the wealth are denied the right to
a better life while the wealthy get even richer
in times of crisis. Capitalism has failed the
people; essential services have been priva-
tised. Public assets are sold off to benefit the
few with profits and create a smaller govern-
ment. The result of government desire for
budget surpluses has translated into a lack of
public housing, education, or health services.
Workers have been paying for crises for a
very long time, and it is time for workers to
resist. We must refuse to continue to pay for
their crisis again.

Capitalist exploitation takes the product
of workers’ labour to maximise profits for
capitalists. The years of neoliberal policies
were exposed as it became obvious how those
policies had aggravated the pandemic. Health
systems couldn’t cope with the number of
people who needed health care, the use and
overuse of casual employment and labour-
hire agencies such as SERCO and others
meant workers went from job to job trying
to get the hours needed to live. Many had no
choice but to work even when they were sick.

Wealthy countries like Australia were
better able to keep the economy going in
the interest of business. Billions have been
spent trying to rescue the economy with the
introduction of JobSeeker and JobKeeper
as well as free child care schemes. But in the
end, who will pay for the crisis? As always,
the capitalists will try to make workers pay
for their systemic crises.

The CPA campaigns for the right of people
to stand up and fight for their rights at work.

Workers must not pay for the crisis, and
we must mobilise for more public housing,
free health care and education and cheaper
utilities. The billions required for building
the much needed public housing is there
but misdirected into military spending and
other unnecessary areas.

The Australian people need a new type
of government at all levels of government —
local, state, and federal, a government for the
people and by the people. This will only be
possible if Communists exercise their right
to govern. A Communist electoral expression
needs to be registered with the Australian
Electoral Commission to be able to stand
communist candidates in future elections.

This requires that all members of the
CPA and supporters register with The Com-
munists. Once registered, candidates for the
Senate and lower house seats will be chosen.
They can then test communist policies before
the Australian electorate and present a real
alternative to the traditional politics of the

two-party system. These will be policies for
the people, public versus private in health,
education and the nationalisation of our
natural resources, and more. The socialist
imagination where everyone will be able to
fully develop their capacities as human beings
can be realised.

The first step is for those who haven’t
registered yet to take action and register
today. This alone though is not enough; work-
ers must get organised in their unions and
in their communities to lend a hand to the
grand effort of building a revolutionary force
capable of putting people before profit. &

Join the campaign and register with The
Communists click here:
https://cpaforms.wufoo.com/forms/join-the-
communists/

Make sure you include the details as they
appear on the electoral roll.

Perth
Celebrate the 166th anniversary of the Eureka Stockade
Workers Solidarity WA presents:

Eureka, The Struggle continues

Thursday, 3rd December 2020, 4-8pm
43 Below Bar and Restaurant
(43 Barrack Street Cnr Hay Street Mall, Perth CBD)
Speakers from trade unions and the community
Free event.

hﬂps:// 'www.facebook.com/events/415441939476625/

Food and drink available from the counter.
For more information contact 0419812872 or cpaperth@gmail.com
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International Publishers, 1934
(first), 2017

Paperback — 430 pages 542

Ten Days that Shook the World

by John Reed

The iconic work, Ten Days that Shook the World by John Reed, is a must read to understand the Great
October Socilist Revolution. Reed provides a first-hand rivefing description of the extraordinary events
that occurred in the lead-up to and during the Revolution that resulted in the Bolsheviks seizing power.

The book was first published in March 1919, and this edition for the centenary of the Revolution
includes Lenin’s introduction written at the end of 1919, the preface written by M K Krupskaya in
1923 and a new foreword by David Laibman. It includes an inferesting piece about the author John
Reed by Howard Lawson, which raises some questions for today.

Send orders to infor@cpa.org.au or phone 02 9699 8844
or write to Books, 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010

For international orders please contact info@cpa.org.au for postage
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Bree Booth and Valentin Cartillier

Members of the Victorian branch of the
Communist Party of Australia (CPA)
gathered in various locations around
Melbourne on Saturday 21st Novem-
ber to protest and raise awareness
about the ongoing destruction of Djab
Wurrung land near Ararat in regional
Victoria. As part of a routine highway
extension, the Victorian government
destroyed a sacred Indigenous site in
an effort to shave a few minutes off
commute times (for more info, read
Guardian #194 9th November, “No
Trees, No Treaty,” and the CPA’s offi-
cial statement in Guardian #1941 16th
November).

Branch members marched from parlia-
ment to the Old Treasury Building, which
houses the Premier’s office, down to Fed-
eration Square (across from Melbourne’s
Flinders Street Station) handing out fliers,
handmade banner in hand, denouncing the
ongoing destruction. The original plan was to
protest outside of the VicRoads head office
on Russell St, but this was not feasible due
to roadwork in front of the building.

The action was small, owing to social
distancing restrictions; however, the public
was largely receptive to our message. The
majority of passersby accepted fliers once
members informed them of our stance on
the issue. Members of the public also voiced
their support and linked the current situa-
tion on Djab Wurrung country to previous
incidences of destruction of cultural herit-
age such as at Hindmarsh Bridge in South
Australia in the 1990s.

One particularly amusing incident

Australia

DJAB WURRUNG SOLIDARITY
ACTION IN MELBOURNE

occurred when we returned to parliament
to find a Christian group had organised an
outdoor congregation. Among the shouting
about their (non-existent) Constitutional
rights and that COVID-19 was a hoax, one
of the speakers stated: “this land of Victoria,
this land of Melbourne, belongs to Jesus,
and it belongs to the Church.” Perhaps they
ought to be reminded that Indigenous Aus-
tralians predate Jesus by tens of thousands
of years. This always was and always will be
Aboriginal land.

The CPA condemns the Victorian
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government’s actions on Djab Wurrung
country and stands in solidarity with Indig-
enous people in their struggle for land rights.
Communists have been instrumental in sup-
porting indigenous sovereignty, here and
abroad, since our inception and it is essential
that we uphold this legacy.

While we recognise that the workers
of Victoria need a safe regional highway,
this in no way justifies the destruction of
ancient and sacred Indigenous land. There
were viable alternative routes the govern-
ment could have taken. Instead, they chose
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a punitive response to Traditional Owners,
who have been resisting the destruction of
their land at the Djab Wurrung embassy for
two years now. Some Traditional Owners
feel the destruction of the Directions Tree
strikes a fatal blow to the treaty process in
Victoria. At the time of writing an injunction
against works on the site which expired on
19th November has not yet been extended.
The matter is due to continue in the Victorian
Supreme Court on Monday 23rd November.
#NoTreesNoTreaty @

WHAT DO COMMUNISTS WANT FROM A
VICTORIAN STATE BUDGET? PART ONE

B A Ford

The Victorian state budget came out
last week on the 24th November. While
various news outlets are pumping out
articles in praise or criticism of the state
budget, the Melbourne Branch of the
Communist Party of Australia has been
discussing the question of what a state
budget would look like if the working
class had real political power in the
form of controlling the state appara-
tus, industry, and the economy.

While Victoria has a Labor government
in power, it does not represent the interests
of the working class in any way but in its
name. Lenin famously criticised the Austral-
ian Labor Party for just this when he wrote:
“The leaders of the Australian Labour Party
are trade union officials, an element which
everywhere represents a most moderate and
“capital serving” element, and in Australia it
is altogether peaceful, and purely liberal.”

We have seen this play out throughout the
course of the Victorian Labor government’s
economic policies since 2014. Rather than
consolidating public ownership of industry
and workers’ rights, we have seen the oppo-
site. Treasurer Tim Pallas has time and time
again implemented neoliberal policies such as
selling the Land Titles and Registry office for
$2.86 billion, leasing the Port of Melbourne
to multinationals for $9.7 billion over the
next fifty years, implementing Public Pri-
vate Partnerships with French multinational
Suez over the Victorian Desalination Plant
costing $19 billion, threatening to privatise
VicRoads, and for building privatised social
housing rather than public housing.

Even earlier this year we saw the Victo-
rian government side with multinationals
over the Rail, Train and Bus Union (RTBU)
during their dispute with Yarra Trams. During

this, they alluded to the RTBU as being filled
with male chauvinist thugs (despite RTBU
Victoria’s secretary being a woman and the
dispute supported heavily by RTBU women.)

In August this year, the Victorian Trades
Hall Council (VTHC) published their docu-
ment Transition from Crisis that outlines
ways in which Victoria can recover from the
COVID-19 crisis that has massively changed
the way we live, work and organise, and
respond to the next crisis — climate change.
The main takeaway from this document is
that to achieve the goal of a just transition
from the COVID-19 crisis and towards green
industry is that the government needs to
“spend quickly and spend big.”

JUST TRANSITION FOR
INDUSTRIAL WORKERS

Drawing on the experience of the closure
of Hazelwood power station that left the
regional community in Gippsland without
jobs, the VTHC document advocates for a
just transition that ensures workers in the
“dirty’ industrial sector retain their liveli-
hoods during and after the rollout of “clean”
industries. This includes guaranteed job
transfers, optional retraining for all workers,
guaranteed employment from redundancy
pools, and so on.

Currently, the leading research on renew-
able energy and “clean” industries comes
from the CSIRO, who unfortunately do not
advocate for these job guarantees. Rather,
they advocate for offshore work due to Aus-
tralia’s high wages.

We want to see a just transition for work-
ers as outlined above, rather than increasing
offshore hiring policies, casualisation of the
workforce, and redundancy pools. While we
want the Victorian state budget to “spend
quickly and spend big” by investing in

renewables, recycling, and so on, we do not
want this spend to be in the form of subsidies
and investments in multinationals. All new
industry projects and the jobs they produce
must be under complete public ownership
and under the control of the state.

LAND USE AND FIRST
NATIONS JUSTICE

According to VTHC, agriculture makes
up 12.2% of Victoria’s emissions but it is not
just CO2 emissions that is the problem with
Australia’s agricultural industry.

One of the biggest problems that have
defined the experience of agriculture in Aus-
tralia from invasion until now is drought.
Drought is such a defining experience of
Australian settlers that it formed the cultural
idea of the “Aussie battler.” Yet, this was not
the experience of Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander people prior to invasion. It is well
known in the mainstream since the publica-
tion of Bruce Pascoe’s Dark Emu that Abo-
riginal and Torres Strait Islander people had
very successful agricultural systems. These
systems, which worked in harmony with local
environmental conditions, cannot compare to
the European industrial agricultural system.

There is now increased awareness of this
and a push to move away from agricultural
products that are owned by multination-
als that suck up our water supply (such as
almonds) and instead move towards native
plants and foods. VTHC is not exempt from
this push, and advocates for native prod-
ucts sourced from and owned by Aborigi-
nal and Torres Strait Islander workers and
communities.

It is not enough, however, to merely
invest in Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
communities. We know that these types of
schemes merely produce a petty-bourgeois

class with no guarantee that they would not
be under the thumb of multinationals.

While investments into Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander communities may
be a miniature step in the right direction, it
is nowhere near achieving justice for First
Nations people. Justice for both First Nations
people, and therefore the climate, would be
by securing real political rights which are
guaranteed by their sovereignty and through
reparations as negotiated through a legitimate
treaty process.

HEALTHCARE

The holes in our healthcare system have
become glaringly apparent since the COVID-
19 crisis, from understaffed and underpaid
nurses and other hospital staff to the out-
breaks in private Victorian aged care facilities
and to the all-round lack of preparation to
deal with a health crisis.

VTHC encourage that the manufacturing
sector be revitalised to support Victoria’s
healthcare system by manufacturing PPE,
such as masks, and other medical supplies.
This would keep the supply chain local,
safeguard against shortages, and increase
employment in Victoria.

Rather than the government simply regu-
lating a private health industry, the private
health industry should be completely abol-
ished, and all health and allied health services
should come under public ownership. This
would increase employment, work condi-
tions (especially for women), and improve
public health in general that would therefore
stimulate the economy. This is particularly
important for Victorians who endured strict
lockdown throughout 2020 to access effec-
tive mental health support that usually costs

a

hundreds of dollars out of pocket. @&
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Anna Pha

The Retirement Income Review pan-
el’s report delivers exactly what the
Morrison government set it up to do
— reasons not to go ahead with leg-
islated increases in the compulsory
superannuation guarantee (SG) pay-
ments. It also provides an argument
(rather twisted) to support self-pro-
vision in retirement.

“Given the current level of uncertainty,
Australians should be reassured that the
retirement income system is effective, sound
and its costs are broadly sustainable,” the
panel found — a claim not borne out by its
analysis.

The SG, which is paid by employers
drawing on foregone wage rises, is set to
increase in 2021 from its present 9.5 per
cent to 12 per cent in 2025, in five annual
increments of 0.5 per cent.

The report, released on 20th November,
is not surprising considering the creden-
tials of the three panel members who were
hand-picked by the Coalition government.
The chair, Mike Callaghan, spent four years
on the International Monetary Fund Board,
thirty-eight years in the Australian Treasury,
and served as Chief of Staff to then Coalition
Treasurer Peter Costello.

Carolyn Kay is a member of the Future
Fund Board, appointed by the Abbott gov-
ernment, of which Costello is the Chair. She
holds directorships in a number of compa-
nies and has worked as a banker at Morgan
Stanley, JP Morgan, amongst others.

The third panel member is Deborah
Ralston, who also has considerable expe-
rience in the finance sector, membership
of a range of company boards and was the
inaugural Chair of the Australian Securities
and Investments Commission (ASIC).

As can be expected from the Coalition
government, there were no trade union
representatives on the review panel. This
is despite the fact that the largest and most
successful superannuation funds are the
industry funds that were set up by the trade
union movement. Their boards have equal
representation of trade union and employer
representatives with an agreed upon inde-
pendent chair. They have a wealth of expe-
rience to bring to the table in any review of
retirement incomes; yet they were unrepre-
sented. Nor were there any age pensioners.

FINDINGS PRE-EMPTED

The terms of reference largely pre-empt
the review’s findings, saying, “It is impor-
tant that the system allows Australians to
achieve adequate retirement incomes, is
fiscally sustainable and provides appropri-
ate incentives for self-provision in retire-
ment.” (Emphasis added)

The reference to “fiscally sustainable” is
spin for “cost the government as little as pos-
sible” —i.e. minimise age pension payments.
It does not mean end the tax rorting of the
super system by the rich. Superannuation
tax concessions will cost the government an
estimated $41bil this year, the overwhelm-
ing majority of which are directed to those
on higher incomes.

The terms of reference describe Aus-
tralia’s retirement income system as being
based on three pillars:

- a means-tested Age Pension

Magazine

NOT SO SUPER

- compulsory superannuation

- voluntary savings, including home
ownership.

This characterisation omits mention of
the age pension assets test and exaggerates
the role of home ownership. Only a few
thousand retirees have bitten the bait of
“reverse mortgaging” their family home. It
can hardly be described as a pillar.

The three pillars narrow the review’s
scope to the exclusion of other options. It is
only to “establish a fact base of the current
retirement income system that will improve
understanding of its operation and the
outcomes it is delivering for Australians.”

Hence there are no formal recommenda-
tions as such, but views are expressed which
are in line with the government’s thinking.

WAGE RISES VERSUS
SUPER

The report states:

“A rate of compulsory superannuation
that would result in people having an increase
in their living standards in retirement may
involve an unacceptable reduction in living
standards prior to retirement, particularly
for lower-income earners. This is based on
the view, supported by the weight of evidence
that increases in the SG rate result in
lower wages growth, and would affect
living standards in working life.”

This is just what the government was
looking for — an excuse to cancel future
increases in the SG!

The Coalition has opposed the com-
pulsory SG ever since its introduction by
the Labor in the early 1990s. The Abbott/
Hockey government, in 2014, delayed until
2021-2025 scheduled increases to raise it
to twelve per cent, while promising wage
rises instead.

The promised wage rises did not materi-
alise. Rather, wages have stagnated or even
declined in many areas of the economy since
then. In other words, workers received nei-
ther their promised wage rises nor increases
in the SG.

Prior to the last elections Prime Minis-
ter Scott Morrison promised to honour the
delayed increases, but in recent months has
sent advance signals that the government
does not intend to.

If the Morrison government succeeds in
legislating for yet another delay or cancelling
the increases altogether, then it is employers
who will benefit with higher profits.

It should be remembered that the SG
amounts are foregone wage rises — the come
at no additional cost to employers. For some-
one on $1,000 a week a 0.5% trade-off with
a wage increase would be $5.00 a week less
income but could result in additional tens
of thousands in retirement income.

HOME OWNERSHIP
VERSUS SUPER

“The home is the most important com-
ponent of voluntary savings [the third pillar]
and is an important factor influencing retire-
ment outcomes and how people feel about
retirement.” This is not the case at present
but is just what the government wanted to
hear. Do people really feel that way?

“Using superannuation assets more
efficiently and accessing equity in the home
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can significantly boost retirement incomes
without the need for additional contribu-
tions.” That is the agenda.

“The Pension Loans Scheme is an effec-
tive option for accessing equity in the home
for both age pensioners and self-funded
retirees. The current exemption of the prin-
cipal residence from the Age Pension assets
test is a disincentive to using the equity in
the home to support retirement incomes.”

Include the family home in the assets
test, deny them the age pension and so force
people to draw on it for income. That is the
message. This is music to the government’s
ears — cut expenditure on the age pension!
The big banks stand to gain from interest
payments on the “reverse mortgages” as
they are called.

The government would most likely phase
it in to gain initial acceptance on the basis
of starting with the more valuable homes.

Allowing people to withdraw up to
$20,000 from their funds this year has set
a precedent. There were already special
provisions to draw on savings in cases of
hardship.

The report points to the difference in
living standards between age pensioners
who own their own homes and those who
rent. The disadvantage is even greater for
Indigenous Australians, women and people
on low incomes or who have experienced
periods out of the workforce.

TAX RORTS FOR THE
WEALTHY

The wealthy are not worried about the
SG not being increased. They stacked their
self-managed super (personal) funds with
millions of dollars before a cap was placed
on contributions. They rort the system by
exploiting the concessional taxation rate of
fifteen per cent on investments income in
their funds. They also pay zero taxation on
withdrawals during retirement.

The flat tax of fifteen per cent is a regres-
sive tax because those on the lowest incomes
paying at the same rate as billionaires,
instead of a lower rate.

Treasury estimates that the government
will forego $41bil in income this year in tax
concessions on super, the overwhelming
majority of this going to the wealthy. If the
tax rorts were brought to an end, $41bil could
be better used to increase the age pension
and put towards building a stock of public
housing for pensioners.

Whenever the Coalition has been in
office, they have attempted to weaken the
superannuation system and hand it over to

the control of the big banks and insurance
companies without success. Now they are
out to destroy the system.

Tax rorting by the rich is not the only
source of income inequality in the super
system. Workers who are paid less than $450
a month, the majority being women, are
denied any tax concessions on their super.

Having set the scene with the review’s
findings and the additional weapon of a
recession, the government looks set to cancel
the increases, unless enough pressure can be
exerted by the labour movement, the wider
community, and the industry funds to con-
vince the cross-benchers not to support it.

A MORE EQUITABLE
SCHEME

The whole superannuation system is
structurally and fundamentally flawed and
requires a complete overhaul. At present,
the gap between the haves and have-nots
is perpetuated by the system. Women in
particular are disadvantaged, at present
having only one third of the savings as men
on average.

The report does bring to the fore many
of the inequalities and shortcomings built
into the system but fails to address them.
It is exactly what anyone would expect of
executives from the finance sector and is in
line with the Coalition’s neoliberal agenda.

The superannuation system is based on
the individualisation of retirement income
provision — self-provision — whereas the age
pension is a public and collective system
funded centrally by government revenue.

Workers have a right to security in
retirement. They have a right to an adequate
income so they can live comfortably and in
dignity. This should be funded centrally
through a universal age pension by the
federal government.

Those who have not been able to accu-
mulate savings because of a broken working
life, sickness, disability, time off to raise a
family, unemployment, etc., also have a
right to security in old age. None of these
rights are guaranteed under the private
“self-provision for retirement” superan-
nuation system.

Workers should have an option to join
a government-run defined benefits super-
annuation fund, where the government can
invest the savings in socially desirable public
works and workers’ savings are not at risk.
They should receive a defined benefit on
retirement depending on income and length
of time in the fund. @&

The reference to "fiscally sustainable”
IS spin for "cost the government as
little as possible”
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Hello Comrades! Welcome to another week of Australian Communist
Thought and History. In this last month we will look at the Australian
Communist thought on the arts. In our first week we present an article
by Rob Gowland on the important relationship between Socialism and

Art.

In our history section, we have two articles detailing the nature and
work of the Militant Minority Movement (MMM). The MMM was a
group founded by the CPA during the Great Depression. In this
period, the capitalists were doing their all to protect their pockets as
the economy was collapsing. Thus, the MMM *“in an effort to unite
militant workers in the trade union movement [...] [fought against] [the]

suppression of the working class.” (#1243)

Guardian

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE ARTS

Rob Gowland

This article originally appeared in Australian
Meaxist Review December, 1994,

“Art is not a goal, but a medium to com-
municate with mankind.” — Moussorgski

The human animal evolved beyond
its animal competitors to develop a
greater capacity for reason than any
of them. It developed communication
skills beyond compare and it devel-
oped a capacity for imagination and
compassion. The capacity to feel com-
passion surely is one meaning of the
word humanity.

Are not the communists totally con-
cerned with humanity? With ending inhu-
manity? With freeing humanity to develop
to the full — physically, intellectually and
culturally? The revolution that we want has
a cultural dimension.

And yet there are people in the com-
munist movement (including some in the
Socialist Party of Australia) for whom an
interest in the arts is a sign of bourgeois
affectation or middle class trendiness. The
arts are seen as the field of “artie farties”
rather than true revolutionaries.

STRUGGLE OF IDEAS

Art does not exist in isolation from soci-
ety or in isolation from reality. Art reflects,
interprets and comments on reality. It deals,
as Moussorgski says, with ideas. It is part
of the struggle of ideas.

Sydney’s New Theatre, begun by the
communists in the 1930s, had a banner over
the stage for some years with the slogan “Art
is a weapon.” They meant a weapon in the
class struggle, of course, a weapon in the
struggle for ideas in the world.

At the Sydney District Conference this
year, the Socialist Party of Australia Presi-
dent Hannah Middleton, spoke of the role
of literature in bringing people to the com-
munist movement. We should remember
that a passionate, true depiction of reality
can open eyes and open minds, not just in
literature but in all the art forms.

It is why reaction always attacks pro-
gressive artists and destroys or marginal-
ises their art.

Look at the Nazis with their infamous
book burnings, arrests, and concentration
camps.

Look at East Pakistan and its struggle
for national independence as Bangladesh.
The Pakistani reaction was to slaughter the
intellectuals, including and especially the
artists, who could unite the people.

Look at the United States during the
infamous McCarthy period when artists
were hounded out of work, hounded out
of their ability to create, jailed, driven into
exile, denied access to halls, TV, publishers
or the press.

Why? Because art is a powerful weapon.
If we think of the arts as a form of mass
communication of ideas, then I think we
should be able to appreciate not only its
significance but also why communists must
of necessity take an interest in it.

If we think of the arts as a form of mass
communication of ideas, then I think we
should be able to appreciate not only its

significance but also why communists must
of necessity take an interest in it.

Lenin advised the Bolsheviks not to
discard all previous culture but to “take the
best” from bourgeois culture.

Why did he do that? Why didn’t he just
toss it all out as the culture of a decadent
system that was being replaced? Why did
he want to take anything from it?

I think “the best of bourgeois culture”
consists of two elements.

PROGRESSIVE SOCIAL
FORMS

There is the art that derives from the
progressive stages in social development,
the art that represents the new social form
emerging from a previous system. For
example, the art that is the cream, the best
of ancient Greek thought, was the product
of the progressive stage of slave society.

As each new social form takes shape and
replaces the preceding one, it has a progres-
sive stage. Later it becomes moribund and
then decadent and is in turn replaced — as
slave society was succeeded by feudalism,
and feudalism by capitalism, and as capital-
ism eventually will be by socialism.

The second element is the work of the
actual artists, craftsmen, artisans who
worked to create the great temples and
churches, who painted the frescoes, who
sculpted the reliefs and statuary, who built
the palaces, who made the jewellery, the
silverware — the master craftsmen and
their helpers who worked to bring to life
the dreams and aspirations of the new
ruling class.

They may have been restricted by the
strictures of their class society, but we can
still admire the talents of these very often
nameless artisans, craftsmen and toilers. [...]

CIRCUMSCRIBED BY
CAPITALISM

Humanity, however, continues to
struggle. Artists continue to try to expose
injustices, to present ideas. People still
have talent; they still have minds. They
are circumscribed, however, by capitalism.

The high cost of mainstream films, for
example, even those made on much lower
budgets than, say, an Arnold Schwarzeneg-
ger film, necessitates their being released
through capitalist-owned distribution and
exhibition companies.

Consequently, although mainstream film
makers can be explicitly outspoken about
the ills of capitalist society, they cannot
portray it as specifically capitalist society
nor can they show the exploitative nature
of that same social system as the root cause
of those ills. They can only make oblique
comments. They must deal with generalisa-
tions and vaguenesses.

Even at the height of the anti-fascist
coalition in World War II, propaganda
films that came from Hollywood had to deal
obliquely with questions of fascism and war.

Trade unionism and on-the-job labour
organising, unemployment and homeless-
ness, the corrosive effects of poverty, these
are themes dealt with so rarely in “mass

entertainment” that their occasional appear-
ance is hailed as an “event.”

Politics — or actual criticism of capital-
ism itself — is generally tolerated only in
obscure, guarded or even coded references.

Politically explicit material is usually
marginalised to fringe theatre or public
television with its strong petty bourgeois
influence.

Today, many progressive artists suffer
under another heavy burden. They are locked
out of confidence in the future. They can
still see what is wrong with capitalist soci-
ety but, thanks to the triumph of capitalism
in the cold war, they have no confidence in
the alternative. They are not sure any more
that there is an alternative to capitalism.
And this stultifies and undercuts much of
what they do.

CONFIDENCE IN THE
FUTURE

It is our job to encourage artists to speak
out about reality, but also to give them that
confidence in a new stage of human devel-
opment in the future.

All that capitalism offers artists today at
a mass level is the opportunity essentially
to make escapist films or novels or plays,
the opportunity to provide the masses with
an escape from reality. No answers, just a
happy alternative, an imaginary world that
is better than this one, something to take
their minds off the present situation and
their current predicaments.

The result is the proliferation of highly
developed art forms based on thrills, incon-
gruity, stupidity and sex. The result is the
popularisation of gun-culture, fantasies and
a phony optimism which actually encourages
the development of cynicism. [...]

ROLE OF THE SOCIALIST
PARTY OF AUSTRALIA

Our Party’s approach to the arts needs
to be active, positive, and multi-faceted.

We need to promote an interest in and
understanding of the best, most progressive
works of bourgeois culture.

We need to analyse and expose the class
bias in the arts policies of governments
and arts administrations at both State and
Federal levels.

Similarly, the art works of present-
day bourgeois culture should be critically

reviewed from a working class perspective.
Many so-called left or alternative artists
today are under the influence of petty bour-
geois ideology, which needs to be combatted
by exposing the deficiencies, distortions,
inconsistencies and errors it leads to.

SOCIALIST CULTURE

It is the responsibility of the Socialist
Party of Australia to preserve, defend and
encourage the continued enjoyment and
study of the art produced under socialism
in the USSR, Eastern Europe, China, Cuba
and elsewhere. Certainly, no one will if we
do not.

We must do no less with the art works
that spring from the ranks and experience
of the working class under capitalism — the
plays and poetry, songs and stories from
and of the working class. This particularly
applies to the arts of our multicultural Aus-
tralian working class.

There are, within our Party, people of
real artistic talent. We must encourage and
develop them. We also need to encourage
our other comrades. If you lack soloists, try
forming a small choir — people are often
much more confident singing in a group.

We should look for ways to develop and
utilise not just singing, but recitations, agita-
tional playlets and skits, dance and of course
creative writing. Short stories, anecdotes,
reminiscences, poems and sketches (both
written and drawn varieties) are needed for
The Guardian. They used to be a feature of
the working class press and should be again.

Whenever Party branches or commit-
tees have the opportunity to present mate-
rial on community radio or television, if
possible don’t restrict our contribution to
talk alone. Augment that with songs, skits,
poems and the like.

Remember, the arts are a means of
expression and a source of pleasure. They
deal with ideas and — if used correctly — can
be a powerful weapon in the armoury of the
working class.

The bourgeoisie uses the arts to help
maintain its exploitative rule. It behoves
us to develop the alternative approach to
the arts: to show the people that they can
have entertainment while dealing with real
issues, there are real solutions and they do
have a future. @



Guardian

This article originally appeared in Workers'
Weekly April, 1928,

The situation confronting the workers
in the coal mining industry is simply
a portrayal of that which is gradually
arising in all industries. Upon every
hand are to be observed the numbers
of workers of all categories who have
been thrust out of employment as a
result of the growing depression in
trade.

The situation which now confronts
the workers of this country is one which
demands a more clear expression of that
militancy than has been shown here. This
applies to the miners as much as to anyone
else. It is a waste of time hanging around on
the expectation that there is a possibility of
markets being discovered in some place or
other. The markets are gone, for coal as well
as for other commodities, owing to the fact
that the productive power of the workers
has developed to a much greater extent
than the market; this condition has been
accentuated in the coal industry owing to
the development of the internal combustion
engine and the greater economy achieved
in the use of fuel.

The extent to which these developments
have effected the coal industry in one
department is shown by the following figures
taken from Lloyd’s Register for 1927.

Motorships which in 1914 only reached
234,000 tons, now amount to 4,271,000
tons. Vessels fitted for oil fuel in 1914 were of
1,310,000 tons while at the end of 19S7 they
were nearly 18,500,000 tons — conclusive
evidence of the swing over from coal to oil.

SPEEDING-UP NO
SOLUTION

In addition to this comes reports from the
USA giving an account of an improvement
in the carbonising of coal which has resulted
in the saving of three million tons of coal in
the period of one year.

At the same time all other industries
are commencing to feel the pinch. Faced
with a falling market the employers are
anxious that the workers should consent
to speeding up processes in order that the
ownership of industry may be better able to
compete in the world’s markets. The very
plausible argument is put forward that if
the workers are not prepared to fall in with
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ORGANISE MILITANT MINORITY
MOVEMENT
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this idea it will be necessary to close down
the industries. This undoubtedly sounds
logical to the unthinking worker who may
be possessed of the opinion that this is the
only social system which has ever existed
and upon whom it has not dawned that if
he and his fellows but received the value of
the commodities produced there would be
no need to look for a market.

Speeding up offers no solution for the
problem at present confronting society.
Production has arrived at such a stage that
in order to maintain their position as owners
of industry the employers are intending to
launch an attack upon the living standard
of the workers.

MILITANT SPIRIT
NECESSARY

That this will in time but intensify the
contradiction confronting them is not
considered. They are merely concerned
with the present.

The conferences they are desirous of

holding in conjunction with representatives
of the working class are for the purpose of
getting the workers to fall into line with
their policy.

There is no common ground between
the working class and the exploiters. We
are organised for the purpose of protecting
ourselves against the attacks of the employers
and for the purpose of by virtue of what
organised strength we possess, forcing
concessions from time to time in accordance
with our needs.

We have to develop further than that.
Capitalism is on the decline. The owners of
capital are prepared to go to any extreme
in order to maintain their position of pomp
and power. It is immaterial to them whether
the working class lives or dies so long as the
flow of profit continues.

We have to develop within our trade
unions not only a spirit of struggle
against the encroachment of the boss
but a spirit of antagonism to capitalism
and a determination to bring about the
Socialisation of industry.
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This is the task confronting the militants
everywhere. In order that the work be made
effective it is necessary that the militants be
organised on a national basis. It is necessary
that the labour movement of this country be
linked up with that of the adjacent countries
of the Pacific and to the international
movement.

Upon the militant workers in the
labour movement of Australia rests the
responsibility of arousing workers to the
dangers that confront them, of building
up a spirit of struggle against the attacks
now being planned, of driving forward
for a reduction of the working hours as a
temporary alleviation for the unemployment
and intermittency now confronting us, and
of preparing the workers for the struggle for
the possession of the industries.

There must be no surrender without a
struggle. It is better to fight and lose, than
lose and never fight at all. But better far to
fight and win. In order to win we must have
ORGANISATION, to get that we must build
the Militant Minority Movement.

The owners of capital are prepared to go to any
extreme in order to maintain their position of
pomp and power

MILITANT MINORITY MOVEMENT

This article originally appeared in Workers'
Weekly April, 1929.

TWPO’S CALL TO DEFEAT THE BOSS-
ES’ ATTACK

With the slogan, “Not a Penny off the
Pay, Not a Minute on the Day,” the Transport
Workers’ Propaganda Committee has
broadcasted a “call to action to all workers
and unions.”

After reviewing Bruce’s [Stanley Bruce,
8th Prime Minister of Australia 1923-1929]
anti-working-class legislation and the attack
on wharfies, timber workers, and miners,
the leaflet asks: — “Whilst these attacks
have been and are taking place, what are the

(BRISBANE GROUP)

leaders of the trade union movement and the
so-called Workers’ Political Party doing?”

For answer, it points to the ACTU
participation in the bosses’ “Industrial Peace”
trap and to the silence and indifference of
the Parliamentary Laborites.

“Only the militants — the Communists
and the members of the Militant Minority
Movement — endeavoured to arouse the
workers.”

“Our immediate tasks,” it concludes,
are: —

“(1) to defeat the bosses’ offensive by
supporting the timber workers and the
miners in the fights now on.

“(2) To secure the withdrawal of the scabs
from the waterfront and the reinstatement
of the railwaymen sacked by a Labor
Government for refusing to haul scab goods.

“(3) The repeal of all anti-working-class
legislation.

“(4) The dumping of all treacherous
leaders, both trade union and political.

“Solidarity will shatter the bosses’ attack,
will revitalise our forces and enable us to
assume the offensive Council meeting.
This union, with many others, imagines
that — because there is an alleged Labor
Government in Queensland — there is
a chance of defeating the object of the

Bruce Capitalist Government through the
McCormack [William McCormack, Premier
of Queensland 1925-1929] Capitalist
Government, and suggested that the latter
be approached with a view to seeing what
can be done in the matter.

The application of the Beeby Award to
the Queensland branch of the Watersiders’
Federation, and the subsequent vigorous
assistance of the McCormack Government
to enforce that Award, is an example of
what to expect when the bosses, through
their Federal Court, include the Queensland
unions in the general attack on wages and
conditions. @&
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US "WAR ON TERROR", PART 1

Eileen Whitehead

HISTORY OF US MILITARY
BASES

In 1940, Roosevelt and Churchill
agreed the “destroyers-for-bases”
deal that, in exchange for fifty World
War 1-era US Navy destroyers, the US
would acquire 99-year leases on bases
in Caribbean islands and British Gui-
ana, plus temporary access to bases
in Bermuda and Newfoundland. With
this deal, Roosevelt had cemented the
global power of the United States into
the next century. Today, the US has
approximately 800 bases in over sev-
enty countries, which at the time of the
wars in Afghanistan and Iraq in 2012
cost the country $US170 million to run.

Various US Presidents have supported
bases as “maintaining the peace” and pro-
viding “symbols of [...] US commitments
to allies and friends”: Obama maintaining
“they provide a stabilising influence abroad.”
However, in reality, these bases are gener-
ating grievances and antagonism, and their
protection of America’s national security
was shattered on the 11th September 2001.
Another “reality” is that the global assortment
of bases is offensive rather than protective
and has made it much simpler to intervene
in another country’s affairs and has cost mil-
lions of lives and millions of asylum seekers,
which is covered later in this article.

Currently, US bases are heightening
military tensions, especially those placed
near the borders of China, Russia, and
Iran. Instead of stabilising influences, they
are seen as threats to the security of these
countries, who then respond by boosting
their own weapons of defence; for example,
we nearly had a third world war when Cuba
sought help from the USSR in 1962.

So, what is the argument for these over-
seas bases? If it is to keep the peace and make
the US and the world safer and more secure,
it would seem to have failed miserably.

US DETERRENCE AND/OR
INTERFERENCE IN AFRICA

Deterrence in international relations is a
threat of retaliation by extreme force that is
made prior to an attack. The intended out-
come is that, for example, a terrorist organi-
sation will make a cost-benefit analysis and
deem its attack not worth the consequences.
There are three types of deterrents: general,
defensive, and punitive.

General deterrents are “aimed at causing
a terrorist organisation to renounce its terror-
ist ways and to completely stop perpetrating
terrorist attacks,” and are the least effective
in the short-term. (anti-empire.com)

Defensive deterrents prevent terrorism
by focusing on the defence of specific targets;
and while it is an effective short-term strat-
egy, in the long-term a terrorist group will
only re-prioritise its targets: “Efforts to deter
terrorist events often displace the attack to
other venues, modes of attack, countries, or
regions, where targets are relatively softer.”

Finally, punitive deterrence “aims at
deterring the [terrorist] organisation’s

activists from participating in terrorist activ-
ity.” (Ganor, Boaz. The Counterterrorism
Puzzle: A Guide for Decision Makers. New
Brunswick, NJ: The Interdisciplinary Center
for Herzlyia Projects, 2005.)

General deterrence and punitive deter-
rence may appear to be one and the same,
but the key differentiating feature is general
deterrence’s focus on the terrorist group and
punitive deterrence’s focus on the individual.

The situation in Africa, as in other parts
of the world where the US practises its so-
called “deterrence,” appears to be worsening.

In January 2020, a dozen al-Shabab
fighters infiltrated the perimeter of a mili-
tary base in Manda Bay, Kenya. Using a
rocket-propelled grenade, they fired at a US
surveillance plane with an ensuing hour-long
firefight, at the end of which two American
pilots and a US soldier were dead, two other
US military personnel wounded, and six sur-
veillance aircraft and helicopters destroyed.

Where there are US bases, there is the
potential for such attacks, because launch-
ing pads for offensive military operations
become targets. Since 9/11, the US military
has built a formidable network of outposts
in more than a dozen African countries. The
Freedom of Information Act now reveals
an exclusive window into the footprint of
American military operations in Africa.

The US bases are described as “Endur-
ing” and “Non-Enduring” by the Pentagon,
with ‘Enduring’ bases providing “strategic
access and use to support United States’
security interests for the foreseeable future.”
The definition of ‘Non-Enduring’ outposts
— also known as “contingency locations”
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— is supporting and sustaining “operations
during contingencies or other operations.”
Contingency locations can be categorised
as initial, temporary, or semi-permanent.

Enduring Footprint Bases: Chebel-
ley, Djibouti; Camp Lemonnier, Djibouti;
Entebbe, Uganda; Mombasa, Kenya; Manda
Bay, Kenya; Libreville, Gabon; St. Helena,
Ascension Island; Accra, Ghana; Ouagadou-
gou, Burkina Faso; Dakar, Senegal; Agadez,
Niger; Niamey, Niger; N'Djamena, Chad.

Non-Enduring Footprint Bases: Bizerte,
Tunisia; Arlit, Niger; Dirkou, Niger; Diffa,
Niger; Ouallam, Niger; Bamako, Mali;
Garoua, Cameroon; Maroua, Cameroon;
Misrata, Libya; Tripoli, Libya; Baledogle,
Somalia; Bosasso, Somalia; Galcayo, Soma-
lia; Kismayo, Somalia; Mogadishu, Somalia.

US Africa Command (AFRICOM)
describes this as a “light and relatively low-
cost footprint” on the continent. This ‘light’
footprint consists of an assemblage of more
than two dozen outposts that stretch from
one side of Africa to the other, consisting of
locations for twenty-nine bases located in
fifteen different countries or territories. The
highest concentrations are in the Sahelian
states on the west side of the continent, and
the Horn of Africa in the east. Although a
couple of bases have closed, AFRICOM is
seeking future expansion.

A handful of African nations host the bulk
of US military personnel, who are generally
deployed on rotations for a few months at
a time. Djibouti, situated across the Gulf
of Aden from Yemen, is one of the world’s
smallest countries but currently hosts more
US military personnel than any other African

e
-

nation. Roughly 4,000 US military personnel
on the continent are temporarily deployed
to Djibouti, and have been there for years.

Camp Lemonnier is the only permanent
US base in Africa, and serves as a key out-
post for surveillance and combat operations
against al Qaeda and other extremist groups
in the region. It is interesting to note here
that the US has made no objections to Sudan
providing troops in support of the murder-
ous Saudi intercession in Yemen.

The country with the second most US
military personnel deployed there is Niger,
with roughly 800, followed by Somalia,
Djibouti’s neighbour, with roughly 400 US
military personnel. The fourth nation in terms
of US military personnel is Cameroon, with
more than 100.

The US has a military presence in vir-
tually every African nation. Most nations,
according to June figures from the Pentagon,
have at least a handful of active-duty per-
sonnel temporarily deployed there. The US
strategy in Africa is mainly to equip African
forces and help allies like France abroad to
build those nations’ security capacities, and
“stabilise the region.” The strategy doesn’t
appear to be working.

Violent extremist groups based in
northern Mali and across the Sahel region
in Africa, have proved resilient, flexible and
capable of carrying out attacks across the
border, according to AFRICOM. The groups
there have relative freedom to move around,
making attacks easier and posing a threat
to Niger, other African countries and US
military personnel. &

Since 9/11, the US military has
built a formidable network of
outposts in more than a dozen

African countries
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YEMEN IN "IMMINENT DANGER" OF WORST FAMINE IN DECADES

Article via teleSUR

According to reports, the United
Nations has warned that millions of
Yemenis face a looming famine due
to a massive shortfall in humanitar-
ian aid funding, describing war-torn
Yemen as the world’s most massive
humanitarian crisis, eighty per cent
of the country’s 29 million people in
need of help.

United Nations Secretary-General
Antonio Guterres has warned that war-torn
Yemen is in imminent danger of the worst
famine the world has seen in decades. “In
the absence of immediate action, millions of
lives may be lost,” Guterres said on Friday
of the country that has endured a five-year
war between Iranian-backed Houthi rebels
and government forces.

Guterres’ warning comes as the United
States threatens to blacklist the Houthi group
as part of its “maximum pressure” campaign
against Tehran. Aid workers have raised fears
such a move would prevent life-saving aid
from reaching the country and make things
even worse in Yemen.

In his statement, Guterres made only
an indirect reference to this possibility. “I
urge all those with influence to act urgently
on these issues to stave off catastrophe, and
I also request that everyone avoids taking
any action that could make the already dire
situation even worse,” he said. Guterres
said the reasons for the heightened threat
of famine include a sharp drop in funding
for the UN-coordinated relief program, the
instability of the Yemeni currency, and the
warring parties imposing “impediments” for
relief organisations.

A Saudi Arabian-led military coalition

intervened in Yemen in 2015, backing gov-
ernment forces fighting the Houthi group.
Western powers, including the US, assisted
the coalition.

The Houthi rebels control the Yemeni
capital, Sanaa, and much of the north after
a grinding war that has created the world’s
worst humanitarian crisis. The US labelling
the rebels a “terrorist” group would mean
many countries would have trouble inter-
acting with the Houthis. The effect on the
Houthis, who are already under US sanctions,
may be limited. Still, ordinary Yemenis could
pay the price, with further damage to aid
programs already cut back due to record-low
funding during the coronavirus pandemic.

Everything from dealing with Houthi
officials, handling taxes, using the banking
system, paying health workers, buying food
and fuel, and arranging internet services
could be affected, humanitarian groups say.

UN officials are trying to revive peace
talks to end the war as their suffering is
worsened by an economic and currency
collapse and the COVID-19 pandemic. UN
aid chief Mark Lowcock has said the UN has
received less than half of what it needed this
year — about $1.5bil (USD) — for Yemen’s
humanitarian operations. Last year it received
$3bil (USD). @

UK TERRORISM CHIEF CALLS FOR 'NATIONAL DEBATE' ON
CRIMINALISING DOUBTS ABOUT COVID-19 VACCINE

Article via Russia Today

The UK’s top counter-terrorism cop has
suggested society stop allowing peo-
ple to question the wisdom of a rapid
Covid-19 vaccine rollout, regarding
such scepticism to be life-threatening
“misinformation.”

Met Assistant Commissioner Neil Basu
has pointedly questioned whether it is “the
correct thing for society to allow” the sharing
of “misinformation that could cost people’s
lives” — demonising all doubts about quickly
developed Covid-19 vaccines whose poten-
tial long-term effects are not yet known and
tying them to extremist radicalisation efforts.

While he didn’t go so far as to call for a law
to be passed banning such content, his sug-
gestion of a “national debate” will presumably

light a fire under ministers already mulling
such legislation.

Basu also expressed worries about a
“sharp increase in extremist material online
in the last few years” during Wednesday’s
press conference, warning of a “new and
worrying trend in the UK” of young people
being radicalised. Officials told UK media
that Islamic extremists and far-right groups
were using “false claims about coronavirus”
to radicalise their followers.

Social media users already wary of the
rush to roll out the vaccine were disturbed
by the attendant rush to criminalise criti-
cism of it.

Some said that there were completely
legitimate reasons to criticise the jab.

Even some in favour of taking the jab

thought the decision to do so should be a
“personal choice” rather than a mandate.

And others argued Basu’s suggestion
should horrify anyone who believed in free
speech, “no matter what [their] beliefs.”

“Am I alone in finding this more worry-
ing than the virus itself?” one [social media]
user asked.

The counter-terrorism chief’s concerns
have added to the growing chorus of govern-
ment entities calling for the blanket censor-
ship — or even criminalisation — of vaccine
scepticism. The Labour Party earlier this week
demanded the government adopt emergency
legislation to impose civil and criminal pen-
alties on social media platforms that don’t
immediately remove posts that question the
safety of the jab and other “false” materials.

Labour’s Shadow Health Secretary

Jonathan Ashworth demanded government
“deal with some of the dangerous nonsense,
nonsensical anti-vax stuff that we’ve seen
spreading on social media, which erodes
trust in the vaccine” even though no vaccine
has yet passed review by UK health authori-
ties and speculation from either “side” of the
debate is fully hypothetical. @

THAI POLICE CLASH WITH PRO-DEMOCRACY PROTESTERS AS

PARLIAMENT DISCUSSES POSSIBLE CONSTITUTION CHAN

Ceren Sagir via Morning Star

Thailand’s riot police fired a water
cannon and tear gas at protesters
today as they tried to break through
barricades outside parliament while
possible changes to the constitution
were discussed.

Police had set up the barbed wire barri-
cades earlier as hundreds of royalists dem-
onstrated to call on MPs not to change the
constitution.

But the student-led pro-democracy
protesters are demanding changes to the
constitution that was drawn up by the coun-
try’s former junta and want the removal of
former military ruler Prime Minister Prayuth
Chan-ocha.

Other demands include a reform to curb

the powers of King Maha Vajiralongkorn’s
monarchy as they believe the institution is
too powerful and lacks accountability. The
king has attracted criticism for spending most
of his time in Germany and for his playboy
lifestyle, including the appointment of an
official consort in addition to his wife. Consort
Sineenatra Wongvajirabhakdi was reinstated
this autumn a year after being sacked and
having multiple family members arrested
on charges of having undermined the queen.

Thailand’s laws forbid people from insult-
ing the monarchy, and offences could involve
jail time of between three and 15 years.

Video broadcasts from the protests
showed a large number of people being helped
or carried away from the site after water can-
nons and tear gas was fired at them, but there
were no reports of serious injuries.

Bangkok’s Erawan Medical Centre said
that five people were hospitalised due to tear
gas and others were treated by paramedics
at the scene.

The movement has been staging increas-
ingly determined rallies around the country
since July.

There are seven draft constitutional
amendments scheduled to be voted in a two-
day joint session of the House and Senate,
as any constitutional changes require a joint
vote by the bodies.

Any motions that are passed will have
to go through a second and third reading at
least a month after today’s vote.

Thailand has had 20 constitutions since
abolishing the absolute monarchy in 1932 in
favour of a constitutional monarchy.

It is not expected that the parliament
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will agree on specific changes for inclusion
in a new charter, but it is likely to establish
a constitutional drafting committee to write
a new charter.

Consensus could also be reached on a draft
that would allow all points in the constitution
to be amended, with the significant excep-
tion of articles concerning the monarchy. &
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Steve Lalla via People's Voice

The Lima Group is a Canada-led organ-
isation dedicated to the ouster of Ven-
ezuelan President Nicolas Maduro.
In January 2019, National Assembly
member Juan Guaido tried to declare
himself president of Venezuela, and
Lima Group countries—with the excep-
tion of Saint Lucia—recognise Guaid6
as president.

The Lima Group has faced criticism within
Canada and from member states’ politi-
cians and journalists. Dr Maria Paez Victor,
a Venezuelan sociologist living in Canada,
explained: “Unable to get the Organisation
of American States (OAS) votes needed to
agree to their nefarious plot, this group of
governments with no official international
standing, few democratic principles, most led
by known discredited leaders [...] allied itself,
throwing all of its diplomatic and economic
support behind a man who self-proclaimed
himself president of Venezuela in a public
plaza, violating the country’s constitution and
all electoral rules. So much for the ‘respect
for the rule of law’ that the Canadian Foreign
Minister, Chrystia Freeland so frequently
spouts.”

“The Lima Group is instigating problems
rather than finding democratic solutions,”
commented Guyana’s Kaieteur News. “In April
of this year, the Lima Group renewed its call
for the National Armed Forces of Venezuela
to demonstrate, show loyalty to the imposter
president, Juan Guaido.”

Saint Lucia’s Foreign Affairs Minister
Sarah Flood-Beaubrun stated that “we
continue to maintain a normal diplomatic
relationship with Venezuela, we recognise
Venezuela as a friend.” Ex-Foreign Affairs
Minister Alva Baptiste condemned the coun-
try’s decision to join the Lima Group: “Saint
Lucia should never be part or be a member
of a renegade mongoose gang like the Lima
Group.”

DEMOCRACY IN
VENEZUELA

If the Lima Group accepted the voting
process that led to Guaido’s election to the
National Assembly in 2015, why did they
refuse to honour the results of the 2018
presidential election? Both elections used the
same process, widely recognised as among
the best in Latin America and the world. The
process is entirely electronic, uses fingerprint
identification in conjunction with printed
paper records, and was approved by 150
international observers in 2018. Former US
president Jimmy Carter declared it the “best
in the world” in 2012. Indeed, before the
formation of the Lima Group the Venezuelan
voting system was widely acclaimed even
within the US and Lima Group countries.
The losing candidates in Venezuela’s 2018
presidential election all accepted the votes as
valid. Maduro conceded defeat in 2015 when
opposition coalition MUD won a majority in
National Assembly elections.

It’s not that the Lima Group doesn’t
support democracy in Venezuela. Instead,
consistent with US and Canadian foreign
policy, they support democracy only when

International

CANADA-LED REGIME CHANGE:
THE LIMA GROUP UNDER THE

it produces the desired results. The Lima
Declaration evokes the 1975 Trilateral Com-
mission report which famously observed that
problems of governance can stem from an
“excess of democracy.”

VENEZUELA’S
“HUMANITARIAN CRISIS”

Why does the Lima Group claim that
there is a humanitarian crisis in Venezuela?
Certainly, conditions in Venezuela have
worsened since the imposition of numerous
sanctions limiting their ability to import food
and medicines. However, at the time of the
Lima Declaration, most signatory countries
had far worse “crises” than Venezuela. In fact,
using the United Nations’ Human Develop-
ment Index (HDI) report of 2018, Venezuela
was categorised as a country possessing
“High Human Development,” outranking
most Lima Group countries including Brazil,
Colombia, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Hon-
duras, Paraguay, Peru, and Saint Lucia. HDI
specifically measures the health, standard of
living, and human development of a nation’s
people. Clearly the Lima Group’s claim of a
humanitarian crisis within Venezuela smacks
of hypocrisy.

VIOLENCE IN VENEZUELA

How could the Lima Group condemn
violence within Venezuela, yet ignore the
appalling human rights record of partici-
pants such as Brazil, Colombia, Mexico,
Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras or Peru? In their
global report for 2017, Ireland’s Front Line
Defenders reported that eighty per cent of
killings of human rights defenders (HRDs)
“took place in just four countries—Brazil,
Colombia, Mexico and the Philippines.”
Incredibly, three of these were signatories to
the original Lima Declaration! The organisa-
tion’s 2018 report showed in greater detail
that Colombia recorded 126 HRD killings,
Mexico forty-eight, Guatemala twenty-six,
Brazil twenty-three, Honduras eight and
Venezuela five.

Further statistics corroborate this gross
misrepresentation by the Lima Group. In their
2018 report Amnesty International noted the
increase in killing of human rights activists
and social leaders in Colombia, particularly
among land defenders, which has only inten-
sified since. The same report cited “increased
violence” throughout Mexico in 2017, includ-
ing disappearances, and torture, and the
murder of journalists. It named Honduras as
“one of the most dangerous countries in the
Americas region for human rights defenders,
especially those working to protect land, terri-
tory and the environment.” At least 31 people
were killed following protests surrounding
the 2017 presidential election in Honduras.
For Brazil, “huge setbacks to existing law and
policy” were noted by Amnesty during the
2017 period. “Violence and killings increased,
mostly affecting young black males. Conflicts
over land and natural resources resulted in
dozens of killings.”

VENEZUELA AT THE
UNITED NATIONS

Perhaps most ironic is the Lima
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Declaration’s statement that “Venezuela does
not comply with the obligations and require-
ments for members of the United Nations
Human Rights Council (UNHRC).” In the
United Nations election of October 2019
Venezuela was granted, with 105 of 193 votes,
a seat on the UNHRC, a position limited to
forty-seven nations. Meanwhile Canada is
not a member of the UNHRC and in June
of 2020 failed in their bid for election to the
UN Security Council (UNSC), a result of its
anti-democratic foreign affairs policies. In
fact, none of the members of the Lima Group
belong to the UNSC. All of this points to the
best explanation for the formation of the Lima
Group: failing to find adequate support for
their declaration within the United Nations,
Canada decided to form a renegade “coalition
of the willing” that would appear to justify
their dreams of regime change in Venezuela.

US INVOLVEMENT IN THE
LIMA GROUP

It’s notable that the US is not included
in the Lima Group. No country has pushed
harder for regime change in Venezuela,
attacking the country with a barrage of
increasing sanctions since 2015 and seizing
Venezuelan property in the US. May 2020’s
foiled Operation Gideon terrorist assault,
involving a group of mercenaries intent on
assassinating Maduro, included former US
soldiers and was led by Canadian-born US
Special Forces veteran Jordan Goudreau.
Founder of private security firm Silvercorp,
Goudreau has boasted of providing security
for Trump rallies.

US desire for regime change in Venezuela
is no secret. The US has placed a $15 million
bounty on Maduro. In February 2019 US
Senator Marco Rubio tweeted an image of
Muammar Gaddafi’s corpse and threatened
that Maduro would meet the same fate. It’s
worthwhile to note here that following the
2011 NATO bombing campaign leading to
Gaddafi’s overthrow and murder, oil-rich
Libya dropped from the highest standard
of living in Africa to the lowest, exposing the
lie to claims that the NATO intervention was
motivated by humanitarian concerns.

The US frenzy surrounding Venezuela
dates back to Obama’s March 2015 executive
order declaring Venezuela an “unusual and

extraordinary threat to US national security
and foreign policy,” the same tactic used by
Reagan in 1985 to provide the illusion of
legality for a war on the “dangerous military
colossus” of Nicaragua. If they’re so hellbent
on destroying Venezuela, why has the US
decided to keep out of the Lima Group?
“The Lima Group was created when
the US was stuck trying to pass resolutions
against Venezuela in the OAS,” opined analyst
Jesus Rodriguez Espinoza. “So, they came up
with the idea of creating a de facto OAS that
would be subject to their wishes. To make
it less obvious they opted out and asked
Canada and [OAS Secretary General Luis]
Almagro to push the Lima Group. The group
is in reality an extension of the US Depart-
ment of State.” For Canadian politicians,
the Lima Group offers a program for regime
change in Venezuela that can be mediatised
without the bad optics of Trump—reviled by
Canadians—hanging over it. In any case, US
Secretary of State Mike Pompeo has attended
Lima Group’s meetings via teleconference.

WHY CANADA?

Canada cares about Venezuela because
they want to continue looting the country’s
oil and mineral resources with impunity.
“Venezuela has the largest recognised oil
reserves in the world. The country also has
enormous gold deposits,” explains Canadian
journalist Yves Engler. “Venezuela forced
private oil companies to become minority
partners with the state oil company in 2007.
This prompted Calgary-based Petro-Canada to
sell its portion of an oil project and Canadian
officials to privately complain about feeling
‘burned’ by the Venezuelan government...
A number of Canadian companies clashed
with [former Venezuelan President] Hugo
Chavez’s government over its bid to gain
greater control over gold extraction. Crys-
tallex, Vanessa Ventures, Gold Reserve Inc.
and Rusoro Mining all had prolonged legal
battles with the Venezuelan government.”

The Lima Group’s outright slander goes
beyond opportunism. Only the most immoral
criminal could even attempt to defend the bla-
tant lies propagated by their Declaration. &
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