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and slavery
NSW Premier resigns: 
Coalition deluge ensues

Anna Pha

They claim they are a cheaper and 
“independent alternative” to registered 
trade unions. These associations open-
ly set out to compete with and under-
mine genuine trade unions in health, 
education, policing, and other fi elds. 
While their membership is relatively 
small, they nonetheless pose a serious 
threat to the unity of the working class 
and trade union struggle.

They are fuelling and exploiting the fear 
of vaccination and oppose government-man-
dated vaccination in sectors such as health, 
aged care, and policing in their attempt to 
draw workers away from their unions. They 
claim to be recruiting hundreds of members 
a day and to have a combined total of close to 
9,000 members covering seven associations.

“These are fake unions run by LNP 
[Liberal National Party] members and their 
associates set up to try and divide working 
people,” Australian Council of Trade Unions 
Secretary Sally McManus told the Sydney 
Morning Herald. “This amounts to an LNP-
sponsored anti-vaccination campaign which 
will directly and needlessly cause working 
people to contract a deadly virus.”

Operating under the umbrella of Red 
Union Support Hub, they are backed by a 
group of lawyers and present and former 
members of the Liberal National Party in 
Queensland and the Liberal Party in NSW.

While most of them were set up within 
the past few months or are still in the proc-
ess of being formed, the Nurses Professional 
Association of Queensland (NPAQ) has been 
around since 2014.

The deceptively named Red Union Sup-
port Hub claims to off er “support without the 
politics” and state that “[o]ur associations 
fi ght to protect you, not promote a politi-
cal party.”

Each association makes almost identical 
claims about its “bottom-up” structure and 
appears to operate out of the same offi  ce. The 
names of offi  cials are not publicly provided 
on their websites.

They claim to be non-party political and 
carry membership fees of fi fty to seventy per 
cent less than their genuine counterparts. 
Their websites promote the claim that they do 
not donate fi nancially or in-kind to political 
parties, instead claiming their fees are only 
spent on supporting members. In doing so, 
they are implicitly criticising trade unions 
that give support to the Labor Party and 
the Australian Greens. They might not give 
donations, but do they receive support from 
political parties or individuals?

The Red Union group, exploiting opposi-
tion to mandatory vaccinations as a recruit-
ment tool, has now branched out to create a 
number of associations:
• Nurses Professional Association of 

Australia (NPAA)
• Nurses Professional Association of 

Queensland (NPAQ)
• Teachers Professional Association of 

Australia (TPAA) 
• Teachers Professional Association of 

Queensland (TPAQ)
• Australian Medical Professionals’ 

Society (AMPS)
• Professional Drivers Association of 

Australia (PDAA)
• Sworn Offi  cers Professional Association 

of Australia (SOPAA)
Queensland Council of Unions General 

Secretary Michael Cliff ord described the 
associations as “fake unions.” “Their agenda 
is to bust unions and limit their power to 
fi ght for members’ pay and conditions,” 
Cliff ord said.

“They seek to undermine collectivism, 

and what they do is the very opposite of 
unionism. Real unions focus on organising 
and fi ghting for members and improving 
their communities where they live and work.”

In the name of “choice” and ending 
“monopolies”, they were set up in competi-
tion with existing unions or bodies represent-
ing workers and in the case of doctors, the 
Australian Medical Association. The term 
“choice” harks back to former Coalition Prime 
Minister John Howard who legislated for the 
choice not to join a trade union.

Their main targets are genuine trade 
unions and the Labor Party. They play on 
the disaff ection that many workers have with 
the major political parties by claiming not 
to have a party-political agenda, at the same 
time failing to disclose their real agenda.

LNP CONNECTIONS
The director of the Red Union is Jack 

McGuire. McGuire refuses to indicate the 
position of the Red Union associations on 
vaccination against COVID-19 – even when 
questioned about a video describing the 

vaccine as an “experimental biological agent” 
that the NPAQ shared online.

McGuire is also Secretary of the TPAA 
which was set up in direct competition to 
teacher unions. He was a member of the 
LNP. Murdoch’s Sky News has been all too 
willing to give him airtime attacking the 
Queensland Labor government and the 
Queensland Teachers’ Union.

The NAPQ Secretary, Aenghas Hopkin-
son-Pearson, was state electorate council 
treasurer for the LNP to Dr Christian Rowan 
in the seat of Moggill in Queensland.

Liberal Party member John Larter was 
working as a paramedic in NSW until recently 
being suspended after railing against public 
health vaccination orders for workers in 
critical front-line jobs, including paramedics. 
Larter is believed to be setting up an alterna-
tive association for paramedics. He argues 
that existing trade unions have abandoned 
their members by not fi ghting against public 
health vaccination orders.

Continued on page 2
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MORRISON PLAYS 
FAVOURITES WITH 

THE COMMONWEALTH
A hallmark of conservative rhetoric is to decry 

that the opposition is being opportunistic and po-
liticising a sensitive situation. 

Last week, Queensland Premier Annastacia 
Palaszczuk stated that the state might not reopen 
unless hospitals receive more federal funding to 
cope with the expected rise in COVID-19 cases – 
given that NSW is winding down from its COVID-19 
outbreak and Victoria is currently in the middle 
of theirs, this is a reasonable and responsible re-
quest. Prime Minister Scott Morrison, however, 
begs to diff er and qualifi ed Palaszczuk’s request as 
“hold[ing] the federal government to ransom and 
seek to extort from them money,” in the process 
likening Palaszczuk to a gangster.

And as Victoria continues to deal with its largest 
outbreak yet, the Morrison government isn’t signal-
ling that it’ll help the Victorian economy. In order 
to keep the economy afl oat, Victoria has several 
cost assistance programs. Businesses with payrolls 
of under $650,000 have been able to access pay-
ments of between $2800 and $8400 a week. As 
part of the licensed hospitality venue fund, certain 
cafés, restaurants, and bars have been accessing 
funds between $5000 and $20,000. There is also a 
small business COVID hardship fund worth more 
than $250 million, off ering grants of up to $14,000 
to small and medium-sized businesses. The federal 
government has been covering half of these costs 
but within weeks, as Victoria hits its vaccination 
targets, this assistance will end. 

Asked about the ceasing assistance, Frydenberg’s 
responded that “[w]e can’t eliminate the virus, we 
need to learn to live with it in a COVID-safe way. 
Our economy has bounced back strongly before 
once restrictions are eased and is well-positioned 
to do so again when lockdowns lift.” He further 
added that it was simply up to the states to decide 
whether or not to assist businesses.

Two weeks ago, when the federal government 
has been assisting the states with relief packages, 
the Morrison government refused to step up when 
asked to help with Victoria’s construction package. 
Victorian Treasurer Tim Pallas, who announced 
$196.6 million for the state’s construction industry, 
stated that the Andrews government will “step 
up and play our part in assisting this industry.” 
However, Pallas further added that it was “very, 
very unhappy the Commonwealth government 
broke with its practice of co-funding business sup-
port packages in Victoria and refused to contribute 
to this industry.” He later stated that Frydenberg 
was giving NSW “blatant favourable treatment.”

Pallas is right. We need only turn back three 
months to the beginning of Sydney’s COVID out-
break when Morrison unveiled a multi-billion 
dollar federal support package for businesses 
aff ected by the outbreak. At the time, Morrison 
stated, “The NSW outbreak has proved to be more 
severe, more dangerous.” But, as Victoria is expe-
riencing numbers Sydney only saw several weeks 
ago, the Morrison government is giving Victoria 
the silent treatment. It is painfully obvious that 
the Morrison government is trying to make gov-
ernment diffi  cult for Labor leaders. If anyone is 
politicising the virus for political gain it is the 
Coalition.
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14th National Congress Special Appeal
From 25-27 February 2022, elected delegates representing Communist Party organisations from all over 
Australia will gather in Sydney for the 14th National Congress of the Party, COVID restrictions permitting. 
In the lead-up to the Congress, Party members have been discussing and submitting amendments to a draft 
Political Resolution. At Congress delegates will review the work of the Party and look to its future tasks. 
Congress will elect a new Central Committee to lead the work of the Party until the next National Congress. 

The CPA has launched a Special Appeal to help defray the costs associated with holding a National 
Congress. We are appealing to Party members and organisations, all friends and supporters of the Party and 
Guardian readers to help fulfi ll our $10,000 target as soon as possible.

To contribute, please fi ll in the form below or write your details on a separate piece of paper to send with 
your contribution.

All contributions will be acknowledged in the Guardian, with the names of contributors unless otherwise 
requested. We look forward to your support for this important occasion.

(Name) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  contributes $ _ _ _ _ _  to the above Appeal.

Address _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

I enclose a Cheque/Money Order/Cash for that amount (made out to “CPA”). 
Payment may also be made by Credit Card by fi lling the information below: 

Credit Card minimum $20  Visa or  Mastercard 

Name on the card _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Signature _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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I  agree/  disagree with having my name published in the Guardian 
in acknowledgement of my contribution.

Send to 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010 or phone through on 02 9699 8844.
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Larter, along with some other health workers, 
is challenging mandatory vaccinations in the NSW 
Supreme Court. There are similar challenges in 
Queensland by the nurses’ and doctors’ associations, 
with online fundraising.

IMPECCABLE UNION-BASHING 
CREDENTIALS

The NPAA was set up by Graeme Haycroft to chal-
lenge the Australian Nursing and Midwifery Federa-
tion. Haycroft’s past could hardly be described as one 
of supporting the best interests of workers. He was a 
member of the Joh-for-PM, an ill-fated campaign by 
former ultra-right, anti-union, Queensland Premier 
Joh Bjelke Petersen to become Prime Minister.

As a former National Party member his Trouble-
shooters Available franchise, a body hire company, sup-
plied scab labour when shearers were taking industrial 
action in the 1990s. His company was also involved 
in union-bashing in collaboration with the National 
Farmers’ Federation at a meatworks in Victoria.

He was chairman of the LNP’s Industrial Relations 
and Employment Policy Committee.

Haycroft has come out strongly against workers 
being paid penalty rates and in support of the former 
Howard government’s WorkChoices legislation with 
its individual employment contracts. His previous 
attempt at forming a private teachers’ association failed.

NOT A TRADE UNION
When the NPAQ in an attempt to represent a 

nurse who had been reprimanded, took a case to the 
Queensland Industrial Relations Commission earlier 
this year, the Commission found that it was not a trade 
union under state law.

The Commission found that the “NPAQ’s legal 
personality and corporate status are inconsistent with 
that of a typical ‘trade union’ and its history is not in 
any sense typical of a ‘trade union’.” As a result, it 
stated, the nurse and NPAQ advocate “did not have 
the claimed workplace rights or protections” and so 
could not argue that they had been breached.

The NPAQ is making some internal changes in an 
attempt to gain trade union status and has indicated 
it will appeal.

REJECTION OF 
CLASS STRUGGLE

“With no class wars to fi ght, no party political 
agendas to fulfi l, no ideological barrows to push, the 
focus is solely on member needs and every member-
ship dollar supports you.” So runs the claim on the 
websites of the diff erent associations under the Red 
Union umbrella.

Such a claim immediately negates their role as an 
industrial union. Under capitalism, the class struggle 
cannot be waived away by a magic wand. Employ-
ers, pursuing maximum profi ts, will always wage 

the class struggle against workers. They will always 
seek to drive down wages and working conditions to 
maximise profi ts.

Take, for example, the PDAA that promotes itself 
as an alternative to the Transport Workers’ Union 
and the Rail, Tram and Bus Union. Witness the strug-
gles that drivers at Toll, Startrack, FedEx, and other 
logistic companies are fi ghting through their union, 
the Transport Workers’ Union.

The Guardian has carried reports on their strike 
actions for wages and safe working conditions in 
recent issues. These strikes are class struggle; they are 
literally life and death struggles for drivers. They are 
ideological. The struggle for a tribunal to regulate the 
industry is political. Support for a party which commits 
to regulation of the industry is party-political and in 
the interests of workers in the industry.

No “industrial union”, as the Red Union associa-
tions claim to be, can support its members while claim-
ing that it is not ideological or rejecting class struggle.

To take another example, the Queensland Nurses 
and Midwives Union, states that it “actively seeks to 
promote the professional, industrial, democratic, politi-
cal and social interests of members …” Such pursuits 
are a legitimate and important role for a trade union.

The activity of Red Union nurses’ and doctors’ 
associations seems to be centred around online fund-
raising for legal challenges to mandatory vaccination 
of health workers. There are no campaigns on the 
associations’ websites.

DANGEROUS
These associations pose a threat to trade unions 

and workers as their aim is to split the working class 
by poaching members of genuine trade unions. They 
opportunistically fuel anti-vaccination sentiments to 
recruit and poach members from trade unions that 
support vaccination. This has resulted in several 
unions becoming hesitant to support vaccination for 
fear of losing members.

In addition, it is contrary to the health and well-
being of workers, their families and the wider com-
munity. Maximisation of vaccination is in everyone’s 
best interests – health-wise, socially and economically.

The Communist Party of Australia (CPA) supports 
and encourages all those who are not prevented for 
medical reasons to be vaccinated. The more people 
who are vaccinated, the safer our community will be. 
“Freedom” will not come by spreading conspiracy 
theories about vaccines or launching court challenges 
to the decisions of health authorities which are based 
on sound medical grounds. These court actions are 
more than likely to fail while wasting the valuable 
time of health authorities.

The CPA rejects employer driven compulsory vac-
cination for the sake of profi t.

The dangers that these fake unions pose should 
not be under-estimated. Yellow unions have always 
work in the interest of employers and divide work-
ing people. 
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NSW PREMIER RESIGNS: 
COALITION DELUGE ENSUES

E Lennon

On Friday, 1st October, the Liber-
al Party churned out headline after 
headline. Though, it was now-former 
Premier of NSW Gladys Berejiklian’s 
resignation that trumped the day’s 
news cycle. 

Outpourings of grief came from her 
constituents. Some laid fl owers and other 
tributes outside her Willoughby offi  ce, and 
a petition to reinstate her received 40,000 
signatories in 48 hours. 

“I state categorically, I have always acted 
with the highest level of integrity. History will 
demonstrate that I have always executed my 
duties with the highest degree of integrity 
for the benefi t of the people of NSW who I 
have had the privilege to serve,” Berejiklian 
said in her resignation speech. 

In the media, the moved was dubbed a 
“shock” resignation. However, a year ago 
Berejiklian appeared before the Independ-
ent Commission Against Corruption (ICAC), 
testifying on former Liberal MP, Daryl 
Maguire’s actions. It was during this corrup-
tion investigation that Berejiklian admitted 
to having a “close personal relationship” of 
fi ve years, with Maguire.

In 2018, he resigned over inappropriate 
payments. ICAC found Maguire planned to 
organise property deals through Canterbury 
Council with help from former councillor 
Michael Hawatt. Both planned to use the 
deals to make commission. 

A year after Berejiklian confi rmed her 
relationship with Maguire and appeared 
into his investigation, ICAC announced that 
it is investigating whether she has breached 
public trust and encouraged corrupt behav-
iour through her relationship to the disgraced 
former MP.

“I cannot predict how long it will take the 
ICAC to complete this investigation, let alone 
deliver a report, in circumstances where I 
was fi rst called to give evidence at a public 
hearing nearly 12 months ago. Therefore, it 
pains me to announce that I have no option 
but to resign the offi  ce of Premier. My res-
ignation will take eff ect as soon as the NSW 
Liberal Party can elect a new parliamentary 
leader,” Berejiklian said.

It’s likely that in the short term Berejik-
lian will lick her wounds, while other party 
members speculate on her future and the 
seat of Warringah. A seat which is currently 
held by independent Zali Steggall.

“What an asset she would be for the Lib-
eral Party,” Liberal MP, John Alexander told 
Guardian Australia, when asked about her 
potential shift to federal politics. 

Amid the premiership changing hands 
in a fl urry of controversy and factional deal-
ings, it’s also noteworthy that the Coalition 
underwent other changes alongside Berejik-
lian’s announcement. Two other resignations 

followed suit: Deputy Premier John Barilaro 
and Transport Minister Andrew Constance. 
The Morrison government also announced 
a cabnet reshuffl  e on the same day as Bere-
jiklian’s resignation.

“These changes provide a timely oppor-
tunity to reinforce some of the key issues that 
the government is progressing, especially 
following on from the successful series of 
meetings that we recently held in Washing-
ton,” Morrison said.

The Prime Minister’s statement on the 
reshuffle referencing his government’s 
increased military posturing against China 
as a counter-hegemon to the United States. 

In Berejiklian’s resignation speech, she 
stated that the people of NSW should put 
their trust in the next Premier.

“I am extremely confi dent that whoever 
succeeds me will be more than capable of con-
tinuing this job. Please give them your trust 
and confi dence. We will come through this 
period stronger, more resilient, and appre-
ciating what really matters in life,” she said. 

However, the former Premier’s advice 
will most likely prove hard to follow. Now 
the new Premier of NSW, MP Dominic Per-
rottet’s newly garnered leadership comes 
with concerning baggage. Not shy when it 
comes to his deeply religious beliefs, Perrot-
tet practices his Catholicism alongside his 
conservative politics.

“Up until now all our Liberal Premiers 
have been infrastructure Premiers. Build-
ing the roads, the rail, the schools, and the 
hospitals for communities right across our 
state and that will not change with me,” 
the Premier said in his inaugural speech as 
NSW’s leader.

“But I’ll also be a family Premier, focusing 
on how we can make life better for working 
families. Living the liberal values of oppor-
tunity, aspiration, and hard work.”

While Perrottet’s self-proclaimed status 
as “family Premier” can appear harmless, his 
focus on traditional and conservative values, 
as well as his track record on certain issues, 
raises concerns as to how he will approach 
the new role.

In 2016, Perrottet praised former US 
President Donald Trump’s victory in a social 
media post. In the same post, he also wrote 
several accompanying statements in defence 
of right-wing beliefs. One reads, “If you ques-
tion made-made climate change, you are 
not a sceptic.” Another states, “If you want 
a plebiscite on same sex marriage, you are 
not a homophobe.”

Women’s groups, as well as sexual 
and reproductive providers in NSW have 
expressed concerns that Perrottet’s conserva-
tive views will spill over into his premiership. 

“Women and pregnant people in the 
state need piece of mind when it comes to 

abortion care access and should not live in 
fear that it could be criminalised once again 
[…] We have fought too long to have this 
human right put in jeopardy once again,” 
Jamal Hakim, managing director of Marie 
Stopes Australia says.

In the past, Perrottet’s parliamentary 
actions have refl ected his religious and con-
servative beliefs. The Premier opposed same 
sex marriage and voted down decriminalis-
ing abortion in NSW. It’s also speculated 
that he will vote against voluntary assisted 
dying bills, which will soon be raised in NSW 
Parliament.

Conservative views are not the only 
concern though when it comes to Perrot-
tet’s leadership. The NSW Premier’s icare 
workers’ compensation scheme underpaid 
thousands of sick and injured workers. The 
total amount estimated to be as high as $80 
million. The State Insurance Regulation 
Authority (Sira) released a 2019 report. In 
this document, issues revealed the full extent 
of the scheme’s mismanagement: incorrect 
payments, double pay for diagnostic serv-
ices, and major faults in claim automation. 

The past few weeks have proven tumul-
tuous for the Liberal Party and the changes 
and questions hanging over the Liberal Party 
will shape life post-lockdown for NSW and 
Australia as a whole. 

In 2016, Perrottet praised former US President Donald Trump’s victory in a social media post.

In the past, Perrottet’s parliamentary 
actions have reflected his religious 

and conservative beliefs. The Premier 
opposed same sex marriage and voted 
down decriminalising abortion in NSW.
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B Curphey

Members of the Queensland Police 
Service (QPS) have launched a legal 
challenge in the Supreme Court of 
Queensland (QSC) against a vaccine 
mandate issued by the Queensland 
Police Commissioner last month. The 
QPS Commissioner Katarina Caroll 
said in a statement released on 2nd 
September that the mandate was aimed 
at keeping the Queensland commu-
nity safe: 

“Our offi  cers take the role of keeping 
Queenslanders safe very seriously and 
I am exceptionally proud of what all 
police have achieved. Tragically, we 
have seen how quickly a COVID-19 
outbreak can disrupt and devastate 
a community and we know a highly 
vaccinated population is the greatest 
protection we have against the virus.”

That is why the QPS is mandating vac-
cinations for the entire workforce in all QPS 
workplaces within the next fi ve months to 
protect employees, their families and the 
community from COVID-19. 

The mandate set a deadline for all QPS 
staff  members to have received a fi rst dose 
of COVID vaccine on 4th October. They must 
receive their second dose by 23rd January 
2022. However, the fi rst deadline has been 
stayed until at least 12th October after the 
Court issued a stay preventing the man-
date from being enforced until proceedings 
re-commence. 

The lawsuit was commenced by seven 
members of the QPS, alleging that the vac-
cine mandate is both “discriminatory” and 
that it infringes a “fundamental common law 
right”. It is unclear which right they allege 
is being violated. In a country without a Bill 
of Rights, Australians source many of their 

rights from the common law including, for 
example, the right to a fair trial. Parliaments, 
however, are generally able to make laws that 
expressly infringe on common law rights if 
they do so in “unmistakably clear” language.

The group claims that it is not anti-vac-
cine but that it does not support the right of 
employers to make vaccination a condition 
of employment.

  “It is a question of whether our employers, 
on behalf of the government, can authorise 
civil conscription and interfere with the rela-
tionship between a patient and their doctor 
by mandating a vaccine.”

As stated in Guardian #1979 “Explainer: 
Can Employers Mandate Vaccinations?,” 
the Communist Party of Australia does not 
support employer-based vaccine mandates. 
Vaccines are a public health issue. The 
decision about when to mandate them and 
under which conditions is a decision for the 
Queensland Department of Health. 

However, the Party unequivocally sup-
ports vaccination. Every person should be 
vaccinated as soon as it is safe and practica-
ble for them to do so. This includes frontline 
workers in all industries and it includes law 
enforcement. Police interact with wide sec-
tors of the community – including some of 
the most vulnerable. The responsible thing 
for all Australians to do is to get the vac-
cine; this holds doubly true for those who 
are exposed to thousands of other people as 
part of their job.

Now is not the time to use the courts to 
enforce “individual freedoms”. This mode 
of thinking is dangerous and reactionary. It 
places the entire community at risk. As Judge 
David Boddice warned in granting the stay: 

“This is, at the end of the day, a matter 
that goes to public health ... If you are 
wrong, the consequences of stopping it 
could be dramatic. It could in fact harm 
people.”

QUEENSLAND POLICE FIGHT 
VACCINE MANDATE
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Communist Party of Australia

www.cpa.org.au
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B Curphey

In July this year, the Fair 
Work Ombudsman (FWO), 
Sandra Parker, launched an 
investigation into thirty-sev-
en companies who ran secu-
rity for hotel quarantine in 
Melbourne and Sydney. On 
1st October, she conclud-
ed her investigation, hav-
ing recovered $303,299 in 
unpaid wages for 1,010 work-
ers. Alongside the wage theft, 
the Ombudsman also found 
that fi fteen of the businesses 
had breached various work-
place laws and fi ve had failed 
to meet payslip and record-
keeping requirements.

However, the magnitude of the 

theft is likely much greater than 
the sum recovered. One shocking 
example of this is Unifi ed Secu-
rity Group, one of the contractors 
providing security services in Mel-
bourne and Sydney. It is estimated 
that this company alone owed 
approximately $900,000 in unpaid 
wages when it went into liquidation 
earlier this year. This money was 
never recovered.

In all, Melbourne workers 
recovered $288,938 and Sydney 
workers $14,361. Hotel quarantine 
workers are some of the most at 
risk workers in this pandemic. The 
hotel quarantine scandal highlights 
just how endemic wage theft is in 
Australia. It extends even to the 
exploitation of frontline workers 
risking their lives and those of their 

families to protect others from 
COVID-19. 

Last year, the Victorian Par-
liament passed a law making it a 
crime to underpay workers or to 
fail to meet record keeping require-
ments. As stated in Guardian
#1970 “Wage Theft Laws Come 
Into Eff ect in Victoria,” thirteen 
per cent of Australian workers are 
underpaid, most of them casuals 
and young workers. A staggering 
eighty-two per cent of employees 
in the hospitality industry have 
been underpaid at some point in 
their working life.

While the Victorian laws focus 
on dishonest wage theft, FWO, a 
federal body, argues that ignorance 
is no excuse not to pay workers 
correctly: 

“We expect all businesses at all 
levels of a supply chain to meet their 
obligations under workplace laws so 
that workers are paid the wages and 
entitlements they are lawfully owed 
[…]Employers can use our range of 
free tools and resources, including 
on supply chains, if they need any 
assistance complying with the law. 
Any workers with concerns about 
their wages should contact us.”

The investigation into hotel 
quarantine was referred to the 
Ombudsman by the Liberal Party 
on 15th July. Since then, it has 
been used for political point-
scoring against Daniel Andrews, 
using essential workers as pawns 
in a political manoeuvre to get into 
power at the next Victorian election. 
It is interesting that although wage 

theft also occurred in Sydney under 
Liberal Premier Gladys Berejik-
lian, the Liberal Party is silent on 
this point.

The interests of the Liberal 
Party do not align with those of 
the working class. Referring hotel 
quarantine conditions to FWO was 
not an altruistic act, but a cheap 
political ploy to undermine Labor 
and the Union Movement. Wage 
theft is built into the capitalist 
system. It will always be in the 
interest of employers to underpay 
workers, thereby increasing their 
own profi ts. Only a system which 
does away with the incentive to 
cut wages can truly address this 
issue. Until then, workers must 
unite and stand up for their rights 
at work. 

FAIR WORK OMBUDSMAN FINDS WAGE 
THEFT IN HOTEL QUARANTINE
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OP-ED: CAPITALISM, RACISM, 
AND SLAVERY – 

HOW THEY ARE CONNECTED
Peter Wills

In a modern society, it is hard to imag-
ine that our ancestors ever supported 
or tolerated slavery. Most people today 
fi nd the idea of one person being legal-
ly able to own another as repugnant. 
Although slavery still exists today, it is 
nowhere near as acceptable as it was 
in times past.

For the rich capitalists who saw limitless 
wealth in exploiting a whole race for profi t, 
it became a priority to justify the practice 
to the public. This was achieved through 
racism. They pushed the mantra that the 
black person was somehow inferior to the 
white person and was therefore not worthy 
of the same rights and natural justice that 
a white person could expect.

Slavery has existed in many forms in 
most parts of the world for many thousands 
of years. Free labour was a good way to get 
rich quickly.

The United States was divided, and a 
vicious civil war was fought from 1861-1865 
over the rights of the wealthy southern cotton 
farmers to maintain ownership of slaves. 
Finally, after 600,000 deaths and the com-
plete destruction of the southern economy, 
the slaves were freed. Meanwhile, disgruntled 
ex-confederate offi  cers in the south went on 
to form the Ku Klux Klan, whose basic tenet 
was white supremacy.

But that never happened in Australia, 
right? We wouldn’t exploit people like that. 
We believe in a fair go for everyone, don’t 
we? I don’t remember reading anything in 
the history books at school about slavery or 
race exploitation in Australia.

But the fact remains that from 1860-1970, 
Aboriginal people were forcibly removed 
from their homes, with many sent to work 
for wealthy graziers and cattle stations. They 
were forced to work up to sixteen hours per 
day for little or no compensation. Some of 
them worked the same station for thirty or 
forty years, slaving for decades until they 
died. The irony of it all was that the state and 
federal governments used the excuse that 
this was being done to prevent First Nations 
peoples from being mistreated. The term 
“hypocrisy” would be a better description.

The laws during this time gave the 
government an extraordinary amount of 
control over the lives of aboriginal peo-
ples, including determining where they 
could live, where they worked, and whether 
they were paid for their labour. Every state 
had its own laws. For example, in Western 
Australia, aboriginal children from twelve 
years of age could be institutionalised and 
sent to work wherever the government 
desired. Boys were generally sent to work 
on pastoral properties, while girls worked 
as domestic servants. They were given 
no protection and were often exposed to 
both physical and sexual abuse. Historian 
Rosalind Kidd states that “fl oggings were 
common, police would fi nd runaways and 

send them to Palm Island as punishment.” 
Palm Island was so far from most of their 
families that this policy ensured the family 
unit was torn apart.

So the question has to be asked: how 
could slavery be tolerated in Australia? The 
answer is simple. From the time of inva-
sion, the aboriginal people were portrayed 
as a lesser species and inferior to the white 
race. They were dehumanised and regarded 
as sub-human. This has always been the 
justifi cation for slavery by greedy capital-
ists. Once they succeed in dehumanising 
a culture, the general population turns a 
blind eye to human rights abuses. It has 
been a tactic of the wealthy classes for 
thousands of years.

But this is all in the past, isn’t it? Not 
at all! The Red Cross-managed Support 
for Traffi  cked People Program is currently 
supporting over 400 victims of modern-day 
slavery in Australia.

Many of those on the political right-
wing continue to deny the evils of slav-
ery, racism, and capitalism. At the same 
time, many of those who oppose slavery 
and racism are too apathetic or lazy to do 
anything about it. Anyone exploited by 
the capitalist system should have a right 
to compensation. Without it, we cannot 
consider ourselves fair-minded people. 

Valentin Cartillier

Two weeks ago, a petition with 
over 50,000 signatures called 
for Australia’s nurses and mid-
wives to receive a COVID dis-
aster payment for their work 
during the pandemic. Start-
ed by Melbourne nurse Lucy 
Murnane, the petition takes 
the form of a heart-wrench-
ing open letter to Premier Dan 
Andrews asking for the pay-
ment. In it she describes the 
brutal working conditions and 
the toll it has had on the work-
ers, saying that her emergency 
department has hit a breaking 
point, and that the situation 
is very much the same across 
Melbourne. Indeed, this is 
probably the case across the 
eastern states.

One of the major contributing 
factors is that nurses are being 

taken out of the hospitals and 
being sent to the vaccination sites, 
swabbing clinics, and quarantine 
hotels leaving hospitals danger-
ously understaff ed. This has created 
a situation of intense burnout as 
nurses are often required to pull 
double shifts. These shifts can be 
as long as sixteen hours. Murnane 
wrote in the petition that she had 
just done her sixth night shift in 
a row.

Further exacerbating the 
problem, there is a growing staff -
ing shortage as more and more 
people quit due to burnout. There 
are many factors which have 
contributed to this burnout. As 
already mentioned, having to 
work extremely long hours, deal-
ing with increased levels of abuse, 
lockdown fatigue, higher patient 
to staff  ratios, and not having easy 
access to water.

One Melbourne nurse and 

midwife explained some of the 
conditions she’s been working 
under in an interview with me. It 
was common that one or two nurses 
would call in sick due to exhaustion, 
which of course would only increase 
the workload. She explained that 
everyone was working double shifts 
(7 AM to 10:30 PM or 1 PM to 7:30 
AM), often multiple days in a row. 
She would only get one 20-minute 
break every eight and a half hours 
which were used to get a drink of 
water or have a toilet break.

She then went on to explain 
that for many people, hospitals 
are already quite an intimidat-
ing place. The pandemic has only 
intensifi ed this feeling. Patients 
would often be stressed, scared, 
isolated with no one to support 
them. Many patients didn’t speak 
English as their fi rst language. 
There were other cases where a 
patient would have a miscarriage 

and not be able to have their partner 
or support person with them. The 
nurses and midwives were unable 
to console them due to the health 
rules surrounding contact. In other 
cases mothers and babies would be 
separated for days if not weeks if 
she was COVID positive or was a 
suspected COVID case. These are 
just some of the things nurses and 
midwives have to go through.

With Victoria going through 
its second major wave of COVID 
and Sydney their fi rst, the nation’s 
healthcare system is under a tre-
mendous amount of stress. Aus-
tralian Nursing and Midwifery 
Federation (ANMF), who have 
thrown their weight behind the peti-
tion, has pleaded with the govern-
ment to not start easing restrictions 
just yet. While acknowledging that 
a return to some sense of everyday 
normalcy would boost morale, 
another outbreak could overwhelm 

hospitals and keep nurses in their 
present overworked condition.

Rather than a one-off  disaster 
payment, ANMF are calling for a 
PPE allowance alongside a pay rise 
to acknowledge the tremendous 
work that they’ve put in and the risk 
to their  health and safety their 
work entails. It is also designed to 
incentivise people to either return 
to their jobs or apply for jobs in 
the healthcare sector. Nurses and 
midwives are unable to go out on 
strike at the moment as doing 
so would be catastrophic for our 
healthcare system, so this is far 
more than a reasonable demand. 
Victoria Police get disaster pay-
ments, as do Victorian Paramedics, 
and nurses in other states such as 
Queensland. Victoria’s nurses and 
midwives deserve so much better, it 
is long overdue that they are treated 
with the dignity and respect they 
deserve. 

NURSES AND MIDWIVES DESERVE 
BETTER WORKING CONDITIONS
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Barry Murray

“Yes, friends, governments 
in capitalist society are but 
committees of the rich to 
manage the aff airs of the 
capitalist class.”

James Connolly

The earliest recorded form 
of government is said to have 
been that of the Sumerians 
in fourth-century Mesopo-
tamia (Iraq). This develop-
ment led, in the fi fth century 
in Athens, to the long journey 
of what we euphemistically 
refer to as democracy. From 
that time until the present 
day it has gone through many 
iterations, and it continues to 
evolve. Many tens of millions 
have died in its name.

Ireland has had its own unique 
battles with governments and 
democracy. From the twelfth to the 
nineteenth century, what passed for 
democracy and government was 
totally beholden to the colonialism 
of a London parliament. There was 
no universal franchise, and every 
form of gerrymander, to ensure that 
the powerful and wealthy controlled 
the majority in Ireland. Violence, 
death, poverty and insurrection 
was a constant theme.

There was certainly no such 
thing as “one man, one vote” in 
that time or indeed right up to the 
1970s, highlighted as one of the 
central demands in the North by the 
civil rights campaign. After 1918, 
in the still not partitioned Ireland, 
universal suff rage was in operation. 
However, it was not until 1973 that 
all those over eighteen could vote 
in the South.

None of this has made govern-
ment any more democratic or a 
bastion of the working class – on 
the contrary.

In the partitioned six north-
eastern counties, under British 
and unionist rule since the 1920s, 
government and democracy took 
a serious backward turn. Dis-
crimination, gerrymandering, state 
violence and the use of “property 
ownership and their values” were 
used to allow more than one vote 
per person, designed to exclude or 
to rig voting to ensure a Protestant 
majority, at all times, even where 
numerically there could be none.

So-called parliamentary democ-
racy, in the North in particular, 
has left a foul taste in the mouths 
of the people, of political activists, 
especially republicans and progres-
sives, to the present day.

So where are we when it comes 
to using elections and parliaments 
to further the aims of radical revo-
lutionary struggle? Are we with it 
or against it? This, of course, is 
a worldwide issue and a part of 
human evolution since we stood 
up. It is also an area that Connolly, 
Marx, Engels, Lenin, Gramsci, 
Trotsky and many others have 
expounded upon.

Enormous tracts have been 
written on this point, but we can 
only deal with a tiny fraction of 
it here. We will also have to focus 
on Ireland and the struggle for a 
32-county socialist republic as the 
starting-point. To use or even talk 
about participating in electoralism 
or parliamentarianism has caused 
all kinds of rows, splits, boycotts, 
and abstentions. And yet we cannot 
ignore the fact that governments, 

of sorts, operate in the North and 
South of Ireland.

But more importantly, that’s 
where the majority of the popula-
tion identify where power resides 
and where they get some things 
granted to them, even if it is only 
the crumbs. Even those who oppose 
and know that neither government 
is anything close to a “democracy 
of the people” but are certainly the 
“committees of the rich and power-
ful” are dependent upon its hand-
outs, in some shape or form. Both 
governments also have the power 
of force to impose their will, along 
with all the strands of soft power, 
laws and coercion, which cannot 
be underestimated.

The common refrain is that 
“once you get into bed with the 
government you are fi nished,” you 
become “part of the system,” or, as 
Ruairí Ó Brádaigh once famously 
said, “When you lie down with the 
dogs you get up with fl eas.” Lenin 
referred to this as “opportunism.” 
And, to our horror, this has largely 
been the case in Ireland over the 
centuries.

The opposite refrain is that “you 
need to be in there to change the 
system,” or “if you’re not in you 
can’t win.”

For this writer, neither of these 
absolute positions does justice to 
the tactical use of electoral or par-
liamentary politics. What’s more, 
I do not believe that individuals, 
small groups or even massive 
groups will get into parliament and 
suddenly overturn the capitalist 
system. That’s equally simplistic 
and is not the basis for a radical 
revolutionary strategy to usurp 
the power of those who exploit us.

James Connolly was under no 
illusions about what was necessary. 
He viewed politics as “war by other 
means.” He was clear too about 
the state and what it represented. 
“The political institutions of today 

are simply the coercive forces of 
capitalist society, they have grown 
up out of and are based upon ter-
ritorial divisions of power in the 
hands of the ruling class in past 
ages, and were carried over into 
capitalist society to suit the needs 
of the capitalist class when that 
class overthrew the dominion of 
its predecessors.”

Connolly viewed elections to 
such parliaments from the view-
point of radical revolutionary 
democracy. Nor was he averse to 
armed action, as we know. He was 
clear too that the democracy of Par-
liament is in short the democracy 
of Capitalism. Capitalism gives to 
the worker the right to choose his 
master, but insists that the fact of 
Master-ship shall remain unques-
tioned; Parliamentary Democracy 
gives to the worker the right to a 
voice in the selection of his rulers 
but insists that he shall bend as a 
subject to be ruled. The fundamen-
tal feature of both in their relation 
to the worker is that they imply his 
continued subjection to a ruling 
class once his choice of the person-
nel of the rulers is made.

Connolly set up the Irish Social-
ist Republican Party to contest 
council elections and stated that 
“our candidate will, therefore, 
take his stand unfl inchingly upon 
the basic principles of Socialism, 
and the fact of his stand thereon 
will be the pledge of his fi delity to 
the interests of the working class.”

Marx too supported the notion 
of parliamentary intervention by 
revolutionaries. He wrote: “Implac-
able opposition to the state does 
not always rule out orientation 
towards elections [...].” based on 
“fl exible tactics and fi rm principles 
[...]” – not “rigid tactics and fl exible 
principles.”

He went on to reiterate that the 
working class “need to prepare for 
power.” This would make sense, 

as the working class generally are 
excluded from and know little about 
how the machinations of power 
actually work on and in their lives, 
daily. The trick, of course, is not 
only to be able to take power but, 
most of all, to ensure that power is 
retained in the face of the sure-to-
arrive counter-revolutions.

Engels and Marx were forth-
right in saying that “elections and 
parliament [...] used [...] alongside 
illegal means [...] for the purpose 
of building support and raising 
Socialist consciousness among the 
working class” were necessary, but 
that “electoral victories were sub-
ordinate to independent working 
class political action.”

Engels on elections said that “it 
accurately informed us of our own 
strength and that of the opposing 
[...] parties [...] a means second 
to none of getting in touch with 
the mass of the people where they 
still stand aloof from us [...]” He 
also warned against opportun-
ism (reformism) and in particular 
“honest opportunism,” or short-
termism, as the most dangerous 
of all.

Gramsci had this to say about 
revolutionaries entering parlia-
ments: “Not for a democratic 
illusion, not for a reformist ten-
derness: to create the conditions 
for the triumph of the proletariat, 
to ensure the right outcome of 
the revolutionary eff ort which is 
directed towards installing the pro-
letarian dictatorship incarnate in 
the system of councils, inside and 
outside Parliament.”

Lenin used the term “critical 
support” to justify supporting pro-
system parties in a parliament. He 
framed the support in the context 
of being “the rope [that] supports 
a hanged man.” It was tactical, 
and not strategic, and to expose 
reformism, at the very least. Once 
electoral intervention becomes a 

strategy, then that means being a 
full participant in and acceptance 
that capitalist parliamentary system 
is the goal. Electoralism can only 
ever be a tactic in the armoury of 
the revolutionary struggle – “a 
platform for our principles,” as 
Marx said.

Crucially, on compromises, 
Lenin had this to say: “It would 
be absurd to formulate a recipe or 
general rule (No compromises!!) to 
suit all cases. One must use one’s 
own brains and be able to fi nd 
one’s bearings in each particular 
instance.” The concrete analysis, 
I suspect.

Civil society and political soci-
ety link people and parliaments 
whether we want it to or not. It 
would appear that there are no 
simple answers for whether the use 
of elections as a tactic is right or 
wrong in every case. Sometimes it 
clearly is not. But the understanding 
of political economy and historical 
materialism, including the dialectics 
of all of this, has to be central to the 
process of any concrete analyses. 
Decisions on using elections (or 
not) tactically to advance, where 
possible, the battle for socialism 
in Ireland, based on the dictum of 
“no compromises” or the failures 
of former comrades who “took 
the soup,” would not be a sound 
basis for decision-making of such 
a magnitude.

Today Connolly might rework 
his enduring statement to say that 
we have “to build a socialist society 
supported and directed by commit-
tees of the people to govern their 
own aff airs, that of the working 
class.” Other wise tactical involve-
ment in elections or parliaments 
would be futile and delusional.

This is the only method by 
which true freedom, sovereignty 
and independence can be achieved.
Socialist Voice 

ELECTORAL PARTICIPATION: 
TACTIC OR SELL-OUT?
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EDITOR’S NOTE: The following is an 
excerpt from the PCP’s CC statement. 
To read the statement in full, please visit 
www.solidnet.org. 

[Portugal] is faced with the consequenc-
es of decades of right-wing policies and 
with the impacts of the epidemic and 
the utilisation that capital makes of it. 
Impacts to which are added structural 
defi cits, aggravated exploitation, injus-
tices and inequalities in society and in 
the territory and other problems that 
drag on or even worsen, and that should 
hold responsible the right-wing poli-
cies and the parties that execute and 
defend them.

The Socialist Party (PS) government, 
subordinated to the interests of economic 
groups and the impositions of the European 
Union (EU), does not respond to the prob-
lems of the workers and people, despite not 
having lacked the conditions to do so. It does 
not break with the central axes of the right-
wing policy that jeopardises the country’s 
development […].

The continued promotion of reactionary 
agendas and projects – which also explores 
the government’s lack of response to prob-
lems – aims to serve big capital, aiming at 
increasing exploitation, appropriating public 
resources and attacking the democratic 
regime, and it is accompanied by a vast 
ideological off ensive seeking to instil fear, 
resignation, obscurantism, fatalism and other 
paralysing, reactionary and anti-democratic 
postures and conceptions.

The promotion of various political forces, 
as well as the wiping out of the PS’s options 
of convergence with the right, are part of 
the attempt to conceal the alternative policy 
that the PCP upholds and proposes to the 
Portuguese people.

The struggle for an alternative patriotic 
and left-wing policy, inseparable from the 
struggle of the workers and the convergence 
of anti-monopoly classes and strata and of 
broad sectors and democratic forces, consti-
tutes the central element to stand up against 
capital and its protagonists, to defeat its aims 
and pave the way for the solution of national 
problems, for a Portugal with a future.

[Portugal’s] reality is marked by low 
wages and pensions, structurally high unem-
ployment, collective dismissal operations, 
precariousness, rising cost of living – energy, 
food, housing – poverty, destruction and 
depletion of the productive apparatus and 
de-industrialisation […].

The national situation is not more serious 
only because the workers’ struggle and the 
PCP’s decisive intervention made it possible 
to guarantee, among other measures, the pay-
ment of wages in full to workers under lay-off , 
an increase in pensions, support to [Small 
and Medium-Sized Enterprises], to culture 
and to transport, or measures to improve the 
National Health Service (NHS). Necessary 
responses that the government hinders, while, 
in other areas, it insists on not implementing 
what the current state budget holds, among 
them the absence of hiring workers in vari-
ous sectors or the necessary investments in 
the National Health System. […]

A year and a half after the recording of 
the fi rst case of COVID-19 in Portugal, all the 

indicators for assessing the epidemiological 
situation confi rm that there is no reason to 
maintain restrictions to enjoy life fully.

The CC of the PCP demands from the 
government measures that guarantee the 
normalisation of the activity of the NHS and 
the recovery of accumulated delays in the 
programmed activity, in terms of appoint-
ments, surgeries, screenings or diagnostic 
examinations.

Measures to curb the attack of economic 
groups against the NHS and to increase the 
number of professionals, value their careers, 
salaries and working conditions, thus pre-
venting the exodus of thousands of doctors, 
nurses and other health technicians to private 
groups and emigration.

It is also necessary to respond to the 
impacts of the epidemic and the lengthy peri-
ods of lockdown on children, young people, 
the elderly, people with disabilities, and in 
areas such as education, culture, sports or 
associations. […]

There are no reasons to justify post-
poning options and responses to national 
problems. There is not only a pressing need 
for solutions, but also possibilities to imple-
ment them. […]

It is necessary to look to the future, give 
the answers that can and should be given, 
open perspectives for an alternative policy. 
The PCP will take the initiative to affi  rm and 
confront the government with answers and 
solutions in matters that are decisive for 
the lives of the workers and populations. 
Comprehensive answers and solutions, also 
in the content of the state budget for 2022, 
whose clarifi cation will weigh on the posi-
tioning of the PCP.

Portugal needs another policy, an alter-
native policy capable of solving accumu-
lated problems and embarking on a path 
of economic, social and environmental 
development.

For this path, the workers and the people 
can rely on the PCP, this decisive force that 
at their side does not dispense with inter-
vening with all the solutions that ensure the 
improvement of their living conditions and 
a Portugal with a future.

INTERNATIONAL 
SITUATION

The international situation is character-
ised by great instability, as a result of the 
continuation of the action of interference and 
aggression by the US and its allies against 
countries and peoples that do not submit to 
them and that assert their sovereignty, while 
aggravating their policy of confrontation 
against China and Russia.

Aiming to safeguard its hegemony at 
the global level, even at the expense of 
allied interests, the US intensifi es the arms 
race and increases military alliances and 
partnerships on top of NATO, of which 
the recent partnership called AUKUS is an 
example – which includes the US, United 
Kingdom and Australia – or the so-called 
Quadrilateral Security Dialogue (QUAD) – 
integrated by the US, Australia, Japan and 
India – both aiming at confrontation in the 
Indo-Pacifi c region.

After twenty years of invasion and occupa-
tion, regardless of the new dangers and risks 
that loom, also for the Afghan people, the US 
and its NATO allies suff ered a humiliating 

defeat in Afghanistan, confi rming once 
again that imperialism’s attempts to impose 
its dominion by force are, sooner or later, 
doomed to failure.

Imperialism’s aggressiveness, more than 
strength, means weakness in the face of the 
structural crisis of capitalism and the relative 
decline of the US and other capitalist powers, 
which they seek to counteract by all means.

It is in this context that big capital 
intensifi es its off ensive, aiming to heighten 
exploitation, worsen inequalities, attack 
rights and freedoms, to impose an even 
greater concentration of wealth.

The CC of the PCP draws attention to 
and condemns the Portuguese government’s 
continued policy of involving Portugal in 
imperialism’s aggressive strategy.

The CC of the PCP values the various 
struggles that have taken place all over the 
world and reaffi  rms the PCP’s solidarity 
with the peoples who fi ght in defence of 
their rights and sovereignty – as is the case, 
among many others, of socialist Cuba, Boli-
varian Venezuela, Palestine, Syria or Yemen.

The PCP will continue committed to 
strengthening the international communist 
and revolutionary movement and building 
a broad anti-imperialist front. […]

The Central Committee of the PCP calls 
on the Party organisations and militants, 
workers, patriots and democrats, to engage 
themselves in the struggle to respond to the 
problems of the people and the country. It 
also calls for a decisive and confi dent action 
and reinforcement of the Party, in defence 
of the April values, for an alternative patri-
otic and left-wing policy, for an advanced 
democracy, for socialism. 

PORTUGUESE CP: 
COMMUNIQUÉ OF THE CENTRAL 

COMMITTEE OF THE PCP

The PCP will take the initiative to affirm and confront the 
government with answers and solutions in matters that 

are decisive for the lives of the workers and populations.
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While much has been said that AUKUS 
is a direct threat to China, little has 
been said that it is also a direct threat 
to North Korea, the DPRK (Demo-
cratic People’s Republic of Korea). On 
15th September, the Australian Prime 
Minister, Scott Morrison, announced 
the formation of AUKUS – the trilat-
eral security pact for the Indo-Pacifi c 
region, between Australia, the United 
Kingdom and the United States. The 
deal will see the US and UK give Aus-
tralia the technology to build nuclear-
powered submarines. The agreement 
also covers cruise missiles, artifi cial 
intelligence and other military tech-
nologies. The deal will see the US share 
its submarine technology for the fi rst 
time in sixty years, having previously 
only shared it with the UK. The Inter-
national Institute for Strategic Studies 
lists the US having sixty-eight nuclear-
powered attack submarines, Russia 
twenty-nine, China twelve, UK eleven, 
France eight, and India with only one. 

Although China was not directly men-
tioned in the AUKUS pact, it is widely viewed 
in the West as being the main target in an 
eff ort to counter China’s military infl uence in 
the South China Sea. North Korea also sees 
itself under direct threat from the AUKUS 
pact. On 20th September, a DPRK Foreign 
Ministry offi  cial condemned the security pact, 
as the deal will “upset the strategic balance 
in the Asia-Pacifi c region.” The offi  cial said 
that: “These are extremely undesirable and 
dangerous acts which will upset the strategic 
balance in the Asia-Pacifi c region and trigger 
a chain of nuclear arms race.” Pyongyang 
said it was “quite natural that neighbouring 
countries [like] China condemned these 
actions as irresponsible ones of destroying 
the peace and stability of the region.” The 
Head of the Ministry’s Foreign News section 
told the offi  cial Korean Central News Agency 
that Pyongyang would “certainly take a corre-
sponding counteraction” to Australia acquir-
ing nuclear-powered submarine technology. 
AUKUS has greatly increased the threat of 
escalation of militarisation in the region.

It is ironic that a week after the signing 
of the AUKUS agreement, the issue of the 
declaration of the termination of the war on 
the Korean peninsula was raised at the 76th 
UN General Assembly on 22nd September 
by President Moon Jae-in of South Korea. 

In reply, on the next day, Ri Thae 
Song, Vice-Minister of Foreign Aff airs of 
the DPRK, issued a press statement that 
any declaration of the termination of the 
Korean War is premature. The DPRK feels 
that the Minuteman-3 ICBM test-launch in 
Vandenberg air force base in California in 
February and August 2021, the termination 

of the US-South Korea missile guidelines in 
May 2021, and the US approval of the sale 
of billions of dollars of military hardware to 
Japan and South Korea are directly target-
ing the DPRK.

Ri Thae Song continues: 
“We are also following with alert the US 
recent decision to transfer a nuclear-
powered submarine building technology 
to Australia.
“Underlying all the issues cropping up 
on the Korean peninsula is, without 
exception, the US hostile policy toward 
the DPRK. The US forces and a huge 
number of its latest war assets which 
have already been deployed or are in 
the state of movement on the Korean 
peninsula and in its vicinity, including 
the ground, waters, air and underwater, 
and war drills annually held with 
various codenames all point to the US’s 
hostile policy toward the DPRK getting 
[more] vicious day by day.
“The DPRK’s just measures to bolster 
up the capability for defence to cope 

with the US military threat to bring 
us down by force are described as 
‘provocations’ while the arms build-
up escalated by the US and its vassal 
forces to threaten the DPRK is justifi ed 
as a ‘deterrent’. Such American-style 
double-dealing attitude is also a product 
of the hostile policy toward the DPRK.

“What’s clear is that as long as there 
remains the US hostile policy towards 
the DPRK, the biggest stumbling block 
in ending the war, the termination of 
the war will merely be nominal even 
though it is declared.”

On 24th September Kim Yo Jong, Vice 
Department Director of the Central Com-
mittee of the Workers’ Party of Korea, 
issued a press statement on the military 
threat to North Korea. The Workers’ Party 
of Korea was founded in 1949 and is the 
ruling political party of North Korea, with 
the Central Committee being the supreme 
organ of the Party.

In a press statement, Kim Yo Jong 
said: “What needs to be dropped is the 

double-dealing attitudes, illogical prejudice, 
bad habits and hostile stand of justifying their 
own acts while faulting our just exercise of 
the right to self-defence. Only when such a 
precondition is met, would it be possible to 
sit face to face and declare the signifi cant 
termination of war and discuss the issue of 
north-south relations and the future of the 
Korean peninsula.”

In reaction to increased military tension 
in the region, the DPRK has stepped up its 
military arsenal, testing a new anti-aircraft 
missile, and missile tests from a train. In 
September, North Korea reported that it 
had tested a new hypersonic missile, the 
Hwasong-8, as well as a train-based bal-
listic missile and a new long-range missile. 
According to the James Martin Center for 
Nonproliferation Studies, the Hwasong-15 
has a reach of 13,000 km. Additionally, in 
January, the DPRK unveiled a new subma-
rine-launched ballistic missile, calling it 
“the world’s most powerful weapon.” The 
country has seventy-three diesel-powered 
submarines. 

AUKUS IS A DIRECT THREAT 
TO NORTH KOREA

“Underlying all the issues cropping 
up on the Korean peninsula is, 

without exception, the US hostile 
policy toward the DPRK.”

In reaction to increased military tension in the region, the DPRK has stepped up its military arsenal.
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There is no rationale, no logic for 
“war on terror,” besides the subjugation of 

developing nations to plunder their resources.

Eileen Whitehead

How many millions of innocent civil-
ians have died in retaliation for what is 
usually a considerably lesser number 
of people attacked and killed by a ter-
rorist action?

In my own lifetime, I knew of the Nazis 
who, towards the end of the Second World 
War, retaliated against French resistance 
actions. The most infamous being the Ora-
dour-Sur-Glane Massacre, where 643 vil-
lagers were massacred for the assassination 
and capture of SS-Sturmbannführer Helmut 
Kämpfe by the Maquis (French resistance). 
The Germans even referred to the resistance 
members as “terrorists.” There are, no doubt, 
many other examples of man’s inhumanity 
to man. However, I’m only interested in 
the futility of such a mindset and the utter, 
mindless cruelty of such actions.

Why is a “terrorist” – who is most likely 
fi ghting for the freedom of the liberation of 
their peoples – demonised when we know 
the real reasons that produce terrorists in 
the fi rst place? It’s an endless, vicious circle 
perpetrated at the highest levels. What can 
be done when the US President comes out 
with such a vengeful statement as this:

“To those who carried out this attack, 
as well as anyone who wishes America 
harm, know this: We will not forgive, we 
will not forget, we will hunt you down 
and make you pay. We will respond 
with force and precision at our time, at 
the place we choose and at the moment 
of our choosing.”
The twin towers weren’t the fi rst blood 

for Al-Qaeda. In 1998, the group bombed US 
embassies in Kenya and Tanzania. Clinton 
retaliated with a dozen Tomahawk missile 
strikes on a pharmaceutical factory in Sudan, 
destroying the factory, killing the nightwatch-
man and wounding several others. Later, 
it was shown to be the largest producer of 
medicines in a country under sanctions. But, 
of course, the American intelligence (wrong 
again!) believed it was producing nerve agents 
for Al-Qaeda . Sound strangely like weapons 
of mass destruction in Iraq? One wonders 
what imaginary Chinese evil will be used to 
justify attacking China. There is no ration-
ale, no logic for “war on terror,” besides the 
subjugation of developing nations to plunder 
their resources. 

When a nation with the military might of 
the USA retaliates against terrorist actions 
by killing thousands of innocent civilians, 
it creates more terrorists. When it places 
its troops and weaponry on foreign soil in 
order to maintain corrupt dictators, it creates 
terrorists. This is happening in Africa now 
with ordinary people who swell the ranks of 
al-Shabaab in preference to starving under 
their dictators.

And the excuse for Afghanistan? To 
liberate women and build an “inclusive 
democracy” – who are they kidding? Whose 
democracy? What democracy? This has 
become the most maligned word in today’s 
most undemocratic societies.

Is what we see in 2021 capitalism in its 
fi nal imperial stage?

Lenin, in his book, Imperialism, the 
Highest Stage of Capitalism – A Popular 
Outline, quotes Driault, the historian, whose 
book, Political and Social Problems at the 

End of the Nineteenth Century, contains the 
chapter titled “The Great Powers and the 
Division of the World,” which says:

“During the past few years, all the free 
territory of the globe, with the exception 
of China, has been occupied by the 
powers of Europe and North America. 
This has already brought about 
several confl icts and shifts of spheres 
of infl uence, and these foreshadow 
more terrible upheavals in the near 
future. For it is necessary to make 
haste. The nations which have not yet 
made provision for themselves run the 
risk of never receiving their share and 
never participating in the tremendous 
exploitation of the globe which will be 
one of the most essential features of the 
next century (i.e., the twentieth)”. 

The only consistency in the justifi cation 
for wars – moral or geopolitical – is the impe-
rialist certainty. Those people querying this 
certainty must be weak-kneed communists 
– and terrorists!

It is interesting to note that, in the preface 
to the French and German editions of his 
book, Lenin proposed that revolt against the 
global capitalist system would be eff ected by 
the “thousand million people” of the colonies 
and semi-colonies (the system’s weak points), 
rather than with the urban workers of the 
industrialised societies of Western Europe. 
Perhaps Afghanistan will be proved to have 
been the starting point?

There will be little honest refl ection on 
the failures in Afghanistan. I’m still waiting 
for a similar mea culpa regarding Vietnam 

and Iraq. And still, they never learn! Biden’s 
response to the attack at Kabul airport was 
the response one would expect from a Roman 
Emperor! Perhaps American presidents have 
become the modern equivalent?

And now, with AUKUS, Australia is 
again being dragged into another premedi-
tated confl ict: one threatening our strate-
gic relationship with a country likely to be 
the most powerful economic force globally 
within a decade. China must be bristling at 
this example of Western arrogance. Aus-
tralia must surely realise that the actions of 
America abruptly withdrawing from its mess 
in Afghanistan reveals its contempt for its 
allies? Do we think the ANZUS Treaty gives 
Australia any guaranteed support from our 
America, or are we simply one huge base for 
its troops in readiness for its next failed war?

We’ve become complacent, and our 
foundational thinking is fl awed. We’ve had 
it too good for quite a while and think our 
partners share our values. It’s obvious that 
China follows its own 2,000 year history of 
values and, with its increasing economic 
power, will not be bullied by our US ‘mates’. 
We pull the dragon’s tail at our peril.

What we keep seeing – cheered on by the 
bloodlust of the Murdoch media (another 
empire) – has nothing to do with ending 
terror or liberating women, but everything 
to do with monstrous, military revenge on 
soft targets with no recourse to justice. This 
will not wash with China.

The twin towers terrorist attack has done 
nothing to bring any refl ection into the way 
Americans see themselves – especially politi-
cally. There are none so blind as those who 
will not see. 

OP-ED: THE WANE OF THE WEST

US Tomahawk missile strikes on a pharmaceutical factory in Sudan, destroying it.
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Casey Davidson

Meng Wanzhou, Chief Financial Offi  cer 
(CFO) of Chinese tech company Hua-
wei, has been released from detention 
after being held illegally in Canada for 
over 1000 days. Meng was arrested 
in late 2018 in Vancouver after being 
accused of violating US sanctions on 
Iran, which were not supported by 
the United Nations Security Council. 
The decision to keep her in Canada 
for supposedly misleading investment 
banking company HSBC about Huawei 
dealings with Iran, has been strongly 
opposed by the Chinese government, 
and recognised as a New Cold War tac-
tic to bully China to submit to US sanc-
tions against countries which refuse 
to fall in line. The release of Meng was 
only achieved through a great strug-
gle, and has been celebrated in China 
and beyond as a remarkable victory 
in standing up against US hegemony. 

A MULTIDIMENSIONAL 
STRUGGLE

Meng proudly walked down the stairs of 
her charter fl ight into Shenzhen airport in a 
symbolic red dress and thanked the Chinese 
people for returning her to her motherland. 
She expressed how she has suff ered over 
the years, but always felt the strength and 
warmth given by her government, including 

Chinese president Xi Jinping. The win has 
been multifaceted, with an extended court 
case which showed evidence of HSBC acting 
as an accomplice in a US political scheme, a 
call from Xi to US President Biden urging the 
US to resolve the incident, the return of two 
Canadian convicted criminals from China to 
Canada, and other diplomatic work. To illus-
trate the signifi cance of Meng’s gratitude, it 
could be compared to a hypothetical situation 
of Australian Whistleblower Julian Assange 
thanking Prime Minister Scott Morrison and 
the people of Australia for returning him to 
his country. One can only dream.

HUAWEI’S ONLY CRIME
The US is threatened by China’s refusal to 

blindly obey imposed unilateral sanctions on 
countries which have been most victimised 
by US hegemony. Huawei has built telecom-
munication systems in the DPRK, Cuba and 
Iran, signifi cant services for the citizens to 
more eff ectively access digital technologies 
and communicate. These countries have 
already suff ered at the hands of US imperi-
alism, and have struggled to maintain some 
semblance of sovereignty. And regardless of 
what the West accuses them of, the strategy 
to deprive people from basic services should 
only be seen as an attack on innocent civil-
ians. The so-called human rights abuses often 
attributed to these regions are soaked in US 
propaganda, military-funded think tanks, 
American exceptionalism and downright 
lies. China’s rare example of standing up to 

US coercion – and winning – has provided 
inspiration for these countries, as well as 
others who have been bullied by the US, such 
as Venezuela, Nicaragua, Russia, Bolivia, 
Zimbabwe, and Vietnam.

In reality, the US is threatened by China 
and Huawei off ering alternative options for 
the Global South, and would prefer to see 
the Chinese citizens working in sweatshops 
and producing cheap goods as they did in 
the ’80s and ’90s, rather than participat-
ing as a prosperous nation which produces 
high quality tech products and services. 
There is no reason that the Chinese should 
be restricted from participating in emerging 
markets with exciting potential like their 
counterparts in the West.

THE MAFIA OF 
THE WORLD

There is also no basis in international 
law for the US to impose unilateral sanctions 
globally. The United Nations determines that 
sanctions can only be agreed upon by the UN 
Security Council, not by the US. However, the 
US has enacted a “might means right” kind 
of foreign policy since the fall of the Soviet 
Union, behaving as though international law 
does not apply to them. Those in the West 
often call this a “rules-based” world order, 
which essentially means that the US is free 
to pursue war, regime change, sanctions, 
blackmail, kidnapping, and extradition with 
no consequence, and if countries do not 

submit their interests and that of its allies, 
they will be punished. This kind of rhetoric 
can be found all over the US military-funded 
Australian Strategic Policy Institute website. 
For example, in an article by Lisa Sharland, 
she states that “the rules-based global order 
has underpinned Australia’s approach to 
defence and foreign policy over the past 70 
years. But our investment in that order relies 
heavily on the leadership and engagement of 
the US”. The US is afraid of no longer being 
able to behave as the mafi a of the world.

SILVER LININGS
By China taking a fi rm stance against 

US hegemony and off ering more alterna-
tives for developing nations to participate 
in the global economy, the world is enter-
ing a new epoch. The trajectory towards a 
multi-polar world in which the decisions 
of the United Nations Charter must be fol-
lowed and international law respected, can 
only lead to a more peaceful, democratic 
and balanced system of world governance. 
As Meng mentioned when describing her 
house arrest, “My life has been turned upside 
down […] it was a disruptive time for me […] 
[but] every cloud has a silver lining.” The 
return of Meng to her motherland means 
much more than victory for an individual, 
indeed a symbol of hope for billions across 
the Global South to develop and prosper free 
of US domination.  

VICTORY FOR CHINA: 
MENG RETURNS HOME

The release of Meng was only achieved through 
a great struggle, and has been celebrated 

in China and beyond as a remarkable victory 
in standing up against US hegemony.
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Peter Lazenby

MORE than 20,000 people took to 
the streets of Manchester 3rd Octo-
ber to voice their opposition to the 
Tory Party as it began its annual 
conference in the city.

Protesters got as close as they could to 
the Manchester Central Convention Com-
plex, which was blocked off  by a phalanx 
of police, as they marched to the thunder 
of a drum band.

Inside the hall, Tories such as Interna-
tional Trade Secretary Anne-Marie Trev-
elyan extolled the merits of “capitalism, 
commerce, free and fair trade,” claiming 
that they represent the “real rebellion 
against extinction” from climate change.

But outside it, marchers representing 
every conceivable anti-Tory campaign in 
Britain today showed their determination 
to rebel against the Tories’ dangerous 
agenda.

There were frequent chants of “Tory 
scum,” echoing Labour deputy leader 
Angela Rayner’s outspoken tirade against 
the government at the party’s own confer-
ence in Brighton last week.

There was also a focus on growing 
attacks against Gypsy, Roma and Traveller 

communities across Britain, with an 
advance guard of Travellers seated in 
pony-drawn traps leading the march.

The group had staged their own anti-
Tory protest in the city on Saturday, show-
ing their opposition to the Tory Police, 
Crime, Sentencing and Courts Bill that 
is currently going through Parliament.

They warned that the proposed legisla-
tion – which would step up police powers 
to remove “unauthorised encampments” 
– will criminalise Travellers’ nomadic 
way of life and end more than 500 years 
of culture.

“We walk down the street and people 
shout: ‘Pikey – clean your teeth!,’ ” 
Drive2Survive organiser Sherri Smith 
said. “Now we are getting solidarity we 
did not know we had.”

She said that the Bill is an instance of 
ethnic cleansing, with Home Secretary 
Priti Patel its driving force.

Smith said that, for the group, the day 
that the Bill passes through Parliament 
will be the beginning of a new campaign 
of defi ance against it.

Behind the ponies and traps, people 
marched behind a People’s Assembly 
Against Austerity banner declaring that 
marchers were “United Against the Tories.”

The team carrying the 30-metre wide 
banner included left-wing Labour MPs 
Richard Burgon and Barry Gardiner.

It took the marchers one and a half 
hours to wind through the streets of 
Manchester to the Castlefi eld Bowl – an 
amphitheatre which filled quickly as 
marchers arrived.

Speakers were greeted warmly, but 
there was a huge roar of approval for one 
particular contingent of marchers as they 
were invited onto the stage.

Social care workers – members of 
public service union Unison – had walked 
almost 40 miles to take part in the protest, 
setting off  from Burnley in Lancashire 
and crossing north-west England while 
carrying a banner demanding justice for 
care workers.

They admitted that they were exhaust-
ed, but the few words of solidarity they 
expressed raised the crowd.

People’s Assembly national secretary 
Laura Pidcock said she had spoken to two 
young women who hadn’t come out for the 
march but had decided to join it anyway.

“That is exactly what we are doing,” she 
said. “We are growing. We are building. 
And we are doing it to fi ght the Tories.”
Morning Star 
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TENS OF THOUSANDS RALLY 
AGAINST THE TORIES AS PARTY 

CONFERENCE KICKS OFF 
IN MANCHESTER

Japan elected Fumio Kishida 
as its 100th Prime Minister on 
4th October, who announced his 
new cabinet lineup. A new post 
created in the cabinet to focus 
on China has drawn wide atten-
tion. How to balance Japan’s 
relations with the US and China 
will be a major test for the new 
cabinet, analysts say.

Kishida, leader of Japan’s ruling 
Liberal Democratic Party (LDP), 
was elected as the new Prime 
Minister, forming a new cabinet 
expected to promote Japanese 
economic recovery while keeping 
COVID-19 infections under control, 
local media reported.

Within the Kishida cabinet, he 
appointed thirteen fi rst-timers to 
ministerial posts, including eco-
nomic and fi scal policy minister 
Daishiro Yamagiwa and Takayuki 
Kobayashi, who would take a new 
post for economic security with 
responsibility to craft a national 
strategy designed to end the drain 
of intellectual property from Japan, 
Xinhua reported.

Xiang Haoyu, a research fellow 
at the China Institute of Interna-
tional Studies, told the Global Times 
that the arrangement of Kishida’s 
government did not come as a sur-
prise. “Kishida seemed his desire to 
balance all factors within the ruling 

LDP, which shows his personality 
of being cautious and wanting to 
maintain stability.”

Previously, Kishida had prom-
ised to establish the post for a spe-
cial advisor to the Prime Minister 
on human rights issues if elected, 
and that the advisor would deal with 
“human rights in China’s Xinjiang 
Uygur Autonomous Region and 
Hong Kong,” Kyodo News reported.

Japanese media reported that 
Seiji Kihara, who was appointed as 
deputy chief cabinet secretary, will 
serve as in new role.

In a previous interview with 
the Global Times, Kishida said that 
he wished more foreign visitors, 

including tourists from China could 
visit Japan, and was thinking about 
making related measures.

Xiang noted that setting the 
new post is partially to cater to the 
needs of anti-China hardliners in 
the ruling LDP. However, that posi-
tion seems to have limited practical 
infl uence.

“China will keep an eye on 
whether Kishida’s administra-
tion will try to play ‘human rights 
card’ against China in the future, 
by attentively increasing pressure 
on China on issues related to Hong 
Kong and Xinjiang,” Xiang said.

Kishida served as Japan’s for-
eign minister from 2012 to 2017 

and has also worked as the policy 
chief of the LDP.

Xiang noted that during his 
tenure as foreign minister, Kish-
ida had faithfully promoted Abe’s 
diplomatic messages.

After becoming Prime Minister, 
Kishida is likely to stick to Japan-
US alliance, focus on advancing the 
so-called Indo-Pacifi c strategy, and 
ramp up the budget on defence. 
However, whether a breakthrough 
can be made in neighbouring 
diplomacy is a real test for Kishida, 
Xiang said.
Global Times 

KISHIDA TO BE TESTED ON 
BALANCING JAPAN’S RELATIONS WITH 

THE US, CHINA: OBSERVERS
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Michael Liedtke & Jonathan Mattise

A new report sheds light on how bil-
lionaires, world leaders, powerful poli-
ticians, and others have used off shore 
accounts to shield assets collectively 
worth trillions of dollars over the past 
quarter-century.

The report by the International Consor-
tium of Investigative Journalists brought 
promises of tax reform and demands for 
resignations and investigations, as well as 
explanations and denials from those targeted.

The investigation, dubbed the “Pandora 
Papers,” was published late Sunday (3rd 
October) and involved 600 journalists from 
150 media outlets in 117 countries.

Hundreds of politicians, celebrities, 
religious leaders, and drug dealers have 
been hiding their investments in mansions, 
exclusive beachfront property, yachts, and 
other assets, according to a review of nearly 
12 million fi les obtained from fourteen fi rms 
located around the world. Much of the activ-
ity did not appear to be illegal.

The billionaires called out in the report 
include Turkish construction mogul Erman 
Ilicak and Robert T Brockman, the former 
CEO of software maker Reynolds & Reynolds.

The more than 330 current and former 
politicians identifi ed as benefi ciaries of the 
secret accounts include Jordan’s King Abdul-
lah II, former UK Prime Minister Tony Blair, 
Czech Republic Prime Minister Andrej Babis, 
Kenyan President Uhuru Kenyatta, Ecuador’s 
President Guillermo Lasso, and associates of 
both Pakistani Prime Minister Imran Khan 
and Russian President Vladimir Putin.

Many of the accounts were designed 
to evade taxes and conceal assets for other 
reasons, according to the report. Some of 
those targeted strongly denied the claims.

“The new data leak must be a wake-up 
call,” said Sven Giegold, a Green Party law-
maker in the European Parliament. “Global 
tax evasion fuels global inequality. We need 
to expand and sharpen the countermeas-
ures now.”

Oxfam International, a British consortium 
of charities, applauded the Pandora Papers 
for exposing brazen examples of greed that 
deprived countries of tax revenue that could 
be used to fi nance programs and projects for 
the greater good.

“This is where our missing hospitals are,” 
Oxfam said in a statement. “This is where the 
pay-packets sit of all the extra teachers and 
fi refi ghters and public servants we need.”

The European Commission, the 27-nation 
European Union’s executive arm, said in 
response to the revelations that it is prepar-
ing new legislative proposals to enhance tax 
transparency and reinforce the fi ght against 
tax evasion.

The Pandora Papers are a follow-up to 
a similar project released in 2016 called the 
“Panama Papers” compiled by the same 
journalistic group.

The latest bombshell is even more expan-
sive, relying on data leaked from fourteen 
diff erent service providers doing business 
in thirty-eight diff erent jurisdictions. The 
records date back to the 1970s, but most are 
from 1996 to 2020.

The investigation dug into accounts reg-
istered in familiar off shore havens, including 
the British Virgin Islands, Seychelles, Hong 
Kong, and Belize. But some of the secret 
accounts were also scattered around in trusts 
set up in the US, including eighty-one in 
South Dakota and thirty-seven in Florida.

The investigation found advisers helped 
Abdullah, the king of Jordan, set up at least 
three dozen shell companies from 1995 to 
2017, helping the monarch buy fourteen 
homes worth more than $106 million in the 
US and the UK. One was a $23 million Cali-
fornia ocean-view property bought in 2017 
through a British Virgin Islands company. 
The advisers were identifi ed as an English 
accountant in Switzerland and lawyers in 
the British Virgin Islands.

Abdullah denied any impropriety in a 
comment Monday by the Royal Palace, citing 
security needs for keeping the transactions 
quiet and saying no public funds were used.

UK attorneys for Abdullah said he isn’t 
required to pay taxes under his country’s 
law and hasn’t misused public funds. The 
attorneys also said most of the companies 
and properties are not connected to the king 
or no longer exist, though they declined to 
provide details.

Blair, UK prime minister from 1997 to 
2007, became the owner of an $8.8 million 
Victorian building in 2017 by buying a Brit-
ish Virgin Islands company that held the 
property, and the building now hosts the law 
fi rm of his wife, Cherie Blair, according to 
the investigation. The two bought the com-
pany from the family of Bahrain’s industry 

and tourism minister, Zayed bin Rashid al-
Zayani. Buying the company shares instead 
of the London building saved the Blairs 
more than $400,000 in property taxes, the 
investigation found.

The Blairs and the al-Zayanis both said 
they didn’t initially know the other party was 
involved in the deal, the probe found. Cherie 
Blair said her husband wasn’t involved in 
the purchase, which she said was meant to 
bring “the company and the building back 
into the UK tax and regulatory regime.” She 
also said she did not want to own a British 
Virgin Islands company and that the “seller 
for their own purposes only wanted to sell 
the company,” which is now closed. A lawyer 
for the al-Zayanis said they complied with 
UK laws.

The report also analyzed a transaction 
involving the British monarchy.

Britain’s Crown Estate, the property 
business owned by Queen Elizabeth II, said 
it would review the £67 million ($91 mil-
lion) purchase of a London building from a 
company reported to be a front for the family 
of Azerbaijan’s President Ilham Aliyev. The 
Guardian (UK) said the deal raised ques-
tions about whether the transaction should 
be investigated on money-laundering con-
cerns. Aliyev, who has ruled Azerbaijan since 
2003, has been accused of corruption and 
rights abuses.

The Crown Estate said it had conducted 
checks before the purchase but amid the 
questions raised is now “looking into the 
matter” again.

Khan, the Pakistani prime minister, is not 
accused of any wrongdoing. But members of 
his inner circle, including Finance Minister 
Shaukat Fayaz Ahmed Tarin, are accused of 
hiding millions of dollars in wealth in secret 
companies or trusts, according to the jour-
nalists’ fi ndings.

In a tweet, Khan vowed to recover the 
“ill-gotten gains” and said his government 
will look into all citizens mentioned in the 
documents and take action if needed.

The consortium of journalists revealed 
Putin’s image-maker and chief executive of 
Russia’s leading TV station, Konstantin Ernst, 
got a discount to buy and develop Soviet-era 
cinemas and surrounding property in Moscow 
after he directed the 2014 Winter Olympics 
in Sochi. Ernst told the organization the deal 
wasn’t secret and denied suggestions he was 
given special treatment.

In 2009, Babis, the Czech prime minis-
ter, put $22 million into shell companies to 
buy a chateau property in a hilltop village in 
Mougins, France, near Cannes, the investi-
gation found. The shell companies and the 
chateau were not disclosed in Babis’s required 
asset declarations, according to documents 
obtained by the journalism group’s Czech 
partner, Investigace.cz.

A real estate group owned indirectly by 
Babis bought the Monaco company that 
owned the chateau in 2018, the probe found.

Babis has denied any wrongdoing. He said 
the report was meant to harm him ahead of 
the Czech Republic parliamentary election. 
The Czech police’s organized crime unit said 
it would launch an investigation.

Montenegro’s President Milo Djukanovic 
faced calls to resign after he was listed as 
one of the world leaders who used secret 
accounts to hide their property. His offi  ce 
denied a report by the local Montenegrin 
Network for the Affi  rmation of the Non-
Governmental Sector, which alleged he and 
his son established a trust to conceal their 
wealth behind a complicated network of 
companies.
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