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ADF DEPLOYED TO
BAND-AID AGED
CARE CRISIS
E Lennon
Staﬀ shortages across the aged care
sector continue to sink the industry
into a deepening crisis.
The Australian Government has
announced that 1700 Australian Defence
Force personnel will be called to step in and
provide essential support.
“The ADF is not a shadow workforce and
cannot replace skilled aged care workers,”
a statement from the Australian Government reads.
“But they will assist across facilities
including logistics and general duties tasks.
For example, screening of entrants to facilities, providing companionship to residents,
supporting with meals and other non-direct
care functions to take the pressure oﬀ qualified aged care workers and medical staﬀ.
Where they are medically qualified, ADF
personnel will assist with those duties.”
The government rejects the notion that
the military is a shadow workforce; however,
it’s unclear what the army is if not a shadow
workforce, if this is the case. This decision
to parachute military personnel into the
system is a desperate measure from the
government to patch up its weak COVID-19
response strategy.
The decision comes after weeks of unions
calling on the government to deploy the ADF.
The Morrison Government has been
facing waning support as issues and scandals
stack up around the Liberal Party. As well as
the move to deploy the army, the government
has announced that workers in the aged care
sector will receive a bonus payment.
The United Workers’ Union has welcomed the payments, but says it won’t fix
underlying issues.
“The aged care industry is at absolute
breaking point, and I am not sure these
bonuses will fix the systemic issues in the
industry,” United Workers Union Aged Care
Director, Carolyn Smith said.
“Aged care workers are struggling with
low pay, understaﬃng and the poor rollout
of COVID-19 response by Scott Morrison.
The fact that workers are still not receiving
regular RATs and adequate PPE is indicative of the Federal Government’s failure in
this area.
“Although we do welcome Scott Morrison’s admission that aged care wages need
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to be substantially improved, something
we have been saying for a long time now.”
The government’s neglect of the sector
stretches back further than just the pandemic.
In the 2018 commission into the aged care
sector, these fault lines were already being
exposed.
The Royal Commission into Aged Care
Quality and Safety shocked many Australians with its horrific findings. The revelations
revealed cases of elderly people suﬀering
neglect, mistreatment, and overall poor
working conditions. The Royal Commission’s
investigation was hardly groundbreaking for
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the many residents, workers, and concerned
families experiencing this reality.
Commissioner Lynelle Briggs was
appointed to the commission in 2018. Briggs
made recent comments that the Morrison
Government had failed to implement an
aﬀective strategy for elderly care and protection during the COVID-19 pandemic.
“What we’re looking at in aged care is
months on end with no-one visiting them,
and sometimes dying alone,” Briggs told
the ABC.
“It really shouldn’t be allowed to happen,
and the government should have sorted its
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strategy out for how to prevent this happening again.”
The conditions in the industry shocked
the public with its initial findings. Since
then, care for the elderly has deteriorated
even further, and workers are being pushed
to their absolute limits. These heartbreaking stories about residents dying alone,
and carers being forced to make impossible
decisions highlight the very human cost of
political ineptitude.
Continued on page 2
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ABC CUTS
NEED TO STOP
The Australian Broadcasting Corporation (ABC)
has been a federal budget target for the Coalition
since it first returned to oﬃce in 2013. Since that
time, the Coalition has slashed over half a billion
dollars in funding ($526 million).
There are at least three reasons why these cuts
in federal funding to the ABC are alarming.
The first is that in 2013, the Coalition was
elected after promising no cuts to the ABC and
SBS. However, it reduced funding in the 2014
budget. Coupled with the pause in the indexation of funding in 2018, the Coalition have lied
and broken a promise to the Australian people.
The ABC reported these cuts to Senate estimates
and further highlighted that it would be dealt an
ongoing reduction of $106 million in base funding
by 2021-22.
This promise to Australians that the ABC would
not be the target of cuts in the budget is no small
matter. According to The Guardian (UK), an
Australia Institute “poll of 1,000 voters conducted
by the Australia Institute found that fifty-two per
cent want the $84m cut from the ABC in the last
three years to be restored, more than double those
who oppose it (twenty-five per cent).” And while
the issue is ideologically divisive, even Coalition
voters were more in favour of increased funding
(forty-three per cent) than not (thirty-six per cent).
Another reason why the cuts are alarming is
because of the service and jobs the ABC provides.
Starting with the latter, the ABC has lost over 600
jobs. In a post-COVID-19 world, mixed with the
continuing cuts to funding, a further loss of jobs
to a public broadcaster makes zero sense when
framed against the eﬀects on the economy and
role the ABC has played during the pandemic. The
ABC has played a crucial role in communicating
the rapid changes around policy and delivering
information from both the state and federal governments. In 2019, it also played a crucial role
in delivering vital information to many living in
the areas surrounding the catastrophic bushfires.
Lastly – and perhaps most importantly – we,
the people, need a public, independent broadcaster, free from corporate ownership. This is
not just something progressives recognise, but
most Australians do as well. According to the same
poll, “sixty-one per cent of respondents agreed
that ‘a strong, independent ABC is critical to a
healthy democracy’ with only nineteen per cent
disagreeing” (Guardian (UK)). This is significant
because it highlights that Australians understand
perfectly well the role the ABC plays in delivering
the news in a fair manner.
As Australia Institute senior research, Bill
Browne stated “cuts to the ABC undermine its
truth-telling mission, cost hundreds of people
their jobs and mean Australians miss out on quality broadcasting […]. […]The ABC is an essential
part of Australia’s democracy and accountability
infrastructure.”
We must ensure that the Coalition does not
return to government, with the immense amount
of misinformation being spread throughout the
world, let alone Australia, we must ensure we
have a media outlet that Australians can rely on
in the future.

ADF DEPLOYED TO
BAND-AID AGED CARE
CRISIS
Continued from page 1

The Royal Commission made
several recommendations, which
included the creation of “a new aged
care act which supports the ability
for elderly people to live meaningful
lives and maintain independence.”
According to the 2021-2022
Federal Budget, “the Australian
Government will invest $26.7 million to develop and introduce a new
Aged Care Act” in response to the
recommendation. It’s unclear what
progress towards this goal that the
appointed taskforce has made to
bring about the change. Government documentation suggests that
there will need to be interim reform
to existing legislation while the act
is drafted.
Minister for Aged Care Services,
Richard Colbeck told the Select
Senate Committee on COVID-19
that, “I don’t accept that the system
is in complete crisis.”
Earlier in January, Minister
Colbeck demonstrated a flagrant
disregard for the crisis he refuses

to acknowledge. The minister
declined a request for his attendance to the Select Senate Committee on COVID-19. Instead, Colbeck
took the day for a trip to the Ashes
test match. The minister’s decision
showed a complete disconnect from
what should be of the utmost priority to his portfolio.
Minister Colbeck apologised in
the wake of his day out. Though, it
was revealed that the reason he gave
for declining the request to attend
was that he was dealing with the
Omicron outbreak.
“On the days of the test match I
wasn’t just at the cricket,” Colbeck
told the Committee.
“I was actually working the
problems with the oﬃcials in the
department to work to manage the
issues in aged care, so it wasn’t one
thing or the other, I was actually
working on both.”
It’s debatable that Minister
Colbeck could really have been
committed fully to dealing with
the outbreak if he ignored a key

government committee meeting
on the matter. This choice from a
Morrison Government minister is
another slight to the those being
cared for and the workers not just
in aged care, but across the health
and other care industries.
From the start of Omicron
taking a hold, Prime Minister
Scott Morrison was “for pushing
through” rather than going into
lockdowns. What Morrison failed
to see was that allowing COVID-19
into the community did not have
to mean ravaged health and aged
care systems. It did not have to
mean thousands of infected workers and residents. It did not need to
lead to the number of daily deaths
that Australia has been seeing. The
first month of 2022, was deadlier
for aged care residents than the
entirety of last year. These elderly
residents do not deserve to live
their final stage of life in these
conditions. Carers in the industry
do not deserve to work in these
conditions. 
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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 fulfill our $10,000 target as soon as possible.
To contribute, please fill 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 filling the information below:
Credit Card minimum $20  Visa or  Mastercard
Name on the card _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Signature _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Support the Guardian
by donating to Press Fund

Card # ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___
Expiry Date ___ ___ / ___ ___
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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SOCIALISM AND CAPITALISM:
A TALE OF TWO APPROACHES
TO ENFORCING
ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS

Mitchell Duﬀy
It is no secret that in some
societies, certain harmful
activities go unpunished. For
example, in the framework of a
capitalist society, white-collar
crimes are often either legal
or punishable only by superficial means. As a result, it is
not unusual to see examples of
mass wage theft punished with
insignificant fines, such as the
infamous restaurant scandals
of 2020, or dangerous policies
made in the name of maximising profits which can cause
a stunning number of defects,
health problems, and deaths.
Confronting capitalist exploitation within the legal system is
a mammoth task. For example,
the Youth Verdict case and Katta
O’Donnell’s legal challenge to the
Australian government are only
a couple of the slew of legal cases
targeting powerful Australian
institutions over their negligence
of the future in the wake of the
existential threat of climate change
over the past two years. There have
been attempts to work within this
framework that have been slow and

often frustrating for activists worried about the future. The role of the
capitalist state is firmly established
to protecting the interests of big
business, fighting tooth and nail
against the interests of the majority
and their future. Progress is only
scantly made by high-risk activism
which is more illegal than the pollution and mass destruction from
the oppressive classes.
In the context of environmentalism, The Guardian reports that the
coalmining transnational Peabody
was caught underreporting carbon
emissions from their Australian
mines and delivering these figures
to oﬃcial environmental bodies.
This was met with absolutely no
repercussions for the officials
involved and a PR statement from
the company about the importance
of accuracy in their data, despite
the Clean Energy Regulator finding that Peabody has “a history of
filing inaccurate reports required
under the National Greenhouse and
Energy Reporting Act due to calculation errors, poor record-keeping
and inconsistent data collection
and analysis.” This is part of Australia’s long history of such cases,
with repeated exposure to this sort

of activity and little-to-no penalty
for the perpetrators. Australia is
a global mining hub, and much
of the work done in this industry
is damaging to the environment
both in the short term and the long
term. While measures are in place
to regulate and eventually change
the environmental destruction were
scant to begin with, the large conglomerates routinely flaunt even
the current regulations. The bar is
set quite low, with the expectation
that data is reported accurately
and companies adhere to certain
scientific standards. The disregarding of this is twofold, on one hand
being dangerous as a grounds for
underreporting harmful pollutant
data, but also setting a precedent
for demonstrating where the power
truly lies in this country. A capitalist
society places power in the hands
of powerful corporations like Peabody, who suﬀer no consequences
whatsoever for their blatantly dishonest activity.
One could be forgiven for losing
hope. Climate change aﬀects agriculture and water supply, as well
as the catastrophic eﬀects on the
ecosystem and an influx in natural
disasters, give it the potential to

kill a staggering number of people
in the future; a certain analysis of
excess morbidity shows its eﬀects
are already starting to be felt in
this regard. In capitalist society,
there is no systemic solution to
this problem.
However, all hope is not lost.
Not every society is built on the
same foundation. By stark contrast,
China has been showing a pattern
of employing state power to enforce
environmental policies and deliver
real repercussions to the whitecollar criminals who try to place
profits first. Most recently, oﬃcials
from four steel mills in Tangshan
were caught lying about emissions
and air pollution data. Forty-seven
of them are being imprisoned for
disregarding the environmental law
in addition to heavy fines on each
company. This news is welcoming,
as it shows genuine consequences
for those who flaunt environmental
laws in China. Rather than a slap
on the wrist, they are fined and
given prison sentences. Rather than
rhetoric and PR statements, they
are swiftly dealt justice for their
crimes. While China has a complex
relationship with environmental
law and pollution due to its rapid

industrialisation and development
over the past forty years, there are
signs of progress that favour a move
towards sustainability.
This is part of a trend over the
past few years. For example, three
more steel mills in Tangshan were
fined heavily for not reducing their
production quotas or emissions
in 2021. China has explicit and
defined goals for environmentalism
and is starting to use state power
to enforce them on a larger scale
than any other country is capable
of doing. China is built on a different foundation than Australia:
as a country where workers wield
considerably more political power,
and where state-led planning leads
the way towards environmentalism, there is no need to convince
people that their actions as individuals will be the sole solution, a
solution that has been repeatedly
disproven. This is an example and
a call to action for people globally:
it is both possible and favourable
to alter the direction of society if
its foundations are changed. 
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“GRANTS” FOR HOMEOWNERS,
BUT “HANDOUTS” FOR RENTERS

Casey Davidson
“Living with other people, you start
oﬀ in that nice accommodating phase.
“Okay we’re going to get on.” You try
really hard. It’s all going to be great.
You buy stuﬀ together, you talk, you
share, you bond over instant coﬀee in
the kitchen late at night. And then it
starts to get a little cramped, becomes
too much … You don’t want to put the
eﬀort in anymore. It’s almost like an
ill-considered marriage … So you start
thinking divorce. You’re not talking.
You’re knifing each other to your mutual friends, trying to entangle them in
a complicated network of alliances to
suit your ends. Then you’re not even
thinking divorce, you’re thinking of
preemptive strike.”
This excerpt from John Birmingham’s
book, He died with a felafel in his hand
painted an all-too-familiar picture of the
sharehouse lifestyle so relatable to single
working class people and students across
Australia. Over twenty years on, the disturbing relatability of the collection of sharehouse

testimonies rings very true, with strangers
forced to share homes designed for the
nuclear family. This is not to say that people
cannot have wonderful housemates and great
experiences, but far too often the instability
of income, the inability to get to know each
other well first, and changes in relationships
can have disastrous impacts.
In saying this, having a room to rent
in a house is a relatively good situation for
many working class Australians who simply
cannot aﬀord a bond, or do not have high
enough wages to be considered for a place
of their own. Even those who are able to
secure a rental property end up illegally
subletting to make ends meet. The pressure on tenants to maintain housing most
certainly does not help in maintaining a
peaceful household.
The idea of buying a house is simply
laughable for many renters. As of the
beginning of February, Australian property
analysts, CoreLogic, revealed that three of
the eight capital cities are now recording a
median house value of over $1 million dollars. The best the majority can do is avoid
instability and homelessness by finding

housemates that can help pay the rent, get
along, and keep the house in a good condition.
In response to the economic crisis caused
by COVID19, the government introduced
the $41.6 billion HomeBuilder program for
individuals and couples looking to build or
buy a new home, or make major renovations
on their existing properties, providing them
with grants ranging from $15,000 to $25,000.
While this enormous stimulus injection scheme has been praised for boosting
economic activity, it neglects the fact that
thirty-two per cent (2.5 million households)
rent from private landlords or state/territory authorities, and renters are more likely
to have low incomes or rely on Centrelink
payments. It seems somewhat unfair that
homeowners receive these grants, while those
who can only aﬀord to rent are criticised for
receiving “handouts.” It seems this term is
only used to discriminate against those who
are already in the most economically vulnerable situations.
Additionally, the increase in domestic
violence and homelessness has a direct
connection to the ongoing housing crisis.
Without any other option, those who have

been assaulted by someone in their home
may choose to stay in the home to avoid
homelessness, remaining in dangerous
situations. Domestic violence shelters are
flooded, with some having to turn away up to
twenty-five women per day (up from fifteen
since the COVID-19 pandemic), leading to
increasing homelessness.
Living uncomfortably with relative strangers is petty in comparison, especially that
it is now the “norm” for many working class
people in Australia. However, this is a clear
result of the ongoing housing crisis, which
leaves renters with few options.
The Communist Party of Australia
believes housing is a basic human right,
and that in an industrialised and relatively
wealthy nation like Australia, there is no
excuse for homelessness or people being
forced into sub-standard accommodation.
The CPA supports a national, government
funded and owned public housing program
with aﬀordable rents based on income, and
a call for an immediate build-up in the stock
of public housing which has suﬀered as a
result of increased privatisation. 

PAY RISES, JOB SECURITY, AND A FAIR
OUTCOME FOR WHARFIES SECURED
AT PATRICK TERMINALS
Jamie Newlyn
Assistant National Secretary
Maritime Union of Australia
The Maritime Union of Australia (MUA) is pleased to
advise that at the 11th hour,
an in-principle agreement
with Patrick Terminals’ management has been struck for a
new Enterprise Agreement.
The new Enterprise Agreement
that has been agreed upon will
deliver pay increases above industry

standard, job security assurances
as well as fairness and dignity for
hard working members at Patrick’s
four terminals around Australia.
Despite aggressive employermilitancy throughout the bargaining
process, the MUA has always made
clear its willingness to negotiate in
good faith with management for a
fair and reasonable deal.
Despite a political campaign of
misinformation and interference by
the ACCC, the Productivity Commission and even Scott Morrison,

the Union has always sought to
work cooperatively with Patrick
Terminals’ management on continuous business improvement
to ensure job security, safety, and
productivity at Patrick Terminals’
four ports.
While the MUA has brokered
peace with Patrick Terminals’
management, the lies and opportunism of Scott Morrison must not
be forgotten. The Prime Minister
sought to insert himself into the
legitimate bargaining process in

a disgraceful attempt to ignite an
industrial dispute on the waterfront
as a distraction from his negligence,
dishonesty and failure.
By negotiating in good faith
throughout this process, the MUA
has sought to improve certainty and
ensure 24/7 operations at Patrick
Terminals’ ports during the ongoing
COVID-19 crisis and for our frontline workforce to continue working
cooperatively and eﬃciently in the
national interest.
This has delivered a well

-deserved annual pay increase
pegged to CPI or 2.5 per cent per
annum, whichever is greater, to
guarantee waterfront workers’ pay
won’t fall behind the out-of-control
growth of the cost of living.
Importantly, this outcome
means that Patrick Terminals’
planned court action to terminate
the company’s existing Employment
Agreement with over 1000 MUA
members will no longer proceed
subject to members endorsing the
new agreement. 
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MAKING HISTORY:
COMMONWEALTH PUSHES TO
REWORK NATIONAL CURRICULUM

B Curphey
Federal Education Minister Stuart Robert has gone public with his belief that
school curriculums should be teaching
our kids “what it means to be Australian.” This comes as the federal government is lobbying states to rework the
national curriculum, with less of a focus
on history overall and an increased
focus on “Australian values.”
While most states claim not to share
this belief, Western Australia has voiced its
approval for the changes. The new curriculum would restore references to Christianity
as the ideological foundation of Australian
society, cut references to key activist figures, and gloss over the contested nature
of ANZAC history.
This shift towards a nationalist historiography in our schools is an overt political
move. It seeks to centre the white AngloEuropean experience of Australian identity,
ignoring the bloody reality of Australia’s
colonial past and the diversity of historical experiences represented in Australian
society.
To quote Professor Bronwyn Carson of
Macquarie University: “removing any contested ideas is to teach a new generation of
Perth

people who do not question the national
narrative of peaceful settlement.”

THE ROLE OF
HISTORICAL EDUCATION
Lenin knew that education was foundational to building a communist society.
What students are taught from a young age
shapes not only what they believe about
the world, but how they think about it. Put
another way, early education is crucial in
building the critical and analytical skills to
recognise the errors of the past and work
towards practical solutions in the future.
Elaborating on this theme, Lenin stated,
in a speech to the First All-Russian Congress
on Education in 1918, that the primary job
of communists in educating the masses is to
“counter hypocrisy and lies with the complete
and honest truth.”
Practical skills and experience are crucial
to this task. Students need to be taught the
skills of historical literacy and critical thinking, rather than be spoonfed an uncritical
and historically flawed narrative. They need
to be taught to ask hard questions about
the past – and formulate answers based on
sound historical data.
History is not entertainment. Good

historical education is not supposed to
make us comfortable or instil a false sense
of national pride. It means looking at the
past as a toolbox from which we can draw
practical lessons from it and apply them to
the present. It means teaching students to
appreciate that the best and most interesting historiography happens at the margins.
To this end, Lenin wrote:
“The touchstone of a Communist’s work
in education (and educational institutions)
should be his eﬀorts in organising the enlistment of specialists, his ability to find them,
utilise their knowledge, secure the cooperation of expert teachers with the Communist
leadership, and verify what and how much
is being done. He must show ability to make
progress – even if very slowly and on a very
small scale – so long as it is achieved in
practical matters, on the basis of practical
experience”
The Commonwealth government showed
its hand when it voiced concerns that the
curriculum produced a “miserable” account
of Australia’s past which students would not
want to defend. Perhaps this is because of
the simple reality that a lot of Australia’s
history really is indefensible and it is only by
coming to terms with it that we can ensure
that history is not repeated.

DANGEROUS RHETORIC
In speaking of the proposed curriculum,
Robert said, “[w]estern civilisation is something we should be proud of, and what it
means to be Australian […] is well and truly
back into the curriculum.”
It is important to recognise what this
“great white man” view of history leaves out.
It ignores the non-Western civilisation that
was already here when the British invaded
in 1788 – the oldest continuous civilisation
in the world. Its references to Christianity
ignore the way that the Church was used as
a mechanism to perpetrate violence against
Indigenous peoples.
It asks us to believe that Australians
unanimously put aside their diﬀerences
and went oﬀ to fight in World War I for a
cause they all believed in. This is far from
the truth. Communists were at the forefront
of the anti-conscription movement.
What it “really means to be Australian”
is to encounter a violent past – one that,
in many ways, we should not be proud of.
It means to recognise that the “Australian
values” view of history that the Commonwealth is pushing is deeply contested. We
must resist the Commonwealth’s attempts to
sanitise our history, lest it be repeated. 

Fight for the Future
This attractive new booklet is a call to action
to save our planet and humanity.
It argues that humanity is at a crossroads. The insatiable drive for profits by
capitalism is leading to irreversible and catastrophic climate change. Capitalist
governments – and the giant corporations they work for – are refusing to act on
the warnings of the great majority of the world's leading scientists.
A popular movement for change is growing around the world. It aims to dismantle
the destructive policies that have led us to this uniquely perilous moment of human
history, and to move toward a world system that gives priority to human rights and
needs. The stakes in the bitter class war that is taking shape are immense and arise
from the nature of capitalism. Capitalism is an unsustainable system.
The booklet insists that we must confront the reality that what we do now will
forever alter the course of humanity and all life on Earth. Now more than ever we
must fight for a better system. Our lives are more important than their profits.

Order your copy today! $10 including p&p
Email: info@cpa.org.au with credit card details Phone: 02 9699 8844
Write to: CPA books, 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010
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NEO-NAZIS ACTIVE IN UKRAINE AS
Ben Chacko* and John Wojcik
There’s an increasingly surreal air
regarding the war scare over Ukraine.
The original roles in the drama seem to
be reversed. Back in December, Ukrainian
Foreign Minister Oleksii Reznikov was warning that “not provoking Russia – that strategy
does not and will not work,” claiming that
Russia invaded Georgia in 2008 because
NATO hadn’t let it join. In fact, Georgia
began that war by attacking South Ossetia,
driving tens of thousands of Russian-speaking
residents there to flee across the border into
Russia, creating an unprecedented refugee
crisis for that country. These details, however, rarely trouble Western politicians or
journalists.
In December, the US seemed much more
reluctant to escalate matters. President Joe
Biden said he would not deploy troops to
Ukraine, and ruled out a military response
to any Russian incursion. The same mood
music emanated from Westminster, where
UK Defense Secretary Ben Wallace said
that British troops would not fight Russia
over Ukraine, as the latter was not a NATO
member. If Russia did act against Ukraine
(and we should remember that it has not
at any point threatened to), the US and EU
response would be sanctions.
As of last weekend, Reznikov was assuring
members of the Ukrainian parliament that
actually no Russian military maneuvers had
been observed, that there was nothing more
threatening happening than what was going
on a year ago, and that there was no reason
to fear an imminent attack.
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky
gave an even blunter press conference following a phone call with Biden, calling on the
US and Britain to tone down their rhetoric
about an invasion, since it could create panic
and was bad for business.
Asked about the US’s claim that Russia
might invade next month, he snapped that,
as Ukraine’s head of government, he knew
the situation better than Biden. He even
cast doubt on the idea that Russia’s military
build-up necessarily had anything to do with
Ukraine, saying we had no way of knowing
it wasn’t a routine troop rotation.
We know, of course, that what really worries the Russians is what the US and NATO
have been doing ever since the demise of
the Soviet Union. They have been moving
Western troops and armaments into one
eastern European country after another until
now that troops and even oﬀensive missiles
are aimed at Russia from places right along
that country’s borders.
But did Washington and London heed
Zelensky’s pleas? They didn’t even acknowledge them.
Biden has ordered the deployment of
3,000 extra troops to Europe (where the
US already has tens of thousands of troops,
and NATO has forward bases in Poland and
all three of the Baltic states). All of this is
in violation of promises made by the US at
the end of the Cold War that NATO would
not make any moves to the east. Among
the troops Biden is sending are 1,000 to

Romania, where the US has oﬀensive cruise
missiles pointing at Russia. Controls on US
placement of such oﬀensive weapons were
lifted in 2019 when the Trump administration unilaterally cancelled the INF Missile
Treaty with Russia.
Adding to the provocative announcement
by Biden regarding 3,000 new troops, British Prime Minister Boris Johnson pledged
“land, sea, and air” forces would be sent to
eastern Europe to see oﬀ the Russian menace.
The more Ukraine insisted that it is not
afraid that war is coming, the louder the
US and Britain declared their readiness to
fight one.
The same buildup of war hysteria can be
seen in how the US and NATO have handled
announcements regarding alleged findings
by US and Western “intelligence.”
First we heard that the Russians had
massed 100,000 troops on Ukraine’s borders,
and for weeks satellite photos of the same
rows of snow-covered tanks were fed to the
Western media to “verify” these reports. An
invasion is “imminent,” we were told. Soon
feeding the press the same old photos was
not enough.
When the invasion didn’t happen, the
New York Times said that it had word from
sources in the Pentagon that the number of
troops had to reach 175,000 or more before
an invasion began. This information supposedly came from Western “intelligence”
sources. By announcing the supposedly
“secret” plans by Russians to send more
troops before any invasion, but never quite
seeing the “175,000 or more” level actually being reached, there was room now
for stretching out the timing of the alleged
“imminent” invasion.
Several weeks later, again to hype up the
expectation of imminent invasion which still
had not arrived (we weren’t up to 175,000
yet), we heard that we could expect a “false
flag attack” whereby Russia would stage an
attack on itself in order to justify an “imminent” invasion.
When, again, the false flag attack triggering the “imminent” invasion also did not
happen, there emerged a new story – that
there was a “plan” to install a pro-Russian
government in power in Kiev. That report
supposedly was passed to the Pentagon by
British intelligence.
The only time a “pro-Russian” government assumed power in Kiev since the
demise of the USSR was when the Ukrainian
people elected such a government themselves
and that government, in 2014, after it rebuﬀed IMF austerity demands that should
be imposed on the Ukrainian people, was
overthrown in a fascist coup backed by the
US. Nevertheless, no “pro-Russian” government has been installed in Kiev since the
announcement weeks ago by the West that
Russia had such a puppet plot.
Now, another version of the false flag
story is circulating. At mid-day Thursday,
“news” broke that the US had acquired intelligence that Russia was planning to stage and
film a fake attack by Ukrainian forces either
on Russian territory or Russian-speaking
people in eastern Ukraine. According to

the Times, it would have been a production
worthy of Hollywood:
“The video was intended to be elaborate,
oﬃcials said, with plans for graphic images
of the staged, corpse-strewn aftermath of
an explosion and footage of destroyed locations. They said the video was also set to
include faked Ukrainian military equipment,
Turkish-made drones and actors playing
Russian-speaking mourners.”
In making the alleged scheme public, the
US declared it hoped “to spoil” the Kremlin’s
plan. US oﬃcials, of course, released no direct
evidence of their allegation and declined to
name the source of their supposed discovery.
One thing about all these provocative
announcements about “intelligence” findings
that requires very little intelligence to figure
out, however, is that each one of these socalled revelations is part of a bigger strategy
on the part of the West.
Unfortunately, it is exactly the strategy
one would use to spur the Russians into
taking an action that would justify imposing
strong sanctions. On Wednesday, former US
Ambassador William Taylor called for such
sanctions immediately, saying the US should
not wait for any actual invasion. He said he
also supported Biden sending in troops now
rather than waiting for any Russian moves.
Most ominous regarding in Biden’s troop
buildup, however, is the fact that his decision followed a speech by Putin in which the
Russian leader, notably, did not even repeat
his prior demands that in order to end the
crisis the US and NATO had to remove all
their troops from former member nations
of the Warsaw Pact.
Putin also did not repeat earlier demands
that all US nuclear weapons be removed from
Europe, including and especially the nuclear
missiles the US has in Germany. Omission
of these demands by Putin should have been
taken as a point from which negotiations
could proceed, not, as they were, as a point
from which the US escalates war tensions
even more.

WAR – WHETHER ANYONE
WANTS IT OR NOT
Could all of this mean that we are perhaps
dealing only with a shadow-boxing match?
Russia deploys troops near its western border
and conducts exercises with Belarus to lend
weight to security demands it put to the US,
such as a mutual commitment not to station
nuclear warheads outside their own territory.
The US, meanwhile, ramps up the fear of
Russia in order to press longstanding aims
such as killing the Nord Stream 2 pipeline,
which it says would pose a security risk by
increasing European dependence on Russian
gas (and the cancellation of which would,
conveniently, force Europe to purchase gas
elsewhere – when the US is trying to increase
fracked shale gas exports).
Ukraine is also keen to stop Nord Stream
2, since it would lose transit fees for Russian
gas currently piped through its territory.
Ukrainian state energy firm NAFTOGAZ
estimates losses at $3 billion a year if the
new pipeline becomes operational.

This could explain why Zelensky, while
downplaying the threat of war on Saturday,
did call for sanctions on Nord Stream 2
regardless of whether Russia attacks or not.
If this is true, Ukraine’s about-turn
reflects its fear that the situation is getting
out of hand: An initial policy of talking up the
threat to derail the pipeline and get access
to advanced weaponry has snowballed to
the extent that it might actually start a war,
which would clearly be catastrophic for the
whole of Europe but most of all for Ukraine.
But if neither side actually wants war, what
is there to be afraid of?
The answer is that this military posturing is extremely risky, and does significantly
increase the chance of a conflict breaking out.
This is true for all the traditional reasons
– moves pitched as deterrence by one side
can be interpreted as belligerence by the
other, and the West has the proven track
record of “goading” Russia with air and sea
deployments along its borders. As Guardian
(UK) columnist Simon Jenkins observed a
few weeks ago, “the invitation to Moscow to
call [the] bluﬀ is glaring.”
More than once in the original Cold War,
misunderstandings came close to sparking nuclear conflict, which was averted by
the courage and calm of individuals on the
front line. Few in the US Congress or the
British Parliament, for example, seem to
grasp this risk.
But with Ukraine, the risks are enormously multiplied. This is because the war
in the Donbass means that fighting does not
even have to “break out” in the ordinary way:
It could be said to be happening already.
And the nature of that war means a new
outbreak might not even be under control
from Moscow or Kiev or Washington.

NAZIS IN THE DONBASS
The self-governing separatist People’s
Republics of Donetsk and Lugansk are
backed by Russia, but their forces are not
part of the Russian army.
On the other side of the trenches the
situation is even more complex. The Western
media, particularly in Europe, has gushed
over the heroic “volunteers” manning the
battle lines for Ukraine in the Donbass, even
running interviews with ex-soldiers from the
West “contracted” to fight for Ukraine (that
is, mercenaries).
Kiev’s forces in the Donbass war are by
no means all regular soldiers. Far-right forces
were the foot soldiers of the 2014 Maidan
coup that provoked the conflict, and have
been on the front lines ever since.
Most notorious is the Azov Battalion,
a neo-Nazi unit formed from ultras from
the Metalist Kharkiv football club in 2014.
Its founder, Andriy Biletsky, is an unsubtle
fascist, having called on Ukraine to lead
a crusade of the “white races” against the
“Semite-led untermenschen.”
Ukraine’s Interior Ministry authorised
the formation of paramilitary battalions that
year, and Azov was one. Another, the Aidar
Battalion, formed the same year, also has
far-right ideological associations.
These fascist units are allowed a cloak of

The more Ukraine insisted that it is
not afraid that war is coming, the
louder the US and Britain declared
their readiness to fight one.
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WHITE HOUSE ADDS 3,000 TROOPS

Kyiv (Ukrainian: Київ) or Kiev is the capital and most populous city of Ukraine.

respectability by Ukraine’s rehabilitation of
Nazi collaborator Stepan Bandera and rewriting of history to portray genocidal organisations like his Ukrainian Insurgent Army,
which played a major role in the Holocaust,
as anti-Soviet patriots.
People’s World in the US, Morning Star
in the UK, and other newspapers are sometimes accused of exaggerating the fascist
character of the 2014 coup in Ukraine and
its aftermath, since the Kiev government
itself is not overtly fascist. But the turning
over of police and military units to fascist
control by the regular Ukrainian government
speaks volumes about the power of fascists in
Ukraine. And the current government itself
glorifies actual fascists like Bandera. Then,
of course, the current government is guilty
in the very least of having the bad taste of
marches through the capital commemorating regiments of the Waﬀen SS.
By autumn 2014, Amnesty International
was warning the Ukrainian government that
it had documented war crimes “including
abductions, unlawful detention, ill-treatment,

robbery, extortion, and possible executions
committed by the Aidar Battalion” in the
Donbass.
The mother of one separatist fighter
reported the head of her son being mailed
to her in a box following his capture by
“white nationalist paramilitaries.” Yet that
September, the Azov Battalion was formally
enrolled in the National Guard of Ukraine.

ENTER THE MERCENARIES
Are these the forces that Western “volunteers” or mercenaries are signing up with?
Certainly they have tried to recruit foreigners
in the past. Hope Not Hate warned in 2018
that the Azov Battalion was working with a
British group called the Misanthropic Division to recruit far-right British activists to
travel to Ukraine to fight.
Ukrainian Communist Party leader Petro
Symonenko says foreign mercenaries are
allowed to sign up with the Ukrainian military as a matter of course, and it is not just
units like Azov which recruit them.
“After the 2014 coup, Ukraine has turned

into a sump of neo-Nazis from around the
world. In the Donbass, there are mercenaries
from many countries as part of the volunteer
battalions,” he tells me, “including the UK.
“In addition to the ideological Nazis you
have the “human safari” scum, who see the
war in the Donbass as a kind of extreme
entertainment.
“Then you have the private military
companies – fighters and instructors from
Letera-43 from Italy, Halo Trust, Greystone,
‘Academi’ (known as Blackwater before 2009)
from the US and others. And there are a lot
of oﬃcial instructors from NATO countries
– the US, Britain, Canada, and so on.”
Leaving aside the risks to people back
at home of allowing these mercenaries to
travel to warzones to fight alongside known
extremists – we saw the potential consequences when a fighter, returned from the
NATO-backed war to overthrow Gaddafi
in Libya, killed twenty-two people in the
Manchester Arena terror attack in 2017 –
the picture is explosive.
Ukraine’s militarised Donbass border

swarms with professional soldiers, neo-Nazi
paramilitaries, trigger-happy adventurers and
“war tourists,” mercenaries, NATO “advisers,”
and, thanks to the recent war scare, there’s
a growing direct Western military presence.
It would not take much to light this
tinderbox and quite a few of the unsavory
characters in that mix would not be averse
to doing so.
That is why the only sane approach to
this crisis is de-escalation. The governments
of the NATO countries must be pressed to
withdraw troops from Ukraine and stop loading up an army bristling with “volunteers”
with heavy weaponry.
Talks with Russia and Ukraine on reviving
the Minsk peace process have to be revived,
as Putin requested in Moscow this week. The
US and NATO must cease their dangerous
brinksmanship.
* This article includes an edited version of an
article by Ben Chacko that appeared in the
Morning Star. 

Then, of course, the current
government is guilty in the very least
of having the bad taste of marches
through the capital commemorating
regiments of the Waffen SS.
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WE’RE NOT ALL IN THIS
TOGETHER
Sajeev Kumar
The UN secretary-general, António
Guterres, during the peak of the COVID
pandemic, said that “we are all in this
together.” But, on the contrary, two
newspaper articles provide evidence
to believe otherwise.
The Irish Examiner reported that the
wealth of nine Irish billionaires increased by
58 per cent since the beginning of the COVID
pandemic, based on an Oxfam report. The
report also said that the billionaires’ wealth
grew to €49.7 billion. If the millionaires
owning more than €4 million were taxed
a mere 1.5 per cent of their wealth it could
raise €4 billion; and if billionaires were taxed
at the same rate it could raise €0.7 billion.
There was another article in the Irish
Times that said there is a debt of €47,000 on
every man, woman and child in Ireland. The
national debt seems to have increased from
€227 billion in the third quarter of last year
to €236.3 billion in the third quarter of this
year. The reason given is that the increase
in debt is due to government spending on
wages and pandemic-related expenses. The
paper says Ireland has one of the highest
debts in the world per capita, which could
make it susceptible to severe economic crises
in the future.
The questions that arises in people’s
mind are:
What prevents the government taxing
the richest people in Ireland?
How did so much debt per capita
originate?
Why do the ordinary people of Ireland
have to pay the debt they did not cause?
Transnational corporations, especially
American ones (€165 billion in 2011), are the
main investors in Ireland. These corporations
contribute seventy per cent of Irish exports.
So in order to sustain these investments,
and attract more, Ireland has to become a
tax haven and create an environment of low
corporate taxes, even though it is finding it
hard to find resources for its budget.
If the government attempts to tax the

transnationals, the flight of capital from
Ireland will compound the economic issues
and create a downward spiral. Therefore it is
reluctant to tax the rich corporations.
During the crisis of 2008, when six banks
collapsed, they had to be bailed out, with the
state providing €70 billion for recapitalisation
by borrowing from imperialist institutions,
such as the International Monetary Fund,
so that the banks could continue supplying
money for the Irish economy. The troika of
the EU Commission, EU Central Bank and
IMF agreed on financial aid with strings
attached, in the name of “austerity,” which
means cutting government expenditure
on welfare and increasing tax, which has
a catastrophic eﬀect on the economy and
heavy social impact.
The neoliberal agenda proposes fiscal discipline and policy on the budget. In a budget
the government decides in which areas it

wants the money to be spent (expenditure)
and creates sources to meet the expenses by
taxation (income). The diﬀerence between
expenditure and income is the budget deficit.
Fiscal discipline of the neoliberal policymakers creates a straitjacket that forces
governments to maintain the budget deficit
within three per cent of GDP. So the government has two options: either increase income
or reduce expenditure. To increase income
it has to tax the big corporations, which it is
afraid to do, because of the fear of the flight
of capital, which would cause an economic
catastrophe; so the only other option is to
reduce expenditure. This results in reduced
spending on the people’s welfare.
The newspaper that said that expenditure on wages during the pandemic was the
reason for the increased debt shamelessly
camouflaged the real cause of the debt. To
put things simply, the insolvency of the

banks was made a sovereign debt, and this
was made people’s debt. The profit made by
the speculative trading of banks went into
private pockets, while losses caused by bank
mismanagement were made public. The
CEOs of the banks earned billions while their
mismanagement, which caused the banks to
collapse, was made into a debt that ordinary
people have to pay, in the form of increased
taxes and suﬀering under “austerity.”
Neoliberalism – which even during a
pandemic increases the wealth of billionaires
and at the same time increases the debt on
ordinary people – is inhuman; which means
that capitalism has to be abolished: it cannot
be reformed.
The pandemic has had diﬀerent eﬀects
on diﬀerent classes. So “we are not in this
together.”
Socialist Voice 

The question that arises in people’s mind
is: What prevents the government taxing
the richest people in Ireland?
TAKE A STAND AGAINST WAR
Nineteen years ago this month
– on 15 February, 2003 – an
estimated 10 million people
from over 600 cities in sixty
countries took part in a coordinated day of protest against
the looming US-led invasion
of Iraq. It has been called the
largest anti-war protest in
history.
In Canada, rallies were organised in over 80 cities and town,
meaning that virtually every single
Member of Parliament had a protest
in their riding. The numbers were
spectacular and bear repeating:
150,000 protesters in Montreal,
80,000 in Toronto, 40,000 in Vancouver, 18,000 in Edmonton, 8,000
in Victoria, 6,000 in Ottawa, 4,000
in Halifax, 1,500 in Chicoutimi.

Across the country, an estimated
400,000 people protested on that
one day.
The participation was especially
remarkable given the bitterly cold
weather. In many communities,
protesters faced temperatures of
−30 °C or lower. And yet, people
poured into the streets to oppose
the war and to call upon the Canadian government to stay out of the
invasion.
It’s a day that is still celebrated
by peace and anti-war activists. But
it’s also a day that seems too far in
the past, too unique.
Because, while the numbers
are remembered, what’s quickly
forgotten (or never realised to begin
with) is the amount of work that
went into the protests.

Almost a full year earlier, in
the summer of 2002, the largest
peace organisations in Englishspeaking Canada held a conference
on Salt Spring Island. The single
biggest issue was the US drive to
war on Iraq. Afghanistan had been
invaded at the end of the previous
year – Canada sent a huge troop
deployment there in February
2002 – and it was very clear that
the second President George Bush
was eager to launch a second Gulf
War against Iraq. It was also clear
that the issue at the heart of the
drive to war was oil.
That last point is vitally important. Even among the peace activists at Salt Spring Island, let alone
among the public at large, there
were wildly diﬀerent views about

the Iraqi government. But it quickly
became clear that the main danger,
which had to be opposed, was US
aggression. It also became clear
that, in order to build an anti-war
movement, it was critical to adopt
that as the broadest basis of unity.
What followed was months of
teach-ins and town halls, petition
campaigns, rallies and marches,
and lots and lots of local organising and networking.
Today, nineteen years later, we
are faced with another drive to war.
Like then, there are wildly diﬀerent
views about “the enemy.” Like then,
the main danger to be opposed is
clearly US aggression. Russia, after
all, is moving troops around in its
own territory, unlike the US-NATO
forces which have stationed troops

and weaponry far from their own
territory, right up to Russia’s borders. Like then, it is critical to use
that broad basis of unity to build
an anti-war movement.
But unlike then, the peace
movement has not moved into
high gear in terms of education,
outreach and organising. Instead,
it has been woefully quiet.
The forces opposing one another have conventional weapons with
enormous destructive capacity.
They also have nuclear arms. This
is no time to sit on the sidelines and
wait to see where the chips land.
The stakes are too huge.
As in February 2003, this is
once again the time to take a stand
and say “No” to war.
People’s Voice 
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FAR-RIGHT SURGES AS FRENCH
ELECTIONS DRAW NEAR

Éric Zemmour.

N Stallon
With the French presidential elections
little over two months away, the first
round scheduled for the 10th April,
polls show a surging far right and a
historically weak left.
Despite a disapproval rating of fifty-eight
per cent, French President Emmanuel Macron
is favoured to win re-election for a second
and final term, despite not yet oﬃcially
announcing his intention to seek re-election.
“There is no false suspense. I want to,”
Macron said.
“Once the health situation allows it and I
have made everything clear – inside myself
and with respect to the political equation – I
will say what it (the decision) is.”
Politico’s most recent poll of first-vote
intentions places President Macron clearly
in front with twenty-four per cent support,
followed by far-right Marine Le Pen with
seventeen per cent, Valérie Pécresse of the
right-wing party The Republicans with sixteen per cent, and far-right media pundit
Éric Zemmour with fourteen per cent.
This shows not only a strong support for
the right, but a significant increase in the

support of the far-right with the emergence of
Zemmour as a far-right opponent to Le Pen.
While both Macron and Pécresse have
adopted far-right vocabulary and policy in
an attempt to win far-right voters, this has
done little to stave oﬀ the far-right itself,
strengthened by the entry and popularity
of Zemmour.
Zemmour, likening himself to Boris
Johnson, has proposed an election strategy
of “an alliance of the working class and that
part of the patriotic bourgeoisie who wish
to restore French sovereignty and defend an
identity tragically under threat.”
An extreme nationalist, Zemmour has
pledged “zero immigration,” claiming politics is now a clash of civilisations between
“Islam and the Christian world in Europe.”
Zemmour was recently found guilty of
hate speech and fined €10,000 by a Paris
court for a TV appearance in September
2020 where he referred to unaccompanied
migrant children as “thieves,” “rapists,” and
“murderers.”
Zemmour is considered to represent the
more outwardly and extreme far-right as
compared to his rival Le Pen who carried out
a “de-demonisation” program of the National

Front to make the fundamentally far-right
party seem less radical and more appealing.
Zemmour draws support from wealthier
voters, while Le Pen draws support from
disenfranchised and reactionary elements
of the traditional working class.
In comparison, the left-wing is historically weak and divided.
Jean-Luc Mélenchon of La France Insoumise leads the left in polls with ten per cent
of support, followed by Yannick Jadot of The
Greens with five per cent, Christiane Taubira as a “unity left” candidate of the 2022
French People’s Primary with four per cent,
Fabien Roussel of the French Communist
Party with three per cent, and Anne Hidalgo
of the Socialist Party with three per cent.
This represents not only a decline in
support for the French left, but highlights
the continued collapse of the Socialist Party,
the social-democratic party that has been
the traditional opposition in France since
the Second World War.
In contrast, Roussel’s election campaign
is the first from a Communist Party candidate since 2007, when the Party gained two
per cent of the vote. The French Communist
Party is seeking to preserve its relevance and

assert its independence after supporting
Mélenchon in 2017.
Sensing the upcoming defeat, activists
organised a “Popular Primary” that called
on candidates to sign up to a “Common
Ground” charter of ten measures surrounding the environment, social justice, and
democratic reforms.
While 300,00 people joined the group,
Mélenchon, Roussel, Jadot, and Hidalgo
refused to participate, making the election
of Taubira and her subsequent campaign
only serve to further fracture the left’s support base.
Yet with polls indicating the entire support base of the fractured left accounts for
only twenty-five per cent of all voter intentions, it’s clear that the French left’s issues
go beyond disunity.
It is unlikely that any current left-wing
candidate could win the second round of
the election even if they managed to make
it past the first round.
As the decay of French capitalism continues, the left must struggle fiercely to win
the support of the working classes in the face
of rising fascism. 

SOUTH AFRICAN CP: SACP CONDEMNS US
MILITARY ATTACK IN SYRIA
South African Communist Party Statement
The South African Communist Party (SACP) condemns
the military attack by the USA
in the Atma area of Syria on
Thursday, on the 3rd February
in the strongest terms.
The United States launched
an attack through its so-called
special forces in Syria, killing

thirteen people, six children, and
three women included. It called
this a successful counterterrorism
operation, yet none of them were
associated with terrorist activities.
The SACP conveys its message
of solidarity to the aﬀected families
of innocent people and the Syrian
people. We strongly condemn the

imperialist actions of the United
States and its human rights violations in other countries.
The USA occupies northern
Syria illegally and has destabilised
and caused massive destruction
in Syria since it occupied it. In
addition to its military aggression,
and daily theft of oil, the USA has

imposed coercive measures against
the people of Syria, resulting in a
significant deterioration in their
quality of life.
The United States must stop
its imperialist occupation, theft,
and violation of Syrian rights with
immediate eﬀect. It must respect
the territorial integrity of Syria and

the fundamental right of Syrian
people to self-determination.
The SACP calls for the withdrawal of all USA troops from Syria
and for the lifting of its illegal sanctions with immediate eﬀect. 
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US CANNOT “BE INVINCIBLE” BY
CONFRONTING CHINA
Global Times editorial

US CANNOT “BE INVINCIBLE” US House Speaker Nancy
Pelosi announced on 25th January, 2022 the America COMPETES Act of 2022. Although
the content of this 2,900-page
bill is complicated, it focuses
on the big theme of “comprehensively containing China”.
It is a hodgepodge of several previously unveiled bills
involving China, including
bills to approve funding to
help boost chip production and
research in the US, to enhance
US supply chain resilience,
to encourage the relocation
of manufacturing of critical
goods to go back to the US. It
also calls to strengthen ties
with Taiwan island and suggests to continue provocation
of China on aﬀairs involving
Xinjiang, Xizang and Hong
Kong.
Analysts pointed out that the
bill can be called a comprehensive
playbook of panoramic suppression against China, reflecting the
unanimous attitude of both the
Democratic and Republican parties in the US to comprehensively

contain China’s development.
Since the bill is full of zero-sum
mentality, some people say that
Washington has blown the trumpet
of a new cold war. It must be said
that Washington is now trapped in
a collective trek in which they are
drifting oﬀ course without knowing
it. The policy elites are blinded by
“competition” with China and have
lost their way.
US President Joe Biden issued
a statement after the bill was
announced, saying it would help
the US to “outcompete China and
the rest of the world for decades
to come.” He also said that “I’m
heartened by Congress’ bipartisan work so far [...] Together, we
have an opportunity to show China
and the rest of the world that the
21st century will be the American
century.”
But it is not diﬃcult for any one
with good sense to see that Biden
is talking big again. The higher
the hope the Biden administration
is pinning on the bill, the bigger
disappointment it will bear in the
end. Because it can be sure that the
unprecedentedly comprehensive
anti-China bill will not make the

US stronger, but will only accelerate its decline.
The bill appears to be aggressive, but given US morbid partisan
politics and the struggling financial
situation, it is determined to fall
into the fate of becoming all bark
and no bite. In June, 2021, the
Senate approved the US Innovation
and Competition Act. The version
of the House inherits most of the
distorted China-related content,
smears China’s development path,
domestic and foreign policies, hypes
the “China threat theory” and even
goes further on some specific issues.
But the House’s version cut more
than half of the US$190 billion in
funding to be used to strengthen US
scientific research and technological innovation.
Some Republican lawmakers
criticised that Democratic Party
is “not serious about confronting”
China. This is mainly because the
US is short of money. The previous
infrastructure bill pushed by the
Biden administration was sharply
cut from US$4 trillion to US$1.2
trillion. This is a strong signal to
prove that “the landlord’s family
has no extra money.” The reality

encountered by the US is that it
is diﬃcult to get enough subsidies
for its own key industries, but it
still wants to make great eﬀorts to
sabotage China. The result is bound
to be a dilemma in that the more
it acts recklessly, the more it will
decline, and the more it declines,
the more futile eﬀorts it will make
to confront China.
Washington is now addicted to
passing the buck to China. The US is
now attributing both its internal and
external problems to China. This is
a serious political depravity and a
trick that can fool nobody. The US
is now tied with many shackles such
as the pandemic, inflation, stock
market turbulence, labor shortage,
racial tensions and political division. Instead of seriously curing
its own chronic woes, Washington
bets its future on “crushing China,”
hoping to trip China and keep its
own advantage in the race. This is
bound to be a very wrong choice.
The US is extremely anxious
about the decline of its relative
advantage in the high-tech sector,
but its desire to “revive the engine
of economic innovation” has been
seriously distorted with the bill

announced by the Congress – the
progress of the high-tech industry
is no longer to serve the purpose
of promoting development, but
directly for hostility and its political purpose targeting China. It is
precisely because of this severe
deviation that the grotesque logic
of “strengthening chip research
and development by attacking the
chip market” is staged. How can
a country that goes against the
trend of the times and economic
laws “outcompete” others in the
competition?
Chinese State Councilor and
Foreign Minister Wang Yi held a
phone conversation with US Secretary of State Antony Blinken on
Thursday. Wang said that competition between major countries is not
the theme of a post-pandemic world
that will encounter new situations
and challenges, nor will it address
the problems facing the US and
countries worldwide. Pressure will
only make the Chinese people more
united, and confrontation will not
stop China from becoming stronger,
he stressed. It is hoped the US can
take in these candid and sincere
words. 

The higher the hope the Biden
administration is pinning on the bill,
the bigger disappointment
it will bear in the end.

Guardian

14th February, 2022

International

11

CUBA’S ANSWER TO 60 YEARS OF
THE US ECONOMIC BLOCKADE
Statement by Granma via People’s World
PEOPLE’S WORLD EDITOR’S NOTE: The 3rd February
2022 marks sixty years since the United States initiated its economic blockade against the people of Cuba. On this date in 1962,
President John F Kennedy placed what was called an “embargo”
on all trade between Cuba and the US. That act began a policy of
economic warfare that continues to this day. The statement below
was just released by the Cuban government.

DECLARATION BY
THE REVOLUTIONARY GOVERNMENT
HAVANA, 3RD FEBRUARY, 2022
The revolutionary government
condemns the continuance for
over 60 years of the economic, commercial, and financial
sanctions formally imposed by
the United States on 3rd February 1962. On that date, the then
president, John F Kennedy,
issued Proclamation 3447,
“Embargo on All Trade with
Cuba” under Section 620(a)
of the Foreign Assistance Act
of 1961. He thereby conferred
oﬃcial status on the unilateral
economic hostilities already
in eﬀect against Cuba since
our country’s revolutionary
victory.
Since that time, Washington’s
policy of siege and economic suppression has become the core of
a strategy designed to curtail the
legitimate right of the Cuban people
to defend their sovereignty and
realise a program of development
free of imperialist domination.
Washington’s main argument
then, for the application of the
measure, was Cuba’s relations
with the socialist countries, which
allegedly oﬀended against “the
principles of the inter-American
system” and posed a threat to the
security of America and the Western Hemisphere. The pretexts have
varied with the passage of time,
while the intentions have remained
unchanged.
The clearest definition of the
true aims of US policy towards
Cuba had already emerged, in the
form of an internal memorandum by Lester D Mallory, Deputy

Assistant Secretary at the State
Department, dated the 6th of April
1960: “provoking disappointment
and discouragement through economic dissatisfaction and hardships […] weaken the economic
life […] denying Cuba funds and
supplies to reduce nominal and
real salaries with the objective of
provoking hunger, desperation and
the overthrow of the government.”
The blockade has escalated
to become the most complex,
prolonged, and inhuman act of
economic warfare ever committed
against any nation. Its eﬀects have
constrained the scope for economic
growth, being designed to impede
trading relations with third countries, cause maximum possible
obstruction of banking and other
financial operations, deter foreign
investment, and cut oﬀ all sources
of revenue.
It is an essentially extraterritorial policy, in breach of international
law, which uses pressure, blackmail,
and penalties in seeking to isolate
Cuba and penalise those who establish any trading, commercial, or
financial links with the country. It
is a practical expression in the 21st
century of the Monroe Doctrine,
which takes a proprietorial view of
Latin America and the Caribbean
as either America’s “back yard” or
“front yard.”
The blockade has never had the
least shred of legitimacy or moral
justification.
It constitutes a massive, flagrant, and systematic violation of
the human rights of all Cubans.

From last year, Cuban Ambassador to Australia HE Ariel Lorenzo Rodriguez (centre) with CPA General
Secretary Andrew Irving (left) and CPA President Vinnie Molina (right).

It amounts to an act of genocide
within the meaning of the 1948
Convention on the Prevention
and Punishment of the Crime of
Genocide.
In seeking to justify the policy,
Washington resorts to lies, while
attempting to obscure its criminal
nature by financing campaigns to
spread the notion that the blockade
does no real harm to the Cuban
economy, that its eﬀects are not a
significant obstacle to our development and economic stability. This
falsehood is disseminated through
the powerful mass media subservient to imperialism and through the
digital networks designed to influence public opinion, including that
of certain compatriots.
The losses accumulated during
these six decades amount to over
USD$144,413,400,000 at current
prices.
Since 2019, the coercive economic measures have reached
unprecedented degrees of severity. Measures of non-conventional
warfare, inapplicable in peacetime,
are being enforced in the attempts
to block fuel supplies to Cuba.
In the context of the eﬀorts

addressing the COVID-19 pandemic, the intensification of the
blockade assumes an unheard-of
level of cruelty, impeding donations
in a spirit of solidarity, attempting to hinder the development of
Cuba’s vaccines, and disrupting
access to basic medicines and supplies. During the pandemic, and
throughout the last sixty years, the
blockade has had an incalculable
human cost, suﬀered directly by
several generations.
Despite the blockade, the
strengths of the Cuban socialist
system and the unity of the Cuban
people have enabled the country
to avoid the economic collapse it
envisions and to reach an outstanding level of human development
(according to the UN-recognised
Human Development Indexes),
while making unquestionable gains
in terms of social justice and bringing about a gradual transformation in economic and production
structure aimed at sustainable
growth. One wonders how many
small, underdeveloped economies
could have survived an onslaught
on such a scale.
This policy of economic siege is

met with practically unanimous and
universal rejection. In addition to
the overwhelming support accorded
to the resolution adopted by the UN
General Assembly every year, there
are constant calls and denunciations
by individuals, organisations, and
institutions worldwide, including
within the United States.
Since 1959, there have been
thirteen occupants of the White
House. With certain variations,
in every case, there has been a
constant intention to cause the
economic collapse and unsustainability of Cuba’s revolutionary
plan, through strict application of
the blockade. It seems that sixty
years has not been enough time
to realise that it has not achieved,
and will never achieve, the aims of
its promoters.
The revolutionary government
calls once again, strenuously and
emphatically, for an end to the economic, commercial, and financial
blockade imposed by the United
States. Our condemnation will
remain firm and invariable until the
complete cessation of this inhuman
and illegal policy. 

The blockade has escalated to become the most
complex, prolonged, and inhuman act of economic
warfare ever committed against any nation.
The Guardian
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TOP VIETNAMESE, LAO LEADERS
WITNESS SIGNING OF BILATERAL
COOPERATION PACTS
Party General Secretary Nguyen
Phu Trong and General Secretary
of the Lao People’s Revolutionary Party (LPRP) Central Committee and President of Laos
Thongloun Sisoulith witnessed
the signing of a series of cooperation agreements between the
two nations following their talks
in Hanoi on 28th June.
Among those signed were the
agreements on the Vietnam – Laos
cooperation strategy for 2021 – 2030;
and on their bilateral collaboration
for 2021 – 2025.
Numerous pacts for cooperation between Vietnamese and Lao
ministries were inked at the event,
including those between the two
ministries of Planning and Investment, and between the Party Central
Committee's Oﬃce of Vietnam and
the LPRP Central Committee's Oﬃce
for 2021-25.
Other cooperation documents
were a collaboration plan on culture,
art and tourism for 2021-25 between
the Ministry of Culture, Sports and
Tourism of Vietnam and the Lao
Ministry of Information, Culture and
Tourism, another cooperation plan in
the field of information between the

Ministry of Information and Communications of Vietnam and the Lao
Ministry of Information, Culture and
Tourism, and an agreement between
the Party Central Committee's Mass
Mobilisation Commission and the
Lao Front for National Construction’s
Central Committee.
On the occasion, a number of
Vietnamese and Lao enterprises also
sealed their economic contracts.
Thongloun Sisoulith, his spouse
and a high-ranking delegation of the
Lao Party and State, began an oﬃcial
friendship visit to Vietnam on the
28th of June. It is first overseas trip
by the top Lao leader in his capacity
as Lao Party General Secretary and
President for the 2021 – 2026 term.
The visit aims to implement
consistent foreign policy Laos and
Vietnam in reserving and promoting
the great friendship, special solidarity and comprehensive cooperation
of the two countries.
It also oﬀers an opportunity for
the two countries to further exchange
experience in development and accelerate the eﬀective implementation
of bilateral agreements in 2021 and
beyond.
Nhân Dân 

Party General Secretary and President of Laos Thongloun Sisoulith (L) meets Vietnamese Party General
Secretary Nguyen Phu Trong in Hanoi, 28 June, 2021.

AFRICAN UNION CALLS FOR POLITICAL
SOLUTION TO CONFLICT IN ETHIOPIA
The African Union (AU) called on
all actors to the conflict in Northern
Ethiopia to find a lasting political
solution as it reiterated its call for
an “immediate and unconditional
ceasefire.”
AU Commissioner for Political Aﬀairs,
Peace and Security (AU-PAPS), Bankole
Adeoye, told reporters on Sunday that
immediate and unconditional ceasefire,
guaranteeing humanitarian access and
finding political solution to the conflict
have been its major priorities since the

conflict erupted in Northern Ethiopia
back in November 2020.
“The African Union has continuously
called for a comprehensive, inclusive, allembracing, immediate, and unconditional
ceasefire [...] That is our number one
priority from day one and still remains
a top priority for the peaceful resolution
and makeable of the conflict in Northern
Ethiopia,” Adeoye said on the sidelines of
the ongoing AU Summit.
The other priority area of the bloc
concerning the year-long conflict in

Ethiopia, he said, has been guaranteeing humanitarian access to the areas in
need based on international obligations –
international humanitarian law and international human rights law.
“We have re-emphasised the need for
a political solution that is premised on
national reconciliation and dialogue,” he
said.
On Saturday, UN Secretary-General
Antonio Guterres appealed for a cessation
of hostilities, humanitarian access, and an
inclusive national dialogue in Ethiopia in

his video address to the summit. Guterres
said peaceful Ethiopia “is critical to continental stability.”
Ethiopia’s Prime Minister Abiy
Ahmed said his government has implemented unilateral withdrawal from conflict areas and used force that is necessary
to ensure law and order. “We shall leave
no stone unturned in our search for peace
in our country,” Ahmed said.
teleSUR 

SPANISH PARLIAMENT PASSES LANDMARK
LABOUR REFORM BY A SINGLE, MISTAKEN VOTE
The Spanish parliament, by
a single, mistaken vote, ratified a landmark labour reform
that had been initiated by
the Socialist-led coalition
government.
At the end of a messy ballot,
the main party in the conservative opposition said that one of its

deputies had erroneously voted in
favour of the reform.
The speaker of the Congress
of Deputies refused to rescind the
result, despite the party’s complaint.
Nine smaller parties joined
the Socialists and their junior
coalition partner Unidas Podemos
(United We Can) to vote in favour

of the legislation, which had been
approved by the cabinet at the end
of December.
The government negotiated
the reform with trade unions and
employers, which both backed the
package of measures.
Its reverses some of the probusiness regulations adopted in

2012 by the then conservative
administration at the height of the
sovereign debt crisis.
The new employment rules
limit most temporary contracts to
a maximum of three months and
bring back collective bargaining
with unions as the main way of
negotiating pay and conditions.
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Short-term and temporary job
contracts are largely blamed for
job insecurity in Spain, especially
among young people.
Morning Star 
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