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SHELTER
A BASIC HUMAN RIGHT
Anna Pha
Australia is facing a massive housing
crisis. As it becomes increasingly more
diﬃcult to find aﬀordable rental accommodation, governments are turning
their backs on renters to fund profiteering private developers and private
home ownership. For the majority of
people under forty, home ownership
is unaﬀordable.
Anglicare’s most recent Rental Aﬀordability Snapshot sheds some light on the
extent of the housing crisis that people on
low incomes are grappling with. The Snapshot looked at the aﬀordability of the 45,992
residential rental properties listed on 19th
March for various groups. The Snapshot is
taken annually on one weekend during the
month of March or April.
Ten years ago research by Anglicare
showed about thirty per cent of listed rental
properties were aﬀordable for families with
both parents on a minimum wage. Since then
aﬀordability has plummeted by half to 15.3
per cent where there are two parents. For
a single parent on the minimum wage only
0.7 per cent of listed rentals are aﬀordable!
Those figures include the Family Tax Benefit
and Commonwealth Rent Assistance. The
Australian Housing and Urban Research
Institute notes that the number of people
receiving Commonwealth Rent Assistance
has increased by 126 per cent since 2016.
There are around two million workers
on the minimum wage – just over one in six
employees. Many of these are casuals or work
part-time. They face an even more diﬃcult
challenge to secure rental accommodation.
One million Australians are underemployed,
many facing an even more diﬃcult financial
situation. Home ownership is completely out
of the question.
When it comes to defining “aﬀordable”,
the benchmark that Anglicare Australia uses
is that rent needs to be no more than thirty
percent of a household budget for it not to
cause financial stress and diﬃcult choices.
This is a nationally accepted benchmark based
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on many years of study into the impact of
the cost of living and how it aﬀects people.

JOBSEEKER
Despite the decline in the oﬃcial unemployment rate, there are 950,000 people on
JobSeeker. The Snapshot found that only
SEVEN rental listings across the nation were
aﬀordable for a single person on Jobseeker
out of 45,992 listed. All of these were rooms
in shared houses.
For a single person with two children
(one aged under five and the other under
ten) on JobSeeker, the number of aﬀordable listings was TWENTY. That is before
suitability and location and competition
for each listing is taken into consideration.
For example, a rental property in Broken
Hill is not practical for someone living in

Perth and moving there would hardly meet
Centrelink’s rules.
The Snapshot cannot consider the competition for each of these properties. In an
overheated market, an aﬀordable property
can attract dozens of applications, with some
oﬀering more than the asking rental to gain
a roof over their head.
The age pension is the largest income
support payment. For a couple on the age
pension 663 were aﬀordable (1.4 per cent)
and for single person on the age pension,
312 (0.7 per cent) were aﬀordable. Many
are rooms in share houses that might not
be appropriate for an older person.
For people with disability, it is even more
diﬃcult in the private market. A single person
aged over twenty-one on the Disability Support Pension could aﬀord just fifty-one (0.1

per cent) of the 45,992 properties at the time
of the Snapshot. However, the Snapshot did
not measure accessibility or modifications,
bringing into question suitability for some
people with disability.
A single person over eighteen on the
Youth Allowance has zero chance of finding rental accommodation with only ONE
aﬀordable listing in Australia.
Capitalist economists ignore the human
side of these statistics. These are real people,
people struggling to put a roof over their
head, to make ends meet, struggling to hold
or find a job as well as put food on the table.
The housing crisis has an impact on every
aspect of life of those aﬀected including
mental health and well-being.
Continued on page 2

The Snapshot found that only SEVEN rental listings
across the nation were affordable for a single person
on Jobseeker out of 45,992 listed. All of these
were rooms in shared houses.
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PREPARING FOR WAR
DOES NOT
PRESERVE PEACE
Everyday in our news cycle the drums of of
war become louder. Last month, however, that
messaging received a massive boost when Defence
Minister Peter Dutton spoke on the “necessity”
to prepare for war:
“the only way you can preserve peace”, said
Dutton, “is to prepare for war.”
Dutton’s reasoning behind his claim is that
the “sobering reality” is that the current state of
geopolitics mirrors the grim state of aﬀairs before
World War II:
“We’re in a period very similar to the 1930s
now”.
The bluntness of Dutton’s comments reveals
the Coalition’s strategy and interpretation of
foreign aﬀairs. In regards to its interpretation
of foreign aﬀairs, it highlights that the Coalition
(and by extension its partners) believes that any
move from non-Western forces will be viewed as
an aggression, such as the China-Solomon Islands
pact. So much so it seems that it is comparing such
moves with those that laid the ground for WW2.
However, what is scarier – although no surprise
at all – is the logic behind the Coalition’s strategy
for international diplomacy. Instead of reassessing
its approach, which has seen Australia become a
bully in the Asia-Pacific, the Coalition is doubling
down on its war rhetoric with increases in military
spending because this is the only way it states that
it can “preserve peace”.
If you prepare for war you get war. War preparations are not a pathway to peace, security, or
easing tensions. This should be a major concern
to every voter, that our government can only think
to respond to developments in aggressive terms.
Additionally, with this strategy, Australia is showing that it is only concerned with ensuring Western
hegemony dominates. When non-Western countries, such as the Democratic People’s Republic
of Korea, develop their military capabilities, it
is seen as an aﬀront to democracy. However, this
is meant to be viewed as preserving peace when
Australia does it.
If we have not reached a pre-World War period yet, we are on the cusp, but it is not because
Russia and China are planning world domination (as Western media would have you believe).
Instead, it is because the West is losing its hegemonic grasp on the world as it becomes increasingly
multi-polar as nations like China continue to make
economic strides. Threatened and seeing a potential loss in their financial interests, the West is
barking loudly, trying to halt progress. As a result,
because it cannot outmaneuver China economically, the West is preparing to set the stage for
a fight. Ultimately, those who will pay the price
for this fight will be the working people of the
world, not the capitalist class, who will profit from
such a war. We must vote out the Coalition on the
21st May and attempt to restore peace through
diplomatic means.

SHELTER: A BASIC
HUMAN RIGHT
Continued from page 1

DRIVERS OF CRISIS
There are a number of factors
contributing to the housing crisis
including:
1. Average real wages have
been stagnant and in the
most recent years falling.
At the same time those on
lower wages have fallen
further behind widening the
gap between low and high
incomes.
2. Social security payments are
punitively low and remain
below the poverty line. It
is absolutely disgraceful
and immoral to expect an
unemployed person to live
on $45.91 a day or someone
on the youth allowance (over
eighteen) living away from
home on $36.57 a day.
3. The number of
advertisements for rental
homes has plummeted by
over a third. “This is an
unprecedented drop. The
national vacancy rate has
fallen to record lows, halving
from two per cent to one
per cent over the past year,”
Anglicare Executive Director
Kasy Chambers noted in the
report.
4. Households face considerable
pressure from rising costs
such as for food, transport,
and education. The Consumer
Price Index of 5.1 per cent
does not take into account
the cost of housing! The real
hike in the cost of living is far
higher.
5. Governments have been
selling oﬀ public housing
stock to private developers.
One of the worst oﬀenders
is the NSW Coalition
government. It has sold 4,205
properties across the state
for a total of $3.5 billion. It
claims that all the funds will
be used to build “more and
better” social housing stock,
but available data suggests
otherwise. It is nothing short
of a wholesale handover of
public assets to its developer
mates.
6. The massive shortage of
rental accommodation that is
driving up prices is unlikely
to ease in the near future
as international students
return and the number of
immigration and work visas
increases.
7. Governments have been

winding back building
stock of public housing and
redirecting reduced funding
to the private sector.
8. Housing is being
commodified as investors
turn to it as a secure source
for investments, especially
during times of economic
uncertainty. As prospective
homeowners on limited
budgets compete for housing
it only increases demand
and pushes up prices. Rents
usually follow.

INTEREST RATES
Australia has one of the highest
per capita debt in the world. This is
due to the relatively high number
of people attempting to pay oﬀ
mortgages to fulfill the Australian
Dream of home ownership. The
Average mortgage in Australia is
around $600,000 and in Sydney
is more than $750,000.
The Reserve Bank of Australia
(RBA) announced a rise in interest
rates from 0.1 per cent to 0.35 per
cent last week. That is an increase
of 2.5 times (250 per cent) in the
cost of interest payments if the
banks pass the full increase on to
home loans as they usually do. The
RBA expects more rises to come.
Once this increase flows
through, people with home loans
face a hike in their loan repayments
as high as $60 or $70 a month on
an average mortgage or even more
depending on the size of their loan.
Many mortgagees already under
housing stress face the prospect of
homelessness. There are already
many more than 100,000 homeless
in Australia. There was a lending
spree when the RBA indicated that
there would not be an increase in
the interest rate before 2024. At
the time rates were at a record
low of 0.1 per cent. As a consequence, thousands of borrowers
are over-committed.
The Morrison government
blames external factors, not its economic policies. In part that is true
but there is a domestic component.
The government’s HomBuilder
scheme stimulated demand driving
up housing prices which are a large
component of price inflation. Inflation was one of the critical factors
behind the RBA’s decision.

CPA POLICY
Housing is a basic human right
enshrined in the United Nations
Declaration of Human Rights. In
a modern, industrialised and relatively wealthy nation like Australia

there is no excuse for homelessness or people being forced into
sub-standard accommodation.
The Communist Party of Australia
calls for:
• Substantial increases in
government funding from all
three levels of government
for the construction of public
housing, restoration of existing
public housing, and purchase
of additional homes from
the private sector. Reverse
the present trend where
governments spend six times
more on private housing –
through grants and subsidies to
home buyers – than they spend
on public housing.
• Planned construction of public
housing in rural and regional
areas as well as cities according
to social needs.
• Construction of public housing
to be carried out by the public
sector and wherever possible
Australian products to be used.
• Public housing to be integrated
with other housing and to
provide for a mix of people.
There should be no pockets
of public housing for the
disadvantaged.
• Raise eligibility for public
housing to an income level of
$80,000.
• Public housing to have a
set rental as a percentage of
income.
• Rental reductions for public
housing tenants in case of loss
of jobs through retrenchment
or sickness.
• Rental controls on private
housing and measures to
protect tenants during periods
of financial stress.
• Superannuation funds to be
required to invest a certain
percentage of their funds in the
construction of public housing
with a return of income from
government.
• Timely and proper
maintenance and upkeep of all
public housing.
The CPA will do its utmost to
expose and oppose all politicians
and political parties who support
the privatisation of public housing
and public housing land.
There is no material impediment to Australia adopting once
again a large-scale commitment
to public housing. The problem
is government support for private profit-making in the housing
sector. 

Find out more about the

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

Join thousands of aged care workers across Australia who are walking off the job over
the treatment of workers and residents, poor wages and continued workforce shortages.
FREE to attend – Children and pets welcome
Change Aged Care banners and signs will be available
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THE CRIMINAL MADNESS
OF MORRISON AND DUTTON
MILITARISING AUSTRALIA
Dr Hannah Middleton
The 2022-23 budget confirms
and expands the criminal madness of the last seven months,
when the Morrison government has committed unbelievable billions of dollars to
militarise Australia to support
US eﬀorts to contain China.
The Defence Department will
receive $48 billion for the year.
This includes:
• $5.5 billion for nothing –
compensation for the cancelled
French submarine project.
• $9.9 billion over ten years to
support the Australian Signals
Directorate’s cyber capabilities.
• $14.3 billion in new naval
bases to support the
acquisition of nuclear-powered
submarines and to build and
maintain larger warships.
• $1.3 billion to expand space
warfare and peaceful purposes.
• $38 billion through to 2040 to
increase the number of defence
personnel by 18,500.
• $875 million to upgrade
military bases around the
country.
• $3.5 billion for a package,
including air-to-surface
missiles with a 900 km range
for the air force and missiles to
double the strike range of the
navy’s warships.
• $3.5 billion on upgrades to
tanks and $1 billion to buy selfpropelled howitzers.
• $148.4 million over the
next five years to protect
against terrorists and violent
extremism, including money
for a National Convicted
Terrorist Oﬀender Register.
The $120 billion cost of building
nuclear-powered submarines over
the next thirty years remains, we
are told, a matter for later budgets.
Defence Minister Dutton on
5th April announced that the giant
armaments corporations Raytheon
and Lockheed Martin will lead the
nation’s $3.5 billion plan to build
guided missiles.
With homegrown defence contractors complaining the build up
in military spending has not flowed
through to them, the government
will provide $151.6 million over
five years in grant programs to
help small and medium merchants
of death.

AUKUS
The AUKUS partnership,
announced in September 2021, is

a trilateral security pact between
the US, UK and Australia.
The deal’s first priority is to help
Australia acquire nuclear-powered
submarines intended to be used to
contain and control China.
Parliament has already adopted
legislation allowing the US to share
nuclear submarine technology with
Australia.
Paying for the nuclear submarines will be extraordinarily
expensive and will mean that other
departments will be raided to
finance them. Welfare, education,
the environment and the important
health budget will suﬀer.
Cyber capabilities, artificial
intelligence, quantum technologies
and additional undersea capabilities
are other focus areas of AUKUS,
with almost $10 billion in the current budget for cyber warfare and
also plans to develop undersea
drones, with initial trials planned
for next year.
AUKUS has already seen
US military personnel further
embedded in Australian military
establishments.
Agreements signed in July 2020
at the annual AUSMIN talks paved
the way for a stronger American
military presence in Australia,
including establishing a strategic
fuel reserve in Darwin and carrying
out maintenance on US military
assets.
The US has also made a commitment to build $2 billion worth
of defence-related infrastructure to
strengthen its presence in northern
Australia.
The Australian government
plans to spend $10 billion over
twenty years to develop an east
coast submarine base in Brisbane,
Newcastle or Port Kembla, once a
site is selected.
However this may not be so easy
with local councils in Wollongong
and Newcastle re-aﬃrming their
nuclear free status and local communities developing feisty opposition campaigns, including rejecting
the distribution of iodine pills.
The government has promised
$4.3 billion to build a large-vessel
dry dock berth in Perth, which will
help construct and sustain naval
warships.
The Federal Government is also
planning to secure additional land
to build a construction yard for the
nuclear submarines, including land
adjacent to the existing Osborne
North Shipyard in Adelaide.
The increased military
aggression created by AUKUS

is destabilising and seriously
undermines the possibility of USChinese and broader international
co-operation to reverse the threats
of nuclear weapons, the climate
emergency, and pandemics. It also
includes the danger of a great war
which could well destroy the planet.

CYBER WARFARE
In the recent Federal budget,
Treasurer Frydenberg committed
an enormous $9.9 billion over ten
years for cyber operations.
REDSPICE, The Australian
Signals Directorate (ASD) – the
agency responsible for foreign
signals intelligence, cyber warfare

and information security – will
get $680 million in 2022-23 and
$1.2 billion in each of the following two years, and then $1 billion
in 2025-26.
However, only $588 million is
new money. The bulk comes from
cuts to other defence acquisitions,
although the budget papers do not
say which projects will be hit.
The funding will triple the
oﬀensive cyber capability with the
ASD doubling in size with 1,900
new staﬀ members,
REDSPICE is a real increase in
the ASD’s ability to strike in cyberspace and it increases the ASD’s
presence overseas fourfold, allowing

for closer collaboration with key
allies, especially the US and UK,
Australia’s partners in the aggressive anti-Chinese AUKUS pact.
Despite rhetoric about a defensive role for Australia’s cyber
capabilities, it is clear that the
new funding is an expansion of
an ongoing development of cyber
warfare capabilities aimed first and
foremost against China.
Australia’s cyber oﬀensive capability was outlined in the government’s 2016 cyber security strategy
and it is likely Australia has had this
capability for even longer.
Continued on page 4

The military aggression created by AUKUS
undermines international co-operation to
reverse the threats of nuclear weapons,
the climate emergency and pandemics.
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STAR WARS
The Federal government
is planning to spend $7 billion
over the next ten years to fund
a new Defence Space Command
and triple the size of Australia’s
space activities. Further costs
are hidden behind claims of
“commercial-in-confidence.”
Defence Space Command was
set up on 18th January, 2022. Its
new head, Air Vice-Marshal Cath
Roberts, said “It is central to how
we will fight and win in the future
across multi-domain operations,
using advanced hypersonics, precision strike missiles and guided
weapons.”
The new agency’s members will
come from Australia’s army, navy
and air force, and will include private contractors. The agency will
come under the Air Force.
The Australian Defence Ministry states: “Space is becoming
more congested, contested and
competitive with over 7500 satellites currently orbiting the Earth,
and thousands more being launched
every year … and an estimated 128
million pieces of debris smaller than
1 centimetre.”
Defence Minister Dutton was
more open when he said space will
take on “greater military significance” in this century.
In 2018 the Australian government chose Adelaide as the location
of its newly established national
Space Agency. The city had an
established history of space related
industries and is already the base
for more than sixty organisations
and 800 employees in space-related
sectors.
The increased investment into
space related military technologies
by the Australian government is
dangerous, given Canberra’s intimate links with US military ambitions. Space Command must be
seen in the context of the Australian
US military alliance and the plans
for interoperability between the
Australian and US military.
In 2018 President Trump said
that “space is a warfighting domain”
and claimed that the “we must have
American dominance in space”.
The US Space Force was launched
in 2019.
British writer Harold Pinter, in
his 2005 Nobel Prize acceptance
speech, said US policy “is now
defined as full spectrum dominance” which “means control of

land, sea, air and space and all
attendant resources”.
How nations use space is governed by the Outer Space Treaty
which entered into force in October 1967. Developed primarily
as an arms-control treaty for the
peaceful use of outer space, it
declared that space is the province
of all and banned weapons of mass
destruction.
The US has been putting nuclear devices in space, including first
strike and anti-satellite weapons.
However, these are defined as
weapons of selective [not mass]
destruction.
The 1967 treaty said space
belonged to all humanity, However, in 2016 Obama allowed
corporations to claim ownership
of asteroids.
For many years China and
Russia took a draft Prevention
of an Arms Race in Outer Space
(PAROS) treaty to the UN but this
was regularly blocked by the US
and Israel.
In December 2014, the UN
General Assembly passed a resolution which calls “on all States, in
particular those with major space
capabilities, to contribute actively
to the peaceful use of outer space,
prevent an arms race there, and
refrain from actions contrary
to that objective.” 178 countries
voted in favour to none against,
with the United States and Israel
abstaining.
The US is determined to be the
“master of space” and now Australia
has joined this exorbitantly expensive and terribly dangerous project.

HYPERSONIC
MISSILES
Prime Minister Scott Morrison joined his American and
British counterparts on 6th April
to announce a new AUKUS deal
to build hypersonic missiles and
defence systems and radars that
can take out an enemy’s hypersonic
missiles.
The US and Australia already
have a hypersonic weapon program
called SCIFiRE and the new deal
will see the three AUKUS partners
work together on further research
and development.
Currently China is in the forefront of hypersonic missile development, closely followed by Russia
while the US is reported to be concerned that it is falling behind on
a military technology considered

A bow view of the Australian guided missile frigate HMAS DARWIN launching a missile.

critical for its continued domination
of the Asia Pacific region.
Hypersonic missiles can travel
at least five times the speed of
sound, which is around 1.6 km
per second. They have a range of
more than 2000 kilometres and
can carry a conventional explosive
or a nuclear warhead. They can be
fired from land, sea and air.
Land-based missiles would
be stationed in Australia, while
air and sea based missiles could
be deployed on our country’s jet
fighters and warships.
There are two types of hypersonic missiles. The cruise missile
variant can be launched from an
aircraft and hit a target more than
1,200 miles away. The glide variant is launched up into space from
where it then glides down to earth
on an unpredictable path.
They are hard to defend against
because of their speed – just minutes warning time. They fly at low
altitudes, beyond the line of sight
of ground-based radars, and can
manoeuvre mid-flight, making
their flight path, especially that of
a glide vehicle, so hard to predict
that it makes interception virtually
impossible.
Currently China is in the forefront of hypersonic missile development, closely followed by Russia.
The US is reported to be concerned
that it is falling behind on a military

technology it considers critical for
its continued domination of the Asia
Pacific region. Australia’s decision
to develop hypersonic weapons
risks accelerating an arms race
with China.
Kate Hudson, leader of Britain’s
major peace group CND, says the
extension of AUKUS will “further
escalate global tensions at a time
when the threat of nuclear war is
at its highest in decades”.

DESTROYING
SECURITY,
STEALING JOBS
Frydenberg’s 2022-23 budget
confirms an exorbitant spend on
Australia’s military capabilities that
is unjustifiable from every angle –
strategic, economic, environmental,
political and social.
A McKinsey report in 2010
found Australia’s military spending
was among the least eﬃcient in the
world. In a list of thirty-three major
countries, Australia tied with the
United States for worst at getting
value for our military dollar.
Australia is acquiring a military
capability grossly disproportionate
to its defence needs. The planned
capability will work as a provocation and destabiliser, undermining
national and regional security.
Security is often interpreted
to mean military security but

Australia’s true security would be
enhanced by attention to economic
recovery, social cohesion, diplomacy
and humanitarian issues.
Resources committed to developing the military mean less money
for the environment and the health,
education and housing needs of
Australians and our neighbours.
A country that does not feed its
aged pensioners properly should
really not commit $120 billion
or more to buy nuclear powered
submarines.
Military spending is less eﬀective at creating jobs than virtually any other form of government
activity.
The Australian government
plans to spend $48 billion on the
military. If ten per cent of that
were transferred to healthcare,
something like 64,000 jobs could
be created, including thousands
of nurses, and we could be better
equipped to combat this pandemic
and future pandemics.
If another ten per cent went to
clean energy, it would create about
45,000 jobs and could help address
the nation’s major security problem,
the environmental crisis.
The budget has delivered a
massive setback to the people of
Australia which will make us poorer
but not safer or healthier. 

A country that does not feed its
aged pensioners properly should
not commit $120 billion to buy
nuclear submarines.
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COMMUNISTS ARE
BACK IN CANBERRA
CPA Canberra Branch article
Workers in Canberra have
recently established a Canberra branch of the CPA, which
hasn’t maintained a branch
for several years.
The new members hope that
the re-opening of the branch will
provide an outlet for the general
rise of left-wing radicalism in the
ACT. So far, many leftist Canberrans face the frustrating choice
between the Labor Party and insular
student groups, something that the
new branch members are eager to
remedy.
A key focus for the nascent
branch is the housing question. Like
many cities in Australia, Canberra
is the site of rising rent prices and
the sell-oﬀ of public housing. Many
workers lose half or more of their
paycheque to rent alone. Organising around this issue could help put
the new branch on the map locally
and serve as good practice for later
organisation eﬀorts.
Canberra is a city of challenges
and opportunities. The city is particularly young and mobile, with a
median age of thirty-four. Between
1996 and 2001, 61.9 per cent of
the population moved to or from
Canberra. The great challenge of
these conditions is that it is harder
for the party to put down roots. As
far back as the 1950s, Canberra
branches have struggled with small
and inconsistent membership.
People who come to Canberra to
study often move away, and those
who grow up there are often drawn
away to bigger cities.
Now more than ever, we can

resist or even benefit from these
tendencies. The city is much bigger
than it once was decades ago, with
a consistent and much more permanent working class. At the same
time, there remains a constant flow
of young, more progressive people
from Canberra to other places in
the country. A suﬃciently stable
and developed Canberra branch
could take advantage of this pattern. If successive generations of
socialists could be educated in
theories and strategies of organisation, they could bring those skills
to other areas.
Another challenge paired with
an opportunity is the proximity of
the big national and international
state institutions, from ASIO to the
embassies. For its size, the city is
also disproportionately populated
by reporters. It’s very easy to attract
attention in Canberra of the wanted
and unwanted variety. Getting
the message out and raising class
consciousness is a key focus of the
Canberra branch, one that they may
be particularly situated to be able to
serve. Having a party branch permanently situated in Canberra will
open the doors to the international
elements of the party’s mission.
This will hopefully facilitate better
relations between global socialist
parties and organisations.
It is hoped that the beginning
of this branch will showcase the
potential of the party’s new generation of members. Rebuilding a party
branch will be a challenge, but it is
a challenge the new members are
committed to rising to. 

Aerial view of City Hill, Canberra. Photo: Wade Johanson (CC BY 2.0)

NEW INITIATIVES TO ADDRESS
NATIONAL CARE CRISIS A MASSIVE WIN
FOR WOMEN WORKERS
The union for aged care workers,
early childhood educators and disability support workers has welcomed
today’s announcement that an Albanese Labor government would deliver ground-breaking new initiatives to
help address the chronic wage crisis
in these female-dominated sectors.
United Workers’ Union Aged Care Director Carolyn Smith said workers in these sectors, mostly women, had been underpaid and
undervalued for too long and urgent action
was needed.
“This is a promising announcement that

would see two expert panels set up and an
Equal Remuneration Principle to help guide
the Fair Work Commission in ensuring wage
equity for women workers and in sectors
including aged care, early education and
disability support.
“Our country and our economy would fall
apart without carers, educators and support
workers, so it is time we had a government
that will implement measures to ensure
these workers are paid higher wages, and
to ensure quality of care.
“We know that these sectors have majority
female workers, and these workers are still

fighting to be respected, to be valued and to
be paid what they are worth.
“While Scott Morrison has paid lip service calling them heroes throughout the pandemic, he has failed to take any real action
to address the issues in these sectors and
lift wages to reflect the vital work they do.
“In stark comparison, Mr Albanese has
actually listened to the workers who are on
the frontline and is presenting real solutions
to fix this crisis.
“Aged care workers are fed up with this
do-nothing Morrison government which has
let the sector get to breaking point. Aged care

workers have been left with no choice but to
take strike action next week to stand up for
better pay and conditions, and better care
for their residents.
“The crisis will only get worse if nothing
is done, as demand for services and staﬀ
across early learning, disability support and
aged care is through the roof.
“Australia deserves a government that
cares and acts, instead of going missing
when things are tough.” 

CPA CENTENARY T-SHIRTS PINS BAGS & PENS
C
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50% OFF
For more
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plus postage
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DOES THE PEACE MOVEMENT
STILL NEED TO OPPOSE NATO?
John Wojcik
NATO, the international arm of the
Pentagon, is in the news these days
because of its role in the war in
Ukraine. For now, millions in the US
see it as charting a path that can end
that war and bring about peace. This
false perception results from a truly
unprecedented, 24-hour propaganda
blitz to which the people of the US are
being subjected.
While NATO is close to having expanded
throughout all of Europe, right up to the borders of Russia, less noticed is its additional
expansion now around the world.
A major question that has to be answered
is whether NATO’s expansion and its continued pumping of weapons into the war in
Ukraine and other wars around the world is
the path to world peace.
Less talked about than Ukraine are
other wars going on right now in Palestine,
Syria, Yemen, and Somalia. In all of them, a
dangerous nuclear-armed NATO is a factor.
NATO is not a committee with an oﬃce on
a tree-lined street in Brussels somewhere.
It is essentially an extension of the Pentagon, a global outfit armed to the teeth with
nuclear weapons that pushes the policies
of US imperialism on people everywhere.
Since NATO’s inception after World War
II, peace movements here and across Europe
have opposed its expansion. The need today
is for that opposition to continue, despite
attempts by some to push the peace movements oﬀ course.
One would not know it from coverage in
the corporate media, but there is pushback
by a peace movement that, while small and
divided in places like the United States, is
growing in other places around the world.
There has long been a need for a vibrant
peace movement around the globe. That need
increased dramatically in the 1990s when the
Pentagon, through NATO, decided it needed
to station a new generation of nuclear missiles in Europe. That decision was part of
the Pentagon’s claim that what was needed
to preserve democracy was its new missile defence system, which had been under
development for years. No more “Mutually
Assured Destruction,” the Pentagon was
saying. The US wanted a system that could
defend against any and all nuclear missile
attacks, and the new missiles it was placing
in Europe, it said, would do just that. Prior
to that time, the world relied on fear of
mutual annihilation to prevent nuclear war
between the US and the Soviet Union. Now,
supposedly, it could rely on a wonderful new
generation of US missiles to do the trick.
While the Pentagon, through NATO,
was blessing Europe with the deployment
of “peacekeeping” nuclear missiles, it began
its first round of expansions which, after the
Cold War, it had promised never to do. The
result of that expansion was reflected as soon
as the military alliance started the bombing
and destruction of Yugoslavia.
It was oﬃcially the end of the new world
of peace and happiness that was supposed
to be ushered in by a Pax Americana via
the Pentagon and NATO after the demise
of the socialist countries in Europe. It was
instead, for Europe, the beginning of a more
militarised period of tension, conflict, and
war – something Europe had not seen since
1945. It was the end of nearly fifty years of
peace in Europe, a peace pursued by the
socialist countries, and a peace, the length
of which had not been seen in the entire
history of the continent.

PEACE OFFENSIVE
Peace movements in the US were actually mobilising against Pentagon threats as
early as the 1950s when they opposed massive nuclear bomb testing in the air – testing
of bombs that were a thousand times more
powerful than those dropped on Hiroshima
and Nagasaki.
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Women played a leading role in those
movements, as noted in one popular Hollywood film, The Way We Were, starring
Barbra Streisand. While school children
were ducking under their desks to protect
against non-existent nuclear salvos from
the Soviet Union, women across the country
were fighting to end the harmful eﬀects of
bomb testing and radiation on their children. They said “No” to the irradiated milk
many children and babies in the US were
drinking. It was the mobilisation of peace
forces that curbed the deadly practices of
the Pentagon in those days.
From that time onward, the peace movements always came forward to fight the
good fight for peace and justice, whether
it was in the struggle to end the colonial
wars and domination in Latin America, the
wars in Korea and Vietnam, or countless
other wars.
The anti-nuclear weapons movement
has always been among the strongest and
most important currents in the peace movement, both in the US and around the world.
It needs to grow exponentially once again
to counter the dangers posed by modernday Pentagon-NATO exploits.
Today, the peace movement in the US is
said to be having a hard time getting its act
together. If history is any guide, however,
it is only a matter of time before it does
that and joins hands with an international
peace movement that is taking on NATO
all over the world. The nation’s capital,
and the White House itself, have already
been the site of vigorous anti-war protests
led by groups like CodePink and others.
Those movements have rightly taken aim
at NATO’s share of responsibility for getting the world into this war.

WHY IT’S IMPORTANT
TO OPPOSE NATO
Why is it necessary for peace forces to
challenge NATO’s role in Ukraine and other
wars today, and to challenge NATO’s plan
to expand around the world? The answer

is that the “alliance” is as committed to
militarism, war, and profits for weapons
makers today as it was back in the days of
those first anti-nuclear bomb protests. And
today, it is even worse because NATO has
access to far more powerful and dangerous
nuclear weapons than it had back then.
At the end of the Cold War, the Warsaw
Pact, which was the defensive alliance of the
socialist countries, was dissolved. Rather
than dissolve NATO and develop a new
kind of security arrangement encompassing everyone in Europe to begin the work of
developing a truly new and peaceful world
order, the decision was made in Washington
to maintain and increase the strength and
power of NATO.
NATO was not only maintained; it
expanded in a number of tsunami waves
staggered over a period of years from the
late 1990s up to the present day. The peace
movements everywhere were opposed
because it meant the deployment of more
dangerous weapons. It meant bringing
more and more countries into a dangerous nuclear-armed pact controlled by the
Pentagon.
When the alleged reason for its existence (protection against an attack from the
Soviet Union that never came) vanished,
the Pentagon decided it was in the perfect
position to continue anyway and step up
its battles to impose imperialist aims everywhere, even outside of Europe.
In 2001, under NATO’s umbrella,
European countries joined the US war
on Afghanistan, a country far away from
Europe. That move was essentially a declaration that NATO was now a global alliance
controlled by the Pentagon and the US.
Today, there is a lot of talk about NATO
defending the sovereignty of Ukraine and
other countries when it, in fact, undermines
the sovereignty of even its own members
by specifying how much they must spend
on their own military budgets, often at the
expense of social programs and infrastructure needs in those countries. Member countries are also required to open themselves

to the traﬃc of heavy weaponry, or to allow
nuclear missiles to be stationed within
their borders.
And the expansion up to the borders of
Russia is not the end of NATO’s plans. At
the last NATO summit, it was made clear
that the next target is China. Leaders talked
about how they are orienting the alliance
toward the Pacific to “contain” China, which
they see as a hostile power.
In addition to the planned moves against
China, NATO is forming partnerships in
Latin America and Africa too, in their quest,
no doubt, to “protect democracy.”

NO ROOM FOR ERROR
With this history and with the direction
it is taking, there should be little expectation that NATO is going to bring about any
good results for people suﬀering and dying
in Ukraine. The course of more troops, more
weapons, and more war is not the answer.
A ceasefire, followed by the withdrawal
of Russian troops, then negotiations around
new security guarantees is the only way to
go when it comes to the war in Ukraine. Any
other path, especially the one espoused by
the Pentagon and NATO, will result only in
more war and more death.
Perhaps the worst danger of continuing
on the nuclear-armed NATO path is that
one way or the other we will end up in an
unthinkable nuclear war. There are almost
20,000 nuclear bombs in the world, each one
more powerful than the ones that destroyed
Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Given this danger,
who could possibly want to see a continuation of NATO expansion around the world?
The growth of NATO has always been
and – under the circumstances of today’s
wars in Ukraine and elsewhere – still is
something the peace movement must oppose.
Throughout history, humanity has been
able to come back from and fix many of our
mistakes, but we can never come back from
a nuclear war.
People’s World 
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EXTRADITION
“DEATH SENTENCE”
FOR ASSANGE
E Lennon
The UK court has given its stamp of
approval for WikiLeaks founder, Julian
Assange to be delivered into the hands
of the United States’ justice system.
Supporters rallied outside Westminster
Magistrates’ Court earlier in April, holding
“Free Assange” banners. After what has
been seven years of assiduous legal work,
the court conducted a seven-minute hearing to hand down its conclusion. The chief
magistrate Paul Goldspring said that the
ultimate decision rests with UK Home Secretary, Priti Patel.
Home Secretary Patel calls herself a
Thatcherite and is notorious for her socially
conservative views. According to TheyWorkForYou, Patel’s voting record in parliament
reveals that the MP has “generally voted
against laws to promote equality and human
rights”. It’s likely that Patel will not spare
Assange from the unjust and trumped-up
espionage charges that await him across
the Atlantic.
Members and associates of Reporters
Without Borders (RWB) have called for Patel
to meet with the organisation and discuss the
implications this extradition would have on
freedom of speech and freedom of the press.
“The undersigned organisations urge
you to act in the interest of press freedom
and journalism by refusing extradition and
immediately releasing Mr Assange from
prison, where he has remained on remand
for three years despite the great risks posed to
his mental and physical health,” the organisation’s letter to the Home Secretary stated.
“In the US, Mr Assange would face trial
on 17 counts under the Espionage Act and
one count under the Computer Fraud and
Abuse Act, which combined could see him
imprisoned for up to 175 years.
“He is highly likely to be detained there
in conditions of isolation or solitary confinement despite the US government’s assurances, which would severely exacerbate his
risk of suicide.”
However, Reporters Without Borders
petitioning Patel to hold a meeting on freedom of the press and freedom of speech is
idealistic if a bit naïve. It is very unlikely that
the Home Secretary will agree to meet them,
let alone listen to what they have to say.
Members and associates of RWB wants
these freedoms but what most journalists and
bourgeois media outlets have trouble understanding is that these freedoms are never
going to be achieved while the ruling class
protects its interests, including the military
industrial complex that Assange and those
who leaked documents threatened. Time after
time, journalists and whistle blowers have
been silenced, or worse, by the US government and other corrupt capitalist systems,
including here at home in Australia.
When the UK court’s ruling was

Photo: Alisdare Hickson (CC BY-SA 4.0)

announced, Deputy Director of the Foreign
Ministry Information Department of China,
Wang Wenbin called out the hypocrisies of
the US government’s treatment and targeting of Assange.
“I noticed that some media questioned
why the US insists on extraditing Assange
if it is confident enough and doesn’t fear the
revelation of truth?” Wenbin said.
“What happens to Assange shows that, for
the US, he who exposes the so-called atrocities of other countries is a hero, but he who
reveals the scandals of the US is a criminal.
This is the true face of the US ‘freedom of
speech and the press’.
“The extradition of Assange to the US
can lay bare the hypocritical nature of the US
government even better than the WikiLeaks
revelations.”
Julian Assange is a high-profile case
but not an isolated example of the US state
suppressing those who reveal illegal activity
committed by government agencies. Others
also involved in WikiLeaks whistleblowing
have been fiercely attacked and battered in
retaliation.
Former United States Army soldier,

Chelsea Manning helped leak approximately
750,000 classified military and diplomatic
documents which were published between
2010 and 2011 on WikiLeaks. These included
documents on the Afghanistan and Iraq wars.
Julian Assange said that these documents
exposed abuses of the US’ military and government. The US government argues that
the leaks put lives in danger. An argument
that neglects to mention that the US government didn’t particularly care about the lives
of civilians that the US military destroyed
through its war crimes in unjustified foreign
interventions. These being carried out in the
name of profit and imperialism.
After Chelsea Manning leaked these
documents, she was imprisoned for seven
years until her sentence was commuted by
Barack Obama in 2016. In this time, Manning was subjected to intense scrutiny and
bullying. In the prison system, Manning says
that her civil rights as a transgender woman
were denied. During her time as an inmate,
she tried to take her own life twice. In 2016,
she went on a hunger strike for five days in
protest of how the US government and prison
authorities had treated and bullied her.

Chelsea Manning’s experiences reflect the
fears that Assange and his supporters hold.
Julian Assange’s family have all expressed
concerns over how he would be treated and
that he would be at extreme risk of self-harm
and of taking his own life.
Stella Assange née Moris continues to
be vocal and very public in her support for
her husband.
“Imprisoning a journalist because he
exposed US war crimes is a PR problem for
[Boris Johnson], the UK is trying to disappear
him hoping their PR problem will go away.
It won’t,” Stella Assange tweeted.
The two were married in high security UK
prison, Belmarsh earlier in March. Aside from
immediate family the two were allowed no
other witnesses, including journalist friends.
“I am convinced that they fear that people
will see Julian as a human being. Not a
name, but a person. Their fear reveals that
they want Julian to remain invisible to the
public at all costs, even on his wedding day,
and especially on his wedding day. For him
to disappear from public consciousness,”
Stella Assange wrote for the Guardian on
her wedding day. 

“What happens to Assange shows that,
for the US, he who exposes the so-called
atrocities of other countries is a hero,
but he who reveals the scandals of
the US is a criminal.”
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LISTENING TO THE SOLOMON
ISLANDS: FRIENDS TO ALL
AND ENEMIES TO NONE
Roland Boer
The Solomon Islands (SI),
with a population of 700,000,
has a growing relationship
with China. This is a fact and
an inevitable trend. In all the
recent fuss over this relationship, there is a tendency
to focus on what the governments of China, Australia, and
the USA think. But what do the
government, the politicians,
and the people of the Solomon
Islands themselves think?
If we scan the main newspapers
– Solomon Star, Solomon Times,
Island Sun, and the Solomon
Islands Broadcasting Commission
(SIBC) – we find the following.
The basic economic reality
that about seventy per cent of SI’s
exports go to China. Next down
the list is Italy, with ten per cent,
whereas Australia is the destination
for only 0.9 per cent. This economic
foundation is the prime reason for a
number of notable decisions in the
last couple of years. In September
2019, SI recognised at long last the
People’s Republic of China as the
only legitimate China. A Chinese
embassy was formally established
a year later. These developments
took place against the backdrop of
the first visit by an SI government
delegation to China and signing on
to the Belt and Road Initiative. In
fact, there were many agreements:
in foreign aﬀairs, economic and
technical cooperation, education,
and in relation to agriculture, fisheries, health and people-to-people
relations. The result: China has
already provided AUD $6 billion in
investments. Further, in April 2021
the first batch of Sinopharm vaccines was rolled out in SI, as soon
as the vaccine was approved by the
WHO. (In theory, this should have
been Australia’s responsibility, but
since Australia has been hoarding
vaccines and only forty per cent
of the population has received
one dose and twenty per cent two
doses, it has fallen to other countries – China, Japan, New Zealand,
and even the USA – to fill the gap.)
In November 2021 riots broke
out and targeted the economic
infrastructure of Chinese enterprises in SI. Australia has a 2017
security agreement with SI, but
the feeling in SI is that Australian
forces deliberately took their time to
arrive in November 2021 and then
failed to intervene so as to allow
maximum damage to the interests of Chinese enterprises. Why?
The violence had been stirred up
by social media propaganda from
Taiwan Island, aided and abetted
by Australia and the USA. This is
not to say that these eﬀorts did not
have some fertile ground on which
to work, since there is a notable
wariness among the populace in
relation to China.
The losses from the riots were
massive, with lives lost, buildings
destroyed, and thousands of jobs
lost. They almost crippled SI’s
economy. Riots have occurred
on earlier occasions, in 2006 and
2019, and the SI government has
observed that its local police are
not suﬃcient for the task. After
the November 2021 riots, it was
also decided that the agreement

The violence had been stirred up by social
media propaganda from Taiwan Island, aided
and abetted by Australia and the USA.
with Australia has “gaps” and that
further agreements were needed. A
new security agreement with China
was signed by the 20th April 2021.
During the lead-up to signing
the new agreement, the US openly
interfered with internal political
processes and began working for
a “regime change.” Accusations
began to fly: before signing, the
agreement was supposedly “leaked”
by an anonymous group of public
servants in SI (this turned out to
be false: all that was made public
were diplomatic notes, although
such leaking is also a crime); China
would build “military bases”; it
would use its economic leverage
to get what it wants; the security
agreement was a “secret deal” to
protect the Prime Minister; and
so on. When perusing the letters to
the editor, the reader comes across
some that repeat these accusations,
while others ask for the relevant
agencies to ensure that news outlets
report the facts.
So let us see what has actually
been said in the Solomon Islands:
On the arrival of a US delegation
in April, Prime Minister Manasseh
Sogovare said:

“Thank you for visiting us after
80 years.” Former Prime Minister
Danny Phillip observed that “the
USA has totally forgotten Solomon
Islands over the past 80 years after
the vicious World War Two (WW2)
leaving tons of munitions, hazardous chemical wastes and military
hardware of various descriptions in
the country.” Further, “our people
have been killed in numbers annually by unexploded ordinance and
other hazardous materials – a risk
that still persists in most parts of
Solomon Islands till today.”
On the security agreement
with Australia: “the current security agreement with Australia is
inadequate to deal with our hard
internal threats.” Further security
agreements are being negotiated
with Fiji and Papua-New Guinea.
On the response to a rare visit
by the Australian Minister for
International Development and the
Pacific, Zed Seselja: “The resentment was quite obvious.”
On military bases: “It will
not be in the interest of Solomon
Islands to host any naval or military
base of any country, because that
will immediately make Solomon

Islands a military target for other
countries.”
On AUKUS, which SI heard
about via news media:
“One would expect that as
a member of the Pacific family,
Solomon Islands and members
of the Pacific should have been
consulted to ensure this AUKUS
treaty is transparent since it will
aﬀect the Pacific family by allowing nuclear submarines in Pacific
waters […] Oh, but Mr Speaker, I
realise that Australia is a sovereign
country which can enter into any
treaty it wants to, transparently or
not. Which is exactly what they did
with AUKUS.”
On sovereignty: “I ask all our
neighbours, friends and partners to
respect the sovereign interests of
Solomon Islands on the assurance
that the decision will not adversely
impact or undermine the peace and
harmony of our region.”
On stability:
“We will not allow any threats
from within Solomon Islands to
threaten regional stability. Solomon
Islands’ stability is the region’s stability […]. Let me assure the people
of Solomon Islands that we entered

into an arrangement with China
with our eyes wide open guided by
our national interests. We have full
understanding of the fragility of
peace and our duty as a state is to
protect all people, their properties
and critical national infrastructure
of the country.”
On economic development:
“Solomon Islands is not only a
growing democracy, it is a nation
of groaning young people, who
account for more than fifty per
cent of the population aged 40 and
below. The nation needs economic
development, not promises of
economic development. Promises
of economic development do not
put food on the table every day,
nor does it pay the bill. China is
doing that.”
Obviously, the threats and
efforts at internal interference
from Australia and the USA have
not been received well, especially
since the Solomon Islands is serious
about its sovereignty and follows
the policy of “friends to all and
enemies to none.” 
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UNDER AMLO, MEXICO
NATIONALISES LITHIUM
David Raby
On 19-20th April both houses of the
Mexican Congress passed a reform of
the Mining Law to nationalise lithium,
a strategic mineral of which the country has large deposits.
The reform, proposed by President
Andrés Manuel López Obrador (known
by his initials AMLO), is quite categorical:
“Lithium is declared to be of public utility,
so there will be no concessions, licences,
permits or authorisations on the subject.
“Those zones where there are lithium
deposits will be considered mining reserves.
It is recognised that lithium is the patrimony
of the nation and its exploration, exploitation, processing and use is reserved for the
Mexican people.”
Within 90 days the government must
create a public body for lithium prospecting,
mining and processing.
This specific and detailed terminology
was necessary because although in principle the Mexican constitution has since
1917 established that subsoil rights are the
property of the nation, this clear general declaration allowed in practice for the granting
of concessions to private interests and was
used – especially by neoliberal governments
from the 1980s to 2018 – to give away sixty
per cent of the national territory in private
mining concessions.
AMLO first mentioned the idea of
lithium nationalisation in a constitutional
reform package on electric power on 30th
September, 2021.
Most of the reform proposal was concerned with reasserting national control
of electricity generation and distribution;
not full nationalisation, but reserving more
than half the sector (fifty-four per cent) for
the Federal Electricity Commission (CFE),
reinforcing its power and imposing strict
rules on private operators in the remaining
forty-six per cent, including price controls.
Readers who have followed Mexican
aﬀairs might well be confused, because the
Electricity Law was first launched in February 2021 and passed by the Morena Party
and its parliamentary allies.
But hostile private interests – from
Spain, the US and domestically – mounted
unceasing legal challenges so that the law’s
intentions were stymied.
This is why in September 2021 AMLO
brought forward a new Electric Reform, this
time as a constitutional amendment and not
just normal legislation.
If the reform were entrenched in the
constitution it would be much more diﬃcult
to challenge in the courts.

But constitutional reforms require a twothirds majority in Congress, and while the
government commands a clear majority it
does not have two thirds.
During the past six months AMLO and
Morena have been systematically campaigning on the issue, holding public forums and
debates throughout the country. Support for
the electric campaign was expressed through
mass mobilisation, with growing public rallies and activities on social media.
AMLO repeatedly appealed to the nationalist and anti-imperialist traditions of the
Mexican revolution and tried to shame the
formerly dominant PRI party (now allied in
opposition with the conservative PAN party)
by pointing to the oil nationalisation of 1938
under President Lazaro Cardenas and the
original electricity nationalisation of 1960
under President Adolfo Lopez Mateos, both
of the formerly dominant party.
Would the PRI MPs defend the popular
patriotic tradition of their party, or submit
to the corrupt neoliberal sellout policies of
more recent times?
Would they side with the people or the
conservative PAN? Would they defend the
nation or foreign speculators?
Such rhetoric certainly mobilised mass
popular support and strengthened the commitment of Morena politicians and their
allies, but failed to win over the PRI (the
“Institutional Revolutionary Party”) which
confirmed that today it is thoroughly institutional and not in the least revolutionary.
Over the past three months AMLO repeatedly stressed the constitutional reform package as a litmus test of patriotism, quoting
Cardenas and Lopez Mateos who both condemned those who opposed nationalisation
and defended foreign interests as “traitors
to the nation.”
The package was debated and voted on
17-18th April; it won a simple majority but
not two-thirds. The opposition trumpeted
this as a victory, but it was a pyrrhic victory
since the reform is still the law of the land
and their MPs are now seen by much of the
population as “traitors.”
Moreover, although the constitutional
amendment did not pass, AMLO won another
important victory a few days earlier when
the Mexican Supreme Court rejected an
opposition attempt to have the law declared
unconstitutional.
In other words, the law is not given constitutional force, but is accepted as compatible with the existing constitution.
Furthermore, as promised, the very next
day AMLO introduced a separate Bill to
nationalise lithium: the Mining Law reform
presented at the beginning of this article.

Mexican President Andrés Manuel López Obrador (AMLO).
Photo: Agencia de Noticias ANDES (CC BY-SA 2.0)

This swiftly passed both houses of Congress and was celebrated throughout the
country, except by the unpatriotic opposition minority.
AMLO almost certainly knew that the
constitutional reform package would fail: he
made a political judgement that the time had
come to take a firm anti-imperialist stand,
asserting Mexico’s energy sovereignty and
also control of lithium.
Signs are that political dividends will
come soon for AMLO and his movement:
in June there are elections for governors
in six states and polls suggest Morena may
win all six.
Polls also indicate that in future elections

the PRI vote may well collapse, as people
turn against them as “traitors to the nation.”
National control of lithium and electricity (and gas and petroleum, which AMLO
already reclaimed) is immensely popular.
Mexico is joining Bolivia, Venezuela and
other Latin American nations in claiming
control of key resource industries.
The battle for control of lithium, in particular, is becoming a continent-wide issue,
notably in the “lithium triangle” of Bolivia,
northern Chile and north west Argentina
and now in Mexico. AMLO reported on 27th
April that these countries are going to meet
to discuss co-operation on the subject.
Morning Star 
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US MOVES TO “WEAKEN”
RUSSIA BY ROBBING ITS TOP
SCIENTISTS, WILL IT WORK?
By saying that the US “wants to see
Russia weakened,” the true intention of the US was unveiled. This was
never a conflict between only Ukraine
and Russia, but a proxy war between
Washington and Moscow. Now the US
is planning to take the war to the next
level. On Saturday, Bloomberg reported that “Biden seeks to rob Putin of
his top scientists with visa lure.” But
will it work?
According to the report, among the White
House’s latest supplemental request to the US
Congress, there is a proposal to drop the rule
that Russian professionals applying for an
employment-based visa must have a current
employer. The purpose is to “make it easier
for top-tier Russian talent with experience
with semiconductors, space technology,
cybersecurity, advanced manufacturing,
advanced computing, nuclear engineering,
artificial intelligence, missile propulsion
technologies and other specialised scientific
areas to move to the US.”
Bloomberg quoted a spokesman for the
National Security Council as reporting the
eﬀort is meant to weaken Russia’s high-tech
resources and innovation base, while the
move will greatly benefit the US economy
and its national security.
Seemingly, the US has picked up another
tool to “weaken” Russia – creating a trend
of brain drain in Russia. Without top-tier
scientists and engineers as well as a hightech innovation base, Russia is most likely
to lose its key pillar in national economic
and military development.
Some American decision-makers may
believe after such an unfavorable environment for Russians has taken shape, once
they relax certain visa requirements, Russian
elites would out-flux to the US for the sake
of their personal development. In this way,
the US could exhaust Russia’s development

potential from the inside, just like the fight
over talent between the US and the former
Soviet Union during the Cold War, Shen Yi,
a professor at Fudan University, told the
Global Times.
Washington may have underestimated
both Russian people’s patriotism, and possible Russian policy to oﬀset the US law.
More importantly, is the US still the
dreamland for people from the rest of the
world? Is it still a destination where citizens
from other countries want to immigrate? Take
a look at its domestic chaos, radical political correctness, income gap and deep social
cleavages, what would a Russian achieve
in the US? The US is simply playing an old
trick in a new situation, to reach a goal which
Washington itself feels uncertain, said Shen.
The US seems determined to weaken
Russia. When US Defense Secretary Lloyd
Austin said that Washington wants to see
Russia weakened after his recent trip to Kiev,
he was basically articulating that, for the US,
the conflict was never about Ukraine’s sovereignty or the Ukrainian people’s livelihood,
but to make use of the conflict to weaken
Moscow, in order to prolong the US’ global
dominance and hegemony.
Lately, the Biden administration has been
speeding up its weapons delivery to Ukraine.
But this is not about arming Ukraine, but
making a profit through arms sales. “What
happens to weapons sent to Ukraine? The
US doesn’t really know,” CNN reported on
19th April. The money the US has pledged to
aid Ukraine does not equate with boosting
Ukrainian forces, but equates to the capital
flows toward US arms dealers.
Some observers pointed out that the end
of the conflict will, eventually, come through
a negotiation between Ukraine and Russia,
sooner or later. But the US government
wants to dictate the terms for Ukraine, and
Washington’s true intention is to create a

Identification of chemical composition of pine and juniper needles by Russian scientists.
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minefield for Russia in Ukraine, prolonging
the war, and weakening Russia in the end.
When doing so, the US doesn’t even take
its European allies’ interests into account,
as the war and the sanctions are devastating
the European economy now, while ruining
the traditional working relationship between
EU and Moscow. A weakened Russia may
serve Washington’s strategic interests, but
it’s never in the interest of Europe.
Still, “peaceful coexistence” does not exist
in US’ dictionary. This has made the US the
greatest threat to world peace. Washington’s
aim is to “weaken” or “emasculate” all its
potential challengers. The tactic has applied to
and worked for Japan. The US will continue

this strategy to other major countries that
are not willing to dance to US’ tune.
Be it “weakening” a country by forces,
or “robbing” others’ top scientists, the US
is provoking more intense confrontation
between major powers, as it has indulged
in playing zero-sum games.
Facing a severe crisis like Ukraine’s, the
wisdom and independent thinking of the
major powers will be tested. US’ obsession
with maintaining its global dominant position, supported by alliances such as NATO,
AUKUS and the like, will only divide the
world.
Global Times 

LATIN AMERICA CELEBRATES
INTERNATIONAL WORKERS’ DAY
Despite the geographical distance, the cries against neoliberalism and demands for
better social and economic
conditions are common among
the majority of Latin American
workers and laborers.
After almost two years of
pandemic, the workers together
with the Cuban people will mobilise in all the cities and towns of
the Caribbean country to commemorate this historic date.
The mobilisations were called
by the Central de Trabajadores
de Cuba, and they will be joined
by mass and social organisations.
In Havana, the events

were attended by the leader of
the Revolution, Raúl Castro,
and Cuban President Miguel
Díaz-Canel.
With calls for unity to confront neoliberal policies and
labor demands, Panamanians
also commemorate International
Workers’ Day.
Participants in the events
in the Panamanian capital will
march this Sunday to Plaza 5
de Mayo, next to the National
Assembly, to demand working
class rights, such as fair wages.
The social organisations and
popular movements of the Central American country reiterated

the urgency of creating a great
Common Action Front, antineoliberal and patriotic, to confront the capitalist agenda in the
country.
In Ecuador, the main trade
union organisations called for
marches and mobilisations in
the main cities of the country for
Workers’ Day.
The Frente Unitario de Trabajadores (FUT) called to mobilise this May 1 to make public the
demands of multiple sectors in
labor, education, social security
and health.
The National Union of Educators, university students,

various labor unions, farmers,
housewives and health workers,
among others, confirmed their
participation in the events.
In Brazil, at least seven workers’ organisations held a mass
rally this Sunday in the city of
Sao Paulo, which will be attended
by the social leader and former
president of the country, Luiz
Inácio Lula da Silva.
Among the unions that
agreed to mobilize in Sao Paulo
are the CUT, Fuerza Sindical,
General Workers Union, Central
de Trabajadores y Trabajadoras
de Brasil, New Central de Trabajadores, Central Intersindical

Communist Party of Australia
www.cpa.org.au
General Secretary
Andrew Irving
andrew@cpa.org.au
Party President
Vinnie Molina
president@cpa.org.au
Media
guardian@cpa.org.au
amr@cpa.org.au

cpa@cpa.org.au

Adelaide Sally Mitchell sa@cpa.org.au 0413 762 435
PO Box 56, Royal Park, SA 5014
Brisbane 0499 476 540 bris@cpa.org.au
PO Box 6012, Manly, Qld 4179
Canberra act@cpa.org.au
Darwin Vinnie Molina darwin@cpa.org.au 0419 812 872
Melbourne Andrew Irving cpavic@cpa.org.au
Box 3 Trades Hall, Lygon St, Carlton Sth, Vic 3053

de la Clase Obrera and Central
Pública del Servidor.
According to the president of
the CUT, Sergio Nobre, the cry
Out with Bolsonaro, the reflection, struggle and demand for
decent jobs, as well as demands
for social justice will be the focus
of many of the mobilisations in
diﬀerent cities in Brazil.
Celebrations also took place
in Bolivia, with President Luis
Arce leading a parade in the city
of Oruro and in La Paz.
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