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FUND
PUBLIC HEALTH
Anna Pha
Hospitals and their staﬀ are at breaking
point as the wave of BA.4/BA.5 COVID19 sub-strains and flu send hospitalisations to breaking point. GPs across
Australia are booked out with long
waiting times for appointments. The
death toll continues to mount.
At the time of writing, Australia had
recorded a total of more than 8.8 million
cases with almost 11,000 deaths and 5,000
currently hospitalised.
In NSW, Victoria, and Queensland a total
of 6,500 health workers are furloughed due
to COVID adding to the pressure on hospitals and aged care centres. The inability of
hospital emergency departments to cope
with bed shortages is resulting in ambulance
ramping because they are unable to unload
their patients. Staﬀ are burnt out which is
exacerbated by underfunding of hospitals
and hours of overtime. Thousands have
quit their job seeking less stressful work on
higher wages.
Under immense pressure from unions and
the public at large, Prime Minister Anthony
Albanese finally agreed at the National Cabinet meeting on 16th July to reintroduce the
$750-a-week pandemic leave payment and
free rapid antigen tests (RATs) for concession card holders.
Chief health oﬃcers and other health professionals, trade unions, state governments,
Labor MPs, and many others had called on
the government to restore the free RATs and
the paid leave for casuals and other workers
who did not have access to any paid leave.
The attempted cuts are a demonstration of
this government’s class position.
Australian Council of Trade Unions Secretary Sally McManus said: “Without paid
pandemic leave, hundreds of thousands of
working Australians will face an impossible
choice – to do the right thing for the community in staying at home, or to keep food
on the table and pay their rent .
“No worker should have to go to work
while sick just to pay bills.”
Australian Nursing and Midwifery Federation (ANMF) Federal Secretary, Annie
Butler, said it was crucial that the payments
remain in place to allow people to follow
public health orders and stay in isolation
if they contract COVID or need to care for
others with the virus.
“We are now two and half years into the
pandemic, and while everyone wants it to
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ICU nurses protesting outside Westmead Hospital, NSW, 19th January, 2022. Photo: Facebook – NSW Nurses and Midwives’ Association.

be over, it’s not over. In fact, we’re heading
into a potential ‘winter’ wave – clearly demonstrated by the current increase in COVID
cases and a worrying increase in hospitalisations. With many public health measures
now being relaxed, we need to ensure that
everything is done to support the whole
community to abide by the restrictions still
in place,” Butler said.
The pandemic leave payment that had
been introduced by the Morrison Coalition
government ended on 30th June. The payment will now continue until the end of
September and be back paid to the 1st July
for those who isolated for reasons of COVID
or as carers of COVID patients.
It is an extremely infectious strain of the
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disease and while some people experience
mild symptoms others are hit very hard and
end up in intensive care units. According to
researchers at Sydney University one in five
Australians experience long COVID with
symptoms continuing for three months or
more. Some have had debilitating symptoms
for one or two years.

NUMBERS SURGE
Health authorities warn the worst is to
come in August.
There was a surge in January following
the lifting of mask-wearing mandates in
retail and other indoor settings. While masks
might still be mandated on public transport,
in aged care centres, hospitals and certain
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other areas, this is does not appear to be
being enforced as previously.
During 2020 and 2021 governments
generally followed the advice of chief health
oﬃcers. This is not always the case now.
NSW Premier Dominic Perrottet argued
for a reduction in the isolation period from
seven days to five days contrary to the advice
of the chief medical oﬃcer during the National Cabinet meeting. He has since suggested
it be reduced in September.
He also said that the time has passed for
wide-scale mask wearing mandates. “We
need to have a limited role for the state to
be mandating.”
Continued on page 2
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CLIMATE ACTION
LOOMING AS FIRST
PARLIAMENTARY
SITTING APPROACHES
Parliament is meeting at the end of this month
for the first time since the 2022 Federal Election
with promises of significant reforms, including
climate action.
One of the centrepiece election promises of the
ALP, the Albanese government is to introduce a
suite of legislation designed to signify a change
in direction from the near-decade of Coalition
government. The fi rst legislation to be brought
forward is to enshrine a forty-three per cent emissions reduction target for 2030 into law, along with
a commitment to reaching net-zero emissions by
2050. Secondly, it will legislate to place “in law the
Climate Change Authority to assess and publish
progress against these targets and advise government on future targets, including the 2035 target,”
according to Climate Change and Energy Minister
Chris Bowen. It will also legislate a requirement for
the Minister for Climate Change to report annually
to Parliament on progress in meeting our targets.
While the latter two pieces of legislation
are likely to pass without much resistance, the
Albanese government is anticipating pushback on
its emission reduction targets – and with good
reason.
Greens leader Adam Bandt has qualified the
target as being “not science-based” and “too weak.”
Further speaking on the bill, Bandt stated that
his objections were concerned with a potential
ceiling on the target, needing the government to
return to parliament to raise targets: “If a future
government wants to increase the targets, as we
will be pushing them to do, that has to come back
to parliament […]. […]Governments should be able
to increase the targets without having this law
as a ceiling.” Other concerns centred on the bill
not including provisions to stop future governments reducing targets or building new coal and
gas projects.
Labor has been on the attack, with prime minister Anthony Albanese recalling the fall out between
the two parties over the carbon emissions tax:
“If the Greens Party haven’t learned from what
they did in 2009 – that was something that led to a
decade of inaction and delay and denial – then that
will be a matter for them […]. It’s time to end the
climate wars. What that represents is something
that would have been seen as being impossible a
couple of years ago. […] To stop the nonsense and
to work to the clean energy future that will create
jobs and create a better environment.”
Bowen has made similar comments about not
entertaining compromises, stating that “If there’s
a good idea which improves, not undermines, the
bill I’m happy to hear it and work with it. But we
won’t be entertaining any amendments which are
not consistent with our agenda and mandate […].”
It should be noted, however, that with an increased crossbench – the largest in parliamentary
history – other groups have mandates too. The
Greens increased their vote share by 1.9 per cent,
claiming multiple Lower House seats and expanding their presence in the Senate. Meanwhile, the
ALP, while winning government was down by 1.4
per cent. Not to mention the sudden appearance of
“Teal” MPs who ran on greater climate action. If
the ALP is serious about taking action on climate
change and respecting the voices of all Australians
it should take note of the incredibly diﬀerent composition of parliament and attempt to work with
these progressive forces to deliver more robust
climate action.
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“PERSONAL
RESPONSIBILITY”
It was former PM Scott Morrison who introduced the concept of
“personal responsibility” last year.
“Living with COVID” gradually
replaced the approach of containing or minimising COVID.
Mandating mask wearing and
taking other measures to limit
spread of COVID went from being
a collective, societal responsibility
to one of “personal responsibility.”
But is this working? Where are the
education campaigns?
Mary-Ann Thomas, Victoria’s
Health Minister, ignored recommendations from the state’s Chief
Health Oﬃcer to mandate mask
wearing in retail, early education,
and hospitality settings despite the
rising case numbers.
“Further mandating of masks
was not the most eﬀective way
of getting the message out about
the importance of mask wearing.
We need to empower Victorians
to make their own decisions,”
Thomas said.
Anyone who has been on public
transport recently knows that masks
are not being worn by everyone.

PUT LIVES FIRST
“Living with COVID” and “personal responsibility” are resulting
in a rapid spread of the virus. They
are based on a “pro-business”
approach to keep workers in
employment. But in reality they
are counterproductive.
Employer group Australian
Industry Group’s CEO Innes Willox
acknowledged that state medical

infrastructure continues to struggle
but said it was no excuse to impose
draconian restrictions or wind down
the economy i.e. profits.
Not heeding the advice of health
professionals facilitates the spread
of the virus.

BUDGET PRIORITIES
“We inherited the former government’s decision on this and we
also inherited $1 trillion of debt,”
said Albanese when he initially
stated that the government would
not continue free RATs and the
leave payments. Inheriting a former
government’s decision seems to be a
strange reason not to adopt a policy.
Treasurer Jim Chalmers said
he “regretted” that the government
could not do it. “This is going to
have an impact on people in the
community, I’ve made no bones
about that and I deeply regret it,”
he said.
“Unfortunately, there is not
room in the budget for every good
idea or to extend every program,
even good ones, indefinitely.”
As for the $1 trillion debt, this
is a question of priorities. The estimated cost of the paid pandemic
leave is $780 million – with the
federal government sharing the cost
evenly with the states and territories. If that estimate is borne out,
it would only add $0.39 billion to
the $1,000 trillion debt.
But it is not necessary to add a
cent to the debt. The government
is going ahead with $22 billion in
tax cuts for the rich when millions
of Australians are facing poverty,
rising rents, and rocketing energy
prices. It was the former government’s legislation. Why not abandon the cuts?

The government’s profligate
spending on nuclear-powered
submarines, US bases, oﬀensive
weapons, and militarisation of the
economy – close to $50 billion a
year and rising. What sort of priority is that?
Why are governments subsidising fossil fuels to the tune of
$11.6 billion a year? Or subsidising private hospitals by $7 billion
a year through the private health
insurance rebate?
“Nurses, midwives, and care
workers have borne the brunt of
the pandemic since the beginning
of 2020 and are continuing to work
under extreme pressure – not just
from the burden of COVID but also
dealing with rising influenza cases,
overwhelmed emergency departments and the ongoing crisis in
aged care.
“We must learn from previous
mistakes. Supporting people now
will save money and, most importantly, lives in the long run, which
is why the government should
be protecting the community by
continuing to financially support
people who are forced to isolate for
7-days,” ANMF’s Annie Butler said.
The health, aged care, and disability services need a complete
overhaul and nationalisation.
Under-funding primary care is
putting pressure on ambulance
services and hospital emergency
departments. The prioritising of
private profits, whether it be in
the health care, disability services
or aged care is morally obscene
and an indictment of the capitalist system. It’s time to put people
before profits. 

PRESS FUND
We know our readers are feeling the cost-of-living crisis and prices are rising for the
Guardian as well. But maybe you can make a contribution to the Press Fund in support
of independent, working-class media. Any amount, no matter how small is appreciated.
We carry no corporate advertising but as an act of solidarity advertise events of
progressive movements.
Our warmest thanks to those who sent in contributions:
In memory of Harry Mitchell – GD & JM $100.
F Vouros $20, DB $100, D B $100, D M $20, HM $40, L L $50, Digireb $75, Eddie $75,
Mark M $80.
This week’s total: $660. New Total: $5,693.
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BEWARE THE “ASIAN NATO”
Dr Hannah Middleton
From 28-30th June, NATO leaders met
in Madrid, producing a new Strategic
Concept and declaring that Russia and
China are the key threats to western
security, interests and values.
The NATO summit was expanded for the
first time to include Asia Pacific “sentinel
states” encircling China – Australia, Japan,
South Korea and New Zealand – and the
North Atlantic was expanded to include the
Indo-Pacific region.
And we must not forget that this is the
NATO that without UN Security Council
approval waged an illegal war on Afghanistan and bombed Libya. This is the NATO
that waged an illegal war on Iraq that cost
between 185,000 and 208,000 civilian deaths
and destabilised the Middle East.

Italy, United Kingdom, and United States.
Four countries are Asia-Pacific “partners”
of NATO – Australia, Japan, South Korea,
and New Zealand.
RIMPAC increases the likelihood of
armed conflict between the US and China
and Pacific communities are calling for an
alternative future that replaces militarised
security with genuine human security.
In Hawai’i, the Malu ‘Aina Center for
Non-Violent Education and Action says:
“Join the call to cancel RIMPAC and
establish a demilitarised Pan-Pacific Zone of
Peace. Redirect the massive expenditure of
funds from war-making to serve humanity
suﬀering from lack of food, water, and other
unmet human needs amid a global pandemic,
and expanding climate catastrophe. No More
War and Training for War! Restore the Pacific
as an Ocean of Peace!”

US TIGHTENING GRIP

MILITARISATION

In a fact sheet released on 12th July, the
US government outlined its latest eﬀorts to
retain its economic and political control of
the Pacific region and to contain and control
China. The fact sheet includes:

Expanding Australian militarisation is
increasing chances of conflict with China in
the Indo-Pacific and the threat of a wider,
cataclysmic war.
RIMPAC is supplemented by regular US
naval patrols in China’s Exclusive Economic
Zone (EEZ). Australia, in coordination with
Washington, is installing in the EEZ sensing devices so the US can destroy Chinese
vessels as quickly as possible at the start of
any conflict.
Australia has joined provocative US
warships’ freedom of navigation exercises
oﬀ China. The exercises have nothing to do
with freedom to transit the region. They are
part of US eﬀorts to maintain its military
dominance of the region.
The 290 US military bases encircling
China increase threats to Chinese security.
An important element in this militarisation is AUKUS, the military pact between
Australia, the UK and the United States
announced on 15th September 2021

“The US government will adopt its first
National Strategy on the Pacific Islands
which will “prioritise the Pacific Islands
in American foreign policy.
“The US will establish new embassies
in Kiribati and Tonga and intends to
reopen its embassy in the Solomon
Islands.
“The US government will triple its
current funding to US$60 million
(AUS$89 million) per year for the next
ten years linked to a new Economic
Assistance Agreement with the Forum
Fisheries Agency.
“The US government will appoint its
first US Pacific Islands Forum Envoy
and “increase our overall diplomatic
footprint across the Pacific Islands.
“The US will send the Peace Corps to
the Pacific, first to Fiji, Tonga, Samoa,
and Vanuatu, and later expanding to
additional Pacific island countries.
“The US will re-establish its Agency for
International Development (USAID)
Regional Mission for the Pacific in Fiji
in order “to improve close co-operation.
“The United States and its allies –
Australia, Japan, New Zealand, and
the UK – have established a new
co-ordination mechanism, the Partners
in the Blue Pacific which it plans to
expand to include “members and
observers, including in Europe and the
Indo-Pacific”.

RIMPAC
Supporting this expansion NATO is carrying out war games throughout July – the
Rim of the Pacific (RIMPAC) exercises. The
largest air, land, and sea war manoeuvres in
the world, they involve 238 ships, 170 aircraft, four submarines and 25,000 military
personnel from twenty-six countries.
NATO is becoming a Pacific military force.
Nearly half of the twenty-six countries
participating are NATO members or partners. Eight are members of NATO – Canada,
Colombia, Denmark, France, Germany,

AUKUS
The major component of AUKUS is the
agreement to transfer US technology for
nuclear powered submarines to Australia.
Under AUKUS Australia will be further
militarised and garrisoned with more deployments of US aircraft in Australia, more US
surface and subsurface vessels in Australia,
more joint war games, four new military
bases, two new bases for the militarisation
of space, greater co-operation in hypersonic
weapons, cyber warfare, underwater systems,
artificial intelligence, and long range strike
capabilities, and support for combined military operations in the region.
Hugh White in his Quarterly Essay
“Sleepwalk to War: Australia’s Unthinking
Alliance with America” regards AUKUS as
a colossal folly. The planned eight nuclear
submarines, expected to be delivered around
2040, will take too long to arrive and will be
too few to make much of a diﬀerence in a
war with China.
AUKUS, he says, is tying Australia closer
to America when it should be pursuing a
more independent foreign policy.
Recently Defence Minister Richard Marles
said the government will announce by March
which nuclear powered submarines Australia will acquire and whether it will spend
even more money to build a conventionally
powered submarine fleet to bridge the gap
between the retirement of the Collins class
and the arrival of nuclear-powered vessels.

Pacific communities are
calling for an alternative
future that replaces
militarised security with
genuine human security.

THE QUAD

The Quad is composed of the United
States, Japan, India and Australia. It has
intelligence exchanges and interoperable
equipment and an increasing number of
military exercises, strategic dialogues, technical agreements and co-ordinated activities.
The US, Japan and Australia have signed
an infrastructure agreement. Japan has been
permanently included in India-US naval
exercises. India’s air force participated in
Australia’s Pitch Black exercises. India is
buying US weaponry.
Japan and Australia have held naval
exercises and are planning air exercises
and negotiating a visiting forces agreement.
Japan has agreements with India on defence
equipment and the security of classified
communications. India and Australia have
regular port visits and increasing military
exercises.

WHAT RULES?
NATO Secretary General Stoltenberg has
said: “China is openly contesting the rules
based international order” and challenging
“our values, our interests, and our security.”
Australian strategic analyst Clinton
Fernandes comments that the rules-based
order diﬀers sharply from the United Nations
international order underpinned by international law.
For the US and its allies, the UN Charter
has two flaws. One is that it bans “the threat
or use of force” in international aﬀairs. That
means that it bans US foreign policy.
Noam Chomsky points out: “The rulesbased international order overcomes this
flaw. It permits the threat and use of force
[…]. Illustrations are so dramatically obvious that one might think that they would be
diﬃcult to ignore. That would be a mistake:
they are routinely ignored. […]
“The second flaw is that the UN Security
Council and the World Court set the rules.
That flaw is also overcome in the rules-based
international order, in which the US sets the
rules and others obey.”

ENVIRONMENTAL
DESTRUCTION
The RIMPAC war games are contributing to the destruction of the ecology and
aggravation of the climate crisis in the Pacific
region. RIMPAC will wreak havoc on whales,
dolphins, Hawaiian monk seals and other
marine mammals through explosions, sonar,
and ship strikes, and will pollute the ocean
with contaminates from vessels.
Land forces will conduct ground assaults
that will tear up beaches where green sea
turtles come to breed.
Other examples of the military’s

destruction include in Hawaii where the
US Navy’s jet fuel storage has contaminated
Oahu’s aquifers.
In Henoko, Okinawa, activists have been
fighting US Marines to preserve coral reef
and the endangered dugong.

AUSTRALIAN
DEFENCE POLICY
The defence policies of the new ALP
Government show little improvement on
the previous Morrison Government’s disastrous approach.
While Albanese and his ministers are
making eﬀorts to rebuild their influence
among Pacific states and Foreign Minister
Penny Wong has had one meeting with
her Chinese counterpart, there is no sign
of change in what Paul Malone calls “some
move away from Australia’s position as a
vassal state of the United States, some move
to temper the war-mongering rhetoric.”
Speaking recently in Washington, Deputy
PM and Defence Minister Richard Marles
claimed China was engaging in the biggest
military build-up since the end of Word War
II. “It is massive. It is completely changing the
strategic circumstances of the Indo-Pacific
and I think, beyond that, the world,” he said.
He claimed that the US-Australia alliance
“will need to contribute to a more eﬀective
balance of military power, aimed at avoiding
a catastrophic failure of deterrence,” he said.
“We will make the investment necessary to increase the range and lethality of
the Australian Defence Force,” Marles said.

A WARNING
In The Communist Manifesto Karl Marx
warns that the constant class struggle can
end “in the common ruin of the contending classes.”
Chomsky echoes this when he writes: “We
will find ways to co-operate to avert disaster
and create a better world, as we still can. Or
we will bring the human experiment to an
inglorious end.”

CUT MILITARY SPENDING
If spending on the military could provide
us with peace, wouldn’t we have achieved
that already?
It should be obvious by now that countries
trying to outspend one another by buying
more and more deadly weapons systems
does not create peace or security. It has not
worked in the past and it never will.
It is time for us to join together and call
on governments around the world to cut
military spending, and to instead invest in
the true needs of the people and the planet
to build a just and sustainable peace. 
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“THE BEST ENTERPRISE
AGREEMENT IN RETAIL
AND FAST FOOD”
RAFFWU’s Better Read Than Dead EBA approved by Fair Work
N Stallon
On Tuesday, 5th July, the Fair
Work Commission approved
what the Retail and Fast Food
Workers Union (RAFFWU)
has called “the best enterprise
agreement in retail and fast
food” at Sydney bookstore Better Read Than Dead (BRTD).
The EBA, the first negotiated by
RAFFWU since their founding in
2016, increases hourly pay, abolishes junior rates, restores weekend
penalty rates, allows casuals to
convert to permanent employment,
provides twenty days paid domestic violence leave and twenty-six
weeks paid parental leave, as well
as enshrines a full suite of health
and safety clauses.
This comes after nearly two
years of struggle that culminated in
multiple community protests and
the first cases of industrial action
in the retail industry in over fifty
years last July. This included bans
on overtime, fulfilling web orders
and returns, handling cash, and
changing window displays.
Workers faced a harsh unionbusting campaign including the
dismissal of a union delegate and
bargaining team member, ceaseand-desist letters for social media
posts, and workers being locked
out. Management even reneged on
an in-principal agreement reached
last July.
Workers remained strong and
united, while other unions and the
community stood in solidarity, with
a strike fund receiving $22,000 in
donations.
Workers recommenced

industrial action in November
before finally winning their deal.
“We are proud of what we’ve
been able to achieve through organisation, direct action and exercising
our rights as workers. We work in
an industry that we are passionate about, but unfortunately it is
characteristic in this industry for
workplaces to take advantage of
that passion” said BRTD worker
and RAFFWU Delegate, Tahlia.
“We hope this sets a precedent
for workers in other bookstores and
retail environments, as well as the
book industry as a whole. Solidarity
with our comrades in publishing
and libraries.”
This win comes as many of
Australia’s largest and wealthiest
employers, particularly in retail and
fast food, are walking away from
the enterprise bargaining system.
Since its founding, RAFFWU
has exposed and challenged a
slew of dodgy deals from the Shop,
Distributive and Allied Employees
Association (SDA) that saw most
workers in some of Australia’s largest retail and fast-food workplaces
being paid below the award.
While these companies were
more than willing to bargain
wages below the award with the
SDA, now that EBAs have been
forcefully returned to essentially
minimum wage conditions, they
are now refusing to renegotiate
expired EBAs or return workers
to the award to prevent wages and
conditions being driven above the
bare-minimum award levels.
Unsurprisingly, the SDA has
done nothing to challenge these
decisions or to advance the interests

Better Read Than Dead workers were the first retail workers to take industrial action in more than 50 years.
Photo: Supplied

of their members in the retail and
fast-food industries.
Almost half of Australian workers are employed by small businesses in non-unionised worksites,
with pay and conditions set by the
award.
The success of the Better Read
Than Dead workers shows the
power that workers hold in their
workplaces and the importance of
militant trade unionism in the retail
and fast-food industries.
Progressive workers must
follow their lead. Workers in small
businesses need to get organised
and struggle for higher pay and
conditions.
Only through united and
militant action will workers win
the pay and conditions that they
deserve. 

HIROSHIMA NEVER AGAIN
SIGN THE TREATY TO PROHIBIT NUCLEAR WEAPONS

Join the rally
Saturday 6 August Sydney Town Hall Square 2pm
Speakers
Gem Romuld (International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons)
Senator David Shoebridge (Greens)
Nick Deane (Sydney Anti-AUKUS Coalition) and more
Songs by Patrick – Red Rebels

Enquiries: contact Hannah on 0418 668 098

Support the Guardian
by donating to Press Fund

At its Jobs and Skills Summit in September, the federal government
will respond to staff shortages in nursing and aged care with a
plan to expand the program that recruits these skilled workers from
Pacific Island Nations. Rich Australia taking away workers trained at
the expense of their Pacific Island governments. This in a world-wide
shortfall of nurse health care professionals, the International Council
of Nurses warning that the shortage since the COVID pandemic has
doubled to 12-13 million. And now there’s another global surge of the
virus. “Our workforce is crushed at the moment,” said Annie Butler,
President of the Australian Nursing and Midwifery Federation, noting
the increased hospitalisations, “I’m genuinely not sure our members
can sustain that.” There has been no mention from the government of
a long-term strategy to train nurses and other urgently needed health
professionals, beginning now! But this is a cry-poor government, as
evidenced by its failed attempt to scrap the Pandemic Leave Disaster
Payment. Money. There’s money. Let’s start with the $7 billion a
year gift from taxpayers the government hands over to the private
health insurance companies, lest the whole edifice of blood suckers
collapses in a heap.
Providing an example of the historical arrogance that has eaten
away trust with Pacific Island Nations, PM Albanese dismissed calls
from the Pacific Island Nations Forum for Australia to bring an end to
coal mining and gas extraction. Fiji’s PM Frank Bainimarama spoke
of the existential threat of climate change to the island nations: “Most
urgently, it requires that we end our fossil fuel addiction, including
coal. That is our ask of Australia.” He stressed that “out of the duty I
owe every young person in the Pacific, I have urged [Albanese] to go
further for our [Pacific] family’s shared future by aligning Australia’s
commitment to the 1.5 degree [global temperatures] target.”
PARASITE OF THE WEEK: The former Coalition government. The
2021 State of the Environment Report, a mandatory assessment
conducted every five years, was released last week by the Albanese
Government. The report found that Australia has lost more
mammal species than any other continent in the world. More than
100 Australian species have been declared extinct or extinct in the
wild. Ocean acidification is reaching a tipping point, threatening the
existence of juvenile coral, with the Great Barrier Reef experiencing
mass bleaching events in 2016, 2017, 2020 and this year. Sea level
rise is affecting many low-lying coastal areas, including the important
Kakadu wetlands in the Northern Territory. In the Murray-Darling
Basin, one of Australia’s most important river basins, record low
water levels were recorded in 2019. And much more. The report had
been received by the previous Liberal-National Coalition government
in December 2021 but not published, an act of political bastardry that
sums up the Coalition’s entire time in government.
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LEAKED FILES REVEAL THE
EXTENT OF UBER’S AGGRESSIVE
GOVERNMENT INFLUENCE
N Woodruﬀ
Documents, text messages and emails
leaked from ridesharing giant Uber
have revealed the extent of the company’s influence on politicians, journalists and corporate executives.
In the rapid period of expansion from
2013 to 2017, Uber set up operations in
eighty-two countries, breaking existing laws
governing taxi permits, and then aggressively
lobbying governments to receive preferential
treatment.
The files were leaked by ex-lobbyist Mark
MacGann, who worked for Uber from 2014
to 2016, and managed relations with governments to bend laws and evade transport
regulations, often exploiting attacks on Uber
drivers to gain public sympathy.
“There is no excuse for how the company
played with people’s lives,” MacGann said,
in an interview with a UK newspaper. “I am
disgusted and ashamed that I was a party to
the trivialisation of such violence.”
In Australia, Uber launched in 2012, yet
was not oﬃcially legal in all states until 2016.
Competing rideshare firms were reluctant
to operate outside the law, and traditional
taxis were limited in their profitability by
expensive licences, running into the hundreds of thousands of dollars. This gave
Uber an opportunity to undercut the market,
establish a monopoly, and raise prices once
competition had disappeared.
The heavy lobbying Uber undertook
required huge contact lists and access to the
highest levels of government. Documents
obtained by the Internation Consortium
of Investigative Journalists from Mark
MacGann detail Uber’s meetings, thirtyfour meetings with European Commission
Oﬃcials, nineteen meetings with ministers,
and seven meetings with presidents or prime
ministers, among them French President
Emanual Macron, who removed barriers to
the service in the face of protests from taxi
drivers in 2015.

Photo: Yuya Tamai – commons.wikimedia.org (CC BY 2.0)

Within Australia, Uber has been involved
in numerous court battles with the Transport
Workers’ Union, seeking to classify drivers
as “independent contractors” instead of
employees, which allows the company to deny
benefits such as leave, workers’ compensation and superannuation. The company’s
“Uber Eats” food delivery service has led to
three deaths in 2020 alone.
The Australian operations of the San
Francisco-based company are backed by
lobbying firm Richardson Coutts, founded
by former Labor staﬀer John Richardson and

former Liberal staﬀer Stephen Coutts. This
access to both sides of politics has allowed
Uber to capture the narrative around ridesharing in Australia, exalting the “sharing
economy” and “flexible work.” In reality,
fares are set by the company, not the drivers,
and Uber’s business model means drivers are
responsible for all costs of their vehicle. The
“surge-price” algorithm sets prices to maximise profit, leading to incidents such as that
of the 2014 Martin Place terror attack, where
terrified Sydney residents were charged four
times the usual rate for a ride out of the CBD.

The Silicon Valley success story is not
one of free-market progress, nor is their
doctrine of “move fast and break things”
one of genuine innovation. The Big Tech
business model is to exploit legal loopholes,
lean on regulators, and entrench their economic advantage, covered over with slick
minimalistic advertising.
When companies like Uber can write
their own laws, the system is against the
Australian worker. 

TELSTRA BUYS DIGICEL PACIFIC AND
TAX PAYERS FOOT THE BILL
The multinational telecommunications company Digicel, has recently (14th July,
2022) completed the sale of its
Pacific subsidiary to Telstra.
While there has been much
huﬃng and puﬃng from the
new regime in Canberra about
Australia “taking care of its
Pacific family,” we need to set
this in perspective.
To begin with, the negotiations
concerning the sale began some
time ago, in 2021. Digicel primarily
operates in the Caribbean, and had
a subsidiary company Digicel Pacific
(DPL). This subsidiary serviced
six Pacific countries; Papua New
Guinea, Fiji, Samoa, Vanuatu,
Tonga, and Nauru. Telstra’s purchase at more that AU$2 billion was
not paid by the company itself, but
by Australian tax payers through
the Export Finance Australia outfit.
In other words, this was a
“standard” transaction between
businesses, with the costs borne
by ordinary tax payers. Run of the
mill in Australia, it seems.
There is another fact worth

noting. Digicel had an outstanding
tax bill to pay in Papua New Guinea
of PGK 350 million (approximately
AU$150 million), along with a further PGK 50 million (about AU$20
million) in relation to non-payment
of the tax to date. The question
we need to ask here is whether
Australian tax payers will also
foot this bill, especially since the
issue is still subject to arbitration
in Singapore. Or will Australia try
to use its leverage over Papua New
Guinea – a very poor country – to
avoid paying the bill?
It seems as though the political
spin from Canberra is hot air. We
should not be surprised.
Further questions need to be
asked. Although the “brand name”
will remain the same, what benefit
will this purchase really have for
countries seeking to alleviate poverty? Being a company focused on
profit, we can expect that Telstra
will seek to slash jobs to improve
their profit margin. This will take
place in a context in which Vodafone Fiji, for example, has far more
efficient coverage and internet

speeds than either Telstra or Optus
can achieve in Australia. Further,
will Telstra up the costs for the
Pacific countries it now services?
In Australia, we have become too
accustomed to high prices for substandard telephony. Is this to be
the fate of the six Pacific countries
who find themselves at the mercies
of Telstra?
Finally, what about the muchtouted “Pacific family”? Again and
again in the Pacific, we find people
objecting to this paternal metaphor. Australia and New Zealand
see themselves as the parents of a
family of Pacific children. In the
past, this was was known as “protectorates” for Pacific Islanders who
did not know how to take care of
themselves. Today it is a “family”
with the parents raising their “children” to “maturity.” And it seems
the modern-day “blackbirding” is
back as well, with Australia ramping up programs to bring underpaid
Pacific Island workers to Australia
for picking fruit and vegetables, as
well as working on building sites.
Old habits die hard. 

Photo: Marques Stewart – flickr.com (CC BY-NC 2.0)
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“LET THE AXE STRIKE
AT THE ROOT”
Jenny Farrell
Engels said about Percy Bysshe Shelley: “[Lord] Byron and Shelley are
read almost exclusively by the lower
classes; no ‘respectable’ man is likely
to have the latter’s work on his table
without coming into the most terrible
disrepute.”
Born shortly after the French Revolution,
Shelley was heir to a substantial estate and
also to a seat in Parliament. He attended
Eton College and was subsequently enrolled
at Oxford. Britain was in political turmoil
in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth
centuries, with food riots, Luddite rebellion,
unrest in Ireland, the threat of Napoleon’s
armies, and a growing bourgeois reform
movement. The ruling class feared that
the example set by the French might infect
their own working class and reacted with
repression.
The young Shelley took part in campaigns
for the release of imprisoned democrats and
worked to create an association of radical
democratic people. At Eton he began to write
and also to express atheist views. Atheism
was deemed infinitely more dangerous in
repressive Britain than the suspect Dissenters
and Catholics. In 1811 Shelley was expelled
from Oxford and disowned by his family for
publishing The Necessity of Atheism. This
is one of the earliest treatises in England on
atheism and argues that since faith is not
governed by reason there is no evidence for
the existence of a god. The universe could
always have existed, and if there had been an
initial impetus it need not have been a god.
Shelley was a follower of the radical publicist William Godwin, author of
An Enquiry Concerning Political Justice
(1793), who argued, among other things,
for gender equality and against the marital
morality of the time. Godwin’s wife, Mary
Wollstonecraft, who died in childbirth,
had written A Vindication of the Rights of
Woman, a foundational document of the
early women’s movement, following Paine’s
Rights of Man. Both Godwin and Shelley
respected the views of the women around
them, which included unmarried couples as
well as independent women who worked and
raised their “illegitimate” children. Shelley
rejected marriage as deeply misogynistic and
was one of the early advocates of women’s
emancipation.
In February 1812 Shelley sailed to
Dublin, where he campaigned vigorously
for the emancipation of Catholics and the
abolition of the Union. In 1811 he had
written a “poetical essay” in support of the
imprisoned Irish journalist Peter Finnerty,
a former editor of the United Irishmen’s
journal, the Press.
In preparation for his campaign in Ireland, Shelley had written An Address to the
Irish People. His pamphlet Proposals for
an Association appealed to the remaining
United Irishmen to give Irish politics a more
radical direction by peaceful means. Shelley
was a great admirer of Robert Emmet and
the United Irishmen and wanted to form an
association that worked openly towards an
egalitarian republic, supported legal equality, and freedom of the press. He also had a

Declaration of Rights printed in Dublin, in
the tradition of the American Revolution,
distributed it, and appeared at various events.
Together with John Lawless, an associate
of Daniel O’Connell, he planned to found
a radical newspaper and to publish a new
history of Ireland.
In 1814 he fell in love with Godwin’s
daughter Mary. After the suspension of
habeas corpus in March 1817 opposition
journalists fled or were imprisoned. In March
1818 the Shelleys emigrated to Italy. In the
remaining four years of his life Shelley wrote
his major works.
Eleanor Marx, in her Shelley lecture, said
about his socialism:
“Shelley was on the side of the bourgeoisie when struggling for freedom, but ranged
against them when in their turn they became
the oppressors of the working-class. He saw
more clearly than Byron, who seems scarcely
to have seen it at all, that the epic of the nineteenth century was to be the contest between
the possessing and the producing classes.”
Completed in 1813, Queen Mab is a poetic
credo and a political poem. In a cosmic
dream journey the fairy queen reveals to
young Ianthe the misery of humanity in history and the present. Shelley emphatically
rejects religious arguments of something
intrinsically “sinful” in humankind and cites
the real culprits:

“Man’s evil nature, that apology
Which kings who rule, and cowards who crouch, set up
For their unnumbered crimes, sheds not the blood
Which desolates the discord-wasted land.
From kings, and priests, and statesmen, war arose,
Whose safety is man’s deep unbettered woe,
Whose grandeur his debasement. Let the axe
Strike at the root, the poison-tree will fall . . .
A garden shall arise, in loveliness
Surpassing fabled Eden.”
His poem became known as the Bible of
the Chartists.
From 1819 onwards Shelley wrote Ode
to the West Wind, Prometheus Unbound,
Song to the Men of England, and The Mask
of Anarchy, one of the greatest political protest poems in the English language. Poems
such as Song to the Men of England speak
directly to the struggling workers:

Percy Bysshe Shelley, by Alfred Clint. Source: National Portrait Gallery London.

V
The seed ye sow, another reaps;
The wealth ye find, another keeps;
The robes ye weave, another wears;
The arms ye forge, another bears.
VI
Sow seed—but let no tyrant reap:
Find wealth—let no imposter heap:
Weave robes—let not the idle wear:
Forge arms—in your defence to bear.
Two hundred years ago, on 8 July 1822,
Shelley was drowned. He did not live to see
the proletarian movement take possession
of his work, but his vision applies undiminished today.
Socialist Voice 

“He saw more clearly than Byron,
who seems scarcely to have seen it at all,
that the epic of the nineteenth century was
to be the contest between the possessing and
the producing classes.”
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THE REAL THREAT OF
THE UNITED STATES’
800 FOREIGN BASES
Graham Holton
Under the heading “Australia Faces
Massive Existential Threat from China,”
Christopher Joye writes that: “The
spectre of Chinese nuclear submarines,
destroyers, fighters and bombers based
in Solomon Islands, 1750 kilometres
from Australia’s mainland (and closer
than New Zealand), brings the looming prospect of global conflict right to
our doorstep” (Australian Financial
Review, 22 April 2022). The Washington Times also reported that there was
concern that China’s increased “military activity” and influence in the IndoPacific would destabilise the region,
as Fiji could be utilised as a “stopover
for China’s troops for tactical replenishments.” China’s intention to build
a naval base in the Solomon Islands
would intimidate Australia.
The senior analyst at the Australian
Strategic Policy Institute (ASPI), Malcolm
Davis, went even further and said that if war
broke out between China and Taiwan, the
US would pull Australia into the conflict.
“I would certainly say it’s in the seventy
to eighty per cent chance, because […] it’s
inconceivable that Australia would not support the United States if it was going into
that sort of conflict.”
In May, to counter these claims, Chinese
Foreign Minister Wang Yi said at a press
conference, that under China’s proposed
“China-Pacific Island Countries Common
Development Vision” and “Five-Year Action
Plan (2022–26)” projects, the volume of
trade between China and its multilateral
economic partners would double and increase
its influence through its China-Pacific Island
Countries Ministerial Dialogue on Law
Enforcement Capacity and Police Cooperation project.
The United States has its own “IndoPacific Economic Framework for Prosperity”
initiative, and Australia is already a major
supplier of foreign aid and trade in the
Pacific, making its diplomatic connections
outweigh those of China. Yet China’s initiatives are seen as in conflict with Australia’s
existing economic and security, with Prime
Minister Anthony Albanese describing China
as a “direct challenge” to Australia.
In June, Foreign Minister Penny Wong
flew to Fiji, amid the government’s concerns
over China’s growing influence, assuring the
government that Australia is committed to
bringing “more resources” to the region.
Wong’s perceived China threat goes back to
2018, when as Senator, she gave a speech at
the United States Studies Centre. Australia
requested an increase in the existing US
military assistance in the Pacific region, to
balance the growing threat of China:
“As the world’s only global power, the US
has had a foundational role to play in Asia. US
presence in the region transformed our own
security, and the security of its other allies
and partners. The US remains the region’s
biggest military partner. And it is Australia’s
principal strategic partner and ally.”
Three years later the US reduced troops
and equipment in other parts of the world
to upgrade its bases in Australia and in the
Indo-Pacific. “In Australia, you’ll see new
rotational fighter and bomber aircraft deployments, you’ll see ground forces training and
increased logistics cooperation,” said Mara
Karlin, the US Under-Secretary of Defense.
“More broadly across the Indo-Pacific, you’ll
see a range of infrastructure improvements
in Guam, the Commonwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands and Australia.”
This was followed by a deal announced
by US President Joe Biden, UK Prime Minister Boris Johnson, and Prime Minister
Scott Morrison that Australia had signed

US Andersen Air Base, Guam. Photo: LCPL Van Noble Iii, Usmc – catalog.archives.gov

the AUKUS (Australia, United Kingdom and
the United Sates) military pact to improve
intelligence and technology sharing between
the three nations. The US would share secret
nuclear technology to help Australia switch
from diesel to nuclear-powered submarines.
What military threat is there to deserve
such a special military build-up in Australia?
The only foreign bases China has are in Cambodia, Myanmar, Djibouti, and Tajikistan.
These four bases are the Ream Naval Base;
The Chinese People’s Liberation Army Support Base in Djibouti; a naval SIGINT facility in the Great Coco Island; and a military
post in southeastern Gorno-Badakhshan.
No Chinese military base is even close to
Australia or the Pacific region.
To counter this misconceived threat of
Chinese military bases in Asia, there are at
least six US military bases in Australia. As
well, Australia’s largest foreign military base
is the Royal Malaysian Air Force (RMAF) Base
Butterworth in Malaysia, and headquarters of
the Five Power Defence Arrangements Integrated Area Defence System (HQIADS). The
Butterworth Air Base is used for Australia’s
commitment to the Five Power Defence
Arrangements (FPDA). In addition, the Australian Army maintains the Rifle Company
at Butterworth for training. In Singapore,
Australia has the Flying Training School
(No. 130 Squadron) and the training base
at the Oakey Army Aviation Centre. The Al
Minhad Air Base in the United Arab Emirates is used for Australian operations in the
Middle East. As well, Australia has numerous
military bases across its continent.
It would appear that Australia is more
of a threat to China, than vice versa. This
is especially so when one considers that
during the Cold War Australia had a naval
base in Hong Kong and its air force in Japan
as part of its policy to contain Communist
China. During the Vietnam War Australian
submarines spied oﬀ the coast of China.
According to Aljazeera, in 2020, the US,
outside the fifty US states and Washington,
DC, had 800 bases in eighty countries around
the world, with 173,000 troops deployed in
159 countries. The countries with the most US
bases are Japan with 120, Germany 119 and
South Korea with seventy-three bases. There
is one US base in Cuba, in which 731 troops
are stationed. In contrast, Britain, France,
and Russia have a total of thirty foreign bases

combined. Yet the sheer number of US bases,
their secrecy and lack of transparency, does
not raise any question by the Australian
government as to the potential threat they
have on global peace. In reality US bases are
geopolitically destabilising and have only led
to regional instability and political distrust.
The US foreign bases are well documented. The US Army-funded study, “US Presence
and Incidence of Conflict,” by the RAND
Corporation (2018), evaluates the impact
of US bases on potential global conflict. The
study uses David Vine’s list of bases given
in his BaseNation: How US Military Bases
Abroad Harm America and the World (2015),
rather than the Pentagon’s own unreliable
list. Vine’s database of 800 foreign military
bases (available on the Net) is only approximate, as many bases remain classified. The
Pentagon considers bases located in US territories as “overseas,” because they lack full
democratic incorporation into the United
States. As Vine writes in Base Nation and
If We Build Them, Wars Will Come (2020),
many Native American peoples justifiably
consider all domestic US bases in North
America and Hawai’i to be bases abroad, as
they occupy indigenous lands.
The types of US military bases include:
“base sites,” “lily pads,” and “US-funded
Host Nation” bases. All base sites are listed
by name in the Pentagon’s annual Base
Structure Report, including any significant
foreign military installation with US military facilities with more than around 200
US military personnel. A “Lily Pad” is a
small military installation, such as those in
Botswana, Namibia, Sierra Leone, Tunisia,
and Zambia. A “US-funded Host Nation”
base is not designed for explicit US use, such
as those in Latin America, and formerly in
Afghanistan. No country has a base on US
territory. Yet US bases encircle all countries
it considers a threat: Russia, China, Iran,
and Cuba.
In 2019, the staﬀ at Brown University
produced the Costs of War Project, at the
Watson Institute for International and Public
Aﬀairs, building a database of all US bases
around the world. It showed how extensive
the US network of global military and paramilitary collaboration was. According to these
figures, by 2015 the US military was actively
engaged in eighty nations on six continents,
and training at 471 locations within 120

countries. The US Department of Defense
(DoD) spent US$122 billion, following the
9/11 terror attack, in a training network that
had 150 defence agencies, civilian agencies,
armed forces colleges, defence trained centres, military units, private companies, and
NGOs, as well as the National Guard forces
of five states.
This report on how US military bases
encircle the globe was, “a distressing and
tremendously helpful resource for grappling
with the global geography of the American
armed forces.” More than three decades
after the end of the Cold War, the US still
stations troops at hundreds of locations
worldwide, such that it must raise certain
questions. As Vine demonstrates, these
foreign bases show how vast are the Pentagon’s operations, revealing a worldwide
network that can only bring with it a panoply
of ills that raise regional geopolitical tensions and provoke widespread antipathy
towards the United States. In Guam the US
has installed a self-perpetuating system of
second-class citizenship and in Okinawa it
created an atmosphere of sexual violence. In
other countries, the bases destroy the local
environment and damage local economies.
The financial cost for the Pentagon, in the
fiscal year 2014, to maintain these bases and
troops overseas cost a staggering US$100
billion. If the cost of all bases and troops
in warzones is combined it gives a figure of
US$200 billion per annum.
For many decades, the need for overseas
bases has been a quasi-religious dictum of US
foreign policy. After the US withdrawal from
Afghanistan, ending thirteen years of war at
a cost of over US$2 trillion, DoD should have
begun a re-examination of the tenets of the
US military strategy. It did not. Instead, the
DoD found new threats in Russia, China and
Iran. In reality, no country is a threat to the
US, yet the US is a direct threat to countries
around the world.
One has only to remember how in the
1980s, when the New Zealand government
refused the entrance of all US ships that
carried nuclear war heads, the US caused a
major economic down turn in New Zealand.
This suggests that Australia would be treated
in a similar way if we refused a US military
build-up in Australia. One is left to wonder
who the real threat is to Australia. 
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PCP ON THE INTERNAT
Portuguese Communist
EDITOR’S NOTE: The following is an
excerpt from the Central Committee of the
PCP on developments happening around
the world.
The evolution of the international
situation confirms central aspects of
the analysis of the 21st PCP Congress.
Capitalism reveals its exploitative,
oppressive, aggressive and predatory
nature, which is shockingly expressed
by unemployment, precarious work,
social injustice and inequalities, poverty, hunger, malnutrition, lack of
access to healthcare and social protection, by the denial of rights and failure
to respond to the basic needs of millions of human beings, by the attack on
freedoms and democracy, the heightening of international tensions, the
promotion of war and the worsening
of environmental problems, proving it
has no solutions to the problems confronting humanity.
Faced with the deepening of capitalism’s
structural crisis, big capital finds no other
response than the intensification of exploitation, the attack on rights, the increasing
concentration and centralisation of capital
and wealth, the violent imposition of its economic and political domination. As a result
of imperialism’s onslaught, the international
situation is marked by a serious and dangerous worsening, great instability and uncertainty and rapid developments. Counting on
the alignment of its allies, particularly NATO
and the European Union, but also Japan and
other countries in the Asia-Pacific region,
the United States of America intensifies
its strategy of imposing global hegemonic
dominance, reaching a qualitatively new
and even more serious threshold.
Insisting on its policy of interference
and aggression – called “maximum pressure” – against countries and peoples that
do not submit to its dictates, the US, with
its allies, pursues a dangerous escalation
of confrontation against Russia, while at
the same time continues to intensify, as its
latest actions show, its policy of confrontation against China.
Imperialism pursues its policy of interference, threats, blackmail and aggression,
of imposing sanctions and blockades, of
trying to politically and economically isolate
countries and peoples aimed at preventing
sovereign options for development and in
international relationships, and to control
their wealth.
This policy is evident in the recent initiatives by the US Administration in the
Asia-Pacific region, which aim to align the
countries of this region with its strategy
of confrontation, isolation and increasing provocation against China, including
the instrumentalisation of Taiwan and the
creation of AUKUS (which includes the US,
UK and Australia) or of QUAD (Quadrilateral Security Dialogue, made up of the US,
Australia, Japan and India). In the action

A Ukrainian soldier stands near an apartment ruined from Russian shelling in Borodyanka, Ukraine.
Photo: Efrem Lukatsky – flickr.com (CC BY 2.0)

against countries and peoples of the Middle
East, examples of which are the illegal occupation of territories and the oppression of
the Palestinian people by Israel; the war,
occupation and economic blockade imposed
by the US and its allies on Syria; the destabilisation and US military presence in Iraq;
the interference and war in Yemen; the
interference in Lebanon; or sanctions and
provocative manoeuvres against Iran. In
the interference and destabilisation against
Latin American countries, as exemplified
by the blockade, sanctions and discriminatory measures imposed by the US against
Cuba, Venezuela and Nicaragua, as well as
the case of preventing these countries from
participating in the Summit of the Americas.
In the occupation of Western Sahara by the
Kingdom of Morocco and in the promotion
of interference, destabilisation, coups d’état
and armed conflicts in countries on the African continent, such as Mali or Ethiopia. In
the sanctions imposed on various countries,
such as Belarus or the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea. These are some among
many other examples of imperialism’s
interference and aggression, as witnessed
all over the world.

Using powerful political, economic and
military means, the US, together with the
other major capitalist powers gathered in
the G7, is trying to respond to the serious
crisis which they are facing and counter
their relative decline, seeking to contain
and reverse the process of realignment of
forces that takes place at the world level and
which objectively challenges imperialism’s
hegemonic rule.
The US seeks to establish a new order
which it dominates, in open confrontation
with the principles of international relations
achieved with the victory over Nazi-fascism
in World War II, and which are set down in
the UN Charter and in the Final Act of the
Helsinki Conference.
It is in this context that the worrying
deterioration of the situation in Europe and
the war in Ukraine are taking place.
The current situation and its recent
developments are inseparable from decades
of the policy of encirclement, tension and
growing confrontation by the US, NATO and
the EU against the Russian Federation, in
the military, economic and political spheres,
which includes the continuous enlargement
of NATO – now worsened by the announced

enlargement to Finland and Sweden – and the
systematic surge in deployment of means and
troops of this political military bloc increasingly closer to the borders of that country.
Presented as being a war between Russia
and Ukraine, this war goes far beyond that. It
is, in fact, an expression of a US and NATO
war with Russia, within the framework of
the hegemonic strategy of US imperialism,
in which Ukraine and the political power
implanted there are used as a tool in this
dangerous warmongering action.
The fact that Russia is a capitalist country, with the class options that this implies
when defining its policy, does not restrain
the US’s goals of confrontation with that
country. The US seeks to condition the development, politically dominate and impose
control over Russia’s vast natural resources
and territory, as well as challenge its role on
the international level, including the development of diversified bilateral relations
and the promotion of areas of multilateral
cooperation and integration – such as the
Shanghai Cooperation Organisation (SCO)
or the BRICS (Brazil, Russia, India, China,
South Africa).
The situation in Ukraine cannot be

Presented as being a war between
Russia and Ukraine, this war goes far
beyond that. It is, in fact, an expression
of a US and NATO war with Russia,
within the framework of the hegemonic
strategy of US imperialism.
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TIONAL SITUATION
Party (PCP) Report
dissociated from the 2014 coup d’état, carried out by fascist groups, which led to the
imposition of a regime whose violent actions
are responsible for the increase of fractures
and divisions, persecutions, discrimination
and the denial of fundamental rights and
citizenship of populations, and for the outbreak of the war that has been taking place
since then in that country.
The Central Committee of the PCP reiterates that, unequivocally and unlike others,
it condemns this entire path of interference,
violence and confrontation, the 2014 coup
d’état promoted by the US in Ukraine, which
established a xenophobic and warmongering
power, the recent Russian military intervention in Ukraine and the intensification of the
warmongering escalation by the US, NATO
and the EU.
The PCP is on the side of peace and the
defence of a political solution to the conflict.
The PCP condemns the escalation of war and
militarism, contrary to the interests of the
workers and peoples, and warns of the serious dangers that such an escalation entails
for the world. The PCP expresses solidarity
with the peoples that are victims of the war.
The PCP reaﬃrms that it is urgent to
stop the policy of instigating confrontation,
which will only lead to the worsening of the
conflict, the loss of more human lives, greater
suﬀering and destruction. Initiatives are
needed that contribute to the de-escalation
of the conflict in Ukraine, to the ceasefire
and to a process of dialogue with a view to
a negotiated solution, to a response to the
issues of collective security and disarmament in Europe, to compliance with the
principles of the UN Charter and the Final
Act of the Helsinki Conference, principles
that the PCP upheld when the wars against
Yugoslavia, Iraq, Afghanistan, Libya or
Syria were at stake, and which it continues
to uphold consistently.
The PCP condemns the Portuguese government’s explicit commitment to escalating
confrontation, in a clear expression of submission to US interests. Portugal must dissociate
itself from the aggressive policy of the US,
NATO and the EU and, in accordance with
the Constitution of the Portuguese Republic
and within the scope of its foreign relations,
must contribute to the peaceful resolution of
international conflicts and to peace.
The escalation of the war in Ukraine,
with increasingly clear responsibilities of
the US, NATO and the EU, is being used to
whitewash policies and decisions that have
long been taken and are being implemented,
such as the increase in military spending, the
promotion of the arms race, the increase in
war-mongering alliances and partnerships
and the trivialisation of militarism in international relations.
The war is also being used to whitewash
NATO’s role and to disguise its warmongering
and oﬀensive nature, which are again evident in the proclaimed goals for its Summit
on June 29 and 30, in Madrid. NATO, contrarily to what it claims, is not a defensive

organisation, nor does it have anything to do
with an alleged concern for peace, security,
freedom, democracy or human rights. In
reality, and since its inception, it has been
a political-military bloc determined by the
goal of imperialist domination, responsible
for supporting fascist regimes – such as the
fascist dictatorship in Portugal, which was
a founding member of NATO in 1949 – for
supporting coups d’états and the imposition
of sanctions and blockades, for wars such
as those against Yugoslavia, Afghanistan or
Libya. NATO is an aggressive organisation
that disrespects sovereignty, democracy
and the rights of millions of human beings.
NATO in Europe does not mean peace, on
the contrary, it is deeply associated with the
wars on the continent after World War II, as
was seen in Yugoslavia and is now evident
in Ukraine.
The war in Ukraine is also being used as
a pretext to further the attack on freedoms
and rights, to step up the falsification, discrimination, manipulation and censorship
of information in order to impose a single
thought, to whitewash and spread reactionary and fascistic conceptions, to promote
anti-communism, attack democracy – a
dangerous drift in which agencies and information centres linked to imperialism play a
fundamental role.
The instigation of war and the spiral of
sanctions imposed by the US, NATO and
the EU are dragging the world into an even
more serious economic and social situation.
The fact that big capital is taking advantage
of war and sanctions – as happened with
the epidemic – becomes increasingly clear
with the spiral of speculation, the increase
in the prices of energy, food and other essential goods, the attack on living conditions
and the heightening of poverty and hunger
worldwide, resulting in a colossal increase
in the profits of multinationals.
The ongoing operation to blame only
this war for the causes of the main scourges
of humanity, seeks to relieve capitalism of
its responsibility, deepen exploitation and
speculation, providing cover for the continuation of the policy of confrontation and
domination.
By submitting to the US strategy, the
EU sacrifices the interests of the workers
and peoples who, under the brutal impact
of the rising cost of living, are seeing their
living conditions significantly degraded
and their labour and social rights attacked,
while accepting the undeniable economic
impacts that will be felt in Europe, far more
than in the US.
Faced with the mounting contradictions,
the EU seeks to carry its policies further and,
if possible, encourage a more profound capitalist integration, through an even greater
concentration of power in its institutions,
controlled by the main powers and dominated by the interests of their monopoly
groups – as was on display in the so-called
“Conference on the Future of Europe”.
An eﬀective response to the aspirations

Palestine rally in Melbourne. Photo: Matt Hrkac – flickr.com (CC BY 2.0)

of the workers and peoples of Europe does
not lie in the deepening of the EU and its
neoliberal, federalist and militarist policies,
but rather requires a path of social progress,
peace and cooperation, between sovereign
States, equal in rights.
In the current international context,
the resistance and struggle of countries and
peoples in defence of their sovereignty and
rights, including the right to development, for
the construction of a new international order
of peace, sovereignty and social progress,
assumes the utmost importance.
Valuing the actions that have taken place
in Portugal, the Central Committee of the
PCP reaﬃrms the importance of developing
the struggle for peace, against fascism and
war, against the escalation of confrontation,
aggression and interference by imperialism,
against the enlargement of NATO and for
its dissolution, against the militarisation
of the EU, for agreements on the control,
limitation and reduction of armaments, for
the end of nuclear weapons, sanctions and
blockades, for respect for the rights and

sovereignty of peoples, for the principles of
the United Nations Charter and the Final
Act of the Helsinki Conference – in line with
the values enshrined in the Constitution of
the Republic.
Calling for the development of solidarity
with the peoples who resist imperialism’s
violent action, the Central Committee of the
PCP welcomes the many and diverse struggles of workers and peoples that are taking
place throughout the world and reaﬃrms the
importance of expressions of anti-imperialist
resistance, as in Syria, Yemen, Cuba, Nicaragua or Venezuela, and mobilisations and
popular struggles, as in Palestine, Western
Sahara, Sudan, Brazil, Honduras or Colombia.
Aware of the dangers, but also of the
potential that the international situation
entails, the PCP will continue confidently
committed to strengthening the international
communist and revolutionary movement and
extending its cooperation, mutual solidarity
and unity in action, as well as the convergence of a broad anti-imperialist front. 

The instigation of war and the
spiral of sanctions imposed by the
US, NATO and the EU are dragging
the world into an even more serious
economic and social situation.
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REMEMBERING 26TH JULY 1953
IN 2022 – THE SPARK OF THE
CUBAN REVOLUTION CONTINUES
Richard Titelius
26th July 1953, Fidel Castro Ruz, a
sharp and upcoming lawyer led an
attack of 150 on the Moncada Army
Barracks in the eastern Cuban city
of Santiago. The country at the time
was in the tyrannical grip of the dictator Fulgencio Batista who had seized
power the year before with the support
of the United States. Only 100 of the
combatants that day saw action and
of those only thirty survived, including Fidel who was charged with treason and found guilty. Fidel appealed
and during his appeal he attacked the
legitimacy of the government of Batista, giving a short history of the struggle for freedom of the Cuban people
from Carlos Manuel de Cespedes in
the 1860s to Jose Marti in the 1890s
to that moment. Towards the end of
his defence plea he stated, “We were
born in a free country that our parents
bequeathed to us and the island will
sink into the sea before we consent to
be slaves of anyone.” He wished no ill
will to the judges who were trying him
nor did he “fear the miserable tyrant
who took the lives of seventy of my
comrades.” Fidel concluded with the
words which became prescient of the
socialist revolution which came later.
“Condemn me. It does not matter. History will absolve me.”
Fidel’s unrelenting patriotic speech created a buzz amongst the people of Cuba. Fidel
was sentenced to 19 years of forced labour
but the clamour from the masses saw him
freed with Batista sending Fidel into exile
in 1955 where he ended up in Mexico. The
following year, 1956, Fidel and eighty-one
other patriots, including Che Guevara and
Camilo Cienfuegos, travelled in the small
boat Granma to start an uprising in Cuba.
The mission almost failed when the ship
went oﬀ course landing them in the mangroves instead of the planned landing at the
beach. There they were greeted by Batista’s
planes who bombed the boat leaving only
twelve survivors.
The survivors determined regrouped
getting support from local farmers. The
revolutionaries who later became known
as, Los Barbudos or “The Bearded Ones,”
went on to carry out a six-month guerrilla
campaign, word of their exploits creating
another buzz amongst the people and they
responded and volunteers began to arrive.
On 1st January 1959, the revolution had in
one sense finished and, in another sense just
begun. They would now need to convert the
vacuum left by the fleeing dictatorship into a
socialist republic. Would the Cuban socialist
republic endure in the hearts and minds of
the Cuban people?
In 2022, sixty-three years later, the Cuban
Revolution continues despite the hardships
and attempts to subvert it by its much larger
capitalist neighbour to the north, the United
States of America. The US government sees
Cuba as a bad example but to most of the
people of Cuba and the rest of the rest of the

world, Cuba is the good example. Prior to the
triumph of the revolution most Cubans did
not have a job, nor a dwelling with water,
sanitation and electricity or access to education and health care. The government set
about to address the interests of the Cuban
people including literacy. Today this peoplefirst approach continues which is why the
revolution still enjoys the strong support of
the majority of Cuban people. The majority
of the world looks to Cuba as an example
of how society can be transformed for the
benefit of all.
Why do people want to leave Cuba and
what about 11th July 2021, protests?
Some people choose to leave Cuba encouraged by the US who use their position in the
world to severely blockade Cuba making it
diﬃcult for economic activity in Cuba to be
fully realised. The largest and closest neighbour fears the example Cuba sets and tries to
paint the revolution as “bad example” and a
“threat.” So, it tries to bring Cuba to its knees
by various means, the principal one being
through an economic and financial blockade,
which not only restricts trade between the
two countries but also puts restrictions on
other countries wanting to trade with Cuba,
especially by including Cuba on the list of
countries that sponsor terrorism. COVID
and the lack of tourists, the blockade and
the terrorist-watch list mean great diﬃculties arise in the day to day lives of the Cuban
people. Food prices have risen in Cuba and to
shop in some supermarkets requires having
a plastic card topped up with USD. While
the state through its system of a ration card
for basic food items and toothpaste ensure
that no one is left hungry, shortages are
always diﬃcult to cope with. The US again
saw an opportunity to exploit the shortages
it helped create.
On 11th July 2021, in San Antonio de los
Baños, Matanzas, Palma Soriano (in Santiago
de Cuba province) and a few other cities there
were US-sponsored protests organised via
social media including “Bots and troll farms
to disseminate messages on Twitter through
false accounts and using technology to change
the geolocators to make it look as though
the messages originated in Cuba,” according to research by Helen Yaﬀe published
by American University – Washington DC.
The protests were about shortages of
food, personal hygiene items and medicine,
electricity blackouts and restrictions taken
by the government to control COVID-19
transmissions. At the time President Miguel
Dias-Canel went to San Antonio de Baños
to listen and speak with the people about
their concerns. In the year that has passed
Cuba has its own COVID vaccines and has
succeeded in vaccinating most of its people
causing COVID-related deaths to plummet
and transmission to also be greatly reduced.
This has allowed foreign tourists to once
again visit Cuba and has given a kick start
to employment. Repairs have been made to
electricity generating infrastructure though
there still remain challenges. The twenty main
organisers of the more violent protests and
principal ringleaders were given sentences
of up to twenty years in a trial in January

2022 in Holguin. The sentences were part
deterrent and partly as a punishment for the
severity of the loss of peace and order that
these protests caused. The protagonists were
in part inspired by the words to a song by a
group of expatriate Cuban musicians from
the Cuban bands Gente de Zona and Yotuel,
who recorded a song in Miami in February
2021, Patria y Vida (Homeland and life)
which suggests the sixty years since 1959 is
too long to wait for a better world and revolution was a failure. On the other side of the
polemic, the patriot artists in Cuba recorded,
Patria o Muerte por la vida (Homeland or
death for life), a song which suggests that the
artists who recorded Patria y Vida have sold
out on the Revolution, and are puppets of
the empire and slaves of money. The video
clips are both available to view on YouTube.

The spark ignited by the failed storming
of the Moncada Barracks on 26th July 1953
brought on the Cuban Revolution by the
decade’s end and that revolution continues
to this day in Cuba. Freedom also brings
responsibilities for each and every Cuban as
freedom must be fought for and defended as
well as cultivated, propagated, and celebrated
and Cubans do this every year on 26th July.
As the world faces challenges over climate
change, a growing recession, a pandemic
that mutates and continues onwards, Cuba
shows it is the proud and resolute nation
that could overthrow a brutal dictatorship
and begin a new society. Cuba continues to
be an example and a beacon for hope and
change around the world.
Long live 26th July! 

In 2022, sixty-three years later, the Cuban Revolution
continues despite the hardships and attempts to
subvert it by its much larger capitalist neighbour to
the north, the United States of America.
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UK: RAIL PROFITS
MAKE A MOCKERY OUT OF
WORKING PEOPLE
It seems an age ago that the Tories
claimed to be the voice of the working class.
Since the fall of the so-called “red wall”
when workers lent them their vote to get
Brexit done as many saw it, this rotten Tory
government has relentlessly attacked workers by slashing services and driving down
wages at the height of a cost-of-living crisis.
In the transport sector the government’s
so-called levelling-up agenda has involved
bulldozing through a wave of cuts not seen
for a generation.
This involves cutting thousands of jobs,
attacking terms and conditions and removing the very concept of ticket oﬃces from
the network.
The government claims that there is no
money in the industry, yet international
investors are falling over themselves to get
in on the act and enjoy the corporate welfare
schemes that have become synonymous with
privatisation.
The board of Go-Ahead – the operator
of Thameslink, Southern and Great Northern – last month agreed to a £650 million
takeover by Australian bus operator Kinetic
and Spanish infrastructure investor Globalvia.
Meanwhile, FirstGroup – whose lines
include Great Western and South Western –
is in talks with US-based I Squared Capital,

another infrastructure specialist, over a £1.2
billion deal.
And Stagecoach, once the biggest rail
operator in the country which now focuses
on buses, struck a deal with DWS, the infrastructure investment arm of German lender
Deutsche Bank, for £595 million in March.
The Stagecoach deal has gone through.
Should the other two go ahead, Britain’s railways will not have one domestically owned
operator but plenty of foreign state-owned
enterprises.
The reason this international feeding
frenzy is taking place is due to the fact that
transport services will continue to be propped
up at great cost to the taxpayer.
Moreover, the long-awaited reforms
included in the so-called Great British Railways package will see the end of the franchising system – where operators pay the
government a premium and collect fares – in
favour of a concession model whereby fares
are passed to the government, which pays the
train companies a fixed fee to run services.
This removes the risk and guarantees a
low but steady profit stream extracted from
local monopolies, a model that is extremely
attractive to a subsector of the global private
investments called infrastructure funds.
Infrastructure investors such as Australia’s Macquarie or Brookfield, the Canadian

owners of Canary Wharf, prefer protecting
the downside of their profit margins rather
than maximising the upside.
The environmental agenda also comes
into play here as getting people out of their
cars and onto buses and trains can deliver
handsome profits if you are in the right place
at the right time.
For instance, Kinetic and Globalvia’s
takeover of Go-Ahead, as well as DWS and

Stagecoach, were also opportunities to make
money from buses.
The government’s Bus Back Better published last year pledged £7 billion of funding
for the sector. Much of that investment will
be sweated by these international investors
and recycled into profits. Plus change or, as
the shareholders may say, trebles all round.
Morning Star 

STARBUCKS BARISTAS UNIONISE AFTER
CONNECTICUT BANS BOSSES’ ANTI-UNION
“CAPTIVE AUDIENCE” MEETINGS
Baristas at the Starbucks in
Vernon won their union election 13-1 on 14th July, two
weeks after a new law went
into eﬀect in Connecticut preventing employers from disciplining employees who refuse
to sit through mandatory antiunion meetings.
Connecticut labour leaders had
fought to ban “captive audience”
meetings for more than a decade.
A bill was first introduced in 2005,
but each year management groups
lobbied against it.
This time the bill passed on an
eighty-eight to fifty-six vote, generally along party lines. Eight Democrats joined all but one Republican
in voting against it. Rep. Tom Delnicki of South Windsor cast the lone
Republican vote in favour.

Connecticut is now one of only
two states with laws protecting
workers from being forced to listen
to anti-union speeches. Oregon is
the other.
The new law, “An Act Protecting
Employee Freedom of Speech and
Conscience,” also prevents employers from requiring employees to
remain at meetings where they
impart political or religious views.
On 1st July, a group of Starbucks workers, union supporters,
and state legislators celebrated the
new law at a press conference at the
Starbucks in Vernon.
When they voted yes for the
union, these workers became the
second Starbucks to organise in the
state. The first workers to organise, earlier this year, work at the
Corbin’s Corner Starbucks in West
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Hartford. They are organising with
the union Workers United.
The workers cite low pay, lack
of aﬀordable health benefits, and
pressure to come in to work sick
as some of their top motivations.
On top of these issues, the workers say they’ve taken oﬀ the job at
peak times to listen to anti-union
arguments. As of the 1st July, the
workers no longer need to remain
at these anti-union meetings.
“Enough is enough,” Salwa
Mogaddedi, a barista at the Vernon
location, said. “Frankly, we are tired
of the intimidation and the lies
against our unionising eﬀorts, lies
that have unfolded during captive
audience meetings, which many
of us were forced to endure under
fear of discipline.”
Mogaddedi thanked

Connecticut labour lobbyists for
their support, saying the law is “an
important first step in the right
direction resolving the policies
that make it diﬃcult for workers to
organise in the first place, as there
is a constant fear of being penalised
just for wanting a voice in our work
environment.”
“We hope the passing of this bill
gives confidence to other workers
who are seeking to gain concessions from the goliaths of industry.
If we regular working class people
can take on one of the most impermeable companies and win, then
workers everywhere can win as
well,” she said.
“We stand in solidarity with
Starbucks workers everywhere.
We will not back down. We will not
allow ourselves to be intimidated

any longer and we will continue to
fight for better standards. Labour is
entitled to all it creates. All power
to the working class,” Mogaddedi
concluded.
Sen. Gary Winfield, chair of
the Judiciary Committee, said the
law has “given a little bit of relief
to workers and I hope we continue
in this vein.”
Winfield, Rep. Stephen
Stafstrom (Judiciary co-chair),
and Attorney General William Tong
all received Workers’ Voice awards
during the Connecticut AFL-CIO
convention in June for their leadership in getting the bill passed.
People’s World 
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Sydney Vigil

STOP USA BLOCKADE
ON CUBA
Join us in Sydney to demand that
the USA stops the blockade on Cuba
with the right to self determination.
Also stop other blockades like
Venezuela and Gaza.

4:15 pm Wednesday August 17
50 Miller Street North Sydney
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WHY WESTERN PREDICTIONS
ON CHINA WERE MOSTLY
WRONG IN PAST DECADE
Yang Sheng
When commenting on China, some in
the West only see a country constantly at the cusp of crisis, ranging from
predictions of a “China hard landing”
or “China collapse,” to “COVID is China’s Chernobyl moment” and “the end
of Communist Party of China’s (CPC)
rule.” Over the past decade, whenever China encountered diﬃculties and
challenges, some Western politicians,
scholars and so-called China experts
always repeat wild prophecies about
the fate of China and the CPC. Needless
to say, none was even remotely right.
Far from it, China under the leadership
of CPC has overcome various challenges,
become stronger than ever and is closer to
the centre of the global stage than ever. Even
under the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic,
China has showed a much better performance
than the West in saving lives and controlling the epidemic since the beginning, and
its economic growth is still faster than most
major economies, Chinese experts said.
The wrong predictions about China in
the past decade have shown an interesting
trend of Western understanding of China:
from downplaying China’s development
and exaggerating the problems that China
has, to recognising the fact of China’s rise,
and now to the anxiety of how to deal with
a powerful China with a unique political
system and culture that is very diﬀerent
from the West. In other words, from the
China Collapse Theory to the China Threat
Theory, said analysts.

WRONG PREDICTION
The “China collapse theory” is a typical example of wrong Western predictions
about China, and there are quite a number
of Western scholars who used to or still hold
these opinions. A representative prediction
of such kind was made by Francis Fukuyama
in 2012: China’s top-down political system,
under pressure from a growing middle class
empowered by wealth and social networks,
is likely to blow up at some point.
Fukuyama told media that “China has
always been a country with a big information
problem where the emperor cannot figure
out what is going on at a grassroots level”
[…] and “this is in so many respects exactly
the Communist Party’s problem. Because
they do not have a free media, they do not
have local elections, they cannot really judge
what their people are thinking.”
Fukuyama is not alone in this regard.
There were some other “famous” Western
proponents of the hilarious theory that used
their biased knowledge to predict China’s
course in the past ten years, such as when
former US secretary of state Hillary Clinton said in 2011 that the “Chinese system is
doomed.” In an interview with the Atlantic,
Clinton said Beijing’s human rights record
is “deplorable” and it is “trying to stop history” by opposing the advance of democracy.
Gordon Chang, a “well-known” “China
Collapse” theory fanatic, has frequently

Photo: N509FZ – commons.wikimedia.org (CC BY-SA 4.0)

prognosticated on “China’s collapse,” but
despite all indications to the contrary, he
just kept changing the time of the “collapse”
again and again.

WHY ARE THEY WRONG?
In the background of Fukuyama’s prediction was the Wenzhou high-speed train
accident in 2011, which sparked a massive
discussion by the Chinese public on social
media platforms, with many voices expressing
safety concerns about public transportation
as well as questioning the credibility of the
government over the crash investigation.
But was the incident proving Fukuyama’s
assumption that the CPC has failed to grasp
what Chinese people are thinking? Has the
growing access of the Chinese middle class
to the internet weakened the authority of
the government? Analysts say the answer
is clear: Fukuyama was wrong.
In terms of social media, today China has
more than 1 billion web users, compared with
about 560 million in 2012. “Why didn’t the
expansion of web users weaken the political
system of China? The reason is that China has
successfully developed online public opinion
platforms that allow people to express their
opinions, reflect on the problems of Chinese
society and eﬀectively warn the government
to fix them,” said Zhang Yiwu, a professor
at Peking University.
In the past ten years, China proved that
its high-speed trains are reliable and the
country has the biggest and most advanced
high-speed rail network in the world. The
accident in 2011 did not stop the development
of China or change the people’s confidence
in the country, said analysts.
Many hotspot issues that were discussed
every day on Chinese social media networks
like corruption and air pollution have been
eﬀectively addressed in the past decade. The
anti-corruption campaign launched by the
CPC after the 18th CPC National Congress

has successfully reshaped a clean and healthy
political environment in China and has won
full support from the people. Air quality in
cities like Beijing has improved remarkably
in recent years and residents in the capital
can see blue skies frequently, compared to
a decade ago.
All of these facts prove that the CPC can
eﬀectively collect information about the
grassroots to find the problems and solutions,
spot mistakes and eﬀectively correct them
as soon as possible, experts noted.
Zhang Weiwei, director of the China
Institute of Fudan University, told the Global
Times that Western political scientists or
scholars have made a lot of eﬀorts to predict
events in the world, but most of time, they
failed. “They failed to predict the collapse
of the Soviet Union in the past, and they
also failed to predict the rise of China, they
couldn’t even predict the rise of Trumpism,
and most Western economists failed to predict the financial crisis in 2008.”
There are two main problems with the
failure of the West to make correct predictions about China, Zhang said. “First is that
they have ideological bias, as they believe
China or any other non-Western country
will eventually be Westernized as long as it
wants to be modernised. Another problem
is that Western political science is based on
the experience of Western history, so when
Western scholars used such ‘science’ to analyse China, a country with an entirely diﬀerent civilisation, they will come to unreliable
conclusions most of the time.”

CORRECT PREDICTION
Of course, not all predictions from other
countries about China are pessimistic but
the problem is that Western media and
society does not pay enough attention to
these predictions.
Martin Jacques, a former senior fellow at
the Department of Politics and International
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Studies at Cambridge University, made some
correct predictions in his work published in
2009, When China Rules the World. Jacques
said China’s history and its culture is so different that you cannot make sense of it using
a Western template.
“My book was very controversial when
it was published in 2009, because basically
it did not accept what was then the Western common sense about China. Chinese
economic growth would continue for a long
time to come because its level of development allowed that possibility,” Jacques said.
Jacques holds an entirely different
opinion compared to many other Western
scholars who always demonise the Chinese
political system or the governance of the CPC
in China. “Far from being in crisis, in fact,
support for the Chinese political system had
increased and would continue to increase
as long as China was successful,” he said.
Because the people can see that it has
“worked extremely well for China, and therefore would strengthen the political system
in China. China would not only remain very
diﬀerent, but globally, as China rose, there
would be an increasing process of ‘sinification’ of the world,” in other words, growing
Chinese influence in lots of diﬀerent ways
around the world, Jacques said.
On how to analyse China correctly, Zhang
Weiwei has some suggestions for the Western
scholars. “They should observe polls from
creditable and authoritative institutes like
Pew and Ipsos, as they conduct surveys on
large samples of people on topics like government satisfaction in successive years,
and you will get a cautious conclusion via
comprehensive comparison of that data;
second, to do the field research rather than
only staying in the house to focus on data
and second-hand sources, otherwise your
conclusions will be far from the facts.”
Global Times 
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