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MEDICARE
UNDER ATTACK
Anna Pha
An investigation by the ABC, and the
Nine newspapers Sydney Morning
Herald and The Age, claims that $8 billion (approximately thirty per cent) of
Medicare’s annual $28 billion budget
is being wasted. The claims are based
on estimates by lawyer and researcher
Dr Margaret Faux’s PhD.
The blame was laid on Australia’s doctors, radiologists, and pathologists as well
as errors and the complexity of the system.
In the space of a week The Age and the
Sydney Morning Herald ran more than
twenty articles on the subject. The ABC,
which has lurched to the right under Ita Buttrose’s tenure, also gave it extensive coverage. Other corporate media outlets wasted
no time jumping on the bandwagon in what
amounted to a massive attack on Medicare.
At the time of writing the media that
ran hard with the claims had provided no
proof but referred to anecdotal (and sensationalist) examples such as some dead
people being bulkbilled. A 2020 Australian
National Audit Oﬃce (ANAO) assessment
estimated Medicare non-compliance costs
of up to $2.2 billion per year.
Health Minister Mark Butler has commissioned a report on the Health Department’s
existing compliance and audit programs. This
will form part of a wider review looking for
savings (read cuts) in health, the NDIS, and
other social expenditure.

NEOLIBERAL
UNDERMINING
Rorting and fraud are not acceptable,
but the source of the problem is not doctors
but the cuts to funding and other attacks on
Medicare and the public health system by
the neoliberal policies of successive Coalition and Labor governments.
Medicare has been subjected to a death
by a thousand cuts over the past forty years.
That is not to deny that some medical practitioners and services such as pathology and
radiology are doing what they can to increase
incomes and profits – some of it illegal or
overservicing.
The system of Medicare rebates has
largely been deregulated and the provisions
of health services privatised. When doctors,
pathologists, and radiologists bulkbill, the
government pays them a rebate based on
a schedule of fees. It is illegal for them to
charge a fee when bulkbilling. Previously
patients were required to sign a form when
being bulkbilled. That is no longer the case;
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Save Medicare rally, Sydney, 2014. Photo: Bernadette Smith

it has been completely digitalised meaning
patients have no idea when and if Medicare
is bulkbilled for non-existent or additional
services.
The rebate that bulkbilling doctors receive
for services has been cut in real terms over
the past forty or so years through freezes
and below inflation rises. Medicare rebates
have not kept pace with the cost of living and
have never covered the true cost of delivering quality medical care.
Dr Con Costa, former long-term national
president of the Doctors’ Reform Society, told
the Guardian, “First they froze the Medicare
rebate until it dropped from eighty-five per
cent of Australian Medical Association rates
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at the start, to current forty three percent of
the AMA rate. No bulk billing practice can
survive on that.”
The rebate paid to GPs for a standard
consultation was $8.20 in 1976. Sounds small,
but in today’s money using the Reserve Bank
of Australia’s inflation calculator is worth
$54.18. The rebate paid to bulkbilling doctors since September 2022 is only $39.75.
This is intentional, aiming to force more
doctors and services to cease bulkbilling. The
Abbott government was forced by public
opposition to withdraw its plans for a $5
gap payment when doctors bulkbill.
As with all small businesses, costs rise
every year. These costs include wages for
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receptionists and nurses, rent, medical
equipment, cleaning, electricity, computers,
software, and insurance. All these costs must
be met by the fee doctors are paid through the
Medicare rebate or by patients. Commentators often refer to the last ten years of cuts,
but they began well before then.
To sustain their practices many doctors
then stated to bulkbill and charge a $30 fee
– far larger than the proposed gap payment.
This is illegal. The government turned a blind
eye and included that “bulkbilling” in the
oﬃcial bulkbilling rate of eighty-five per cent.
Coalition and Labor governments have
frozen and reduced rebates in real terms.
Continued on page 2
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WEST JERUSALEM NO
LONGER RECOGNISED
BY AUSTRALIA AS
ISRAELI CAPITAL
One of the more heinous foreign policy decisions of the former Morrison government
has been reversed: Australia no longer recognises West Jerusalem as the capital of Israel.
Speaking on the decision, Foreign Minister
Penny Wong stated that the 2018 Decision by
the then-Coalition government “put Australia
out of step with the majority of the international community,” further stating that the
issue of Jerusalem “has to be resolved through
negotiation between the parties.”
Wong, however, was quick to add, however,
“Australia will always be a steadfast friend of
Israel,” and adding that “We will not waver
in our support of both Israel and the Jewish
community in Australia.”
Naturally, the news was not received well in
Israel with Israeli Prime Minister Yair Lapid
saying:
“In light of the way in which this decision
was made in Australia, as a hasty response
to an incorrect report in the media, we can
only hope that the Australian government
manages other matters more seriously and
professionally […]. Jerusalem is the eternal
and united capital of Israel and nothing will
ever change that.”
On the other hand, Palestinian Prime
Minister Mohammed Shtayyeh welcomed the
decision as a “wise and bold decision,” adding that it reflected “Australia’s respect and
alignment with the values of truth, justice
and freedom, and the legitimate rights of the
Palestinian people, sanctioned by international legitimacy.”
While this is a much-welcomed decision,
the Albanese government’s position and policy
concerning the Israeli-Palestinian conflict
could be better. For example, it should support
the Boycott, Divestment, and Sanctions (BDS)
movement, which is supported by the South
African National Congress and the Congress
of South African Trade Unions.
Such maneuvers would meaningfully and
substantially highlight a commitment to
peace in the region and show our support
for Palestinian statehood.
Furthermore, Palestinian statehood cannot
be qualified in dubious or insincere terms
and we must understand it as an incremental
process in our support for the complete liberation of Palestine from its occupiers. Despite
the move, by qualifying Israel as a “steadfast
friend,” Wong has tacitly endorsed the violence towards Palestinians and is attempting
to speak out of both sides of her mouth.
The apartheid must end, which is part of
the ongoing genocide of the Palestinian people who have been neglected by the West for
generations. This neglect is not accidental; it is
deliberate. Israel, like Australia in the South
Pacific, serves as a base for US imperialism
in the Middle East and must be combatted
at every step.
Free, free Palestine!

MEDICARE
UNDER ATTACK
Continued from page 1

Governments have known
that some medical practitioners
are gaming the system but turn a
blind eye. They do not want to draw
attention as to why.
Some practices have resorted to
renting out an oﬃce to a pathology
company at many times the market
value. This rent can provide up to
thirty per cent of the practice’s
income! The pathology company
gains by patients walking out of
one room into pathology.
There are suggestions that doctors over-test to ensure the pathology service has enough business
to want to keep the rental going.
Federal government turns a blind
eye to this as it covers up the extent
bulkbilling has been eroding and the
cosy relationship between doctors
and Big Pathology/ Radiology at
the “all in one” centres.

CONSEQUENCES
OF CUTS
Not only is there a shortage of
GPs but according to the Australian
College of General Practitioners’
annual General Practice Health of
the Nation 2022 report, almost half
of GPs in a survey reported that it
was financially unsustainable for
them to continue working as a GP.
In addition, one quarter of those
who responded indicated that they
planned to retire within the next
five years. (See Guardian, “Health
Care is a Human Right,” #2028)
Some doctors have gone into
large private clinics that charge
patients’ fees – sometimes quite
large. The door has been opened
wide to foreign-owned corporations
who oﬀer bulkbilling by churning
patients through in five or sixminute consultations. As a result,
the quality of health care suﬀers
greatly, all-too-often resulting in
higher costs down the track.
Anyone who has tried to find a
bulkbilling practice will know how
diﬃcult it is.
GPs are not responsible for the
present health crisis. Governments
through neoliberal cost-cutting,
privatisation, and deregulation are

the cause. The present beat-up is
the precursor to justify future cuts.
“The real losers are patients
who are stuck with five-minute
medicine, long delays to see a GP,
and under the table fees by ‘bulkbilling’ doctors,” said Dr Costa.
“It’s a bad situation for patients
in suburbs. It’s even worse in rural
and more remote areas where doctors are now an extinct species.”
Labor’s first budget has small
increases in medical spending,
primarily in rural regions and on
Indigenous health services, and
urgent care centres within established medical centres.

TWO-CLASS SYSTEM
The public health system is in
crisis. Doctor shortages, regional
areas without GPs, rural hospitals without a doctor, emergency
waiting rooms at public hospitals
with waiting times of up to thirty
hours. Increasingly patients who
cannot get into a GP or aﬀord a GP
are turning to emergency departments. There are major shortfalls
in nursing numbers.
Rorting the Medicare system by
such means as bulkbilling Medicare
for rebates for services that were
not delivered or overservicing are
not the cause of the crisis. They are
an outcome.
It is worth asking why the
sudden furore and sensationalism
around rorting, fraud, and errors
in Medicare rebates alongside the
concerns being raised about future
cost blowouts.
Is it because the private health
insurance companies are pushing to
provide medical outpatient coverage
for their members – another source
of profit and means of privatisation
of Medicare? The profits on top of
rebates will cost taxpayers more.
Those who cannot aﬀord private health insurance will remain
under a Medicare system starved of
funds as Australia’s health system is
Americanised. In the US, spending
on healthcare (mostly by patients)
is nineteen per cent of GDP – the
highest in the world.
The Medicare budget is not
much more than the cost of one

nuclear-powered submarine. What
sort of values has a government got
that it is willing to spend hundreds
of billions of dollars on killing
machines rather than saving lives
and providing for the health and
wellbeing of its people?

THE REAL RORTERS
There is rorting of $10 billion
in government handouts to sustain
an otherwise unsustainable private
hospital system.
Labor’s Health Minister Mark
Butler has announced a departmental probe into Medicare which will
play up the “rorting.”
The Health Department’s
watchdog, the Professional Services
Review (PSR), has always been massively understaﬀed. “By reducing
funding and staﬃng they removed
the teeth from PSR which remained
only as a rump,” Costa said.
“GPs are right to be outraged at
this kick in the guts by successive
neoliberal governments that abandoned Medicare and its principles
a long time ago, and their audacity
to blame Medicare and GPs for the
current mess the politicians have
created,” Costa said.
The Communist Party (CPA)
is calling for:
• The full restoration of
bulkbilling with universal
access;
• Medical rebates to be fully
indexed;
• Doctors to be given the choice
of being salaried;
• Training of more doctors;
• Inclusion of dental care under
Medicare;
• PBS scripts free at point of
delivery;
• No nuclear-powered subs;
• Diversion of $10 billion private
health insurance rebate to
public sector;
• No tax cuts for the rich.
The CPA supports medical and
other health services being funded
through a progressive taxation
system and the eventual nationalisation of health care. 

Stall at Liverpool Hospital, Sydney, to promote the CPA health campaign,2011. Photo: Brian McGee
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A WELLBEING BUDGET FOR
AUSTRALIA 2022-23 AND BEYOND

Photo: Ryan Wick – flickr.com/photos/ryanwick/2188315629 (CC BY 2.0)

Our wellbeing as Australians into the
future will be determined very much
by what is given priority in the national
budget. Because a Labor government is
now in power a somewhat more optimistic mood may be sensed among the
people and even the pundits.
A cynic might question whose wellbeing
the government really has in mind. Welfare
or neo-liberalism, is that not the question?
But the answer should be about how people’s
lives have been changed for the better and
how we measure that.
The concept of a wellbeing budget as
opposed to merely a welfare one seems to
have come to Australia from our cousins
in Aotearoa/New Zealand just across the
Tasman where from 2019 the practice of
developing priorities and measuring achievements has involved more “sophisticated”
means than just relying the basic on GDP
(Gross Domestic Product) outcome.
According to Professor Stephen Bartos,
Head of Economics at the University of Canberra, it seems that New Zealand, along with
Australia, has a reputation for remarkably
enlightened approaches to comprehensive
budget presentations so that the wellbeing
approach is also known as the “antipodean”
approach.
However, as early as 2007, Scotland had
developed a total of eleven major outcomes
from it budgetary processes ranging from “a
globally competitive, entrepreneurial, inclusive and sustainable economy” to children
growing up “loved, safe and respected.”
The overall process included no fewer than
eighty-one measures of improvement such
as physical development scores as measures
of child wellbeing.
Closer to home, New Zealand has developed its own set of long-term goals. These
include transition to a sustainable low
emissions economy, developing social and
economic opportunities, lifting Maori and
Pacific people’s opportunities, reducing
child poverty, and improving mental health.

In essence, these commendable priorities
could be easily transferred to an Australian
context.
Environmental concerns, supported
by scientific thinking, are now widespread
across the nation. Climate change denial,
like anti-vaccination, exists as a minority
voice in our society, but the reality remains
that governments ignore specialist advice
as well as community advocacy at their
peril. In Australia’s case, fire, flood and the
experience of those closest to the land, in
particular rural and remote communities,
express their keen awareness of the climate
change reality.
Transitioning our economy away from
fossil fuel dependency has virtually become
a truism, with issues such as timing, support for communities most aﬀected, and
ultimately funding being the key challenges
that politicians, if not the nation as a whole,
need to resolve in a fair and just manner.
Recently, the benefits of immigration
have really come to the fore when the “tap
was turned oﬀ”, so to speak, with the decision to refuse entry to the country to just
about anyone during the pandemic. Now
there is an employment crisis, particularly
for labouring type jobs that were regularly
filled by new arrivals or overseas students.
Delays in processing refugees, people already
here and ready and willing to work, have
only exacerbated this problem unnecessarily. Funding to relieve this humanitarian
hiatus would actually be an investment with
a multiplicity of beneficial returns.
Where are the real needs in our society? It
is hard to move beyond the outlook for many
who comprise our most treasured resource,
namely our children, especially those of First
Nations background. And where and how
do we start allowing them to achieve their
full potential? The pre-eminent demand,
often ignored by oﬃcialdom, remains in
consultation at the community level, simply
listening to and working with the people “on
the ground” to resolve immediate needs. In

a remote First Nations community it may
involve harnessing community resources to
establish a bilingual education program in
the local school or to explore the possibilities
for Indigenous tourism in remote locations.
At the very bottom of the social order in
Australia languish our First Nations women
who suﬀer the worst rates of violence not just
considering Australia but anywhere else in
the world. Budgets provide the funding for
both the justice and welfare systems which
are designed to protect and assist vulnerable
people, but where statistics alone demonstrate
systemic failure. In fact, in recognition of the
plight of First Nations Australians, a means
of measuring progress has already been
introduced. Around 2007 an assessment
we all now know as “Closing the Gap,” was
adopted. Actually, this concept was borrowed,
not surprising, from our cousins across the
Tasman. Despite some criticisms, at the very
least the statistics have helped to identify
progress or, lamentably, the lack thereof.
Reductions in poverty in socialist or
socialist-oriented countries, notably China,
Vietnam, and Venezuela, give rise to thoughts
about what Australia should be achieving for
the poorest across our nation where the alleviation of poverty seems to have stagnated,
if not reversed.
A wellbeing budget should rank the most
needy citizens as a top priority. Certainly in
Australia First Nations women and children,
many of whom are facing dire poverty, and
often outrageous violence, demand the most
humanitarian approach possible to the delivery of services. This entails targeted support
for community groups as well as individual
families, accompanied by provisions for
better trained and qualified support staﬀ with
special reference to cultural awareness in
particular, especially for protective agencies.
In the consideration of defence allocation in the budget, many people query why
Australia stands so near the top of the list
among comparable nations. At the same time,
many express concern about the minimal

returns for such huge outlays. In this context, the intensity, as well as the frequency
of natural disasters, has highlighted the
need for strengthening our “civil defence”
capability as opposed to joining distant
conflicts or presenting a militaristic image
to nearby neighbours. In this capacity, our
soldiers have been warmly welcomed by
many communities in distress.
Diversion of funds from defence to health,
especially mental health, expenditure along
with the increased job creation potential of
spending on hospitals, schools and housing
would be most welcome but would create
other demands, especially on training and
the supply of materials.
In reflection, the Scottish budget monitoring experience and the approach in New
Zealand/Aotearoa suggest that the benefits
from the well-being approach may be incremental and accrue only over the long term,
meaning a decade or so with the need for fine
tuning along the way. But these approaches
do ensure the inclusion of humanitarian elements in a national budget and the provision
of a means of measuring benefits.
Ultimately, the concept of wellbeing
should embrace a wider vision and extend
beyond introspection and self-interest, so that
our foreign aid allocations become part of an
extended outreach program of international
friendship, possibly modelled on the Cuban
doctors and teachers and their overseas work,
even here in Australia, especially amongst
our First Nations people. Possibly a revived
Colombo Plan style operation, funded by a
growing rather than shrinking foreign aid
program should be another priority.
In the first instance, let’s make amends
with Timor L’este in the promotion of
international friendship with nations in
our neighbourhood and, in addition, set an
example to the world in our committed support for United Nations agencies and their
humanitarian work. 

A wellbeing budget should rank the most needy citizens as
a top priority. Certainly in Australia First Nations women
and children, many of whom are facing dire poverty, and
often outrageous violence, demand the most humanitarian
approach possible to the delivery of services.
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FIRST NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL
ACTION IN RETAIL

RAFFWU MEMBERS
STRIKE AT APPLE

The Brisbane strike.

N Stallon
Members of the Retail and
Fast Food Workers Union
(RAFFWU) went on strike in
the first nationally co-ordinated industrial action in retail in
Australian history.
Up to 150 RAFFWU members
in Apple stores around the country stopped work for an hour on
Tuesday 18th October as part of
an on-going enterprise bargaining
agreement negotiation.
Union members in Newcastle
and Brisbane held rallies, where
RAFFWU delegates addressed
crowds of unionists and supporters. Speakers demanded action
and spoke of the stress caused by
issues such as union busting and
unfair rostering.
Apple workers are fighting for
safety policies covering bullying,
workplace harassment, and discrimination; job security rights
including set rosters for part time
employees; fair leave provisions;
and living wages.
Staﬀ at Apple are treated as
casuals, required to be available
seven days a week and denied set
rosters. Disgracefully, Apple also
pays less than minimum Award
wages through a rotten enterprise
agreement that doesn’t pay any
casual loading.
In addition to work stoppages,
RAFFWU members have begun
imposing more than a dozen work
bans from Wednesday, including
refusing to accept deliveries, sell
certain items, or repair certain
items.
Shamefully, Apple has engaged
in a vicious union-busting

campaign, removing flyers created
by staﬀ with information about the
campaign, as well as claiming that
some workers’ industrial action is
unprotected and threatening to
unlawfully cut wages.
This comes after Apple has
repeatedly refused to treat workers
with respect, negotiate with unions,
and present a fair oﬀer.
“Apple has refused to bargain
in good faith, hardly budging from
a wage-cutting substandard deal
which pays less than the [minimum wage], without set rosters,
and without any work-life balance,” RAFFWU secretary Josh
Cullinan said.
“Despite eighteen meetings
across ten weeks, Apple refuses to
guarantee minimum conditions
– let alone a fair agreement with
living wages and secure rosters.
Apple workers have been left with
no choice but to take serious action
– strikes and bans in pursuit of
the agreement they deserve,” the
Union said.
Yet, Apple has doubled down,
and announced it will move to a
worker vote on a non-union wage
cutting deal on 28th October.
In response, RAFFWU members went on strike for twenty-four
hours on Saturday 22nd October.
The Union is encouraging all workers to vote no to the sub-standard
deal, join RAFFWU, appoint
RAFFWU as your bargaining
representative, and participate in
protected industrial action.
The Australian Apple strikes
are a significant escalation in the
international unionisation drive
at Apple, with workers around
the world fighting for fair pay and

conditions amid a global cost of
living crisis.
This June, Apple workers in
Baltimore voted to become the first
unionised Apple store in the US.
More recently, workers at a store
in Oklahoma City voted to become
the second. Staﬀ at Apple Glasgow
are set to become the UK’s first,
having filed for Voluntary Union
Recognition in June after joining
Scotland’s general workers union.
With a market cap of 2.31 trillion USD, Apple is the world’s most
valuable company. In Australia,
Apple employs 4,000 retail staﬀ.
It is a disgrace that such a large
and rich company is able to treat
its workers so poorly while raking
in record profits.
The first case of nationally coordinated industrial action in retail
in Australian history is an incredibly
important milestone.
RAFFWU, and most importantly the delegates and members at Apple, should be proud of
the incredible work that they’ve
achieved.
During a global low-wages
crisis, they’ve shown workers not
just in Australia, but around the
world, that we don’t have to just
accept what large transnational
corporations give us.
Through united struggle and
industrial action, workers can
challenge employers and win the
rights and conditions we deserve.
The Communist Party of Australia encourages all who are financially able to support striking Apple
workers to do so by donating to the
RAFFWU Welfare Support Fund
for Apple Workers. 

It is a disgrace that such a large and rich
company is able to treat its workers so
poorly while raking in record profits.

The mainstream media has excised coverage of Israel’s crimes in
the West Bank and Gaza. While there is no end to the noise from
the stream of deception and outright lies on Ukraine, the horrors
of Israel’s repression in the occupied territories have had a veil
pulled over them. As I write, dozens of Palestinians are in their
fourth week of a hunger strike in protest of their arbitrary detention
by Israel. Hundreds more Palestinian prisoners are returning their
meals in solidarity with the strike. Israel has recently intensified
the use of administrative detention, in which Palestinians are
held without charge or trial while unable to see or challenge the
evidence against them. Such orders are typically issued for sixmonth periods but can be renewed indefinitely. This Israeli practice
is a direct continuation of British colonial rule. Israel is currently
imprisoning around 800 Palestinians under such orders, including
four children. Those targeted include human rights defenders,
students, politicians, and former prisoners. In fact, the majority of
Palestinians who launched the hunger strike are former prisoners.
The Albanese government’s agenda is in line with the makeover
of social democracy parties in Europe and here in Australia in the
1980s-90s: New Labour. Its privatisation of Medicare and the NDIS
are already underway. And then there’s its lock-step with NATO.
NATO – that supra government nuclear spearhead of imperialism
– is headed by secretary-general Jens Stoltenberg, who started
his career in government as a secretary in Norway’s Ministry of
the Environment in 1990. He was Minister of Industry and Energy
from 1993 to 1996 and Minister of Finance from 1996 to 1997. He
was Prime Minister from 2000 to 2001, was leader of the Labour
Party from 2002 to 2014, and was Prime Minister for a second time
from 2005 to 2013. The following year, he was named as the 13th
secretary general of NATO. He was tagged the “Norwegian Tony
Blair,” the British PM who along with John Howard and George W
Bush, in 2003 committed a crime against humanity by unleashing
the war on Iraq. Stoltenberg’s policies followed Blair’s New Labour
agenda; his first government oversaw the most widespread
privatisation program of any Norwegian government. Albanese
and co are on common ground here. And at the end of his contract
at NATO, Stoltenberg will fittingly become the head of Norway’s
Reserve Bank.
PARASITE(S) OF THE WEEK: Is it a laugh that the corrupted,
morally bankrupted two major parties should howl in outrage at
Senator Lydia Thorpe’s motorcycle-riding friend. After ten years of
pork barrelling by the Coalition, and now their “alternative,” already
headlong into an austerity program and pouring taxpayers’ money
into fuelling the conflict in Ukraine.
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CANBERRA BRANCH ATTENDS
PRC POVERTY ALLEVIATION
SEMINAR
JP Beaumont
If you’re looking to alleviate
poverty, there’s no better place
to look for guidance than the
People’s Republic of China
(PRC).
Their sheer volume of experience is unmatched – and the
runners-up don’t even come close.
Mass organisation and mobilisation of workers under the socialist
leadership of the now 98-millionstrong Communist Party of China
(CPC has seen extreme poverty
(defined by the UN as per capita
income of less than US$2 a day)
eradicated within the country. Close
to eight hundred million people
have risen from general poverty.
Seventy percent of global poverty
eradication since 1949 has occurred
within China.
On 22nd October, comrades
from the Canberra branch of the
CPA were welcomed into the
Embassy of the People’s Republic
of China to attend a youth seminar
on poverty alleviation. They were
joined by postgraduate students
from the city’s universities. This
coincided with the end of Australia’s
Anti-Poverty Week, occurring five
days after the International Day
for the Eradication of Poverty. It
also, by chance, overlapped with
the CPC’s 20th National Congress.
Ambassador H E Xiao Qian
opened the event and gave insight
to the history of the CPC’s fight
against poverty as well as its coming
trajectory. The PRC has successfully
attained its first centenary goal (that
being the centenary of the CPC’s
founding in 1921) of achieving a
moderately prosperous society in
all respects. Its second centenary
goal (marking the centenary of
the PRC’s founding in 1949) is to
build a fully modernised socialist
country. It aims to have all the basic
development requirements for this
goal met in 2035.
This will require a massive
mobilisation of the entire Chinese
working class and strong, ideologically determined leadership. It will
not be easy. Mistakes have been
and will be made. But history has
shown that the proletariat of China
is up to the task.
Dignitaries from the embassy
spoke of diﬀerent aspects of China’s
recent poverty alleviation eﬀorts.
Particular attention was placed on
policy direction both at a national
and hyper-local level. Alleviating
poverty is a series of millions of
individual person-to-person acts,
often requiring years of sustained
eﬀort. Stories were shared about
individual workers’ impacts on
those around them.
Other dignitaries spoke about
how the PRC’s education system
is targeted at poverty reduction
(particularly within poorer rural
areas) and about the impacts
that individual teachers have
had on their students’ lives, and
how these actions have rippling
effects throughout time and
space. Scientific and technological advancements were also highlighted – particularly in the fields
of renewable energy and advanced
telecommunications.
The Canberra branch of the

CPA was then invited to present
on the history of our party and its
eﬀorts in poverty alleviation within
Australia. Our branch president
and secretary both spoke. A general overview of the state of poverty in our country was provided.
In particular focus was the much
greater impact of poverty amongst
our First Nations peoples – stemming from Australia’s continued
status as a settler colony founded
on mass-genocide.
Our party’s achievements are on
a much diﬀerent scale to the CPC’s,
but it was a welcome opportunity
to discuss the present state of the
organised working class within
Australia. Party eﬀorts within the
trade unions, the unemployed workers’ movement, and within housing
campaigns were discussed, looking
at both past and present as well as
our future aspirations.
Although our material situations are vastly dissimilar and out
of necessity we must pursue unique
paths (and oﬀer criticism of one
another along the way), our goal
is one in the same; communism.
Working together and engaging
in genuine dialogue can greatly
galvanise our will. This extends
both ways. Our friends in the CPC,
especially those who reside in Australia, are watching the actions of
communists in the pre-socialist
nations and are gaining a deeper
appreciation that the communist path is the only genuine way
forward. Mass movements must
always be in a constant state of revitalisation – and said revitalisation
can also be inspired from beyond
national borders.
Doctoral candidates from
Canberra universities offered
presentations. These overviewed
poverty alleviation eﬀorts within
the ASEAN nations, as well as Brazil
and India. Even in non-socialist
nations, one theme was evident;
the most successful, most radical
poverty alleviation drives are all
dependent on mass organisation
of working people toward a unified
goal. Concessions granted from on
high are taken away just as easily.
Following the seminar, guests
were given a tour of the embassy
(including the rarely opened ambassador’s residence) and its many
cultural artifacts and artworks.
Further discussions were had and
fraternal connections made over
lunch.
Our branch once again extends
our sincerest gratitude towards our
comrades in the embassy for their
warm hospitality.
As this author has noted before,
our branch’s location amongst the
national capital’s many diplomatic
postings oﬀers great opportunity
for dialogue and cooperation with
friendly parties.
Proletarian internationalism
must guide our every action. Imperialism is a hydra with many, many
heads. The struggle for communism
is universal. It cannot be led by one
country alone.
We look forward to making
greater and deeper connections
with our international comrades –
not only from China, but the world
as a whole. We encourage them to
keep in touch. 

Alleviating poverty
is a series of millions
of individual personto-person acts, often
requiring years of
sustained effort.
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OP-ED: LET’S REBUILD
THE ANTI-WAR MOVEMENT

Anti-war rally in Sydney, 2003.

Eileen Whitehead
There are many Australians currently
opposed to the AUKUS pact with all its
sinister implications for our country
since it was first handed to us as a fait
accompli in September 2021 by former
Prime Minister, Scott Morrison. There
has since been a swelling of support
under various headings of anti-AUKUS
around Australia, and one of them –
the Anti-AUKUS Coalition – has been
doing excellent work to highlight the
need to cancel the acquisition of costly
and dangerous nuclear-powered submarines. They recently placed advertisements in two major newspapers,
which were signed by 1,000 groups and/
or individuals. This response revealed
how opposition to the AUKUS pact has
been growing.
Australia has always rejected going down
the nuclear path in the past. But when the
recent Coalition governments were in power,
this commitment was gradually chipped away.
We need to insist that our present government signs the Treaty for Non-proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons.
Forty years ago Tom Uren led a march
of over 40,000 people in Sydney to protest
against “the threat of “mutually assured
destruction” which had sparked protests
around the world calling for nuclear disarmament – saying “NO TO NUCLEAR
WAR.” And if he is to be believed, we must
remind our present Prime Minister of his
own words in 2015 at the Tom Uren AC

Memorial – hosted by him and the Hon.
Linda Burney, MP – when he said about his
friend that “He lived an incredible life. He
witnessed the depravity and cruelty of war,
but he never lost his humanity. Tom went
on to be a minister in the Hawke Labor government. He was an anti-war advocate. He
was a strong anti-nuclear advocate.” Albanese went on to say how Uren was a father
figure to him because he had been driven by
values derived from his own experiences.”
He stressed that Uren’s values were what
influenced him.
So, with the threat of hosting nuclear
submarines outside our major cities, perhaps
it’s time to remind Albanese of these words
from 2015 and say how important it is to still
maintain a “NO NUCLEAR STANCE,” which
has been ALP Policy since Mr Uren’s day, and
realise that if Australia continues supporting
the AUKUS pact, Australia is moving away
from a very long held ALP Policy. Unless
Australia gives up its support for AUKUS, it
is travelling a road laid down by the United
States of America and the United Kingdom’s
defence and foreign policies.
There is no way the US or the UK can
provide us with nuclear submarines as they
are too busy building their own. But what is
sure to happen is that Australia will be hosting
UK and USA nuclear-powered submarines
in a much shorter time scale, along with the
expansion or re-development of at least one
port on the east coast of Australia. The enormous cost of these vessels could be used to
ameliorate all the social justice wrongs that
exist in Australia today.

As someone who lives in Perth, WA, I’m
not at all happy knowing nuclear submarines
are visiting Garden Island – some 5-10 KM
from Perth. And I’m sure people on the east
coast weren’t exactly thrilled when former
PM Morrison spoke about using an east coast
port “for regular visits of US and UK nuclearpowered submarines.” This AUKUS pact will
also include far more complexities, such as
“cooperation on advanced cyber, artificial
intelligence and autonomy, quantum technologies, undersea capabilities, hypersonic
and counter-hypersonic, electronic warfare,
innovation, and information sharing.” And its
focus on military capability separates it from
the FIVE EYES intelligence-sharing alliance
that also includes New Zealand and Canada.
Fortunately, we still have one (retired)
PM with some sense. On the 14th October
2022 former PM Paul Keating’s statement
said: “The announced agreement … will
amount to a lock-in of Australian military
equipment and thereby forces, with those of
the US with only one objective: the ability to
act collectively in any military engagement by
the US against China. […] This arrangement
would witness a further dramatic loss of Australian sovereignty, as material dependency
on the US robbed Australia of any freedom
or choice in any engagement Australia may
deem appropriate. […] Australia has had great
diﬃculty in running a bunch of Australianbuilt conventional submarines, imagine the
diﬃculty of moving to sophisticated nuclear
submarines, their maintenance and operational complexity.” He went on to say that
“Australia can do its own foreign policy, its

own security arrangements and pacts, and
develop its own defence capability without
being owned by anyone else. But our strategic
sovereignty is being outsourced to another
country, the US.”
The Sydney Morning Herald reported
that “the purchase of eight nuclear submarines under the AUKUS pact is expected
to add at least another $100 billion to the
nation’s already ballooning Defence bill, as
the Albanese government seeks to rein in
cost blowouts and delays of major military
projects.”
Currently, the AUKUS pact has not yet
been properly costed but possibly won’t stop
at $100 million for the subs alone. There
are many “incidentals” still not costed – for
example, all the upgrades in the Northern
Territory to the 5 Bases and other work
announced by the Morrison government in
2021 and earlier.
We really need the ALP Federal government to change tack, and stop going blindly
down the road left by the LNP. Let’s start
talking about peace and, like Tom Uren,
oppose all nuclear weapons and the nuclear
industry. He was a strong advocate for socialism and a supporter of left and progressive
politics which meant following the politics
of social justice, human rights, equality for
all, fairness between nations and caring for
the environment.
If the Albanese government did this,
Australia would be a fairer place. It’s time for
change, a time to take Australia on a path of
“politics for social justice,” which will make
Australia a richer nation in many ways. 

Unless Australia gives up its support for
AUKUS, it is travelling a road laid down by
the United States of America and the United
Kingdom’s defence and foreign policies.
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“DAVID MCBRIDE: DECLASSIFIED”
A WHISTLE BLOWER UNLEASHED
Richard Titelius
There are moments in our lives when
we witness someone who has tried to do
the right thing to others, to the society
in which they live, and to themselves,
but most of the time, the mass media
and mass society takes this person out
of context and misunderstands their
intentions. Tonight, the target of many
peoples misunderstandings and misplaced wrath about what happened in
Afghanistan with regards to our nations
Special Forces, gets a chance to put
the record straight – an evening with
Major David McBride when he tells
us who his is, what he did in Afghanistan, and why he later upon his return,
released what many came to know as
the, “Afghan Files”; details of unauthorised killings of unarmed men,
women and children in Afghanistan
and a warrior culture within Australia’s specialist military forces.
David McBride opened his presentation
by stating, “This is not about war crimes, it
is about truth and it is about the public relations machine about the war.” The pressure
which he faced as a consequence of his belief
in the truth and what is right for our soldiers,
for this country and for his conscience, drove
him to alcoholism and to contemplate suicide
by throwing himself from a steep coastal cliﬀ
near Bondi in Sydney where he lives. But
his belief in justice and defending what the
ANZAC’s fought for, which is being trashed by
this governments current brand of obsequious
militarism is what pushed him to take the
stand which he took and landed him in the
ACT Supreme on the 13th June 2019, where
he had his first hearing on charges that he
breached national security. The matter is currently listed for hearing in November 2022,
and in the lead-up, Major David McBride, as
he prefers to be known, is touring the major
centres of this country to let people know the
real issues involved and what is at stake for
this country. A five-minute video was shown
of a few incidences from the body cams of
various soldiers in Afghanistan (which most
Australians would have seen from the ABC
Afghan Files), which show soldiers dealing
with unarmed Afghan civilians in unethical
ways before the 25-minute documentary on,
David McBride: Declassified was presented.
Viewers learn David McBride had a
privileged upbringing including attending
the best schools in Sydney while growing
up and studying law at Oxford University
in England. He served for three years in the
British army before returning to Australia
and joining the military, which included two
tours of Afghanistan in 2011 and 2013. He was
concerned by some of what he saw while in
Afghanistan and when he returned and told
his superiors in the Department of Defence,

Major David McBride and Richard Titelius.

they did not take his concerns seriously. He
saw that some soldiers who did the wrong
thing were exemplified while some soldiers
who did the right thing were scapegoated.
McBride also suggested that some war crimes
were covered up with phony prosecutions.
Through his service in the military and then
seeing how conflict and war is portrayed in
the media, McBride began to understand, “the
diﬀerence between truth and propaganda.”
It was also important to know what the real
Afghanistan is and with a friend and filmmaker, David Adams, McBride returned to
Afghanistan to make a film about the real
Afghanistan, not just the one which the US
media utilises to push the interests of the
war. He got to know a little about the real
Taliban as well as ordinary Afghanis.
In the discussion which followed the film
presentation, militarism and imperialism
generally was also discussed. Former Nuclear
Disarmament and Greens Party Senator and
long-time peace activist, Jo Vallentine asked
McBride why this nation is so enchanted by
militarism, pursuing an alliance with the US
and how are we to break this military nexus
with the US. McBride responded by saying
Australia with the UK and other white and or
US friendly countries seek cooperation and
make alliances or agreements which bind
those countries to take security or defence
positions which support US interests in the

Asia Indo Pacific region. This includes the
Quad, AUKUS, and Five Eyes, the latter which
is made up of US, Australia, New Zealand,
Britain, and Australia. Of the latter McBride
said, “Once you join you cant get out.” This
pretty well sums up Australia’s participation
in all these groups with the US. McBride said
that since the Watergate scandal in 1972, over
US President Richard Nixon’s conduct, we
appeared to have learnt the wrong messages
about what is required, as the establishment
has learnt how to better suppress the truth
or distract the masses from knowing what
the real issues are and then being able to do
something about it.
McBride is also a supporter of that other
Australian being persecuted for showing up
the lies about militarism undertaken supposedly in our name; Julian Assange. Like
many Australians, McBride has noticed that
our current ALP Prime Minister Anthony
Albanese, while making all the right noises
while in opposition, has now gone strangely
quiet or more likely compliant. Liberal and
Labor to McBride were quite similar on
militarism and security in that it is about
promoting and protecting US interests –
they are both like Coke and Pepsi and when
a political leader like Gough Whitlam starts
to go oﬀ script by saying he wanted the US
military surveillance base at Pine Gap to be
closed, then suddenly Whitlam is no longer

in government. McBride made the observation of Australia being so tied to US foreign
policy that Australia and the US both entered
Afghanistan on the same day and both left
on the same day.
Major David McBride initially reported
his findings about the multiple incidents
of Australian Special forces troops killing unarmed civilians, including children
through the necessary chain of command,
but after nothing happened, McBride oﬀered
his findings to journalists from the ABC.
This led to the Afghan Files which in turn
led to the current charges which McBride
is facing. Though the report produced by
Justice Brereton suggested McBride was
telling the truth about what had happened,
this has not led to the military abandoning
the changes against McBride.
The Communist Party of Australia calls
on the Australian Defence Forces to abandon
the charges against David McBride, revisit
the Brereton Report to look at who was really
responsible for the atrocities committed by
the Australian military in Afghanistan, and
the Australian government re-examine our
alliances and cooperation with the US to
determine whether they are really in the best
interests of maintaining our peace, security
and sovereignty. 

Major David McBride initially reported his findings
about the multiple incidents of Australian Special
forces troops killing unarmed civilians, including
children through the necessary chain of command,
but after nothing happened, McBride offered his
findings to journalists from the ABC. This led to
the Afghan Files which in turn led to the current
charges which McBride is facing.
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THE POLITICS OF UKRAINE’S
Graham Holton
Prime Minister Anthony Albanese on
the 12th October oﬀered a package of
military assistance to help Ukraine
repel Russian troops from the east
of the country. Albanese had earlier
guaranteed military aid during his trip
to Kyiv in July. Such support would be
expected if there was a large Ukrainian
population in Australia, but according to the 2011 Census, there are only
38,000 ethnic Ukrainians. What lies
behind this “generosity” is Australia’s
political support for the Holodomor
as a deliberate famine. The federal
senate on 30th October 2003 adopted
Resolution No. 680: that seven million Ukrainians starved to death as
a result of Stalinist policies in 193233. On 26th November 2012 the senate accepted that the famine was an
act of genocide against Ukraine, a
Holodomor.
In commemoration of the 80th anniversary of the Holodomor, in 2013, the Labor
government of Prime Minister Kevin Rudd,
issued a postage stamp on a first day cover
with “Ukraine Famine – Act of Genocide”
(See Figure 1). Ukrainian organisations have
greatly influenced public and government
opinion. On 26th February 2018, Chris
Crewther, Member for Dunkley, and Chairman of the Australia-Ukraine Parliamentary
Friendship Group (AUPFG), moved a motion
in parliament to recognise the Holodomor,
accusing Stalin of instigating a man-made
famine in which more than 7 million people
perished.
The Holodomor-As-Genocide is important in understanding Ukrainian nationalism, as it has gained political significance
during the current Russia-Ukraine conflict.
An industry has grown up portraying the
Holodomor as a deliberate act, in monuments, museum, guidebooks, art, novels,
testimonies, photo books, movies, postage
stamps, and even an opera, by Virko Baley,
“Holodomor. Red Earth. Hunger.” Websites,
such as the Ukrainian Institute of National
Memory, rely on photographs taken in
1933 by the Austrian engineer, Alexander
Wienerberger, when he was setting up a
chemical factory in Kharkiv, then the capital
of Ukraine. These photos show a few destitute people suﬀering from malnutrition.
They do not show forced mass starvation
killing millions.
Scores of books have put forward conclusions that are fuelled by a strong antiCommunist bias, such as Robert Conquest’s
The Harvest of Sorrow (1986), Timothy
Snyder’s Bloodlands: Europe Between
Hitler and Stalin (2010), Stephen Kotkin’s
Stalin: Waiting for Hitler (2017) and Anne
Applebaum’s Red Famine: Stalin’s War
on Ukraine (2017). Kotkin concludes that
Joseph Stalin did not deliberately cause
the famine. Applebaum, whose research
was supported by the Harvard Ukrainian
Research Institute, argues that the Bolsheviks wanted to extract Ukraine’s wealth,
control labour, confiscate the last grains
from hungry peasants and then blocked the
peasants from fleeing famine-aﬄicted areas
to search for food. The Bolsheviks wiped
out the intelligentsia and political elite to
eradicate Ukrainian nationalism. She also
admits that there is no evidence that Stalin
ordered the famine.
In December 1987 the USSR first

recognised the famine in Ukraine as a
great tragedy. The following year the term
“Holodomor” was introduced by Musiyenko, but only used in Ukraine until after
its independence in 1991. Holodomor literally means “death by hunger,” but has been
translated, by those blaming the USSR, as
“extermination by hunger.”
On 10th November 2003 twenty-five
countries of the United Nations, including
Russia and Ukraine, signed a joint statement: “The Great Famine of 1932–1933 in
Ukraine (Holodomor), took from 7 million
to 10 million innocent lives and became a
national tragedy for the Ukrainian people.”
Sixteen countries considered the Holodomor a genocide, six consider it a criminal
act, and five international organisations,
including UNESCO, consider it a crime
against humanity. On 23rd October 2008,
the European Parliament, recognising the
Holodomor as an artificial famine, strongly
condemned it as an act of mass annihilation and as a violation of human rights
and freedoms. The lower house of the parliament of Russia condemned the Soviet
regime’s neglect for “the lives of people for
the achievement of economic and political
goals.” On 26th April 2021 the US Senate
passed the Ukraine Security Partnership Act
of 2021. “Between 1919 and 1991, Ukraine
was brutally ruled by the Soviet Union, whose
policy of agricultural collectivisation caused
the Holodomor of 1932–1933, a man-made
famine that resulted in the death of at least
3,000,000 Ukrainians by starvation.” The
US government had passed into law that
the Holodomor was a political act.
In Ukraine, Kuchma’s presidential
decree made Holodomor Memorial Day the
fourth Saturday of November. Ukraine’s parliament declared the Holodomor a genocide
in 2003 and three years later criminalised
the denial of both the Holodomor and the
Holocaust. Since then, the HolodomorAs-Genocide has become embedded in
Ukraine’s national identity and incorporated
in the popular consciousness around the
world. Under Ukrainian president, Viktor
Yushchenko, the Holodomor-as-Genocide
was commemorated on the Maidan Nezalezhnosti (central square of Kyiv). In 2008,
the National Bank of Ukraine issued a set of
commemorative coins and the new National
Museum of the Holodomor-As-Genocide
was opened.
On 13th January 2010, the Kyiv Court
of Appeal, in the Criminal Proceedings over
Genocide in Ukraine 1932-1933, accused the
heads of the OGPU and GPU of the Ukrainian SSR and the prosecutor’s oﬃces and the
justice bodies in all oblasts of Ukraine of
genocide, of creating an artificial famine,
in which nearly 4 million people were
killed. At the top of the list were Joseph
Stalin (Secretary of the Central Committee
of Soviet Communist Party), Viacheslav
Molotov, Lazar Kaganovich, Pavel Postyshev, Stanislav Kosior, Vlas Chubar and
Mendel Khatayevych. The proceedings were
terminated as the accused were all dead and
could not defend themselves. In November
2021 a national poll showed that 85 per cent
of Ukrainians believed that the Holodomor
was a genocide. Its acceptance was complete,
despite the lack of evidence.
How reliable is the evidence for a
deliberate famine and not a natural event,
as famines had been periodic under Czarist Russia, occurring every 10 to 15 years?
Many US academics blame the Holodomor

Figure 1: 2013 issue of the Australian postage stamp and first day cover commemorating the
80th anniversary of the Holodomor-As-Genocide. It shows coins, a monument and death.

on Stalin, but they fail to take into account
the large body of evidence that contradicts
their arguments. Anna Louise Strong, an
American journalist, who had been in the
Soviet Union at the time, wrote on the conditions in Ukraine in Searching Out the
Soviets (1935):
“I visited several places in those regions
during that period. There was a serious
grain shortage in the 1932 harvest due
chiefly to ineﬃciencies of the organisational
period of the new large-scale mechanised
farming among peasants unaccustomed
to machines. To this was added sabotage
by dispossessed kulaks, the leaving of the
farms by 11 million workers who went to
new industries, the cumulative eﬀect of
the world crisis in depressing the value of
Soviet farm exports, and a drought in five
basic grain regions in 1931. The harvest
of 1932 was better than that of 1931 but
was not all gathered; on account of overoptimistic promises from rural districts,
Moscow discovered the actual situation only
in December when a considerable amount
of grain was under snow.”
She later wrote that the harvest of 1933
“surpassed that of 1930, which till then had
held the record. This time, the new record
was made not by a burst of half-organised
enthusiasm, but by growing eﬃciency and
permanent organisation […]. This nationwide cooperation beat the 1934 drought,
securing a total crop for the USSR equal to
the all-time high of 1933.” The famine was
accentuated by poor administration, communication problems – Kyiv is 900km from
Moscow by road — and that significant grain
was lost during transportation and storage.
Russia reduced its export of grain and instead
transported food and seed to Ukraine. It
was the largest allocation of seed and food
aid in Soviet history, 5.76 million tons. On
7th January 1934 at the Seventeenth Party
Congress, Pavel Postyshev acknowledged
that “gross errors and blunders” had worsened the famine.
An examination of documents, memorandum and reports concludes that the
famine was natural and not a planned genocide by Stalin. Tauger writes in his review

of R W Davies and Stephen G Wheatcroft,
The Years of Hunger (2004): “[T]he USSR
experienced an unusual environmental
disaster in 1932: extremely wet and humid
weather that gave rise to severe plant disease infestations, especially rust. Ukraine
had double or triple the normal rainfall in
1932 […] rust and other fungal diseases
reduced the potential harvest in 1932 by
almost nine million tons.” The fungal rust
explains the low yields aﬀecting seventy
per cent of the harvest in some regions.
Wheatcroft’s study of 2012, found that the
famine was due to weather conditions and
not Soviet policy.
The “economic crisis” in the first half of
1933 made the import of food impossible. On
8th February 1933, Stalin authorised grain
allocations to the Ukrainian provinces of
Odessa and Dnepropetrovsk. “Transfer 200
thousand poods of rye … to be used for the
purposes of food assistance to workers […]
regardless of membership in the Communist
Party, of kolkhozes that are experiencing
food shortages.”
Soviet policy had been to collectivise
the small farms so that they could have
tractors, paid for by the grain collected.
Unfortunately, grain collection was done
by overzealous oﬃcials. Stalin tried to correct this and wrote in Pravda on 2nd March
1930. These oﬃcials had lost “all sense of
proportion and the capacity to understand
realities” by trying to achieve results too
quickly. Such behaviour was “dangerous
and harmful to our cause.” He reminded
them that collectivisation was “voluntary”
and forcing peasants to collectivise only
harmed socialism.
Stalin urged the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of Ukraine to take
appropriate measures to prevent a harvest
failure.
“The Political Bureau believes that shortage of seed grain in Ukraine is many times
worse than what was described in comrade
Kosior’s telegram; therefore, the Political
Bureau recommends the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine to
take all measures within its reach to prevent
the threat of failing to sow [field crops] in

Stalin urged the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of Ukraine to take
appropriate measures to prevent
a harvest failure.
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HOLODOMOR “FAMINE”

Holodomor (Famine) Memorial, Outside St Michael’s Golden-Domed Church, Kiev, Ukraine. Photo: Adam Jones – flickr.com (CC BY 2.0)

Ukraine. Signed: Secretary of the Central
Committee, J Stalin (Archive of the President
of the Russian Federation 1932).”
Much of the political blame for the
famine can be placed on Pavel Postyshev,
who was appointed, on 24th January 1933,
Second Secretary of the Central Committee
of the Ukraine Communist Party. On 18th
September 1933, knowing how unpopular
the policy was with peasants, he ordered
that the quota for export grain had to be
fulfilled.
Even so, Koenker and Bachman in Revelations from the Russian Archives (1997)

show that the evidence does not “support
the claim that the famine was deliberately
produced by confiscating the harvest, or
that it was directed especially against the
peasants of the Ukraine.” Tauger argues
that it was due to natural causes, including fungal wheat rust, insect infestations
and mice plagues. “[In] 1932 Soviet crops
suﬀered from an extraordinarily severe
combination of infestations from crop
diseases and pests.” Agronomists found
that “rust had caused the most harm to
agriculture in Ukraine and in the Soviet
Union generally.”

While mass graves of Nazi victims
have been dug up throughout Ukraine and
Eastern Europe, none have been found
from the Holodomor period. Recent university analyses have mapped the famine
to produce careful demographic studies
on population losses (Ukrainian Research
Institute 2020). The results dispute any
high death toll. According to Shapoval and
Vasilev in Komandiry Velykoho Holodu
(2001), Kharkiv lost 120,000 inhabitants,
Krasnodar 40,000 and Stavropol 20,000.
It is a far cry from the 7-10 million claimed
by extremists.

Stalin eliminated famine from Russia,
through the collectivisation of the peasantry
to enable the use of tractors and fertilisers
to increase crop production. After World
War II famine had disappeared from Russia.
Ukraine has used the famine to create the
Holodomor, for political reasons. It has been
accepted by countries aligned with the USA
and anti-Communism, including Australia
and Canada. The blame for the famine goes
to the extraordinary weather and the fungal
rust that destroyed crops in Ukraine and
western Soviet Union, not the Bolsheviks
and Stalin. 

Agronomists found that “rust had caused
the most harm to agriculture in Ukraine
and in the Soviet Union generally.”
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Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010
email: editor@cpa.org.au

Dear Editor,
Your editorial “No More Tax Cuts For
The Rich” (Guardian – 17th October) is
very apt, and unfortunately very well
positioned, placed as it is opposite
Anna Pha’s piece about “bed block”
in the NSW medical system, and an
article about our skills shortage. Medicine and TAFE are two things Labor
could do with $250 billion in revenue
they’ve forgone in order to be a “small
target” during the election campaign.
I remember Labor “rusted-on” voters
assuring the world that it was vital for
the ALP not to be wedged. Now we are
told that they can’t break a promise.

That’s the choice the ALP has made, and
maybe it helped them defeat a deeply awful
Liberal-National government. However, the
“we can’t aﬀord it” excuse for not spending
money on things Australians need sounds
very thin when you’ve just handed a huge
chunk of change to the top income earners.
It sounds thinner still when a government
is committed to spending around $171 billion on nuclear submarines we don’t need.
I commend Guardian – The Workers
Weekly for shining a spotlight on these massive contradictions, and also the CPA for the
coming Peace Budget campaign.
In Solidarity,
Floyd Kermode

Something to say?
Write to the Editor!
editor@cpa.org.au

MARXISM AT THE CENTRE OF THE CPC’S
TWENTIETH NATIONAL CONGRESS
Roland Boer
It has been quite some time since a
Communist Party’s national congress
has attracted worldwide attention. I
speak of the Communist Party of China’s (CPC) 20th National Congress.
Of course, some of that attention –
in the few Western countries of the
world – leaves much to be desired,
but we can leave that material aside.
Here, I would like to address an issue
of utmost importance: the central role
of Marxism at this congress, especially in General Secretary Xi Jinping’s
report on the 16th October, 2022. We
need to remember that such speeches are collective products of the CPC
central committee, although they are
attributed to Xi Jinping.
Already there is much discussion and
commentary on the speech and the 20th
congress as a whole. In what follows, I draw
from various pieces in Chinese news media,
where – refreshingly – Marxism is discussed
and analysed on very frequent occasions.
After studying the opinions of a number of
Chinese specialists, the main points that
emerge in discussions are as follows:
1) In Xi Jinping’s report, Marxism –
dialectical and historical materialism – was
front and centre. This was put in terms of
“opening up a new horizon of a sinified and
modernised Marxism.” The idea of “sinification,” or developing concrete Marxism in light
of China’s specific and concrete conditions,
was first proposed by Mao Zedong in 1938.
At that time, he pointed out that there is no
such thing as abstract Marxism, universally
applied, but only concrete Marxism developed in terms of the concrete conditions of
the time. Ever since 1938, this has been a
focus of the CPC, which has been engaged in
continuously “writing a new chapter” in the
history of Marxism. And by “modernised” is
meant the simple fact that Marxism must be
constantly attentive to and address problems
and issues of the times in which we live.
As one commentator puts it, “Marx and
Engels could not provide realistic answers to
the development of socialist countries decades
or even hundreds of years later. Thus, the CPC
must take the Marxist scientific worldview
and methodology as the guide, combine it
with China’s specific realities, analyse, study,
and solve China’s problems. Only in this way
can Marxism be alive, dynamic, and play an
important guiding role in practice.”
2) CPC cadres need to improve their
theoretical knowledge and practical application of Marxism in the contemporary
situation. This is no small task, given that
there are now more that 96 million active
members of the CPC from all walks of life –
village farms, industrial workers, high-tech
research and production, and much more.
I have personally witnessed the significant
growth in study and reading sessions, as
well as deeper involvement among people
by branch members since the 18th congress
in 2012, but the task is ongoing.
3) Marxism in China involves what
is known as the “two combinations.” A
long-standing practice in Chinese Marxist
discourse in speaking of key policy areas is
to number them. Think of Deng Xiaoping’s
“four cardinal principles,” for example. By

the “two combinations” is meant China’s
concrete conditions and its long cultural
development, both of which are combined
with or reinterpreted in light of Marxism.
We are used to the idea that Marxism is
a guide for action, a method and political
program that provides the best solutions
for concrete problems.
But what about the relation with China’s
traditional culture? Let me give an example:
the Chinese understanding of “freedom”
is quite diﬀerent from Western countries.
“Freedom” in traditional Chinese culture
means “because of oneself.” In other words,
you and I draw on ourselves, on the best of
our abilities for the sake of the greater social
good, or what is good for our society. For communists, this means working to bring about
a socialist Australia. But we can also see that
the traditional Chinese notion of freedom
connects with the communist slogan, “from
each according to one’s abilities.”
4) The CPC’s communist worldview
also involves what are called the “six perseverences.” In Xi Jinping’s speech, they are
named in this way since the first word in each
phrase calls on cadres to persevere or persist
in specific tasks. Let us take each in turn:
Persevere in putting the people first. This
has been a signature emphasis since the CPC’s
18th congress in 2012, which is also known
as “taking the people as the centre.” This is
no small task, since the people in question
number 1.4 billion. From Xi Jinping’s speech,
we find that the Party’s theories are from
the people, for the people, and beneficial to
the people. Theories that are detached from
the people are feeble and ineﬀective, and
theories that cannot deliver for the people
are stale and lifeless. The starting point and
foothold for all developments in Marxism
arise from the people and are for the benefit
of the people. This entails standing firmly
with the people, responding to their wishes,
respecting their creativity, and pooling their
wisdom to develop theories that they like,
accept, and adopt so as to become powerful tools in guiding people to understand
and change the world. This approach has
very deep roots in the CPC, going back for
a century in what is known as the mass line:
decisions, policies, and programs must be
owned by the people, since they can see them
arising from their own needs and desires for
a better life. The mark of success: in survey
after survey, from 85 per cent to more than
90 per cent of Chinese people now trust
government and public institutions, and are
confident in the direction China is going. No
small achievement, but it has been an arduous path to that achievement.
Persevere in self-confidence and selfreliance. A marked feature of socialist countries over the last century is the importance
of self-reliance. A socialist country must
develop food security, rather than relying
on capitalist countries for food. It must also
seek to develop a complete industrial chain,
from heavy industry to light industry. This
does not preclude international engagement
and trade, even with capitalist countries, but
such engagement is based on the strength
of self-reliance. As for self-confidence, I am
always struck in my discussions with Chinese
comrades and friends by the confidence they
have in the socialist system. It already clear
that this system is able to achieve far more

for the well-being of all people than any
capitalist system. In short, China’s socialist
system is already more mature and robust
than any other in the world today.
Persevere in integrity and innovation.
Communist party members are known in
socialist countries, and indeed in former
socialist countries (think of Russia), for
their integrity, honesty, and forthrightness.
Integrity also means that a party member
does not forget his or her roots among the
common people, as well as the mission of the
Communist Party, which is to work towards
the achievement of communism. Added
here is innovation, not merely in terms of
Marxism-Leninism, but also in the need to
foster concrete innovation all the way from
agricultural production to high-tech (the
two are not unrelated). In socialist countries
the backbone of innovation and economic
strength are state-owned enterprises.
Persevere in solving problems. As some
readers will know, I teach Marxist philosophy
in the School of Marxism at Dalian University
of Technology in China. In the few Western
countries of the world, philosophy is usually
seen as a rather useless pursuit in the ivory
towers known as universities. Not so in China.
Research by people such as myself is always
focused on solving real problems that face
common people. This is also the CPC’s line:
Marxism-Leninism is always about deploying the communist worldview for the sake of
solving the problems we face today.
Persevere in a systematic approach.
This simply means seeking solutions from a
comprehensive and systematic perspective,
and not piecemeal. Any problem has its particular features, but one must understand it
also from an overall perspective. This perspective includes history and current reality,
local conditions and global developments,
and the implications for the future. My own

experience in China is that problems are
always seen in terms of an overall and comprehensive way, considering and assessing
all aspects in seeking a solution.
Persevere in keeping the whole world in
mind. The word used here is ancient: tianxia
means literally everything under the sky,
and thus the whole world. In China, they
are very conscious of the fact that they have
stepped onto the centre of the world stage,
with the largest economy in the world, the
most successful Communist Party in human
history, the most mature and developed
socialist country, and a system more robust
and enduring than any capitalist country.
While these developments – in the short
space of a little over 70 years – lead to a quiet
confidence in socialism, it also brings with
it immense responsibility. Everything said
and done in China has a global impact, and
it is no surprise that the CPC’s 20th congress
has worldwide attention. Responsibility: this
means finding ways to contribute in today’s
world – which is undergoing profound
qualitative change – to a more democratic
and multipolar world that is emerging all
around us. Or, as they like to put it in China,
they seek to integrate the great renaissance
of China with the cause of human progress.
To conclude with a final quotation:
“Practice tells us why the CPC has so many
capabilities, and why socialism with Chinese
characteristics is the right way to go: in the
final analysis, the reason lies with Marxism,
with sinified and modernised Marxism.” All
of this raises a question for us: in light of our
own conditions, how can Marxism-Leninism
be developed as a living and dynamic guide
for our diﬃcult and real tasks in Australia
today? 
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LABOUR MOVEMENT DEMANDS
ELECTION AND END TO “MUSICAL
CHAIRS AT THE TOP OF GOVERNMENT”
Matt Trinder
The labour movement demanded an
immediate general election to end the
“musical chairs at the top of government” today as multimillionaire Rishi
Sunak prepared to be sworn in as the
third Tory prime minister in just two
months.
The former chancellor, whose resignation
in July helped force Boris Johnson to resign
in disgrace, was confirmed as the party’s fifth
leader in six years after his only challenger,
Leader of the Commons Penny Mordaunt,
withdrew from the contest.
Sunak will becoming the country’s first
British Asian premier, after King Charles III
has accepted the resignation of six-week PM
Liz Truss, whose disastrous mini-budget on
September 23 sparked a run on the pound.
Tory Party chairman Jake Berry urged
colleagues to “unite four-square behind” the
new leader following the calamitous premiership of his predecessor, who beat Sunak in
a vote by party members over the summer.
Labour stressed that the MP for

Richmond in north Yorkshire would come
to power “without him saying a single word
about how he would run the country and
without anyone having the chance to vote.”
Deputy Labour leader Angela Rayner
said: “This is the same Rishi Sunak who,
as chancellor, failed to grow the economy,
failed to get a grip on inflation and failed to
help families with the Tory cost-of-living
crisis.”
“And it’s the same Rishi Sunak whose
family avoided paying tax in this country
before he put up taxes on everyone else.”
His wife, Indian-born Akshata Murty,
was forced to start paying British taxes in
April after it emerged that she had “nondom” status.
Rayner also accused the incoming PM of
“dodging scrutiny and lacking a mandate,”
insisting: “We need a general election.”
Unison General Secretary Christina
McAnea warned that changing leaders “won’t
make a shred of diﬀerence.”
“The public have had enough of the musical chairs at the top of government. If Rishi
Sunak is so confident he has the answers

to the UK’s problems, he should go to the
country now.”
The new Tory leader, who was privately
educated at fee-paying Winchester College,
must cancel “inhumane” plans to send asylum-seekers to Rwanda and reverse proposals
to cull 91,000 Civil Service jobs, the Public
and Commercial Services union demanded.
PCS general secretary Mark Serwotka said
his members, who are currently balloting for
national strike action, should also be given
an inflation-busting salary rise after years
of plummeting take-home pay.
“Our members, who are already struggling, now face higher bills, mortgage
increases and a cost-of-living crisis,” he
pointed out.
National Education Union joint General
Secretary Dr Mary Bousted welcomed Sunak,
who at 42 will become the youngest PM since
Tory Robert Jenkinson, the second earl of
Liverpool, whose 15-year administration
began in 1812.
However, she noted that the “country
and its priorities have been rather forgotten during several months of interminable

navel-gazing and dangerous economic
experiments.”
Bousted demanded action on publicsector pay and education funding after
headteachers warned that they faced a £2
billion cash shortfall by 2024 amid spiralling energy prices.
She said: “These are the challenges which
face the nation. The incoming PM needs to
look with fresh eyes at the education sector
and recognise the strains it has been under
for far too long.”
Liberal Democrat leader Ed Davey said
Tory MPs had “installed another out-oftouch prime minister with no plan to repair
the damage,” while Scottish First Minister
Nicola Sturgeon demanded that Sunak call
an early general election and not “unleash
another round of austerity.”
Scottish Greens co-leader Patrick Harvie
said ministers had “crashed the economy
and now they will try to make the most vulnerable pay for it,” adding: “Rishi Sunak’s
appointment will be music only to the ears
of his super-rich friends.”
Morning Star 

US: MEDICARE CALL SERVICE WORKERS STRIKE
Mark Gruenberg
Some 530 call centre workers at a big federal contractor,
Maximus, who handle calls
from Medicare and Aﬀordable Care Act clients, are being
forced to strike on 1st November over low pay and Maximus’ refusal to do anything
about sexual harassment from
callers.
The walkout comes just after
the workers, and the Communications Workers of America (CWA)
who are trying to organise them
at call centres in Hattiesburg,
Mississippi, and Bogalusa, Louisiana, filed labour law-breaking
– formally called unfair labour
practices – complaints against
Maximus with the regional oﬃce
of the National Labor Relations
Board (NLRB).
One issue which prompted
the organising drive at these two
centres, and eight others, is low
pay, even in two of the poorest
states in the US. But workers also
have reported to supervisors about
sexual harassment from callers –
and gotten the brush-oﬀ.
Many call centre employees
are workers of colour whom venal
employers routinely try to exploit.
At the same time, the call centres

can often be the best jobs in poor
towns. They’re not oﬃcial federal
employees, thanks to past “privatisation” edicts Republican regimes
imposed on the government.
The workers in Hattiesburg and
Bogalusa have timed their forced
walkout for maximum impact on
Maximus. They handle enrollment
for Medicaid and with the Aﬀordable Care Act for the federal Center
for Medicare and Medicaid Services,
and “open enrollment” in those two
programs – when new clients can
join without restrictions – starts
1st November.
During open enrollment, the
workers, most of them women of
colour, must toil 24/7 to handle the
volume of calls. Including abusive
and sexually harassing calls.
Hattiesburg worker Tiffany
Murray told CWA she was subjected
to sexually explicit remarks by the
same caller two days in a row. She
reported the abusive caller to her
supervisor but was told nothing
could be done. “She made me feel
like I just should’ve never said
anything,” Murray added.
The workers and the union
demand Maximus act against such
abuse, by screening calls, letting
workers disconnect abusive calls
immediately without fear of punishment, and by giving the workers
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“at least thirty minutes per shift of
non-call time during which they can
compose themselves and prepare
for the next caller” when such abuse
occurs, CWA says.
The workers also demand a
minimum wage of $25 per hour.
Right now, their wages are around
half of that, and not enough, according to wage calculation studies, for
one adult and one child to live on,
even in Mississippi and Louisiana.
Raising wages “will not only help us
to do our jobs better, it will benefit
the consumers we serve and ensure
that all Americans seeking health
care coverage get the quality support they deserve,” Hattiesburg
worker Audrianna Lewis told CWA.
The low pay and the telephoned
abuse join with company labour
law-breaking against the Hattiesburg and Bogalusa workers as
Maximus, following the wink-winknod-nod advice of notorious unionbuster Jackson Lewis, breaks labour
law against CWA’s organising drive.
Its law-breaking complaints are
piling up. Maximus’ labour lawbreaking also violates Democratic
President Joseph Biden’s executive
order to all federal contractors to
stay neutral in organising drives.
The firm’s latest law-breaking
came just a week before the CWA
filed the complaint with the NLRB

regional oﬃce which covers Mississippi and Louisiana.
“On or around 6th October,
2022,” Maximus broke labour law
in Hattiesburg “when it implied a
promise of benefits by soliciting
grievances from employees during
a union organising campaign,” the
complaint, signed by pro-worker
attorney Trisha Pande of Chapel
Hill, North Carolina, reads.
Two earlier instances of labour
law-breaking by Hattiesburg call
centre site manager Crystal Hurt
extended from late June through
August. Hurt illegally told the
workers “selecting a union would
be futile” and forcing workers “to
listen to employer speech urging
them to not support the union.”
“Maximus’ clear interference
and lack of respect for the rights
of the workers to organise their
union will not be tolerated,” CWA
Secretary-Treasurer Sara Steffens said.
“By filing these unfair labour
practice charges, the workers
are exercising their right to hold
the company accountable for its
unlawful actions. Instead of using
the workers’ organising eﬀort as
an opportunity to create a better
working environment, the company
ramped up its union-busting activities,” Steﬀens’ statement continued.

“Maximus is attempting to
intimidate workers into giving
up. They will not succeed. The
workers’ commitment to fight for
a voice on the job remains strong
and the support they are receiving
from community members, elected
oﬃcials, and other allies continues
to grow. CWA is and will continue
to be steadfast in our support of the
workers as they continue to fight
back and organise their union,”
said Steﬀens, a News Guild/CWA
member and ex-organiser for it.
The NLRB was already investigating a complaint saying Maximus
broke the law in both Hattiesburg
and Bogalusa by selectively enforcing work rules against union supporters and that it denied union
reps access to the Bogalusa parking
lot – which is not a work space –
while letting non-unionists onto it.
And Maximus “instructed oﬀduty employees to cease encouraging employees to learn about the
union in the parking lot adjacent
to Bogalusa” and called the cops
“to assist” its eﬀorts to clamp down
on union organising activity in the
parking lot, that complaint added.
Another prior CWA complaint
to the NLRB included an illegal
threat to close a centre if workers
unionised.
People’s World 

The Guardian
Editorial Office
74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010
Ph: 02 9699 8844 Fax: 02 9699 9833
Email: guardian@cpa.org.au

Editor: Franc Stregone
Published by
Guardian Publications Australia Ltd
74 Buckingham St,
Surry Hills, 2010
Printed by
Spotpress
24-26 Lilian Fowler Pl
Marrickville 2204
Responsibility for electoral comment
is taken by T Pearson,
74 Buckingham St,
Surry Hills, 2010

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 Thursday November 17
50 Miller Street North Sydney
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CHINA WON’T EXPORT
DEVELOPMENT MODEL, OPPOSES
IMPOSITION ON OTHERS
Yang Sheng and Zhangt Changyue
The recently concluded 20th National
Congress of the Communist Party of
China (CPC) elaborated on Chinese
modernisation, which oﬀers a party
for other countries to seek inspiration.
In response to concerns from the West
about whether ‘China might export its
ideology or development mode’, senior Party oﬃcials at a press conference
reiterated that China will not export
its model to other countries or import
models from other countries. Instead,
they said, every country should explore
its own way to a modernisation that
suits its own situation.
Sun Yeli, deputy head of the Publicity
Department of the CPC Central Committee
and spokesperson for the 20th CPC National
Congress, made the remarks after the weeklong 20th National Congress of the CPC
concluded in Beijing.
The press conference was also joined
by senior Party oﬃcials of the CPC Central
Committee from departments and commissions including the Policy Research Oﬃce,
the Central Commission for Comprehensively Deepening Reform, the Commission
for Political and Legal Aﬀairs, the Central
Commission for Discipline Inspection, and
the General Oﬃce, as they introduced the
report on diﬀerent aspects that related to
their work, such as economic development,
the anti-corruption campaign and law-based
governance.
Chinese observers said Western modernisation, which is driven by capitalists, is
increasingly showing its problems and weakness amid profound changes that the world
has not seen in a century, as domestically,
uneven development and unfair distribution
of wealth in the West are causing serious
problems such as populism and polarisation, and internationally, some Western
modernised major powers are undermining
globalisation through protectionism and
unilateralism, seeking “decoupling” with
other non-Western major powers, and even
inciting regional conflicts to push bloc-tobloc confrontation.
Amid this concerning situation and
dangerous trend, the world needs an alternative for realising modernisation. China
is oﬀering such a model to the world, and
it is total nonsense to misinterpret China’s

intention as “exporting its development
model,” observers said.
China will never act like some Western
countries by forcing others to accept its
ideology as “the only correct answer,” and
if the West finds the concept of “Chinese
modernisation” uncomfortable and oﬀensive, it means the West is getting less and
less confident, said experts.

ALTERNATIVE WAY TO
MODERNISATION
When asked whether “Chinese modernisation oﬀers a new choice for achieving modernisation”, a phrase used in the report to the
20th CPC National Congress, means China
intends to export its development model to
other countries, Sun said that although modernisation is a common pursuit for people
from all those countries, there is no unified
model to achieve such a goal.
Chinese modernisation shares similarities
with other countries’ path to modernisation,
and it has its own characteristics, said Sun,
noting that China’s huge population means
the country cannot simply copy other countries’ models.
Sun emphasised that Chinese modernisation is aimed to allowing all Chinese people to
live good lives and realise common prosperity, and will not leave certain groups behind.
Sun also noted that Chinese modernisation is a combination of both material
and spiritual civilisation; a harmonious coexistence between humanity and nature.
“Chinese modernisation is a modernisation
of peaceful development. We did not walk
down the old path of war, colonisation and
pillaging, but through peace, development
and win-win cooperation,” said Sun, noting
that China hopes every country can pursue
the peaceful development model.
Yang Xuedong, a professor of political science at Tsinghua University, told the Global
Times that the emergence of the concept of
“Chinese modernisation” reflects the fact that
there are multiple paths to modernisation
and not just one – the Western one – and
it’s necessary for all countries in the world to
learn from each other’s experience as “they
share more and more common problems and
challenges which require not only cooperation but also mutual learning.”
Zheng Yongnian, a professor at the Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shenzhen

and president of the Institute for International Aﬀairs, Qianhai, said to media that
“the Western or US path to modernisation
is dominated by capitalism,” while Chinese
modernisation is based on the socialist
political system.
US and Western modernisation used to
be very advanced, and have very developed
economies, and science and technologies,
“but why do they look very problematic at
the moment? The answer is in their political system.”
Western modernisation indulged in the
disorderly expansion of capital, resulting in a
divided society where the wealth gap became
wider and wider, and the majority of ordinary
people failed to share in the benefits of development and Western-dominated globalisation. This has now resulted in populism and
polarisation, with endless and intensifying
struggles between diﬀerent groups in their
societies, such as left and right, conservatives
and liberals, black and white communities,
men and women, as well as LGBT and antiLGBT groups, said analysts.
Unfortunately, such endless struggles
have not helped the West to reform their
modernisation and political system or to
eﬀectively solve some of the internal problems and make their people more united,
but have just further torn society apart and
left the problems unsolved and even made
them worse, which has made more and
more non-Western developing countries
lose faith in Western modernisation and no
longer believe in the fairy tale of “Western
democracy,” experts noted.
This is why the West is being so hostile
and suspicious toward Chinese modernisation, as Western elites who used to be
arrogant are now becoming less and less
confident, analysts said.
China’s vitality comes from the sustainable development of its economy, and its
development will not end up enriching just
a small group of people as has happened in
the capitalist West, but will make eﬀorts to
achieve common prosperity for everyone,
Zheng noted.
For the international community, the
value of Chinese modernisation lies in the
fact that “China pursues not only its own
modernisation, but modernisation for all
countries and human beings,” which means
the process with which it pursues modernisation is perpetual and dynamic, Zheng said.

COMMON PROSPERITY
The Chinese modernisation that seeks
equality and modernisation for everyone
will unavoidably aﬀect the hegemonic power,
which aims to dominate the world order, so it
will impose pressure and hostility on China,
and how the CPC decides on its future economic policy to govern China under pressure
from the US is a key question, experts noted.
At the press conference one foreign
journalist asked that with the US escalating
trade and technology control measures that
could suppress China’s development, will
China prioritise “making a bigger cake, or
sharing the cake fairly?”
Jiang Jinquan, director of the Policy
Research Oﬃce of the CPC Central Committee, responded by saying that common
prosperity is an “essential requirement of
socialism” and a “key feature of Chinesestyle modernisation.”
It reflects the CPC’s commitment to a
people-centred development philosophy,
Jiang said. Only socialism has the conditions
and ability to achieve common prosperity
for all, while capitalism seeks maximum
interests for capital and therefore cannot
attain real common prosperity, Jiang said.
To realise common prosperity, the nation
should first “make a bigger cake” through the
joint eﬀorts of the people, and then divide
and distribute the cake properly through
rational institutional arrangements avoiding
polarisation, according to Jiang.
In the face of increasing suppression
from the US, China must continue to boost
the vitality of the market and society,
which are the most fundamental factors in
economic development. “Based on a vital
market, China should then make full use
of its institutional advantages, for example
concentrate resources to solve certain stranglehold problems,” Yang said.
Achieving common prosperity is a longterm goal, and in order to realise it, “we can
neither wait around nor be too hasty,” Jiang
noted. “We should work on the reality that
China is still a developing country, continue to
develop productive forces by complying with
China’s basic conditions and principles, and
should create and accumulate social wealth
continuously in order to steadily enhance
people’s living standards,” he remarked.
Global Times 

Western modernisation indulged in the disorderly
expansion of capital, resulting in a divided society where
the wealth gap became wider and wider, and the majority
of ordinary people failed to share in the benefits of
development and Western-dominated globalisation.
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 Liam Ellis sa@cpa.org.au 0451 125 400
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

PO Box 35 Dickson ACT 2602

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

Head Office (Sydney)
74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010
phone: 02 9699 8844 fax: 02 9699 9833 email: info@cpa.org.au

NSW State Comm Christian Goopy nsw@cpa.org.au 02 9699 8844
74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010
Perth Elly Hulm perth@cpa.org.au 0419 812 872
PO Box 98, North Perth, WA 6906
Tasmania Andrew Irving tas@cpa.org.au 03 9639 1550
Western NSW Allan Hamilton western.nsw@cpa.org.au
121 McKay St, Cootamundra, NSW 2590

