
Anna Pha

The situation in Gaza is nothing short 
of a humanitarian catastrophe with the 
appalling suff ering and loss of life and 
the urgent and deteriorating humani-
tarian circumstances. Israel’s enforced 
starvation, depriving Palestinians of 
medical provisions, and now famine – 
all used as weapons of war, all crimes 
against humanity.

At the time of writing, Nicaragua has 
accused Germany of breaching the UN geno-
cide convention at the International Court 
of Justice (ICJ), based on Germany sending 
military hardware to Israel and ceasing fund-
ing of the UN’s aid agency. Nicaragua joins 
South Africa which has brought genocide 
charges against Israel.

After six months of constant bombard-
ment the death toll stands at around 40,000 
murdered by Israel, including thousands 
under rubble. Over 75,000 people have been 
injured. Israel has intensifi ed its assault on 
the people of Gaza. 

1.9 million people more than 80 per cent 
of Gaza’s population, have been internally 
displaced, with more than one million in 
Rafah facing imminent attack from Israel.

The UN agency for Palestinian refugees 
(UNRWA) says more than 350 Israeli military 
attacks have targeted its buildings, with 161 
installations damaged. The highest number 
of UN staff  in history – 179 – have been killed 
in Gaza since 7 October.

The Government Media Offi  ce in Gaza 
reports that 140 journalists have been killed.

The Israeli army has focused its attacks on 
hospitals across Gaza despite their protection 
under international law, claiming Hamas is 
operating within and underneath them. All 
hospitals have suff ered critical damage, with 
only 10 out of 36 able to partially function. 
They are increasingly overburdened.

Israel continues to treat the Interna-
tional Court of Justice with contempt and 

impunity, ignoring the ICJ’s interim fi nding 
of plausible genocide and its call to allow 
unimpeded access of food aid into Gaza. 
The ICJ also ordered Israel to immediately 
ensure “that its military does not commit 
acts which constitute a violation of any of 
the rights of the Palestinians in Gaza as a 
protected group under the convention on the 
prevention and punishment of the crime of 
genocide, including by preventing, through 

any action, the delivery of urgently needed 
humanitarian assistance.”

“The court observes that Palestinians 
in Gaza are no longer facing only a risk of 
famine … but that famine is setting in,” the 
judges said in a unanimous decision.

HORRIFIC
Aid entering Gaza has fallen to 

112 daily truckloads, down from a 

pre-confl ict average of 500-600. One 
aid truck was turned back “because it had 
scissors used in children’s medical kits.”

Israeli forces have also attacked aid 
convoys and bombed warehouses inside 
Gaza. Starvation and dehydration have 
become weapons of war, taking the lives of 
an increasing number of babies, children 
and the elderly.
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Following the deadly air strike 
on 2 April on the World Cen-
tral Kitchen (WCK) convoy in 
which 7 staff  were killed, the 
WCK and other NGOs have 
withdrawn from Gaza, com-
pounding an already desper-
ate shortage of food and other 
humanitarian aid.

PM Anthony Albanese’s “out-
rage” over the killing of one Aus-
tralian, Zomi Frankcom, is rank 
opportunism and hypocrisy.

What a performance, claim-
ing he is not satisfi ed with Israel’s 
investigation into the precision 
targeting of three aid vehicles, 
clearly marked and known to the 
Israel military to be travelling along 
that route!

Israel still claims it was a mis-
take. In an incredible interview 
on ABC’s 7.30 program, an Israeli 
military spokesperson defended the 
attack on the convoy. Albanese has 
appointed a retired military offi  cer 
to examine the Israeli investigation 
– not make an independent inves-
tigation of the facts. At the time of 
writing, Israel was not cooperating.

The WCK said Israel’s “apolo-
gies for the outrageous killing of our 

colleagues represent cold comfort,” 
and has called for an independent 
investigation into the attack.

The Australian government 
continues to focus on the release 
of hostages being held by Hamas, 
but remains silent on the deaths 
of tens of thousands of arbitrarily 
detained Palestinians, including 
minors, being held in subhuman 
conditions in Israeli prisons.

COMPLICIT
The Israeli weapons manufac-

turer Elbit that provided the tools 
for the murder of the WCK staff  
will still be handed more than 
$900 million in Australian taxpay-
ers’ money. A motion moved by 
the Greens to end all arm sales to 
Israel was defeated. The only other 
MP to support it was independent 
Andrew Wilkie.

The Albanese government has 
the blood of innocents on their 
hands. They are complicit in the 
genocide, failing to cease arming 
Israel and take other actions such 
as expelling Israel’s diplomatic 
staff . This failure is in breach of 
the International Court of Justice’s 
ruling of plausible genocide.

The ABC reports that “Austral-
ia’s Defence department has refused 

to publicly release a copy of the 
deal struck with Israel on defence 
industry cooperation because it 
‘could harm Australia’s interna-
tional standing and reputation.’

The Australian Informa-
tion Commissioner (OAIC), in a 
response to a freedom of informa-
tion request by the Greens, reveals 
that the Israeli government was 
also consulted about releasing the 
document before Defence ultimately 
rejected the request. So much for 
our sovereignty!

“There is no place for secret 
arms treaties and secret arms deals 
between countries,” Greens senator 
David Shoebridge said. “And there 
is certainly no place for giving other 
countries veto power over what 
the Australian government tells 
the public about our government’s 
defence and arms deals.”

US President Biden has also 
expressed outrage and anger, but 
continues to fund military weapons 
for Israel. Biden is increasingly at 
odds with Israeli PM Netanyahu, 
but will do nothing eff ective about 
the genocide. 

Assange, Zomi, 
and you

Julian Assange has been thrown a lifeline of sorts. 
A UK judge has said that unless US authorities give 
assurances about Assange’s treatment in the USA, he 
will have the right to appeal against the extradition. 
The UK’s High Court has asked the US to promise that 
Assange would not be sentenced to death if convicted, 
and that he would be able to rely on the fi rst amend-
ment to the US Constitution, the one protecting free 
speech, despite not being a US citizen.

We need to remember that Assange is basically 
on trial for journalism. He revealed US war crimes. 
He is accused of endangering US spies, something 
that has never been proven. Assange’s real crime is 
annoying our masters. For that crime he has already 
spent more time in prison than a lot of murderers.

Just now, a lot of Australians are justifi ably upset 
about the murder of aid worker Zomi Frankcom and 
her colleagues, killed by the Israeli military while 
trying to feed starving people. Our leaders are act-
ing concerned. Foreign Minister Penny Wong has 
described the Israeli response as “deeply insensi-
tive,” while Prime Minister Albanese has called 
Netanyahu’s “these things happen” reaction “not 
good enough.” What Wong and Albanese have said 
is correct, although it’s all for show. They’re not going 
to do anything that really inconveniences Netanyahu  
or his US supporters.

The injustice being done to Julian Assange has 
had a much more muted form of foot-stamping. This 
innocent Australian journalist is not at the top of 
the news cycle, and his persecutors are our former 
colonial overlord, the UK, and our current boss, the 
USA.

Albanese has said that it’s gone on long enough, 
like someone waiting for a train. Penny Wong has 
echoed the “long enough” line, and added that “there 
are limits to what diplomacy can achieve.” What she 
means is that there are limits to the Labor govern-
ment’s willingness to protect an Australian citizen 
from a country that we call an “ally,” when we mean 
“a boss.”

We’re outraged about Zomi Frankcom because 
it’s obviously wrong to murder an innocent person 
while they’re trying to feed starving people. We’re 
also angry because it upsets our sense of sovereignty. 
Our government is meant to keep Australians safe 
and protect them. That’s why Albanese and Wong are 
making all the right noises about the IDF’s murder 
of Frankcom.

Allies aren’t supposed to kill our citizens. 
The USA is often described as our ally. When an 

Australian minister said that New Zealand was a clos-
er ally, the Opposition asked him to apologise to the 
US, and described his remarks as “errant.” Nothing 
but total sycophancy will do in our parliament. 

Allies are supposed to help us, not murder our 
citizens, or try to lock them up for something that 
is not a crime.

Apart from the inhumanity of Assange’s treatment, 
his case should matter to you because if our leaders 
don’t protect Julian Assange, they’re not going to 
protect you. If you don’t want yourself or your family 
used as cannon fodder the next time our ‘ally’ gets 
into a war and needs support, you need to have a good 
look at how our ‘allies’ are treating Assange, how 
they treated Zomi Frankcom, and what our pro-US 
leaders are doing in response.

This country could be independent, but it is not. 
The Communist Party of Australia is working to make 
this a genuinely independent nation. Support us, and 
consider joining.
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1.1 MILLION FACE FAMINE
“The stark absence of humanitarian space and 

lack of supplies we’re witnessing in Gaza is truly hor-
rifi c,” says Lisa Macheiner, Médecins Sans Frontières 
project coordinator in Gaza.

“If people are not killed by bombs, they are suff er-
ing from food and water deprivation and dying from 
lack of medical care.”

Even getting basics into Gaza is a nightmare. MSF 
said it had “consistently been denied the import of 
power generators, water purifi ers, solar panels and 
other medical equipment,” Macheiner said.

In North Gaza people are surviving on 245 calo-
ries a day – 12 per cent of their daily calorifi c needs.

Babies and young children are dying from dehy-
dration and malnutrition in northern Gaza, but Israel 
is still blocking humanitarian missions.

“People in Gaza cannot endure any more suff er-
ing,” continues Macheiner. “They have lost all sense 
of safety, whether from the constant threat of being 
killed by bombs at night or the uncertainty of fi nding 
their next meal or drink of water.”

Aid drops from the air by US and other countries 
are a drop in the ocean, an expensive and futile means 
of supplying aid.

CHILDREN
UNICEF, the UN fund for children, estimates that 

at least 17,000 Palestinian children are currently unac-
companied or separated from their parents in Gaza.

The Palestine Red Crescent Society said that some 
1,000 children in Gaza have lost one or both of their 
legs in Israel’s bombing.

Eight of every 10 schools in Gaza are damaged or 
destroyed, according to UNICEF. As many as 625,000 
students have no access to education.

For every child at risk of death from an air strike, 
starvation, or lack of medical assistance, countless 
more will bear long-lasting psychological scars as 
a result of witnessing family or friends dying, life-
changing injuries, and being deprived of the basics 
of childhood, the NGO Plan International (PI) says.

“Right now, Gaza is known as the most intricate 
humanitarian response context in the world. It is the 
most dangerous place in the world to be a child and an 
aid worker. We know from experience that the cata-
strophic psychological impact of war will continue to 
haunt children and their caregivers long after fi ghting 
stops. An 18-year-old living in Gaza today will have 
lived through confl ict in 2006, 2008, 2012, 2014, 
2021 and now since October 2023, witnessing things 
no child ever should. This has a profound impact on 
a young mind,” PI said.

The Communist Party of Australia is calling on 
the Australian government to:
• Increase funding to UNRWA
• Cease military and other support for Israel
• Impose economic sanctions on Israel
• Support South Africa’s genocide case at the ICJ
• Recognise an independent Palestinian state. 
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No more interference. No more coercion. No more 
sanctions. End the blockade and let Cuba live!

On the weekend of 6-7 April, 
friends of Cuba from across 
Australia convened at the Mar-
itime Union in Sydney for the 
39th edition of the Austral-
ia-Cuba Friendship Society 
(ACFS) National Consultation.

Over the course of two days of 
discussion and collaboration, the 
National Consultation affi  rmed 
in the strongest possible terms its 
unwavering commitment to the 
Cuban Revolution and the Cuban 
people’s struggle to exert their 
national sovereignty.

After a number of years of 
organisation, the ACFS agreed to 
coordinate a national joint project, 
supporting the Agro Vivo social 
project in Matanzas.

As a result of the travesty 
unfolding in Palestine, attendees 
also recognised that members of 
the Australian community are more 
aware than ever of the devastating 
impacts of violent imperialism on 
the oppressed nations of the world. 
It was not left unnoticed that Israel 
stands all but alone with the United 
States in supporting the blockade 
on Cuba at the United Nations. 
Cuba, as a long-term supporter of 
Palestinian rights, including state-
hood, is forever linked to this strug-
gle and the ACFS committed itself 
to linking with other international 
solidarity campaigns, especially 

those centred around Palestinian 
liberation.

Following a powerful welcome 
to Gadigal country from Aunty 
Rhonda Dixon-Grovenor, Paul 
Keating, MUA Sydney branch sec-
retary, provided attendees with an 
address on the links between First 
Nations justice, the union move-
ment and the Cuban Revolution 
as a lodestar and symbol of hope.

Attendees were honoured to 
once again receive a greeting from 
ICAP President (and member of the 
Cuban Five), Fernando González 
Llort, and Ivan Ernesto Barreto 
López, who visited Australia and 
New Zealand last year.

Her Excellency, the Cuban 
Ambassador to Australia, Tani-
eris Diéguez, similarly provided 
those attending with updates on 
the situation in Cuba, the impor-
tance of the solidarity work done 
in Australia, and the Revolution’s 
ongoing internationalism in spite 
of the strangulating impact of 
the United States blockade. The 
incredible work undertaken by 
the Ambassador since arriving in 
Australia last year – especially in 
coordinating eff orts with the Par-
liamentary Friends of Cuba – was 
publicly noted and appreciated by 
the ACFS membership.

Adam Mayers, of the Canberra 
branch and National Coordinator 

of the Southern Cross Brigade, 
provided a recap of the Brigade just 
completed and looked forward to 
further positive developments in 
this important solidarity project 
between our two countries. This 
complemented an exposition 
prepared by the Sydney branch 
commemorating the fortieth anni-
versary of the trip in January 2024. 
It was noted by attendees that 
three of the nine brigadistas from 

the 2023-24 Brigade attended the 
Consultation, refl ecting a broader 
trend of rejuvenation within the 
ranks of the solidarity movement.

Finally, the strengthening of 
bonds between First Nations and 
the Cuban Revolution was a notice-
able theme throughout the days’ 
events, with presentations on the 
history of Cuban internationalism 
linked to Cuba’s contemporary 
literacy campaigns in indigenous 

communities throughout Aus-
tralia. These eff orts have strength-
ened the bonds of friendship and 
understanding between Cuba and 
Australia, transcending borders to 
promote socialism, international-
ism, and humanism.

The 40th edition of the Nation-
al Consultation will be held in 
Adelaide next year. 

The Communist Party of Australia congratulates

 Comrade Meyvis Esteves on her election 

as First Secretary of Cuba’s Young Communist League, UJC 

For young communists in Australia, 
it is inspiring to see the participation 
of young Cuban communists in the 
defence of the revolution and socialism. 

This is the only possible alternative to all 

problems faced by humanity. 

We have followed the reports on the 

successful 12th Congress of the UJC 

with the participation of some 400 
delegates from all over the island. The 

life of the revolution is manifested in the 

active involvement of young people. 

Members of the Young Communist League have been at the forefront of 

the challenges in recent times; the COVID-19 pandemic and the diffi cult 

circumstances created by the criminal US blockade on the Cuban people. The 

communist youth will continue to defend the gains of the revolution and pioneer 

new gains into the future.

From Australia our members send best wishes to the Young Communist League, 

and to all the elected members of the National Committee. In particular we 

send our congratulations to the First Secretary Meyvis Esteves in her new 

responsibilities.

We will continue to stand in solidarity with the Cuban people and the revolutionary 

government against the inhumane and criminal blockade on Cuba. 

Long live socialism! 
Long live the UJC! 

In working class solidarity, 

Vinnie Molina 
International Department 
Communist Party of Australia

6th April 2024
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The United States government must drop 
its prosecution of WikiLeaks founder Julian 
Assange and bring its bid to extradite him to an 
end, says the union for Australian journalists.

The Media, Entertainment & Arts Alliance (MEAA)
has welcomed the decision by the United Kingdom 
High Court to conditionally grant Assange leave to 
appeal against the 2022 extradition order.

Leave to appeal could still be refused if satisfactory 
“assurances” are provided by the US government about 
how Assange would be treated in the US legal system.

“Julian Assange’s bid to overturn the extradition 
order is still alive but his legal limbo continues,” said 
MEAA Media Federal President Karen Percy.

“We remain concerned that there is still no cer-
tainty an appeal against his extradition will proceed, 
and even if it goes ahead that only a small number of 
grounds of appeal are possible.

“Julian Assange needs more than assurances from 
the US about how he will be treated. The only clear 
path to freedom is for the US to drop the charges, end 
its prosecution and allow him to be released from jail.”

Percy noted that next month will mark fi ve years 
of detention in Belmarsh Prison, where Assange’s  
health and mental wellbeing have worsened recently, 
warning that media freedom continues to be imper-
illed the longer this case drags on.

“The stories published by WikiLeaks and other 
outlets more than a decade ago were clearly in the 
public interest. The ongoing prosecution is politically 
motivated with the intent of curtailing free speech, 
criminalising journalism and sending a clear message 
to future whistleblowers and publishers that they too 
will be punished if they step out of line.

“If the US government can extradite a citizen of 
another country, from anywhere in the world for 
publishing factual information, it sets a dangerous 
precedent that will have a profoundly chilling eff ect 
on investigative journalism, discouraging journalists 
and whistleblowers from exposing vital information 
in the public interest.

“We call on the Australian government to keep up 
the pressure on the US to drop the charges so Julian 
Assange can resume life as a free man.” 

Australia

The Federation of the Australian states in 1901 was the fi rst step 
away from British colonial control. However, imperialist interests 
continue to dominate Australian politics to this day. The rights of 
the Indigenous peoples, who were subject to genocidal policies, 
their prior occupation and ownership of Australia’s land, was wiped 
away in the Federation Constitution with just two words: “terra nul-
lius” (empty land).

The Australian political system was created at a time when demo-
cratic rights struggles had already achieved much in Britain and 
the continent of Europe. The French revolutions of 1789 and 1849 
had a considerable infl uence in shaping Australia’s political sys-
tem. The British Chartists, many of whom were transported to 
Australia as political prisoners, contributed to the establishment of 
the representative parliamentary system.

The Eureka rebellion of 1853 led to the establishment of adult male 
franchise. The struggle of the British suffragists was refl ected in 
the extension of female franchise – in State parliaments towards 
the end of the 1800s, and then by an Act of the Federal Parliament 
in 1902.

So the scene was set for the establishment of a parliamentary cap-
italist system, which has persisted for 125 years. The two major 
parties see themselves as a white, Anglo-Saxon, imperialist bas-
tion in Asia with the responsibility of guarding imperialist interests 
in the region. Their distorted view of Australia’s past history is that 
the capitalist class is born to rule.

Throughout its more than 100 years Australian governments have, 
with very few exceptions, implemented foreign policies which bow 
to the needs of the major imperialist powers – fi rst to those of 
Britain and now to those of the United States.

Being a US deputy sheriff runs counter to Australia’s long-term 
economic and political interests.

PARASITES OF THE WEEK: Netanyahu, Biden and Albanese.

The original war crimes tribunal set up in 1945 at Nuremburg dealt 
with the crimes of aggressors. The act of making war against 
another country was deemed to be a crime in itself. Nuremburg 
dealt with crimes against humanity and crimes against peace.

If any leaders should be in the dock for war crimes it is surely 
Netanyahu, Biden, and Albanese. Israel, the USA, and Australia 
are clearly waging war against the Palestinians.

Israel is bombing civilian and carrying out genocide.

Waging war on civilians was considered a war crime at Nuremburg.

Israeli bombs deliberately target hospitals, kindergartens, schools, 
and ambulances; they use cluster bombs with delayed action to 
maim or kill rescue-workers. Such acts were clearly identifi ed as 
war crimes at Nuremburg.

Britain and the USA have been waging wars of aggression since 
the end of WW2, mostly with Australia a kowtowing participant: 
against the Greek left, against the Chinese Red Army, the people 
of Malaya and Borneo, North Korea, Vietnam, Panama, Somalia, 
Grenada, against El Salvador, Nicaragua, Guatemala, Cuba, 
Colombia, the Philippines, Cambodia, Laos, Iraq, the people of 
Zimbabwe, and Kenya. That is only a partial list!

They have waged other wars through surrogates, by arming and 
encouraging right-wing factions, military “strong men” or separatist 
elements. They have promoted terrorist massacres from Europe to 
South America.

In their wars of aggression they have promoted racism and the 
perpetration of inhuman acts.

In Korea, US forces routinely attacked convoys of ambulanc-
es heading to and from Panmunjon to carry repatriated sick or 
wounded prisoners back to the north. They attacked and massa-
cred POWs.

In Vietnam, anti-US villagers were forced from their homes and 
herded into US-controlled camps (euphemistically called “strate-
gic hamlets”) to clear whole areas of people who could support 
“hostiles.”

Massacres and murders in all three countries of Indo China were 
organised by the US as a deliberate strategy for crushing the peo-
ple’s resistance.

War is the greatest crime against humanity, and the imperialist 
countries are its greatest practitioners.

Netanyahu, Biden and Albanese; they are the war criminals.
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Assange: Drop the 
charges, says union

‘Number One wage thief ’ 
fined $75,000

The National Tertiary Educa-
tion Union (NTEU) has called 
for urgent reform after Mel-
bourne University copped a 
$75,000 fi ne over threaten-
ing to punish two casual aca-
demic staff  for work outside 
contracted hours.

A supervisor told the staff  “if 
you claim outside your contracted 
hours don’t expect work next year” 
in August 2020.

When one worker tried to claim 
fi ve additional hours the university 
refused to further engage her.

The supervisor told another 
staff  member the casual academic 
was a “self-entitled Y-genner” on a 
“crusade behind the scenes”.

In his ruling, Federal Court 

judge Craig Dowling noted the 89 
per cent increase in casual and 
fi xed-term employees in higher 
education between 2010 and 2021.

Two-thirds of university staff  
are employed insecurely.

NTEU National President Dr 
Alison Barnes said the case high-
lighted the need for major changes 
to all Australian universities.

“This is yet another damning 
example of what the explosion in 
insecure work means for staff  on 
the ground,” she said.

“Rampant casualisation has 
fuelled an insidious culture of 
exploitation, which leads to work-
ers’ livelihoods being threatened for 
simply asking to be paid properly.

“A $75,000 fi ne is welcome, 

but shocking incidents like this 
will keep happening unless there’s 
major changes to universities’ 
broken governance model.

“Melbourne University is the 
higher education sector’s number 
one wage thief with $45 million 
in underpayments in recent years.

“With more than $170 mil-
lion stolen from university work-
ers across Australia, there is an 
insurmountable case for sweeping 
reforms at federal and state levels.

“We need to fi x the insecure 
crisis and make universities more 
accountable so they are no longer 
run like profi t-hungry corporate 
giants operating in a Wild West 
environment.”
National Tertiary Education Union 

Julian Assange rally in Perth.
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Orchestrated 
campaign

Half of Australia’s working 
musicians earned less than 
$6,000 last year – a mere 15 
per cent of the national mini-
mum wage – forcing the major-
ity to look for work outside 
the music industry to make 
ends meet.

A new survey released by Musi-
cians Australia – an initiative of 
the Media, Entertainment & Arts 
Alliance (MEAA) – has highlighted 
an industry in crisis and escalated 
calls for a national minimum fee 
and improved working conditions 
for musicians.

“This confi rms that musicians 
are the face of Australia’s insecure 
work crisis,” said MEAA Campaigns 
Director, Paul Davies.

“They are expected to get by 
on extraordinarily low incomes  
inconsistent and often unpaid 
work, and they very rarely receive 
superannuation, which is a right 
for all workers.

“The majority of musicians work 
multiple jobs and make sacrifi ces to 
pursue their music careers, having 
to fund their projects and artistic 
development, and that’s on top of 
supporting themselves and their 
families.

“Our members are telling us 
that conditions have worsened 
since the pandemic, as converging 
issues ranging from venues clos-
ing or imposing rigid, one-sided 
fee arrangements, drying up, poor 
working conditions, and general 
cost of living concerns threaten 
their viability in the industry.”

Among the findings of the 
survey of more than 550 musicians:
• 49 per cent of musicians 

earned less than $5999 from 
the music industry during the 
2023 fi nancial year, while 64 
per cent earned $14,999 or 
less.

• Only one in fi ve musicians 
derived all their income from 
their music career, with two-
thirds forced to take up work 
outside the industry.

• More than half of musicians 
cite the lack of pay as the 

biggest barrier to working in 
music full-time.

• 40 per cent of musicians earn 
income from two to three 
music jobs.

• 42 per cent of musicians 
report playing unpaid gigs.

• 82 per cent of musicians do 
not receive superannuation 
for gigs.

• 60 per cent report being 
paid less than $250 per 
gig, despite 39 per cent of 
musicians spending up to 20 
hours per week rehearsing, 
practicing, or preparing for 
a gig.

The survey also revealed that 
work insecurity and poor working 
conditions were taking a signifi cant 
toll on musicians’ health and well-
being: one in fi ve reported being 
injured at work, while 62 per cent 
have been bullied, harassed, or 
discriminated.

The vast majority – 86 per cent 
– said they felt musicians were 
treated unfairly by the industry.

Despite being an accomplished 
and award-winning folk musician, 
Kimberley Wheeler has typically 
ensured she had backup work out-
side the industry. However, she is 
now more reliant than ever on other 
streams of income.

“Once I would have derived 
half my earnings from music but 
rising living costs and a drop in 
performance fees has forced me 
to pivot to other work outside of 
music,” Wheeler, recently elected 
as Federal President of MEAA 
Musicians, said.

“It’s a trade-off  I wish I didn’t 
have to make but it’s now harder 
than ever to make a decent living 
as a working musician.

“It is not properly acknowledged 
that what we do is an occupation. 
Musicians are typically treated as 
having a lesser right to earn income 
than other earners in the music 
industry. We operate as businesses. 
We need to earn a living wage, not 
pocket money.

“Most organisations are unwill-
ing to negotiate terms or operation 

models. I don’t think it has to be 
this way.

“There’s more we can do within 
the industry to set up win-win sce-
narios where the venue operator 
and the musicians can benefi t. It’s 
a matter of public interest that we 
have a viable live music industry 
in Australia.”

Since Musicians Australia 
launched its minimum fee campaign 
two years ago, six state and territory 
governments – South Australia, 
Western Australia, Queensland, 
Victoria, NSW, and ACT – have 
endorsed a minimum fee of $250 
per musician per public-funded 
gig. MEAA is calling on the Tas-
manian government to endorse the 
minimum fee following the recent 
state election.

Paul Davies said that with the 
minimum fee now established for 
taxpayer-subsidised gigs, negotia-
tions would now ramp up between 
the union and commercial operators 
to roll it out across the industry, 
with the aim of having it adopted as 
part of broader industry solutions.

He also welcomed the 
announcement by Arts Minister 
Tony Burke of a parliamentary 
inquiry into the challenges and 
opportunities within Australia’s 
live music industry.

“The announcement of an 
inquiry, which comes in the wake 
of venues closing and cancella-
tions of some of Australia’s most 
established and successful music 
festivals, is timely,” Davies said.

“A sustainable music industry 
must support musicians as well as 
good music businesses.

“The minimum fee campaign 
has achieved its initial goal of 
winning recognition via govern-
ment endorsement, which sends a 
powerful message to the industry.

“Our success so far wouldn’t 
have been possible without the work 
of our membership, which contin-
ues to grow each year as more and 
more musicians stand together and 
fi ght for the job security and fair pay 
and conditions they deserve.” 

Woodside’s Browse gas (425 km north of Broome) project and 
North West Shelf extension proposals depend on the approv-
al of the Minister for the Environment, Tanya Plibersek. Both 
proposals are climate and nature disasters that threaten First 
Australians’ cultural heritage and are major components of 
Woodside’s massive Burrup Hub gas expansion plans for WA. 
The emissions of these projects threaten the wellbeing of any-
one reading this column.

Woodside’s Browse gas project involves drilling 54 gas wells 
in and around the biodiverse Scott Reef in waters that whales, 
turtles, and dolphins call home, and building a 900-km-long 
underwater pipeline to send the extracted gas onshore to its 
North West Shelf gas plant. Woodside’s own environmental 
assessment warns that any gas and condensate spill would 
directly risk 39 threatened animals including Pygmy blue 
whales and Humpback whales.

Woodside proposes extending the life of its North West Shelf 
gas plant to 2070 to process gas from Browse as well as yet-
to-be-identifi ed gas fi elds. This could open the door to fracking 
the Kimberley and lock Australia into climate-wrecking gas for 
decades. Traditional Owners are concerned that the plant’s 
emissions are risking the survival of ancient Murujuga rock art.

Both proposals are major components of Woodside’s mas-
sive Burrup Hub gas expansion plans for WA. The Burrup 
Hub is the most polluting new coal, gas or oil proposal in the 
Southern Hemisphere. Expected lifetime emissions would be 
more than 13 times Australia’s annual emissions.

Burrup would create climate destruction that threatens nature 
in WA and beyond: Scott Reef and marine life in WA, Ningaloo 
Reef, the Great Barrier Reef, and the old-growth forests that 
support threatened species like Greater gliders, Swift parrots 
and Quolls. There is also a strong Traditional Owner opposi-
tion to Woodside’s Burrup Hub, as its many gas wells, plants 
and pipelines would tread over songlines and risk destroying 
ancient rock art on land and underwater. (See “Save our son-
glines”, Guardian #2061, 18/03/2024)

The International Energy Agency has made it very clear on 
more than one occasion that no new oil and gas projects 
should be commenced if the energy sector is to reach net zero 
emissions by 2050. That includes Australia.

After years of ignoring communities, the science and even 
their own investors, Woodside’s time is up and its board must 
be held to account. Our superannuation funds are some of the 
biggest investors in fossil fuel companies like Woodside, so 
their votes really count. In March, HESTA became one of the 
fi rst major super funds to take a stand against Woodside direc-
tors on climate grounds. They are showing the way for other 
funds.

What you can do: 

• Tell your super fund about HESTA’s championing of a safe 
climate future and ask them to use their investor power to 
put real pressure on climate-wreckers like Woodside.

• Tell your super fund that HESTA is proposing alterna-
tive directors to Woodside Energy who have better climate 
credentials.

• Ask your fund to announce that they also intend to vote 
against climate wreckers at the upcoming annual general 
meetings of big polluters like Woodside.

• If you are a member of HESTA, you can instead send them a 
message of support.

Together, our voices can push the Environment Minister into 
action. Let’s urge Plebersek to reject Woodside’s Browse gas 
and North West Shelf gas extension proposals!

Thanks to the Australian Conservation Foundation for this information

GREEN NOTES

“We do not inherit the Earth from our parents,
we borrow it from our grandchildren.”

Minmia, Wirradjurri Woman

Eddie West
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In an inquiry in March into the removal 
of First Nations children in South Aus-
tralia, it was revealed that the Depart-
ment for Child Protection (DCP) was 
still taking babies away at birth. The 
SA Commissioner for Aboriginal and 
Young People is expected to hand 
down her fi nal report later this year. 
The deputy chief for the department 
has apologised to the families.

However, despite the eff orts of a senior 
Kaurna woman who worked as an Aboriginal 
family support offi  cer helping and advising 
many of the young mothers, this practice 
continues. Some were never able to see their 
babies grow up and were not informed that 
they wouldn’t have their babies after they 
were born. Most of the women the Elder 
supported were unknowingly the subjects 
of ‘unborn child concerns’ – notifi cations 
fi led to departmental authorities. Many were 
‘accused of being unfi t to parent, living in 
inappropriate housing, or not showing up to 
antenatal appointments.’ DCP ‘never notifi ed 
support workers or the expectant mothers of 
its intentions to remove newborn babies at 
birth.’ This has left many mothers grieving 
for the loss of their children. This practice 
aff ected Aboriginal support workers, as the 
families blamed them, and left young mothers 
without any support services. The mothers 
were not even allowed to be involved in the 
care of their new-born babies. Some heard 
from letters left on their bed, or were encour-
aged to go out for a cigarette and found their 
babies gone when they returned. The deci-
sion to remove the babies was made with 
no notice to the families, service providers 
or hospital staff . The legislation requires 
that a family group conference is held and 
a plan of support arranged. Only after that 
are children to be placed in foster care if all 
else fails. 

This was the same experience we had with 
two granddaughters over 20 years ago. The 
older one was born two months early so was 
in a humidicrib as the children’s mother has 
cerebral palsy. I visited the baby many times 
with her brother and our family took in the 
breast milk for the baby. After two months, 
the department took her and placed her with 
foster parents without letting anyone in the 
family know. I fi rst learnt of this when on 
a regular visit to see the baby I was told by 
staff  I couldn’t see her any more as the foster 
mother had her. 

I was so angry! I rang the department and 
learnt that they had taken out an order and 
placed her they said, with an “excellent young 
Christian couple” but it would be reviewed 
after three months. That didn’t happen and 
we didn’t get any family meetings, despite 
the fact that we had been given the care of 
her older brother fi ve years earlier, which 
the parents requested. 

Consequently, when the mother was 
expecting again, she wouldn’t go to see a 
doctor for the whole term of her pregnancy 
hoping they could manage to keep the baby 
if the department didn’t know or fi nd out. 
However a social worker at the hospital 
informed the department. When the second 
baby was born, she was immediately placed 
under three-month order and we were not 
told. This time the department sent fi ve 
police into the hospital to make sure that 

the parents didn’t take the baby. The parents 
saw the police go in while they had a smoke 
outside, and followed them wondering what 
was happening. Both parents had disabilities 
so had to rely on the family for transport 
and assistance. 

The only contact from the department was 
to ask if we wanted the second baby placed 
with the same carer as the fi rst, or separate 
care. We asked to keep them together. We 
still do not know why they had to be taken. 
The parents had a three bedroom house not 
far from us. Although retired, we were both 
qualifi ed educators and had a good rela-
tionship with the parents. We could have 
worked out some plan of support and care. 
The regulations say they must wait, for two 
years before placing babies on a Guardianship 
of the Minister order, but the older one was 
18 months and her sister three months. The 
Department violated this requirement as well. 
The department barred us from the court, 
only admitting the parents, and then tried 
to have the children placed for adoption to 
the foster parents, again without letting the 
parents or us know. Their father protested 
about that, and luckily the judge listened.

The foster parents turned out to be abu-
sive. They belonged to an extreme religious 
cult. These cults are encouraged to foster and 
adopt children irrespective of the competence 
of the people. We had to fi ght for fi ve years 
to get the children away from the abuse. We 
fi nally gained ‘other person guardianship’ to 
ensure they couldn’t be fostered out again.

I am a specialist in young children and 
special education, and noticed worrying 
behaviours of the two little ones. We con-
stantly pointed these concerns out and when 
the younger one was three, the abusive foster 
parents demanded that we be supervised 
for access visits otherwise they wouldn’t let 
them come for two hours a fortnight with 
their brother and parents. The foster par-
ents had told the children that Aboriginal 
people were bad and also demonised their 
brother, their parents and us so they would 
be too afraid to visit with their family. The 
horrifi c stories they came up with to cover 
up what they were doing, have left the now 
young adults with varying traumas. 

Under Freedom Of Information laws, 
we obtained the records of the department 
concerning our grandchildren. The two girls 
were being locked up and had very little 
experience of life outside the cult. Over the 
years, we’ve rectifi ed this by taking them 
overseas to see many places, connecting them 
to their two main cultures, and supporting 
and encouraging them in many recreational 
activities. We have found they are extremely 
talented in several creative areas and sport. 
One as an artist, won a competition with 
her dot painting while at school. They have  
suff ered racism and bullying, but we have 
always been there for them. It is sad that the 
department didn’t follow correct procedures 
and that they were not placed with us in the 
beginning as the girls have often said. 

Soon after they were placed with us and 
their brother, we visited our family interstate 
and the girls met a lot of relatives. They were 
overwhelmed that they had so many. We saw 
how much family means to young children. 
,To separate them in circumstances like ours 
is a denial of their human rights, family and 
cultural connections. 

some heard from letters on their bed, 
or were encouraged to go out for 

a cigarette and found their babies gone 
when they returned

South Australia: Aboriginal babies 
still being stolen

Art for National Apology depicting the Native Hibiscus, the Stolen Generation 
Commemorative Flower. Chosen as their National emblem because it’s a fl ower found 
widely across Australia and it’s a survivor. (Artwork – Linda van der Merwe). 
Photo: butupa – fl ickr.com (CC BY-NC-ND 2.0)

South Australian Voice 
gets started

Like the national Voice to Parliament, the South Australian Voice is a 
response to the Uluru Statement from the Heart. The South Australian Voice 

was created by the State Parliament. Voting for the South Australian First 
Nations Voice fi nished on 16 March 2024. Induction sessions for the 46 

successful candidates will be held this month. After that, Local First Nations 
Voices will meet and elect their presiding members. Each of the Voices, 

State and Local, will meet between four to six times a year. The State Voice 
will give an annual report and address to both houses of parliament, and will 

receive notice of each bill introduced into parliament. The Voice can also 
provide parliament at any time with a report on any matter that the Voice 
decides is of interest to Indigenous people. If they do that, the relevant 

minister will have to table a report with their response.
The South Australian Voice will also meet with cabinet at least twice a year.
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Every International Women’s Day, 
there are discussions about how we 
empower women, and in almost none 
of them is the key term that gets us to 
the heart of the issue: class struggle. 
You can pick out any person in the 
media and ask them what economic 
empowerment looks like, and I can 
guarantee that they will talk about how 
women are severely underrepresented 
in managerial and executive positions, 
how we’re underrepresented in Par-
liament, and that we could solve all of 
the problems that women face in soci-
ety if we just put enough women into 
those positions. That seems perfectly 
logical if you view women’s struggles 
in a vacuum, isolated from the broad-
er struggles that exist in society. View 
women’s struggle through a class per-
spective, however, and suddenly it’s 
diff erent.

Let’s take a step back. What does women’s 
liberation, and more specifi cally women’s 
economic empowerment, look like if you 
ignore the broader context of class struggle? 
As of 2022, there were 1989 large corporate 
groups representing around about 35,000 
companies, each with 8-12 directors, so we 
can estimate that there are 350,000 direc-
tors. That puts us around 175,000 women 
required to have an even split of men and 
women directing large companies. Those 
175,000 women would then reshape the 
major economic institutions in our society 
to bring women to parity with men, because 
women will want to make Australia a coun-
try in which women have equality. The vast 
majority of paid parental leave is taken by 
women, so those women will raise paid 
parental leave. Wages in women-dominated 
industries will increase because those women 
will not devalue labour simply because it is 
typically done by women. Discrimination 
against and harassment of women at work 
will end because those women will put a stop 
to it. What happens when we add the reality 
of class to this equation?

In The Origin of the Family, Private 
Property, and the State, Engels identifi es 
the class nature of women’s oppression. He 
states, “The fi rst class antagonism appear-
ing in history coincides with the develop-
ment of the antagonism of man and wife in 
monogamy, and the fi rst class oppression 
with that of the female by the male sex,” and 
as we can see, this fi rst oppression has left 
its scars through all of the rest of history. 
Every class system has inherited it from 
the one that preceded it, including capital-
ism. Women were not allowed to own, sell, 
or buy property in their own name, keep 
their own wages, enter into contracts, or 
sue or be sued in court in Australia until 
100 years after colonisation. It wasn’t until 
the last century that women’s wages were 
required to be equal to men’s for the same 
work. This barred women from being a part 
of the property-owning class, the capitalist 
class, for much of Australia’s history and, 
as I will demonstrate, will continue to bar 
women from being equally represented in it 
for as long as capitalism continues.

The analysis is simple. The profi t that 
capitalists make is a cut of the labour done 
by workers, and when capitalism came 
from feudalism, a fundamentally patriar-
chal system, naturally the capitalists were 
men, who created laws to exclude women 
from the new system from the fi rst day. No 
matter how much those laws were changed 
over capitalism’s history to make capitalist 
accumulation nominally something that 
women could do, the world’s wealth had 
already been accumulated in the hands of 
capitalist men at the expense of both work-
ing women and men. Under capitalism, this 
wealth will continue not only to transfer from 
one generation of bourgeois men to the next, 
it will continue to accumulate, leaving less 
and less of it available to working women and 
men for them to have their shot at getting 
in on skimming profi ts off  of the labour of 
their fellow workers.

Even if, ignoring the impossibility, women 
were to become equally represented in the 
capitalist class, the new capitalist women 
would not be able to reshape the economic 

landscape, even if they wanted to. A business’ 
sole purpose is to generate profi t, that is, to 
maximise the exploitation of labour. Let’s 
suppose women directing a private hospital 
saw that the wages and conditions of nurses 
and midwives needed to be improved, as 
they are lower than they would be if nursing 
and midwifery were male-dominated fi elds. 
They then improve wages and conditions, 
reducing their exploitation to what it would 
be if the industry was male-dominated, and 
what do they fi nd? Shareholders are suddenly 
unhappy, the share price drops as expected 
dividends are reduced and shareholders sell, 
and the board gets replaced. In reality, this 
entire situation would never even occur. The 
new capitalist women would foresee the out-
come and never go ahead with that plan in 
the fi rst place. Class interests always win out.

We can’t enter into the capitalist class. 
Even if we could, if that ultimately wouldn’t 
improve the position of women in society 
by much at all, what options are left to us? 
Clara Zetkin says:

“The liberation of women is bound up 
with the overthrow of the capitalist system, 
for only then can true equality be achieved.”

We must engage in the class struggle. We 
must create a society in which the working 
class, which is made up equally of women and 
men, is the class that rules in the interests 
of the whole of the working class.

By viewing women’s liberation through 
class struggle, we can take our fate into our 
own hands. We can mobilise millions of 
working class women and men, including 
the two million union members, by showing 
them that the capitalists will not and cannot 
give them dignity. Recently hundreds of 
thousands of workers in the aged care sector, 
represented by the Health Services Union and 
the United Workers Union, were awarded 
a pay rise of up to 28 per cent because their 
unions fought to have their wages increased. 
The Health Services Union is widely known 
to sell out to the bosses, and even with that, 
they were able to make strides in bettering 
the standing of the workers in an industry 
dominated by women. Imagine what we can 
do with the full exertion of the power that 

the working class has, simply through the 
fact that the capitalists need us to labour in 
order for them to profi t.

The class struggle doesn’t stop at wages 
and conditions. We need to achieve social-
ism in order for our class to truly rule, so 
women’s liberation can only truly occur 
under socialism. We can look at real exam-
ples of the process of empowerment, like 
in China as well as the USSR, the German 
Democratic Republic, and Cuba. In 1918, 
the year after the October Revolution, the 
USSR instituted its fi rst family code. This 
code separated marriage from the church, 
allowed a couple to choose a surname, gave 
illegitimate children the same rights as 
legitimate children, gave rights to maternal 
entitlements, health and safety protections at 
work, and provided women with the right to 
a divorce on extended grounds. In 1920 the 
Soviet government legalised abortion. In 1922 
marital rape was made illegal. Women were 
given equal rights in regard to insurance in 
case of illness, eight-week paid maternity-
leave, and a minimum wage standard that 
was set for both men and women. While these 
might seem standard to us today, in the late 
1910s and the early 1920s, these advances 
were extraordinary, and occurred at a pace 
faster than in any capitalist country. 

In 2022, Cuba instituted a new family 
code that is the most progressive in the world, 
reinforcing sexual and reproductive rights, 
the prevention of gender-based violence, 
and the promotion of the redistribution of 
domestic and care work among all family 
members. Similar accomplishments were 
made in the German Democratic Republic, 
and in all three countries domestic violence 
severely dropped, as divorce rights and rent 
being tied to only a few per cent of household 
income, along with women being encouraged 
to work and a near non-existent gender pay 
gap, made it much easier for women to leave 
abusive partners. 

This status of women in society was only 
able to be won through working class rule, 
and if we are to achieve women’s liberation, 
we must bring the class struggle and the fi ght 
for socialism here to Australia. 

women’s liberation can only 
truly occur under socialism

Perth IWD 2024.

Women and Class Struggle
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OP-ED: AUKUS expansion is a gift 
to three sets of war-mongers

“The defense ministers of the US, UK, 
and Australia will reportedly begin 
to talk about broadening the AUKUS 
military alliance, with Japan emerging 
as the leading candidate for inclusion. 
However, analysts have warned that 
such an alarming move marks the pact 
further turning into an “Asian NATO,” 
raising concerns over heightened 
militarism in Japan and potential 
destabilization in the region.” 

Global Times

FK 

Thanks to a ‘peace constitution’ 
imposed after its crushing defeat at the 
end of World War Two, Japan has the 
world’s fourth-largest economy but is 
the ninth-biggest spender on defence. 
A lot of Japanese people see that as a 
good thing – what’s wrong with being 
prosperous? Aren’t standards of living 
more important than keeping warmon-
gers happy? The Communist Party of 
Australia has called for us to “give peace 
a budget.” Japan had peaceful budg-
ets enforced on it, and has the world’s 
fourth-largest economy despite having 
no natural resources. Maybe they got 
something right. 

Three sets of warmongers are delighted 
with the move to expand Japan’s military.

One such group is the Australian chick-
en-hawks who urge on a confrontation 
with China which is not necessary or wise. 
Hence, Peter Hartcher in the Nine papers is 
very chuff ed that Japan is “simply pushing 
past” the constitutional requirement that it 
forever renounce war. Hartcher is too young 
to remember the Pacifi c War from personal 
experience, but too old to be drafted. He’s 
made the China threat his brand, but he has 
plenty of friends in this area (see page 12, 
this issue: “What is ASPI?”).

Another group of militarists are in Japan. 
In contrast to the majority of their fellow-
Japanese, they are a group that regards 

the Peace Constitution as an unacceptable 
humiliation despite the decades of prosperity 
since it was imposed. This group have strong 
links with ultra-nationalists, to whom they 
signal support with visits to the Yasakuni 
Shrine where the spirits of war criminals are 
interred. They have been working steadily 
to overturn the peace constitution. Foreign 
alliances are the perfect excuse for them.

At a time when the Chinese are being 
blindly stereotyped, it’s important not to 
stereotype the Japanese. That country has a 

long but often ignored pro-peace tradition. 
School teachers, with a courage that Hartcher 
will never know, risk their jobs by refusing to 
stand up for the wartime anthem, imposed 
by a right-wing PM without any consultation.

The third set of militarists need the 
military because dominating the globe is 
an expensive business. That’s right, it’s the 
US military-industrial complex. They are 
pushing AUKUS because it will be a boon 
for US arms manufacturers, and will further 
entrench the domination of a country with 

800 bases outside its borders, while pre-
tending to defend Pacifi c nations against a 
country with a single external base.

China doesn’t like AUKUS and doesn’t 
like the idea of being encircled by an Asian 
NATO. Any Australians who see this reac-
tion as proof that an Asian NATO is needed, 
should remember how our politicians and 
commentators have the vapours any time 
China makes a friendly agreement with a 
Pacifi c Island nation. 

Japanese Communist Party condemns fighter-jet exports
Japanese Communist Party (JCP) Pol-
icy Commission Chair Yamazoe Taku 
issued a statement in protest against 
the Cabinet decision to export next-gen-
eration fi ghter jets to third countries.

“The Kishida government in its Cabinet 
meeting on 26 March decided to allow the 
export to third countries of next-generation 
fi ghter jets which Japan will co-develop and 
co-produce with the UK and Italy. This is 
an outrageous decision following the lifting 

of the ban on the export of lethal weapons 
last December. By lifting the ban, Japan is 
now able to export the weapons it produces 
under license from foreign companies to the 
licenser countries. The expansion of exports 
of deadly weapons is based on the “three key 
national security documents,” which aims to 
turn Japan into a “war-capable state.” 

The expanded arms export policy will 
totally undermine Japan’s postwar history 
as a “pacifi st nation” and is nothing less than 

paving the road to become a “promotor of 
international confl icts” and a “merchant of 
death.” The JCP strongly protests this Cabi-
net decision and demands that the decision 
be withdrawn.”

The Kishida government has claimed 
that they will apply “limitations” to the sale, 
and that “countries where fi ghting is cur-
rently taking place will be excluded” from 
arms exports. As the JCP has pointed out, 
confl icts can break out after the fi ghters 

have been exported. As for requiring Cabinet 
approval, the fact is that the decision will be 
made behind closed doors without any notice 
given to the Diet (the Japanese parliament) 
or the general public.

The JCP has described the decision as 
“dangerous and degenerate.”
The full statement can be found at 
japan-press.co.jp 

Hiroshima Peace Memorial Park. Photo: Geoff Whalan – fl ickr.com (CC BY-NC-ND 2.0)

Philippines: Indiscriminate aerial bombing 
violates International Humanitarian Law

On 2 April 2024, the Philippine 
Air Force bombed and fi red 
rockets in the area of Gapay 
Village, Pilar, Abra Province, 
a mountainous area near the 
boundary with Ilocos Sur Prov-
ince, forcing the closure of 
schools and the evacuation of 
up to 212 families – 650 indi-
viduals. The aerial attacks fol-
lowed clashes over seven hours 
between elements of the New 
People’s Army (NPA) and the 
50th Infantry Battalion of the 
Philippine Army, in which one 
soldier was reported wounded.

“The International Coalition for 
Human Rights in the Philippines 

(ICHRP) joins with the local Ilocos 
Human Rights Alliance and Kaam-
moyo Ti Kappia, and the national 
human rights alliance Karapatan in 
their calls for an end to indiscrimi-
nate bombing in civilian areas,” 
said its Global Chairperson, Peter 
Murphy.

Video taken by the fl eeing civil-
ians showed helicopters and an 
aircraft, which the military reported 
was an A-29B Super Tucano, a 
single engine close military support 
aircraft made in the USA.

“International Humanitarian 
Law (IHL) is the law related to war 
and applies to wars between states, 
and to intra-state confl icts such 

as the long-running armed rebel-
lion by the NPA, the Communist 
Party of the Philippines and the 
National Democratic Front of the 
Philippines (NDFP),” said Murphy. 
“IHL requires that military forces 
discriminate between civilians and 
armed fi ghters, and that civilians 
are protected. Indiscriminate bomb-
ing, artillery strikes or small arms 
fi re are illegal under IHL.”

“We are relieved that there 
are so far no reports of civilian 
casualties from this attack in Abra 
and Ilocos Sur, but the massive 
upheaval and trauma of this farm-
ing community, already suff ering 
from infl ation and from a severe 

drought, is still a terrible burden. 
We urge for a thorough independ-
ent investigation of this incident.

“The bombing as described by 
the people aff ected is illegal. The 
nations who supply the weapons, 
particularly the United States, 
must cease their support while 
these violations of IHL continue,” 
Murphy said.

“Instead of recklessly continu-
ing to arm the Philippine military, 
the international community should 
press Marcos Jr to immediately 
re-start the formal peace talks with 
the NDFP, which could address the 
root causes of this long-running 
confl ict – landlessness, poverty, 

lack of industrial development and 
lack of the rule of law,” Murphy 
concluded.

Karapatan reports that civilian 
victims of bombings by the Armed 
Forces of the Philippines increased 
from 2,354 in 2022, to 20,391 in 
2023. This demonstrates a sharp 
increase in human rights violations 
under the new President, Ferdinand 
Marcos Jr, compared to his notori-
ous predecessor, Rodrigo Duterte.
International Coalition for Human 
Rights in the Philippines 
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Nicaragua has described Ger-
many as “pathetic” for send-
ing aid to Palestine and arms 
to Israel. The 43-page Nicara-
guan submission to the Inter-
national Court of Justice (ICJ) 
argues that Germany’s uncon-
ditional support for Israel is in 
breach of the 1948 Genocide 
Convention.

According to Al Jazeera, Nica-
ragua has demanded that judges 
at the ICJ impose emergency 
measures to prevent Germany 
from giving assistance including 
weapons to Israel.

The Nicaraguan Ambassador 
to the Netherlands, Carlos Jose 
Francisco Aguello Gomez has said 
that serious breaches of interna-
tional humanitarian law are “being 
committed openly” in Palestine. 
Gomez described the case against 
Germany as involving “momentous 

events aff ecting the lives and well-
being of hundreds of thousands of 
people, and even the destruction of 
an entire people.” He argued that 
in such a situation states need to 
avoid aiding the “perpetrator.”

Gomez accused Germany of 
failing to diff erentiate between 
“self-defence and genocide” when it 
came to the Israeli attack on Gaza, 
warning that if states like Germany 
continue to provide “indiscriminate 
support” to Israel’s treatment of the 
Palestinian people, “a new genera-
tion of Palestinians will rise up”.

A Nicaraguan lawyer, Daniel 
Mueller described German aid to 
Palestinians as “a pathetic excuse.” 

The Nicaraguan submission 
puts it bluntly: “Germany is facili-
tating the commission of genocide.”  
Nicaragua has asked the ICJ to 
use emergency measures to make 
Germany resume its funding of 

UNRWA, the UN Palestinian refu-
gee agency.

Germany has responded by 
arguing that it has increased other 
forms of aid funding, despite having 
paused funds for UNRWA. German 
legal adviser Tania von Uslar-
Gleichen claimed that Nicaragua’s 
case denied Israel’s right to exist.

When it came to arming Israel, 
the German defence claimed that 
most of the military equipment 
it sent was “unsuitable for use in 
combat” and “could not plausibly 
be used to commit war crimes,” 
avoiding the obvious inference that 
saving the IDF money in one area 
frees up resources for use in anoth-
er. German defence lawyer Anne 
Peters argued that Germany has 
“continuously used all reasonable 
means at its disposal” to persuade 
Israel to improve the situation. 

CUBA: Cuban-American members of the US House 
of Representatives Mario Diaz-Balart (R-Fl) and Maria 
Elvira Salazar (R-Fl) have proposed new sanctions 
against Cuba, reaffi rming the country’s assignation as 
an alleged state sponsor of terrorism. According to a 
report published by ‘Reasonable Statecraft,’ the move 
would block assistance to the country’s private sector 
and penalise nations that host Cuban medical mis-
sions, accusing them of perpetrating ‘modern slavery.’ 
“Where the US and the Western countries are always 
sending occupation forces and creating war, Cuba 
sends doctors and teachers for selfl ess missions ... 
They are trying to say that their doctors are forced to 
do it, and ... they constitute modern-day slaves, and 
anyone who aids this is aiding slavery. The world can 
see that the US is the biggest supporter of terrorism 
with what they’ve done in Syria, in Libya, to overthrow 
that country, and Cuba has done nothing,” commented 
Netfa Freeman, Pan-Africanist organiser.

ANGOLA: NewSpace Africa 2024 conference took 
place in Angola’s capital Luanda on 2 - 5 April. The 
conference attracted over 500 delegates from 46 
countries. “Space technologies will help African coun-
tries achieve the Sustainable Development Goal 
targets of reducing the poverty rate to below 3 per 
cent,” CEO of South African National Space Agency 
said. “Moreover, the South African National Space 
Program is a crucial player in the endeavour, contribut-
ing its expertise and resources to harness the potential 
of space technology for socio-economic development 
across the continent,” he added.

HUNGARY: “One hundred billion is a lot of money,” 
said the Hungarian Foreign Minister. He was referring 
to a suggestion that a 100 bn euro fund for military aid 
to Ukraine be established. The FM said Hungary was 
not ready to contribute to the fund. “If NATO approves 
a pledge for 100 bn euros for a period of fi ve years it 
will result in additional expenses for the Hungarian 
budget of 10 billion euros. And I want to repeat again 
that the money of Hungarian taxpayers is not fi t for 
implementing a decision that carries a risk of war,” the 
Minister stressed.

BOTSWANA: According to the African Wildlife 
Foundation Botswana is home to the largest elephant 
population on the African continent. The country is 
home to an estimated 130,000 elephants, and allows 
limited hunting for population control. Germany has 
recently called for restricting the import of hunting tro-
phies. The President of Botswana’s response was a 
threat to send 20,000 elephants to Europe. 

ROMANIA: The Romanian Defence Ministry 
announced NATO’s multinational naval exercise 
Sea Shield in the Black Sea and the Danube Delta 
from 8 - 21 April. It will involve 12 allies and partners, 
more than 2,200 military personnel and 135 technical 
units. The drills will bring together Bulgaria, France, 
Georgia, Greece, Italy. the United Kingdom, Moldova, 
the Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Türkiye, and the 
United States. NATO described the goal of the drills 
as ‘to boost coordination for military naval opera-
tions and regain control over important sea lines of 
communications’.

Global Briefs

International

Germany Israel meeting in Berlin, 2012. Photo: Dovermoital (CC BY-SA 3.0)

Nicaragua calls 
Germany ‘pathetic’

‘Very Firm Will’ – 
Spain to recognize State of 

Palestine before July
Spanish Foreign Minister Jose Manuel Albares 
has reiterated his country’s commitment to 
“recognize the state of Palestine before July.”

Albares confi rmed in a statement Spain’s intention 
to recognize Palestine as a sovereign state, aligning 
with the previously stated position by the president, 
before July, as per the minister’s statement.

During an interview with state-owned radio RNE, 
Albares emphasized Spanish Prime Minister Pedro 
Sanchez’s strong determination towards this goal.

Sanchez “has a very fi rm will for it. We are talk-
ing with our European partners, as well as our Arab 
partners,” Albares said.

He highlighted that Spain is engaged in an active 
dialogue with global actors to establish a “realistic and 
viable” Palestinian state, which is crucial for peace in 
the Middle East.

The foreign minister proposed the establishment 
of a Palestinian national authority, which would focus 
on delivering “basic services” and ensuring “territo-
rial continuity.”

Albares suggested the authority’s connection with 
a corridor and access to Gaza’s seaport, with East 
Jerusalem as its capital.

Expressing the need for political will to imple-
ment the established formula, Albares stressed the 
importance of commitment.

In a statement posted on X, Albares conveyed 
Spain’s steadfast support for a Gaza ceasefi re, unhin-
dered humanitarian aid access, and the recognition 

of the Palestinian state, underscoring Spain’s eff orts 
for peace.

“I have spoken with the new Palestinian Prime 
Minister and Minister of Foreign Aff airs Mohammad 
Mustafa,” he wrote.

“I have conveyed to him Spain’s fi rm commit-
ment to the cease-fi re in Gaza, unhindered entry of 
humanitarian aid, and the recognition of the Pales-
tinian state. Spain is working for peace.”

‘STRATEGIC RELATION’
Sanchez has been a staunch critic of Israel’s Gaza 

off ensive since the start of the confl ict, standing out 
in a cautious and divided Europe.

Following the killing of seven aid workers with the 
World Central Kitchen, he described the Israeli Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s “supposed explana-
tions” as “totally unacceptable and insuffi  cient.”

He added that Spain was waiting for a full and 
detailed account of the killings before deciding “what 
action we’ll take with regard to the government of 
Prime Minister Netanyahu.”

Sanchez is now leading an initiative to push his 
EU partners to recognize a Palestinian state and take 
concrete action over Israel’s conduct of the war.

In an interview with Al-Jazeera, Sanchez said 
Israel’s actions in Gaza could even lead the EU to 
debate “whether we continue with this strategic rela-
tion or not”.
Palestine Chronicle 



10  15 April 2024 Guardian

Book Review by Richard Mullen

Slow Down: The Degrowth Manifesto
Kohei Saito

Capital in the Anthropocene was an unlike-
ly bestseller in 2020. Slow Down: The 
Degrowth Manifesto. The Manifesto is an 
accessible read with most of the strong and 
weak sides of Saito’s previous book reiter-
ated in a new format.

Saito wants to relieve the communism in his 
“degrowth communism” of historical baggage: none 
of the actual socialism of the 20th century goes 
into his theory. The plan is “a more democratic, 
egalitarian and sustainable vision of a new steady-
state economy,” as opposed to “undemocratic state 
socialism controlled by the state bureaucrats.” This, 
combined with Saito’s departure from historical 
materialism makes for a vision of communism 
bordering on idealism.

Saito does have good insights into the climate 
crisis: the Manifesto is an excellent resource for con-
versations around climate and capitalist treatment 
of the environment. In his trademark derivative 
maxim, “Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 
are the opiate of the masses,” he makes it clear that 
the current international climate agenda of states, 
industry and fi nance is a smokescreen, and that no 
solutions can be expected from it.

For Saito, the climate crisis is an ongoing proc-
ess which is accelerated by capital. For the reader 
in the developed world, he reminds us of externali-
zation: the imperial standards of living which are 
maintained via the sacrifi ce of the Global South, 
often hard to see from the imperial core. Workers’ 
exploitation in the Global North is outlined as a 
result of the Global South reaching its exploitation 
limit, and the North proceeding with exploitation 
within itself.

Saito speaks of limits to growth, planetary 
boundaries and the unsustainability of any growth, 
be it the one outlined in Green New Deal or one 
envisioned with SDGs. In this discussion, it is valu-
able to recognise the metrics of growth, such as 
gross domestic product (GDP), as a way to simplify 
and obfuscate the relations of capital and environ-
ment. “Sustainable industry” is not about allowing 
a reduction in consumption of resources so much 

as allowing the production of more with the same 
consumption: this is again the tendency of capital.

Once Saito establishes that capitalist business-
as-usual, with its greenwashed appendages, will 
not solve the climate crisis, a conclusion we can 
all get behind, he draws a diagram for potential 
futures, akin to the infamous ‘political compass.’ 
In the top right corner, with strong state power and 
high inequality, lies Climate Fascism. In the bottom 
right, with weak state power and high inequality lies 
Barbarism. On the left side, the top corner (strong 
state, high equality) is Climate Maoism, and in the 
bottom (weak state, high equality) is “X,” or climate 
communism. 

Saito writes, “It’s not impossible to implement 
democratic forms of mutual aid that don’t rely 
on a strong nation to function, instead relying on 
individuals to voluntarily develop strategies for 
combating climate change on their own.”

Saito shows that degrowth capitalism is not a 
sensible option. Then he proceeds with his main 
thesis: reinventing Marx as a degrowth thinker. He 
explains how Marx started as a productivist and 
then realized the error of his ways. This argument 
relies on a thin thread of selective readings. How 
do we reach the communism that Saito’s Marx 
envisioned? 

Technology won’t do it, adventurism won’t do it, 
individual choices won’t do it. But … participatory 
socialism? Saito talks more of what should be done 
in the new system to make it degrowth-centred, and 
less of the change necessary to take control in the 
fi rst place. “As community and social movements 
gain strength, politicians will become afraid not to 
instigate greater and greater changes. Barcelona’s 
city government and France’s citizens’ assemblies 
are cases in point,” says Saito, unconvincingly.

This odd perception of the road to revolution 
serves as a good reminder to the reader to read 
Vincent Bevins’s If We Burn: The Mass Protest 
Decade and the Missing Revolution with, or per-
haps, instead of Saito’s.
Socialist Voice (Ireland). 
(edited for reasons of space) 

Richard Titelius

As the Australian government contin-
ues to ramp up this nation’s commit-
ment both militarily and fi nancially to 
AUKUS, those parts of the country that 
will actually shoulder the equipment 
and resources for this adventure are 
concerned about the impacts to their 
environment, economy and health.  One 
of these locations is Cockburn Sound 
as the Stirling Naval Base is just off -
shore. Fremantle, Rockingham, and 
Coogee would suff er collateral dam-
age in the event of a nuclear accident  
military strike.

To create awareness of the impact AUKUS 
would have on the area around Cockburn 
Sound, Greens WA held a town hall meet-
ing at the Coogee Community Centre where 
Greens Senators for WA Jordan Steele-John 
and Dorinda Cox, Greens NSW Senator David 
Shoebridge, and Greens WA candidate and 
former ABC reporter Sophie McNeill were 
the speakers. 

Senator Steele-John said that the people 
of Fremantle have long made their feelings 
known on uranium, nuclear waste, and the 
military-industrial complex. Australians 
showed they were against war when 98 per 
cent of people  polled said they were against 
Australia going to war in Iraq in 2003. Steele-
John asked if we need another war under the 
auspices of AUKUS to tread the same path.

The ALP has decided to bind us to the 
US with AUKUS to the tune of at least $368 
billion and have further embedded the US 
military within Australia by allowing greater 

access by US forces to Australian defence 
facilities. Senator Shoebridge said that he 
had asked several questions about the Aus-
tralian Naval Nuclear Power Safety Bill in 
the Joint Standing Committee on Foreign 
Aff airs, Defence and Trade as he had con-
cerns about the procurement and storage 
of nuclear fuel and waste from what would 
be our submarines and those of our AUKUS 
‘partners.’ 

This nuclear safety bill would create a 
regulatory body for dealing with nuclear 
waste, answerable only to the Minister for 
Defence. There is no long-term solution to 
the storage of nuclear waste, and the UK 
and US which have been stockpiling nuclear 
waste in temporary facilities are looking for 
a place to offl  oad their nuclear waste. There 
would be no environmental assessment of 
the proposed location of any nuclear waste 
storage facility in Australia and no oversight 
of this proposed regulatory body by anyone 
independent of the Department of Defence.  
There would be no requirement to consult 
the community, Aboriginal people, or envi-
ronmental groups. Steele-John summed up 
the government’s approach as “Nothing to 
see here.” 

Greens candidate Sophie McNeill said 
that the government’s actions on AUKUS and 
the proposed regulatory framework showed 
a lack of transparency and accountability.  
Upgrading Stirling Naval Base to receive the 
nuclear submarines would have a signifi cant 
environmental impact on Cockburn Sound. 
There would be more disturbance of Cock-
burn Sound through the increased traffi  c 
and a proposal to dig an extra trench for 

the passage of larger submarines. McNeill 
said that AUKUS was not the vehicle to 
make us safer.

Senator Dorinda Cox who has Noongar 
Aboriginal ties to the Cockburn Sound or 
Derbal Nara in the Noongar language, had 
asked the Joint Committee if there had been 
consultation with local Aboriginal people.  
The Committee asked Senator Cox if she 
knew anybody who would be suitable. Sena-
tor Cox had replied that she wasn’t there to 
do their job. She accused Defence of being 
out of touch not only with Aboriginal people 
but the broader community on nuclear and 
peace issues. Cox added, “This is a govern-
ment that wanted a Voice to Parliament, but 
they don’t even want ... consultation with 
Aboriginal people on the use and misuse 
of their land.” 

Australian people have seen what hap-
pened at Maralinga in South Australia and 
Monte Bello islands off  the coast of West-
ern Australia with the British atomic tests.  
These places are still prohibited areas. Now, 
with talk about the submarines required for 
AUKUS and climate change, there has been 
a ramping up of proposals for nuclear power 
and uranium mining – without consideration 
of the environmental and fi nancial costs of 
the clean up of uranium mining sites and the 
intractable problem of radioactive nuclear 
waste with a 10 thousand year half-life. 

The senators were asked if saying No 
to AUKUS meant they also saying No to 
deterrence. Senator Steele-John answered 
that addressing fundamental human needs 
made confl ict less likely. Senator Shoebri-
dge said that the AUKUS Treaty and greater 

interoperability of our defence force and 
exchange of technology with the US involved 
projecting our defence posture beyond Aus-
tralia and into the South China Sea. We were 
then consciously putting ourselves in the line 
of confl ict. Australia needed to be an advo-
cate for peace rather than project ourselves 
beyond our sovereign borders. 

Shoebridge argued that concentrating 
on the defence of Australia’s sovereign land 
and sea borders would take a fraction of the 
cost of the AUKUS proposal. De-escalation 
not escalation should be the narrative we 
should be following.

Senator Steele-John had the last word, 
saying the ALP government has its spend-
ing priorities wrong for the Cockburn Sound 
area. The cost of living crisis, rising rents and 
housing costs are driving a growing homeless-
ness crisis. The $368 billion earmarked for 
the nuclear submarines of AUKUS will not 
make Australia safer or more secure but  is 
stopping the funding of necessary expendi-
tures on housing, education, public health, 
and renewable energy, which could make us  
more secure and prosperous. 

The Communist Party of Australia calls 
on the Federal government to stop funding 
AUKUS, be fully transparent and accountable 
about the Australian Naval Nuclear Power 
Safety Bill and its purpose, continue the ban 
on uranium mining and storage of nuclear 
waste from defence or military industrial 
purposes and sign the Treaty to Prohibit 
Nuclear Weapons.
6 April 2024 

No Nukes, No Waste, No AUKUS!
Public meeting Coogee Community Centre
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Mainstream 
Both weaselly and bullying, ‘mainstream’ is used by 
‘Advance,’  a far-right lobby group that has never won an 
election, or fi elded candidates, but which mysteriously knows 
that most Australians want to do nothing about the climate 
emergency, and that it’s bad if Woolies doesn’t sell Anzac-
themed biscuits. Advance represents the mainstream, and 
you’re in it as long as you share their prejudices.

Activist
Being Governor General is overall a sweet gig; nice house, 
servants, no elections to worry about, and people pretending 
that you’re important. The latest GG has been into the sort 
of liberal feminism that thinks it’s all about getting women on 
company boards. Since it’s just not the done thing to open-
ly say that you don’t like to see women getting nice jobs, 
assorted right-wingers with time on their hands are instead 
saying that the new Governor General is an ‘activist,’ and 
that that’s a bad thing to be, unless you’re lobbying for things 
they’re into.

Thin
This is not an exact term, but like ‘heavy’ and ‘large’ most of 
us know ‘thin’ when we see it. ‘Thin’ is not the fi rst word that 
comes to mind when the average punter thinks about Coles 
and Woolworths profi ts. Coles’ last reported profi t was $643 
million, while Woolies was $907 million. That’s profi t margins 
of 26.1 per cent and 30.7 per cent respectively. The voice of 
business, the Australian Financial Review calls those profi t 
margins ‘thin,’ but perhaps they just can’t spell ‘obscene.’ 

Lifestyle choice
University of Melbourne Professor of American Politics, Tim-
othy J Lynch has recently described the US attitude to gun 
ownership and use, as a ‘lifestyle choice’. That country has 
had seven mass shootings in one day, and over 4000 gun 
deaths so far this year. No disrespect to Professor Lynch, but 
it looks more like a deathstyle choice to us.

Professional 
Strictly speaking, this word means that you’re paid to do 
something instead of doing it for fun or as a favour to friends. 
The term also suggests that you’re good at a job, and do it in 
a competent and dispassionate manner.

IDF Rear Admiral Daniel Hagari describes the Israeli 
Defence Force as ‘a professional military committed to inter-
national law’ – which is quite the weaselly mouthful. He’s 
right that the IDF is a military, and that they’re professional 
in the sense of being paid, which must be a huge comfort to 
their victims. We know what they’re committed to, and it’s not 
international law.

Tragedy
There’s a lot of ‘passive voice’ in the Australian media when 
it comes to the ongoing genocide which the IDF are perpe-
trating. The ABC’s Laura Tingle has had a go, talking about 
Israel’s “tolerance of a tragedy that has seen tens of thou-
sands of civilians killed since October 7.” Who killed them, 
Laura?

Accountability
This is a great weasel word because sounds like action, but 
is really vague. Accountability mean anything from sum-
mary execution to pursed lips, a furrowed brow and a sigh. 
Anthony Albanese is asking for accountability for the IDF’s 
recent killing of aid workers, but won’t say what that should 
involve, so he’s more on the furrowed brow and sigh end of 
the spectrum.
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“The program that has made 
the CBS network, a powerful 
network of the United 
States, is unsustainable and 
inexplicable.”

The USA’s CBS network has 
recently suggested that the 
‘sonic attacks’ on US diplo-
mats were a real phenome-
non caused by “Russian sonic 
weaponry.”

Johana Tablada, deputy director 
general of the Ministry of Foreign 
Aff airs of the Republic of Cuba 
(MINREX) in the United States has 
spoken about the alleged attacks 
on the staff  of the United States 
Embassy in Havana and the politi-
cal operation behind them.

The Cuban diplomat said that 
the “Havana syndrome,” the name 
given to the media campaign that 
denounced the sonic attacks, is 
non-existent, and that there is no 
evidence of any disease caused by 
the stay of American personnel 
in Cuba.

According to Tablada, “it is not 
an investigation: the program made 
by the CBS network, a powerful 
network of the United States, is 
unsustainable and inexplicable.”

On the investigation he stated, 
“the presentation of witnesses 
pulled by the hair, which have noth-
ing to do with the history that from 
the beginning was an operation, 

today is presented again, not as a 
journalistic investigation, but as a 
political operation, as a propaganda 
operation.”

“There are solid scientific 
reports ... that the symptoms that 
may have been real cannot be attrib-
uted to an extraordinary cause, 
such as an attack, but ... are linked 
to natural conditions, pre-existing 
diseases or environmental issues,” 
said Tablada.

“There is also the report of 
the Cuban Academy of Sciences, 
of a committee of Cuban experts, 
which also agrees on that result,” 
he added.

The diplomat also recalled the 
actions of Avril Haines, national 
director of intelligence, who con-
ducted another study in conjunction 
with other international agencies 
and concluded there was no attack.

Tablada denounced the omis-
sion of this and other information 
that is being made of the subject, 
“omits in this work the testimonies 
of people who were allegedly aff ect-
ed and who have been published 
by the press in the past, such as 
the letter made by the people who 
were in Havana at the time and ask 
the State Department not to take 
them, who do not feel attacked, or 
in danger”.

“Who wants to keep talking 
about a story that’s fi ction? Who is 
interested in reviving in an electoral 

year the false accusations that led 
to dozens and dozens of additional 
coercive measures against Cuba and 
whose main objective was, in 2017, 
to impose a “stop” and abruptly 
stop a process of improving Cuba-
US relations?” refl ects the Cuban 
diplomat.

“Cuba was defi nitely not inter-
ested in interrupting that process. 
Senator Marco Rubio was interested 
at the time, he was interested in the 
incoming Trump administration, 
the US government,” he said.

The deputy director declared 
that the issue is of interest to Cuba, 
since the Caribbean country is pre-
sented as a threat to the national 
security of the United States, again, 
“Cuba is interested because it tries 
to present Cuba once again as a 
threat to the national security of 
the United States, and because, 
even if Cuba is not the supposed 
main actor, [the report puts] the 
Cuban territory as the place that 
lends itself so that foreign powers 
or foreign countries can do acts 
against the United States.”

The deputy director of MINREX 
concluded the interview by stating 
that the victims of the political 
campaign against Cuba was not 
diplomacy, the US or Cuba; “here 
the victims have really been the 
truth, the journalism.”
Telesur 

Sonic attacks 
are back
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‘Springboard’: Moldova being 
eyed as a NATO plan B

Moldova has a neutral status, but it has been 
cooperating with NATO since 1994 under an 
individual partnership plan.

NATO countries see Moldova as a strategic 
springboard in case Russia wins the conflict in 
Ukraine, a former Pentagon staff er, senior fellow at 
the Washington-based Center for Security Policy and 
the Yorktown Institute, Stephen Bryen, has said in an 
article in Asia Times.

The way he sees it, Moldova could be a “staging area 
and jumping-off  point for a strategy aimed at Ukraine’s 
southern city of Odessa and, perhaps, Crimea.” Bryen 
believes that “what seems to be brewing in Europe 
is some sort of Plan B – in essence, what to do if the 
Ukrainian army collapses.”

Moldova has a neutral status, but it has been 
cooperating with NATO since 1994 under an indi-
vidual partnership plan. According to opinion polls, a 
majority of the Moldovan population is against joining 

the alliance and in favour of preserving the status of 
permanent neutrality enshrined in the Constitution. 
However, Moldovan President Maia Sandu calls for 
rapprochement with NATO and for breaking stere-
otypes about the alliance, which, she argues, are “a 
result of Russian manipulation and disinformation.” 
Since Sandu and her ruling Action and Solidarity Party 
came to power, Moldova has seen frequent military 
exercises involving British, German, Romanian and 
US militaries, increased military spending, and begun 
purchasing weapons.

Russian Deputy Foreign Minister Mikhail Galuzin 
told TASS in an interview on 9 February that the 
Moldovan leadership looked determined to milita-
rise the country and to turn it into an “anti-Russian 
springboard” like Ukraine, but the Moldovan people 
do not support such intentions.
Tass 
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William Briggs 

A report, Regional security and Pacifi c 
partnerships, has just been published by 
the Australian Strategic Policy Institute 
(ASPI). One of this right-wing think tank’s 
major roles is to advise and report to the 
Australian government. The subtitle of 
the report is signifi cant, as it its ‘advice.’ It 
reads, recruiting Pacifi c islanders into the 
Australian Defence Force.

Regardless of how such an idea may be spun, 
the fact is that we are looking at a dangerous devel-
opment and one aimed at tightening Australia’s 
grip on the region. It also presupposes that Aus-
tralia and the Pacifi c-Island Countries (PICS) have 
a real need to engage in a program of escalating 
militarism. This is clearly false.

The report’s authors, Bec Shrimpton and Zach 
Lambert acknowledge that the demand for addi-
tional troops for the Australian military cannot be 
easily met, and so put forward three arguments 
for drawing Pacifi c islander recruits into the Aus-
tralian military.

The options include: direct recruitment from 
the Pacifi c region, closer integration between 
Australian and Pacifi c-island forces; or a move to 
US-style ‘compacts of free association.’

The three ‘options’ are not merely fl awed, but 
represent an Australian push to further increase 
its power in the Pacifi c. The Australian ruling 
class is deeply concerned about China’s involve-
ment in the Pacifi c, and the benefi ts that are to be 
derived for the Pacifi c Island economies. China, 
of course, has been designated the enemy. Logi-
cally, therefore, Australia as a partner in the US 
attempts to diminish China, must play an increas-
ing role. In this case that means a direct military 
role, one that keeps the ‘Pacifi c family’ well and 
truly in its place.

The fi rst proposal involves the direct recruit-
ment of troops from Pacifi c Island states. This might 
be able to be sold as a way of fi lling the recruitment 
gap from among an Australian working class that 
is unwilling to put on a uniform and act as cannon 
fodder. The problem is that it can easily be seen 
for the appalling notion that it is. Australia would 
be creating a mercenary force willing to fi ght for 
the dominant imperialist nation. It would be akin 
to a 21st century ‘blackbirding’ operation.

The second idea is to “integrate” the mili-
tary forces of the countries in the region. This 
is presented as establishing a ‘Pacifi c Battalion.’ 
While option one is blatantly neo-colonialist and 
dominated by Australian imperialism, option two 
is really no better. It would be a very poor bet to 
suggest that this battalion would not be control-
led by Australia. 

The third possibility is the even more openly 
imperialist ‘compacts of free association’ idea. This 
would closely resemble the model employed by 
the USA. This approach has reduced the Marshall 
Islands and the Federated States of Micronesia to 
the status of vassal states and their populations 
robbed of anything remotely resembling autonomy.

The authors’ and ASPI’s preferred option is the 
creation of a ‘Pacifi c Battalion.’ This promotes the 
fi ction that Australia would not be the dominat-
ing, imperial player. The report admits that direct 
recruitment into the Australian military smacks 

of neo-colonialist power. Such an admission is 
designed to give the preferred option an aura of 
independence, but it’s an aura that’s very easy to 
see through. 

Several Pacifi c states do not currently have 
formal standing armies. Any ‘integration’ of 
armies, becomes an obvious exercise in manipu-
lation and control. 

The report is the work of the warmongers of 
ASPI, but has been instigated by the Australian 
government. The report’s authors claim that they 
are responding to signifi cant issues arising from 
the Government’s 2023 Defence Strategic Review. 
The Review states that the Australian military 
must grow by 30 per cent by 2040. That’s a big 
ask. Australian working-class youth are showing 
no particular inclination to join the army.

To compound this obvious problem is the call 
to eff ectively militarise key sectors of Australian 
industry. To fi nd the skilled workforce needed to 
build and maintain the AUKUS madness is all but 
impossible to imagine.

The Defence Strategic Review calls for the 
biggest shift in military policy since the end of 
WW2. In line with American anti-China thinking, 
the Review calls for an “impactful projection” of 
force across the Indo-Pacifi c region.

Projection of force comes at a cost. Pro-war 
governments can always fi nd the dollars but get-
ting feet into boots is another matter. Matt Keogh, 
Minister for Defence Personnel, remarked in early 
2024 that, “we are certainly looking at all oppor-
tunities that we need to look at in terms of how 
we can grow our Defence Force and that includes 
looking at how we might be able to grow it from 
friendly forces.”

Keogh’s concerns are littered with dangerous 
contradictions. He is “looking” for ways to grow 
an army that can project force in an “impactful” 
manner across the region. This has nothing to do 
with defence, but is entirely off ensive in charac-
ter. He is also keen to see this off ensive capacity 
bolstered by “friendly” forces within the region. 
These same friendly forces would be co-opted 
into a military whose national interests they do 
not share. It is quite a task to sell such an idea. 

Enter ASPI. The report presents an unwork-
able plan that the Minister and the rest of Cabinet 
believe they can sell to the public as best serving 
the national interests of Australia.

What is particularly disturbing in all this is 
the fact that these characters seem to believe that 
militarising the region is somehow in Australia’s 
national interest. The ‘con’ can only work if the 
public fi rst buy the lie that there is a China threat. 
If this works, then a military buildup can be con-
sidered. If a buildup idea can be sold, then a 21st 
century imperialist ‘blackbirding’ operation can 
be established. This can only be done if imperialist 
Australia can convince people in Australia and in 
the Pacifi c that it is acting in the best interests of 
the Pacifi c ‘family.’ 

All of this, it must be remembered, needs a 
compliant Pacifi c Island community who are happy 
to place their people and their independence in 
very real jeopardy. Many Pacifi c Island leaders 
have already said that they neither have, nor want 
enemies. The Australian government seems hell 
bent on forcing these states to take sides and to 
make enemies. 

International

Communist Party of Australia

Head Offi ce (Sydney)
74 Buckingham St, 
Surry Hills, NSW 2010
phone: 02 9699 8844
email: info@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

www.cpa.org.au      cpa@cpa.org.au
 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

 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 0421 113 343
PO Box 98, North Perth, WA 6906

 Qld State Comm  0499 476 540 qld@cpa.org.au

 SA State Comm  sa@cpa.org.au 0411 805 356 PO Box 56, Royal Park, SA 5014

 Tasmania Andrew Irving tas@cpa.org.au 03 9639 1550

An Australian Pacific battalion: 
mutual defence or imperialist 

domination?

Australian Defence Force Signaller during Talisman Sabre 2011 at Shoalwater 
Bay Training Area. Photo: Public Domain www.dvidshub.net/ 

What is ASPI?
Tim Logow 
If you consume news in any form, you will hear the Australian Strategic 
Policy Institute, ASPI (not to be confused with the Asia Society Policy 
Institute) cited as though it is offi cial, impartial, and objective. Is it? 
ASPI calls itself “an independent, non-partisan think tank that produces 
expert and timely advice for Australia’s strategic and defence leaders.” 
ASPI was established by the Howard Liberal/National government in 2001. 
It gets funding from the Department of Defence, as well as from ‘corporate 
members.’ These include Serco, and arms companies such as Thales, 
Lockheed Martin, and Boeing.
Executive Director Justin Bassi was chief of staff for Liberal Marise Payne 
when she was Foreign Affairs Minister. Bassi was moved into the job of 
executive director over the preferred candidate as a “captain’s call” by 
Peter Dutton when he was Defence Minister.
ASPI has collaborated with far-right Israeli think-tank, the Begin-Sadat 
Centre for Strategic Studies, some of whose leading lights have called 
for ISIS to be left in power so it could fi ght with other Islamists, as well as 
promoting the ‘mowing the grass’ strategy of periodic attacks on the West 
Bank. 
Closer to home, a collection of ASPI ‘experts’ collaborated on a Nine 
newspapers call to war in 2023. Over three days and nine pages, the 
special feature argued for compulsory military service and for placing 
nuclear missiles on Australian soil (providing the US didn’t mind).
When it comes to increased arms funding and Sinophobia, ASPI is 
bi-partisan. They don’t mind who’s in power here as long as it’s a party 
that supports militarisation, the arms industry, and Sinophobia, and funds 
ASPI’s lobbying from our taxes.


