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LEFT WING RUSSOPHOBIA: A 

PERILOUS DISORDER 

(This article first appeared at 

www.redfireonline.com on July 23, 2017.) 

World War III looms. The political left is warning 

about this as much as the political right is 

preparing for it. Even those whose careers 

depend on fealty to the corporate elite are 

noticing that the alignments of the most powerful 

nations are forming into camps, sometimes 

despite their intentions. The formation of the two 

sides has an eerie ring to it, for it conjures 

reminiscences of World War I.  On the 100th 

anniversary of the October Revolution in Russia, 

once again the question may well be posed to 

working people: war or revolution?  

One the one hand, we have imperialism, led by 

the US, and joined by its allies in the United 

Kingdom (UK), France, Canada, Australia, 

Denmark, Norway, Israel, Saudi Arabia and 

others. All of these governments have come 

behind, or have taken part in, the appalling war 
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of regime change levelled against Syria.  On the 

other hand, we have an anti-

imperialist/independent bloc, trying to resist and 

survive despite the predations of the US 

juggernaut. This includes Russia, China, Iran, 

Syria, Venezuela, Bolivia, the Democratic People’s 

Republic of Korea (DPRK), Zimbabwe and others. 

The two camps face off against one another, but 

blame cannot in any way be apportioned equally. 

The major provocateur is the US, and for now, 

the main power preventing the US from 

launching even more wars, is Russia. One glance 

at Syria today would seem to confirm this. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Given this, it would seem obvious that the task of 

working people and the political left would be to 

defend Russia against an overtly hostile US state, 

while seeking opportunities to build parties which 

can prepare working people in the capitalist 

world for the establishment of their own state 

power. In fact, in the face of a potential world 

war, workers seizing state power may well be an 

effort entirely within a framework of self-

defence. One could argue that the October 

Revolution of 1917 itself was such an act.  It 

would appear logical that a defence of the anti-

imperialist or independent bloc of Russia, China 

and Iran against the US and its allies, not the least 

of which is the Australian state, would be an 

important segment of a struggle against an 

outbreak of what may be a nuclear world war.  

Russia as a “great power” ?  

Alas, some left-wing organisations do not see 

this, or do not want to see this. Some of them are 

hidebound into a “Russia as enemy” mindset, 

seemingly unaware that this is also the current 

psyche of the US war machine and large sections 

of its deep state. Almost invariably, those left 

parties which maintain a base hostility to Russia 

strongly supported, in deeds if not in words, the 

US/Saudi/Israeli war to destroy the Syrian Arab 

Republic. An exception was the left group 

Trotskyist Platform (TP), which has been active in 

defending Syria against six years of imperialist 

war. We maintain, however, that this opposition 

of TP has not been consistent, and tailed off 

dramatically once Russia, at the invitation of the 

Syrian government, began air strikes against ISIS 

(Islamic State in Iraq and Syria), Al Qaeda, and 

other terrorist militias. These efforts of the 

Russian military began on September 30, 2015. 

On September 16, 2016, the Australian 

government admitted that it had taken part in a 

US air strike on Deir Ez-Zor in Syria1, killing at 

least 60 Syrian soldiers, and clearing the way for 

ISIS to move into the area immediately after. 

From what we can observe, TP at the time did not 

denounce the actions of the Australian armed 

forces, in writing OR by taking part in the few 

rallies that gathered to protest against Australian 

participation in the war on Syria. 

Now, in a recent article on the Syrian conflict, TP 

claims that it always has stood for the defence of 

Syria against the Western led proxy war. Yet what 

seems to be TP’s blind opposition to “Russia” 

tends to undermine such claims. It is a huge 

contradiction for TP – maintaining an opposition 

to the US led regime change war on Syria, while 

                                                           
1
 http://www.abc.net.au/news/2016-09-18/australian-jets-

involved-in-botched-air-strike-on-syrian-army/7855610 (06-
07-16) 
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fostering and fomenting Russophobia (the fear 

and hatred of all things Russian) amongst 

workers. Working people, however, around the 

world can see that it was Russia, not the US, 

which was, and is, serious about defeating ISIS. 

Indeed, more aware workers can see that the war 

on Syria waged by the US was as much against 

Russia as against Syria. 

We have noted previously that it appears that 

TP’s actual position is that Russia is “imperialist”, 

but they are unwilling to state this publicly.2 Now, 

TP introduce the concept of Russia as a “capitalist 

great power”, although how that differs to an 

imperialist state we are left to wonder. In their 

article “Russian Intervention and Syria”3, dated 

May 4, 2017, TP makes what seems a tenuous 

claim that Russia has intervened in Syria “in order 

to promote it’s great power capitalist ambitions”, 

though it has not “threatened to become one of 

the direct neo-colonial overlords of Syria”.  One 

wonders if TP is aware that the US state 

department repeatedly accuses Russia of 

“aggression” in Eastern Europe, Ukraine, Crimea 

etc., and would readily concur with a 

condemnation of Russia as a “great power”. If the 

US state can gather some left groups to also 

oppose Russia, at a time of “Russiagate”, and the 

attempts to remove Trump from office for 

supposedly being too willing to come to 

agreements with Russia, then the job of the US 

deep state becomes easier and easier.  If the left 

and the right join hands to condemn “Russia”, it is 

no wonder that working people fall prey to far 

right, or alt-right, groups.  

 

Russian strikes on civilians?  

In order to maintain its line of not (currently) 

calling for Russian troops out of Syria, TP 

begrudgingly admits that Russia is “playing a 

                                                           
2
 https://redfireonline.com/2017/01/08/russia-friend-or-

foe/ (06-07-17) 
3
 http://www.trotskyistplatform.com/russian-intervention-

and-syria/ (06-07-2017) 

positive role” in Syria, albeit “inadvertently” (!).  

Yet they then go on to make the jaw-dropping 

claim that Russia cannot be trusted not to kill 

Syrian civilians in the process. They write:  

“…..the fact that capitalist Russia is, 

currently, inadvertently playing a positive 

role does not change the fact that its 

racist state forces who so brutally oppress 

non-European minorities and immigrants 

within Russia cannot in any way be 

trusted to take proper care to avoid 

hitting civilians in their air strikes on 

enemy forces in Syria. Thus, we can 

expect the numbers of civilians killed by 

Russian air strikes to be of the same 

order of magnitude as the thousands 

killed by the murderous U.S., Australian 

and other imperialists in their air strikes 

on Syria and Iraq.”4 (Emphasis added – 

WL) 

 We will return to the question of the treatment 

of immigrants and non-European minorities in 

Russia later. But the claim that the number of 

civilian casualties carelessly struck by Russian air 

strikes may equal the number of civilians killed by 

US allied war actions in Syria beggars belief. If this 

was to even begin to look like a reality, surely the 

Syrian government would at least revoke its 

invitation to Russia, and Iran and Hezbollah – who 

have risked a great deal to assist Syria’s defence, 

would be outraged.  This approach highlights that 

despite what TP claim, they tend towards placing 

an equals sign between US imperialism and 

Russian “imperialism”. It almost approaches a 

moral equivalence, similar in method and style to 

liberals who view Nazism and Communism as 

both equally reprehensible. TP would shriek at 

the comparison, but we maintain they perhaps 

unintentionally push themselves and their 

supporters politically close to the architects of 

the war on Syria – the US state itself. 

                                                           
4
 Ibid, 3. 

https://redfireonline.com/2017/01/08/russia-friend-or-foe/
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We don’t doubt that Russia could potentially gain 

some commercial advantage by its actions in 

Syria, and indeed, they may be increasing their 

influence inside one of their long term allies. But 

this is beside the point. The major achievement of 

Russia in Syria has been that it has blocked 

regime change, and in the process, has defeated 

the ISIS bogey, a horrific game created by the 

Clintons, Obamas, the US deep state, NATO, 

Saudi Arabia, Britain, France and so on. F. William 

Engdahl, in his article “Putin is Defeating More 

than ISIS in Syria”, notes that by actually holding 

the UN Charter to its word, Russia exposes the 

role of the US in arming and training “moderate” 

terrorists in order to bring down sovereign states. 

He wrote that: 

 “[Putin]…made clear what the 

international law behind the UN Charter 

means and that Russia is scrupulously 

abiding by the Charter in actions in Syria. 

Russia, unlike the US, has been formally 

asked by the legitimate Syrian 

government to aid its war against terror.”5 

Socialists can admit that the UN Charter and the 

UN itself is not written for the express purpose of 

defending the working class internationally. Yet, 

Russia’s actions in Syria have, in effect, politically 

defeated the atrocious schemes of the US ruling 

class – backed by Canberra- of creating barbaric 

death squads and funnelling them into any 

country the US state deems is too independent. 

In fact, one could argue that the political defeat 

for US imperialism in Syria is similar to the defeat 

of US imperialism in Vietnam, forty years ago. 

Those on the left, including TP, should also 

recognise that the Russian state, perhaps for its 

own reasons, has nonetheless not only prevented 

regime change in Syria, but has staved off a 

potential world war.  

Why did Russia assist Syria? 

What was the motivation for Russian assistance 

to Syria against a US led war of extermination? 

TP’s claim that Russia “intervened to promote its 

great power capitalist ambitions” appears to be a 

clear example of Russophobia distorting political 

judgement. We can agree that the Russian 

government does not have world socialism as its 

aim – quite the contrary. Yet a country does not 

have to be socialist to be an enemy of US 

imperialism. All it has to do is maintain its 

independence from the US Empire. Therefore, 

merely to survive, some countries (e.g. Russia, 

Iran) have to defend themselves against US state 

plans for yet more global plunder. Through 

defending themselves, such countries block the 

advance of US imperialism – which coincides with 

the immediate interests of the world’s workers. 

                                                           
5
 http://journal-neo.org/2015/10/15/putin-is-defeating-

more-than-isis-in-syria/ (06-07-17) 

Above: Cartoon depicting a chess game between 

Russian President Vladimir Putin and US President 

Barack Obama. Obama has lost almost all his pieces, 

and then claims “bingo”, to make out that a different 

game was being played. This satirises the situation in 

Syria, where Russia effectively checkmated the US by 

exposing their backing of the mercenary terrorists sent 

into Syria to attempt to bring down the Syrian Arab 

Republic. Image from 

www.syrianfreepress.wordpress.com 

http://journal-neo.org/2015/10/15/putin-is-defeating-more-than-isis-in-syria/
http://journal-neo.org/2015/10/15/putin-is-defeating-more-than-isis-in-syria/
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This means that in the case of Syria, working 

people can support the actions of the Russian 

government, without necessarily offering a 

political endorsement. The current Russian state 

does not share the same ultimate aim of working 

people – a classless, socialist society – on this 

point there is no debate. Yet right now, to some 

extent, the Russian state is an ally – at least 

against Wall Street and the reckless and criminal 

wars it unleashes.  

 

All allies are temporary and conditional. The 

current Russian state only seeks to stabilise the 

current world order. But as the capitalist 

economic crisis deepens, the US war machine 

itches for more – the status quo cannot satisfy 

the US ruling class’s need for more areas of 

profitable investment. This means more war, and 

even world war. If the Russian state acts to 

prevent or delay this, then working people 

cannot currently abandon them, much less turn 

on them. To turn against them in the manner in 

which TP suggests can only lead workers 

politically behind the US state. To vastly 

exaggerate, or indeed to concoct fantasies, about 

Russian “aggression” or Russian “great power 

capitalist ambitions” – is to let US imperialism off 

the hook. The vast compendium of US imperialist 

crimes against the world is minimised and 

downplayed. 

Syria was a Russian ally going back decades, to 

the times of the Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics (USSR). Yet this is not the only reason 

for Russian assistance to Syria in its greatest hour 

of need. Lenin and the Bolsheviks – who TP refer 

to often in their article – fought for the equality 

of all nations. This was a vital component of being 

able to unite the former nations oppressed by 

Tsarist monarchy into the USSR via the victorious 

workers revolution in 1917. Admittedly, Russian 

President Vladimir Putin and the Russian 

government today soundly reject Leninist politics. 

Yet today, if they are to survive themselves, let 

alone stabilise world capitalism, someone or 

something has to act to hold the US Empire – 

which trashes national sovereignty at will – to 

account.  

 

In a recent interview, President Putin responded 

to a question as to whether he believed Syria’s 

President Assad was an “evil guy”. Putin replied: 

 

 

“It’s not President Assad whom we are 

protecting: we are protecting the Syrian 

statehood. We don’t want their interior to 

be a situation similar to that in Libya, or 

that in Somalia, or in Afghanistan – in 

Afghanistan NATO has been present for 

many years, but the situation is not 

changing for the better. We want to 

preserve the Syrian statehood. On the 

basis of resolving this fundamental issue 

we would like them to move towards 

settling the Syrian issue through political 

means. Yes, probably everyone there is to 

blame for something, but let’s not forget 

that were it not for active interference 

from outside, this civil war probably 

would not have broken out.”6 

 

We don’t agree that the conflict in Syria was ever 

a “civil war”, but the overall logic of the point 

stands. NATO and the US and its allies have 

ignored statehood of countless countries in 

efforts to save the profit system. The result has 

been more global chaos and a possible world war. 

Russia seems to have realised that if the US was 

not stopped in Syria, they themselves could easily 

be the next target. Far from “great power 

capitalist ambitions”, Russia’s actions in Syria 

seem to be an act of elementary self-defence.  

                                                           
6
 http://www.globalresearch.ca/putin-we-protect-syrias-

statehood-to-prevent-it-becoming-like-libya/5597533 (07-
07-17) 

http://www.globalresearch.ca/putin-we-protect-syrias-statehood-to-prevent-it-becoming-like-libya/5597533
http://www.globalresearch.ca/putin-we-protect-syrias-statehood-to-prevent-it-becoming-like-libya/5597533
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More than this, the Russian government takes 

seriously the problem of foreign funded 

terrorism. The history of Islamic extremists 

attacking the Russian state would require a 

separate study. Nevertheless, there is evidence to 

suggest that many of these terrorists have 

received the backing of the US state, much like 

the abominable funding and arming of genocidal 

mercenaries in Syria. TP, perhaps unwittingly, 

refers to Russia’s “brutal oppression of non-

European minorities”.  Yet what should Russia do 

in the face of some of these non-European 

minorities openly receiving aid and backing from 

the US state and quasi-state NGOs – or CSOs 

(“Civil Society Organisations”)?  US state aid to 

nationalist, terrorist and separatist groups often 

flow from the notorious US Agency for 

International Development (USAID), and the 

equally diabolical George Soros funded Open 

Society Institute. Much of this aid filters through 

to armed fundamentalist Chechen, Dagestani and 

similar groups in the North Caucasus.7 US military 

support for Georgia was open, even before 

Georgia openly provoked Russia into a war in 

2008.8 In short, the US has a clear strategic aim of 

breaking the former Soviet Republics away from 

Russia, and into the fold of NATO, despite 

Russia’s entirely justifiable objections.  

Where did some of these US backed terrorists 

from Chechnya end up? In Syria, fighting with and 

alongside ISIS and Al Qaeda in their efforts to 

take down, using extreme violence, the Syrian 

Arab Republic.9 We do not seek to excuse all of 

the actions of the Russian government in the two 

wars fought against separatist Chechens, nor 

against the Georgians in 2008. Overall, however, 

it seems that in these cases, Russia was fighting 

ultra-nationalist anti-Russian and US backed 

forces, about which it had relatively little choice. 

Moreover, Russia was well aware that such 

terrorists who were fighting in Syria, would 

sooner or later return to Russia to continue their 

attacks against the Russian state. Russia again 

had little choice but to attempt to take out these 

terrorists in Syria, before they “came home” to 

do the same. Therefore, the dire necessity for 

Russia to defeat such US backed death squads 

was a major reason for their assistance to Syria – 

not only the defence of the concept of statehood. 

Unfortunately, those on the left wearing the 

Russophobia glasses struggle to detect this. 

Syria: Russia In, Libya: Russia Out ?  

It seems that TP is reluctant with their call that 

Russian air power should not, at the moment, 

leave Syria. We say this because at the same 

                                                           
7
 http://www.globalresearch.ca/washingtons-civil-society-

and-cia-financing-of-chechen-and-other-caucasus-regional-
terrorists/5333359 (07-07-17) 
8
 https://www.stripes.com/news/u-s-troops-still-in-georgia-

1.81903#.WV8uLOlLeUl (07-07-17) 
9
 https://www.crisisgroup.org/europe-central-

asia/caucasus/north-caucasus/north-caucasus-insurgency-
and-syria-exported-jihad (07-07-17) 

Above: The so-called Open Society Foundations, led 

by the notorious billionaire financier George Soros, 

have backed numerous regime change operations in 

many countries, and operate in Russia under various 

guises. Some of this money, supposedly for “civil 

society” ends up in the hands of fundamentalist 

terrorist groups in Chechnya. The modus operandi is 

similar to the funding of death squads in Syria, with 

similar aims – to destabilise or bring down the elected 

government – be it Syria or Russia. Some left groups 

ignore the extent of actors such as Soros in Russia. 

Image from www.errhoneaples.com 

http://www.globalresearch.ca/washingtons-civil-society-and-cia-financing-of-chechen-and-other-caucasus-regional-terrorists/5333359
http://www.globalresearch.ca/washingtons-civil-society-and-cia-financing-of-chechen-and-other-caucasus-regional-terrorists/5333359
http://www.globalresearch.ca/washingtons-civil-society-and-cia-financing-of-chechen-and-other-caucasus-regional-terrorists/5333359
https://www.stripes.com/news/u-s-troops-still-in-georgia-1.81903#.WV8uLOlLeUl
https://www.stripes.com/news/u-s-troops-still-in-georgia-1.81903#.WV8uLOlLeUl
https://www.crisisgroup.org/europe-central-asia/caucasus/north-caucasus/north-caucasus-insurgency-and-syria-exported-jihad
https://www.crisisgroup.org/europe-central-asia/caucasus/north-caucasus/north-caucasus-insurgency-and-syria-exported-jihad
https://www.crisisgroup.org/europe-central-asia/caucasus/north-caucasus/north-caucasus-insurgency-and-syria-exported-jihad
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time, TP calls for Russia to get out of Libya! TP 

claims that Russia is inadvertently playing a 

positive role in Syria, but they are playing a 

“reactionary role” in Libya. Yet it appears that the 

goal of both actions is for similar reasons – the 

need to prevent the spread of US backed and 

armed fundamentalist terror militias. Such groups 

have actually waged war internally against Russia, 

and continue to receive some backing from the 

US state to do this. Despite this, TP complains 

that Russia has sent “financial, diplomatic and 

weapons support” to Khaliah Haftar’s Libyan 

National Army (LNA).10 Yet the Tripoli based 

Government of National Accord (GNA), a rival to 

the LNA, has received international support from 

none other than the United Nations (UN).11 On 

other issues, TP are usually one of the most 

vociferous in denouncing the imperial overtures 

of the UN.  

TP goes on to claim that Russia’s aim in Libya is 

aimed at “securing prized access to Libya’s oil 

terminals, ports and airports.”12 We don’t deny 

that the Russian government had a number of 

weapons and oil extraction and development 

contracts with the pre-2011 Libyan government 

which was destroyed by NATO armed Al Qaeda 

militias. Restoring some of these contracts may 

be one outcome of Russia’s actions in Libya, as it 

may be for the French, Italian and United Arab 

Emirates (UAE) governments. Yet Russia has the 

additional aim of preventing the spread of 

Western-backed armed Islamic extremism. Russia 

takes this goal very seriously, as for them it is a 

matter of survival. Russia has much more actively 

intervened in Syria militarily, but at the invitation 

of the Syrian government. In Libya, the 

government was destroyed by NATO which was 

working hand in glove with Al Qaeda. Now, there 

                                                           
10

 Ibid, 3. 
11

 https://www.thenational.ae/world/one-year-on-un-
backed-government-fails-to-unite-libya-1.197890 (07-07-
17) 
12

 Ibid, 3. 

is no state, and therefore no stability, in Libya. 

 

Admittedly, the “stability” that the Russian 

government seeks is the establishment of a 

capitalist government in Libya, where Russian 

companies may seek investment and trade. 

Surely, though, this is a better outcome than an 

expansion of ISIS across the north of Africa, 

potentially linking up with other Western backed 

terror groups such as Boko Haram and Al 

Shabaab. Again, Russia is seeking to stem the tide 

of ISIS spreading its tentacles into other regions 

around the world, which ultimately threatens 

many other countries, not the least of which is 

Russia itself.  Quite rightly, Russia sees Western 

backed Islamic extremism as a major security 

threat. As a result, it fights such terrorists on its 

own territory and also abroad, seeking alliances 

with any other country which shares this goal.13 

No one is claiming that Russia’s actions are 

entirely altruistic, but given the circumstances, 

working people cannot oppose Russia’s actions in 

fighting Western backed terror groups in either 

Syria or Libya.  TP’s Russophobia compels it to 

find fault with Russia where there is none.  

Islam in Russia 

Another aspect to TP’s denunciation of Russia is 

the alleged “hard line anti-Muslim policies” of the 

Putin led government. TP doesn’t elaborate on 

this point, but it is thrown in with allegations of 

“brutal attacks” on the LGBTI community, also 

something not described. Is this true? Is there 

Islamophobia from the Russian government 

which rivals, or surpasses, the Islamophobia we 

have seen in Western countries in recent years? 

We have not seen evidence for this, and once 

again there is a danger of comparing Russia and 

the Western countries in a direct manner. Russia 

has a large Muslim population, numbering 

around 20 million, and has large communities 

                                                           
13

 http://www.ispionline.it/it/pubblicazione/haftar-russia-
link-and-military-plan-lna-16289 (07-07-17) 

https://www.thenational.ae/world/one-year-on-un-backed-government-fails-to-unite-libya-1.197890
https://www.thenational.ae/world/one-year-on-un-backed-government-fails-to-unite-libya-1.197890
http://www.ispionline.it/it/pubblicazione/haftar-russia-link-and-military-plan-lna-16289
http://www.ispionline.it/it/pubblicazione/haftar-russia-link-and-military-plan-lna-16289
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which are majority Muslim, such as in Tatarstan, 

the North Caucuses, Dagestan, Orenburg, 

Chelyabinsk, Samara and others. Neighbouring 

Kazakhstan is majority Muslim. Islam is the 

second most common religion in Russia.14 Along 

with Christianity, Buddhism and Judaism, Islam is 

recognised as a religion indigenous to Russia. 

Given these facts, there is simply no comparison 

with regard to countries such as Australia, the US 

and Europe, where the Islamic community are 

much smaller minorities, and are certainly not 

regarded as part of the indigenous make up.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
14

 http://www.advantour.com/russia/religion/islam.htm 
(08-07-17) 

In addition, the imperialist “war on terror” 

following the 9/11 attacks in 2001, has had a 

drastic effect on Western countries, with the 

targeting of entire Islamic communities, 

regardless if they are in anyway connected with 

fundamentalist groups prepared to take up arms. 

Almost the entire religion of Islam, especially in 

the wake of the war on Syria, is treated as 

suspect in Australia, Europe and the US. In Russia, 

on the other hand, it is more than obvious who 

and what groups are “Islamic” terrorists – the 

ones who have waged war against the Russian 

state – often with underhanded political and 

military support from the US state.  

We would not claim that there is no 

discrimination against Muslims in Russia. 

However as previously mentioned, due to the 

two wars fought against Chechen separatists, and 

those that left Russia explicitly to fight for ISIS, 

armed Islamic extremists are viewed, not without 

a basis, as anti-Russian. Salafism, and the growth 

of it within Russia since the early 2000s, is what is 

viewed with suspicion by Russian authorities. On 

the other hand, the vast numbers of Muslims in 

Russia who followed the so-called “Soviet 

Imams”, or even those who now reject the 

Salafists, are welcomed, and indeed recognised 

as Russian.  

 

In addition, the Western scare campaign against 

President Putin and Russia in general, vastly 

exaggerates the position of the Russian 

government on many issues, in order to set up a 

demon. For example, it was reported that 

President Putin gave a speech to the Russian 

Duma in which he allegedly demanded that 

Muslim minorities integrate into Russia, learn to 

speak Russian, or get out. In fact, the language 

that Putin actually used was much more 

conciliatory, only insisting that Russian be the 

language of education and that immigrants (some 

of whom are of the Islamic faith) respect Russian 

Above: A Mosque in Kyrgyzstan, next to a Soviet War 

Memorial. Islam is the second most common religion in 

Russia, and some neighbouring former republics, such 

as Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan, are majority Muslim or 

have significant Muslim populations. The Islamic 

religion is also recognised as indigenous to Russia. Many 

strands of the Islamic religion co-existed with the 

former Soviet Union, and with Russia since the 

counterrevolutionary destruction of the USSR. The 

Russian government is very well aware of the dangers 

of Islamic fundamentalism, which usually stem from the 

Salafist and Wahabist strands, and those which often 

receive financial or military backing from states such as 

the US and Saudi Arabia. Russia has been the victim of 

foreign funded “Islamic” terrorism going back into the 

early 1990s, so it takes efforts to counter them, inside 

Russia or externally, seriously. Image from 

www.eurasiareview.com 

http://www.advantour.com/russia/religion/islam.htm
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culture and traditions.15 Granted, this is a reversal 

of what occurred in the early Soviet Union, but it 

is hardly the direct persecution that Western 

corporate critics of Russia would have us believe.  

Here is another area where TP’s Russophobia 

pushes it into the arms of the very liberals it 

correctly criticises on other issues. 

“Brutal oppression” of immigrants ?  

Does the Russian government also have a “hard-

line anti-immigrant” stance, or even engage in 

“brutal oppression” of immigrants as TP claims?  

Even some scant research into the situation 

would reveal a scenario unlike what we in the 

West are accustomed to.  Firstly, Russia is second 

only to the United States in terms of the numbers 

of immigrants. While it is true that many Russians 

have emigrated seeking more opportunities 

overseas, over the last twenty years, there has 

been a significant inflow of immigrants, mainly 

from the former Soviet Republics. Why? If there 

are little or no jobs available in say, Uzbekistan or 

Kazakhstan, the best bet is to move to Russia and 

try your luck. Those that do find work are able to 

gain higher wages than was possible at home. 

This is not to say that working conditions for 

these workers in Russia are good, just that they 

are invariably much worse where they came 

from.16 

Not only that, there are many refugees in Russia 

which have fled from wars and similar conflicts. In 

the 90s, Armenians and Azerbaijanis fled to 

Russia after the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, as did 

Meskhetian Turks from Uzbekistan after civil 

conflict there. People from Tajikistan also fled 

into Russia after a civil war in the 90s. More 

recently, many eastern Ukrainians fled over the 

border into Russia after NATO installed a fascist 

                                                           
15

 
http://www.snopes.com/politics/soapbox/putinduma.asp 
(08-07-17) 
16

 http://nationalinterest.org/blog/the-buzz/russia-the-
worlds-second-largest-immigration-haven-11053 (08-07-17) 

coup government in Kiev in 2014. There are also 

many asylum seekers from Afghanistan, Angola, 

Ethiopia and Somalia.17  

 

In response, is there a large scale anti-immigrant 

crackdown by the Russian government? Hardly. 

The Russian government is well aware that they 

are in need of the labour flowing in from 

especially the former Soviet Republics. 

Immigrants may face discrimination from 

Russians who may blame them for a lack of job 

opportunities for themselves, and they may face 

poor treatment from unscrupulous capitalist 

business owners where they attempt to find 

work. This is not good, obviously, but this is not 

coming from the Russian government TP is so 

keen to condemn. No one claims it is ideal either, 

but the danger is joining with the Western media 

machine with its torrents of unwarranted blame.  

In fact, the Russian government is so keen to 

ensure the flow of immigrants to Russia from the 

former Soviet Republics, that it has abolished the 

need for visas for many of them. TP is quick to 

castigate US President Donald Trump for his anti-

immigrant moves in the US, but in reality Trump’s 

anti-immigrant demagogy would not be welcome 

at all in Russia. Anti-immigrant political voices are 

often viewed there as an unacceptable form of 

nationalism.18 So where is TP’s “brutal 

oppression” ? 

 

Most dangerously on this issue, TP perhaps 

mistakenly pushes itself towards the pro-US 

opposition to the Russian government. The 

widely known Alexei Navalny, who has led “anti-

corruption” protests against Putin, amongst other 

activities, has been openly funded by the 

notorious US National Endowment for Democracy 

(NED), through Navalny’s party Democratic 

                                                           
17

 Ibid, 16. 
18

 https://www.bloomberg.com/news/features/2017-03-
14/russia-s-alternative-universe-immigrants-welcome (08-
07-17) 

http://www.snopes.com/politics/soapbox/putinduma.asp
http://nationalinterest.org/blog/the-buzz/russia-the-worlds-second-largest-immigration-haven-11053
http://nationalinterest.org/blog/the-buzz/russia-the-worlds-second-largest-immigration-haven-11053
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/features/2017-03-14/russia-s-alternative-universe-immigrants-welcome
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/features/2017-03-14/russia-s-alternative-universe-immigrants-welcome
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Alternative.19 Navalny has seized on the 

somewhat strong opposition to immigrant labour 

amongst some Russians, to demand that the 

Russian government reinstate visas for all 

immigrants, even those from former Soviet 

Republics.20 TP seems to be unaware that in 

Russia, politics is sometimes upside down. 

Liberals such as Navalny, nationalists and ultra-

nationalists, including some who went to fight for 

the fascist Ukrainian coup, are often the ones 

who protest in Russia against Putin! Putin and the 

Russian government is opposed by these often US 

funded groups for not being nationalist enough. 

In this case it is not Putin who is whipping up 

nationalism, as TP views it. It is the US and EU 

funded NGOs in Russia which do so, in order to 

undermine, or take down, the Russian 

government. Russophobia distorts the political 

positions of many, inside and outside Russia. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 LGBTI rights in Russia 

Imperialism has long learned the skill of using the 

façade of progressive politics to advance the wars 

of Empire. The rights of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, 

Transgender and Intersex (LGBTI) people is a key 

example, and Russia has in recent years been the 

                                                           
19

 http://landdestroyer.blogspot.com.au/2011/12/wall-
street-vs-russia.html (08-07-17) 
20

 Ibid, 18. 

key target. Liberals of all stripes, up to and 

including the representatives of the highest level 

Western corporate parties, unite as one to 

condemn Russia for its alleged mistreatment of 

LGBTI citizens. TP joins with the world’s elite with 

allegations of the Putin government’s “brutal 

attacks on the LGBTI community”21. The Olympics 

have been used as a stage for such stunt protests.  

But is it true? Are LGBTI inhabitants of Russia 

subject to state persecution?  

After the liberation of the 1917 October Socialist 

Revolution, homosexuality was formally 

decriminalised by the Soviet government in 1922. 

Unfortunately, the Soviet Union was not joined 

by other successful workers’ revolutions and was 

left isolated. This was one factor which led to a 

more conservative political leadership of the new 

workers republic consolidating itself by the mid -

1920s. By 1933, a re-introduction of “family 

values” brought with it a re-criminalisation of 

homosexuality, at least for consenting males.22 

For the next 60 years, homosexuality was 

effectively illegal. The Yeltsin-led 

counterrevolution in 1991-92 destroyed the 

Soviet Union, against the wishes of the majority 

of Soviet citizens. Ironically, in 1993 

homosexuality in Russia was legalised, but until 

1999 it was still regarded as a mental illness.23 

There is homophobia in Russia, but where in the 

world can we say that homophobia has been 

eliminated? Nowhere, as the question of the 

oppression of homosexuality is a by-product of 

the oppression of women within the nuclear 

family, which is linked to private property. Full 

sexual liberation for all cannot be won until the 

last remnants of class society are left behind by 

history. It is manifest hypocrisy for liberals in the 

US to point fingers at Russia for repression of 

homosexuals, especially in view of the massacre 

                                                           
21

 Ibid, 3. 
22

 http://www.history.ac.uk/reviews/review/307 (09-07-17) 
23

 https://www.reuters.com/article/us-russia-court-lgbt-
idUSKBN19B0V9 (09-07-17) 

The publication of red fire involves considerable 

expense, but it is a task which is willingly undertaken to 

advance the struggle for socialism. 

The Workers League welcomes any donations that all 

supporters of the workers’ cause are able to 

contribute. Any donation, no matter how small, is 

greatly appreciated.  
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of 49 people at a gay nightclub in Orlando, 

Florida, in June 2016. For leftists in Australia, 

where marriage for LGBTI partners has been 

made illegal, we can hardly hold up “our” model.  

Moreover, the question of LGBTI rights in Russia 

has to take into account cultural factors. Of 

course there is an absolute line where “culture” 

cannot be justified to allow harm to people 

physically or psychologically. Nonetheless, it 

should be taken into account. For example, in 

Western countries, gay pride marches are now 

openly allowed, despite being suppressed during 

times such as the 1950s. In fact, that right had to 

be fought for over many years. Yet in Russia, 

there is a traditional divide between what is 

regarded as public and private. In Russia it is 

expected that private matters – such as sexual 

preferences and practices, or what goes on 

behind closed doors – should remain private. 

Russians in general are far from prudish, but 

publicly flaunting ones sexuality in street 

marches, is regarded as highly disrespectful.24  

 

This is not to say the situation for LGBTI people in 

Russia is ideal. But people in glass houses should 

not throw stones. The Russian Duma passed the 

“gay propaganda” law in 2013. This law prohibits 

the expression of support for “non-traditional” 

relationships among those less than 18 years old, 

and imposes fines on those organising or 

attending gay pride rallies.25  The Russian 

government, however, does not prosecute LGBTI 

people for their sexual preference or for such 

activity. No one on the left that we are aware of 

defends such laws, but it is a quite a different 

thing to use this issue alongside sundry liberals, 

the US Democrats, and the US deep state itself, 

to condemn Russia during a climate of near war. 

Moreover, leftists who wrongly condemn the 

                                                           
24

 http://theduran.com/didnt-know-womens-rights-gay-
rights-russia/ (09-07-17) 
25

 http://www.deseretnews.com/top/1716/1/Question-QA-
on-anti-gay-legislation-in-Russia.html (09-07-17) 

Russian government for state persecution of 

homosexuality are usually silent on the record of 

state enforced homophobia in other countries. 

For example, in Saudi Arabia, a major US ally, 

homosexuality is punishable by death, which is 

quite a step more than being fined for advertising 

“non-traditional” relationships amongst children. 

12 other countries also can impose the death 

penalty for homosexuality, including Qatar and 

the United Arab Emirates (UAE).26 Qatar and the 

UAE, it should be noted, have provided weapons 

and funding for the terrorist mercenaries TP 

opposes operating in Syria.  

 

Working people need to be aware that the 

Russian government can only be an ally with 

regard to certain actions, and on certain issues. 

Its actions in Syria, which have derailed a major 

US-led imperialist war, can only be supported. 

This does not mean endorsing all other actions of 

the Russian government. The danger is when 

leftists chime in with Western ruling class 

propaganda against Russia, which dramatically 

increases potentially catastrophic consequences – 

such as remaining silent if the US was to launch a 

world war. Working people have a vital interest in 

combating ALL Western demonization of Russia, 

and directing this fire back against the 

US/AUST/European ruling classes themselves. 

“Learn to Think” 

Trotsky’s 1938 article Learn to Think has been 

misused both by defenders of the war on Syria, 

and opponents of the war on Syria. The left party 

Socialist Alternative, who have been the most 

vocal in backing the mythical “Syrian revolution”, 

misuse Learn to Think to justify their support for 

the actions of death squads in Syria accepting 

arms and funding from the US state in order to 

take down the Syrian state. TP, on the other 

                                                           
26

 http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/gay-lesbian-
bisexual-relationships-illegal-in-74-countries-
a7033666.html (09-07-17) 

http://theduran.com/didnt-know-womens-rights-gay-rights-russia/
http://theduran.com/didnt-know-womens-rights-gay-rights-russia/
http://www.deseretnews.com/top/1716/1/Question-QA-on-anti-gay-legislation-in-Russia.html
http://www.deseretnews.com/top/1716/1/Question-QA-on-anti-gay-legislation-in-Russia.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/gay-lesbian-bisexual-relationships-illegal-in-74-countries-a7033666.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/gay-lesbian-bisexual-relationships-illegal-in-74-countries-a7033666.html
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hand, misuses Learn to Think in order to justify 

their line of defending Syria against Western 

armed terrorists and not currently calling for the 

withdrawal of the Russian military from Syria – 

while at the same time whipping up opposition to 

“Russia”.  Both misuses of Trotsky’s article give de 

facto, or actual, support to the US Empire during 

a conflict which is arguably a US proxy war 

against Russia.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Put simply, Trotsky’s Learn to Think article 

appears to have been written as a warning 

against ultra-left elements who, (paraphrasing) 

automatically place a minus sign where the 

bourgeoisie places a plus sign. We can surmise 

that Trotsky intended to make the point that in 

“ninety cases out of a hundred” workers oppose 

the actions of a capitalist state, but in each case 

there still must be an analysis of concrete 

circumstances.27 The context of Trotsky’s article is 

what is overlooked by TP. In their article on 

Russian intervention, TP refers to what Trotsky 

allegedly advised in relation to “capitalist 

powers” at war. But the phrase “capitalist power” 

appears nowhere in Learn to Think. “Capitalist 

power” is TP’s euphemism for an imperialist 

state, but the two are qualitatively different. 

Moreover, in Learn to Think Trotsky refers to 

conflict amongst imperialist states, or a case 

where an imperialist state might support a third 

state militarily or politically, against an imperialist 

rival. Trotsky gives the example of a rebellion in 

the French colony of Algeria, which hypothetically 

is backed by the Italian imperialists with arms for 

the rebels. Trotsky makes the point that even 

though France is a “democratic” imperialist, and 

Italy (at that time) a fascist imperialist, workers 

could not rationally oppose arms from Italy 

flowing through to those rebelling against French 

colonial rule.28  

TP’s attempt to apply this type of situation to the 

war on Syria is mistaken on many fronts. Firstly, 

Russia is not an imperialist state, regardless of 

TP’s application of the labels “capitalist power” or 

“capitalist great power”. The US, France, and the 

UK especially, are the imperialist states 

attempting regime change in Syria – with support 

from Saudi Arabia, Israel, Qatar, Jordan, Turkey 

(not consistently) as well as junior imperialist 

                                                           
27

 
https://www.marxists.org/archive/trotsky/1938/05/think.h
tm (09-07-17) 
28

 Ibid, 27. 

Above: Graphic showing the various forces involved in 

the proxy war on Syria. Trotskyist Platform (TP) attempt 

to use Trotsky’s article “Learn to Think” to imply that 

what was involved in the war on Syria was a form of 

competition between imperialist powers. Yet it is clear 

that none of the forces defending Syria against the US 

led proxy war were imperialist – Russia, Iran, Iraq (to 

some extent), Hezbollah (not even a state) and China 

(to a lesser extent).  On the other hand, the forces 

invading Syria, or arming and funding proxy forces 

which did invade Syria, are either imperialist powers 

themselves (US, Britain, France, Australia), or states 

that are subservient to Western imperialism (Saudi 

Arabia, Israel, Jordan, Qatar, Turkey). Trotsky’s “Learn 

to Think” article, we would argue, only covers a 

situation where there is direct conflict between 

imperialist powers themselves. This certainly occurred 

during World War 1, but today is a different story. 

While there is certainly some competition between the 

US and the European Union economically, in matters of 

war, they are generally united through NATO. Image 

from Business Insider. 

https://www.marxists.org/archive/trotsky/1938/05/think.htm
https://www.marxists.org/archive/trotsky/1938/05/think.htm
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states such as Australia and Canada. None of the 

actors taking steps to defend Syria against regime 

change are imperialist – not Russia, China (voting 

in the UN), Iran or Hezbollah. As previously 

mentioned, Russia is intervening – at the 

invitation of the Syrian government – to defend 

its ally, to defend national sovereignty, to prevent 

a wider war spreading further, and to protect 

itself from Western armed terrorists – many of 

whom reside within Russia’s borders. Iran is 

assisting perhaps because it knows it could be 

next, as well as assisting an ally. Hezbollah is 

assisting out of self-defence, and a realisation 

that a US backed ISIS rule in Syria would pose an 

immediate threat to the entire region, including 

Lebanon. 

That is, in Syria, the US imperialist state is 

attempting to destroy the Syrian state in 

collaboration with other imperialist states. It is 

not a situation where there is direct conflict 

between imperialist states. TP of course 

disagrees, but it seems clear that the war on Syria 

is a case of all of the imperialist states lining up 

on one side (US, UK, France, Canada, Australia, to 

some extent Germany etc.), and all of the non-

imperialist states (admittedly Hezbollah is not a 

state) lining up to oppose them – Russia, China, 

Iran, Syria, Hezbollah. In fact, other non-

imperialist states have voiced support for Syria 

against a dirty war – from those whose region  

have really experienced a US funded dirty war – 

Cuba, Venezuela and Bolivia. Trotsky would be 

rolling over in his grave if he knew of Learn to 

Think being applied in a clash of non-imperialist 

states against imperialist ones. We can assume 

that Trotsky today would side with the non-

imperialist states, even if we can debate about 

how anti-imperialist these non-imperialist states 

are in practice. 

Kautsky’s theory of Ultra-imperialism ? 

TP’s misreading of the war on Syria stems directly 

from which countries it views, correctly or 

incorrectly, as imperialist. After misapplying 

Trotsky, they go on to misapply Kautsky. In 1914, 

former Marxist authority within German social-

democracy Karl Kautsky put forward his theory of 

“ultra-imperialism”. He viewed that it was 

possible for the various imperialist powers to 

form an alliance with each other, through which 

they would seek to profit from the world’s 

resources without resorting to war. V.I. Lenin, the 

leader of the Russian Bolsheviks, polemicized 

vehemently against such a view, claiming that 

such a view led to fooling the workers into 

believing that they need not struggle against 

“their own” capitalist class for state power, but 

work with them to ensure “peace”. Lenin 

correctly denounced Kautsky’s ultra-imperialism 

as an “opportunist theory in the service of 

monopoly capital”.29   

While we agree that Lenin was correct at that 

time to denounce Kautsky, TP is mistaken to 

attempt to apply it today, in 2017. In their article, 

TP mention Lenin’s denunciation of Kautsky’s 

ultra-imperialism, but then goes on to claim that 

“modern day pseudo-socialists” replicate 

Kautsky’s mistaken theory today. They claim that 

the idea that “there is just one seamless, 

homogenous imperialist bloc in the world led by 

the USA” is false, and that “competing capitalist 

powers” have sought to form an alliance with the 

US for the moment, even if they have different 

interests.30 

The world political situation in 2017 is vastly 

different to 1914. When Lenin denounced 

Kautsky in 1914, there was no anti-imperialist 

political movement, no concept of national 

liberation, no Soviet Union, no Chinese socialist 

revolution, no Cuban socialist revolution, or 

anything of the sort. The October Revolution of 

                                                           
29

 http://www.red-path.net/analysis/is-china-an-
imperialist-country/part-4/28-appendix-exposing-and-
refuting-kautsky-and-his-opportunist-theory-of-ultra-
imperialism (10-07-17) 
30

 Ibid, 3.  
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1917 was not even thought of. There was no Cold 

War, which defined virtually 50 years after World 

War II. So at that time, there certainly was 

competition between the world’s leading 

imperialist states  – Britain, France, Germany, 

Holland, Japan, Russia and others. The US at that 

time was a relatively new imperialist power, but 

Britain was by far the leading one, with perhaps 

Germany very close behind. The point is that 

once the October Revolution broke out in 1917 in 

Russia, this led to a bloc of countries which later 

became anti-imperialist, and those which have 

attempted to forge their independence from 

imperialism. The Soviet Union formed in 1922, 

and after it effectively defeated fascism in World 

War II, a form of socialism spread throughout 

Eastern Europe. In 1949, hundreds of millions of 

Chinese workers and peasants emerged 

victorious. In 1950-53, socialist inspired Koreans 

fought the US to a stalemate, leading to the 

founding of the DPRK (“North Korea”). Many 

countries in the third world fought against their 

colonial occupiers and won their independence. 

The Cuban struggle against US domination broke 

through in 1959, leading to socialism being 

established there. And so on. 

 

TP is aware of all this, but today do not appear to 

recognise the role of states which have 

attempted to resist the domination of US led 

Western imperialism, and have attempted to 

forge an independent path. For a country does 

not have to be socialist to earn enemy status in 

the eyes of the US Empire. If a country is simply 

not politically pro-US, this is reason enough to be 

targeted and, sooner or later, subjected to a 

regime change war. ANY sense of independence 

from Wall Street is not only frowned upon by 

Washington – it is viewed as the worst crime 

imaginable. Iran of course has been an enemy 

state as soon as they rose up and threw out the 

US “advisers” in the 1979 revolution. Venezuela 

under the so-called Bolivarian Revolution led by 

former President Hugo Chavez has earned pariah 

status in the eyes of the US state department. 

Bolivia under Evo Morales likewise, to mention 

but a few examples. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Despite the manifest anti-Russian hysteria we see 

in Western corporate media these days, Russia 

was not always enemy number one. This 

developed probably since the time Russia 

opposed the war on Iraq in 2003. During that 

time, Putin and his government have managed to 

somewhat pull Russia out of the catastrophic 

economic and political crisis which was the 1990s. 

Putin has taken on and defeated some oligarchs, 

and taken back their property into state hands. 

Working and living conditions for the majority of 

Russians have thus slightly improved over the last 

15 years, though obviously they are not ideal.  

 

We would agree with TP that there is not a 

strongly ideologically anti-imperialist bloc 

opposing US imperialism.  Indeed, the political 

Above: In 2003, then French President Jacques Chirac 

joined with German Chancellor and Russian President 

Vladimir Putin in opposing the invasion and war against 

Iraq. It was arguably the first time that the US ruling class 

realised that it could not rely on the Russian leadership 

to be subservient to it. Ten years later, Russia is a daily 

target of Wall Street, with a massive military 

encirclement, and extensive propaganda against 

“Russia”. Image from www.gerhard-schroder.de 
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leaderships of Russia, Iran and China are very 

keen to strike all kinds of deals with the US state, 

and are keen to co-operate with the US in any 

way possible. But this does not at all satisfy US 

imperialism. The dire health of its capitalist 

economic system means that the US must 

demand TOTAL subservience to Washington, to 

an even greater extent than when US capitalism 

was seemingly more “healthy” – the post World 

War II boom.  

Fear and hatred of Russia, coming from the US 

rulers and their corporate parties and media, has 

reached fever pitch during the last six years, 

coinciding with the US led war for regime change 

on Syria. The US brought into being the genocidal 

ISIS barbarians in an effort to once again ensure 

that the US controlled the Middle East. Russia, 

sensing the danger to the region, and to itself, 

finally stepped in to prevent yet another US led 

destruction of an independent country. The US 

rulers were incensed that anyone would dare to 

confront them, and would dare to derail their 

plans. We agree with TP that the Russian state 

may not be motivated by purely anti-imperialist 

or purely altruistic motives. But the fact is, in 

protecting itself and the wider region, Russia has 

blocked US ruling class plans for plunder. This fact 

on its own explains the hysterical Russophobia 

demonstrated at the highest governmental levels 

in the US, Europe and Australia. We can expect 

that some elements of the working people here 

in Australia would fall for the virulent and non-

stop anti-Russian propaganda pouring out from 

all manner of media, NGO, academic and 

business sources. Leftists who aspire to 

“Marxism” and “Leninism”, on the other hand, 

should know better.  

Who is threatening to launch World War III? 

We could go on. However, the perils of 

Russophobia should be apparent for those not 

trapped in a “Russia as enemy” psyche. It should 

be apparent that the political forces edging the 

world closer to a global conflagration are based in 

Washington (with the backing of Canberra), 

London and Paris. The political forces based in 

Moscow, Beijing and Tehran, on the other hand, 

are doing their utmost to avoid such a 

catastrophe. The dangers of left wing groups 

taking up the anti-Russian venom of the West in a 

time of potential war should be evident. If the left 

uses the actual (fake) arguments of Western 

imperialism itself against Russia (supposed 

slaughtering of civilians in Syria, alleged 

suppression of LGBTI people, migrants, ethnic 

minorities), then the left not only joins with 

Washington, but justifies some of the actions of 

the US deep state.  

Thankfully, not all on the left are this misguided. 

Yet confronting directly the anti-Russia hysteria 

of today is perhaps as difficult as it was defending 

the idea of socialism during the height of the 

original Cold War. Facts, however, stand against 

Russophobia, a 21st century manifestation of 

McCarthyism. For working people, a better 

approach would be to defend the actions of 

Russia where it takes measures to repel the 

US/NATO monster (Syria, Eastern Europe) while 

pushing forward the struggle for socialism – the 

bringing down of capitalism from within. The 

future may depend on it.  

 

 WORKERS LEAGUE 

PO BOX 66 NUNDAH QLD 4012 

E: workersleague@redfireonline.com 

www.redfireonline.com 

 

mailto:workersleague@redfireonline.com
http://www.redfireonline.com/
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FOR FULL CITIZENSHIP RIGHTS! 

DEFEND REFUGEES BY 

OPPOSING WAR! 

Above: Refugee rights protestor confronts PM Turnbull over the refugee detention centres. www.theconversation.com 

(The following is the text of a leaflet released by 

the Workers League on 24-06-2017) 

Imagine living in limbo for four years, only to be 

told that you have four months to lodge an 

application for asylum, or face being deported. 

This is what faces thousands of refugees currently 

in Australia, following the latest move by 

Immigration Minister Peter Dutton. Liberal 

National Party (LNP) Minister Dutton has now 

given a deadline of October 1 to fill out a complex 

and involved application, for people who may be 

either illiterate, may not have English speaking 

ability, and may not be able to access any legal 

representation. This deadline refers to 30 500 

people who arrived in Australia by boat between 

August 13, 2012, when the then Australian Labor 

Party (ALP) suspended processing of claims from 

“illegal maritime arrivals”, and January 1, 2014 – 

when those arriving were either turned back at 

sea or sent to offshore detention centres.31  

These people have in some cases been waiting 

for four years to apply for asylum. Now they face 

somehow having to complete a 60 page 

application, full of dense legal definitions, 

comprising of over 100 questions. Kon 

Karapanagiotidis, of the Asylum Seeker Resource 

Centre, has stated that even experienced lawyers 

not trained in refugee law are not able to 

complete the applications. Experienced lawyers 

                                                           
31

 
https://www.thesaturdaypaper.com.au/news/politics/2017
/05/27/peter-duttons-asylum-seeker-
deadline/14958072004703 (14-06-2017) 

https://www.thesaturdaypaper.com.au/news/politics/2017/05/27/peter-duttons-asylum-seeker-deadline/14958072004703
https://www.thesaturdaypaper.com.au/news/politics/2017/05/27/peter-duttons-asylum-seeker-deadline/14958072004703
https://www.thesaturdaypaper.com.au/news/politics/2017/05/27/peter-duttons-asylum-seeker-deadline/14958072004703
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who are trained in refugee law can take up to 

eight hours to complete them. Hiring a private 

lawyer can cost $5000, a cost that is obviously 

unaffordable for asylum seekers trying to survive 

on welfare payments. Mr Karapanagiotidis claims 

that the government is trying to scare asylum 

seekers into completing the forms without any 

legal assistance, as the government is well aware 

that bodies that assist refugees and asylum 

seekers do not have the resources to even 

attempt this task.32 

“Citizenship Test” 

These measures contain a level of racism barely 

able to be conceived, but official government 

racism against those predominantly originating 

from less developed countries, does not stop 

there. The Federal Liberal government has 

proposed absurd levels of testing about so-called 

“Australian Values” for those applying for 

citizenship here. Instead of a one year waiting 

period, they are pushing for four years. Those 

applying will likely undergo strict English language 

tests, to a level which many Australian born 

residents would probably fail. On social media, 

some mocked and ridiculed Prime Minister 

Malcolm Turnbull, suggesting “Australian values” 

includes: telling others where speed cameras are, 

destroying 200 indigenous languages and then 

imposing your own, English being the 5th or 6th 

language of some indigenous people, and scoffing 

a kebab while complaining about Muslim 

immigrants.33  

 

Some of the proposed questions are deliberately 

targeted to inflame anti-Islam hysteria, as if there 

wasn’t already enough. For example, questions 

                                                           
32

 
http://www.huffingtonpost.com.au/2017/02/27/governme
nt-threatens-to-cut-off-asylum-seeker-visas-within-30-
da_a_21722259/ (14-06-2017) 
33

 http://www.sbs.com.au/news/article/2017/04/20/social-
media-asks-what-australianvalues-are-pms-new-
citizenship-test (17-06-17) 

such as: do you support female genital 

mutilation? And: Under what circumstances is it 

permissible for someone to strike their spouse 

within the confines of their own home?  - are 

clearly hostile provocations against those whose 

religious beliefs may be Islamic. For centuries, 

people holding the Islamic religion have co-

existed amongst Australian settlers, and amongst 

Australia’s indigenous people. All this changed 

after the misnamed “war on terror” began in the 

aftermath of the September 11 attacks on the 

World Trade Centre in New York in 2001. The 

Islamic – real or not - entity was the new 

bogeyman which the West conjured to replace 

the decades of Cold War anti-communism. Today, 

the atrocious wars of regime change in the 

Middle East by the Western powers and their 

allies, has once again incited extreme 

Islamophobia, even while the Western powers 

themselves arm, fund and train the terrorists they 

claim to be fighting. 

Citizenship rights torn to shreds 

While the politicians cynically try to create an 

“Australian” us and a threatening “them”, basic 

civil liberties and democratic rights for those 

already citizens are being incinerated in the “fight 

against terrorism” – in a security scare which 

inevitably sweeps up refugees and asylum 

seekers. No matter how many times these same 

politicians and other liberals decry “totalitarian” 

Russia or China, totalitarianism here in Australia 

is reaching unprecedented levels. The right to 

free speech, the right to assembly, the right to 

form political organisations, the right not to be 

arbitrarily detained, the right to private 

communication – all of these and more are being 

ripped up before our very eyes. Edward Snowden 

and Julian Assange have risked their lives to 

inform us of the extent to which we can be 

monitored by “our own” spy agencies. For 

example, the National Security Legislation 

Amendment Bill (No.1) 2014, allows the 

http://www.huffingtonpost.com.au/2017/02/27/government-threatens-to-cut-off-asylum-seeker-visas-within-30-da_a_21722259/
http://www.huffingtonpost.com.au/2017/02/27/government-threatens-to-cut-off-asylum-seeker-visas-within-30-da_a_21722259/
http://www.huffingtonpost.com.au/2017/02/27/government-threatens-to-cut-off-asylum-seeker-visas-within-30-da_a_21722259/
http://www.sbs.com.au/news/article/2017/04/20/social-media-asks-what-australianvalues-are-pms-new-citizenship-test
http://www.sbs.com.au/news/article/2017/04/20/social-media-asks-what-australianvalues-are-pms-new-citizenship-test
http://www.sbs.com.au/news/article/2017/04/20/social-media-asks-what-australianvalues-are-pms-new-citizenship-test
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Australian Secret Intelligence Service (ASIS) to 

collect intelligence on Australian citizens, to 

enable ASIS to cooperate with the ASIO without 

ministerial authorisation, and allows ASIO to 

cooperate with the private sector.34 

www.henry4school.fr 

Even data stored on your own personal computer 

is effectively no longer yours. Laws have been 

enacted which redefines a “computer” as a 

network, or one or more systems, or one or more 

computers.35 The entire internet connections of 

everyone in the country could be described as a 

“network”. And police would then only require 

one warrant to potentially hack into, or seize, any 

computer anywhere in the country. All in the 

name of security against “terrorism”. Almost 

anything can, and has, been justified by raising 

the word “terrorism”. This ties into the question 

of refugee and asylum seeker rights, because it is 

often directly raised in terms of a refugee being a 

potential “terrorist”. 

The Australian government has some hide 

accusing refugees and others of being potential 

“terrorists”. From practical experience over the 

last six years, it is this gang which has 

demonstrated not only that it does not “fight” 

terrorism, but in practice aids, assists, and works 

                                                           
34

 https://newmatilda.com/2014/09/23/abbotts-anti-
terror-laws-are-real-danger-australia/ (17-06-17) 
35

 http://theconversation.com/sweeping-security-law-
would-have-computer-users-surrender-privacy-30041 (17-
06-17) 

alongside actual terrorists. The Australian 

government politically backed NATO in its 

destruction of Libya, in which terrorists armed by 

the US and the UK were proxies using violence to 

bring down the former Libyan government 

headed by Colonel Gaddafi. In Syria, the 

Australian government has sent fighter jets and 

troops to materially aid the US, the UK, France, 

Saudi Arabia and Israel in their desperate attempt 

at regime change. To do so, the Australian 

military forces, working under US tutelage, 

cleared the way for the genocidal ISIS and Al 

Qaeda terrorists to slaughter untold numbers of 

innocents. These appalling wars caused 

thousands to flee as refugees, to Europe, Asia and 

Australia. This is one reason why working people 

should not accord this Australian state the right 

to decide who, and who is not, a citizen. We need 

to fight for full citizenship rights for all those who 

have made it to these shores. That is, the right to 

safe haven, as well as the right to work, medical 

and welfare benefits, housing, and the right to 

apply for citizenship if that is what is desired.  

For independent politics 

The atrocious detention of innocent refugees and 

asylum seekers is linked to the abominable wars 

for Empire in which the Australian state is 

enmeshed. This is one reason why the refugee 

rights movement here must fully break from the 

domestic and foreign policy of Canberra. Thus far, 

however, in the main the refugee rights 

movement has sought a break with the domestic 

policies of the federal government, but has not 

attempted to break with the foreign policy of the 

national politicians, despite their claims. Hence, 

while groups such as the Refugee Action 

Collective (RAC), and the left parties which 

underpin it (such as Solidarity, Socialist 

Alternative and Socialist Alliance) correctly make 

efforts to force the government to close the 

Manus Island and Nauru detention centres, at the 

same time they endorse, or at least fall silent, 

https://newmatilda.com/2014/09/23/abbotts-anti-terror-laws-are-real-danger-australia/
https://newmatilda.com/2014/09/23/abbotts-anti-terror-laws-are-real-danger-australia/
http://theconversation.com/sweeping-security-law-would-have-computer-users-surrender-privacy-30041
http://theconversation.com/sweeping-security-law-would-have-computer-users-surrender-privacy-30041
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when the Australian state wages refugee-creating 

wars in the Middle East and North Africa. Nor do 

they speak out when the US Empire, currently in 

the persona of Donald Trump, threatens to blow 

the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK, 

or “North Korea”) off the face of the planet, 

threatening the world with nuclear war – and 

making potentially millions of refugees.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RAC and their constituent left parties put forward 

the demand “Sack Peter Dutton”. No doubt the 

current Immigration Minister displays virulently 

anti-human capacities. However, the entire ruling 

and political establishment are a part of the same 

system. This demand, essentially a demand for 

the ruling class to shuffle around their personnel, 

also ties the refugee rights movement ever closer 

to the Australian state. The persecution of 

refugees is ultimately aimed at dividing workers 

against themselves, let alone it being draconian 

and unjust. It is thus in the interests of working 

people to strongly oppose these practices. 

However, by guiding the refugee rights 

movement politically towards the very politicians 

who enable this barbarism, RAC and some left 

parties turn those most abhorred by these 

practices back into the arms of those we should 

be campaigning against. In short, the politics 

becomes dependent on the political arms of the 

profit system. What is needed for refugee rights, 

and also for defending basic living and working 

conditions, is independent working class politics.  

This is the polar opposite of the “broad front” 

politics practiced by RAC and the left parties 

which drive it. They seek the broadest possible of 

fronts on the issue of refugee rights – which 

pushes them into forming alliances with the very 

forces which produce refugees in the first place. 

Even though the Australian Greens, for example, 

speak out against the abuse of refugees from the 

parliamentary benches, they are not about to do 

anything to jeopardise these cushioned seats. 

Rarely, there are some Australian Labor Party 

(ALP) politicians prepared to (timidly) oppose the 

detention of asylum seekers – but these are 

sought after as “broad” allies. NGOs such as 

GetUp! wage online campaigns for refugees, but 

their campaigns invariably target only Liberal 

ministers, giving the game away as to who they 

really work for. And while many church groups 

genuinely contribute valuable work towards 

refugee rights campaigns, in the end the 

limitations of their politics becomes one more 

conservative bloc which limits the “broad front” 

from taking the action which is most needed. 

Moreover, all of these political forces do not 

oppose, or actually endorse, the wars 

engendered by the capitalist West’s economic 

crisis, be it against Libya, Syria, Ukraine or the 

DPRK. 

Above: Images of US armed forces personnel who 

objected to being deployed to Syria to fight with Al 

Qaeda against the Syrian government. Ironically, these 

dissenting US service personnel were more anti-war than 

large sections of the refugee rights movement in 

Australia, which followed NGOs such as Get Up! and 

other left parties in coming behind the regime change 

war against Syria. At the same time, they claimed to 

welcome Syrian refugees. The refugee rights movement 

needs to strongly oppose imperialist wars. 

www.pinterest.com 
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Defend refugees by opposing war 

We need all hands on deck to win basic rights for 

refugees, so of course no one should be “kicked 

out” of actions in defence of refugee rights. At 

the same time, there does need to be a political 

split with the current leadership of the refugee 

rights movement, as their politics can ultimately 

only prevent, not enable, victory. The politics that 

can win is one which seeks primarily to mobilise a 

united front of the working class, which can then 

draw in students, artists, musicians, churches and 

even some community groups in behind. It is only 

the collective workers who have the power to 

end abuse of refugees due to their strategic class 

position, which drives the accumulation of 

wealth. Politicians, NGOs and similar elements 

cannot do this, as they are tied politically to the 

profit system. 

 

The key obstacle to mobilising the working class is 

the conservative Union bureaucracy, tied also by 

a thousand threads to the system which provides 

them well-paid careers. From this materially 

privileged position, Union officials not only refuse 

to assist the refugee rights struggle, but tie their 

members and the workers generally into 

Canberra’s foreign policy – which is in turn tied 

into the US war machine. This war machine is 

currently threatening the world with nuclear war. 

It is not only in Syria and the DPRK where Wall 

Street seeks regime change – the ultimate targets 

are Russia and China. Working people cannot 

allow this catastrophic course to go unchallenged. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

It is the decaying capitalist system which delivers 

permanent war, horrific abuse of refugees, 

poverty, unemployment, ecological collapse, and 

much more. These crises nonetheless present an 

opportunity for workers’ party to point the way 

forward to an internationally planned economy, 

where the prosperity of society will leave no one 

behind, where all will work in common and have 

sufficient time to develop whichever skills they 

possess. The Workers League holds these aims 

and more – join us!  

Above and Left: Chinese President Xi Jinping and 

Russian President Vladimir Putin frustrated the US war 

plans for Syria, and for the moment are arguably 

preventing a US strike on the Democratic People’s 

Republic of Korea (DPRK). While working people should 

be aware that the aims of the Russian government do 

are not socialist, and while the Chinese leadership does 

not seek to extend socialism outside the borders of 

China, nevertheless Russia and China need to be 

defended against war threats from the US Empire, 

which are inevitably backed by Canberra. The refugee 

rights movement, we argue, cannot be effective until it 

sides against the depredations of the US war machine, 

be it in Libya, Syria, Ukraine or Venezuela. Image from 

www.commondreams.org 
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FOR A 30 HOUR 

WEEK WITH NO 

LOSS IN PAY! 

Above: Poster for the “War on Workers” rally. The electoral focus of the call is evident, when in fact the removal of penalty  rates 

stems from the dire needs of the ruling class, not just the Prime Minister. Image from www.smh.com.au 

(The following is the text of a leaflet distributed 

by the Workers League on 20-06-17) 

The war on workers continues unabated. Today’s 

actions have been called by the leaderships of 

some Unions primarily over the issues of: 

- The federal government strengthening the 

Australian Building and Construction 

Commission (ABCC), which is specifically 

designed to slash wages, conditions and 

safety for workers in the construction 

industry. 

- The forced reduction of Sunday penalty 

rates for retail & hospitality workers.  

- The rampant wage theft by numerous 

employers 

- The exploitation of “overseas” workers 

Working people are enduring all of these attacks 

on their working, and thus living, conditions, and 

much more. Bullying and harassment by 

http://www.smh.com.au/
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managers and supervisors is rife, and workers are 

doing millions of hours of unpaid overtime. 

Understaffing is widespread, resulting in 

unbearable workloads for the staff remaining, 

especially in the public sector. Nurses and 

teachers are stretched to the limit, and there is 

gross underpayment of staff in areas such as 

childcare. Wage growth in Australia is currently 

standing at the lowest level in history. 

Unemployment is rife, with many young people 

and university and school leavers unable to find 

work. On top of all of this, the federal 

government is attempting to push the retirement 

age out to 70 years!  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Who is waging this war? 

There is indeed a large scale war on workers in 

Australia, and in large parts of the world 

internationally. In order to fight back, Union 

members and workers generally need to be 

aware of just who, or what, is waging this war 

against us. The fact is that it is not just the 

Turnbull government, and not just the Liberal 

National Party (LNP), which is putting in place 

anti-worker laws. The Australian Labor Party 

(ALP) has barely opposed ANY of the anti-worker 

laws being enforced. Nor has any parliamentary 

party taken a consistent position of defence of 

working people. Of course, the attacks on 

workers are not just emanating from the federal 

and/or state parliaments. They originate from the 

entire class of employers, large and small. This is 

because the capitalist profit system is in dire 

crisis, and the only way out – for them – is to 

make workers pay for it. This is the source of 

who, or what, is waging this war against workers, 

and driving anti-worker measures such as 

relentless privatisation. 

The Union leaders who have organised today’s 

rallies around the country are correct to raise the 

slogan “Enough is Enough”. However, the politics 

of these leaders is far from adequate, and can 

even lead to more attacks on workers. By 

targeting only the Turnbull government, the 

implication is that the election of an ALP federal 

or state government is the one thing that can 

stop the attacks on workers. But this is 

demonstrably false. Little can be won for workers 

without an organised struggle of working people 

and their Unions against the class of employers as 

a whole. This means that Union leaders need to 

facilitate, at the least, ongoing meetings of 

members and delegates, so that Union members 

can decide on what is to be done, and what 

political strategy should be used. We would 

suggest that given the scale of the attacks on 

working people, a national industrial campaign 

needs to be waged, involving all types of mass 

action, up to and including nation-wide strikes.  

For a shorter working week with no loss in pay! 

The attacks on workers are so numerous, and so 

extensive, that it is almost exhausting to list them 

all, let alone campaign against them. One 

Above: Graph showing the marked decline in wages 

growth in Australia from the years 2011 to 2017. Wage 

“growth” is now down to below 2%, with some 

“increases” as low as 1%. It is the lowest at any stage of 

Australian history. This is a damning indictment of the 

lack of leadership shown by the peak Union bodies and 

Union officials around the country. Workers need to 

exert maximum pressure on these leaders, in an effort 

to prevent living standards falling even further. A 

demand for a 30 hour week with no loss in pay would 

be an ideal way to force Union officials to act. Image 

from www.ratecity.com.au 



RED FIRE                      SEPTEMBER   2017 Page 23 
 

demand which can galvanise Unions and their  

supporters, nationally and internationally, is the 

demand for a shorter working week with no loss 

in pay. A universal demand for a 30 hour week 

with no loss in pay, if put forward by the entire 

Union movement, and backed by a concerted 

campaign of ongoing mass actions, including 

industrial stoppages, has the potential to unify 

and strengthen a Union movement and a working 

class which is in dire need of a fightback. Workers 

can explain how a 30 hour work week, with no 

loss in pay, would lead to a vast undercutting of 

unemployment. It would lead to an increase in 

disposable income in the hands of workers, 

enabling them to contribute to the wider 

economy in dire need of a stimulus. Workers 

could explain that the extra money required 

would need to be forced from the profits of the 

bloated corporations and government coffers – 

so both of these bodies would give back to the 

communities from which they extract labour. 

Under the banner of a shorter working week with 

no loss in pay, the increased confidence and 

combativeness that Unionists and workers will 

gain will most likely lead to increased ability to 

organise to defeat other attacks such as the 

ABCC, the removal of penalty rates, and rampant 

wage theft. 

Workers cannot expect the current crop of Union 

leaders to wage this desperately needed struggle. 

Invariably, today’s Union leaders are so 

comfortably ensconced in the system that 

refusing to fight is their second nature. There 

must be a new, class struggle leadership of the 

Unions which must push aside officials feathering 

their own nest. This task is bound up with the 

trial of forging a workers party which fights for a 

workers government. FOR A 30 HOUR WEEK 

WITH NO LOSS IN PAY! 

WORKERS LEAGUE  

E: workersleague@redfireonline.com 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Below Left: Workers carry a large Eureka flag while 

defending their rights. If the spirit of Eureka means the 

collective struggle of the working class against the 

capitalist class, the Eureka emblem can only inspire 

workers to struggle for all wage earners  resident here. 

Image from www.greenleft.org.au 

Below: A graphic from the Construction Forestry Mining 

and Energy Union (CFMEU), highlighting the proposal of 

the Federal Liberal government to place young workers on 

“internships” for three months, with the equivalent pay of 

$4 per hour, with no guarantee of any employment at the 

end of that period. Such a plan is not just due to PM 

Malcolm Turnbull, but the result of the decline of the rate 

of profit for capital, combined with the lack of a genuine 

fightback led by the majority of Union officials.  

mailto:workersleague@redfireonline.com
http://www.greenleft.org.au/
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CORBYN AND LABOUR: 

PARLIAMENTARY “SOCIALISM” OR 

CLASS STRUGGLE? 

 

 

(Above: United Kingdom Labour Leader Jeremy 

Corbyn. www.politicshome.com) 

By Adam Baker 

18-05-2017 – On the face of it, it’s an impressive 

list. In the United Kingdom, Labour Party leader 

Jeremy Corbyn’s platform for the June 8 elections 

include sweet sounding promises, as far as 

working people are concerned. Renationalising 

the railways, a 10 pound minimum wage, 

abolishing University tuition fees, free school 

meals, ending “zero hours” contracts, the right to 

trade union representation and much more. 

Jeremy Corbyn’s leadership has reportedly led to 

thousands of people joining the Labour Party; it 

has drawn in young people previously not 

involved with politics, and has even put a 

semblance of an anti-war agenda back into 

“mainstream” politics.  

Yet Jeremy Corbyn is far from the “real deal”. He 

has been a Labour Party MP in the UK for around 

30 years. Many have commented that he has 

spent his life campaigning against what his own 

party enforces. And there are glaring 

inconsistencies in a reliable left wing, much less 

“socialist”, agenda. For example, Corbyn has 

previously instructed Labour dominated councils 

in the UK to refrain from passing “no cuts” 

budgets.36 That is, despite all his words against 

                                                           
36 

http://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2015/12/

jeremy-corbyn-warns-labour-councils-not-set-no-cuts-

budgets (13-05-17) 

http://www.politicshome.com/
http://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2015/12/jeremy-corbyn-warns-labour-councils-not-set-no-cuts-budgets
http://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2015/12/jeremy-corbyn-warns-labour-councils-not-set-no-cuts-budgets
http://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2015/12/jeremy-corbyn-warns-labour-councils-not-set-no-cuts-budgets
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“austerity”, Corbyn directs Labour Councils to 

pass austerity budgets.  Also, for all of his former 

leadership of the Stop the War Coalition, when it 

came to the crunch, Corbyn allowed Labour MPs 

a “conscience” vote on whether or not to bomb 

Syria! 37 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

We will leave it to the socialist parties and 

workers’ organisations in the UK to determine 

which is the best path for them, based as we are 

in Australia. However, we make the general point 

that continually trying to replace the leadership 

of the Labour Party with someone more “left” or 

even more “socialist” has failed time and time 

again. Tony Blair was replaced with Gordon 

                                                                                                  
 
37 

https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2015/nov/30/

syria-airstrikes-jeremy-corbyn-gives-labour-mps-free-

vote 

(14-05-17) 

Brown. Gordon Brown was replaced with Ed 

Miliband. Ed Miliband was replaced with Jeremy 

Corbyn. Has the result improved for working 

people? Overall, things may have even become 

worse.  

 

Reducing large political issues to individuals is a 

huge problem. It becomes not about classes but 

personalities. For his part, and for all of his 

activism, and for all of his stated policies, Jeremy 

Corbyn is committed to the Labour Party, i.e. the 

system of capitalism and Britain’s role in US led 

imperialism. This will remain the case no matter 

how many people join the Labour Party, and no 

matter how many votes the Labour party 

receives. The Labour Party strengthens the 

parliament, and thus strengthens capitalism as a 

system, despite any “socialist” rhetoric.  

In the UK, and here in Australia, what is 

desperately needed is working class struggle – 

the ultimate product of which is the replacement 

of the capitalist system with a socialist one. Yet 

this struggle for socialism cannot begin until 

working people break from social-democracy, 

whether that is in the form of the Labour Party in 

the UK, or the Labor Party in Oz. This requires 

most political efforts to be directed towards 

building a workers’ party completely devoted to 

the overthrow of the rule of capital. 

Of course we can recognise that Jeremy Corbyn is 

potentially drawing in thousands new people, and 

thousands of young people, into political action, 

and into some vague support for “socialism” – in 

reality, social-democracy. In itself, this can only 

be welcomed by working people. Yet it is an 

entirely different thing for the left to then go 

onto to urge workers to join, vote and campaign 

for the Labour Party. For one thing, this process 

does not distinguish oneself from the pro-Tony 

Blair right wing of the Labour Party. Secondly, this 

delays the urgent task of attempting to win 

working people to the only thing which can win 

Above: Jeremy Corbyn was a former leader of the UK 

Stop the War Coalition. While Corbyn spoke out against 

the war on Iraq in 2003, it was not too difficult to do, as 

the overwhelming majority of the world’s citizens were. 

While Corbyn made some noises about opposing the 

war on Syria, his stance was nowhere near as strong. In 

parliament, he allowed Labour MPs a conscience vote 

on whether or not the US would bomb Syria – 

effectively rolling over before the right wing of the 

Labour Party. www.express.co.uk 

https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2015/nov/30/syria-airstrikes-jeremy-corbyn-gives-labour-mps-free-vote
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2015/nov/30/syria-airstrikes-jeremy-corbyn-gives-labour-mps-free-vote
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2015/nov/30/syria-airstrikes-jeremy-corbyn-gives-labour-mps-free-vote
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lasting gains for them – class struggle, up to and 

including the seizure of political power by the 

workers. In fact, it pushes this task off into a day 

which will never come. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

It is a deception of the highest order to claim, as 

some on the left do, that by urging workers to 

vote and/or join the Labour/Labor Party, they are 

working with people to bring them closer to 

socialist conclusions. On the contrary, joining the 

Corbyn “movement”, and urging other workers to 

join and be a part of the Labour Party takes 

people further away from socialism, no matter 

how radical their rhetoric. In fact, it is not radical 

at all. Strengthening the “left” wing of the entire 

edifice of corporate rule strengthens corporate 

rule itself. More people in the Labour Party 

means more people campaigning for the Labour 

Party. This is hardly going to approach the serious 

change working people need. 

 

 

 

 

Humanity is running out of time.  The possibility 

of nuclear war and the inevitability of 

uncontrollable climate change are bearing down 

on all of us. The left’s basic answer is that these 

problems, and many more, can only begin to be 

addressed with the triumph of socialism. Yet the 

left needs to emphasise that socialism begins 

with a successful struggle for state power, that is, 

the victory over the former ruling class and the 

founding of a workers’ republic. It will entail the 

seizure of the major means of production, 

communication, electricity, banking, finance, 

transport, at the least. A series of elected workers 

councils will then administer a nationalised, 

planned economy, which will aim to eliminate the 

scourge of unemployment, poverty, 

homelessness and underdevelopment. Those 

who used to be first, will be last, and those who 

were formerly last, will come first. A Labour Party 

is part of the old world. Only a workers vanguard 

party has a chance of leading us to the new. Our 

task is to build it. 

Above: Many left parties in the UK responded to the 

rise of Jeremy Corbyn to the leadership of the Labour 

Party with an approach of “Defend Corbyn – Fight for 

Socialism”. In practice the two are counterposed. 

Jeremy Corbyn, despite whatever verbal praise he may 

sing of socialism, is loyal above all to the Labour Party. 

The Labour Party is the liberal wing of the capitalist 

system itself. Workers need to break from the Labour 

Party if they are to form the a genuine socialist, and 

not social-democratic, party. Defending the Labour 

Party sometimes permanently delays these efforts, 

draws radical youth back in towards the system, rather 

than fighting it.  www.marxiststudent.com 

Above: Jeremy Corbyn campaigned in favour of the 

European Union. We would argue that the EU is an 

imperialist trading block, where the stronger states hold 

down weaker states while repressing the working people 

of Europe as a whole. www.express.co.uk 
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BAN THE BOMB! 

NO TO WORLD WAR!  

Above: Poster for the global Women’s March to Ban the Bomb. www.pressenza.com 

(The following is the text of a leaflet distributed 

by the Workers League at one of the rallies which 

were a part of the Women’s March to Ban the 

Bomb) 

17-06-2017 – “There’s a bomb hangin’ over our 

heads”….this familiar refrain from the era of 

Mutually Assured Destruction (MAD) is 

unfortunately even more relevant today. 

However, today there is no Soviet Union to offset 

the capricious destructive power of the US 

Empire. This does not mean the US behemoth 

encounters no opposition to its plans for global 

plunder. In Syria, Russia – at the invitation of the 

Syrian government – has effectively blocked US 

led efforts at regime change. Iran and Hezbollah 

have given assistance, and the People’s Republic 

of China (PRC) at least voted against moves for 

regime change at the United Nations (UN). The 

US led campaign for regime change had active 

support from Britain, France, Saudi Arabia, Israel, 

Australia and others.  

The fact that this regime change operation was 

blocked, at least for now, has not stymied the US 

rulers’ appetites for regime change, in Syria or 

elsewhere. Economically, the global capitalist 

system is in terminal decline, and this drives ever 

more reckless wars of regime change, invasions, 

bombings, funding and arming of death squads to 

bring down sovereign governments, and much 

more. The USA, the leader of capitalist-

imperialism, thus has its hands drenched in blood 

from current or completed or attempted regime 

change operations in Libya, Yemen, Syria, 

Ukraine, Venezuela, the Democratic People’s 

Republic of Korea (DPRK – also referred to as 

“North Korea”), and many others. US troops are 

stationed in over 130 countries around the world. 

Canberra, heading up the vassal Australian state, 

http://www.pressenza.com/
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politically or practically backs, or participates in, 

all such operations.  

Ongoing threats to the DPRK 

Today’s day of action has been organised to call 

on the Australian government to sign up to a 

global ban on the production and use of nuclear 

weapons. The governments of 130 nations have 

signed up to endorse this agreement.38 Working 

people should certainly not oppose such an 

agreement, were it possible to sign and have it 

enforced. The objectors at this stage include the 

governments of the US, Australia, Russia and 

China. Despite constant demonization by 

Western governments and their media, the DPRK 

was an enthusiastic signee. This fact 

demonstrates that despite the corporate media 

depiction of the DPRK as a mad “rogue state”, in 

actuality it would prefer not to have to spend 

resources in the development of nuclear 

weapons. The only reason it does, is that it is 

threatened with annihilation, nuclear or 

otherwise, at any moment, by US imperialism and 

its allies. Consequently, as Mike Whitney wrote: 

“There’s no country in the world that needs 

nuclear weapons more than North Korea”.39 

This is why there is no contradiction between the 

DPRK signing up to a proposed ban on nuclear 

weapons, and the DPRK actually developing 

nuclear weapons themselves. It is purely a matter 

of survival. The ferocity of the US Empire’s war on 

Korea in 1953 left an indelible mark on the whole 

construction of the DPRK itself. The DPRK is more 

aware than anyone else of the unfathomable 

barbarism visited upon them during that war. 

Around 4 million Koreans and Chinese volunteers 

were slaughtered, bridges and power stations 

were reduced to rubble, relentless volumes of 

napalm were dropped on civilian targets, and that 

                                                           
38

 https://www.lowyinstitute.org/the-interpreter/nuclear-
ban-treaty-progresses-despite-us-led-objections (09-06-17) 
39

 https://www.counterpunch.org/2017/04/17/the-
problem-is-washington-not-north-korea/ (09-06-17) 

was just for starters. It is estimated that 

Pyongyang was reduced to a population of 50 000 

during the war, whereas before the war it was 

500 000.40 To DPRK citizens, these horrific 

memories are as clear to them as yesterday.  

 

Despite this, the DPRK has repeatedly stated, 

time and time again, that it is ready to “conclude 

an agreement to end its nuclear programs, put 

them all under IAEA inspection and conclude a 

permanent peace treaty to replace the 

‘temporary’ cease-fire of 1953.”41 The DPRK has 

consistently stated that it will end its nuclear 

weapons program if US forces are withdrawn 

from the southern half of the Korean peninsula, 

and if the annual “military exercises” conducted 

on the doorstep of the DPRK, where the US 

military and its allies practice for a regime change 

invasion, cease. This entirely reasonable offer has 

been stated time and time again, only to be 

ignored by the US state.  

Threats to China, Russia 

US designs for regime change in the DPRK are 

also aimed at the neighbouring People’s Republic 

of China (PRC), perhaps even more so. It was 

largely to contain the 1949 socialist revolution in 

China that the US launched the war against Korea 

in 1950-53. Today, China’s dominant socialist 

economy is leaving the capitalist economies for 

dead, outstripping it in ongoing GDP growth, 

driving spectacular investment in infrastructure 

development, and even offering other countries 

the opportunity to take part, with its One Belt 

One Road program. The US, with a declining 

economy and crumbling infrastructure, is well on 

the way to being overtaken as world number 1. 

The US ruling class knows that it must take action 

against Red China sooner rather than later to 

prevent this from happening. Hence we have the 

                                                           
40

 https://www.counterpunch.org/2017/04/17/the-
problem-is-washington-not-north-korea/ (09-06-17) 
41

 “North Korea’s consistent message to the U.S.”, President 
Jimmy Carter, Washington Post. 

https://www.lowyinstitute.org/the-interpreter/nuclear-ban-treaty-progresses-despite-us-led-objections
https://www.lowyinstitute.org/the-interpreter/nuclear-ban-treaty-progresses-despite-us-led-objections
https://www.counterpunch.org/2017/04/17/the-problem-is-washington-not-north-korea/
https://www.counterpunch.org/2017/04/17/the-problem-is-washington-not-north-korea/
https://www.counterpunch.org/2017/04/17/the-problem-is-washington-not-north-korea/
https://www.counterpunch.org/2017/04/17/the-problem-is-washington-not-north-korea/


RED FIRE                      SEPTEMBER   2017 Page 29 
 

irrational threats against the DPRK, and relentless 

provocations by the US in the South China Sea. 

The installation of Terminal High Altitude Area 

Defence (THAAD) missiles in South Korea are also 

patently aimed at China, given that they will be 

virtually ineffective against a conventional missile 

strike from the DPRK.42  These very real threats 

are the precise reason why the PRC itself needs 

its own nuclear arsenal. 

 

 

 

 

 

The threats of the US Empire towards Russia are 

no less serious. Russia, as well as China, is being 

encircled by a swathe of US military bases. The 

relentless expansion of NATO, along with military 

hardware and missiles being installed right up to 

Russia’s border in Eastern Europe, means that 

Russia, regardless of its wishes, must also 

maintain and develop its nuclear weapons 

stockpile. To not do so would result in 

extermination. For example, the forces of NATO 

members Canada, the United Kingdom (UK), 

France and Denmark, which have recently been 
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 http://www.reuters.com/article/us-northkorea-missiles-
defence-analysis-idUSKBN16F0CT (09-06-17) 

deployed, are part of an “Enhanced Forward 

Presence” in the Baltic states, as well as Poland. 

In excess of 4000 NATO troops are building what 

are in effect permanent bases in these countries, 

menacingly pointed towards Russia.43 At best, 

these developments violate an express 

agreement signed in 1997, that NATO would not 

seek to establish permanent bases in the nations 

closer to Russia. At worst, it greatly heightens the 

danger of an accident which could trigger a 

military, or nuclear, confrontation. 

From where do the threats of war arise? 

While working people should not oppose 

universal bans on nuclear weapons, i.e. a 

commitment by ALL countries, imperialist or 

otherwise, not to produce or stockpile nuclear 

weapons, we should be clear that the threat of 

nuclear war does not arise because some states 

are armed with nuclear weapons. The threat of 

war, nuclear or not, is present due to the day to 

day operation of the system of capitalist-

imperialism. Leading this system is the ruling 

class of the United States, which is currently 

threatening nuclear world war via its 

simultaneous regime change threats against Syria 

and the DPRK. Any more US moves to take down 

the Syrian government, could activate Russia, 

which is doing its utmost to defend Syria and 

prevent such a potential nuclear war. At the same 

time, any more US moves to strike the DPRK, 

would of necessity bring in the PRC in self-

defence, but also could lead to nuclear war.  

 

This is why, despite laudable efforts to ban 

nuclear weapons, while US imperialism exists, 

anti-imperialist, socialist and independent states 

(e.g. China, Russia, Iran, DPRK) will need nuclear 

weapons to defend themselves. In fact, despite 

the demonization by the Western corporate 
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 http://www.globalresearch.ca/war-preparations-against-
russia-nato-builds-infrastructure-for-permanent-military-
presence-near-russias-borders/5590363 

Above: Map showing the number and proximity of US 

military bases immediately confronting Russia and 

China. It is US Imperialism which threatens the world 

with nuclear war, while Russia and China remain 

targets of the US, driven to desperation by its faltering 

profit-based economy. www.opednews.com 

http://www.reuters.com/article/us-northkorea-missiles-defence-analysis-idUSKBN16F0CT
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-northkorea-missiles-defence-analysis-idUSKBN16F0CT
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media of the DPRK, the very existence of the 

DPRK’s weapons stockpile is actually part of what 

is currently preventing a nuclear war. Many 

attendees at today’s rallies are ironically enjoying 

a peace which the nuclear weapons stockpile of 

the DPRK (and China and Russia) ensures. It is 

only the nuclear deterrent existing in these states 

which currently prevents them, and large parts of 

the world, from being obliterated by the US 

juggernaut – inevitably with the backing of 

Canberra. 

 

This situation of a delicate balance, where the 

nuclear weapons potential of the socialist or 

independent states is used as a defence against 

the nuclear weapons potential of US imperialism, 

unfortunately can’t last forever. Capital, the 

mainstay of the “free enterprise” system of the 

West, has to expand or die. It has to accumulate 

not only profit, but an adequate rate of profit. 

Once the opportunity for capital expansion has 

expired within the home country, it must seek 

others in other parts of the globe. If other 

countries do not allow foreign capital plunder, 

sooner or later the drums of war begin to beat, 

talk of “humanitarian intervention”, “democracy” 

and “human rights” grows louder and louder. The 

US and the NATO monster are switched on, and 

voila! Regime change is here again. This is one 

reason why war itself will not be removed until 

the planet is able to rid itself of capitalism. 

Hands Off the DPRK, China, Syria, Russia, Iran 

As it was during the First World War, the struggle 

to stop world war is also a struggle for the 

overthrow of governments prosecuting wars. This 

requires a politically aware working class, and a 

workers’ party prepared to lead this struggle. We 

can begin to assemble such a party now, even if 

the subjective conditions for it do not currently 

exist. Right now, it is important that working 

people raise and organise around such demands 

as Hands Off the DPRK, China, Syria, Russia and 

Iran – putting the political heat squarely on those 

who currently threaten to unleash World War III 

– the governments of the US, the UK, France, 

Saudi Arabia and their allies, including Australia. 

To do this, working people will need to apply 

pressure to their own Union leaders – many of 

whom are thoroughly tied into the system which 

provides them well-paid careers, and thus are 

tied into Australian government foreign policy. 

These positions flow from Australia being an 

imperialist power in its own right, albeit a minor 

one. 

 

 

 

 

 

The Australian people are overwhelmingly against 

a world war. This does not mean, however, that a 

“broad” peace movement is all that is needed to 

somehow prevail. In fact, rather than uniting the 

peace movement, such as it is, what is required is 

for pro-worker elements to break away from 

those who wish to direct appeals to the very 

rulers who are enabling the conditions for world 

war. That is, the anti-imperialist elements need to 

break away from the pro-imperialist sections. For 

no matter how many words political forces such 

as the Australian Labor Party (ALP), the Greens 

and NGOs may offer against war, the fact is that 

Above: Protesters paint “No War” to demand a stop to 

the impending war on Iraq in 2003. In Australia, as 

elsewhere, there is mass sentiment against the danger 

of nuclear war. A “broad” peace movement, however, is 

largely unable to stop imperialist wars, as in 2003, 

unless it moves on to mobilising working class 

opposition. www.abc.net.au 
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they are a strong pillar of the capitalist system 

producing it. Many of the members of these 

organisations would strongly campaign against 

imperialist war, and such folk should be 

welcomed. A problem arises when 

representatives of the liberal side of the ruling 

class are openly asked by peace campaigners to 

be “stars”, or special guests. Doing so cripples the 

politics to such an extent that it the movement 

becomes one which is appealing to the very 

purveyors of war itself – the Western ruling 

classes. Imagine in feudal times appealing to the 

King’s forces to stop waging war against the next 

fiefdom, which were conscripting peasants by 

force to do so.  Every rank and file worker today 

would understand that that appealing to the King 

would be fruitless, and that the only hope would 

lie in a generalised peasant revolt.  

Today we no longer live in such times, and we 

have the advantage that the modern ruling 

classes, the bourgeoisie, often prefer to rule by 

manufactured consent rather than by force. 

Breaking this manufactured consent cannot be 

done, however, while political forces hostile to 

independent working class action are allowed to 

dominate the “peace” movement – whether they 

be ALP or other politicians, NGOs, or conservative 

Union leaders. The danger of world war is real, 

and it emanates from the very system which 

“our” politicians preside over. These politicians 

are not “ours” in the slightest. The working class 

must produce its own leaders, and its own party, 

if we are to stand a realistic chance of preventing 

war through ending the rule of capital, and 

establishing workers rule. NO TO WORLD WAR!  

 

WORKERS LEAGUE 

PO  BOX  66  NUNDAH  QLD  4012 

E: workersleague@redfireonline.com 

www.redfireonline.com 

 

 

workers  league 

 

Above: No War on Iraq demonstration in London, 2003. 

www.pinterest.com 

mailto:workersleague@redfireonline.com
http://www.redfireonline.com/
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FOR PALESTINIAN LIBERATION!   

ISRAEL/US/AUS: HANDS OFF THE 

MIDDLE EAST! 

Above: Graphic demonstrating Palestinian loss of land since 1946. www.peacecouncil.net 

(The following is the text of a leaflet distributed 

by the Workers League at events marking 69 

years of Al Nakba – “The Catastrophe”.) 

15-05-2017 – 69 years. For 69 years, ever since 

the 15th of May 1948, or Al Nakba (the 

catastrophe), the Palestinian people have 

endured expulsion from their land, murder, 

slaughter, imprisonment, starvation, blockade 

and more at the hands of the Israeli state. For 

almost all of those decades, the Israeli state has 

executed these crimes with the material and 

political support of the strongest imperialist 

powers, principally the US state. Today the 

situation is little different, and is arguably worse. 

Aside from the routine shootings of Palestinians 

by the Israeli Defence Force (IDF), and even by 

Zionist settlers, the Palestinian economy lies in 

tatters, and has barely recovered from the war on 

Gaza by the Israeli state in 2006. As of last year, 

only 10.7 % of the 11 000 housing units totally 

destroyed in the 2006 war have been rebuilt, and 

Gross Domestic Product (GDP) losses in Gaza 

since then have been greater than 50%.44 

The oppression of Palestine is central to the 

question of the Middle East, and for that matter 

the world. However, for the last six years, the 

question of Palestine cannot but be viewed 
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 http://www.worldbank.org/en/news/press-
release/2016/09/15/income-stagnation-and-worsening-
living-standards-continue-for-palestinian-families (09-05-
17) 
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through lens of the US led war for regime change 

in neighbouring Syria. This imperialist war, 

unprecedented in history for both its level of 

barbarity and its accompanying corporate media 

and Western government lies, has also defined 

the Palestinian solidarity movement during that 

time. The Palestinian solidarity movement seems 

to have been split into three sections: 1. Those 

who have come behind the US led war on Syria, 

which unfortunately includes some left parties. 2. 

Those who oppose the US led war to destroy the 

Syrian state and 3. Those who defend Palestine 

against the Israeli state’s crimes, but who are 

genuinely confused and do not wish to take a side 

in the Empire’s war on Syria. Unfortunately, those 

in category 3 have, for the most part, gone along 

with those in category 1, even if they have their 

doubts about those fighting to bring down the 

Syrian government.  

Israeli state co-operation with ISIS and Al Qaeda 

death squads in Syria 

Palestinian solidarity activists know better than 

most how extensive the remorseless inhumanity 

of the Israeli state is towards the Palestinian 

people, and play a useful role in making working 

people aware of this. Yet some of them have not 

seen fit to make working people aware of the 

Israeli states’ role in the war for regime change in 

Syria. If their aim is to condemn the Israeli 

government, why not make working people 

aware of Israel’s role in assisting ISIS, Al Qaeda, Al 

Nusra and other genocidal lunatics, in their 

efforts to overthrow Syria? Story after story 

recounts that Israeli hospitals treat injured Al 

Nusra death squad members, and how Israeli 

ambulances cross through Palestinian territory, 

and into Syrian territory to evacuate injured 

terrorists.45 Why not expose the ISIS-Israeli state 

axis?  

                                                           
45

 http://theduran.com/how-the-us-israel-al-qaeda-and-
isis-work-together-in-the-war-against-syria/ (09-05-17) 

For that matter, why wouldn’t one report on the 

fact that Israel has launched missile strikes on 

Syria on multiple occasions during the war for 

regime change? The latest one was on 23rd of 

April this year.46 Why not outline how the Israeli 

state has attacked Syrian Army positions, as well 

as Hezbollah fighters? Because to do so would 

undermine their claim that they stand in total 

opposition to the Israeli state, and would 

highlight their silence in the face of these attacks.  

If one would assume that Palestinian solidarity 

activists would expose the role of Israel in 

assisting ISIS, we might expect that Australian 

Palestine solidarity activists would also expose 

the Australian military for doing the same thing. 

Yet, when the Australian government admitted 

that it assisted the US in the bombing of Syria on 

September 19, 201647, there was deathly silence. 

These strikes clearly assisted ISIS to temporarily 

move in on Deir Ez-zor. Yet the only protests in 

Australia came not from the Palestinian solidarity 

collectives, but the groups around the various 

Hands Off Syria branches.  

BDS: A mistaken tactic based on a mistaken 

strategy 

The silence of the majority of Australian 

Palestinian solidarity activists with regard to the 

US led war on Syria was arguably aided by their 

adoption of the Boycott, Divestment and 

Sanctions (BDS) campaign. In the main, 

Palestinian solidarity activists posit BDS as 

axiomatic if one wishes to defend Palestine. 

However, there is much that is mistaken with 

BDS, for all of its laudable intentions. For one 

thing, the BDS campaign appeals to the very 

imperialist powers which have been waging war 

against the Palestinian people for decades on 

                                                           
46

 http://www.sbs.com.au/news/article/2017/04/23/israeli-
attack-syrian-military-camp-kills-three (09-05-17) 
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 http://www.abc.net.au/news/2016-09-18/australian-jets-
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end. It aims to “pressure” the governments of 

Australia, the US, UK and others to impose 

sanctions on Israel for its gross mistreatment of 

Palestinians. Even if this was possible, this tactic 

of appealing to the governments which are 

ultimately responsible for the oppression of the 

Palestinians arguably prevented them from 

condemning, in this case, Australian military 

assistance to ISIS to undermine the Syrian state. 

For if on the one hand, you are lobbying the 

Australian government to condemn and impose 

sanctions on Israel, it would be counter-intuitive 

to simultaneously demonstrate against the 

Australian government for bombing Syria on the 

other hand.  

With regard to Palestinian liberation, either the 

Australian ruling class is your friend, or it is 

something you help organise workers to oppose. 

BDS tries to walk both sides of the street. As this 

is not possible, it tends to side with the most 

powerful side, despite its intentions. Let us look 

at the “boycott” part. This refers to a consumer 

boycott. In almost every other campaign against 

war and/or national oppression, and much else, 

the left usually warns that consumer boycotts are 

ineffective, because working people cannot 

boycott the capitalist system if they want to 

survive – they have to organise to overthrow it. 

Yet we are told that BDS is an exception – Israel is 

supposedly so unique, that in this case, the left 

should call for consumer boycotts of Israeli 

products. Yet, with the Western capitalist 

economies in a dire state of crisis, working people 

have even less disposable income than before. 

The messaging is also skewed. The “victory” in 

this case, may be, if it comes off, a corporation 

deciding not to invest in Israeli businesses. Aside 

from the possible loss of jobs for Palestinians and 

Israelis in Israel, this corporation may simply 

decide to buy other shares on the stock market. 

The corporation becomes something to work 

with, rather than something to campaign against.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Similarly with “divestment”. Divestment implies 

all kinds of efforts to convince a corporation, 

which runs on the basis of private production for 

private profit, to divest, or invest elsewhere – 

somewhere other than Israel. The efforts seem to 

be intended to weaken everything Israeli, so that 

it will be unable to carry out repression against 

the Palestinians. Yet “Israel” is not a single unit. It 

has come about through the terrible suffering of 

others, but it has become a nation, which 

survives through the hideous repression of 

several different peoples within. As a nation it is 

far from homogenous, with around 20% of the 

population being Palestinian Arabs, around 25% 

being non-Jewish48, along with migrants and 

refugees from Africa and other countries, as well 

as a large domestic working class. This working 

class includes some who oppose Israeli state 

militarism, as well as those who in 2011 

embarked on “Occupy” style social justice 
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 http://arabisraeliconflict.info/arab-israel-facts/fact-2-
arab-israeli-citizens (09-05-17) 

Above: Demonstrators wave the flag of the “Axis of 

Resistance” – the combined flags of Iran, Palestine, Syria 

and Hezbollah. This alliance, with assistance from Russia, 

prevented the overthrow of Syria by the US, UK, France, 

Saudi Arabia, Israel etc – with the assistance of Canberra. 

The Boycott, Divestment and Sancations (BDS) campaign 

as such was largely inactive or took no position on this 

major war, despite huge ramifications for Palestine if 

Syria was destroyed. www.arabheyter.info 

http://arabisraeliconflict.info/arab-israel-facts/fact-2-arab-israeli-citizens
http://arabisraeliconflict.info/arab-israel-facts/fact-2-arab-israeli-citizens
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protests in Tel Aviv, which protested gross 

inequality within Israel.49 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Needless to say, a BDS movement, if “successful”, 

would target all of these potential allies, rather 

than reaching out to them. Worse than this, it 

tends to drive the Israeli working class deeper 

into the hands of the Zionist state, which in some 

sense is a natural reaction to an external siege. 

What is desperately needed is to break the Israeli 

working class from Zionism, as difficult as that 

may seem, and link them with the Palestinian 

working class in order to overthrow capitalism in 

the region. It is a sobering fact, but Palestinian 

national rights cannot be solved on the basis of a 

nationalism which remains entirely within the 

imperialist framework. The Palestinian solidarity 

movement must learn that support for 

Palestinian nationalism, on its own, is not enough 

to win justice for Palestine.  

The BDS movement, backed by some left parties, 

not only does not challenge the capitalist division 

                                                           
49

 http://www.haaretz.com/jewish/from-the-protest-tents-
of-tel-aviv-to-occupying-wall-street-1.389760 (09-05-17) 

of the world into competing nation states, but 

goes cap in hand towards it. Think of the agencies 

it appeals to: Boycott – individual consumers 

going shopping, Divestment – corporations 

plundering the world, and Sanctions – the 

governments of the very First World states 

enforcing world poverty. At no point does it 

question the very forces pushing the world to the 

brink of world war and/or climactic destruction – 

capitalist corporations and the governments that 

serve them. In fact the BDS founder has 

emphasised the need to reach out to the “liberal 

mainstream”.50 That is, the mainstream which 

accepts the profit system as a system, but only 

attempts to push for changes of policy within it.  

Working people can liberate Palestine, and end 

the threat of war 

While we should defend BDS campaigners against 

any repression from the Zionist state, or any 

Western state backing Israeli militarism, we need 

to seek to unleash the power of those the BDS 

campaign passes by – the working class. We 

recognise this is easier said than done, but it is 

only the working people who collectively have 

the power to liberate Palestine, end war in the 

Middle East, and stave off the threat of world 

war. The largest obstacle to mobilising the 

working people in Australia remains the self-

serving Union leaders, which, almost without 

exception, are tied by a thousand threads not 

only to the capitalist system, but also the foreign 

policy of Australian imperialism. The left parties 

which have come behind the US led war for 

regime change in Syria, are unfortunately another 

link in the chain to these careerist bureaucrats. 

But they can be challenged. 

Attempting to campaign for justice for Palestine, 

in 2017, without mentioning the US led war to 

destroy Syria, is akin to trying to save a French 
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 http://mondoweiss.net/2017/05/servile-barghouti-
daughter/ (10-05-17) 

Above: The Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions (BDS) 

movement encourages consumers to look for the 729 

country code on barcodes, designating Israel. Yet 

working class consumers in general have little 

disposable income. The message is easily misconstrued 

to mean that by shopping, working people can change 

the position of world’s strongest powers. 

www.tytnetwork.com 

http://www.haaretz.com/jewish/from-the-protest-tents-of-tel-aviv-to-occupying-wall-street-1.389760
http://www.haaretz.com/jewish/from-the-protest-tents-of-tel-aviv-to-occupying-wall-street-1.389760
http://mondoweiss.net/2017/05/servile-barghouti-daughter/
http://mondoweiss.net/2017/05/servile-barghouti-daughter/
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village in 100 AD without mentioning the Roman 

Empire. For Australian Palestinian solidarity 

activists, it is vital to attempt to mobilise 

opposition to the junior imperialist role Australia 

plays in these atrocious wars, from Syria, to Iraq, 

to Afghanistan. If Syria is overthrown by 

Washington, with the assistance of Canberra, 

Palestine will stand little chance of surviving. The 

US clearly seeks to isolate Russia by taking out 

Syria, making Iran an easier target. Russia is the 

ultimate target of regime change in Europe, while 

China is the ultimate target of regime change in 

Asia. The US seeks not only to dominate Eurasia, 

but the planet.  As the US is also the principal 

sponsor of the Zionist Israeli state, targeting only 

“Israel” is only targeting one of its agents. 

www.me-confidential.com 

 

Our tasks in relation to the liberation of Palestine 

should be twofold. Firstly, we need a political 

shift away from the dead end of ceaselessly 

supporting Palestinian nationalism. National 

rights for Palestine, as well as basic living and 

working conditions for its people, cannot be 

addressed by fighting for a “free” i.e. capitalist, 

Palestine. BDS plays into this strategy, despite the 

good intentions of its adherents. What is required 

is to link the working classes of Israel, Palestine, 

Jordan, Egypt and others in a struggle for 

socialism in the Middle East. This will require the 

forging of genuinely internationalist workers’ 

parties. We hold no illusions as to the difficulty of 

this task, but the nationalist only strategy has 

produced what we have today, which obviously is 

not acceptable. 

Secondly, and most immediately for those on 

Australian shores, we need to make all attempts 

possible to break working people from the 

foreign policy of Australian imperialism, tied as it 

is to the wild depredations of the US Empire. 

Even if your own priority is justice for Palestine, 

we need to seek to mobilise working people and 

their Unions in opposition to Australian support 

for the Western imperial project in the Middle 

East and Europe by demanding the complete 

withdrawal of all Australian troops and 

hardware from Syria, Iraq and Afghanistan. We 

also need to demand that the US and Australia 

cease all military, diplomatic and political co-

operation and protection of the Zionist Israeli 

state, as well as any co-operation or arming of 

the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, which has been 

waging an appalling war on the popular 

resistance forces in Yemen.  

Working people need not fear sell-out Union 

leaders, or the Western governments threatening 

to unleash even more worldwide carnage. With 

remarkable heroism, the Palestinian people have 

been resisting such forces of repression for 69 

years. We have an obligation to at least match 

them. Working people the world over have the 

power to bring about an end to the system of 

capitalist-imperialism, before it brings about an 

end to us. ISRAEL/US/AUS: HANDS OFF THE 

MIDDLE EAST! 

 

WORKERS LEAGUE 

PO  BOX  66   NUNDAH   QLD   4012 

E: workersleague@redfireonline.com 

www.redfireonline.com 

 

http://www.me-confidential.com/
mailto:workersleague@redfireonline.com
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NO TO NUCLEAR WAR! 

HANDS OFF THE DPRK, 

CHINA, SYRIA, RUSSIA! 

www.thesun.co.uk 

(The following is the text of a leaflet released by 

the Workers League on 04-05-2017. Events have 

developed since that time, but the threat of 

nuclear war remains.) 

04-05-2017 – The world teeters on the edge of a 

nuclear war. The US Empire, currently with the 

Trump Administration at the helm, reels off 

threat after threat of regime change towards the 

Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK), 

and towards the Syrian Arab Republic. If Trump 

was actually crazy enough to attempt either of 

these, China would be forced to defend itself in 

the event of a regime change strike on the DPRK, 

whereas Russia would be forced to defend itself 

in the event of a regime change war on Syria. 

China and Russia are nuclear armed states, but 

their arsenals pale in size before that of the US 

behemoth. Needless to say, there can scarcely be 

any winners in a nuclear war. 

 

As usual, Canberra has signed the Australian 

military up to every one of the current theatres of 

war the US threatens to unleash. Foreign Minister 

Julie Bishop had the temerity to state that “The 

North Korean Government should invest in the 

welfare of its long suffering citizens, rather than 

http://www.thesun.co.uk/
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weapons of mass destruction”.51 This level of 

hypocrisy can only be reached by those defending 

an unjust system. It is the Australian Government 

which, for 30 years or more, has been ripping out 

investment in the welfare of Australian citizens, 

with casual indifference to the suffering it causes. 

Decades of funding cuts to education, healthcare, 

unemployment and disability services, aged care, 

pensions, public transport, legal aid, and so on ad 

nauseum, have not slowed down, but have 

accelerated. The government has slashed public 

sector employment, and is idly sitting by while 

thousands upon thousands of jobs are being 

eliminated as private industry downsizes or closes 

down.  

Meanwhile, the government of the DPRK, on the 

other hand, has maintained its form of a socialist 

system which guarantees its citizens 

employment, healthcare and education at no 

cost, housing at no cost, while doing away with 

the need for personal income tax.52 DPRK citizens 

have enjoyed completely free heathcare since 

1960, and completely free education since 1959. 

Women in the DPRK can retire on a full pension 

at age 55, while men can retire on a full pension 

at age 60.53 Just who is it that is not investing in 

the welfare of its citizens?  

Moreover, the government of the DPRK has 

clearly stated, on many occasions, that it will only 

use the weapons it has if it is attacked first. The 

7th Congress of the Korean Workers Party in 2016 

confirmed its stance of “no first use” of its 

nuclear weapons.54 China has declared its “no 

first use” policy of its nuclear weapons program 
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 http://www.abc.net.au/news/2017-04-22/north-korea-
accuses-australia-of-blindly-following-the-us/8464252 (04-
05-17) 
52

 http://www.nationsencyclopedia.com/Asia-and-
Oceania/Korea-Democratic-People-s-Republic-of-DPRK-
TAXATION.html (04-05-17) 
53

 http://www.korea-dpr.com/economic.html (04-05-17) 
54

 http://apjjf.org/2016/14/Suh.html (04-05-17) 

in 1964, and has maintained that ever since.55 No 

matter how strong the barrage of Western 

corporate media demonises the DPRK, and for 

that matter China, it will not change these facts.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Facts mean little to an empire fighting to 

maintain its declining claim to be world number 

one, however. The war for regime change against 

Syria has arguably been accompanied by levels of 

government and mainstream media lies which 

have been unprecedented in history. The latest 

attempt to blame the Syrian government for 

using chemical weapons was pathetic. The fact 

that the French foreign minister jumped to 

conclusions about the alleged incident in Khan 

Sheikhoun in Syria seems to indicate French 

government involvement in the incident itself.56 

Regardless of one’s opinions about the Russian 

government, the fact is that the Russian military 
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 https://cpianalysis.org/2017/04/03/china-and-nuclear-
weapons-implications-of-a-no-first-use-doctrine/ (04-05-
17) 
56

 http://www.syriatimes.sy/index.php/news/local/30361-
syria-condemns-frantic-campaign-of-misleading-and-lying-
launched-by-french-foreign-minister-on-khan-sheikhoun-
crime (04-05-17) 

Above: A military parade in Pyongyang, the capital of the 

Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK). The DPRK 

is forced to develop large weapons stockpiles, including 

nuclear weapons, to defend itself from the constant 

threats of annihilation from the US government and its 

allies. Despite this, it still manages to run a socialist 

system which provides  free housing, free healthcare, 

free education and much more, to its citizens. Image 

from www.cnn.com 

http://www.abc.net.au/news/2017-04-22/north-korea-accuses-australia-of-blindly-following-the-us/8464252
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2017-04-22/north-korea-accuses-australia-of-blindly-following-the-us/8464252
http://www.nationsencyclopedia.com/Asia-and-Oceania/Korea-Democratic-People-s-Republic-of-DPRK-TAXATION.html
http://www.nationsencyclopedia.com/Asia-and-Oceania/Korea-Democratic-People-s-Republic-of-DPRK-TAXATION.html
http://www.nationsencyclopedia.com/Asia-and-Oceania/Korea-Democratic-People-s-Republic-of-DPRK-TAXATION.html
http://www.korea-dpr.com/economic.html
http://apjjf.org/2016/14/Suh.html
https://cpianalysis.org/2017/04/03/china-and-nuclear-weapons-implications-of-a-no-first-use-doctrine/
https://cpianalysis.org/2017/04/03/china-and-nuclear-weapons-implications-of-a-no-first-use-doctrine/
http://www.syriatimes.sy/index.php/news/local/30361-syria-condemns-frantic-campaign-of-misleading-and-lying-launched-by-french-foreign-minister-on-khan-sheikhoun-crime
http://www.syriatimes.sy/index.php/news/local/30361-syria-condemns-frantic-campaign-of-misleading-and-lying-launched-by-french-foreign-minister-on-khan-sheikhoun-crime
http://www.syriatimes.sy/index.php/news/local/30361-syria-condemns-frantic-campaign-of-misleading-and-lying-launched-by-french-foreign-minister-on-khan-sheikhoun-crime
http://www.syriatimes.sy/index.php/news/local/30361-syria-condemns-frantic-campaign-of-misleading-and-lying-launched-by-french-foreign-minister-on-khan-sheikhoun-crime
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campaign to defeat ISIS, at the invitation of the 

Syrian government, had turned the tide against 

the US backed mercenaries, and may have 

already prevented a wider war from breaking out. 

Working people should be aware that the threats 

of nuclear war stem from one side – the system 

of capitalist-imperialism, headed by the rulers of 

the United States. It is the US and their allies, 

which include the governments of Australia, the 

United Kingdom, France, Canada, Saudi Arabia, 

Israel and others – who threaten to unleash 

apocalyptic war. The governments of China and 

Russia, for different reasons, have no interest and 

no need for such a catastrophic conflict. 

Temporarily at least, the interests of those 

governments resisting the US Empire – China, 

Russia, Iran, the DPRK, Syria etc. – and the 

interests of the working people of the world are 

coinciding. 

No matter how grim the situation appears, we 

can be confident that the overwhelming majority 

of working people strongly oppose a world war, 

and will be prepared to take action to prevent it. 

The attempted war for regime change against 

Syria for the last six years has largely sorted out 

those who are really opposed to war, and those 

who make apologies for it. Working people need 

to demand that their Unions at least assist the 

building of a serious anti-imperialist anti-war 

movement. Their leaders, and the leaders of 

moderate parliamentary and extra-parliamentary 

groups will have to be pushed aside if they 

choose their careers over the survival of our 

children. NO TO  NUCLEAR WAR!     HANDS OFF 

THE DPRK, CHINA, SYRIA, RUSSIA! 

 

WORKERS LEAGUE 

PO BOX 66   NUNDAH  QLD  4012 

E: workersleague@redfireonline.com 

www.redfireonline.com 

www.alternativenewsnetwork.net 

 

 

 

www.syrianfreepress.wordpress.com 

 

Above and Below: Anti-war graphics. Despite 

overwhelming anti-war sentiment amongst the world’s 

working people, a serious and organised anti-war 

movement has yet to crystallise. Working people have 

the power to change this to their advantage.  

mailto:workersleague@redfireonline.com
http://www.redfireonline.com/
http://www.alternativenewsnetwork.net/
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US HANDS OFF VENEZUELA! 

 FOR A LEAP FORWARD TO 

SOCIALISM! 

Above: Venezuelan President Nicolas Maduro. www.panampost.com 

(This article first appeared at 

www.redfireonline.com on 29-05-2017.) 

The images are as disturbing as they are 

frightening. Right-wing Venezuelans, knowing 

they have the direct and indirect backing of the 

US Empire, are literally burning down Venezuela. 

The most recent egregious example was the 

setting fire to a Venezuelan government 

supporter, on the grounds that he was a 

“Chavista”.57 Right-wing opponents of the 

government led by President Nicolas Maduro also 
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 http://www.reuters.com/article/us-venezuela-politics-
image-idUSKBN18I2HF (26-05-17) 

recently took a public bus driver hostage, and 

then set his bus on fire. Hispan TV reported the 

bus driver as saying “Honestly, if they had known 

that I support the Revolution….if I had said 

Homeland, Socialism or Death…. they would have 

killed me.”58  

There is extensive evidence of US government 

funding for these ultra-violent hoodlums, as well 

as the conservative political parties themselves. 

In 2015, the US government delivered $4.26 
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 http://www.telesurtv.net/english/news/As-Opposition-
Burns-Bus-Venezuela-Slams-Violence-Against-Youth-
20170514-0009.html (26-05-17) 

http://www.panampost.com/
http://www.redfireonline.com/
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-venezuela-politics-image-idUSKBN18I2HF
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million for Venezuela through the notorious US 

Agency for International Development (USAID), 

with most of this going to numerous anti-

government organisations.59 For years, the US 

government has not even attempted to hide their 

backing of the Venezuelan opposition to the 

Bolivarian Revolution. In 2014, the US federal 

budget allowed $5 million for funding opposition 

activities in Venezuela as a line item.60 If there 

has been anything like this amount pouring in to 

these groups annually, one can only imagine the 

cumulative total over the 19 odd years of 

“Chavismo” (the movement led by former 

President Hugo Chavez).  
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 http://www.telesurtv.net/english/news/US-Pumped-
4.2M-in-2015-to-Destabilize-Venezuelan-Government-
20170408-0006.html (26-05-17) 
60

 
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2014/feb/1
8/venezuela-protests-us-support-regime-change-mistake 
(26-05-17) 

The right-wing opposition to the Hugo Chavez led 

“Bolivarian Revolution” which swept to electoral 

power in 1998, has often been fragmented. In 

recent years, however, it has coalesced around 

the Democratic Unity Roundtable (MUD) – a 

coalition of around 50 political parties and 

organisations, whose main point of unity does 

not extend much beyond anti-Chavismo. Its main 

leader is Henrique Capriles Radonski – a 

staunchly conservative anti-socialist, who 

seemingly does not baulk at either receiving aid 

from the US state, nor being seen to organise and 

lead violent anti-government actions, regardless 

of whether or not there are casualties. Radonski 

has Jewish ancestry, which may explain the 

MUD’s links to the Israeli state, which former 

President Chavez claimed in 2010, was also 

involved in funding the right-wing opposition.61 

Gains for workers and the oppressed 

 

Make no mistake, the Bolivarian Revolution in 

Venezuela did win impressive gains for the 

Venezuelan workers and impoverished sectors. 

For example, Venezuelan Chavismo ensured that 

illiteracy had been eradicated by 2005. A National 

Public System was established to provide free 

access to health care for all Venezuelans. From 

1999 to 2010, the number of doctors increased 

by 400%. The infant mortality rate was reduced 

by 49%. Since 1999, child malnutrition was 

reduced by 40%. Since 1998, the minimum wage 

was increased by over 2000%. GDP per capita 

increased from $4,100 in 1999 to $10,810 in 

2011.62  And this is to name but a few. 

Internationally, bodies such as the Bolivarian 

Alliance for the Peoples of Our America (ALBA), 

the Community of Latin American and Caribbean 

States (CELAC) and Petrocaribe were established 
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 http://empirestrikesblack.com/2013/01/henrique-
capriles-radonski-israels-man-in-venezuela/ (26-05-17) 
62

 http://www.globalresearch.ca/50-truths-about-hugo-
chavez-and-the-bolivarian-revolution/5326268 (26-05-17) 

Above: Cartoon drawn by Latuff, depicting right-wing 

Venezuelan opposition leader Henrique Capriles 

Radonski setting fire to Venezuela with a molotov 

cocktail. This is precisely what the ultra-violent anti-

socialist right-wing “demonstrators” have carried out 

in Venezuela in the earlier parts of 2017. As can be 

expected, the right wing in Venezuela has received 

substantial support from the US government. 

www.cuba-venezuela.org 
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for Latin American and Caribbean countries to 

forge ties for trade and energy supplies not 

purely on the basis of buy and sell, but on mutual 

benefit. It also began to lay the groundwork for 

Latin American and Caribbean countries to break 

from the suffocating imperialist domination of 

Wall Street and the US deep state. 

Nonetheless, all of these gains and more are 

imperilled by the political developments in 

Venezuela of the last few years, which are 

currently reaching a crisis point. We are entitled 

to ask how is it that all such gains can be 

reversed, given that they had the mandate of 

numerous election victories for 15 years?  Some 

try to explain the misfortunes of the current 

Venezuelan government in terms of the falling oil 

revenues. Venezuela is a major oil exporter and it 

is the case that the Chavez led Bolivarian 

government used oil income to fund health, 

education and other social spending. It is also the 

case that until mid-2014, a barrel of crude oil 

would sell for around $110, whereas in 2015 they 

fell below $50 a barrel and have hovered around 

that mark since.63 On its own, however, this 

doesn’t explain the economic malaise, which is 

severe. For example, inflation reportedly reached 

800% in 2016, while the economy shrunk by 

18.6%.64  

“Socialism of the 21st Century” 

 

President Maduro blames anti-Chavismo 

capitalists for hoarding, creating artificial scarcity, 

in order to deliberately create these economic 

problems, in an effort to bring down the elected 

government. No doubt, there is a lot of truth to 

this. Yet this just points to the question of why 

such capitalists have such free reign to do their 

worst, to almost entirely bring down the 
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 http://www.bbc.com/news/business-29643612 (27-05-
17) 
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 http://www.cnbc.com/2017/01/20/venezuela-2016-
inflation-hits-800-percent-gdp-shrinks-19-percent-
document.html (27-05-17) 

Venezuelan economy with the government 

seemingly powerless to prevent it. To answer 

this, we have to examine the political motivation 

of the Bolivarian Revolution, and its leader’s 

adherence to what they term “Socialism of the 

21st Century”.  Soon after winning governmental 

power in 1998, and witnessing the immediate 

hostility of the US government and elements of 

the Venezuelan ruling class to any sense of 

redistributing wealth, former President Chavez 

embarked on what he believed to be “socialism”. 

Later, he proclaimed to be building “Socialism of 

the 21st Century”. Analysing this slogan, we can 

see that the leading Chavistas, and many of their 

international supporters, wanted to distance 

themselves from “20th Century Socialism” – by 

which they mainly referred to the former Soviet 

Union.  

To learn from the mistakes the workers of Russia 

endured at the hands of the leaders of the Soviet 

Union is necessary, however the Chavistas 

pushed themselves away from association with 

“20th Century Socialism” in the wrong direction. 

Rather than seeking more means to expand 

workers’ political decision making ability while 

maintaining the workers’ state, the Chavistas 

ended up rejecting the need for a workers state 

altogether. Put simply, they wanted to change 

the world without the seizure of state power, and 

the establishment of a workers republic. They 

explicitly rejected the key Marxist tenet of aiming 

for the “dictatorship of the proletariat” as the 

first step towards the beginning of the 

implementation of socialism. Consequently, they 

also dumped the Leninist conception of the need 

for a workers vanguard party to lead this historic 

struggle.  

This is not simply a debate over which set of 

rhetoric is best able to build socialism. Whether 

one refers to it as a workers state, the 

dictatorship of the proletariat, or workers 

democracy, the effect is the same. Working 

http://www.bbc.com/news/business-29643612
http://www.cnbc.com/2017/01/20/venezuela-2016-inflation-hits-800-percent-gdp-shrinks-19-percent-document.html
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people are in need of a state of their own, not to 

reproduce the rule of a minority over a majority, 

as in all previous historic states, but to hold down 

their capitalist adversaries, whose resistance to 

the rule of the poor will be furious. A workers 

state, led by a vanguard party or parties, is also 

necessary to guide workers, born and raised 

under capitalism, towards the new values of 

socialist society – cooperation, mutual benefit, 

solidarity and internationalism. The politically 

class conscious workers are needed to lead the 

less class conscious towards these goals. The 

most politically class conscious elements are 

usually located within the leading party or 

parties. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

For all of their declarations of socialism, in fact 

the Chavistas junked the most basic part of 

socialism. Socialism begins with the overthrow of 

the capitalist state, and the forging of a workers 

state which will, in Marx’s words, make “despotic 

inroads” into the ownership of capital. Capital 

enables capitalists to profit from the exploitation 

of the labour of others. At the least, a socialist 

government would aim to take control of the 

banks and the major means of production, such 

as ports, railways, roads, and telecommunications 

and so on. It would have to mobilise working 

people for this vital task. In Venezuela, however, 

the creed of “Socialism of the 21st Century” 

prevented ANY of these crucial tasks from being 

attempted. Consequently, the Maduro 

government is not able to prevent major 

economic sabotage by some capitalists, the 

shortage of goods, high unemployment, runaway 

inflation, and more. 

The right-wing is very adept at capitalising on 

these difficulties, especially given the links of the 

right-wing opposition to the dark forces of the US 

deep state. Shortages of consumer goods, 

electricity blackouts, falling production – the 

right-wing elements, now led by MUD, can easily 

point the finger at what they claim is “socialism” 

and draw a whole swathe of workers and 

underemployed poor over to the agenda of the 

far-right. The intense irony of the situation is that 

it is precisely because the Maduro government is 

NOT socialist, that the right wing are able to 

gather thousands to their side – despite 

thousands still remaining loyal to the “Bolivarian 

Revolution”. 

“Government of the Left” 

It is a lesson which has been learnt before, but 

will now have to be learned all over again. It is 

the age-old question of reform versus revolution. 

No matter how radical the wording, it is a fatal 

illusion to believe that capitalism can be 

reformed into socialism, or even into a system 

Above: Graphic from Telesur noting the gains of the 

process of the Bolivarian Revolution in Venezuela, albeit 

up until 2014.  While the gains are impressive, and have 

been won through sustained mass mobilisation of 

support amongst the Venezuelan people, the Chavistas 

have recoiled from moving towards organising workers 

for the seizure of state power in Venezuela. The banks 

and large corporations have been left in private hands, 

who then have free reign to hoard goods, or otherwise 

cause economic disruption. What is needed is a move 

towards the forging of a Marxist vanguard party, which 

will seek to win those within the Chavista movement to 

the perspective of fighting for a workers government – 

the first real step towards socialism.  
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which doles out a few larger crumbs to the 

masses. For all of their efforts, many of which can 

be applauded, in the end the Chavistas are 

attempting to reform capitalism. The belief that 

electing a “government of the left”, or someone 

or some party who is more “left-wing”, to 

administer the existing capitalist state has come 

undone repeatedly throughout history, often 

with tragic consequences. Salvador Allende in 

Chile in the early 1970s paid for this illusion with 

his own life, and the people of Chile went on to 

endure 17 years of US backed military 

dictatorship. In 2015, the people of Greece 

elected the SYRIZA party to head the government 

there, with huge hopes. It took just a few hours 

for the “left-wing” SYRIZA to form a coalition with 

the far-right ANEL party. It went on to abandon 

any pretence of resisting the crushing austerity 

measures demanded by the bankers of the 

European Union (EU), and rapidly agreed to 

measures which were even more harsh than that 

the previous conservatives dared to impose. The 

suffering of the working people of Greece is 

almost indescribable, with employment 

opportunities, health care, pensions, education 

and so on being decimated. The suicide rate 

remains at unprecedented levels. It may be the 

last time Greek workers will trust a “government 

of the left”.  

The right-wing in Venezuela know exactly what 

they want, and they are prepared to use mass 

violence to achieve it. They do not have to topple 

the capitalist state, as they aim simply to replace 

the leading personnel of the capitalist state with 

some of their own, with the financial and political 

support of Wall Street. They have demonstrated 

a willingness to set fire to people themselves to 

get their way. 

The left in Venezuela, and internationally, has to 

once again learn the lesson that it is not possible 

to vote for socialism. Socialism can only come 

about through the organisation of the workers 

into a class, and the organisation of the most 

class conscious workers into a party which is firm 

with its allegiance to Marxism. The United 

Socialist Party of Venezuela (PSUV) is in no way a 

vehicle for this task. We have no illusions about 

how difficult it is to raise millions of workers to 

the political level needed for the seizure of state 

power, let alone how to maintain the rule of the 

poor once achieved. There are no guarantees in 

class struggle. Yet this task cannot be begun until 

this is the perspective and outlook of the leading 

parties and organisations of working people in 

Venezuela. 

US imperialism has specialised in regime change 

operations in the first years of this century. 

Afghanistan, Iraq, Honduras, Libya, Syria, Ukraine 

– all have either been overthrown or violent 

attempts have been made working with the most 

reactionary elements on the ground, up to and 

including fascists. To prevent yet another case, 

working people in Venezuela, and internationally, 

need to demand that the US cease all political 

and financial interference in Latin America, Asia, 

Africa and Europe. This struggle against wars of 

regime change is also a struggle to form a 

workers party fit to lead the struggle for 

socialism, and no less in Australia. US HANDS OFF 

VENEZUELA! 

 


