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UN resolution a
step towards war

These two aggressive, warmon-
gering governments were forced to 
take the matter to the UN Security 
Council by the opposition coming 
from many governments and from 
the mass demonstrations against 
war that have erupted around the 
world.

However, the UN resolution 
can be seen as no more than a tem-
porary respite. The extreme danger 
of war remains.

The US and British march to 
war has nothing to do with the 
alleged possession of weapons of 
mass destruction by Iraq. Even if 
any exist and, so far, no evidence 
has been produced to prove it, they 
could not possibly threaten the US 
or Britain.

The real reasons for war are to 
be found in the severe economic 
crisis that is overtaking the US 
economy, the steady decline of the 
real position of the US in world 
affairs, the worldwide opposition 
to its war policies, its objective 
of controlling the oil resources of 
Iraq and, thereby, the major oil 
resources of the Middle East, its 
drive for world domination and the 
imposition of a new colonialism 
over all countries.

These are the compelling rea-
sons why the US and Britain want 
a war. They believe that the deep 
crisis of capitalism can be resolved 
by war as they have attempted to 
do in the past.

The UN resolution does not 
provide for a “preemptive strike” 
by the US and Britain, and reaf-
firms “the commitment of all 
member states to the sovereignty 
and territorial integrity of Iraq, 
Kuwait and the neighbouring 
states”.

While imposing staggeringly 
harsh conditions on Iraq, such 
have never been imposed on any 
sovereign country before, and 
laying down a specific timetable, 
the resolution provides for fur-
ther meetings of the UN Security 
Council “to consider the situation 
in order to secure international 
peace and security”. (emphasis 
added)

The resolution makes no men-
tion of “preemptive strike” or of 
“regime change” – phrases often 
repeated by US President Bush.

However, the resolution 
retains the wording demanded 
by the US and Britain that Iraq 
face “series consequences” if 

it continues “in violation of its 
obligations”.

A comment in The New York 
Times gives away the real designs 
of the Bush administration. It says: 
“Despite the administration’s 
professed confidence in the in-
spectors, there is a deep-seated 
unstated fear that President Sad-
dam Hussein will only seem to 
cooperate and the inspectors will 
find little or nothing incriminat-
ing. That would leave the admin-
istration with insufficient evidence 
to persuade the Security Council, 
its potential allies – or even Amer-
icans – that a war is necessary.” 
(emphasis added) “… THAT A 
WAR IS NECESSARY”!

Despite the assertions of the 
US Ambassador to the UN that 
the resolution does not contain any 
“hidden triggers” and no “automa-
ticity” with respect to the use of 
force, the continued warmonger-
ing statements by President Bush 
and the even more bellicose state-
ments by Tony Blair raise doubts 
that the Ambassador’s assurances 
can be believed.

Following the Security Council 
vote the French Ambassador to the 
UN said the resolution strengthens 
the role and authority of the Secu-
rity Council.

The Security Council’s ob-
jective was for a “two-stage ap-

proach” to ensure that it maintains 
control of the process at each 
stage.

France welcomes the fact that 
all ambiguity and all elements of 
automaticity have disappeared 
from the resolution. France’s 
objective is to work tirelessly for 
the stability of the region. War can 
be only a last recourse, the French 
Ambassador said.

The Russian UN Ambassador 
said that as a result of intensive 
negotiations the resolution does 
not contain any provisions about 
automatic use of force. It is im-
portant that the sponsors of the 
resolution (US and Britain) offi-
cially confirmed that that was their 
understanding.

It is of fundamental importance 
that there is clear confirmation in 
the resolution that all members of 
the UN respected the sovereignty 
and territorial integrity of Iraq and 
of all states in the region.

The Chinese Ambassador said 
that China stands firmly for a 
peaceful solution to the question 
of Iraq through political and diplo-
matic means and within the frame-
work of the United Nations.

China, he said, has consis-
tently held that the sovereignty 
and territorial integrity as well 
as the legitimate concerns of Iraq 
should be respected and that the 

Security Council should, depend-
ing on Iraq’s implementation of 
relevant resolutions, consider 
suspending and eventually lift-
ing the 12-year-long sanctions 
against Iraq”.

The Syrian Ambassador said 
that Syria voted for the resolu-
tion having received reassurances 
from the US and Britain as well 
as France and Russia, that the 
resolution would not be used as a 
pretext to strike Iraq and that it did 
not constitute a basis for any auto-
matic strikes against Iraq.

The problems which now face 
Security Council were created 
when Security Council members 
fell into the trap of supporting US 
military action against Iraq in 1990 
and voted for a monstrous resolu-
tion which imposed unparallelled 
sanctions and demanded Iraq’s 
complete disarmament – a demand 
not imposed on other countries 
that have refused to comply with 
UN resolutions such as the US and 
Israel.

In this respect, the UN resolu-
tion reeks of hypocrisy and double 
standards. It is unfair and dis-
criminatory. It is naïve to believe 
that Britain and the US have any 
intention of respecting the sov-

The question of peace or war hangs in the balance fol-
lowing the resolution unanimously adopted by the UN 
Security Council last Friday, November 8. American and 
British leaders have deliberately drafted a resolution 
which they expect will prove impossible to implement 
and provide them with the excuse for launching an ag-
gressive, illegitimate war against Iraq to be followed by 
war against a number of other countries.

Part of the one million-strong anti-war protest in Florence

“Drop Bush, Not Bombs”
Around one million people marched through the Italian city of 
Florence last weekend against US plans to attack Iraq. “Take 
your war and go to hell” and “Drop Bush, not bombs” were 
among the slogans of the huge protest. Protestors targeted 
the “three Bs”, Bush, British PM Blair and Italian PM Ber-
lusconi. The protest came at the end of a four-day European 
Social Forum of anti-globalisation groups and as a new UN 
resolution on Iraq was announced which threatens Iraq with 
“serious consequences” if it fails to meet what are virtu-
ally impossible conditions. Some placards depicted Bush as 
Hitler and Berlusconi as Mussolini. Young and old activists 
from all around Europe - from Russia through to Portugal 
- marched through Italy’s city of the arts in a carnival atmo-
sphere, singing Communist anthems and peace songs.  J continued page 3
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Hannah Middleton’s 60th birth-
day party held last Sunday was a 
joyful reunion of people from dif-
ferent organisations, groups, and 
political parties who enthusiastically 
came together to celebrate Hannah’s 
achievements so far.

A passionate peace activist, a 
tireless organiser and worker in 
many and varied solidarity organi-
sations Hannah was also celebrating 
the tenth anniversary of her election 
as President of the Communist Party 
of Australia. In all her many and var-
ied activities she is surrounded and 
supported by her many comrades 
and friends. More than 100 of them 
were at the party in Marrickville, 
Sydney – brought together by their 
shared experiences of working with 
Hannah on various issues.

Hannah is an inspiration for 
many and we all wish her many 
happy returns.  J
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Commemorating the Russian 
Revolution

If anyone doubts the role for peace and social progress played 
by the 1917 Russian socialist revolution, the present dangerous 
world situation should dispel such doubts. Following the dis-
memberment of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR), 
imperialism is running virtually out of control and the social and 
economic gains made by the people of the world are under unprec-
edented attack.

The government of the socialist Soviet Union became for many 
years the main voice for peace and disarmament. It was the Soviet 
Union that immediately called for the banning of nuclear weapons 
both before and after it also became a nuclear power. It was at the 
forefront in the United Nations in efforts to eliminate chemical and 
biological weapons. The call was for ALL NATIONS to dump such 
weapons and to steadily reduce all weapons of mass destruction.

Together with the support of millions of people around the world 
and the organised peace movements some progress was made. The 
Anti-Ballistic Missile treaty was concluded which resulted in some 
reduction of nuclear weapons. It is this treaty (among a number of 
others) that the Bush administration has torn up. 

Without the Soviet Union’s strong voice for disarmament in 
the United Nations there are now no real moves in this direction 
by any other country.

The Soviet Union exercised a strong restraining hand on the bel-
licose leadership of successive US Presidents. Bush is merely the latest 
and the most aggressive of all, but with no USSR to restrain him.

The Soviet Union’s existence helped the liberation movements 
of the former colonies. One after another they achieved their polit-
ical, if not their economic independence. They received generous 
material assistance from the USSR and other socialist countries to 
start building up their economies.

The Soviet Union gave tremendous assistance to Vietnam and 
helped protect Cuba from invasion. The breakup of the Soviet 
Union created great difficulties for these and many other nations.

The socialist system gave the people of the Soviet Union free 
education to university level and at a high standard. The people 
enjoyed universal access to free medical services, extremely cheap 
rent and paid next to nothing for public transport, telephones, 
central heating, electricity and water.

The Soviet Union was the first country to introduce such stan-
dards and, by example, helped the people of many other countries 
make gains in their social services. In Australia, despite a number 
of advances (for example Medicare and the abolition of university 
fees under Whitlam) we did not achieve the same level as in the 
Soviet Union. Now the gains made are being taken back.

The Soviet Union played by far the greatest role in the defeat 
of Hitlerism in WW 2. Despite the enormous destruction wreaked 
by the Nazi invaders, with a planned economy and the determina-
tion of the people, the economy of the Soviet Union was quickly 
restored and developed to become the second most powerful in-
dustrial power after the United States.

These achievements, and there were many more, were made 
under the leadership of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. 
They were building a new type of society without exploiters and 
with a new morality based on the collective good. That there were 
shortcomings and mistakes is beyond dispute but the advances made 
for the people far surpassed anything achieved by capitalism.

From day one of the Russian revolution the capitalist powers 
sought to prevent the building of a socialist society and overthrow 
governments committed to socialism. Socialism was and is a mor-
tal danger in the eyes of those who profit from the exploitation of 
the labour of others.

That they succeeded in overthrowing socialism in the Soviet 
Union is a tragedy not only for the people of the former Soviet 
Union but for the whole world.

If Bush should get away with the launch of a new war in the 
Middle East a major factor in this will be the absence of the Soviet 
Union. The economic, political and military power of the Soviet 
Union would have helped the people of the world straitjacket such 
warmongering politicians as Bush, Blair and Howard.

But time marches on and revolutionaries and progressives 
around the world will not forget the experience and achievements 
of the Soviet Union. Not even Bush is capable of stopping the 
march of history.

Hannah turns 60

The Howard Government’s 
family fiasco

PRESS FUND
This week Prime Minister Howard said Australia should join a uni-
lateral US-led war against Iraq. Only a few weeks ago, he contemptu-
ously dismissed a declaration by religious leaders that they would refuse 
to pay a special war tax. And last week, just to ensure they’d offended 
everybody, Defence Minister Hill described criticism by Asian leaders of 
ASIO’s “terror” raids as “just the way that Asian countries work”! On 
November 30 we’ll have the opportunity to tell the government bluntly 
that we oppose such a war. However, right now friends and supporters 
are reminded that the Press Fund still needs lots of contributions to sup-
port The Guardian’s part in the struggle for world peace. Our thanks go 
to the following three contributors for their generosity this week:

T Bartlett $100, M H $100, S Hale $30.

This week’s total $230.  Progressive total $9915.

“People say, how can I help on 
this war against terror? How can I 
fight evil? You can do so by men-
toring a child; by going into a shut-
in’s house and say I love you.” 
Washington, D.C., Sept. 19, 2002.

“The-these terrorist acts and, you 
know, the responses have got to end 
in order for us to get the framework 
– the groundwork – not framework, 
the groundwork to discuss a frame-
work for peace, to lay the all right.” 
Crawford, Texas, Aug. 13, 2001.

“My administration has been 
calling upon all the leaders in the 
in the Middle East to do everything 
they can to stop the violence, to tell 
the different parties involved that 

peace will never happen.” Crawford, 
Texas, Aug. 13, 2001.

“After all, a week ago, there 
were – Yasser Arafat was boarded up 
in his building in Ramallah, a build-
ing full of, evidently, German peace 
protestors and all kinds of people. 
They’re now out. He’s now free to 
show leadership, to lead the world.” 
Washington, D.C., May 2, 2002.

“Redefining the role of the 
United States from enablers to keep 
the peace to enablers to keep the 
peace from peacekeepers is going to 
be an assignment.” New York Times, 
Jan. 14, 2001.

“...to maintain the peace, we bet-
ter have a military of high morale, 

and I’m certain that under this 
administration, morale in the military 
is dangerously low.” Albuquerque, 
New Mexico, May 31, 2000.

“There’s no doubt in my mind 
that we should allow the world’s 
worst leaders to hold America 
hostage, to threaten our peace, to 
threaten our friends and allies with 
the world’s worst weapons.” South 
Bend, Indiana, Sept. 5, 2002.

“See, we love-we love freedom. 
That’s what they didn’t understand. 
They hate things; we love things. 
They act out of hatred; we don’t seek 
revenge, we seek justice out of love.” 
Oklahoma City, Aug. 29, 2002.

More next week.  J

BUSHSPEAK
Quotes from the leader of the world’s biggest military power

by Janice Hamilton
The FTB was introduced in 

July 2000 as part of the new, “sim-
pler” tax system. It brings together 
12 family and child payments. It 
is means tested on a sliding scale 
which cuts out on income above 
$85,000.

Eligible families have the 
choice of fortnightly payments from 
Centrelink’s Family Assistance 
Office or a lump sum at the end of 
the financial year in the form of a 
tax refund.

Of the estimated 1.8 million fam-
ilies that receive the FTB, the vast 
majority take the fortnightly pay-
ment and a small minority choose to 
claim it at the end of the tax year

For the purpose of means testing, 
families choosing the fortnightly pay-
ment are required to estimate their 
next year’s income at the end each 
financial year. This estimate is used to 
calculate fortnightly FTB payments.

When tax returns are lodged, 
the Tax Office determines the exact 

entitlement, which may be more or 
less than that received during the 
past year.

If they underestimated their 
income, and hence were paid less 
than their exact entitlement, they 
are eligible for a “top-up” payment 
which is included in the calculation 
of their tax return.

But, if they have been “over-
paid” – that is their income was 
higher than their original esti-
mate, then they have a debt which 
is taken out of the family’s tax 
returns. Some low income families 
are being faced with demands for 
repayments of $1000 or more.

Many families find they are 
being overpaid family benefits 
even after they have informed 
Centrelink that their income has 
gone up.

This is because Centrelink only 
adjusts the future payment of fam-
ily benefits — leaving reconcilia-
tion of the previous set of payments 
to the end of the financial year.

“The present family benefits 
system, which leaves parents with 
no margin for error in making an 
estimate of their income, flies in 
the face of the changing nature 
of work”, said ACOSS President 
Andrew McCallum.

“There are increasing numbers 
of people working in part-time or 
casual jobs and this is making it very 
difficult for families to estimate, 
with any degree of certainty, their 
future income.”

Family and community Services 
Minister Amanda Vanstone has no 
sympathy whatsoever for the fami-
lies hit by the FTB system.

She is not even prepared to do 
anything about the highly discrimi-
natory and hypocritical application 
of the means test.

Where families are late in lodg-
ing their tax return and are owed 
money by the Department, their 
“top-ups” are being withheld.

At the same time families who 
owe money are being ruthlessly pur-
sued regardless of when their returns 
were lodged.

It all makes a laughing stock of 
the Howard Government’s pro-fam-
ily stance that they were forever talk-
ing up before the last election.  J 

The Howard Government has repeatedly promoted itself as being 
pro-family but the Family Tax Benefit (FTB) has become a night-
mare, particularly for middle and low-income families. Some tax 
agents are now refusing to prepare workers’ tax returns for fear 
of creating unforeseen debts for their clients.

Photo: Avante Media Australia
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by Bob Briton
The Government is taking up 

the proposals of the Wentworth 
Group – a government-commis-
sioned panel of 11 scientists, econ-
omists and environmentalists. A 
major proposal is to grant rights 
over water to the producers of our 
“food and fibre”.

These rights would be consid-
ered to be the equivalent of the 
rights attached to real estate i.e. 
private property rights. As a con-
sequence, governments would be 
obliged to compensate primary pro-
ducers in the event that environmen-
tal or other legislation denies them 
access to water.

The idea of paying landowners 
to take land out of production and 
give it over to some other, more 
environmentally friendly use, is also 
contained in the Group’s report.

Of course, “property rights” are 
very sweet words to Coalition politi-
cians and the concept has been duly 
taken on board.

Also very appreciative is the 
cotton lobby. Cotton growers are 
among the largest consumers and 
abusers of water and it is hardly 
surprising that their industry group, 
Cotton Australia, has come out in 
support of the proposals.

Peter Hendy, chief execu-
tive of the Australian Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry, also likes 
the idea of access to water being 
made a “property right”.

It is the stark reality of drought 
that is revealing widespread damage 
caused by extreme exploitation and 
misuse of the environment. It was 
a profoundly disastrous mistake in 
the past to pander to the demands of 
the big irrigators at the expense of 

a holistic approach to the land and 
environment.

The Wentworth Group’s propos-
als are once again a short-sighted 
response to the immediate demands 
of big agribusiness. The solution is not 
the conversion of water into a property 
right for the likes of Cotton Australia.

They are part of the problem. If 
anything they should be prosecuted 
for decades of criminal appropria-
tion of water, not rewarded. Water is 
a scarce and essential resource that 
must be managed and controlled by 
a responsible public authority not 
tied to vested interests.

There is also the potential for 
injustices in the distribution of 
compensation, with smaller frugal 
and environmentally responsible 
farmers losing out in the compensa-
tion stakes to the massively waste-
ful ones.

Nonetheless, the fact that there 
has been some effort to take a 
national approach to water usage 
problems is to be welcomed. 
Australian Greens Senator Bob 
Brown said last week that the $2 
billion per annum bill for the plan 
is feasible and “less than the envi-
ronmentally unfriendly diesel fuel 
rebate of recent years”.

He further points out that nei-
ther the Federal Government nor the 
States did anything in response to the 
two-year-old call by the Australian 
Conservation Foundation and the 
National Farmers’ Federation to do 
something about issues like land 
clearing, the prime cause of water 
and soil loss in Australia, which has 
been getting steadily worse.

According to the Wentworth 
Group’s paper, Blueprint for a Living 
Continent, “In recent decades the rate 
of land clearing has accelerated, with 
as much land cleared during the past 
50 years as in the 150 years before.”

Meanwhile, many drought stricken 
smaller farms are struggling without 
even an Exceptional Circumstances 
payment to help them.J

AUSTRALIA

by Marcus Browning
Since 1996 the involvement of 

handguns in firearm related mur-
ders has increased from 14 per cent 
to 37 per cent.

In NSW the Shooters’ Party 
even has an MP, John Tingle, and he 
has the ear of the Premier Bob Carr 
whose hypocritical “tough on crime” 
politics is belied by his “soft on guns” 
pandering to the Shooters’ Party gun 
lobby – typical of the approach of 
governments around Australia.

At the Police Ministers’ 
Conference in Darwin last week 
NSW Police Minister Michael Costa 
and his colleagues from the other 
Labor government states pushed for 
an armoury of semi-automatic hand-
guns to be excluded from a national 
ban on handguns. Of around 500 
models the Ministers accepted a ban 
on 250, leaving another 250 semi-
automatic weapons legal.

And as NSW Greens MP Lee 
Rhiannon noted, this weak han-
dling of the issue means that it will 
be almost impossible for the police 
to identify whether a weapon is a 
banned gun or one of the 250 that 
are still legal. “What are police 
going to do when they find a hand-
gun in someone’s possession? Take 
a Polaroid and mail it back to HQ for 
a ballistics expert to identify?”

Background
Following the Port Arthur mas-

sacre in Tasmania in 1996, when 35 
people were murdered by Martin 
Bryant the Federal Government 
introduced a range of measures to 
reduce the number of self-loading 
rifles and pump action shotguns sim-
ilar to those used by Bryant.

Under the National Firearm 
Agreement there was an amnesty for 
gun owners and a buy-back scheme 
to hand in their weapons. The ban 
did not include handguns.

Rebecca Peters, from the 
International Action Network on 
Small Arms, describes the National 
Firearms Agreement as recognising 
“the inherent inappropriateness of 
these highly dangerous weapons”.

Around 700,000 of them 
were melted down. There are 
around 170,000 legal handguns in 
Australia.

Darwin plan
Under the Howard Government’s 

plan put to the Darwin meeting last 
week, police will have the power 
to refuse or revoke a gun licence. 
Sporting shooters will have to enter 
into a minimum number of competi-
tions to keep their licences.

There will also be certain 
exemptions for sporting shoot-
ers and an amnesty period. 
The States and Territories have 
agreed to all these steps but not 
to a proposed jointly-funded 
buy-back scheme.

Rebecca Peters said that Howard 
and the Police Ministers have the 
opportunity to remedy the anomaly 
of the National Firearms Agreement 
by banning the weapons that were 
left out in 1996.

“They should define the legal 
status of these guns objectively on 
the basis of their inherent danger-
ousness, rather than on the owner’s 
description of how he plans to use 
them.”

“Membership of a target shoot-
ing club” is the reason given for 
most handgun licences in Australia.

The perpetrator of the Monash 
University killings was a licensed 
gun owner.

“They should insist on a ban 
on self-loading and semi-auto-
matic handguns, including those 
used in sport”, said Ms Peters, 
who points out that there are five 
handgun events in the Olympics, 
two of which require self-loading 
capacity.

What if those two were banned, 
she asks? Some would lament that 
as a loss, but that would be nowhere 
near the loss felt by the 32 families 
who last year had loved ones killed 
by handguns.

“The Prime Minister should 
seize this moment to insist on a ban 
on all semi-automatic firearms for 
civilians, including semi-automatic 
handguns”, said Ms Peters.  J

continued from page 1

The UN resolution has not ended 
the crisis either for Iraq or for any 
of the countries concerned. It has 
not settled the question of peace or 
war. The resolution does not firmly 
uphold the UN charter. It ignores the 
fact that several big countries sys-
tematically ignore the resolutions of 
the UN when they do not suit their 
imperial interests.

Is Iraq to become today’s 
Czechoslovakia, to be sacrificed 
on the altar of imperialist war? In 
the lead up to WW 2, the “Munich 
Agreement” made by Britain 
and France with Hitler sacrificed 
Czechoslovakia in an attempt to 
appease Hitler. Are some nations 
today, attempting to appease the mili-
tarist and aggressive US and Britain?

In the 1930s and ‘40s the nations 
failed to prevent war and are respon-
sible for more than 50 million dead. 
Will the firmness of principle and a 
new collective of nations come into 
existence to prevent war in this cen-
tury? It is not just Iraq that faces its 
last chance.

If the United Nations 
Organisation fails to prevent war 
it will also become a casualty. 
Together with it will go the trust 
of millions of people in those gov-
ernments that voted for a resolu-
tion full of holes sufficient to allow, 
yet again, the jackals of war to be 
unleashed in a conflict leading to the 
deaths of many more millions.

The guarantee for peace remains 
in the hands of millions upon mil-
lions of the world’s people, all of 
whom will become casualties in one 
way or another if today’s warmon-
gers get their way. There can be no 
relaxation.

The peace marches and demon-
strations and the peace organisations 
must be supported in every way pos-
sible. Those behind the war drive 
must be exposed and isolated and 
finally put in straitjackets, which are 
the only suitable clothes for today’s 
criminal madmen.

The world’s people are facing 
the most critical time in the whole of 
history. Act now, not only for peace, 
but also for survival.  J

Governments in thrall 
to the gun lobby
The recent shootings at Melbourne’s Monash University result-
ing in the death of two students and injuries to another five, 
have again brought to national attention the growing and deadly 
problem of handguns in Australia. The fact that people had to be 
killed and wounded to give impetus to the outlawing of automatic 
and semi-automatic handguns is an indictment of government 
inaction, in thrall as they are to the small but highly influential 
gun lobby.

Peace or War?

A land of droughts 
and vested interests
Widespread drought in Australia has finally brought on consid-
eration of long outstanding questions of water usage in this conti-
nent that is the driest on earth. Federal Cabinet met in Brisbane 
last week to work on the approach it will take to address the issue 
at the meeting of the Council of Australian Governments due 
to take place at the end of the month. However, even before the 
representatives of the various state governments meet with their 
federal counterparts on November 30, it has become clear that all 
sorts of agendas are being advanced.

Asbestos Diseases Foundation of Australia Inc
NATIONAL ASBESTOS AWARENESS WEEK

Information and Memorial Day For victims of asbestos disease
Friday 29th November 8.30am – 3pm Parramatta Mall

11am Memorial Service 12 noon Minute of Remembrance
•Visit the Dust Diseases Board Lung Bus • Information displays • Legal 

advice • White elephant stall • Second hand books • Bric-a-brac
PROTECT THE LIVING – ASBESTOS CAN KILL!

Asbestos Diseases Foundation of Australia Inc Info line: 02 9637 8759
Proudly sponsored by the Dust Diseases Board
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Martin Kingham

More than 10,000 workers from 
a range of Victorian unions cheered 
Kingham into the Melbourne 
Magistrates Court where he faced 
charges arising out of the Cole Royal 
Commission.

Kingham told the assembled 
media that he refused to provide the 
lists of names to the Commission 
because he feared the information 
would be used to harass active union 
members.

ACTU Secretary Greg Combet 
told the rally the union movement 
in Australia was not prepared to see 
union officials put in jail for defend-
ing their members, particularly shop 
stewards.

“Shop stewards are the most 
important people in the workplace - 
they stand up for workers’ rights. We 
don’t hand over the names of shop 
stewards to employers or Royal 
Commissions because we know 
those people can be victimised”, Mr 
Combet said.

ETU assistant State Secretary 
Alex McCallum said the real agenda 
of the Royal Commission and 
charges against Martin Kingham was 
about “crushing militant unions”.

“We are disgusted by the Royal 
Commission and their attempt to 
crush the membership of building 
unions. These kind of attacks are 
aimed at every worker in Australia 
and that is why we are here support-
ing Martin Kingham.”

Playing on the fact that the 
Royal Commission wanted Martin 
Kingham to “lag” on his members, 
CEPU (Plumbing division) Assistant 
Secretary Tony Murphy told the rally: 
“The only lagers we have in our indus-
try are the ones who lay pipes. We are 
here to defend Martin Kingham.”

A few minutes before he was due 
to appear in Court Martin Kingham 
addressed the rally.

“Thank you so much for this tre-
mendous display of solidarity. This 
attack is not just on me but symbolic 
of what they want to do to others.

“It is a political fight that has 
been generated by Abbott and 
Howard to treat unions like a politi-
cal football. I feel much better going 
through that door knowing I have 
such incredible support.”

“When I look around today I feel 
very confident that we will win”, he 
said.

Victorian Trades Hall Council 
Secretary Leigh Hubbard said it 
was encouraging to see so many 
unions represented at the rally. He 
said it should be noted that Martin 
Kingham had been fined under the 
Royal Commission Act 1902.

Mr Hubbard said Prime Minister 
John Howard and Workplace 
Relations Minister Tony Abbott 
wanted to return industrial rela-
tions to an era where workers had 
no rights.

“The system Abbott and Howard 
want is not one we want or would 
support. Abbott, and Reith before 
him, declared they would attack the 
major unions in this country. Well 
they have done that and we have to 
battle back. Make no mistake this is 
a political battle every union has to 
face.”

He said, while Martin Kingham 
faced a fine or six months imprison-
ment for the “crime” of defending 
his members the Victorian Liberal 
Opposition had failed to support 
industrial manslaughter legislation 
in the State.

Mr Kingham emerged from the 
court and told the rally his case had 
been adjourned until December 12 
and he looked forward to a similar 
show of support on that date.

Acknowledgements:
Workers On Line  J

LABOUR

Thousands rallied in 
support of union rights
Thousands of union members turned out to defend CFMEU 
Victorian Secretary Martin Kingham and basic union rights at a 
recent rally in Melbourne.

The Government’s “big stick” 
approach to get people off wel-
fare isn’t working. The unemploy-
ment rate still hovers around six 
per cent, an alarming 377,856 peo-
ple have been on the dole for more 
than a year, and the average dura-
tion of unemployment payments is 
now a staggering two years and nine 
months.

“It clearly shows that the 
Government’s approach to reducing 
the number of people receiving ben-
efits by threatening to cut off their 
benefits has failed”, says Australian 
Council for Social Service (ACOSS) 
President, Andrew McCallum.

Numerous inquiries, includ-
ing The Independent Review of 
Breaches and Penalties in the Social 
Security System (the Pearce Report), 
a report from the Commonwealth 

Ombudsman, even Centrelink’s own 
internal review of breaches, have 
all identified major problems with 
breach fines.

Research has clearly shown that 
those most likely to be fined under 
the breach system are the homeless, 
those who suffer from mental health 
problems and other disabilities, and 
the young.

The government now proposes 
casting the net wider by extending 
breaching penalties to a range of 
new groups as part of the Australians 
Working Together Bill now before 
the Senate.

“Not receiving and not respond-
ing to a letter, making minor mis-
takes on their forms, being late 
for appointments or unable to 
attend at the last minute all incur 
the penalty, said Monica Baker 

of the Un(der)employed People’s 
Movement (UPM).

“How quick would Treasury’s 
coffers fill if the same system were 
to be applied to our politicians?”

Ironically, under John Howard’s 
privatised welfare system, the agen-
cies who are supposed to be help-
ing the unemployed – JobNetwork 
Providers, Personal Support Program 
Providers, Community Work and 
Work for the Dole Providers – are 
the ones notifying Centrelink of 
non-compliance, which leads to pen-
alty breaches.

David Rigney, Chair of UPM has 
called on welfare agencies to refuse 
to participate in such an unethical 
scheme.

“There they are in one of their 
offices, handing out emergency 
financial assistance to people who 
have been breached in one of their 
other offices.

“It may increase their funding 
and keep them in employment, but 
it most certainly defeats the pur-
pose of their work. Stop the notifi-
cations!”  J

Benefit cuts to fund war
With a war to fund and corporate tax cuts to honour, John 
Howard has pulled out the budget razor once again. Not satisfied 
with the $200 million he already strips from young jobseekers 
every year, the Federal Government has decided to extend the 
“breach” system to Single Parent Pensioners and the mature-
aged unemployed.

The award covers technical, 
information technology, call centre, 
clerical and administration employ-
ees working in a broad range of 
private companies. Among the 
companies bound by it are AAPT, 
Hutchison, Macquarie Corporate 
Telecommunications, Primus and 
Vodafone.

The campaign was begun in 2000 
by the CEPU and the Community 
and Public Sector Union (CPSU). 
CEPU National President Brian 
Baulk called it a “great day for 
workers in the telecommunications 
industry and a remarkable achieve-
ment for the union movement”.

“The first award in any indus-
try is important and this one is no 
exception”, said Mr Baulk.

“This award proves the union 
movement has the ability to make 

awards outside traditional areas 
where we have represented work-
ers and it covers many thousands 
of employees with potential for that 
coverage to rapidly expand.”

Stephen Jones from the CPSU 
said that the new award “means that 
telecommunications workers can 
now enjoy important minimum stan-
dards that workers in other industries 
have enjoyed for decades”.

Mr Jones said community stan-
dards for hours of work, penalties, 
carers’ leave and public holidays 
have been incorporated into a mod-
ern classifications structure that 
recognises the unique skills and pro-
fessional requirements needed for 
the industry.

“This will be a pace-setter 
award for new workers in the new 
economy.”  J

Unions have welcomed the new award for telecommunications 
workers. The award, covering 10,000 workers, was ratified by the 
Australian Industrial Relations Commission. The Communications 
Division of the CEPU said that for the first time communications 
workers will have properly set rates of pay and a range of conditions 
that are appropriate to workers in a seven-day-a-week industry.

“A great day for
telecommunications workers”

The WTO Secretariat is hold-
ing the meeting - of just 25 coun-
tries - because it is running scared 
that its expanded agenda will flop in 
Mexico next September. 

At the last full ministerial meet-
ing in Doha, the WTO Secretariat 
was forced to concede some small 
concessions to developing countries, 
in return for a promise from them to 
consider a much wider liberalisation 
agenda (which they opposed) at the 
Mexico meeting in September 2003.

In May this year, the developing 
countries put forward a list of mod-

est proposals to reform the WTO 
itself, to give them genuine partici-
pation in negotiations.

They asked that draft texts be 
provided in advance of meetings at 
which they must be adopted, that 
the practice of late night marathon 
sessions cease, and that the WTO 
Secretariat stop selective consulta-
tions and instead involve all mem-
bers in all consultations.

The WTO Secretariat rejected 
these modest proposals.

There are strong differences 
over issues such as the liberalisation 

of agriculture, competition policy, 
investment, government purchases, 
trade in services, environmental 
which could see the Mexico meeting 
fail to reach agreement.

The situation is complicated 
by differences between Japanese, 
EU, American and Canadian 
Governments who are under inter-
nal, anti-free trade pressures at a 
time of economic crisis and high 
unemployment.

The Sydney ministerial is an 
attempt by the WTO Secretariat to 
shore up the support of selected gov-
ernments for the WTO’s agenda in 
preparation for Mexico.

The WTO was stopped at 
Seattle and can be stopped again 
at Mexico. The Sydney actions are 
part of that struggle.

For more information visit:
www.aftinet.org.au.  J

A broad network of 57 unions, churches, human rights and envi-
ronment groups are holding two major events in Sydney - a semi-
nar last Sunday and a peaceful rally on Thursday November 14. 
The rally coincides with the holding of a “mini-ministerial” WTO 
meeting hosted by Howard the Government at the Olympic site 
at Homebush. The aim of the actions is to expose the activities of 
and build opposition to the WTO.

Unions join actions 
against WTO
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The letters patent issued to 
the Honourable Terence Rhoderic 
Hudson Cole RFD QC on “His 
Excellency’s Command” (Peter 
Hollingworth’s, that is) read as if 
from another time.

It requires Cole to conduct a 
royal commission to investigate any 
“inappropriate industrial or work-
place practice or conduct” in the 
building and construction industry.

With this brief, the former cor-
poration law judge has demonstrated 
a zeal more appropriate to the trial 
of the shearers in Rockhampton in 
1891, for engaging in the seditious 
purpose of going on strike which led 
directly to jail.

The present events are more like 
that than the century of industrial 
pragmatism in between.

For a trial is what the Cole 
Royal Commission really is – a trial 
of those who dare to organise to 
improve the lot of building workers, 
their pay, conditions and safety.

The establishment of the Cole 
Royal Commission is a Liberal set-
up designed to justify draconian 
measures against the building and 
construction unions and to give the 
Coalition an election issue to beat up 
on the Labor Party.

The idea was to set up a political 
show trial which is not a court and 
doesn’t behave like a court but which 
to the public looks like a judicial body. 
Its judicial pronouncements will then 
be used for political purposes.

Everybody knows that the build-
ing industry is no picnic. It’s a tough 
and dangerous environment with 
hard-bitten men (mainly) on both 
employer and union sides. 

Squillions get made and sub-
contractors fight for jobs using ruth-
less industrial relations tactics. To 
defend members, union delegates 
and officials fight fire with fire. Big 
deal! Doesn’t everyone know that?

Apparently not. His Excellency’s 
man, Terence Cole, whose discus-
sion papers suggest he thinks that 
“misbehaviour” consists of doing 
what unions do: recruiting members, 
demanding improvements, threaten-
ing industrial action if changes are 
not made, and striking to gain better 
enterprise bargaining outcomes.

Minister Abbot has found $60 
million to ferret out the “truth”. 
Government lawyers get $19.1 mil-

lion of this, a cost of $50,000 an 
hour of sitting. So far this year there 
have been 114 sitting days with the 
expectation that they will go on until 
Christmas.

Cole himself gets $660,000 per 
year, plus houses supplied both in 
Melbourne and Sydney, allowances 
and airfares home to Sydney.

Thirty-two lawyers called 
“counsel assisting”, along with 100 
staff, are established in teams in all 
major cities to assemble case stud-
ies to present a tale of woe when 
the Commission comes to town. 
Subpoenas of extraordinary scope 
are used to dissect every shred of 
paper and email.

They even have power to tap 
union phones. A case study is issued 
to the media to grab a headline and 
the “evidence” in the study cannot 
be challenged in the way evidence is 
normally tested in court.

Witnesses can’t be cross-exam-
ined unless the Commissioner 
approves the subject matter of ques-
tions in advance.

A reasonable observer may not 
be mistaken for thinking that bias 
of both a procedural and substan-
tive kind exists. The domestic build-
ing sector is excluded. Largely not 
unionised, it is a playground for 
employer exploitation, yet it cannot 
be considered.

The picture is selective: the 
worst cases are chosen rather than 
any attempt made to create a gen-
eral view.

Sensational allegations are 
aired, but not made out in evidence. 
Witnesses are treated differently 
according to which side they come 
from.

Union delegates are ambushed 
with unexpected questions and grilled 
for hours, while employers are allowed 
to ramble on with their stories.

Most employer misbehaviour is 
not dealt with in the public hearings 
while allegations against unionists 
are aired for the media.

As this is essentially theatre and 
not life the plot is fairly easy to pre-
dict. Most likely, Cole will express 
concern about “freedom of associa-
tion” when he really means freedom 
to not associate, that is to refuse to 
join the union.

While there has been little evi-
dence of coercion, he will point to 

union encouragement clauses in 
agreements with employers, which 
he will recommend be prohibited.

Pressure on sub contractors and 
site induction will likely be barred, 
as will a range of industrial condi-
tions such as site allowances, ros-
tered days off and preference for 
industry superannuation.

A building industry taskforce 
will likely be recommended to 
investigate misbehaviour and pros-
ecute workers even if the employer 
does not want to do so.

Inspectors of the task force 
will be given police powers of 
prosecution and will enforce the 
Commonwealth’s building code 
which will be a condition of getting 
federal funds for projects.

Health and safety in the work-
place may be removed from the 
list of industrial matters that can be 
included in awards. And of course 
CFMEU and other unions may be 
deregistered and selective prosecu-
tions launched against individuals.

Stay tuned for the airing of alle-
gations of criminal activity and cor-
ruption, which have yet to grab the 
headlines.

Like the attack on the Maritime 
Union (MUA) before it, the Cole 
Royal Commission is a product of 
the John Howard school of industrial 
relations; behind a smokescreen, 
attack unions and let workers rely on 
employers to look after them.

The tough game played by the 
building and construction unions is 
in response to ruthless treatment of 
employees over many years. The 
unions and their members are not 
always lily-white in what they do.

But the attack is a political cam-
paign to destroy the building unions, 
discredit the whole union movement 
and undermine labour’s collective 
strength.

It will be seen as such, and seen 
off, as was the concerted attack on 
the MUA.

For education unionists, the 
defeat of this campaign by the 
Howard Government is important. It 
was unions like the CFMEU that not 
only “built this city”, but built the 
basis of the union movement itself in 
the late 19th century.

For unions like the AEU – and 
other white-collar unions that came 
along half a century later – the road 
was already built and paved. 

We owe a great debt to these 
unions and the workers who built 
them, and we should not forget that 
in their hour of need.  J

AUSTRALIA

And justice for all? The number of constitutional writs lodged 
with the High Court last year rose from 81 to 300 in a year, 
the Court’s annual report reveals. Ninety six percent of those 
were immigration cases forced onto the High Court because 
of the Howard Government’s amendments to the Migration 
Act that restricted their access of appeal to the Federal Court. 
And ten years ago self-represented litigants made up only 
five percent of total High Court cases, rising to 14 percent 
in 1996 and to 28 percent last year. Says the report: “Typi-
cally they had very few assets or were in possession of a pen-
sion card or a health benefit card or they were inmates of a 
prison or otherwise lawfully detained in a public institution.”

One of the agenda items of that mobile WTO meeting of 
finance ministers in Sydney this month is: how to give de-
veloping countries access to affordable medicines? It’s a 
real puzzler, all right. On the one side there’s the transna-
tional drug companies who want to make even more trillions 
in profits; on the other there’s the masses of people whose 
health and lives are every day threatened and taken away 
because they can’t afford the necessary medicines. The ma-
jority of the world’s people don’t have the fundamental things 
needed for existence as human beings: clean water, shelter, 
health care, enough food, education. And the rich keep get-
ting mega-richer. It’s enough to make some angry, very angry.

There are now 625 prisoners of the USA in the concentration 
camp at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, among them two Australian 
citizens. David Hicks and Mamdouh Habib have never been 
charged or tried, although they are accused of links with ter-
rorism. Their families’ appeals to have them brought home 
have been arrogantly dismissed by the Howard Government. 
Now after eight months US officials admit the majority of pris-
oners have yielded “limited information”. Four were released 
two weeks ago because “they have no valuable intelligence 
to provide” and more are expected to be released in weeks 
to come. Of course, the Howard Government has no problem 
with locking people away and depriving them of their rights 
as citizens; that is precisely what their own terror laws allow.

CAPITALIST HOG OF THE WEEK: is the consortium that 
owns the privatised Sydney Airport. The free market, where 
cutting the throat of your competitor is the name of the game, 
is in fact an absolute dictatorship of the richest and most pow-
erful. Advertising is the much vaunted expression of the free 
market – putting the message out there to give the people 
the democratic right to choose. So, when the World Wildlife 
Foundation, Planet Ark and the Wilderness Society paid for 
billboard adverts at Sydney Airport opposing the woodchipping 
of Tasmania’s old growth forests, it was simply in the spirit of 
competition. But the Tasmanian Government and woodchip 
companies soon put that into perspective: consultations with 
airport management resulted in the billboards being removed.

Cole Royal Commission:
From 1891 to 2002
Royal Commission does the time warp … again. It’s just a step 
to the right, reports Rob Durbridge, Australian Education Union 
(AEU) Federal Secretary. The following article was originally 
published in the spring edition of the Australian Educator.

No war on Iraq!  No Australian involvement!
Nov 30-Dec 1 National weekend of action against the war

ADELAIDE: Nov 30, 11am. Details to be announced. NO WAR 0414 773 918 www.nowar-sa.net
BRISBANE: Dec 1, Candlelight gathering 5.30pm King George Sq. Ph Qld Council of Unions 3846 2468
CANBERRA: Nov 30, 12 noon rally at the US Embassy, Yarralumla. March to the Lodge. ACT: Network
 Opposing War Ph 6247 2424, 0417 269 985
DARWIN: Dec 1 rally 10am Rapid Creek Markets. March to Nightcliff Markets. Organised by the Dec 1
 Committee 8981 4714 or 8948 3109
LISMORE: Nov 30, 10am rally at Spinks Park, Molesworth St, Lismore. No War on Iraq. Ph 6622 2862
MELBOURNE: Dec 1, rally 1pm State Library. March to Treasury Gardens for festival. Vic Peace Network
NEWCASTLE: Nov 30, Details to be announced. NO WAR Ph 4968 1281 or 0408 443
SYDNEY: Nov 30 rally 12 noon Town Hall steps. March to Domain. Speakers include John Pilger, J Howard
 (actor), Sharan Burrow (ACTU). Walk Against the War Coalition Ph 9386 1240
PERTH: Dec 7: Details to be announced. NOWAR Alliance. 9218 9608, 0412 079 288
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by Uri Avnery
All of them looked happy, and 

with reason: they had just finished 
a hard day’s work at olive picking. 
They had been together under the 
trees. They were together when the 
settlers opened fire.

All this happened deep inside 
Palestinian territory, after two years 
of violent confrontation. A feast of 
Israeli-Palestinian fraternisation in 
the middle of the bloody attacks. A 
human experience. A political act. A 
symbolic event.

Since biblical times the olive 
tree has been the symbol of this 
country. It has sustained the peasants 
for many generations – Canaanites, 
Israelites, Arabs. Throughout the 
year, the peasant works in the grove 
that has been handed down from 
father to son, treats the trees, cleans 
the ground.

During the few weeks of harvest, 
the whole family picks the olives 
– men and women, old people and 
children. The olives must be picked 
in time and brought to the olive 
press, where the golden liquid is 
extracted – olive oil. These are days 
of rejoicing.

A whole family can live now on 
ten olive trees. Without them, they 
cannot exist. The harsher the occu-
pation becomes, the more it prevents 
movement and denies livelihood, the 

more the villagers become depen-
dent on the olive trees.

Therefore the actions of the set-
tlers are so dastardly. They try to pre-
vent the harvesting, to steal the fruit 
or to burn the groves. Their actions 
remind one of one of the wicked-
est deeds described in the Bible, for 
eternal shame: the story of Naboth’s 
vineyard (1 Kings 21.):

“Naboth the Jezreelite had a vine-
yard, which was in Jezreel, hard by 
the palace of Ahab king of Samaria.

“And Ahab spake unto Naboth, 
saying, Give me thy vineyard, that 
I may have it for a garden of herbs, 
because it is near unto my house, and 
I will give thee for it a better vine-
yard than it, or, if it seems good to 
thee, I will give thee the worth of it 
in money.

“And Naboth said to Ahab, The 
LORD forbid it me, that I should 
give the inheritance of my fathers 
unto thee”.

The rest of the story is well 
known: Jezebel, the wife of Ahab, 
produced false witnesses, Naboth 
was stoned to death, Ahab got the 
vineyard. In the end, the dogs licked 
the blood of both Ahab and Jezebel.

But compared to today’s settlers, 
the wicked Jezebel was a model of 
righteousness. The settlers take pos-
session of the villagers’ olive groves 
without even offering payment or 
alternatives. They just shoot. One 
Palestinian boy was shot and killed 
by them while picking olives, hun-
dreds of others were driven out.

Almost every Palestinian vil-
lage has olive groves that border on 
some settlement or “outpost” that 
is now controlled by the settlers. 
When the owners approach to clean 
the ground or pick the olives, the 
settlers shoot at them “in co-ordina-
tion with the army”.

The simple pretext: when the vil-
lagers pick olives near a settlement, 

they can see what happens there and 
threaten it.

A monstrous perversion, indeed: 
putting a settlement in the middle of a 
dense population of Palestinians and 
forbidding them to work their land, 
because it is close to the settlement.

In some cases the settlers were 
not satisfied with shooting, but 
invaded the groves physically, drove 
away the villagers and stole the 
olives they had picked. The prophets 
of Israel would have been shocked. 
Daylight robbery. And the army 
keeps silent.

The intentions of the settlers 
are more evil than those of Ahab 
and Jezebel. They want to turn the 
life of the villagers into hell, in 
order to force them to leave. That 
is what’s called “voluntary trans-
fer”, or, in simple language, ethnic 
cleansing.

For decent Israelis, the conclu-
sion is clear: they get up to help the 
villagers to pick the olives, before 
they rot on the trees or are stolen.

“Human shield”
They form a “human shield” 

against the settlers. During the last 
few weeks, hundreds of Israelis have 
done just that.

Last Saturday, 260 Israelis 
answered the calls of the various 
peace organisations (Gush Shalom, 
Ta’ayush, The Women’s Coalition, a 
sector of Peace Now and others.) They 
were divided between the villages that 
were in the greatest danger.

My lot was to come to Havarah, 
a village lying in a valley between 
two high mountains. Its olive groves 
are dispersed on the steep slopes of 
the mountains, which are covered 
with rocks and stinging bushes.

It was quite an effort just to get 
there. Here and there somebody 
fell down and was scratched. But 
all arrived.

Around dozens of trees, 
groups of pickers, Israelis and 

Palestinians, started to work. The 
owners of the trees took advantage 
of the presence of the Israelis and 
worked quickly.

Going against accepted practice, 
they hit the branches with sticks in 
order to get the fruit to fall on the 
green plastic sheets that were spread 
on the ground. Bad for the tree, but 
much quicker. Time was short.

Everybody was working fever-
ishly, holding the fruit-laden 
branches and filling buckets and 
sacks or gathering from the ground. 
Each olive was precious. Sportsmen 
and sportswomen climbed into the 
trees, filling hats and bags.

The groups that reached the top 
of the mountain found themselves 
opposite the settlers of Yitzhar, 
a well-known nest of fanatics, 
dressed in their Sabbath clothes – 
black trousers, white shirts – and 
holding their guns.

They threatened the pickers, shot 
into the air and at the ground (one of 
the Israeli pickers was hit by a clump 
of earth). The shots echoed between 
the mountains.

Forty minutes later the soldiers 
appeared, and, after hugging the 
settlers, demanded that the pickers 
leave the area. They explained that 
the settlers were right when they 
opened fire, because the pickers 
were endangering the settlement.

The pickers continued their work 
obstinately, defended by the Israeli 
“human shield”. But gradually they 
were pushed down the slope, closely 
followed by the settlers, with the sol-
diers in between.

In the other groves, the work con-
tinued without interruption. While 
it was going on, cigarettes were 
exchanged, conversations started, 
first haltingly, then more vividly, in 
spite of language difficulties.

Some of the villagers spoke 
Hebrew and told about the places in 
Tel-Aviv where they had worked.

Before darkness fell, the sheets 
were gathered and folded, people put 
the heavy, full sacks on their shoul-
ders or on donkeys, and started the 
descent from the steep slopes, from 
terrace to terrace.

The local boys leapt easily, the 
elderly and the guests moved more 
cautiously, holding on to bushes and 
supporting each other.

Many happy people were there.
Those who had faced down the 

hooligans were happy because they 
had not fled. The Israeli pickers were 
happy because they had combined a 
political demonstration with a use-
ful act.

The Palestinians were happy 
because they had saved at least part 
of their harvest. They were carrying 
the heavy bags on their shoulders. At 
the foot of the mountain, the sacks 
were put on donkeys and ancient 
cars that looked as if they were about 
to fall apart at any moment.

In the end, an emotional fare-
well: hundreds of Palestinians, 
men, women and children, waved 
enthusiastically at the departing 
Israelis, in the village square, the 
alleys and from the windows - a 
whole village. The happy earnings 
of a day’s work.  J

NABOTH HAD A VINEYARD
Had they been there last Saturday at sunset, most Israe-
lis would not have believed their eyes. In the middle of 
Havarah, a small village south of Nablus, 63 Israelis, men 
and women, young and old, were standing together with 
dozens of Palestinian villagers. Jews and Arabs talked 
together, drank juice offered by the hosts, exchanged 
addresses and phone numbers. The local children were 
wearing stickers brought by the guests, showing the flags 
of Israel and Palestine. Nobody bore arms.

Disposessed - the Israeli settlers want to turn the lives of the Palestinians into hell

A monstrous perversion … putting a 
settlement in the middle of a dense 

population of Palestinians and 
forbidding them to work their land, 

because it is close to the settlement

hundreds of 
Palestinians, 

men, women and 
children, waved 
enthusiastically 
at the departing 

Israelis
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by David Bacon

Two years ago, organisers from 
the Service Employees International 
Union began talking to the screeners. 
She decided to get involved and even-
tually became a leader in the campaign 
that brought the union in. She remem-
bers: “It seemed to us all that for the 
first time we had a real future.”

Immigrants and minorities have 
been concentrated in screener jobs. 
After September 11, they were an 
easy target. In short order Bush pro-
posed, and Congress passed, legisla-
tion requiring that screeners be fed-
eral employees.

That could have been a good 
thing for Valencia and her co-work-
ers - or at least it used to be a good 
thing.

But Congress required that 
screeners be citizens, and Valencia, 
like some 800 of her co-workers, 
had never become one. So just as 
she and her co-workers finally made 
their jobs capable of supporting a 

family, they are losing them.
By federalising the workforce, 

the government in effect busted 
recently-organised unions and 
fired their leaders. Bush’s hostility 
towards unions has been evident 
since he took office.

But since September 11 his 
administration has used national 
security as a pretext for question-
ing the right of workers to strike, to 
bargain effectively or even to have a 
union at all.

The administration’s use of 
national security for moves against 
unions predates the September 11 
attacks. On March 9, 2001, Bush 
told 10,000 workers at Northwest 
Airlines they couldn’t strike for 
60 days. His action eliminated any 
incentive for the airline to negotiate, 
and it broke off negotiations.

Invoking “cooling-off peri-
ods” (in effect, a temporary ban 
on strikes), and the appointment of 
presidential emergency boards with 
power to mandate a settlement, has 
become a Bush hallmark.

He did it again last December 
at United Airlines, where 15,000 
mechanics had voted almost unani-
mously to strike.

Airline unions are now bat-
tling a Senate proposal to allow 
the Secretary of Transportation to 
impose contract settlements on air-
line workers, effectively eliminating 
their right to strike.

Department of 
Homeland Security

But implicit invocation of 
national security became a real-
ity with the proposal to establish a 
Department of Homeland Security 
(DHS) that passed the House in July.

It would allow the Secretary 
of Homeland Security to write 
new employment rules, essentially 
exempting any group in the depart-
ment from existing civil service reg-
ulations, which govern pay grades, 
promotion and hiring systems, ban 
discrimination and provide whistle-
blower and other job rights.

The Senate refused to enact any 
bill before adjournment and the 
issue will be debated when Congress 
returns.

In a dramatic preview of what 
lies in store, the administration ruled 
in January that nearly 1000 workers 
in the Department of Justice were 
ineligible for union membership or 
representation.

The DHS would be huge, 
encompassing 170,000 work-
ers, thousands of whom currently 
belong to 17 different unions in 50 
bargaining units.

Over the summer the use of 
national security as a pretext for 
violating those rights took an enor-
mous leap forward. As the contract 
between West Coast longshore work-
ers, represented by the International 
Longshore and Warehouse Union 
(ILWU), and their employer, the 
Pacific Maritime Association, 
expired on July 31, the administra-
tion began to intervene directly.

According to Clarence Thomas, 
Secretary-Treasurer of ILWU Local 
10, Homeland Secretary Tom Ridge 
and Labor Secretary Elaine Chao 
both told the union’s bargaining 
committee that the administration 
was prepared to prevent any strike.

At the time they made clear that 
Bush at least would invoke the Taft-
Hartley Act, under which striking 
longshore workers would be ordered 
to return to work for 80 days.

Single contract
All West Coast ports have 

worked under a single contract 
since the end of the 1934 general 
maritime strike, in which the ILWU 
was born. The single agreement not 
only equalised conditions, but has 
given union members a great deal 
of bargaining leverage, since a strike 
closes all ports at the same time.

The threatened administration 
action would mean that if the union 
struck one port, shippers could sim-
ply load and unload their cargo in 
another, making a strike pointless.

Long before negotiations began, 
shipping companies and corpora-
tions dependent on trans-Pacific 
vessels, like The Gap, Mattel and 
Home Depot, formed the West Coast 
Waterfront Coalition and approached 
the Bush administration for help.

The government then set up a task 
force, headed by White House advisor 
Carlos Bonilla, to meet with them.

Wages and benefits were never the 
primary issue in these negotiations.

The union looks at this as an 
issue of its own survival.

“As work changes, some jobs 
disappear, while others increase”, 
explains ILWU spokesperson Steve 
Stallone. “Right now our jobs are the 
ones disappearing. When the compa-
nies say they don’t want our mem-
bers doing these new jobs, it’s like 
saying they want the union to disap-
pear, too.”

All the Bush proposals have the 
same intent - to make a waterfront 
strike impossible. But their long-
term effect would extend far beyond 
the docks. The use of national secu-
rity as a pretext for militarising the 
workplace and replacing strikers 
could affect any union.

Any strike halting the contin-
ued operation of an industry, or 
large profitable enterprise, could be 
defined as such a threat to national 
security, and made illegal.

PMA based its strategy on this 
philosophy. Early on, it sponsored a 
steady media drumbeat announcing 
that a waterfront strike would send 
the economy into a tailspin.

When the union refused to be 
provoked into a strike, the PMA 
simply locked workers out of the ter-
minals in late September, accusing 
them of a slowdown.

Once they were locked out, the 
employers then demanded Bush 
invoke Taft-Hartley, and after 10 
days, got what they wanted when 
the Bush administration got a fed-
eral judge to order the union to work 
under its old contract, with no inter-
ruption, for 80 days.

The administration’s legal brief 
voiced a startling new philosophy 
to defend the action, holding that 
all commercial cargo could be con-
sidered important to the military, not 
just goods intended for military use 
abroad.

“The DoD (Department of 
Defence) increasingly relies upon 
commercial items and practices to 
meet its requirements”, Defence 
Secretary Rumsfeld stated.

“Raw materials, medical sup-
plies, replacement parts and com-
ponents, as well as everyday sub-
sistence needs of our armed forces, 
are just some of the essential mili-
tary cargo provided by commercial 
contractors.”

Class agenda
Behind the rationale of national 

security - to keep the cargo mov-
ing, in this case - is a much more 
class-specific one: to use the exist-
ing atmosphere to make it even more 
difficult for unions to function effec-
tively in bargaining, in strikes, and 
in organising new workers.

Immigrant workers like Valencia, 
for instance, have been the work-
force most active in labour organis-
ing for the last decade in states like 
California, Texas and New York.

Following the September 
11 attacks, the Social Security 
Administration (SSA) has sent out 
a wave of letters to employers, list-
ing the names of employees whose 
Social Security numbers don’t corre-
spond to the SSA database.

Thousands of workers have been 
fired as a result.

In 2001, the agency sent out 
110,000 such letters. This year it 
plans to increase it to 750,000.

In airports across the country, the 
post-September 11 climate provided 
a new impetus for raids and deporta-
tions. Operation Tarmac has resulted 
in the arrest of over 1000 workers.

While federal authorities admit 
that none of these people are accused 
of terrorist activity, US Attorney 
Debra Yang claimed that “we now 
realise that we must strengthen secu-
rity at our local airports in order to 
ensure the safety of the travelling 
public”.

The net effect of this enforce-
ment effort has been to increase the 
pressure on undocumented workers 
to avoid doing anything that might 
antagonise employers, especially 
organising a union.

When it becomes more risky and 
difficult for these workers to organ-

ise, or even to hold a job at all, they 
settle for lower wages. And when 
the price of immigrant labour goes 
down as a result, so do the wages for 
everyone else.

The vast increase in immigra-
tion enforcement has a big effect 
on those unions which have made 
a strategic alliance with immigrant 
communities in order to organise 
industries like building services, 
food preparation, hotels, meatpack-
ing, farm labour and others.

By making it more difficult and 
risky for those workers to organise, 
the administration is in effect help-
ing employers resist unionisation.

Sometimes that help has been 
more than implicit.

A late-August raid at the Sea-Tac 
International Airport south of Seattle 
led to the arrest of workers at the Sky 
Chef facility that prepares on-board 
meals for airlines.

Those arrests took place in the 
middle of bargaining between the 
Hotel Employees union and the 
company.

The union claims that INS agents 
disguised themselves by wearing 
company uniforms, and that workers 
were called to an employee meet-
ing, where they were identified and 
picked up.

The national security atmo-
sphere, and its conscious use by the 
administration, is having a growing 
effect on unions in the most vital 
areas of their activity. With a pos-
sible war against Iraq on the hori-
zon, this use of national security will 
spread.

“I think there’s more to come”, 
said Frank Larkin, a spokesperson 
for the Machinists union.

“It’s outrageous to use national 
security to divide the country by 
union and non-union. And I think it 
can only get sharper if there’s a war 
in Iraq. The hand’s already been dealt 
by the administration. They already 
believe we’re in a state of war.”

People’s Weekly World (abridged), 
paper of Communist Party USA. 
For full text visit
http://www.pww.org  J

Like many Filipinos living in the San Francisco Bay Area, Erlinda 
Valencia found a job at the airport, screening carry-on bags for 
passengers. She worked for Argenbright Security for 14 years, 
most of that time at a minimum-wage job, barely able to support 
her family.

National security, 
or war on workers?

The use of 
national security 
as a pretext for 
militarising the 
workplace and 

replacing strikers 
could affect any 

union.

Union members and supporters picket near the new Pier 400 at the Port of Los Angeles
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INTERNATIONAL

Only about one third of the elec-
torate went to the polls on November 
5. As this vote was divided fairly 
evenly between the Democrat and 
Republican Parties it means that 
Republican Party candidates won 
less than 20 per cent of the vote of 
the entire electorate. Only one in five 
voters supported the Republicans.

This fact has been almost com-
pletely ignored by the Australian 
mass media which has played up the 
flag flapping and cheering crowds 
applauding Bush’s war rhetoric. 
Australia’s Prime Minister, John 
Howard, has enthusiastically wel-
comed Bush’s “victory”.

The large “stay away” vote indi-
cates that almost two-thirds of the 

American people think that elections 
have nothing to offer them, that nei-
ther of the main political parties can 
solve the problems of health care, 
unemployment and housing.

Both the Republicans and the 
Democrats are parties of the big 
corporations and are part of the cor-
ruption, dishonesty and hypocrisy 
that goes with the sham democracy 
foisted on the people of America.

None-the-less, the vote leaves 
the right wing Republican Party 
in control of the government with 
majorities in both the Senate and 
the House of Representatives. It 
leaves the warmongering Bush 
administration in control of the 
armed forces and makes it easier 

for the government to replace lib-
eral-minded judges of the Supreme 
Court with its own very conserva-
tive placemen.

If it succeeds in this power grab 
all the political and administrative 
departments of government will fall 
under the control of the most conser-
vative and bellicose elements in cor-
porate American society.

As far as Bush is concerned 
the fact that his administration has 
very limited public support is irrel-
evant. Bush garnered his votes by 
beating the war drum against Iraq 
and with the phoney “war on ter-
rorism”.

“But this does not mean that 
most Americans support a punishing 
war against Iraq or that they favour 
the stacking of the Supreme Court 
with right-wing, anti-labour, anti-
women and racist judges. Nor does 
it mean that they gave a green light 
to privatising social security or that 
they support the militarisation of the 
economy or turning our young peo-
ple into cannon fodder for oil prof-
its”, says the PWW.

PWW goes on to say, “Public 
opinion polls and real life experience 
suggest that broad popular majori-
ties can be organised around issues 
such as jobs and economic security, 
universal and affordable health care, 
social security and pension protec-
tion, immigrant rights and racial and 
gender equality, peace and disarma-
ment and a humane and non-bellig-
erent foreign policy.”

In a press conference follow-
ing the elections, union leader John 
Sweeney said that the right-wing con-
trol of both houses of Congress and 
the White House present the nation 
with a “very dangerous time”.

President of the National 
Organisation for Women, Kim 
Gandy said that “the health and 
welfare of women and their fami-
lies have never been in greater jeop-
ardy … Women are bracing for an 
onslaught of judges and legislation 

designed to undo our many hard-
won gains. And we intend to fight.”

Barbara Lee, the only represen-
tative to vote against the Afghan 
war was re-elected with 81 per cent 
of the vote. This year, 133 others 
who voted against the Iraq war res-
olution joined her in voting against 
the war policy.

The US Action Centre pointed 
out that “The promoters of war would 
like you to believe that the November 
5 election was a mandate for war.

“Voters had an extremely 
difficult time differentiating 
between the pro-war program of 
the Republicans and that of the 
Democratic Party leadership. Two 
thirds of registered voters stayed 
home on election day.

“We challenge Bush and 
[Democratic Party leader] Daschle’s 
assertion that the administration 
now has a mandate to commit mass 
murder in an illegal war”, says the 
Action Centre.

“Low voter turnout reflects 
many discouraged voters’ view that 
the US Congress does not repre-
sent the will of the people but Big 
Oil, multinational corporations, the 

Military-Industrial Complex and a 
relatively few wealthy elite.

“The President and the Congress 
must feel the heat from the peo-
ple. ‘Formal’ democracy has been 
hijacked by the war-makers. But we 
are fighting back. People are justifi-
ably angry and disgusted. The anti-
war movement is organising the peo-
ple without whose blood and labour 
the war machine cannot function”, 
said the Action Centre, adding, 
“Congress didn’t stop the Vietnam 
War, the people stopped it”.

Another US organisation, Public 
Citizen, declared that the elec-
tion “was a big win for corporate 
America, which poured hundreds 
of millions of dollars in campaigns 
… Republican leaders will seek to 
reward their big business campaign 
contributors by pursuing corporate 
America’s radical, anti-consumer 
agenda: fewer consumer remedies, 
less regulation of business, more 
pollution, more corporate subsidies, 
privatisation of Social Security and 
Medicare, and lower taxes for corpo-
rations and the rich.”

PWW is the paper of the 
Communist Party of USA  J

“No time to retreat” says an editorial in the People’s Weekly 
World (PWW) following the US mid-term elections. “One imme-
diate conclusion is that there is no clear-cut mandate for the Bush 
administration’s right-wing agenda. There was no sea-change in 
the political landscape – a tilt to the Right to be sure, but no right-
wing electoral landslide”, says the PWW.*

Eyad Sawalha, a senior leader in 
the Palestinian Jihad, who was sus-
pected by Israel of being responsi-
ble for the suicide bombings of at 
least two Israeli civilian busses at 
the Megido and Karkur junctions 
- killing many innocent Israelis - 
was cold bloodedly murdered by an 
Israeli Execution squad.

This was another illegal extra 
judicial execution - one in a long 
series - committed by the Israeli 
Army, an act which constitutes a 
major War Crime and is in stark con-
travention of the International Law 
and of basic human rights.

Being a suspect of whatever hei-
nous crimes, does not give the right 
to execute one without a trial, more-
over, when fortunately capital pun-
ishment does not exist in Israel.

This execution came as many 
before it, with very carefully calcu-
lated timing, when Palestinian lead-

ers from various factions including 
Hammas are convening in Cairo 
in an attempt to sign an agreement 
to put an end to the suicide bomb-
ings and maybe even to the armed 
struggle as the major avenue for 
Palestinian Resistance.

It is clear that the Sharon-Mofaz-
Eitam Government are doing their 
best to undermine another important 
Palestinian effort to put an end to the 
indiscriminate killing of civilians 
and channel Palestinian Resistance 
to the Israeli occupation into non-
violent avenues.

They simply cannot and will 
not allow this to happen as they 
have no answer to Civil Palestinian 
Resistance.

They cannot tolerate a non-vio-
lent Palestinian Resistance move-
ment that could re-envigorate not 
only world-wide solidarity and sup-
port of the Palestinian people, but 

could also wake up the Israeli peo-
ple and free them from the fascist 
Sharonian propaganda and brain-
washing.

Sharon needs more bloodshed 
of innocent Israelis and Palestinians 
to be the scapegoats for his coming 
election campaign.

He needs the escalation in order 
to allow him to continue to oppress 
the Palestinian people, destroy what-
ever is left of their infrastructure 
and carry out his more dangerous 
schemes, including a possible large 
scale transfer of Palestinians under 
the “umbrella” of the American war 
against Iraq.

We – Israelis and Palestinians 
who believe that we have one com-
mon future in this country – need to 
reach out to each other and defy the 
Sharonian power politics and the phi-
losophy and practice of bloodshed.

We need to find ways to co-oper-
ate, to stand up against all the above-
mentioned evil schemes in order to 
convince both our peoples that we 
have an alternative and that we can 
live together in this country in full 
equality and peace.  J

Another political extra 
judicial execution
On Saturday November 9, Israeli forces extra-judicially assassi-
nated Eyad Sawalha (27) by using heavy fire upon his home while 
he hid within. The Israeli peace bloc Gush Shalom received the 
following letter from a member which links the assassination with 
the political situation.

Turkish electoral laws provide 
for a 10 percent threshold, that is, 
a party must gain 10 percent of the 
vote before it takes any seats in the 
Turkish parliament. Only two par-
ties gained 10 percent or more of the 
vote. The winning party gained only 
34.2 percent of the total vote but 
holds about 67 percent of the par-
liamentary seats, once again demon-
strating the undemocratic nature of 
the capitalist parliamentary system.

The CPT says that “the elections 
show that the Turkish bourgeoisie, 
which has been trying to find its way 
for a long-time, has completely lost 
its way.”

The Party anticipates “long-term 
political and economic instability 
causing a number of successive elec-
tions, which are not easy for Turkish 
capitalism to handle”.

The Communist Party of Turkey 
participated in the elections despite 
the attempts of the government to 

ban the use of the word “commu-
nist”. The participation of the CPT 
in the elections meant the “legitima-
tion of communism”.

A few days before the elections, 
the CPT held a huge rally with tens of 
thousands of supporters in Istanbul.

Held under the slogan “The 
people of Turkey are arising”, CPT 
President, Aydemir Guler said, “the 
people are rising up gradually for 
socialism … by making clear the 
hypocrisy of the rulers of the country 
who have dragged the country into 
poverty, unemployment and foreign 
dominance for many years while, at 
the same time, talking of indepen-
dence and republicanism.”

A socialist republic would end 
this “shamelessness”.

He said those responsible 
“would be let out of the country with 
their NATO, IMF and their dollars 
without any obstacle. They would be 
given the ‘liberty to clear out’”.  J

Despite its victory in the recent Turkish elections, the Justice 
and Development Party – which presented itself as a moderate 
Islamic party – intends to followed the same policies as those of 
previous Turkish Governments. The new government will be pro-
Washington, pro-IMF and pro-WTO, says a statement issued by 
the Communist Party of Turkey (CPT).

Turkish elections: 
instability ahead

“The President and Congress must feel the heat from the people”

US elections:

No time to retreat

Sydney

Yes to Cuba! Film Night
An insight into Cuba’s present day reality, its epic history and the ongoing fight against 

the blockade, its art, music, sportsmen and women, and its exuberant people
Tom Mann Theatre

128 Chalmers Street Surry Hills
Friday 22nd November 7pm  $10 and $5 (conc)

Organised by the Consulate General of the Republic of Cuba and the 
Australia-Cuba Friendship Society. Proceeds from the evening will go 

to the High School located in the Sugar Factory named “Australia”. 
Inquiries: 9698 9797 Mon to Fri  9-3pm.

Sydney: Community Public Meeting

SHOULD WE GO TO WAR AGAINST IRAQ?
Tuesday 19th November 7-9pm

St Helens Community Centre,Glebe Point Rd, Glebe
Next door to Glebe Library  –  near Wigram Rd

Speakers:
Dr Hannah Middleton: CPA President, peace activist and Glebe resident.

Jamie Parker:Leichhardt Council Deputy Mayor & Greens candidate for Port Jackson
Sponsored by Communist Party of Australia

Port Jackson Branch PO Box 40 Glebe 2037 Mobile: 0418 290 663
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TURKEY: Three days before national elections last week 
Turkey’s top prosecutor called on the country’s Communist 
Party to remove the word “communist” from its name or face 
legal action. The move followed a constitutional court ruling 
last January which gave the Party six months to drop the word, 
which it said was prohibited under the law on political parties.

CENTRAL ASIA: Plans by oil giant BP to construct a 2300 kilo-
metre pipeline from the Caspian Sea to the Mediterranean will 
reignite regional conflicts and deliver few benefits to communi-
ties, a coalition of more than 60 environmental and human rights 
groups has warned. The oil pipeline would deliver a million bar-
rels a day to the west via tanker terminals in Turkey. “This pipe-
line will militarise a whole corridor running from the Caspian Sea 
to the Mediterranean”, said the London-based Kurdish Human 
Rights Project. “All oil will be exported, so locals will not benefit.”

CAMBODIA: Southeast Asian leaders attending the Associa-
tion of South East Asian Nations (ASEAN) conference in the 
capital Phnom Penh have agreed to oppose terrorism. “We 
must take joint measures to fight terrorism”, said Cambodian 
Prime Minister, Hun Sen. On the US and Australia advising 
people against visiting countries in the Asian region, Hun Sen 
said, “True, they [terrorist attacks in Bali and the Philippines] 
were a reminder for people to be cautious, but one should not 
jeopardise the good image of the entire region or country.”

BRAZIL: Following his landslide win in last month’s elections, 
the new President of Brazil, left -wing labour leader Luiz Da 
Silva, has received congratulations and messages of good 
will from working people and their organisations all around the 
world. A message from the World Federation of Trade Unions 
said in part: “It is a matter of great happiness to all trade union-
ists that an outstanding trade unionist has now been elected 
as President by a large majority of the Brazilian people. We 
wish all success … leading the Brazilian people’s struggle for 
a new economic and social order, upholding the rights and in-
terests of the working people, democracy and social justice.”

IRAQ: For the second time in a month British and US air-
craft have dropped leaflets over southern Iraq warning the 
Iraqi military not to fire on them. “Before you engage coali-
tion aircraft, think of the consequences”, said one version 
of the Arabic-language leaflets, which had a picture of an 
Iraqi soldier surrounded by smoke and shrapnel alongside a 
photo of Iraqi women and children. “Think about your family”, 
said another leaflet. “Do what you must to survive.” Around 
180,000 leaflets were dropped at the end of last month.

INTERNATIONAL

Field instructions to meat inspec-
tors, obtained recently by GAP, out-
line the constraints on inspectors’ 
authority in the plants.

The USDA has evidently backed 
away from its “zero tolerance” stance 
on faecal contamination, as can be 
seen in the written instructions for 
USDA meat inspectors working in 
Kansas, where 20 per cent of red 
meat in the US is produced.

The field instructions set a high 
hurdle before inspectors can require a 
plant to take specific corrective action.

The instructions repeatedly state 
that stopping the production line is 
to be avoided at all costs and that the 
inspectors themselves will be held 
responsible for lost production if the 
company challenges their action.

“These directions shed some 
light on the thinking at USDA head-
quarters: officials would rather pro-
mote irradiation and have consum-
ers eating sterilised filth than stand 
up to meat companies and stop the 
line when there is a problem”, said 
Wenonah Hauter, director of Public 
Citizen’s Critical Mass Energy and 
Environment Program.

The memo warns that “stopping 
production for ‘possible’ cross con-
tamination is unjustifiable unless 
you can verify that there is direct 
product contamination.

“Verification is OBSERVATION 
of gross contaminate not 
SUSPECTED contaminate. This is 
the only criteria for justifying halt-
ing production.”

This low standard extends even 
to faecal matter, which is the source 
of deadly pathogens such as E-coli 
0157:h7.

While the memo mentions the 
official “zero tolerance” policy on 
faecal contamination, the document 
narrowly defines such contamina-

tion, constraining when inspectors 
can act.

“We will allow the company 
a chance to trim [faeces, stomach 
contents, or milk] off on the mov-
ing lines unless it is so excessive, 
that it must be corrected with the 
line stopped. You are responsible for 
the time the line is off”, the memo 
dictates.

“Remember, YOU are account-
able for this very serious respon-
sibility of stopping the company’s 
production for the benefit of food 
safety … verifiable ingesta or faeces 
is as follows: a material of yellow, 
green, brown or dark colour that has 
a fibrous nature”, the memo states.

But this directive can lead to 
dangerous consequences if fol-
lowed. According to Paul Johnson, 
acting chairman of the National 
Joint Council of Food Inspection 
Locals, “By not taking immediate 
action when you suspect there is a 
problem, you increase the odds that 
one contaminated piece of meat can 
contaminate machinery, employees 
and other products.

“Further, inspectors know that 
a small smear of faeces can have 
deadly consequences just as easily 
as an amount large enough to have 
‘a fibrous nature’ - yet the USDA 
prohibits us from taking action that 
could protect consumers.”

Added Felicia Nestor, food 
safety project director of GAP, “The 
USDA is abandoning the zero toler-
ance standard for any faecal contam-
ination on beef and replacing it with 
a new standard - wholesome unless 
there is ‘gross’ contamination.

“It’s impossible for this standard 
to co-exist with the agency’s claim 
that it makes decisions based on sci-
ence. ‘Gross’ is an inherently subjec-
tive standard.”

Controversy erupted last month 
over the USDA’s possible plans to 
include irradiated meat in the food 
it purchases for the National School 
Lunch Program.

According to Hauter, “No long-
term studies of the effect of eat-
ing irradiated food have been done. 
The USDA would rather feed irradi-
ated food to schoolchildren than let 
their inspectors have the authority to 
make sure the meat is wholesome.”

Irradiation uses gamma rays, 
X-rays or accelerated electrons that 
alter the molecular structure of food 
in an attempt to kill pathogens and 
insects.

The process destroys nutrients, 
may change the taste, smell and 
appearance of food, and produces 
new chemical compounds, some of 
which have been found to promote 
cancer and cause genetic and cellu-
lar damage in rats and human cells.

Irradiation is a distinctly dif-
ferent process from pasteurisation, 
which uses rapid heating and cool-
ing to partially sterilise liquid prod-
ucts, namely milk.

The groups called on Veneman to:
* Withdraw any directive to 

inspectors and other inspection per-
sonnel to allow faecal contamina-
tion;

* Issue instructions to all field 
staff directing that the zero tolerance 
rule for faecal contamination must 
be applied under any and all circum-
stances; and 

* Maintain the current prohibi-
tion on irradiation for commodities 
purchased for all of the nutrition 
programs which USDA administers 
because, with a proper regulatory 
scheme, there will be minimal need 
for interventions.

“We believe these are the min-
imum management actions the 
Secretary must take to the halt the 
erosion of public confidence in the 
safety of the nation’s food supply”, 
said Rod Leonard, executive direc-
tor of the Community Nutrition 
Institute and former administra-
tor for USDA’s Consumer and 
Marketing Service that included 
meat and poultry inspection.  J

US advocacy groups, the Government Accountability Project 
(GAP), the Community Nutrition Institute and Public Citizen, 
sent a letter to Agriculture Secretary Ann Veneman asking her to 
explain why the US Department of Agriculture (USDA) is tying 
the hands of government meat inspectors when it comes to pre-
venting faecal contamination of meat, while at the same time pro-
moting the controversial technology of food irradiation to deal 
with the E-coli that comes from such contamination.

Irradiated meat for school lunches

The park is surrounded by some 
of London’s busiest commuter 
routes and the new peace posters, 
which are being painted and put up, 
are certainly eye-catching.

The group told the New Worker 
that they totally support the Stop 

the War Coalition and have called 
for support from it. They have made 
contact with local religious groups: 
Muslim, Anglican and Catholic who 
have all offered support.

They have also won the sup-
port of the museum staff who 

are happy to allow them access 
to water.

The campers have access to 
washing facilities and so on organ-
ised with the help of supportive local 
residents. They are hoping soon to 
have a permanent camp of around 
50 people to last for several months, 
with food and other supplies now 
being organised.

They are in contact by mobile 
phone and e-mail with peace activ-
ists throughout the world, including 
the United States and Palestine.

Visitors are welcome and are 
asked to add a comment to the 
group’s peace book and sit down 
for a chat on the large armchairs and 
sofas outside the large tent.

So far, they say, they have had no 
harassment from the police and the 
court case of Brian Haw earlier in 
the week makes them more secure.

A recent (British) Guardian/ICM 
opinion poll found that public sup-
port for the war against Iraq has now 
fallen to just 32 per cent.

New Worker  J

England
Peace camp at Imperial War Museum
Peace activists opposed to any attack on Iraq last week established 
a new peace camp in the grounds of the Imperial War Museum in 
Lambeth, south London. It has been started by a number of indi-
viduals who took part in the huge anti-war march two weeks ago 
and wished to keep the spirit of the march in the public eye.

Sydney
The Australian Manufacturing Workers Union

Anthony Coombs
The legal battle for asbestos victims in South Africa

“A Living Graveyard”
Wednesday 27th November 6.30pm

AMWU Auditorium
133 Parramatta Rd, Granville

Refreshments served, no charge
Supported by AMWU, MUA, Asbestos Diseases Foundation of Australia Inc

Global briefs
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I made the pilgrimage to remem-
ber and recognise all the innocent 
people who have suffered at the tor-
turous hands of the US war machine 
worldwide.

I was also one of the five who 
walked into the base to engage in an 
act of democratic dissent and was 
arrested.

For myself this was an act of 
necessity, to break a trivial unjust 
law in order to prevent further atroc-
ities and war crimes from being 
committed.

To get inside we simply walked 
through the bush and took video 

footage of ourselves in front of the 
radomes to express the many rea-
sons the existence of such a facility 
in Australia undermines democracy, 
sovereignty and fundamental human 
rights worldwide - it plays a major 
role in American war mongering 
and is used to spy on Australian cit-
izens without the knowledge of the 
Australian Government.

We did this with the intention 
that the footage would be used as 
evidence in our court case.

We then walked a banner into 
the inner fence of the compound and 
waited for the police to arrive.

I find it absolutely astonishing 
that despite undermining the secu-
rity of perhaps the most important 
American military base in the world, 
we have not yet been charged and 
there is every possibility that we 
won’t.

I also find it incredible that five 
protestors can enter this base while 
access has constantly been denied to 
Australian Parliamentarians.

The existence of Pine Gap 
was never given consent by the 
Australian people, not even the 
Australian Parliament had a say and 
definitely not the traditional custo-
dians.

As Australians we continue to 
abdicate our sovereignty by allow-
ing its continued unaccountable 
existence.

As far as our interviews with the 
Federal Police went we may simply 
be sent a summons with a fine which 
can also be paid by mail if we don’t 
want the matter to go to court.

The authorities obviously want 
to continue to maintain the code of 
secrecy of all the corruption perpe-
trated from Pine Gap. Yet everyone 
else who was arrested in scuffles 
with police, kilometres from the 
compound have been served minor 
charges and attended court.

Also, the very existence of the 
video camera and footage that was 
confiscated without receipt was 
denied by the police until it magi-
cally reappeared yesterday minus 
the footage which the police say will 
be used as evidence in court if they 
charge us.

I came on this long hot dusty 
journey as a concerned citizen of this 
so called democratic nation.

I came to call for some account-
ability from the CIA and American 
military who have played a major 
governing role in the steering of 
Australian politics in the last 50 
years.

It is totally bewildering that the 
cryptocracy of fascism in democracy 
is so entrenched that one can no lon-
ger engage in acts of civil disobedi-
ence without being censored by the 
media and the authorities.

Benedict Coyne
Perth, WA

The future is Red
Last Thursday, November 7, 
was the 85th anniversary of the 
Great October Socialist Revo-
lution. The Revolution was a 
momentous turning point in 
human history, but its anniver-
sary barely rated a mention in 
the mass media.

by Rob Gowland

If you asked most people in 
Australia today, “What event in the 
last 100 years changed the world 
forever?” some might say the use 
of nuclear weapons on Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki. I suspect most would 
plump for the one with all the media 
hype: the September 11 attacks on 
New York and Washington.

But in fact it was the taking of 
political power by the workers of 
Russia that signalled that the world 
would never be the same again, that 
humanity had entered a new stage in 
its history.

The process of replacing capital-
ism by the next stage in the devel-
opment of society, socialism, had 
begun. Just as when capitalism 
replaced feudalism, which in its turn 
replaced slavery, the transition to the 
new stage would prove to be messy, 
fraught by social dislocation and 
violence by those trying to hold back 
the tide of history.

It would also prove to be a far 
more drawn out process than was at 
first envisaged. But it is also a scien-
tific, law-governed process, and pro-
viding that the revolutionaries mas-
ter that science and apply its lessons 
vigorously and without stint, then 
the outcome is inevitable.

We will have socialism through-
out the Earth.

To most people, in 1917, the 
prospects for a successful revolu-
tion, let alone a successful tran-
sition to socialism, did not look 
hopeful.

There was a world war raging. 
Capitalist powers would not even 
need to start a war in order to inter-
vene to crush the revolution: they 
could merely shift their forces to a 
new front.

Russia was a vast, woefully 
underdeveloped country: its indus-
trial proletariat was relatively small, 
and spread over a large area. The 
people were largely illiterate.

Until a few months before, the 
country had been an oppressive 
autocracy, political dissent ruthlessly 
crushed. The country had been aptly 
described as a vast prison.

And yet in February 1917 those 
same backward, impoverished 
people had overthrown the whole 
seemingly monolithic structure of 
Tsardom and consigned it to the rub-
bish heap.

With the people providing the 
muscle, the capitalists and would-
be capitalists of Russia had finally 
pushed the remnants of feudalism 
aside and installed the system that 
suited their purposes best: bourgeois 
democracy.

Mind you, it only lasted a few 
months before they realised that, 
since the people expected more than 
the new bourgeois regime was pre-
pared to provide, they would be bet-

ter served by some form of military-
style dictatorship.

The Bolshevik leadership once 
again had to go into hiding. And 
yet, despite these repressive con-
ditions, Lenin and the Bolsheviks 
did not lose sight of their aim of 
turning the popular discontent and 
unrest into a movement by which 
the toiling masses, the workers 
and peasant, would take power 
themselves.

There were plenty of doubters 
and dissenters in the revolutionary 
ranks. Some wanted to wait until 
capitalism – and the proletariat – had 
developed fully.

Only a week before the 
Revolution, leading revolutionar-
ies like Kalinin were calling for the 
uprising to be delayed for several 
weeks while delegations were sent 
around the various military garri-
sons to get a clearer indication of 
exactly which ones could be relied 
upon to join the uprising and in what 
numbers.

Lenin knew that delay could 
be as fatal as going too early: 
every week that the revolutionaries 
delayed, the bourgeois Provisional 
Government advanced its own prep-
arations to crush the uprising.

Finally, when the revolutionary 
forces were in position and no fur-
ther delay was possible, the revolu-
tionary masses stormed the Winter 
Palace, the Provisional Government 
was arrested and Red Revolution 
had become a reality.

The transition proved to be even 
stormier than was anticipated back 
then. In the ups and downs since 
1917, there have been setbacks and 
temporary defeats as well as great 
victories and advances.

One of those temporary defeats 
has been the counter-revolution in 
Russia. But this too will pass.

In the meantime, the propagan-
dists of neo-capitalist Russia are try-
ing their hardest to rewrite the his-
tory of the Revolution. Lenin and 
the Bolsheviks, in their new version, 
were merely a small group of armed 
adventurers who carried out a putsch 
that had no mass support at all.

How they explain away the 
support of the people for the Reds 
during the ensuing Civil War and 
Intervention is something of a mys-
tery, but they try. It is important 
for the new rulers of Russia, as for 
capitalists everywhere, to convince 
people that the Bolsheviks never 
had mass support, that the people 
did not in fact support the com-
munists.

But the truth is different. The 
people did support the socialist revo-
lution, and the communist movement 

became a world-wide phenomenon, 
as did socialist revolution.

The social changes unleashed by 
that first successful Red Revolution 
brought about the defeat of Nazism, 
revolution in China, the defeat of the 
mightiest capitalist military power, 
the USA, in Vietnam, the smash-
ing of the colonial system and the 
gaining of independence by numer-
ous countries of Africa, Asia, South 
America and the Pacific.

It placed world peace and the 
rights of small countries on the inter-
national political agenda. Despite 
the furious efforts of imperialism to 
reverse these processes, the world 
will never go back to what it was 
before the October Revolution.

The world, humanity, can 
only go forward. And the future 
is Red.  J

LETTERS

Culture
& Life

Rob Gowland speaks at a function celebrating the October Revolution

Got something to say?
Got an opinion about the system, about human 

rights, the labour movenment, peace, land rights, 
socialism, privatisation, child care, your local 

community? Then write it down and send it to us.

Letters of up to 400 words in length are preferred.

Pilgrimage to Pine Gap
I am a university student from Perth and I attended the three-
day World Peace convergence at the gates of the largest Ameri-
can Spy and Space research defence facility outside of the United 
States, Pine Gap.

Presenter Mick O’Regan had 
asked him about the impact the 
reporting of Bali and similar events 
might have on journalists and read-
ers.

Stutchbury said, “There’s a limit 
to how many touching stories you 
want to saturate your newspaper 
with and, as it happens, there are 
new horrors arising - the sniper in 
Washington, the shooting at Monash 
University.”

The response of its editor to the 
question is an indication that The 
Australian and he personally are 
not helping people to make sense of 
these horrific events.

Does he really think it’s only 
now, following Bali, Washington 
and Monash, that the world has gone 
crazy?

To look at a stage not too far 
back, doesn’t he think that the 
shocking loss of life and the mon-

strous destruction of the two world 
wars constitute a sign of madness?

And the list of American atroc-
ities in its history of imperialist 
expansion is very long and goes 
beyond Vietnam. The list of “crazy” 
events is virtually endless.

To jump to the present. An 
increasing number of people think 
that American President Bush is 
more than a little crazy, talking 
of evil states and unilateral action 
against Iraq.

The world has become a very 
complicated place. It is becoming 
more and more difficult to “make 
sense” out of events. The Guardian 
is a great help.

Bob Saltis
Adelaide, SA

Try reading The Guardian Michael
“We’re getting to this other stage where we’re thinking, Hey, has 
the world gone a bit crazy? And we’re trying to make a bit of 
sense out of these events that are happening all over the world”, 
said Michael Stutchbury, editor of The Australian in an interview 
on the Media Report on ABC on Thursday October 24, which 
dealt with the topic – “How do journalists deal with trauma?”

New 
World 
Order

I was approached by an 
employee in my workplace on 
04/11/2002. He is now aware 
that I prefer a secular and sci-
entific workplace. Sadly he has 
been strongly indoctrinated by 
Roman Catholic beliefs.

This time he cried out “The New 
World Order is coming soon”. This 
is not the first time I have heard 
about this. I am aware what this 
order will do to the world. It will be 
pro-religionist, pro-capitalist. Life 
based on commercialism.

This type of order will continue 
to discriminate atheists, commu-
nists and anyone that is progressive 
towards the advancement of interna-
tional proletarian values.

This employee does not want to 
be aware of this.

Most of us have seen the dam-
age of the N.W.O. This is why some 
of us say “NO THANKYOU” and 
“GET RID OF IT”, whenever it is 
mentioned.

Julian
Melbourne, Vic
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Everything can be bought: 
you just have to offer enough 
money. And if something is 
rare, then the seller is able 
to demand more for it. Such 
are the ethics of the capitalist 
market, and capitalism applies 
the market to everything, even 
palaeontology.

Chinese scientists are racing 
against time to protect rare and 
invaluable fossils from looters with 
links to wealthy dealers and collec-
tors in the West. As the two-part doc-
umentary series Dinosaur Dealers 
(SBS 8.30pm Sundays) shows, 
it’s a new scientific “gold rush” in 
which collectors and dealers from 
around the world (and even some 
palaeontologists) covet China’s fos-
sil treasures.

Most are just in it for the money. 
In California, fast-talking fossil auc-
tioneer David Herskowitz is seen 
rounding up his wealthy clients, 
including a Middle Eastern prince, 
encouraging them to part with big 
money for items in his next auction.

For just US$20,000, one of his 
clients can own a sabre tooth tiger 
skull or for an extra US$5000 a 
woolly mammoth skull – cheaper 
than a Salvador Dali painting. 
Herskowitz sees nothing wrong 
in flogging rare scientific relics to 
the highest bidder, passing it off as 
somehow linked to the childhood 
appeal of dinosaurs.

“We all fall in love with mon-
sters when we are children. First 
we’re scared of monsters and then 
we find a fascination with them and 
we want to understand them.” And 
sell them, of course.

We also meet dinosaur hunt-
ers Fred and Candy Nuss in South 
Dakota, who search for fossils not to 
enrich scientific knowledge or to add 
to the collection of a museum, but 
merely as something they can sell, 
like the fossil oviraptor they found.

And to think that there were 
people who actually went on record 
saying capitalism was the highest 
form of human social development. 
Struth!

I must say I have not been very 
impressed by the recent crop 

of English sketch comedy shows 
(Smack the Pony, Big Train, etc). 
The sketches are often poorly devel-
oped, with little understanding of 
how to construct a gag.

Too many of the modern TV 
comedy writers and perform-
ers seem to disdain so mundane a 
thing as studying the classic com-
edy sketches of the great masters 
of filmed humour: Keaton, Chaplin, 
Laurel and Hardy, et al.

As a result they seem incapable 
of actually building a gag so that 
each laugh builds on the ones before 
it until the whole sketch is “topped” 
with a gag that finishes it off on a 
high and lets the audience relax for 
the next gag to be built afresh.

So I don’t hold out great hopes 
for the second series of Big Train 
(ABC 9:30pm Mondays) except 
for one thing: it’s written by Arthur 
Mathews, writer of that most anti-
clerical of comedies, Father Ted.

One comedy series where 
they did at least occasion-

ally build their gags to perfection 
was Kiss Me Kate with Caroline 
Quentin and the inimitable Chris 
Langham (who co-writes the series 
with John Morton). A new series of 
this sitcom begins this week (ABC 
8.00pm Fridays) and should be 
worth a look.

Last week my wife and I 
watched Jonathan Creek 

and Foyle’s War on consecutive 
days. There was a world of differ-
ence between the artful, if unbe-
lievable, contrivance of Jonathan 
Creek (ABC 7.30pm Saturdays) 
and its heavy-handed depiction of 
the relationship between the princi-
pals, and the subtle, mature, devel-
oped depiction of both characters 
and plot (but especially the princi-
pals) in Foyle’s War (ABC 8.30pm 
Fridays).

This week’s episode of the latter 
series concerns the death of a consci-
entious objector while in police cus-
tody. But that is just the beginning. 
Attempted robbery, attempted mur-
der, corruption, threats, attack by a 
racist mob, two deaths and a myste-
rious metal-working factory with no 
chimneys all play a part in another 

well-written foray into the milieu of 
Britain in 1940.

It is a testament to the skill of 
the series’ writer Anthony Horowitz 
that so much incident does not seem 
excessive or even crowded. The 
unveiling of the contents of the fac-
tory proves to be a nice touch.

Only people who believe in 
the tooth fairy could be 

shocked when Wall Street shows 
that it looks after the interests of 
big financiers rather than small 
investors. Or people who believe 
the propaganda capitalists put out 
about their system, which amounts 
to much the same thing.

Dot Con (SBS 7.30pm 
Saturday), from US Public 
Broadcasting’s Frontline team, 
examines allegations that some of 
Wall Street’s most prestigious firms 
deliberately manipulated the market 
of the late 1990s, concealing con-
flicts of interest for massive insider 

gains while passing off risk to a 
naïve investing public.

Dot Con traces the rise of the 
Internet bubble from August 9, 
1995, when a young company called 
Netscape Communications went 
public. Netscape had developed an 
exciting new type of software prod-
uct known as a web browser, which 
would enable the public to easily 
navigate the World Wide Web.

Within a few hours Netscape’s 
initial public offering (IPO) shot 
from US$28 to US$75 per share. 
The company was less than 18 
months old, had little revenue and 
no profits. It was a historic day for 
Wall Street.

After Netscape, hundreds of new 
start-ups suddenly sprouted up in 
California’s Silicon Valley, compa-
nies like Yahoo, Ebay and Excite. 
Investment banks alongside Silicon 
Valley’s venture capitalist firms pro-
ceeded to feed Wall Street a seem-
ingly endless stream of dot-com 
start-ups and took advantage of 
investors’ willingness to gamble on 
these young unproven companies.

New companies kept going pub-
lic whether it was appropriate or not. 

Between 1990 and mid 2000, more 
than 4700 new companies debuted 
on the US stock exchange.

But these high IPOs gave the 
companies publicity and not much 
more. When the stocks skyrocketed 
the banks would sell immediately, a 
term known on Wall Street as “flip-
ping” the stock. Flipping amassed 
fortunes for inside investors.

Through a combination of kick-
backs and insider trading, aided by 
collusion between the banks’ stock 
analysts and the media, broker-
age houses and banks made huge 
amounts bringing IPOs public.

In the spring of 2000 the stam-
pede reversed. While the insiders 
were getting richer, large institu-
tional investors realised that they 
had been putting millions behind 
companies that were not showing 
any progress in becoming profitable 
and consequently stopped investing.

The bubble burst. Unlucky 
investors watched more than US$3 
trillion of their money disappear.

Curiously, the program makers 
seem surprised that “Very few peo-
ple who work on Wall Street believe 
the system needs fixing”.  J

WORTH WATCHING

Rob Gowland
previews

national public
television programs

Sun November 17 ~
  Sat November 23

Footprints of time (Dinosaur Dealers)
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6.00 to 7.45 every Friday night
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64 Devonshire St, Surry Hills, Sydney

(Opposite Central Station)
Inquiries: Ph: 9818 3737 or 9660 6554

Website: http://www.politicsinthepub.org
Nov 15

ABORIGINAL WOMEN LEADERS SPEAK OUT
Linda Burney, Director. General, Dept of Aboriginal Affairs NSW; 
Olga Havnen, Director of the Indigenous Program, Fred Hollows 

Foundation

Nov 22
BOB ELLIS SPEAKS ON “BABYLON REVISITED - 

THOUGHTS ON THE FATE OF
THE AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY”

Nov 29
WEST PAPUA, ACEH AND EAST TIMOR - IS HISTORY 

REPEATING ITSELF?
James Dunne - author of recently published Timor: Betrayal and 
Nationhood; Rex Rumakik, West Papuan Pacific Representative; 

Mahommed Dahlan, Free Aceh Movement

Adelaide
AUSTRALIA EAST TIMOR FRIENDSHIP ASSOCIATION (SA) INC 

26TH ANNUAL EAST TIMOR INDEPENDENCE DINNER
SATURDAY 23 NOVEMBER 7PM

IKAROS HALL 24 ARTHUR ST, UNLEY
GUEST SPEAKER: DR MICHAEL SULLIVAN

THEME: EAST TIMOR’S ROLE IN THE REGION & THE INDONESIAN MILITARY
FOOD: INTERNATIONAL SMORGASBORD ENTERTAINMENT: JACQUI 

PHILLIPS, EAST TIMORESE PERFORMERS
ADMISSION: $20/$15

BOOKINGS: Miriam Tonkin Phone: 82956481 Email: dmtonkin@picknowl.com.au
Bob Hanney Phone: 83443511

Melbourne District
Greens Trivia Night

Tuesday 19th November
7.30pm sharp

Prince Alfred Hotel
191 Grattan St Carlton

Cost: $12/$10 concession per person
Tables of 6-8

Bookings: Call
Liam Farrelly, 9388-1986, 0417 330 849,

liamfarrelly@hotmail.com
Come along and have a few laughs while 

helping to raise funds for the Greens
Lots of great prizes too!
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Before I start this poem, I’d like to ask you to join me
In a moment of silence
In honour of those who died in the World Trade Center and the
Pentagon last September 11th.
I would also like to ask you
To offer up a moment of silence
For all of those who have been harassed, imprisoned, disappeared, tortured, 
raped, or killed in retaliation for those strikes,
For the victims in both Afghanistan and the US

And if I could just add one more thing...
A full day of silence
For the tens of thousands of Palestinians who have died at the hands of US-
backed Israeli forces over decades of occupation.
Six months of silence for the million and-a-half Iraqi people,
mostly children, who have died of
malnourishment or starvation as a result of an 11-year US
embargo against the country.

Before I begin this poem,
Two months of silence for the Blacks under Apartheid in South Africa,
Where homeland security made them aliens in their own country.
Nine months of silence for the dead in Hiroshima and Nagasaki,
Where death rained down and peeled back every layer of
concrete, steel, earth and skin
And the survivors went on as if alive.
A year of silence for the millions of dead in Vietnam - a people, not a war 
- for those who
know a thing or two about the scent of burning fuel, their
relatives’ bones buried in it, their babies born of it.
A year of silence for the dead in Cambodia and Laos, victims of a secret war 
... ssssshhhhh....
Say nothing ... we don’t want them to learn that they are dead.
Two months of silence for the decades of dead in Colombia,
Whose names, like the corpses they once represented, have
piled up and slipped off our tongues.

Before I begin this poem.
An hour of silence for El Salvador ...
An afternoon of silence for Nicaragua ...
Two days of silence for the Guatemaltecos ...
None of whom ever knew a moment of peace in their living years.
45 seconds of silence for the 45 dead at Acteal, Chiapas
25 years of silence for the hundred million Africans who found
their graves far deeper in the ocean than any building could
poke into the sky.
There will be no DNA testing or dental records to identify their remains.
And for those who were strung and swung from the heights of
sycamore trees in the south, the north, the east, and the west...

100 years of silence...
For the hundreds of millions of indigenous peoples from this half of right here,
Whose land and lives were stolen,
In postcard-perfect plots like Pine Ridge, Wounded Knee, Sand Creek,
Fallen Timbers, or the Trail of Tears.
Names now reduced to innocuous magnetic poetry on the
refrigerator of our consciousness ...

So you want a moment of silence?
And we are all left speechless
Our tongues snatched from our mouths
Our eyes stapled shut
A moment of silence

And the poets have all been laid to rest
The drums disintegrating into dust.

Before I begin this poem,
You want a moment of silence
You mourn now as if the world will never be the same
And the rest of us hope to hell it won’t be.
Not like it always has been.

Because this is not a 9/11 poem.
This is a 9/10 poem,
It is a 9/9 poem,
A 9/8 poem,
A 9/7 poem
This is a 1492 poem.

This is a poem about what causes poems like this to be written.
And if this is a 9/11 poem, then:
This is a September 11th poem for Chile, 1971.
This is a September 12th poem for Steven Biko in South Africa, 1977.
This is a September 13th poem for the brothers at Attica Prison,
New York, 1971.
This is a September 14th poem for Somalia, 1992.
This is a poem for every date that falls to the ground in ashes
This is a poem for the 110 stories that were never told
The 110 stories that history chose not to write in textbooks
The 110 stories that CNN, BBC, The New York Times, and
Newsweek ignored.
This is a poem for interrupting this program.

And still you want a moment of silence for your dead?
We could give you lifetimes of empty:
The unmarked graves
The lost languages
The uprooted trees and histories
The dead stares on the faces of nameless children
Before I start this poem we could be silent forever
Or just long enough to hunger,
For the dust to bury us
And you would still ask us
For more of our silence.

If you want a moment of silence
Then stop the oil pumps
Turn off the engines and the televisions
Sink the cruise ships
Crash the stock markets
Unplug the marquee lights,
Delete the instant messages,
Derail the trains, the light rail transit.

If you want a moment of silence, put a brick through the window of Taco Bell,
And pay the workers for wages lost.
Tear down the liquor stores,
The townhouses, the White Houses, the jailhouses, the Penthouses and the 
Playboys.

If you want a moment of silence,
Then take it
On Super Bowl Sunday,
The Fourth of July
During Dayton’s 13 hour sale
Or the next time your white guilt fills the room where my beautiful people 
have gathered.

You want a moment of silence
Then take it NOW,
Before this poem begins.
Here, in the echo of my voice,
In the pause between goosesteps of the second hand,
In the space between bodies in embrace,
Here is your silence.
Take it.
But take it all... Don’t cut in line.
Let your silence begin at the beginning of crime. But we,
Tonight we will keep right on singing... For our dead.

EMMANUEL ORTIZ, 11 Sep 2002
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