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by Peter Symon
The daily newspapers of June 

12 reported three planned strategies 
of the Australian Government:

1) To take over the administra-
tion, policing and economy of the 
Solomon Islands for up to ten years 
with a police force with orders to 
kill and a military occupation 
force “on standby”. The Australian 
Government’s policy is called 
“cooperative intervention”.

2) To commence the “inter-
diction” of North Korean ships to 
be searched for missiles, counterfeit 
money and drugs.

3) To return Australian troops to 
Afghanistan where the situation is 
spinning out of control as resistance 
to foreign occupation mounts.

At the same time, the Australian 
Government is maintaining occupa-
tion forces in Iraq where resistance 
to the occupying forces is also 
rapidly gaining strength.

A media blitz has been mounted 
to justify the re-imposition of a 
colonial regime in the Solomon 
Islands.

It is “Time to help thy 
neighbours”, writes a Financial 
Review (FR) editorial (12-3-03), 
in an attempt to sugar coat the 
Howard Government’s colonial 
ambitions. The Sydney Morning 
Herald claims “Australia may lead 
an “armed intervention force into 
the Solomon Islands” while The 
Australian newspaper claims that 

“Rescuing the Solomons makes 
sense”.

What is needed says the FR 
is “leadership” in the form of 
“devising and marketing new 
policy directions”. The policies 
have already been devised and the 
marketing has begun.

The flurry of talk about and 
preparation for intervention have 
been promoted by reports released 
by the Australian Strategic Policy 
Institute and the misnamed 
reactionary think tank, the Centre 
for Independent Studies.

The proposals of the 
Australian Strategic Policy 
Institute are summed up by the FR 
as a “blueprint” for a governing 
council of about 12 people led 
by a chief executive with a light 
infantry company on standby, a 
judicial team of 20, prison staff, 
a group of accountants and other 
financial managers to administer 
the economy.

“A constitutional review would 
be held, with a form of federalism 
as an option.”

In effect this would turn the 
Solomon Islands into a sort of 
corporation to be run by an ap-
pointed Board of Directors and a 
CEO. Nowhere is there any talk of 
democracy except that to “market” 
what the Government has already 
decided to do it is claimed that the 
Solomon Island’s Parliament would 
have to approve. 

The media reports that ap-
proval has already been given by 
Solomon Islands’ Prime Minister, 
Sir Allan Kemakeza, Sir John 
Ini Lapli, Solomon’s Governor-
General and Sir Peter Kenilorea 
the Parliamentary Speaker. 
Parliament has not met for the last 
12 months.

While railing about the 
Solomon Islands being a “failed 
state” with lawlessness and cor-
ruption abounding, the FR reports 
that “Big money has been paid to 
government figures, for remitting 
export duties on timber” and that 
“Substantial ‘compensation’ money, 
mostly from Taiwan in return for 
diplomatic recognition, has gone to 
political leaders”.

It is most likely that the above-
listed government leaders, all 
knighted by the British Crown, 
would have known of this 
corruption and could have been 
included among recipients of these 
payments. 

The Howard Government is stepping up its activities as 
the deputy sheriff of the United States in the Asia-Pacific 
region and even further afield. It is planning its own 
“pre-emptive strike” against the Solomon Islands and to 
send more Australian troops overseas.

Sharon and the military junta 
he directs are intent on violence. 
Sharon is a man of war and war 
erupts wherever he goes. He, 
however, continues to receive the 
unquestioning support of the US 
administration.

The real aims of the Israeli 
Government’s murderous actions 
are to destroy any and every attempt 
to reach a peaceful and just settle-
ment, so that it can pursue its aim 
of a “Greater Israel”. This includes 
saving the existing and building 
more illegal Israeli settlements on 
Palestinian land occupied following 

the 1967 war. Most of those killed 
by Israeli missiles and armoured 
incursions into Palestinian areas 
are Palestinian civilians.

We support the proposal of 
many world governments that a 
UN peacekeeping force be sent to 
the area to protect the Palestinian 
Gaza Strip and the West Bank 
from Israeli military occupation 
and bloody oppression. The way 
to peace and an end to the killings 
is for all Israeli forces to withdraw 
and the immediate establishment 
of an independent Palestinian 
state. J

The Secretariat of the Communist Party of Australia 
denounces in the strongest terms the bloody campaign 
of assassination launched by the Israeli Government 
against those struggling to end Israeli occupation and 
establish an independent Palestinian state.

Israeli assassinations 
condemned

The Australian Strategic Policy Institute (ASPI) was 
established by the Commonwealth Government and is 
funded by the Government out of the Defence budget. 
At the same time it claims to be “independent and non-
partisan”. The Director of ASPI, Hugh White makes the 
comment in an APSI document on the Defence Budget, 
“We should acknowledge that we are not disinterested 
observers of the Defence Budget”.
The ASPI claims that its purpose is to “promote 
Australia’s security by contributing fresh ideas to 
strategic decision-making”. Its published reports are to 
promote “public debate and understanding of strategic 
and defence issues”. The ASPI invites comment by 
writing to Level 2, Arts House, 40 Macquarie Street, 
Barton ACT 2000 or by email enquiries @aspi.org.au continued page 2
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PRESS FUND
Who owns the means of production? That’s the question! Who now 
owns Iraq’s oil facilities, currently being repaired by US military sup-
ply monster, Kellog, Brown and Root (KBR)? The facilities were Iraqi 
national property. Will KBR now own them and pocket the oil profits? 
We’ll be bringing you answers in due course, but meanwhile we really 
need your Press Fund contributions for the next issue. Our thanks go to 
this week’s generous contributors, as follows:
Anonymous $50.45, Bert Appleton $40, R Dunlop $12, Suzanne Hale 
$27, A K $5, L Newcombe $2, D Mudie $10, “Round Figure” $13.55.
This week’s total $160.  Progressive total: $5695

After recalling that Australia’s 
merchandise exports to the South 
Pacific were worth $2.5 billion in 
2002, the FR comments, “That’s 
worth looking after…” But in 2001-
2002 Australia exported $62 million 
of merchandise to the Solomon 
Islands but imported only $2 million 
worth.

The Australian Strategic Policy 
Institute document says that “The 
collapse of Solomon Islands is 
depriving Australia of business and 
investment opportunities…”

The truth is that the present 
crisis in the Solomon Islands has 
been created by neo-colonialism. 
The economy is dominated by 
foreign interests. Neo-colonialism 
has created competition between 
different groups for economic and 
political patronage.

The Solomon Islands were 
settled at least 4000 years ago by 
Melanesians. The 2000-island 
Solomon archipelago was claimed 
initially by Germany. A treaty 
between Germany and Britain sub-
sequently divided the islands: the 
southern majority of the islands 
fell under British dominion; 
Bougainville and several other 
northern islands remained under 
German control.

Australian sugar planters 
“blackbirded” labour from the 
Solomons to work on Queensland’s 
sugar plantations. It was, in effect, 
slave labour. 

Following WW 2 the northern 
part of the archipelago was placed 
under a UN-mandated Australian 
colonial administration as part of 
Papua New Guinea. In 1975 Britain 
agreed to the independence demands 
of the southern Solomons and inde-
pendence was finally declared in 
July 1978. The independent state of 
the Solomon Islands is a member of 
the Commonwealth and a member 
of the United Nations.

In the post-independence period, 
a Westminster style government was 
foisted on the islands which have 
rich undeveloped mineral resources 
such as lead, zinc, nickel, gold baux-
ite, and phosphate – an attractive 
target for the big mining corpora-
tions. There are also considerable 
timber resources. However, timber 
felling has created severe environ-
mental damage on some islands.

The total population is about 
500,000 with 45 percent of the 

population being under the age of 
15 years. Only three per cent are 
over 64 years. 

As far back as 1994, the 
Australian Government was press-
ing Pacific Island states to adopt 
economic rationalist policies. At a 
meeting of the South Pacific Forum 
held in Brisbane in 1994, the then 
Minister for Pacific Island Affairs 
in the Hawke Government, Gordon 
Bilney laid down the law. He called 
for “Public sector reform and pri-
vate sector development”.

“We believe that a confident and 
growing private sector is one of the 
keys to the success of any trade and 
investment strategy.”

Even at that time there were 
media reports depicting the “urgen-
cy of the situation”, “The stakes are 
very high, the challenges we face 
cannot be ignored”, said Bilney.

The policies of successive 
Australian governments and the cor-
porations that they have promoted 
and protected have directly caused 
the so-called “arc of instability” to 
Australia’s north and the impover-
ishment of the people. It is sufficient 
to recall the devastation caused by 
the BHP at Ok Tedi (PNG) and Rio 
Tinto when it exploited the Panguna 
copper mine on Bougainville.

Now, with the Solomons facing 
economic and political disintegra-
tion, the Australian Government 
is contemplating the military 
occupation of the nation state in a 
pre-emptive strike type operation 
to re-establish a colonial regime. 
Its plans are not limited to the 
Solomons. They include Papua New 
Guinea, Bougainville, East Timor 
and elsewhere if deemed necessary.

The FR editorial referred to 
earlier says of East Timor that it 
“stands on the cusp of a slide into 
poverty. Clearly its friends need to 
be there for the long haul…” 

The hostility to independent 
Bougainville is revealed by the FR 
that writes, “The poison leaching 
out from the Bougainville civil war, 
which began 15 years ago, infected 
both Papua New Guinea – now in 
deep economic depression – and the 
Solomon Islands”.

The “poison” coming from 
Bougainville was the struggle by 
the people of Bougainville for 
real independence, the kicking out 
of Rio Tinto from the Panguna 
copper mine, the promotion of an 
economic system that works for 

the people of the island and not for 
the corporations or for conserva-
tive governments such as those in 
Australia.

North Korea
Not content with the planned 

occupation of the Solomon Islands 
the Howard Government is also 
discussing with its US masters 
and with Japan the “interdiction” 
of North Korean ships on the high 
seas. 

With unparalleled arrogance, 
The Australian headlines its story: 
“Navy flagged in policing Koreans”. 
It reports that Howard had talks 
with Bush during his recent visit to 
the US while Alexander Downer has 
had talks with his Japanese counter-
parts.

This proposed act of piracy has, 
according to The Australian raised 
“questions about the legality of 
such naval intercepts. One option 
is to use non-military vessels. 
Seeking UN authorisation is another 
alternative.”

It is also more than likely that 
the Koreans may not easily accept 
being “policed” by the brigands and 
pirates of Australia and the US.

The media also report that the 
Howard Government is consider-
ing “bolstering its presence in 
[Afghanistan] which is experienc-
ing a resurgence of al-Qaeda and 
Taliban activity”.

It is reported that “Ferocious 
firefights with Taliban, suicide 
bombings and threats against United 
Nations and other non-government 
personnel have become common.” 

The reality is that the people of 
Afghanistan, Iraq and eventually 
the Solomon Islands, will not toler-
ate for long the occupation of their 
country by foreign military forces 
and the imposition of a government 
that is made up of stooges of the 
occupying countries.

Wherever the US, British and 
Australian military forces go, (to be 
followed by the big  and rapacious 
corporations), there is conflict, 
instability, impoverishment and war. 
This conflict will not be overcome 
by the occupation of the Solomon 
Islands or any other country, but 
will become even more serious and 
acute in the future.
Peter Symon is the
General Secretary of the 
Communist Party of Australia. J

COLONIAL AMBITIONS
Round one to Crean

Simon Crean has trounced Kim Beazley by a vote of 58 
to 34 in what is probably only round one of an ongoing inner 
party struggle. Kim Beazley’s leadership grab was no ordinary 
challenge. It had little to do with the personalities of the two 
candidates, although this was put forward as the main issue 
– which of the two had the best chance of leading Labor to vic-
tory in the next Federal election.

Both candidates come from the right wing of the Party and 
agree on many issues. None-the-less, Crean’s decisive defeat of 
Kim Beazley is a very important outcome in other ways.

The real issues behind Beazley’s challenge were never men-
tioned in the campaign by either Crean or Beazley, or in the 
media coverage.

Although Beazley and his supporters are pledging loyalty 
to Simon Crean in the aftermath of the election this cannot be 
taken seriously. Another challenge is likely to come at some time 
in the future, going perhaps as far as actually engineering a split 
in the Labor Party.

The Labor Party split of 1955, when the extreme right-wing 
Industrial Groupers broke away and formed the Democratic 
Labor Party, needs to be recalled. Its purpose was to keep the 
Labor Party out of office, which it succeeded in doing for a long 
period.

It is the same extreme right-wing political forces, who are 
fanatically pro-USA, that are today behind the challenge to 
Simon Crean.

The Australian ruling class cannot tolerate a government 
coming to power that poses even a slight challenge to retaining 
Australia as a capitalist and conservative base, preserving the 
economic, political and military interests of US and British 
imperialism in the region.

As everyone knows, this is the role being willingly played 
by John Howard. What may be less understood is that Kim 
Beazley would play exactly the same role should he become 
leader of the ALP and then Prime Minister. Crean did, to some 
extent, differentiate himself from Howard’s support of the Iraq 
invasion and occupation.

Beazley has a long-standing and trusted relationship with 
US leaders. He has done nothing and said nothing during the 
period of the Iraq war to indicate that he had any difference 
with the US and the Howard Government policy of military 
pre-emptive strikes.

As far back as 1994 when he was Minister for Finance in the 
Keating Government, he laid down his militarist agenda. In an 
interview at that time during a US-Australian policy dialogue, 
he said: “It is not possible for the US to have a better dialogue 
partner on regional security issues than Australia. At the end of 
the day strong, permanent military alliances – and strong long-
term military relationships – depend upon a very high level of 
cultural interactability (sic) and understanding…”

Beazley made it clear that in his view America’s greatest 
influence in the region came from its forward military deploy-
ment, not its economic power.

Heaping praise on Kim Beazley at the time, one of the US 
representatives at the conference, Kevin Nealer said, “I think it 
would be extremely useful for Kim’s comments to be heard by 
many American policy-makers…” (See The Weekend Australian 
Sept 3-4, 1994)

Kim Beazley’s words were heard in Washington and have 
been taken up by the present Bush administration’s policy of 
military “pre-emptive strikes”.

The Howard Government is currently preparing its own 
pre-emptive strike against the Solomon Islands based on this 
doctrine of military intervention. (See page 1 article.)

The stakes in the ALP leadership challenge are extremely 
high and go to the very heart of Australia’s foreign policy and 
the present subservient role played by Howard. They are fully 
backed by Beazley and those behind him.

A number of Beazley’s supporters have resigned from the 
Labor front bench. The ALP is one big, happy family, so we are 
told.

But there is now a big shadow hanging over Crean and the 
Labor leadership: those who hoisted Beazley into a leadership 
challenge – a challenge they clearly knew was unlikely to suc-
ceed – have not abandoned their objectives.

continued from page 1

Sydney

World Refugee
Day Rally
“Stop the war on refugees”

Sunday 22nd June
12 noon
Hyde Park North
(near Archibald Fountain)

“Residency not rejection”

For more information
or to get involved
Contact Ian
0417 275 713 or
email: refugees@labor.org.au
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by Bob Briton
Various Labor spokespersons, 

including Party leader Simon Crean, 
have declared their general satis-
faction with the revised proposal. 
While the Opposition hasn’t seen 
the “fine print” of the legislation, it 
is expected that Labor will decide to 
support the Bill it sought to amend 
last December. On that occasion, 
the Government withdrew the Bill 
claiming the amendments had made 
it unworkable.

Political pressure, rather 
than any significant changes 
to the Bill, appear to be behind 
the present desire to “work with 
the Government” to give the 
Commonwealth’s domestic spook 
outfit wider powers than have been 
sought by either the FBI in the US 
or by the UK’s MI5.

With the ALP lagging disas-
trously in the opinion polls, it looks 
as though the threat of a double dis-
solution election fought on “security 
issues” and the powers of the Senate 
has been enough to blunt the 
Parliamentary Party’s concerns over 
civil liberties.

The minor parties and indepen-
dents in the Senate, civil liberties 
and other community organisations 
concerned at granting ASIO the 
powers that would convert it into a 
fully-fledged secret police, will be 
sidelined in this process.

Democrats spokesperson Brian 
Greig notes that the proposed 
“detain and interrogate” powers 
still apply to those not suspected of 
any involvement in terrorism. Bob 
Brown of the Australian Greens has 
the same objection, among others, 
and has vowed to oppose the power 
grab outright.

Attorney General Daryl 
Williams is making much of the 
government’s “concessions” in the 
revised Bill. It now has a sunset 
clause that provides for a review 
of the powers given to ASIO after 
three years – a longer period than 
that given to the FBI or MI5.

It will lift the age at which 
people can be swept off the streets 
or dragged from their homes from 
14 to 16 years – Labor would still 
prefer that this be raised to 18.

It will limit the time a person 
can be held in detention to a week 
and reduce the amount of time 
that person can be interrogated to 
24 hours, i.e. three blocks of eight 
hours.

The Bill also does away with 
the 48-hour period during which 
a person was to be denied access 
to a lawyer. However, as the 
Attorney General points out, any 
lawyer chosen will have to meet 
“with a range of safeguards to 
protect the disclosure of sensitive 
information”. In other words, the 

“choice” of lawyer will be vetted 
by ASIO.

The oversight of the deten-
tion and interrogation process by a 
Federal Judge or Magistrate is being 
sold as a safeguard in the system. 
The measure is more likely to guar-
antee that the dirty secrets of these 
spook operations remain within the 
walls of the establishment club.

The judicial figures accept-
able to ASIO will already have 
reconciled themselves to the fact 
that persons known to be innocent 
of any wrong doing can be held 
without even being told the grounds 
on which they are being detained. 
Those held will have no right to 
silence. They could be threatened 
with five years in prison for refusing 
to answer questions.

All of these provisions are vio-
lations of fundamental human rights 
listed in the International Covenant 
on Civil and Political Rights.

The grab for more power for 
ASIO comes at the same time as the 
media devote considerable space to 
promoting the spy agency as doing a 
fine anti-terrorism job.

It supposedly foiled a terror 
plot against the 2000 Olympics in 
Sydney; uncovered a plan (maps and 
all) to assassinate Zionist mining 
magnate Joe Gutnick and thwarted 
an attempt to establish a support 
network for Jemaah Islamiah based 
on a mosque in the Sydney suburb 
of Dee Why. It has succeeded in 
having 13 organisations banned in 
this country and has the future of the 
local chapter of Hamas in its hands.

The Government is satisfied 
that every intelligence measure that 
could have been taken to avoid 
the Bali tragedy was taken. ASIO 
cooperates in counter-terrorism 
teams with local police, their state 
protective security branches and the 
Australian Federal Police in every 
capital in the country.

The series of raids on homes in 
different states and the upending of 
scores of peoples’ lives were possi-
ble under the present arrangements. 
As recently as June 3, ASIO raided 
the homes of ten Iranian families in 
Sydney, Melbourne and Brisbane. 
Computers and documents were 
removed in an effort to link them to 
terrorist organisations. The material 
was returned and no charges were 
laid. Calls from Senator Bob Brown 
for an investigation into the matter 
have been shrugged off.

Stephen Hopper, lawyer for six 
Indonesian families also raided by 
ASIO, insists that intelligence infor-
mation was leaked to The Weekend 
Australian that suggested that they 
had links to Jemaah Islamiah.

Material taken from their homes 
was returned and ASIO reportedly 
has no further interest in the fami-
lies. Mr Hopper’s plea for a public 
statement from the Government 

clearing the families of any terrorist 
connection has also gone unheeded.

Clearly, the relevant ques-
tion about ASIO powers is how to 
curb them, not increase them. The 
potential for further misuse of its 
authority is too great to ignore. The 
Government may choose to broaden 
the purpose of the new powers.

Deputy PM John Anderson 
made public comments on the con-
fiscation of the passport belonging 
to suspected terrorist sympathiser 
Bilal Khazal, who had worked as 
an airline baggage handler a number 
of years ago, and on a proposal for 
new airport staff security cards.

He said: “As I’ve announced, 
people who hold cards – airport 
security cards – will face the tough-
est and most stringent background 
checks of any country in the Western 
world, including checks for political 
involvement and attitude.”

The move to exclude people 
from a steadily widening range 
of jobs on the basis of “political 
attitude” could not be far behind if 
ASIO gets the endorsement implicit 
in the expansion of its powers. A lot 
hangs on the fate of the Bill coming 
before the Senate this week.

Labor must join the Greens and 
the Democrats to block the Bill. J

A decision of the parliamentary Labor Party’s shadow cabinet 
may be all that the Federal Government needs to get its “ASIO 
Bill” to pass through the Senate next week and into its arsenal of 
anti-people legislation.

ASIO set to get enhanced secret police powers

Andrew  Jackson
The Government announced 

its decision after a Government 
“Review” called for the Inspector-
General’s functions to be transferred 
to the Ombudsman. The Review 
cited the need for “better manage-
ment”, and highlighted duplication 
between the offices.

However, the decision has been 
condemned from all corners as 
purely political.

Allegations of corruption in the 
prison system and the frustration of 
the Inspector-General reached such 
a high point last year that the NSW 
Legislative Council (Upper House) 
set up an Inquiry into aspects of the 
Department of Corrective Services.

Such was the extent and com-
plexity of the problems raised that 
the Council then referred the matter 
to the Independent Commission 
Against Corruption (ICAC).

“How can the Government jus-
tify closing down the office when 
a cross-party inquiry into NSW 
prisons unanimously recommended 
increasing his power?”, asked 
Greens MLC Lee Rhiannon.

“The Government must leave 
the Inspector-General in place 
until the ICAC inquiry has finished 
investigating allegations of systemic 
cronyism and possible corruption in 
the prison system”.

“Abolishing the Inspector-
General’s office at this point 

amounts to a political cover-up”, 
said Ms Rhiannon.

The corruption allegations stem 
from an Inspector General’s inves-
tigation into the selection of a new 
Governor for three NSW prisons, 
and the possible conflict of inter-
est by selection panel member Ron 
Woodham.

Ron Woodham, now the sub-
ject of the ICAC Inquiry, has 
been appointed Commissioner of 
Corrective Services. Not surpris-
ingly Mr Woodham was a key 
contributor to the Government’s 
“Review”.

“Biased and 
inaccurate”

Justice Action, a commu-
nity-based organisation comprising 
criminal justice and prison reform 
activists has condemned the 
Government’s move.

It claims the Review was 
“biased, inaccurate and misleading”.

In its extensive and damn-
ing response, Justice Action 
identified two points on which 
the Government’s Review con-
tained “obvious and provable 
inaccuracies”; 12 points on which 
“statements and assertions are 
made with no evidence or refer-
ence”; and eight points where, if 
the Government’s recommenda-

tions were implemented, they would 
result in a conflict of interest.

On calling for the retention of 
the Inspector General, Justice Action 
Spokesperson Brett Collins said, 
“We do not know of one person who 
thought the Inspector General was 
not doing an excellent job”.

As for transferring the 
Inspector-General’s functions to 
the Ombudsman: “Justice Action’s 
experience has been that prisoners 
don’t trust the Ombudsman. The 
Ombudsman’s office deals with 
all complaints about any NSW 
Government office, and is not spe-
cifically skilled in the issues that 
arise in prison administration.”

A further attack
In the same week, the 

Government has also proposed to 
cut the term of appointment for 
the Director of Public Prosecutions 
from lifetime to seven years.

A lifetime tenure for the 
Director is a long-established demo-
cratic convention aimed at keeping 
the office above political interfer-
ence – preventing the Government 
of the day from sacking or failing to 
reappoint the Director for reasons of 
political convenience.

“This is a sinister announce-
ment”, said Ms Rhiannon, 
“signalling a scorched earth policy 
against critics of the law and order 
agenda”.

“Bob Carr is saying to the 
public service and the judiciary that 
he wants a legal system with longer 
sentences, more prisoners, less 
avenues for appeal and no respect 
for civil liberties.” J

There is no end to the NSW Government’s determination to 
curtail and eliminate democratic rights and institutions and public 
accountability. Not satisfied with passing Australia’s most draconian 
“terror” laws, the Carr Labor Government has decided to wipe 
the position of Inspector-General of Prisons. The abolition of the 
office comes as the Inspector-General was to give evidence before 
a corruption Inquiry.

“Political cover-up”
of corruption allegations

Perth

What Future For
Cuba in the

New American Century?
Guest speakers

Eva Seoane
Vice-President of the 

Cuban Institute for Friendship With the Peoples, ICAP
Alicia Corredera

Director of the Asia and Oceania Section of ICAP
Sicilia Fernandez

Consul-General of the Republic of Cuba, Sydney

Monday 30th June 7pm
Alexander Library Theatre, Northbridge

Entry gold coin donation
Wine and cheese available at 6.30pm

Organised by
NOWAR Alliance & Australia Cuba Friendship Society (ACFS)

For more info
phone 08 9218 9608 (NOWAR) or 0419 812 872 (ACFS)
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by David Matters
This comes under the absurdly 

biased system of national com-
petition policy. It means that the 
existing rail infrastructure has to 
be made available to the successful 
tenderer to conduct their operation. 
This is despite the fact that these 
facilities were built by the people 
of Queensland through the publicly 
owned rail system.

The beneficiaries of this lar-
gess will be the huge transnational 
mining giants and most probably 
the Patrick corporation which, if 
successful in the tender process, 
would be able to split the difference 
so to speak of the mining haulage 
rates with BHP Billiton.

In effect some $150 million 
stands to be hived off the public 
sector and shared between these two 
groups.

Those to suffer will be the other 
users of the Queensland rail system, 
the environment and the workers in 
Queensland Rail. Queensland Rail 
have been placed in the position of 
tendering for this work, and com-
peting with the private sector for 
work that is rightfully theirs. There 
is no doubt that they will be told to 
accept changes to work practices 
and lower wages.

The job security and working 
conditions of Queensland rail work-
ers are seriously challenged by this 
process.

Also at risk are a number of 
rural lines which may face closure 
if cross-subsidisation is lost from 
the public rail network. Currently 
many communities depend on rail 
to deliver freight. The outcome of 
closures would push more of this 
freight onto the road.

The net effect of this absurd 
policy is that the mining companies 
get to extract more of our coal with-
out making any useful contribution 
to the wellbeing of the State and the 
people. As this policy continues to 
unfold, these huge monopolies will 
continue to exert pressure to reduce 
their costs and to maximise their 
profits.

Furthers cuts to the already 
threatened rail infrastructure 
are inevitable as government 
policy is further subjected to the 
whims of the large transnational 
corporations.

This is what “competition 
policy” is all about – cutting out 
existing publicly owned services. 
In Queensland it is being imple-
mented by the Beattie Labor 
Government. J

LABOUR STRUGGLES

As part of National Competition policy the coal haulage contracts 
for the Blackwater and Goonyella rail systems are being put to 
competitive tender. The process allows for BHP Billiton to decide 
who will get these contracts and to therefore set the price that they 
are charged for coal haulage.

Third party access to Qld rail network

LABOUR NOTES
NSW TAFE teachers have begun taking industrial ac-
tion over a “pathetic” wage offer by the state Labor 
Government of six percent over two years. The NSW Teach-
ers’ Federation is demanding that the Carr Government 
negotiate seriously on its claim of 25 percent over four 
years. One resolution from a meeting of TAFE teach-
ers in Griffith said, “To maintain a quality TAFE system 
teachers must be paid a competitive, professional wage”.

A study by the Australian Centre for Industrial Relations Re-
search and Training has found that the majority of workers 
“are not sharing” in the newly created wealth of the market 
economy. The report, The Future of Work, found that wage 
inequality has grown, only a little more than half the work-
force is employed on a permanent basis, more than 60 
percent of people working overtime do not get paid for it, the 
jobs employing most people in 2001 were sales assistants, 
secretaries and cleaners and that 55 percent of larger work-
places (500 or more employees) use labour hire companies.

In Tasmania, the union representing child care workers, the 
LHMU, is pushing for Anglicare to guarantee the current 
wages, conditions and accrued leave entitlements of work-
ers at its St Davids Child Care Centre. The dispute was 
sparked when Anglicare announced it was selling the centre 
to a private child care company. “Anglicare has refused to 
provide these assurances”, said union branch secretary David 
O’Byrne. “This is simply not good enough, especially when 
it seems the sale will be finalised in the next two weeks.”

The Howard Government has dropped the Ansett ticket 
levy of $10 which was meant to pay the employees of the 
collapsed airline their entitlements. The Sydney Airports 
Corporation and the airlines want the money to be used 
for extra security. The unions point out that many Ansett 
workers are still owed their entitlements and are demand-
ing that the Government should allocate the levy money 
in accordance with the legislation that introduced it: for the 
purpose of funding the employees’ entitlements. The Austra-
lian Services Union’s Linda White was blunt: “It was a hoax 
from start to end and we don’t like to think of it as the Ansett 
Ticket Tax, we like to think of it as Peter Costello’s Ticket Tax”.

by Bob Briton
At the same time, they showed 

their opposition to a campaign by 
industry bosses gathered around the 
Australian Industries Group and 
encouraged by Federal Workplace 
Relations Minister Tony Abbott.

The AIG has steadfastly refused 
to discuss an industry-wide frame-
work for negotiating new enterprise 
agreements since they began expir-
ing in March this year. They have 
also encouraged intransigence on 

the part of individual employers 
as the union tries to arrive at new 
agreements enterprise by enterprise.

Frustration among AMWU 
members has been building for 
some time as only 100 out of around 
1100 employers have signed off on 
new enterprise agreements. Earlier 
this month, workers at plants like 
Austrim Nylex, Calsonic and Bosch 
took action around their claims. 
Calsonic workers went out for three 
days.

Hundreds of Austrim Nylex 
workers backed up their strike with 
a demonstration outside the compa-
ny’s Melbourne headquarters

The union demand for protec-
tion of entitlements has particular 
relevance for these workers in light 
of recent press reports of the com-
pany’s high debt ratio.

The AIG made a last minute 
attempt to head off the latest mass 
walkout with an appeal in the 
Australian Industrial Relations 
Commission (AIRC).

They argued on behalf of 53 
employers that the industrial action 
was not legal (“protected”) because 
a number of these bosses had not 
received the full three days’ notice 
required by law for the strike.

Other workplaces, they say, still 
had operative agreements in place 
and in others “genuine” bargaining 
had not begun. They also sought a 
three-month embargo on industrial 
action.

The AIRC rejected this push 
for a blanket ban on the scheduled 
industrial action. Elsewhere, the 
AIG is keeping up its psychological 
operations against manufacturing 
workers.

AIG Industrial Relations 
Director Stephen Smith claims, for 
example, that frustration at the lack 
of progress in negotiations has led 
around 30 per cent of workers to 
sign non-union agreements.

“The number of non-union 
agreements, we believe, is a func-
tion of the fact that a lot of these 
agreements expired more than two 
months ago”, he told the media. 
This assessment totally ignores 
the responsibility of employers for 
the current intolerable situation by 
maintaining a common front against 
the types of demands made in 
Campaign 2003.

For all the bravado, manufactur-
ing employers are clearly worried 
about the extent of opposition to 
their plans.

A spokeswoman for the 
Minister for Workplace Relations 
told The Australian Financial 
Review last week that Mr Abbott 
was “monitoring the situation 
closely”. Thankfully, workers are 
ignoring the various threats being 
made against them and are show-
ing a willingness to escalate their 
campaign. J

Manufacturing workers
wage crucial struggle
Thousands of workers at hundreds of manufacturing plants in 
Victoria walked off the job last week in support of their union’s 
package of claims for improvements in pay and conditions in their 
industry. From the beginning of the morning shift on Thursday, 
they voted with their feet in favour of the Australian Manufacturing 
Workers Union’s (AMWU) Campaign 2003 that calls for a 36-hour 
week, a 13 percent pay increase over the life of new enterprise 
agreements, a scheme to safeguard entitlements, paid maternity 
leave, regulation of casual employment and other long overdue 
improvements in their working lives.

Transport and mining corporations benefit from privatisation

Qld teachers hit
with wage freeze
Following a Beattie Government budget that dudded state schools, 
Queensland teachers are considering seeking a federal award after 
the Government last week used flaws in state laws to impose a wage 
freeze on them for at least 18 months.

The Queensland Teachers’ 
Union (QTU) is also considering 
appealing against an Industrial 
Relations Commission decision 
which allowed the Government 
to freeze salaries. The wage 
freeze comes on top of the State 
Government’s refusal to address 
class sizes in state schools, which 
has resulted in at least 50,000 
students learning in crowded 
conditions.

Teachers have not received 
a wage rise since April last year. 
They will now not be able to gain an 
increase until after the current enter-
prise bargaining dispute is arbitrated 
later this year.

The QTU sought an interim 
wage rise in the Industrial Relations 
Commission pending the outcome 
of arbitration. The Government 
opposed the interim increase and the 
Commission decided against grant-
ing the rise.

“The Government has refused 
to negotiate, tried to stop teachers 

campaigning on class sizes and 
stripped teachers of their legitimate 
right to take strike action”, said Ms 
McCullough. “Teachers refused to 
accept the Government’s pay offer 
earlier this year as it was not accom-
panied by commitments to reduce 
class sizes and help Queensland 
students.” Now they have stopped 
an interim pay rise.

The QTU said the Beattie 
Government had also frozen state 
school funding in real terms for four 
years in last month’s budget.

“Our priorities are to secure 
class size reductions and addi-
tional resources to deal with student 
behaviour. Extra teachers above 
those already agreed to must be 
employed to help lower class size 
maximum targets which are woeful-
ly outdated”, said Ms McCullough.

“If the Government refuses to 
move, teachers will pursue all indus-
trial options to escape Queensland’s 
laws, including potentially seeking 
access to federal laws.” J
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by Peter Mac
The lease would be free of 

charge for the first few years. Over 
its 21-year life the lessees would 
be charged a “chicken-feed” rent, 
equivalent to some $80 per week 
for each quarter acre of the site. 
The 21-year lease would include 
an option for the lessee to renew the 
lease, if they so desire, for a further 
15 years.

The potential for interpretation 
of the area’s unique and extraor-
dinary history would be severely 
limited under the current proposal. 
The lease would effectively bar the 
public from the main accommoda-
tion buildings on the site, and would 
restrict access for visitors (other 
than guests) to the small area around 
the jetty.

The jetty would become a major 
point of arrival for North Head, 
and the former boiler room in the 
jetty area would be converted to an 
up-market restaurant. Adaptation 
of the buildings to improve their 
“star” accommodation rating, would 
irreversibly compromise their his-
torically significant fabric.

The lease would also result in 
severe congestion within the jetty 
area, and have major impacts on 
this area’s wildlife, which include 
Sydney’s only nesting ground for 
fairy penguins.

Memories of the wonderful tours 
of the Station, currently carried out 
by the National Parks and Wildlife 
Service (NPWS), would fade over 
the period of the lease, and would 
effectively disappear altogether if 
the lease were renewed.

To date the maintenance and 
interpretation of the site has been 
very competently handled by 
NPWS staff. However, savage 
funding restrictions in recent years 
have resulted in a reduced service 
by NPWS, including reductions in 
the surveillance of the site, with 
the resultant loss by fire of two 

of the Station’s most significant 
buildings.

Eighteen months ago an exten-
sive inquiry was held into the lease 
proposal. During the inquiry hear-
ings two government authorities, the 
NSW Heritage Office and Planning 
NSW each outlined a powerful case 
for rejecting the lease proposal. 
However, within a week the oppo-
sition expressed by each of these 
organisations had wilted, and they 
meekly gave the proposal a quali-
fied approval.

As a result of this, and despite 
the fact that every community 
organisation and individual speaker 
who addressed the Inquiry spoke 
vehemently against the proposal, it 
was subsequently approved by the 
inquiry Commissioners.

The decision has been con-
demned by groups as far apart 
as the state Liberal Party and the 
Communist Party of Australia, and 
by individuals as diverse as former 
Whitlam Government Minister Tom 
Uren, current judge and Chairman 
of the National Trust, Justice 
Barry O‘Keefe, and former Liberal 
Premier Tom Lewis. The decision 
will almost certainly be subject to a 
court appeal.

Prior to the recent election the 
government was forced to backtrack 
on other issues concerning the sale 
of valuable public lands, including 
the Hunters Hill High School and a 
large part of the Callan Park site in 
Sydney.

The announcement of the 
government’s decision to lease the 
Quarantine Station was delayed 
until after the election. A pre-
election announcement that the 
government was to proceed with 
leasing the Quarantine site would 
have done considerable electoral 
damage to the ALP.

The 1984 transfer of the 
Quarantine Station from the 
Commonwealth to the State 

Government was only the first stage 
of a governmental decision-making 
process that will eventually affect 
the whole of the North Head area.

The former North Head School 
of Artillery is also to be transferred 
to the State Government within the 
next few years. When this happens, 
almost the entire North Head area 
will be under state government 
ownership and control.

The situation therefore offers 
an unparalleled opportunity for this 
immensely significant area to be 
treated as a totality in determining 
its future interpretation, conserva-
tion and use.

North Head is of major sig-
nificance in the history of European 
occupation of Australia, because of 
its use for quarantine and military 
purposes. It also has enormous 
historical and spiritual significance 
for Aboriginal people, as a tribal 
meeting place, pilgrimage site and 
healing centre.

The community group, the 
North Head Sanctuary Foundation, 
is arguing that any future use of 
North Head should take the form 
of a sanctuary for both humans and 
animals. Such a use would have the 
potential to reconcile and unite its 
extraordinarily diverse historical 
themes.

Its use as a sanctuary would 
involve improving access for the 
public, preserving its serene beauty 
and its fascinating historical build-
ings, and identifying suitable uses 
for the developed precincts.

It would, however, also involve 
severely limiting any future devel-
opment of the site, conserving and 
interpreting it sympathetically, and 
retaining it under government own-
ership and control.

And there’s the rub. As dem-
onstrated in their treatment of the 
Quarantine Station over the last 
19 years, the Carr Government’s 
primary approach to North Head 
(and other “redundant” government-
owned sites of great beauty and 
significance), appears to be that it is 
a great opportunity for some prime 
real estate deals.

The people of Australia deserve 
a whole lot better than that. J

AUSTRALIA

In his vendetta against the ABC the Communications Minister 
Richard Alston continues to accuse the national broadcaster 
of bias in reporting, the latest being its coverage of the bloody 
war on Iraq. The facts tell a different story. During the past 
three years the Australian Broadcasting Authority has up-
held only two complaints against the ABC over breaches 
of broadcasting codes of conduct while during that period 
there have been 20 code breaches found against the Nine 
Network, and half of those were against Nine’s A Current 
Affair. But not a word from Alston about that: sensationalist 
gutter journalism is fine, especially when it’s fattening Kerry 
Packer’s bank account. And the Broadcasting Authority’s 
latest survey found that the ABC is by far the most used 
and watched news service in Australia (25 percent of Aus-
tralians) compared with 17 percent for Channel Nine and 
10 percent for all the Murdoch newspapers combined.

Last week when a bloke on a flight between Sydney and 
Cairns whipped out a knife with a retractable blade, more than 
the failure of airport security was exposed. After the incident 
staff on the Virgin Blue flight were instructed by management 
not to sign evidence statements, an unnamed air marshal said 
the airlines are more interested in money than security. Sydney 
Airport chief executive Max Moore-Wilton said that the current 
scanning technology does not pick up plastic handled box 
cutters. “You can’t have 100 percent risk free security”, said 
Moore-Wilton, who managed to slip through the jobs-for-the-
boys net himself, ushered into the head job at the privatised 
airport straight from his tenure as public service chief under 
the Howard Government. By definition, the pursuit of pri-
vate profit negates everything else, including public safety. 

An investigation by the Australian Council of Social Ser-
vices has found that the people paying the highest rates of 
tax are not high income earners but the unemployed and 
mothers in low income families who often lose 70 percent 
of their extra earnings because of the limits imposed by so-
cial security and tax rules. The report also says there are 
“unmet needs” in education and public hospitals and that 
the health of Indigenous Australians is “a national tragedy”.

CAPITALIST HOG(S) OF THE WEEK: are that warmon-
gering troika, Bush, Blair and Howard. As the murderous 
threesome manoeuvre to avoid hard questions about their 
excuse for going to war on Iraq (sample – “Where are the 
weapons of mass destructions?”), departing UN chief weap-
ons inspector Hans Blix has detonated a WMD of his own, 
saying, “I have my detractors in Washington. There are 
bastards who spread things around … who planted nasty 
things in the media”. They sure did, and they can’t back 
down now, no matter how obvious it becomes that they lied 
to the whole world because that would be tantamount to 
an admission of guilt, indeed of crimes against humanity.

Quarantine Station:
Carr Govt sell-out

Going, going... Gone – the Carr Government ignored public 
opposition to the sale

The NSW Carr Government has announced its decision to lease off 
Sydney’s spectacular and historic former North Head Quarantine 
Station at the entry to Sydney Harbour. The Government wants 
to lease most of the site and its largely 19th century buildings to 
the British-based firm of Mawlands Hotels.

Human Shield reports on
Palestinian situation

by Vic Williams

He had volunteered as a 
human shield in Palestine with the 
International Solidarity Movement 
– an organisation for overcoming 
problems in a non-violent manner.

The volunteers, working with 
Palestinians, took children to school 
and back home; in affinity groups 
of three to six, they tried to pre-
vent destruction of homes; helped 
to remove roadblocks; rode in 
ambulances, and kept checkpoint 
watches.

But in seven months 3000 
homes had been destroyed by bull-
dozers and missiles, 150,000 olive 
and fruit trees uprooted, vital as 
food for the Palestinians, and 30 
ground wells were confiscated.

With settlements and the fence, 
45 per cent of the land of the West 

Bank has been taken away from the 
Palestinians. In the Gaza Strip 40 
per cent of the land has been taken.

The security wall of reinforced 
concrete, eight metres high with 
turrets, ditches and barbed wire, has 
annexed seven to eight percent in its 
construction of 350 kms around the 
West Bank.

Below poverty line
Two thirds of the Palestinians 

live below the poverty line, with 
average income of US$1000 a year. 
This is compared with the Israelis on 
US$18,000 a year. Unemployment 
of Palestinians is 65 per cent.

In the Gaza Strip 1200 people 
were examined: 93 per cent had 
been teargassed, 42 per cent beaten 
and 19 per cent detained.

Ninety-seven per cent had seen 
shooting, and 23 per cent had mem-
bers of their families wounded or 
killed.

It is no wonder that Tel Aviv 
University found 70 per cent of chil-
dren suffered from stress disorders.

In answer to a question Rodney 
said that with the war in Iraq, 
curfews and provocations had 
increased.

Rodney could see reason for 
hope. The vast majority used non-
violent resistance and that included 
many in Israel.

There was strong support in 
both areas for a peaceful two-state 
solution.

The international support 
coming through ISM and other 
organisations had some good effect 
but the pressure needed to be 
increased.

It would be very hard to get a 
solution unless the occupation was 
ended J

At a meeting at Curtin University in WA Rodney Vlais exposed 
the repression and poverty of the Palestinians from the Israeli 
domination.
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by Sitaram Yechury
The government’s job is, of 

course, to serve. But to serve whom? 
The people at large or the ruling 
classes, especially the corporate 
world? This is the moot question. 
Those who opposed the May 21 
action are those who, under the 
guise of advocating people’s inter-
ests, actually work towards making 
the government abdicate its social 
responsibilities towards the people 
and function only in the interests of 
the corporate world.

Anti-people
The resounding success of 

the strike has prompted sections 
of the national press to shame-
lessly advance such an anti-people 
reasoning. The Hindu editorially 
comments (“Inconveniencing the 
Public”, May 23, 2003), “whether 
the trade unions that called for the 
strike achieve their goals or not, 
they have succeeded in inconve-
niencing the public once again”.

Which public? It is the public 
that went on strike in the interests 
of the Indian republic!  The incon-
venienced are the ruling classes who 

are looting both the public and the 
republic.

The Indian Express in an edito-
rial titled “India Hijacked” (May 22) 
was more forthright when it stated, 
“The economic demands of the 
bank employees, as indeed of other 
PSU workers, are not warranted, 
and their political demands are not 
legitimate. Why should employees 
strike work to protest against poli-
cies of a duly-elected government in 
a democracy?

“There are better and more dem-
ocratic ways of protesting against 
government policy in a democracy 
than striking work. The economic 
cost of not working is something 
India can hardly afford.”

Really? What is left unsaid is, 
however, obvious to all. Can India 
afford the looting of its public assets 
in the name of privatisation? Can 
India afford the human, social and 
finally the economic cost of reduc-
ing the vast majority of its people to 
a life of penury and deprivation as a 
result of these economic policies?

The right to strike by the work-
ers is a hard earned democratic right 
guaranteed by the Indian constitu-
tion. The working class employs the 
strike weapon to make the govern-

ment halt, if not reverse, the policies 
that are detrimental to the interests 
of the country and the people. Like 
Bhagat Singh said when he threw a 
bomb in the then Central Assembly: 
this was necessary to make a deaf 
government hear!

Globalisation
In any class divided society, the 

character of the state is always to 
protect and advance the interests of 
the ruling classes. The state, itself, 
is an instrument of such a class 
rule. Under the present phase of 
globalisation, however, this inherent 
character of the state becomes more 
pronounced.

Even the usual pretences and 
disclaimers like “working in the 
people’s interests” or the “country’s 
interests” are abandoned and the 
state aggressively pushes the agenda 
for bolstering the profit-making 
drive of the corporate world.

The process of privatisation of 
public assets is a part of this over-
all aggressiveness. It is a different 
matter that Britain, after over a 
decade of privatisation of its rail-
ways, was forced to re-nationalise it 
recently! The basic objective of pri-
vatisation is to place at the disposal 
of the corporations, huge public 
assets built by people’s savings over 
the decades.

It has now become a fashion 
in India to denigrate the public 
sector. In fact, the advocates of glo-
balisation and the corporate pundits 
portray the public sector as the big-
gest blunder of independent India. 
We continue to hear much about the 
so-called inefficiency of the public 
sector.

Never once is the present gen-
eration told that the bulk of the 
currently sick public sector units 
were those that had to be taken 
over by the state from the private 
sector, which had made them sick 
due to their inefficiency and capri-
cious profit drive. The state, in 
other words, had to shoulder the 
burden of the private sector’s inef-
ficiency!

(This continues even today with 
the private sector refusing to return 
loans from nationalised banks.)

Many of the other sectors like 
banking, insurance, coal, etc were 
nationalised primarily in the inter-
ests of the country and to protect 
its people from the mercenary swin-
dling of their savings and resources 
by private capitalists.

In other words, part of the 
public sector emerged in pursuit of 
protecting the country and its people 
from the predatory loot of profit by 
the private sector. Consequently, it 
emerged to serve the people better!

Bourgeoisie
It is often wrongly believed that 

the public sector emerged as a part 
of some socialistic ideas India’s first 
Prime Minister, Jawaharlal Nehru, 
was presumed to have. The concepts 
of the public sector and state plan-
ning were undoubtedly introduced 
to the world by the first socialist 
state in the USSR.

In India, however, the inspira-
tion and the urge for the public 
sector, however much many may 
wish to disbelieve, came from the 
capitalist class itself.

In the initial years following 
independence, the monopoly bour-
geoisie (which provided leadership 
to the Indian ruling classes), through 
the nationalisation of the Imperial 
Bank and the legal displacement 
of foreign (mainly British) capital, 
came to possess the access to both 
finance and industrial capital.

Through state legislation, it 
virtually cordoned off the Indian 
market by imposing several tariffs 
and a long list of import restrictions. 
Thus, it protected its market and 
raw materials, vis-à-vis imperialist 
intentions.

Capitalist development, how-
ever, required the creation of 
an economic infrastructure and 
facilities of communications – an 
investment that the monopoly bour-
geoisie itself could not undertake at 
that stage.

Even if it had the resources, the 
nature of such investment meant 
long gestation periods, i.e., their 
capital would be tied up without 
returning profits for a long period, 
an option that they were reluctant to 
undertake.

The state, therefore, was to step 
in to undertake this task. This, the 
state had to do by raising resources, 
not from the ruling classes, but from 
the people. The excessive reliance 

on indirect taxes for raising revenue 
as opposed to direct taxes, i.e. taxes 
on commodities as opposed to those 
on incomes, meant pushing the 
burden of this method of creation of 
the infrastructure on to the shoulders 
of the poor. The public sector’s role 
was thus defined.

The clearest expression of this 
strategy, in fact, came three years 
before independence (1944), in 
a memorandum drawn up by Sir 
Purushottamdas Thakurdas and 
seven others including Ghanshyam 

Das Birla, J R D Tata and Shriram, 
incorporating a 15-year plan of eco-
nomic development.

Popularly known as the 
“Bombay Plan”, it was a 15-
year plan consisting of three 
five-year timeframes, where the 
first “will lay the foundation for the 
second and which in its turn will be 
the basis for the third one”.

The proposals for revenue rais-
ing by the government, under these 
plans, clearly reveal the class nature. 
Forty per cent was to come from the 
savings of the people collected by 
the government, and 34 per cent 
from government borrowing (whose 
burden eventually falls again on 
the people). An additional 13 per 
cent was to come from government 
resources (the sterling reserves held 
by the Reserve Bank of India).

In other words, 87 per cent 
of the resources were to be raised 
without touching the capitalist 
class while 45 per cent of the entire 
cost of the plan was to be spent to 
create the industrial infrastructure, 
and an additional 10 per cent for 
communications so necessary for 
industrialisation.

Therefore, the decision that the 
government’s business would be to 
be in business was at the prompting 
of business itself!

Privatisation push
Over the post-independence 

decades, the private corporate sector 
in the country gained immensely 
from the infrastructure created by 
the public sector. Between 1951 
and 1990, the assets of the top 22 
industrial houses in the country, 
according to one estimate, grew at 
a phenomenal annual growth rate 
of 226.12 per cent. According to 
another estimate, during the last 
five decades of the 20th century, 
the assets of the 20 industrial houses 
grew by 500 times!

This enormous capital in their 
hands (created through the exploi-
tation of the people and by utilising 
the state) needed to be employed 
for furthering their profits. In these 
five decades, the situation has so 
drastically changed that the very 
same capitalist class which, in 
the initial years of independence, 
did not have adequate capital to 
establish such infrastructures today 
has capital that is searching for 
employment! The clamour for pri-

MAGAZINE

May 21, 2003, saw the largest ever strike action by the 
working class in independent India. One of the issues 
was the protest against privatisation of public sector 
undertakings by the Vajpayee Government. On that very 
day, in one of the private TV channel’s studios, I was 
asked what the job of the government was: To serve, 
or to run business? They were actually paraphrasing 
Margaret Thatcher, who had, in the ’80s, while embarking 
on the dismantling of Britain’s public sector, infamously 
remarked, “It is not the business of the government to be 
in business”.

In defence of the public sector

University students in Britian protest against education privatisation

This process is becoming increasingly clear as the Vajpayee 
government relentlessly advances the agenda of liberalisation, 
globalisation and privatisation in India. Saving the public sector 
is, thus, vital for safeguarding India’s economic independence.
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In defence of the public sector

Australia-Cuba Friendship Society
National Consultation

In the face of Washington’s 
escalating hostility against the 
people of Cuba, this National ACFS 
Consultation strongly supports the 
recent actions of their government 
in defence of Cuba’s basic right to 
self-determination.

At the centre of the current 
crisis is Bush appointee James 
Cason, head of the US Special 
Interests Section in Havana, who 
has a long history of subversive 
activities in the internal affairs of 
Latin America.

Damning visual evidence 

showed Cason planning and funding 
acts of subversion, blatantly flouting 
normal diplomatic behaviour.

These mounting provocations 
and the breach of the US-Cuban 
Agreement to grant entry visas to 
Cubans wishing to emigrate have 
forced the Cuban government to 
take decisive action.

The double standards have gone 
even further with the recent spate 
of hijackings when Washington 
freed the hijackers, impounded and 
sold the planes and imprisoned the 
hijacked travellers.

It appears as if the world is 
being softened up to accept some 
form of US military intervention 
against Cuba, to replace the exist-
ing government and social system 
chosen by the people with one sub-
servient to US interests.

Cuba has friends all around 
the world and here in Australia we 
strengthen our commitment in sup-
port of the just struggle to maintain 
Cuba’s independence.

Long live our solidarity with the 
people of Cuba!
In attendance,
representatives from ACFS 
branches from Melbourne, 
Perth, Canberra, Brisbane 
and Sydney. J

The following resolution was carried unanimously by all 
ACFS branches at its national consultation held in Albury 
from May 10-11:

Two American Women

One dreamed of peace, the other of killing the enemy
One forgotten, the other subject of media frenzy.
One in Gaza braving a bulldozer two stories high.
The other a prisoner of war, her broken arm,
And small wounds treated in an Iraqi hospital.
One stopped the Israeli soldier about to crush
The home of a Palestinian family, by sitting
In his path. Suddenly the bulldozer driver
Moved. Rachel stood up, waved her arms.
His ominous blade pushed forward
The mound of dirt and debris that pulled
Her under, ran over her again, buried her deeper
Three witnesses dug her out.
A Palestinian ambulance made it through
Israeli forces to the hospital, where she died.
The other knew by USA advanced technique
The secret of her daring rescue, to show the world
At whatever cost, her President said,
American wartime chivalry. The plan succeeded,
The public wild with joy, TV showed it until
Jessica Lynch became an emblem of courage.
The atrocity of Rachel Corrie’s death not condemned
By the President of USA nor Israel, but Jessica’s rescue,
Helped by Bush’s God, will be mythologised
For future unjust wars.

Joan Williams

vatisation of the public sector is the 
result of this.

This they seek by dishonestly 
arguing that such privatisation is 
in the interests of the country and 
its people. The public assets built 
through the people’s savings and 
by the people’s labour they seek to 
appropriate for a song in pursuit of 
their super-profits.

It is this truth they seek to 
obfuscate behind the deceitful pro-
paganda that they unleash about the 
poor performance and malfunction-

ing of the public sector. They lack 
the elementary honesty, so typical of 
the corporate world, to tell the truth.

Reasons
However, a further question 

arises.  If the public sector ulti-
mately resulted in strengthening 
the private sector by providing the 
required economic infrastructure, 
then why this big struggle against 
privatisation? 

There are various important 
reasons why the public sector needs 
to be defended. The least of all, 
though important, is the objective 
of protecting the rights and lives 
of those employed by the public 
sector. The corporate world seeks to 
reduce the working class struggles 
against privatisation to this single 
reason. There are equal and more 
important other reasons.

First, the public sector con-
stitutes an economic bulwark of 
India’s self-reliance. For over five 
decades, the infrastructure created 
by the public sector helped India to 
stave off imperialist efforts to reduce 
us into economic dependency.

It needs to be recollected that in 
the pursuit of setting up the public 
sector, Prime Minister Nehru had 
first approached the USA and other 
Western developed countries for 
help in setting up a steel plant.

It was only when they refused, 
by advancing the argument that 
India could buy all the steel that it 
wants from their companies instead 
of producing it herself, that Nehru 
approached the USSR which readily 
agreed.

This, by itself, explains the 
fact that the Western industrialised 
countries sought to prohibit India’s 
industrialisation in order to make 
India crucially dependent upon 
them.  The public sector, thus, 
thwarted such designs against India 
and continues to remain the bulwark 
of our self-reliance.

Secondly, the public sector 
industries were located in areas 
which were economically back-
ward. The public sector, thus, 
played an important role in creating 
to an extent economically balanced 
development in the country.

The tendency of private capital 
is always to concentrate in those 
pockets where infrastructural facili-
ties exist to enable them to make 
greater profits. Islands of prosper-

ity in vast oceans of backwardness 
would be a source of constant and 
serious instability.

Thirdly, the public sector also 
performed a social role. It was 
not only the largest employment 
provider in the country but also 
advanced the goal of social justice 
by implementing the constitution-
ally guaranteed reservations for the 
scheduled castes and tribes. The 
private sector currently refuses to do 
this and would be loath to do so in 
the future as well.

Most importantly, however, is 
the fact that the political indepen-
dence of any country is crucially 
dependent upon its economic inde-
pendence. Any erosion of its 
economic sovereignty will sooner 
than later impose restrictions and 
lead to the erosion of its political 
sovereignty.

This process is becoming 
increasingly clear as the Vajpayee 
government relentlessly advances 
the agenda of liberalisation, glo-
balisation and privatisation in India. 
Saving the public sector is, thus, 
vital for safeguarding India’s eco-
nomic independence.

Safeguarding India’s economic 
sovereignty, in turn, is vital to 
strengthening its political indepen-
dence and protecting its people from 
economic enslavement by foreign 
and domestic capital. Only a gov-
ernment that can do this is able to 
protect its people. Such protection 
is the essential pre-requisite that 
enables any government to serve the 
people!

Managers and 
owners

On the contrary, it is precisely 
this that the Vajpayee Government 
seeks to do – the mortgaging of 
India and the erosion of its econom-
ic sovereignty. This it does because 
it is a government that instead seeks 
to serve the interests of foreign and 
domestic capital. It is a government 
that does disservice to the people 
and the country.

That is why scores of Indian 
workers joined by their brethren 
from all other walks of life arose 
united in defence of India on May 
21. This was a clear signal to the 
Vajpayee Government that the poli-
cies pursued by it are not in India’s 
interests and not acceptable to its 
people.

In the final analysis, it must be 
understood that the public sector, 
created through people’s savings and 
by people’s labour, is the property 
of the Indian people. Governments 
that come and go, only act as the 
managers of these assets. Now, no 
manager can sell the property with-
out the permission of the owner. If 
the manager seeks to do so, then the 
owner is left with no option but to 
sack the manager.

That is precisely what the Indian 
people shall do. If this Vajpayee 
Government does not halt and 
reverse its economic policies in 
general, and privatisation in particu-
lar, then the Indian people, as the 
owners of the public sector, have to 
sack this government, who should 
act as the manager but is bent upon 
selling these assets without the 
owner’s permission.
People’s Democracy newspaper 
of the Communist Party
of India (Marxist) J

This process is becoming increasingly clear as the Vajpayee 
government relentlessly advances the agenda of liberalisation, 
globalisation and privatisation in India. Saving the public sector 
is, thus, vital for safeguarding India’s economic independence.

Adelaide

Children Of The Gulf War
photographic exhibition

58 dramatic black and white images by respected anti-nuclear photojournalist, Takashi Morizumi, 
will be on display. The photos show how the Gulf War had never ended for most Iraqis – the pain of 
Iraqi mothers watching their children die from untreated leukaemia ... a grandparent trying to protect 

a grandchild from the agony of a failing kidney... families farming through necessity in a toxic, 
radioactive environment.

On display now until 28th June
Barr Smith Library

University of Adelaide
Open Mon to Thurs 8am-10am

Fri 8am-6pm, Sat & Sun 1pm-5pm
Entry free - donations accepted

www.wilpf.org.au
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by Susan Thorpe
Sean Garcia from the Wash-

ington, DC-based Latin American 
Working Group displayed a graph 
prepared by the US Border Patrol, 
“Apprehensions of Undocumented 
Migrants by Sector, 1993-2003,” 
that dramatically depicted both 
the undiminished numbers and the 
shift in migration patterns result-
ing from Border Patrol policies 
over the last decade.

No wall or fence will stop the 
migration of people desperate for 
work, he said. Sealing off areas 
has never diminished, let alone 
stopped, the flow north, but only 
funnels traffic to even harsher 
terrain, causing yet more deaths, 
he added.

Participants said current plans 
to expand the wall will further 
force migrant crossers into the 
most inhospitable, mountain-
ous, and dangerous terrain of the 
Sonoran Desert in the western 
quarter of Arizona and through 
vast isolated stretches of the unin-
habited Chihuahuan desert of New 
Mexico where the fence would 
end.

The Border Patrol’s plan 
would plunder the desert with over 
255 additional miles(410 km) of 
solid 15-foot-high wall(4.5m), 880 

more miles(1420km) of border 
roads, 145 remote surveillance 
cameras, and 410 stadium-style 
lights with generators, according 
to documents distributed to par-
ticipants.

The Border Patrol has yet to 
reveal what types of materials 
will be used to build the massive 
structure, its exact location, or its 
actual cost. Estimates range up 
to US$1 million per mile (a total 
of US$255 million) for the wall 
alone. At an average estimated 
cost of US$150,000 for each fix-
ture, lighting would come to an 
additional US$22 million.

There are no estimat-
ed figures for the remote 
cameras, helicopters, vehicles, 
maintenance, agents, or the 
road construction that will run 
through seven environmentally-
sensitive areas including the 
San Pedro Riparian National 
Conservation Area, the Cabeza 
Prieta National Wildlife Refuge 
and the San Bernardino National 
Wildlife Refuge.

The conferees expressed 
outrage at Republican Arizona 
Congressman Jim Kolbe, a big 
booster of the wall policy, com-
paring him to Republican Rep. 
Duncan Hunter (California) who 

supported the building of a wall 
through his district between San 
Diego and Tijuana.

According to figures from 
Rep. Hunter’s office, this 14-
mile(23km) double fence with 
cameras, lights and roads cost 
US$3 million per mile. Lauren 
Altes, speaking for San Diego’s 
Safe Border Coalition, reported, 
“The wall did not slow migration, 
it only shifted it to Arizona, and 
the deaths soared”.

Arizona human rights activists 
charge that US immigration policy 
and Border Patrol actions have 
resulted in over 2000 migrants’ 
deaths recorded since 1996.

Already this year, people are 
dying in the desert around Tucson 
at a rate of one every other day 
and summer has not even begun.

“This area has become a vast 
killing field for migrants”, said 
Isabel Garcia, spokesperson for 
Derechos Humanos of Tucson. 
“Last year, 145 died in Arizona 
alone,” Garcia continued, “and 
who knows how many more whose 
bodies were never found in this 
remote vast oven where the desert 
floor reaches temperatures of 175 
degrees(80c) it is impossible to 
know. Bring down the wall!”
People’s Weekly World J

They are preparing “a trap to 
favour a protection measure that will 
help this terrorist group”, affirmed a 
communiqué from Panamanian 
lawyers Rafael Rodríguez and 
Julio Berrios plus leaders from 
the Construction Workers Union 
(SUNTRACS), the National Trade 
Union Council (CONUSI), an 
indigenous organisation and four 
university student groups.

According to the lawyers, 
who have brought charges against 
the detainees on behalf of those 
organisations, the plan consists of 
approving a protection measure to 
place them under house arrest, thus 
facilitating their freedom.

Posada Carriles, Pedro Crispin 
Remón, Guillermo Novo Sampoll 
and Gaspar Jiménez Escobedo were 
arrested on November 17, 2000 

in Panama during the 10th Ibero-
American Summit.

The attempt on the President’s 
life could have caused the deaths 
of thousands of people in the 
University of Panama. Although 
the DA’s Office acknowledged 
the charge of illegal possession of 
explosives, it rejected the one of 
intent to murder on the grounds that 
no detonators were found.

Berrios also claimed that, over 
the last month: “there has been a 
saturation operation in the media, 
with national and international 
coverage, to confuse public opinion 
and undermine the investigation 
and the punishable charges against 
the terrorists, financed, organised 
and protected by Miami’s Cuban-
American mafia”.
Granma J

INTERNATIONAL

Activists say: “Bring down the wall”
Tucson Arizona: Kicking off a campaign to “Bring down the wall” 
on the border with Mexico, a broad-based coalition of community 
organisations and individuals held a teach-in here May 31. Organisers 
of the teach-in, which included environmentalists, human rights 
activists and indigenous people, are determined to reverse US 
Border Patrol plans that would expand the existing 15-foot-high 
solid metal wall and physically seal off three-quarters of the state 
of Arizona from Mexico.

by Tim Wheeler

The meetings, which began on 
May 31, ended June 4 when 500 
people, most of them of Jewish 
heritage, jammed a teach-in held 
in a hearing room in the Rayburn 
Building demanding that President 
Bush deliver on his promise of a 
“roadmap” leading to an indepen-
dent Palestinian state, coexisting 
peacefully with Israel. The plan was 
drawn up by the UN, the European 
Union, the United States and 
Russia.

Teach-in participants, who had 
come to the meeting at the call of the 
Tikkun Community, cheered when 
Democrat Representative Maxine 
Waters announced her endorsement 
of Tikkun’s Mideast peace resolu-
tion that had been introduced by 
Representative Dennis J Kucinich 
(D-Ohio) earlier in the day.

In his remarks Kucinich praised 
Tikkun for “bringing this discussion 
to Washington on a plan that can 
bring peace to the Middle East”.

Tikkun founder Rabbi Michael 
Lerner told the meeting that his 
organisation, dedicated to the search 
for a just peace in the Middle East, 
represents an alternative to the 
American Israel Public Affairs 
Committee, a conservative lobbying 
group.

“It is no secret that many 
Congressional leaders have been 
intimidated by the Committee and 
oppose the roadmap”, Lerner said, 
adding that the teach-in brought 
together the voices of many 
Americans “who understand that 
security for Israel can only come 
when there is security and self-
determination for the Palestinian 
people”.

Lerner said many Israeli peace 
activists have criticised the road 
map because it lacks a “clear des-
tination”. By contrast, the Tikkun 
resolution calls on Israel to with-
draw to its 1967 borders with minor 
changes allowing Israel to retain 
sections of Jerusalem, and to create 
an “economically and politically 
viable Palestinian state”.

Josh Ruebner, executive direc-
tor of Jews for Israeli-Palestinian 
Peace, told the People’s Weekly 
World, “This is perhaps the largest 
advocacy day for Palestinian-Israeli 
peace ever. I hope it has an impact 
on how lawmakers view the two-
state solution. Tikkun is trying to 
put more substance on the bones of 
the roadmap.”

Other speakers included Yaniv 
Iczkovits, an Israeli reservist and 
co-founder of “Courage to Refuse”, 
who described how he was ordered 
to search Palestinian houses in the 
West Bank for weapons.

“I didn’t think about going 
into a house at 1am in the morning 
waking up the children”, he said. “It 
is totally open to any soldier who 
wants to get in. When we dehuma-
nise other people, we dehumanise 
ourselves. When we deny others 
freedom, we definitely are not free.” 
The crowd erupted in applause.

A May 31 National Teach-in 
organised by United For Peace 
and Justice brought 2000 enthusi-
astic participants to Washington’s 
National City Christian Church to 
protest the US occupation of Iraq 
and the threat posed by the Bush 
doctrine of pre-emptive war.

The crowd, described by The 
Washington Post as “teenagers in 
jeans and sneakers [and] retirees in 

slacks and shined shoes”, filled the 
pews at the National City Christian 
Church, saying the war in Iraq is a 
long way from ending.

Those interviewed by the Post 
said they had come because the 
fight did not end the day Bush 
declared victory in the Iraq war and 
because they were worried about the 
direction of the country’s foreign 
and domestic policies.

The Reverend Graylan S Hagler, 
the African-American pastor of 
Plymouth Congregational United 
Church of Christ, was elated by the 
large turnout.

Hagler said the movement is 
shifting from an “anti-war” to an 
“anti-occupation movement – one 
that opposes the empire building” of 
the Bush administration.

Hagler voiced the concern that 
the traditional peace movement 
insufficiently reflects the diverse 
make-up of the US population.

“At this point we are holding 
open discussions about reaching 
out to the Black and Hispanic 
communities”, he said. “If you are 
going to remove the Bush, Cheney, 
Rumsfeld regime from power, it is 
going to take every stream of our 
population.”

Hagler said the peace movement 
should be looking to the 2004 elec-
tion with a platform “that resonates 
in people’s hearts” by emphasising 
funding social needs and ending 
pre-emptive war. “Our struggle 
against the Iraq war was righteous”, 
he said.

Organisers said the teach-in was 
held to help build a mass movement 
opposed not only to war but current 
US policy as well. “What happened 
in Iraq was not an accident, was 
not an anomaly”, Leslie Cagan 
told a Post reporter. “It was part 
of a total global plan by the Bush 
administration.”
People’s Weekly World (abridged),
Communist Party USA J

Teach-ins say:
Peace now! Dump Bush!
WASHINGTON: The nation’s capital was abuzz last week as peace 
activists from around the country pondered the next steps in the 
fight against the Bush doctrine of pre-emptive war at teach-ins 
organised by the Tikkun Community and United for Peace and 
Justice.

Lawyers and trade union and student organisations in Panama 
denounced a campaign to free the four terrorists headed by Luis 
Posada Carriles, all accused of plotting to assassinate Cuba’s President 
Fidel Castro during a rally at the University of Panama.

Plan to free anti-Castro 
terrorists

ALEIDA GUEVARA
Aleida Guevara is Che Guevara’s eldest daughter. She is a Cuban-based 
pediatrician who has served as an international doctor in both Nicaragua 

and Angola in the 1980s. She has emerged as a prominent figure in the anti-
globalisation movement, and will be speaking in Australia for the first time.

“Che Guevara, War and the Fight for Global Justice”
Melbourne: Wednesday 2nd July 7pm

RMIT Storey Hall, Swanston Street
Entry $5

Sydney: Saturday 5th July 7pm
Eastern Avenue Auditorium

University of Sydney,City Road Entrance
Entry by donation $6

Contact Pilar: Ph: 03 93264280 Email: pilar@oceanbooks.com.au
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The best the men could have 
expected, in other circumstances, 
would have been a dishonourable 
discharge. In fact no action of any 
kind is to be taken against them and 
nothing will go on their record.

Though the pair have shunned 
publicity it is clear that they took 
the principled stand against the Iraq 
war and it is equally clear that the 
Army did not want to test its dubi-
ous legality at court martial.

A major crime
The Army has enough on its 

plate already. Colonel Collins, 
puffed up as a “war-hero” last 

month is now accused of mistreat-
ing prisoners. He has been accused 
of personally ill-treating Iraqi 
prisoners-of-war and civilians under 
his control when he was in com-
mand in Basra. Charges of torturing 
and humiliating prisoners have been 
levelled at other soldiers and the 
military police are conducting 
inquiries at the moment.

None of this will surprise the 
Irish, Cypriot and Yemeni people or 
any others who had the misfortune 
to live under British colonial rule 
in the past. Threats, beatings and 
humiliation were standard issue for 
the colonial administrations of old 

and common practice in the occu-
pied north of Ireland.

Soldiers are answerable for 
their actions whatever their rank 
and claiming they were obeying 
orders is no excuse. But the ulti-
mate responsibility for war-crimes 
in Iraq – and the biggest is the 
invasion itself and the slaughter of 
thousands of civilians in callous 
air-raids – rests with Tony Blair and 
George W Bush.

Answer to the people
Tony Blair, like all hypocrites, 

wears his religion on his sleeve. He 
publicly tells us that his Christian 
faith sustained him during the Iraq 
war and that he is prepared to be 
judged by his “Maker” for the 
deaths caused by the conflict.

He should perhaps recall the 
words and acts of the founder of 
his proclaimed faith. Jesus Christ, 
known as the “Prince of Peace”, 
called on his followers to love their 
enemies and turn the other cheek. 
He never told a lie.

Blair on the other hand has great 
difficulty in coming clean over the 
information he says he had about 
Iraq’s supposed weapons of mass 
destruction.

There must be a public inquiry 
to establish whether Parliament 
was deliberately misled to justify 
the invasion of Iraq. If it was, Blair 
must resign.  He should remember 
that he is answerable to Parliament, 
the Labour Party and the people of 
Britain as well.
New Worker, paper of the New 
Communist Party of Britain J

This proposal was disclosed 
by Major General Geoffrey Miller, 
commander in charge of some 680 
prisoners from 43 countries being 
held at Camp Delta. The prison is 
part of the Pentagon base that ille-
gally occupies a corner of the island 
nation of Cuba.

Miller’s remarks were quoted in 
an article in Brisbane’s The Courier 
Mail newspaper on May 25.

The publicity created an embar-
rassment for the government of 
Tony Blair. The British ruling 
class, an older imperial power, has 
accepted a role as a junior ally to 
the war drive of the US empire but 
it has no death penalty. Downing 
Street’s response to the exposure 
of the death camp plans was terse 
and avoided condemnation: “The 
US government is well aware of the 
British government’s position on the 
death penalty.”

US law professor Jonathan 
Turley, who has led protests against 
the Pentagon tribunals at Camp 
Delta, said, “It is not surprising the 
authorities are building a death row 
because they have said they plan 
to try capital cases before these 
tribunals.

“This camp was created to 
execute people”, he stressed. 
“The administration has no inter-
est in long-term prison sentences 
for people it regards as hard-core 
terrorists.”

“Regards” is the operative word 
here. Not a single person held at 

Guantanamo since the Afghanistan 
war has been officially charged with 
a single crime in the 18 months they 
have spent caged at Camp Delta, far 
from their homes. They are, in the 
lingo of legal limbo, “suspects”.

Secretary of Defense Donald 
Rumsfeld dubs them “illegal com-
batants”. That linguistic sidestep 
allows the US to violate the require-
ments for humane treatment of 
prisoners of war specified under the 
Geneva conventions. Of course, the 
rights of civilians are also protected 
by the same Geneva conventions, 
and the Pentagon brass has crushed 
their rights, too, in this endless war 
of terror cynically camouflaged as a 
war on terror.

Rumours of torture during 
interrogations at Camp Delta, 
another breach of international 
law, have also leaked out. A front-
page article in the December 26, 
2002, Washington Post called 
attention to the decades-long 
policy of the CIA that allows its 
agents to torture anyone in its 
custody. The CIA maintains inter-
rogation facilities at the US naval
base at Guantanamo Bay.

According to the Post, detainees 
“are sometimes kept standing or 
kneeling for hours, in black hoods 
or spray-painted goggles.... At times 
they are held in awkward, painful 
positions and deprived of sleep with 
a 24-hour bombardment of lights – 
subject to what are known as ‘stress 
and duress’ techniques”.

Also, “captives are often ‘soft-
ened up’ by MPs [military police] 
and US Army Special Forces troops 
who beat them up and confine them 
in tiny rooms. The alleged terror-
ists are commonly blindfolded and 
thrown into walls, bound in painful 
positions, subjected to loud noises 
and deprived of sleep.”

Prisoners as young as 13 years 
old have been taken to Guantanamo. 
On March 5, Luitenent Colonel 
Barbara Burfeind, a Pentagon 
spokes person, told the French 
Press Agency that there had been 
20 attempted suicides there so far. 
There are also reports of several 
deaths.

Now comes the news that the 
Pentagon intends to try these prison-
ers in kangaroo courts and execute 
those it finds guilty of terrorism 
– which it defines as nothing more 
than fighting against the US forces 
that invaded Afghanistan with fear-
some weapons and are still carrying 
out sporadic bombings and raids on 
impoverished villages. The generals 
are relying on the constant racist 
stereotypes of Middle Eastern 
people delivered by the media to 
numb the public’s shock over such 
tyrannical practices.

The imprisonment of more than 
two million people in the United 
States – disproportionately people 
of colour – and the untrammelled, 
racist use of the death penalty as a 
weapon of terror have been under 
attack. This struggle should be 
expanded to include an end to the 
illegal detentions on Guantanamo 
and the dismantling of this death 
camp.
Workers’ World J

SWEDEN: Sweden has rejected a request by Indonesia to 
take action against the Stockholm-based leadership of the 
Free Aceh Movement (GAM). Sweden is home to 50 Aceh-
nese, including the group’s top leaders and Sultan Hasan 
Tiro, considered by GAM to be Aceh’s head of state. “We 
will follow Swedish law, which does not allow us to expel 
Swedish citizens”, said a Foreign Ministry spokesman.

CHILE: For the first time in the history of the Organisation of 
American States (OAS), the United States has been left out of 
the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR), 
which has just ended its 23rd General Assembly in Santiago 
de Chile. George Bush’s government unsuccessfully promoted 
Cuban-American Rafael Martinez, brother of current US Sec-
retary for Housing and Urban Development Mel Martinez, for 
a position in that agency. However, Washington’s nominee 
received only 13 out of 33 possible votes. His failure marks 
the first time that IACHR has worked without a US represen-
tative. The 33 participating countries elected lawyers from 
Brazil, El Salvador, Paraguay and Venezuela. Guatemalan 
Marta Altolaguirre, who has presided over the panel to date, 
was not re-elected, nor was Argentine Lawyer Juan Men-
dez. Both have traditionally received Washington’s support.

CUBA: Cuba invited Brazil’s state oil giant, Petrobras, to drill 
for oil off-shore in the Gulf of Mexico. The proposal has the 
political endorsement of the Brazilian President and the com-
pany will decide on the basis of risk, convenience and profit 
if it goes ahead with the project. Cuba has found heavy crude 
oil and gas on the coast east of Havana, where Canadian firm 
Sherritt International is involved in oil drilling and production.

GREECE: The Athens Bar Association plans to file a complaint 
with the International Criminal Court accusing British Prime Min-
ister Tony Blair and Foreign Secretary Jack Straw of war crimes 
because of their roles in the Iraq war. The group said it was 
considering similar action against the Spanish Prime Minister, 
who also backed the US-led campaign. The association cited 
Mr Blair, Mr Straw and others for “crimes against humanity and 
war crimes” as well as violations of international law, human 
rights and a number of treaties. It said that it felt an “ethical and 
juristic responsibility” to seek action from the new International 
Criminal Court. The court, inaugurated in March and backed by 
both Spain and Britain, is charged with intervening only when 
a country is unable or lacks the political will to carry out a trial.

INTERNATIONAL

Washington has floated plans to turn the US base at Guantanamo 
into a death camp, with its own execution chamber. Prisoners there 
could be tried, convicted and put to death without facing charges 
or a jury. There would be no right of appeal.

Britain
The first victory

Global briefs

The welcome news that no further action is to be taken against the 
two soldiers who refused to fight in the Iraq war is a mark of the 
success of their defence campaign and the anti-war movement as 
a whole. The two men, a private and an engineer from the 16th 
Air Assault Brigade based in Colchester, had faced possible court 
martial and up to two years in jail for disobeying orders.

The US is violating requirements for humane treatment of 
prisoners

US plans death camp

Adelaide
Kassim Abood

from the Iraqi Communist Party speaks on

Iraq’s future
Saturday 21 June 2.30 – 4.30

Semaphore Workers Club
93 The Esplanade, Semaphore

The Iraqi Communist Party
is the most influential political party in Iraq.

Rob Gowland, columnist with the CPA paper
The Guardian will also speak.

For more info: Phone the CPA on 08 8232 8200
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Dusted
George W Bush is constantly 
making dire pronouncements 
about the “terrorist threat”. 
In fact, presumably on the 
advice of his retinue of spin 
doctors, desperate to find a 
way to polish his image, he has 
made championing the need to 
“wage war” against terrorism 
the leit-motiv of his Presidency 
(so much more acceptable than 
fraudulent voting, the other thing 
he’s famous for).

by Rob Gowland

It’s all a sort of sick joke, of 
course, considering the way Bush’s 
Administration eagerly engages 
in terrorist actions against foreign 
countries from Colombia to Central 
Africa, and Cuba to the Middle 
East.

In the name of countering 
terrorism and other “threats to 
democracy”, the USA trains, funds 
and directs the most brutal and 
murderous elements of anti-popular 
regimes in Latin America, the 
Middle East and other parts of the 
world. Death squads and torturers 
trained at the US Army’s School of 
the Americas are a key element in 
the state terrorism perpetrated by a 
whole raft of reactionary regimes.

But deaths at the hands of ter-
rorists are not the only mass killings 
the Bush White House is concerned 
about. Dear me, no.

In the US itself, 1000 coal 

miners are killed every year by black 
lung disease, the result of working 
in mines thick with unfiltered coal 
dust. In the richest country on Earth, 
you would think they would be able 
to create safer working conditions 
than that, wouldn’t you?

Back in 1969 they tried to, with 
the Coal Mine Health and Safety 
Act, otherwise known as the Black 
Lung Bill. This mandated 34 coal 
dust tests per year per mine.

But we are talking about coal 
mining, that means West Virginia, 
Kentucky, Alabama and Indiana 
where the private mine owners 
regard their employees as serfs and 
unionists as enemy troops.

Strikes there have more than 
once developed into a type of civil 
war as the mine owners’ unleashed 
hired gun-toting thugs against the 
miners, who not unnaturally armed 
themselves in self-defence.

Notice the more or less iden-
tical tactics of the mine owners 
and the US Government over the 
years: death squads and terrorism. 
Coincidence, do you think?

Not that the Black Lung Bill 
could have seriously inconve-
nienced the miner owners: in the 
typical manner of “self regulating” 
US capitalism, the mine operators 
do the testing for dust themselves.

According to the US Communist 
Party’s newspaper People’s Weekly 
World, “a 1998 Louisville Courier-
Journal series exposed widespread 
fraud, scams and scandals in coal 
dust testing conducted by the mine 
owners.

“After interviewing 255 
working and retired miners and 
studying seven million government 
documents, the newspaper conclud-
ed that the tests were tainted and 
that enforcement of standards was 
lax. Inspections were botched, with 
11 inspectors convicted of taking 
bribes.”

Significantly, “dust inspections 

were more accurate in union mines 
than non-union mines”.

People’s Weekly World reported 
that “in an interview, the safety 
director of Shamrock Mining, one of 
the largest companies in the country, 
said, ‘The health of the men never 
entered into it. Controlling the dust 
just wasn’t part of the calculation. 
Production is number one.’”

You can’t say he wasn’t being 
frank!

But why bother with graft and 
corruption when you can get out of 
testing altogether?

By sheer coincidence, the Bush 
administration, the bosses’ friend, is 
proposing a Federal takeover of dust 
testing. In other hands that could 
be a good thing, but not under this 
administration.

The miners’ union, the United 
Mine Workers of America (UMWA), 
doctors and even some mine 

operators support the use of a new 
continuous dust sampling device 
developed by the National Institute 
of Occupational Health and Safety.

The Bush White House spurns 
such molly coddling and instead 
proposes to dramatically loosen the 
standards for conducting the tests, 
cutting the number of tests at some 
mines from the hitherto mandatory 
34 tests per year to just six or even 
three!

“Miners would breathe more 
dust under this rule”, says Joseph 
Main, director of the UMWA’s 
safety and health department. So 
men’s lives are at stake? In a time of 
high unemployment, you can always 
get more miners.

Bush’s intention to do the right 
thing by mine owners at the expense 
of the miners was signalled last year 
when he appointed David Lauriski 
Assistant Labor Secretary for mine 

health and safety. Lauriski was 
a coal company executive for 30 
years.

He’d know all about working 
conditions at the coal face, eh? 
Probably never got coal dust on his 
hands let alone up his nose and into 
his lungs.

The new regulations “show 
the complete disregard that David 
Lauriski and the Bush administra-
tion have for miners and working 
people in general”, said Joe Carter, 
a UMWA official in Charleston, 
West Virginia.

Or, to put it another way, work-
ers in the USA today are expected 
to work harder and longer for less 
pay and at risk of their health and 
safety. To force them to accept this 
they are to be subjected to a form of 
corporate terrorism, carried out by 
the leader of the bogus “war on ter-
rorism”, George W Bush. J

Throttling the UN
I would like to put recent 
developments in some historical 
context and perspective as regards 
the United Nations. I believe it 
is crucial at this juncture to 
evaluate such developments 
in order to be certain we base 
our judgments and actions on 
concrete reality.

It is generally after a conflict 
that the urge for peace intensifies. 
In that sense the war on Iraq was 
different, in that a preventative 
movement grew and formulated 
strategies and slogans prior to the 
war beginning. That the US and its 
two followers, Britain and Australia, 
went ahead anyway and committed 
a gross violation of international 
law and human rights, in no way 
negates the qualitative nature of the 
world-wide anti-war mobilisation. 
What is crucial, and what is missing 
in the equation, is the UN.

At the time of the first Gulf 
War in 1991, UN Secretary-General 
Kofi Annan lamented: “This is a sad 
day for the UN and the world. It is 
a very sad day for me personally.” 
Since that time things have, if any-
thing, degenerated in terms of the 
role of the UN, whose reason for 
existence is to prevent conflict and 
broker peace.

The US-led war on Yugoslavia 
relegated the UN to a role of power-
less and mute observer. Now the US 
agenda for the UN – to essentially 
turn it into a mopping up operation 
following wars of aggression by the 
US and its supporters – is on the 
table.

 The US has in fact been 
white-anting the UN for many 

decades. Almost from its inception 
Washington has viewed the world 
body as a hindrance to its global 
ambitions.

The basic ideas behind the UN, 
and before it the League of Nations, 
were to curb political fragmentation 
and international anarchy: to work 
out a uniform means of functioning 
within a single system of laws for 
all states.

Such international organisation 
was based on the agreement of all 
states to adhere to a code of conduct 
in their relations in order to maintain 
peace and security.

There is nothing wrong with 
such principles. Working con-
stantly against them were different 
principles, based on cut-throat 
competition and the ruthless pursuit 
of profits, for market control and 
world supremacy.

It is the rule of capitalism that 
erases the noblest ideals of the 
Covenant of the League of Nations 
and the Charter of the United 
Nations. Until the dismantling of 
the Soviet Union the UN had oper-
ated in a condition dominated by 
two super powers with two different 
social, political, economic and ideo-
logical world views.

However sharp the strug-
gle between these two trends 
– capitalist and socialist – became, 
it nonetheless preserved a certain 
state of equilibrium in international 
relations.

The US was not free to do as it 
pleased, knowing it would have to 
face the consequences of its actions. 
Historically speaking we are now 
dealing with a whole new situation.

Basically, after decades of 
working to undermine the socialist 
countries and the UN, the US will 

do everything it can to prevent a 
rival power or group of countries 
emerging to challenge its drive for 
global dominance. Throttling the 
UN is part of this strategy.

Marcus Browning
Sydney, NSW

Hands off the Senate!
Thank heavens Australia has 
the Senate it has, vigilant, 
active, democratically elected 
and stopping the worst draft 
legislation our amateur 
Governments dream up.

It provides the only real oppo-
sition to the two-party tyranny of 
look-alike major parties which have 
long ceased to inspire the elector-
ate. A feature of the much praised 
but little understood Westminster 
system is directly responsible of the 
lack of quality of our Governments.

That is that Ministers must be 
“in and of the Parliament”. Thus 
some 30 portfolios have to filled 
from roughly 100 elected politi-
cians! What can one expect? It is a 
recipe for incompetence. Why not 
address that serious deficiency, the 
major cause of the problem?

Klaas Woldring
Pearl Beach, NSW

LETTERS

Culture
& Life

Sydney

Professor Doug Rokke
Will speak on the impact of
DEPLETED URANIUM

Thursday 3 July 7-9pm
Tom Mann Theatre

136 Chalmers Street, Surry Hills
Rev Dr Ann Wansbrough

On the Australian connection
Chair: Tina Bursill

Entry $10.00 or by donation
Dr Rokke earned his Ph.D. in health physics from the 

University of Illinois in 1992. He was originally trained as 
a forensic scientist. When the Gulf War started, he was 

assigned to prepare soldiers to respond to nuclear, biological, 
and chemical warfare, and sent to the Gulf.

In 1991 he served as a health physicist for the US 
Army Depleted Uranium Assessment team of roughly 
100 primary members cleaning up Depleted Uranium 

(DU) in Kuwait, Iraq, and Saudi Arabia.
He was the US Army Depleted Uranium Project director from 

1994 to 1995. Following this, in 1996 and 1997 he directed the 
development, instruction, and assessment of radiation safety 

education and field procedures for the US Army at the Bradley 
Radiological Laboratories, Fort McClellan.

Dr Rokke is one of the authors of the Pentagon’s program for 
environmental remediation of formerly used defence sites.

He wrote the Army’s field manual for responding to 
chemical and biological warfare and has trained US 

soldiers in radiation safety techniques.
A former professor of environmental science at Jacksonville 
University and a veteran of both the Vietnam and the Gulf 
Wars, Dr Rokke has been in and out of uniform since 1967 

and now serves with the US Army Reserves.
Scientific training and first-hand experience with DU 

contamination lead Doug Rokke to speak out regarding the 
cover-up of Gulf War casualties and depleted uranium.

He calls use of DU a “war crime”.
Organised by Rokke Tour Committee

C/o Rev Dr Ann Wansbrough United Care NSW
ACT, PO Box A2178, Sydney South, NSW 1235

Got something
to say?

Then write it down
and send it to us.

Letters of up to
400 words are preferred.
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Compass (ABC 9.30pm Sundays) 
frequently has programs on 
important topics that just 
make you want to throw up 
your hands in despair. Not this 
week, however.

A Wedding In Ramallah, this 
week’s episode, is a multi-award-
winning documentary about 
Bassam, a Palestinian man living in 
the US, who goes home to Palestine 
to find a bride. His family arranges 
for him to meet and marry Mariam, 
a traditional village girl.

Bassam returnd to the US, but 
Mariam is trapped in a country 
under Israeli occupation. Eventually 
she makes it to the US, only to dis-
cover that a life in exile is no life at 
all.

Written, produced and directed 
by Sherine Salama for Habibi Films, 
this gives an unusual view of the 
Palestinians’ situation. By focussing 
on a Palestinian-American the film 
has given many US viewers their 
first appreciation of the human face 
of Israel’s aggression in Palestine.

The propaganda line of 
Gorbachev: After The 

Empire (SBS 7.30pm Monday) 
is evident in the title. SBS’ pub-
licity makes it even clearer, 
introducing Gorbachev as “former 
General Secretary of the Communist 
Party and last emperor of the 
USSR”.

Gorbachev is a non-entity in 
Russia today, rejected totally by 
voters in his last attempt at being 
President, cursed by most Russians 
on those rare occasions when he is 
even remembered.

Only imperialism still promotes 
him; he can still be useful for the 
odd book, speaking tour or TV 
program.

It’s all rather pathetic, but what 
does emerge is just how deeply anti-

Soviet Gorby and the group around 
him were, and had always been.

Gathered in a hotel room to 
toast the former leader, a group of 
Gorbachev’s friends acknowledge 
their anti-Soviet role: “At least 
we’re having a good time and not 
doing time, thanks to Gorbachev 
and those who supported him”.

Troy Russell’s docu-
mentary, Sydney 2000 

– The Foundation, showing in the 
Australia By Numbers slot (SBS 
7.30pm Wednesdays), traces the 
birth and life of The Foundation for 
Aboriginal Affairs.

According to Troy: “During the 
1960s, as the Koori population in 
Sydney grew, The Foundation for 
Aboriginal Affairs emerged. During 
a time when change for urban 
Kooris was on the increase, The 
Foundation helped the mob to help 
themselves.

“It became a springboard for 
Kooris’ social and political activities 
of the 1960s and 1970s.”

A group of well-known 
Aboriginal personalities, who were 
integral to The Foundation, have 
been interviewed for the program. 
They include Charles ‘Chika’ 
Dixon, Joyce Clague (née Mercy) 
who was involved with the push for 
the 1967 referendum, and political 
agitator Gary Foley.

Also interviewed is former 
boxing promoter Roy Carroll 
who was a field officer with The 
Foundation, Esther Carroll who has 
made a career of looking after the 
young Black people in Sydney and 
of course Eileen Perkins without 
whom, says Troy, the documentary 
would have been incomplete.

“Each has a story that viv-
idly recounts the struggle they were 
involved with at the Foundation 
– from the debutante balls held at 
the Sydney Town Hall to the turbu-
lent days at the Tent Embassy on the 
lawns of old Parliament House.”

Celeb (ABC 8.00pm 
Fridays) is based on the 

comic strip of the same name in the 
satirical British magazine Private 
Eye. Written and drawn by the team 
of Peattie, Warren and Taylor, the 
strip concerns the antics of a Mick 
Jagger-type aging filthy-rich rock 
star, Gary Bloke.

The strip is clever, if sometimes 

a little obvious (Private Eye tends to 
use the blunt instrument as often as 
it does the rapier). For once, how-
ever, I think the TV adaptation is 
actually better.

The BBC’s version of Celeb 
stars comedian Harry Enfield as 
Gary Bloke (you can actually see 
how many brain cells have been 
damaged by substance abuse). 
He’s childishly self-centred, knows 
nothing about anything except 
rock’n’roll and is excessively eager 
for sex.

The series has some very funny 
lines, delivered by talented actors, 
but what makes it special is the 
amount of clever visual gags in each 
episode. It is written by Charles 
Peattie and Mark Warren, two of the 
strip’s original trio, and directed by 
Ed Bye, whose other credits include 
Red Dwarf.

I found it that increasingly rare 
thing, a sitcom that actually makes 
you laugh.

Gary has invested some of his 

millions in a palatial country house 
where he lives with his ex-model 
wife, Debs (the excellent Amanda 
Holden – the receptionist in Kiss Me 
Kate), and his dopey son Troy, to 
the perturbation of the locals.

In episode one, the local villag-
ers have got up a petition against the 
holding of Gary’s birthday party, on 
the grounds of the excessive noise 
of previous parties. Gary appeals 
to his long suffering butler, Johnson 
(Rupert Vansittart):

“You were at last year’s party, 
Johnson. What was it like?” Johnson 
does not hesitate: “Vietnam, sir, 
only with more helicopters.”

Debs uses Gary’s keenness 
on sexual games to manage him 
and prevent him from spoiling her 
“career” as an A-list personality. 
In one of these games in the first 
episode Amanda Holden does a 
splendid spoof of Kylie Minogue 
(all pert bottom and mild Aussie 
accent).

The visual gag with the tele-
photo lens is a classic – so simple, 
so apt.

Stranger On The Third Floor 
(ABC 10.30pm Saturday) 

is that now vanished beast, the 
low-budget supporting feature. 
Little more than an hour in length, 
it typified the sort of small film the 
big Hollywood studios were able to 
“carry” in their hayday, films that 
were considered sufficiently unim-
portant that directors and writers 
could be allowed a certain amount 
of freedom to indulge their artistic 
impulses.

Made for RKO in 1940, it was 
written by Frank Partos and styl-
ishly directed, with many a nod to 
the German expressionist filmmak-
ers of the ’20s, by first-timer Boris 
Ingster, who never directed anything 
as interesting again.

The film is considered one of 
the first true noir films: “Ingster, 
cinematographer Nicholas Musuraca 
and art director Van Nest Polglase 
created a frightening, claustrophobic 
and nightmarish urban environment 
ruled by indifference, injustice and 
moral corruption.

“The forces of order (the police, 
district attorney, juries, judges and 
institutions) are the true villains here 
as they quickly and carelessly dis-
pense judgement on citizens.” J
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Sydney

Politics in the Pub
Every Friday night 6pm – 7.45pm

Gaelic Club, 64 Devonshire St, Surry Hills
(across from the Chalmers St exit and Devonshire St tunnel at Central Station)

Dinner afterwards in the Royal Exhibition Hotel across the road

June 20
AN ENLARGED ROLE FOR THE JOB NETWORK:

ASSISTING OR POLICING THE UNEMPLOYED
David Thompson, Chief Exec Officer Jobs Australia,

Chair National Employment Services Association;
Tony Eardley, Senior Research Fellow,

Social Policy Research Centre, Uni NSW

June 27
DEFENDING UNIVERSAL HEALTH CARE

Prof John Deeble, National Centre for Epidemiology
& Population Health, ANU;

Dr Con Costa, National Vice President, Doctors’ Reform Society;
Shaun Wilson, Research Fellow, Centre for Social Research ANU

July 4
THE RISE OR DEMISE OF THE AMERICAN EMPIRE

Humphrey McQeen, author, commentator;
Ian Bickerton, School of History Uni NSW

The Gaelic Club, like all clubs, is required to have non members sign in.
To avoid queues you may wish to become a social member for $5.

Inq: Pat Toms 9358 4834 pbtoms@bigpond.com; Jan O’Leary 9818 3737, 
jol@pnc.com.au PO Box 325 Rozelle NSW 2039; Win Childs Fax 9660 6554

www.politicsinthepub.org

Celeb Family stars comedian Harry Enfield as Gary Bloke

Rob Gowland
previews

ABC & SBS public
television programs

Sun June 22 ~
~ Sat June 28

Sydney

Exhibition: Isle of Refuge
Highlights the plight of asylum seekers in detention 

centres in Australia and the South Pacific.

Ivan Dougherty Gallery
until 19 July

Artists: Gordon Bennett, George Gittoes, Tim Johnson, 
Karma Phuntsok, Chris O’Doherty aka Reg Mombassa, 

Sue Saxon, Anne Zahalka, Laurens Tan, My Le Thi, 
Albertina Viegas, Savanhdary Vongpoothorn,

Guan Wei, Mahmoud Yekta

Sydney

Spanish Cancer
Support Group

Support, Information, Education
The South East

Neighbourhood Centre
Shop 68

Eastlakes Shopping Centre
Evans Ave Eastlakes

Meetings every 2nd Wed
2pm-4 pm

Contact: Manuel
or Mila 8338 8506
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by Fred Gaboury
Such was the fate of Julius 

and Ethel Rosenberg, arrested in 
the summer of 1950 and charged 
with conspiracy to commit espio-
nage. After a month-long trial in 
March 1951 and a single day of 
deliberation, a jury of 11 men and 
one woman found the pair guilty. 
On April 5, Federal Judge Irving 
Kaufman sentenced the Rosenbergs 
to death. Their co-defendant, 
Morton Sobell, (also charged with 
conspiracy) was sentenced to a 30-
year prison term. Kaufman set the 
execution date for the week of June 
21, 1951.

Because the charge was con-
spiracy, prosecutors were not 
required to provide tangible evi-
dence that the Rosenbergs had 
stolen anything or given anything to 
anybody. The government fought to 
have the case tried in a federal court 
where a conspiracy charge could 
be proven by the non-corroborated 
testimony of a single witness. Most 
states, including New York, would 
have required testimony from at 
least two witnesses not involved in 
the alleged conspiracy, to obtain a 
conviction.

In the Rosenberg case it was 
enough that other members of the 
alleged conspiracy – in this case 
David Greenglass (brother of Ethel) 
and his wife, Ruth – testify that the 
Rosenbergs were co-conspirators.

In return for her husband’s 
co-operation in framing the 
Rosenbergs, Ruth Greenglass (who 
swore she helped steal what the 
prosecution called “the most impor-
tant scientific secret ever known to 
mankind”) was never even indicted. 
David Greenglass was given 15 
years.

In a statement justifying his 
decision to impose the death sen-
tence on the Rosenbergs, Kaufman 
said, “I consider your crime worse 
than murder. … I believe your 
conduct in putting into the hands 
of the Russians the A-bomb years 
before our best scientists predicted 
Russia would perfect the bomb has 
already caused, in my opinion, the 
Communist aggression in Korea, 
with the resultant casualties exceed-
ing 50,000 and who knows but that 
millions more of innocent people 
may pay the price of your treason. 
… [Y]ou are hereby sentenced to 
the punishment of death.”

Despite Kaufman’s claim 

– echoed by President Eisenhower 
when he denied clemency 
– no atomic scientist ever said the 
Soviets had perfected their bomb 
more quickly than expected. In fact 
a chorus of scientists, including 
Nobel Prize winner Harold Urey 
and J Robert Oppenheimer, repeat-
edly said there was no “secret” to 
the atomic bomb.

Emanuel Bloch, the Rosenbergs’ 
attorney, had mistakenly moved 
to have Greenglass’ rude sketches 
of the atomic bomb sealed, thus 
making it impossible for scientists 
to view them until years after the 
Rosenbergs had been killed. Once 
they did however, they agreed with 
a colleague’s assessment that the 
drawings were “too incomplete, 
ambiguous and even incorrect to 
be of any service or value to the 
Soviets in shortening the time 
required to develop their nuclear 
bombs”.

In addition, the Soviet Union 
(a recent ally of the U.S. in World 
War II) had received 30,000 copies 
of the “Official Report of the United 
States Government on Atomic 
Energy Development for Military 
Purposes” that was issued in 1945. 
It is said that professionally trained 
scientists could clearly understand 
the structure of the bomb merely 
from studying this book.

The death sentence against the 
Rosenbergs, however, remained in 
place.

The following two years saw 
the development of a worldwide 
campaign demanding mercy. In the 
last days before the execution of the 
Rosenbergs, the Eisenhower admin-
istration ignored clemency pleas 
from leading personalities from 
around the world, including Pope 
Pius XI; Vincent Auriol, president 
of France; Albert Einstein and sev-
eral Nobel Laureates.

A week of frenzied  and desper-
ate  activity began on June 13, 1953, 
when the Supreme Court refused to 
hear the Rosenbergs’ appeal. Then 
came appearances before Judge 
Kaufman and before Supreme Court 
Justice William O Douglas, request-
ing a stay of execution. A petition 
for clemency was also sent to the 
White House.

Prior to recessing for the 
summer, the Justices made a 
“gentlemen’s agreement” that no 
Justice would issue a stay on his 
own and that the full court would be 

reconvened should the agreement be 
broken. On Tuesday, June 16, Chief 
Justice Fred Vinson and Attorney 
General Herbert Brownell agreed 
that if Douglas granted a stay of 
execution, Vinson would immedi-
ately convene a special session of 
the court to overturn the stay.

Furthermore, at Brownell’s 
suggestion, Vinson agreed to meet 
privately with Douglas in an effort 
to convince him not to decide the 
merits of the new motion himself, 
but to submit the motion for consid-
eration in conference.

But Justice Douglas granted a 
stay on June 17, basing his decision 
on the fact that “one of the requisites 
for imposing the death penalty 
under the 1946 Atomic Energy Act 
is that it can only be imposed if the 
jury recommends it”, something the 
jury hadn’t done.

Vinson then swung into action, 
and for only the third time in its 
history the Supreme Court was 
reconvened after it had already 
adjourned for vacation. (Neither 
the defence attorneys nor Justice 
Douglas were notified that this 
meeting was to take place.) And for 
the first time in its history, a stay by 
one of the judges was vacated by 

the other members of the court. The 
vote was 6 to 3.

Among the Supreme Court 
Justices willing to stay the execu-
tions, Hugo Black wrote: “It is not 
amiss to point out that this court 
has never received this record and 
has never affirmed the fairness of 
the trial. Without [that] ... there may 
always be questions as to whether 
these executions were legally and 
rightfully carried out.”

When a group of lawyers peti-
tioned Attorney General Brownell 
to postpone the executions for 24 
hours so that they not take place 
on the Jewish Sabbath, Brownell 
assured them there would be “no 
executions carried out through the 
Sabbath.”

Defence lawyers surmised this 
meant the executions would not take 
place before Saturday night, June 
20. But Brownell had other plans. 
He called Wilfred Denno, warden 
of Sing Sing prison and changed 
the date, not to after the Sabbath on  
June 20, but to before the Sabbath 
on June 19 at 8pm.

That the executions were carried 
out on the eve of the Jewish Sabbath 
is indicative of how absolutely 
determined the federal government 
was to first frame, and then execute, 
the Rosenbergs.

Although he twice refused to 
grant a stay of execution, President 
Eisenhower kept a telephone line 
with the warden at Sing Sing Prison 
open in the minutes before 8 pm on 
June 19, hoping that either Ethel or 
Julius would reconsider their refusal 
to plead guilty to a crime they had 
not committed when faced with 
imminent death.

Authorities had long hoped that 
they could play Julius and Ethel 

against one another in order to force 
a confession from Julius and then 
use that confession to prosecute an 
ever-widening number of “spies”.

Soon after Julius’ arrest, J Edgar 
Hoover said there was “no question” 
that, if “Julius Rosenberg would 
furnish details of his … espionage 
activities, it would be possible to 
proceed against other individuals. 
[P]roceeding against his wife might 
serve as a lever in this matter.” The 
government’s cynicism was bound-
less.

The dreadful hour drew near. 
Vigils demanding clemency were 
held in over 50 cities worldwide. 
Once again the White House refused 
to intervene. The Rosenbergs were 
executed shortly after 8pm, with 
Julius being the first. They were 
buried on June 21.

On Sept. 22, 1953, Emanuel 
Bloch released the following state-
ment made earlier by his client, 
Julius Rosenberg:

“This death sentence is not sur-
prising. It had to be. There had to be 
a Rosenberg Case because there had 
to be an intensification of the hyste-
ria in America to make the Korean 
War acceptable to the American 
people. There had to be a hysteria 
and a fear sent through America in 
order to get increased war budgets. 
And there had to be a dagger thrust 
in the heart of the left to tell them 
that we are no longer gonna give 
five years for a Smith Act pros-
ecution or one year for Contempt of 
Court, but we’re gonna kill ya!”

Visit www.pww.org for related 
story, “Robert Meeropol: We cel-
ebrate resistance” involving the 
younger son of Ethel and Julius 
Rosenburg.
People’s Weekly World J
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The murder of the Rosenbergs
Think back to the political climate of the early 1950s: Senator Joseph 
McCarthy on the prowl. Alger Hiss convicted of “losing China”. 
Eleven leaders of the Communist Party convicted of “conspiracy 
to teach and advocate the violent overthrow of the United States”. 
A US attack on North Korea. And, to top it off, the successful test 
of an atomic weapon by the Soviet Union. As one contemporary 
writer put it, “It was a tough time to be an accused spy, especially 
one accused of spying for the Soviet Union.”

Ethel and Julius Rosenberg during their trial in 1951
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