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And it will succeed if its plans 
to destroy Medicare are not brought 
to a resounding halt and the damage 
already done reversed.

At the moment someone who 
is sick or injured is free to walk 
into any public casualty centre if 
they feel the need. The doctor may 
treat them as he or she thinks fit. 
There is no need to get approval 
from an insurance company for the 
treatment and no need to attend the 
hospital of an insurance company’s 
choice.

But in the US where privatisa-
tion and “free markets” reign, that 
is not the case. Health care is not 
a right, but a privilege based on 
ability to pay.

Should the prime purpose of 
providing health services be the 
well being of the patient (consumer 
in economic rationalist talk) or the 
making of private profits?

Medicare card or 
credit card

Medicare: centrally funded 
through a progressive taxation 
system; providing universal access 
through bulkbilling (no fee for 
the patient); quality health care 
including preventative medicine; 
well funded public hospitals with 
proper staffing levels, well trained 
staff paid wages that reflect their 
high level of professionalism; 
subsidised, low cost medications. In 
other words, an equitable, efficient 
system where the primary concern 
is the health and well being of the 
people.

Free market for-profit: user 
pays, highly commercialised 
services where health is a commod-
ity, bought and sold on markets. 
“Consumers” receive the “product” 

that they can afford to pay for. Life 
is a lottery with provision of health 
care dependant on the ability to pay, 
not on need. Those who cannot af-
ford the treatment, go without, even 
if that means dying. The primary 
concern is shareholder returns and 
top executives’ multi-million dollar 
packages.

That is the choice facing 
Australia right now.

Medicare is in the interests 
of workers, pensioners, the un-
employed, the aged, students and 
Indigenous people of Australia. 
State and Federal Governments 
have already undermined Medicare 
through inadequate funding and 
staffing.

The Pharmaceutical Benefits 
Scheme (PBS) is being destroyed 
by stealth, with hikes in the price 
of scripts, removal of important 
medications from the list, a rocket-
ing safety net threshold and charges 
for Health Care Card holders.

Medicare is a proven, suc-
cessful national health insurance 
scheme. The Government argues 
that we cannot afford it, as they 
spend billions of dollars on war 
and corporate tax cuts.

The truth is that we cannot 
afford to be without it, particularly 
workers and their families.

There is enough money. It is a 
question of distribution. Apart from 
cutting military expenditure there 
is the annual $3.6 billion handout 
to the private health insurance 
companies.

There is no need for means 
testing. Means testing creates two 
classes of patient, and lays the 
basis for further undermining of 
the system. Universal access lies 
at the heart of Medicare. Once a 
group of people are not included, 
its integrity is destroyed.

The $3.6 billion in handouts, in 

the form of the $2.3 billion private 
health insurance (PHI) rebate and 
other assistance, does not result in 
one extra public hospital bed, not 
one extra nurse. It is taxpayers’ 
money bankrolling billion dollar 
insurance companies.

The same money spent on 
the public hospital system would 
overcome so many of the difficul-
ties faced now with hospital waiting 
lists, understaffed hospitals, lack of 
funding for equipment etc.

Medicare Alliance
The National Medicare Alliance 

and Doctors’ Reform Society 
developed an alternative proposal 
for spending some of that money. 
It includes:

• $280 million to increase 
rebate to GPs by $5, to enable them 
to bulk bill patients;

• $180 million to pay for nurses 
in general practice;

• $170 million increase in 
public hospital spending;

• $750 million for a proper 
National Dental Scheme;

• $150 million to fund 
independent advisers for GPS on 
use of medications to combat drug 
company propaganda. The big 
pharmaceutical corporations spend 
$30,000 per year on each doctor 
marketing their products;

• $120 million for Aboriginal 

and Islander health care (10 per 
cent increase);

• $300 million for aged care 
(10 per cent increase).

After all that there would still 
be another $1 billion left over!

Health care a right
Other countries can do it. In 

Europe health care is a right, and 
the trade unions and other com-
munity organisations are fighting 
to keep it that way. In France, for 
example, there are no out-of-pocket 
expenses for patients.

Under the US privatised system, 
40 million people have no health 
care cover, and many millions more 
have partial cover. A serious illness 
or operation can mean selling the 
house or going without the neces-
sary treatment.

The unbridled private profit-
making system in the US has seen 
the cost of health care and insurance 
rocket to crippling proportions, 
at the same time as standards and 
services have declined for millions 
of workers, students, retirees and 
the unemployed.

How many families can afford 
US$1200 (approximately A$2000) 
per month for coverage? And what 
do they get for that? A system man-
aged by the insurance companies 
who decide if a patient can have a 
procedure and in which hospital.

US workers who have cover 

through their enterprise agreements 
are continually fighting to retain 
that cover every time a contract 
comes up for renewal. Employers 
even threaten the payments of 
retirees during disputes. Health has 
become a bargaining chip, another 
“entitlement” which can go down 
the drain when a company goes 
bust or fails to make its payments.

The sack can mean the loss of 
cover.

Medicare has enemies – big 
powerful enemies – the same cor-
porate interests that drive the US 
system. They include the insurance 
companies, pharmaceutical corpora-
tions, the large health corporations 
that run private hospitals, medical 
centres, pathology and other 
services, and of course the Howard 
Government.

But they can be exposed 
and defeated by a united mass 
movement of the people. Such 
a movement can only succeed if 
the organised working class in the 
form of the trade union movement 
throws all of its weight into the 
struggle. J

Imagine waking up in the middle of a Saturday night 
with crippling pain and in need of urgent medical 
treatment. You ring your insurance company, describe 
the symptoms, and are told to hold on until Monday and 
visit the GP. Or the insurance company says you can 
visit a casualty department, but one they have a contract 
with which is 30 or 100 kilometres away, not the one just 
around the corner. Welcome to US-style health “care”, 
the system the Howard Government wants to impose on 
Australians.
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by Bob Briton

The ALP’s package would add 
20,000 fully funded places to uni-
versities by 2008. This undertaking 
would cost $314.8 million with 
another $347.6 million to be spent 
on the full funding of 25,000 places 
only partially funded at present. A 
further $312 million would be paid 
to universities over four years to 
maintain the value of funding.

Labor hopes to fund 3125 new 
nursing places and 4600 additional 
teaching places by 2008. HECS 
fees for science and maths students 
would be reduced by $1600 a year 
in an effort to attract more enrol-
ments in those courses.

The Australian Vice-
Chancellors’ Committee (AVCC) 
declared itself pleased with Labor’s 
policies and, no doubt, welcomes the 
fact that part of the funding would 
come from the scrapping of the 
industrial relations blackmail con-
tained in the Federal Government’s 
own “reform” package. 

With the May Budget, the 
Government announced that a share 
in $450 million worth of capital 
grants would be withheld from 
universities that failed to introduce 
IR “reforms”. Universities would 
be expected to force their staff onto 
individual (non-union) contracts 
that prohibit the taking of indus-
trial action. Naturally the National 
Tertiary Education Union welcomed 
this particular commitment from 
Labor.

Most Australians would applaud 
the proposal to partially fund the 
cost of Labor’s package with a 
$160 million cut in tax breaks cur-
rently given to foreign executives 
working in Australia and a $467 
million cut over four years from 
the diesel rebate given to mining 
companies.

The rebate would be reduced 
from 100 per cent [!] to 90 per cent.

Labor promises to redirect 
some of the Coalition’s $1.5 billion 
Budget spending and dip into the 
coffers to the tune of another $88 
million to fund their changes.

Students would benefit from 
the lifting of the income threshold 
at which they would have to start 
paying their HECS fees to $35,000 
per annum. Rent assistance of $90 
per fortnight for students receiving 
Austudy is another modest improve-
ment as is the decision to lower the 
age at which students are deemed to 
be independent of their parents, to 
23 years by 2007.

Labour would also scrap the 
Howard Government’s scheme to 
allow universities to fill up to half 
of their course places with students 
able to pay full up-front fees and 
would cap the fees that universities 
could charge their students.

There can be no argument that 
Labor’s policy package is preferable 
to the Government’s Budget pack-
age. However, it does little to tackle 
the inequity now built into higher 
education in Australia.

The recent National Report 
on Higher Education in Australia 
compiled by the Department of 
Education, itself, has put its finger 
on the main problems. It points out 
that, while thresholds for repay-
ment and HECS contributions may 
go up and down, student numbers 
from disadvantaged backgrounds 
remain steady (and unsatisfac-
tory) at around 16 per cent of total 
enrolments.

The paper concludes that social 
and cultural factors, rather than 
financial ones, must be behind the 
failure of the system to help stu-
dents from poorer backgrounds to 
complete higher education. This 
echoes the sentiments of Workplace 
Relations Minister Tony Abbott 
who believes that the major reason 
for poverty in Australia is simply 
the “bad choices” that poor people 
make.

These policy makers, from 
comfortable backgrounds, refuse to 
acknowledge that the inadequacy of 
Austudy assistance and the inevita-
bility of starting out a working life 
with a debt of up to $144,000 could 
discourage those without a wealthy 
Mummy or Daddy on the scene.

Labor’s policy announcement 
only tinkers with a higher educa-
tion system based on these sorts of 
assumptions.

The system of privilege should 
be brought to an end. This requires 
the complete abolition of fees and 
full and adequate public funding of 
university places and schools as a 
very minimum – something Labor is 
not prepared to commit itself to.

Such basic rights as quality edu-
cation for all, and university entry 
on the basis of merit require the 
building of a left and progressive 
movement and the election of a 
government of a new type which is 
not tied to corporate interests but is 
based amongst the people. J
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PRESS FUND
The 1988 Fitzgerald Inquiry sent a police commissioner and four 
Queensland cabinet ministers to jail. Former Premier Jo Bjelke-
Petersen wriggled out of a conviction and now wants $335 million for 
financial losses resulting from the inquiry. Stone the crows! It makes 
our request for Press Fund contributions look pretty tame. Our cause 
is, of course, infinitely more important than his, so if you possibly can, 
please send us a contribution for the next issue. Our sincere thanks go 
to the following for their generous contributions this week:
Hector Kerswell, commemorating 70 years of party membership $120.
E Durstan $5, O A $12, W Irving $5, “Round Figure” $8.
This week’s total: $150.  Progressive total: $6940.

No change of fundamentals in 
Labor’s higher education policiesBomber Beazley remains

Bomber Beazley
Last week when Kim Beazley, who presently does not hold 

any shadow portfolio on the ALP’s front bench, was interviewed 
on the ABC’s Lateline program, he demonstrated that he has 
lost none of the bellicosity that earned him the name of “Bomber 
Beazley” when he was Minister of Defence in the Keating and 
Hawke Governments.When asked about the most recent terror-
ist attack on the Marriott Hotel in Jakarta, Beazley responded: 
“We can only defend by attacking. We have to attack them at 
the very heart of their operations”.

Recalling that the bombing took place in Indonesia one 
wonders how and with what forces Australia is going to become 
involved in “attacking” “them”. Or is the former Defence 
Minister lining up to declare that Indonesia is also a “failed 
state” and should open itself to the Australian and US military 
forces?

Beazley repeated the same message when answering a ques-
tion about Australia’s credibility in the region and the need for a 
“credible well-resourced and effective intelligence community”. 
“I’m not simply talking about home. I’m talking about interna-
tionally… It’s a war that can only be won by attack”, he said.

The implication is that Australia’s intelligence agencies 
should be roaming around in Indonesia and the Philippines and 
presumably other countries and chasing after suspected “ter-
rorists” and attacking “them”.

Beazley said “the principal attacking agency (sic) are the 
intelligence agencies backed up by the police and may be, from 
time to time, by defence forces…” So there we have it – all arms 
of Australia’s intelligence, police and military forces are to be-
come involved in the domestic affairs of other states as they are 
now doing in the Solomon Islands.

It is a dangerous game that can only further erode 
Australia’s standing in the region among states that value their 
independence and will not countenance interference in their 
internal affairs by Australia and the US.

Beazley claimed that “We need respect in our region right 
now” and clearly believes that “respect” and “credibility” is 
achieved by “strike capabilities” rather than by a policy of 
peace and friendship, mutually beneficial trade and respect for 
the sovereignty and independence of all nations.

Responding to a question on Korea, Beazley declared that 
“there is no doubt at all that if a war broke out Australia would 
be involved”. At the same time he claims that the US “is actually 
playing this quite sensibly” while swallowing completely the US 
and media hype about the so-called “North Korean problem”. It 
is not a “North Korean problem” but an “American problem” 
that is the root cause of the current dispute.

US threats, the continued occupation of South Korea by US 
military forces, their refusal to support or encourage the calls 
of South Korea, China and Russia for a peaceful settlement and 
the total silence of Australian politicians and the media on the 
high level steps being taken by both North and South Korea to 
overcome the division of the Korean peninsular, all show that 
their game is to try to find a pretext for military action against 
North Korea.

Beazley, together with the US leaders, hopes to be able to use 
China and Russia to put pressure on and to politically isolate 
North Korea. “It [the US] is trying to bring China in, who 
have substantial influence over the North Koreans, to be part 
of an essential settlement of the North Korean problem”, said 
Beazley.

It needs to be acknowledged that Beazley did assert that a 
war would “devastate the economies of our major trading part-
ners and kill an awful lot of people”. He went on however, “I can 
tell you this – if a war did break out … then the submarines, the 
F-111s, the navy, the air force … would play a vital role in the 
activities that would then be undertaken”.

Once again Beazley’s remarks indicate the similarity of his 
policies to those of Prime Minister John Howard.

Lateline’s interviewer, Maxine McKew, asked whether his 
[Beazley’s] policies would “sit comfortably with today’s Labor 
Caucus”. She would suggested that if the US did not handle the 
situation with “suitable deftness” it “could fan enormous anti-
alliance sentiment within the Labor Party”.

Beazley did not answer this question.

It’s true that Labor’s higher education policies – announced last 
month by Opposition Leader Simon Crean and Shadow Education 
Minister Jenny Macklin – remove a number of threats from tertiary 
institutions and would bring some relief to long-suffering students. 
However, the fundamentals of the current higher education system  
will remain the same. The Higher Education Contribution Scheme 
(HECS), introduced by Labor in 1988, will continue to deter working 
classing students, cementing tertiary education as the privilege of 
the wealthy.

Urgent petition
The Nigerian Supreme Court has upheld the death sentence for Amina Lawal, condemned 

for the crime of adultery on August 19 2002, to be buried up to her neck and stoned to 
death. Her death was postponed so that she could continue to nurse her baby.

Hearing on her Execution is now set for August 27, 2003. If you haven’t been following this case, 
you might like to know that Amina’s baby is regarded as the “evidence” of her adultery.

Amina’s case is being handled by the Spanish branch of Amnesty International, which is attempting 
to put together enough signatures to make the Nigerian Government rescind the death sentence.
A similar campaign saved another Nigerian woman, Safiya, condemned in similar circumstances. 

By March 4 the petition had amassed over 2,600,000 signatures.
It will only take you a few seconds to sign Amnesty’s online petition. Please sign the petition now, 

then copy this message into a new email and send it to everyone in your address book.
Go to the web page

www.amnesty.org.au/e-card/petition.asp
Thanks for reading this. Please take the time to sign the petition.

BOOKSHELF
The Brisbane Line: A Reappraisal $45 (p&p $2.50)

by Drew Cottle
In a review of this book labour historian Rowan Cahill says: “The political and economic tour 
of pre-World War II Australia that Cottle takes the reader on, casts light on some dark places 

in the national soul, and rattles skeletons in the closet of the ruling class; it is almost like 
taking a trip through a parallel universe.

“Australian political and business heavyweights who were lauded and honoured as fine, 
upstanding citizens during the 1950s and 1960s, are revealed as players in a pre-war 
shadow world of economic imperatives, shifting allegiances, and possibly headed for 

collaboration and betrayal. Some of the leading pro-Japanese shifted their allegiance post-
war to the US, and got in on the ground floor in that department.

Essential reading for everyone who wants to know the facts about the Brisbane Line.
Published by Upfront Publishing, UK (pp250)

Order from SPA Books, 65 Campbell Street, Surry Hills. NSW 2010
Payment by Cheque, Money Order or Credit Card giving the name on the card, the card number, 

the type of card and the expiry date
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AUSTRALIA

by Peter Mac
The ABC had already 

announced it would axe its digi-
tal children’s channel and some 
children’s TV programs, in order 
to save $26 million and that these 
and the latest cuts will affect 100 
members of staff, 25 of whom will 
be made redundant.

ABC management has now 
revealed that its budget shortfall 
is actually some $4 million larger 
than the $26 million previously 
announced. This has ominous impli-
cations for ABC news and current 
affairs.

The crisis stems from the 
Government’s decision several years 
ago to cut funding by $50 million. It 
has refused to reinstate the previous 
funding level, and has made further 
savage cuts in specific areas.

The decision to cut cadet 
journalist training has been hypo-
critically condemned by some 
commercial broadcasters, who have 
historically benefited by recruiting 
talented new ABC-trained broad-
casters.

They also claimed that cuts 
could have been made at boardroom 
level, even though ABC manage-
ment has no control over the Board’s 
members, many of whom are 
Howard Government appointees.

With astonishing hypocrisy, the 
chauffeur-driven editors of some 

newspapers have suggested that the 
ABC could have avoided the latest 
cuts by disbanding part of its (very 
useful) car fleet.

Others have suggested that 
cuts could have been avoided by 
not having popular presenters such 
as Indira Naidoo flown to Sydney 
for weekly broadcasts. They con-
veniently ignore that fact that the 
ABC has been forced to centralise 
TV production in Sydney in order 
to cut costs.

Behind the News (BTN) is one 
of a number of children’s programs 
which will be discontinued as a 
result of the ABC’s decision to abol-
ish its educational production unit 
in South Australia. These cuts will 
be a terrible loss to school children 
around the nation.

The loss of BTN in particular 
has been slammed by the commer-
cial media. They ignore the fact that 
the Government itself has refused 
to commit to funding BTN when its 
current funding runs out.

However, others such as 
the NSW Parents and Citizens 
Federation have clearly attrib-
uted blame for the cuts to 
the Government. The Media, 
Entertainment and Arts Alliance 
said that inadequate government 
funding meant the ABC would 
be forced to “eat its own future”. 
The Deputy President of the NSW 

Teachers’ Federation, Jennifer 
Leete, attributed the cuts to “the 
Howard Government’s decision to 
engage in an exercise of political 
payback”.

The Federal Minister for 
Communications Richard Alston 
initially expressed delight at the 
shrinking of ABC broadcasting. He 
said ABC management’s “tough 
decisions” demonstrated it could 
live within its budget limitations 
without adversely affecting its pro-
gram range, which he described as 
“vast”, suggesting he favours even 
more program cuts.

(His previous outburst against 
program cuts mainly concerned the 
termination of digitally broadcast 
children’s shows, which will slow 
the general conversion to digital 
broadcasting.)

However, after the public outcry 
over the loss of Behind the News, 
Alston did a hasty “about face” and 
joined in the commercial media’s 
attack on ABC management.

Significantly, one of the 
programs he singled out as his 
preferred choice for axing was the 
ABC’s Media watch, which has 
frequently offered biting criticism 
of the failings of commercial media, 
and which as a consequence is hated 
by the media barons – as well as by 
the Minister, naturally.  

He also nominated the youth 
comedy program Glass House, 
whose host recently made some 
particularly hurtful remarks about 
Alston’s political orientation.

National editor of the ABC’s 
Foreign Correspondent program, 
John Cameron, commented: “We’ve 
got about 14 bureaus around the 
world and about 20 correspondents, 
and we will have to look very seri-
ously at whether we retain all of 
those.” 

Minister bias
Alston is still attacking the ABC 

over alleged “bias”. He previously 
accused the ABC of being unable to 
properly handle complaints of bias, 
after its complaints review panel 
rejected all but two of his 68 alle-
gations of ABC anti-American bias 
during the Iraq war.

He now claims that ABC 
management attempted to nobble 
the panel, and that they “cannot 
be trusted to oversee a genuinely 
open and independent complaints 
handling process”. 

In a frankly contemptuous 
rebuttal, ABC management replied 
that “Two weeks ago he questioned 
the independence (of the panel) and 

its members. Now we are to believe 
he is a champion of their indepen-
dence.”

The Australian Press Council 
also rejected the Minister’s com-
ments. It described his suggestion 
for establishment of an independent 
organisation to examine ABC bias 
as “raising the possibility of fur-
ther government restrictions on the 
media to freely report matters of 
public interest and concern”.

Not that this will deter Alston 
from further attacks on the ABC, 
which he appears determined to 
weaken, commercialise or even 
eliminate altogether. But better 
men than he have tried that, and 
failed. J

The Howard Government’s slow strangulation of ABC funding 
has resulted in further funding cuts. Last week ABC management 
announced it intended to scrap its cadet journalist training scheme, 
its children’s current affairs program Behind the News (BTN), parts 
of its current affairs programs, most of its midday news and much 
of its activity in other areas.

ABC forced to make further cuts

Hiroshima Day
For a nuclear free world

Banners and placards called for 
a nuclear-free world, the liberation 
of the Palestinians and for the US 
to get out of Iraq.

Vic Williams reports that in 
Perth over 100 people rallied at 
Perth Concert Hall gardens oppo-
site the US Consulate and marched 
to Forrest Place. Wade McDonald 
from the No War Alliance pointed 

out that the Hiroshima bomb 
destroyed the biggest Christian 
church in Asia.

Scott Ludlam of the Fremantle 
Anti-nuclear Group stated that we 
must not forget Hiroshima.

Peter Stewart, from Catholic 
Justice, reminded the meeting 
of the jailing of priest Daniel 
Berrigan, who was imprisoned for 

six years in the US for hammer-
ing the noses of warplanes. Daniel 
said that priests were not allowed 
to kill but were also not allowed to 
be silent when money was spent on 
weapons of mass destruction. Peter 
said the US was developing nuclear 
weapons as part of a first strike 
strategy.

Albert Faulkner of the Refugee 
Support Network said racism was 
an essential part of war prepara-
tions. “We need to let politicians 
know they cannot win elections 
with racism”, he said. J

The five children of the 
Bakhtiyari family have now spent 
two years and seven months in 
prison – two of those years in the 
Woomera hell-hole.

Freedom seemed assured on 
July 28 when Justice Strickland 
of the Family Court declared their 
detention “unlawful”.

Now, almost inexplicably, 
Justice Strickland has denied an 
interim application to have them 
released.

This shock decision is the 
second made by the Court regarding 
the children – when first presented 
in July 2002 Justice Dawe ruled that 
the case was not “urgent”, effective-
ly sentencing the children to another 
12 months of “unlawful” detention.

Currently two of the children 
are being held at Baxter with their 
father, and three are being held 
alone at Woomera.

This court case, and many others 
being fought by refugees, have been 
met with an unprecedented level of 
political pressure and interference 
by the Federal Government.

Strong and expert evidence was 
put before the Family Court damn-
ing to the practice of detention of 
children clearly outlining the critical 
need for their urgent release.

Yet the Government has 
won the day with a case based 
purely on hearsay evidence 
given by Australian Correctional 
Management, the transnational cor-

poration that once ran the centres 
and profited from the children’s 
incarceration.

Included in the Federal 
Government’s argument was the 
blatantly false and penny-pinching 
assertion that it would cost the 
Government three times as much 
to release the children into the 
community than it would be to keep 
them in detention

The South Australian State 
Government and the Catholic family 
services organisation Centacare 
have already promised to cover all 
costs for keeping the children.  J

Children remain
in hell-hole
While the detention of any refugee in a camp behind razor-wire is 
abhorrent and inhumane, the detention of children in those camps has 
now finally been declared illegal. So, why are they still there?

Marches to mark the US nuclear bombing of the Japanese cities 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki in 1945 took place around Australia at 
the weekend. In Sydney on Saturday around 3000 people marched 
from Town Hall Square to Belmore Park.

Pressure must continue to 
be applied on the Federal 
Government to repeal its 
criminal refugee detention 
laws, and in particular for 
Minister Ruddock to accede 
to the release of the five 
Bakhtiyari children.
Letters of protest
can be sent to
Philip Ruddock MP
Suite MF 40
Parliament House
Canberra ACT 2600 
or email:
philip.ruddock.mp@aph.gov.au
(Emails must include
postal address for reply.)

Back on the streets in Sydney
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by Bob Briton
The parties have been ordered 

to meet once more before return-
ing to the Commission on Friday. 
Management will get together with 
representatives of the ACTU and 
the ten unions leading the cam-
paign against the proposed trial. 
Altogether, around 35,000 staff will 
be affected if Qantas management 
succeeds in its efforts to introduce 
its drug and alcohol testing pro-
gram.

The current pause has been 
achieved thanks to the determination 
of airline staff across the country.

Petitions with many thousands 
of signatures have been circulated. 
Stopwork meetings in Brisbane, 
Sydney and Melbourne have 
roundly condemned the company’s 
attempt to introduce a two-month, 
zero tolerance trial on its Sydney 
staff from mid-August. Many of 
those not able to attend the meetings 
wore stickers making their opposi-
tion perfectly clear.

Over 900 ramp and baggage 
handlers, flight attendants, main-
tenance workers and airport staff 
attended the Sydney stopwork on 
Tuesday of last week with another 
600 meeting in Melbourne the next 
day. Motions were carried pledging 
support for any worker declining 
the tests or subjected to disciplinary 
measures due to a positive result.

Unions involved in the dis-
pute are opposed to the breath and 
urine tests envisaged by manage-
ment. Urine tests, in particular, are 
renowned for their unreliability and 
their tendency to confuse the use of 
common medicines for the abuse of 
illicit drugs.

The presence of codeine, for 

example, can sometimes appear to 
indicate heroin use. Representatives 
intend to present the anti-testing 
petition along with a flagon of wine 
and a box of cold and flu tablets 
to Qantas CEO Geoff Dixon in a 
symbolic protest at the crude regime 
being proposed by the airline 
bosses.

The unions also reject the notion 
that the program would be random. 
In fact it would target those staff 
alleged to have “behavioural prob-
lems”. It would also test EVERY 
worker returning from sick leave 
– thereby adding an inappropriate 
incentive to workers to disregard 
health problems.

Qantas management would not 
only become aware of illicit drug 
use, it would also be able to take 
note of any and all medicines being 
taken by staff. Tests could even 
single out those using Viagra or IVF 
drugs.

Workers would be required to 
report such drug use prior to test-
ing or risk penalties. Quite rightly, 
Qantas workers are outraged at 
this aspect of the proposed testing 
program.

“Obviously they will be able 
to detect the presence of other pre-
scribed medication, which we say 
if there’s no impact on that staff 
member’s ability to perform their 
duties safely, is none of Qantas’s 
business”, Australian Services 
Union Secretary Ingrid Stitt told the 
media.

Unions are pressing for an 
agreed impairment test to be used 
instead. This would most likely be 
a computer-based test to assess a 
subject’s ability to carry out cer-
tain tasks. The procedure would 

avoid the need for staff to take 
humiliating urine tests in front of 
a health worker or a video camera. 
They believe that tests should only 
be conducted if workers are vis-
ibly affected by drugs. Workers 
also insist that tests be conducted by 
independent authorities.

Qantas is making much of their 
claim that they have been engaged 
in a “consultative process” on the 
issue for twelve months. In fact 
this has been a unilateral attempt by 
management to change the contract 
of employment of staff. None of the 
recommendations of its workplace 
safety committee were taken on 
board and the policy was released 
prior to any consultation about its 
details. The company continues to 
bombard staff with bulletins about 
the suitability of its testing model.

Surely, this will not be the last 
of Qantas’s attempts to impose 
unnecessary drug testing on its 
employees. It argues that if it’s 
good enough for Esso and BHP 
to do it to their workers, it’s good 
enough for them. Workers should 
take the opposite lesson from 
recent events: if Qantas staff can 
prevent needless and undignified 
drug testing by an overbearing 
company, why can’t we? J

LABOUR STRUGGLES

Big blow against Ships of Shame

Qantas management’s plan to impose an intrusive regime of drug 
and alcohol testing on their workers has suffered a major setback. A 
decision of the Australian Industrial Relations Commission (AIRC) 
announced in Melbourne last week means that the airline’s bosses 
will have to restrict testing to executive staff for the time being. 
The result is a veritable own goal for those with a weakness for the 
long, boozy “business” lunch.

Bridgestone has told its 580 production and maintenance staff 
in South Australia that it intends to lock them out for two weeks 
without pay. The tyre workers have rejected the company’s 
proposed enterprise agreement with a resounding 92 per 
cent vote against in a secret ballot. Bridgestone is demand-
ing a freeze on wages for up to three years, increased hours 
of work, reduction in work breaks, unrestricted casualisation 
of the workforce, and no job security. Bridgestone claims that 
the “slash and burn” approach is necessary. The company 
made over $12 million in profit last year and its executives 
pocket over $2 million per year in salaries and bonuses.

AMWU members at Note Printing Australia, a subsidiary of 
the Reserve Bank, walked off the job last week for 36 hours 
alleging intimidation and harassment had become routine man-
agement practice. The 170 workers who manufacture bank 
notes have also written a number of affidavits alleging that one 
company executive told workers that, “I bash people up with 
my brains until they break”. AMWU Victorian Printing Division 
Secretary Steve Walsh said the possibility of further action has 
not being ruled out unless Note Printing Australia addresses 
this fundamental health and safety issue. The company has 
reduced its workforce by more than 600 since the introduc-
tion of plastic bank notes and this is the first time in 17 years 
that workers at the company have taken any industrial action.

This means that the Maritime 
Union of Australia can now go to 
the Australian Industrial Relations 
Commission (AIRC) to have the 
non-union crew being exploited on 
Ships of Shame receive Australian 
pay and conditions.

CSL, the shipping company that 
owns the vessel CSL Pacific – the 
subject of the Court decision – will 
have to pay its crew the Australian 
wage rate if the AIRC accepts an 
application from the Maritime 
Union of Australia. CSL rips off 
the crew of the Pacific, paying 
them $19,600 per year instead of 
$52,100.

It was CSL that took the action 
in the High Court, backed by the 
Howard Government, which has 
been issuing permits to allow it to 

operate in domestic shipping. The 
Government sold a number of ves-
sels, including the Pacific, to CSL 
as part of the privatisation of the 
Australian National Line.

The fight to save Australian 
shipping has been a long running 
campaign littered with the dirty tac-
tics of the Canadian transnational in 
collusion with the Government. Last 
July, with the Workplace Relations 
Minister Tony Abbott cheering them 
on, CSL tried to sue the Maritime 
Union.

First, CSL sacked the Australian 
crew of the CSL Yarra which then 
sailed out of Australian waters, but 
was back within days under another 
name flying the Bahamas flag and 
crewed with Ukranian workers on 
much lower wages.

CSL then began its Government-
backed proceedings in the Federal 
Court to sue the union under the 
provisions of the Trades Practices 
Act (45D and E). This was aimed at 
preventing any more actions against 
their ships in Australian waters.

The High Court ruling was 7-0 
that the Ukranian nationals crew-
ing the Pacific can come under the 
jurisdiction of the AIRC. It found 
that interstate trade provisions 
of the Constitution allowed the 
Workplace Relations Act to extend 
to foreign workers on foreign 
owned ships.

“It is an overwhelming vic-
tory for the Australian shipping 
industry and an indictment of the 
Howard Government’s policy”, said 
Maritime Union National Secretary 
Paddy Crumlin.

“They were seeking to introduce 
a foreign labour force into a domes-
tic industry, against the terms and 
intent of the Navigation Act.” J

The Howard Government’s drive to deregulate and sink Australian 
crewed and operated coastal shipping copped a thumping blow last 
week when the High Court ruled that the crew of foreign flagged 
ships can come under Australian industrial law and regulations.

Qantas drug testing dispute
Workers win round one

BHP denies family’s dying wish

This is not a hypothetical ques-
tion. It actually happened in the 
past few weeks and the company 
is BHP.

While BHP was signing the 
multi-million cheques for its former 
CEO Brian Gilbertson, Marion 
Robinson’s father lay dying in a 
Melbourne hospital. Marion’s hus-
band Ray works for BHP in the 
Pilbara since they moved there from 
Melbourne eight years ago.

As soon as her father’s request 
arrived Marion contacted Qantas 
to make urgent flight arrangements 
for the trip for herself, Ray and their 

daughter. Qantas were magnificent 
organising for the family to be on 
the next flight out of Port Hedland 
with a reduced fare.

But the Robinson family never 
made it. Ray, who has more than 
800-hours of leave accrued, was 
denied leave to go by BHP. The 
family was devastated but Marion 
and her daughter went.

The reason why Ray was denied 
leave is as obvious as it is disgust-
ing. He is a Union man and he 
was punished for rejecting BHP’s 
attempt to cajole him onto an indi-
vidual contract.

Marion left no one in the Pilbara 
in any doubt about her feelings in a 
moving letter to the region’s paper, 
The Northwest Telegraph, when 
she wrote of BHP: “It seems their 
compassion doesn’t extend to an old 
man’s dying wish. My husband’s 
combined leave entitlements add up 
to over 800 hours, so I guess flex-
ibility didn’t figure either.”

Ray and Marion Robinson’s 
experience is a shocking indictment 
of BHP’s vicious anti-unionism in 
the Pilbara. While its actions are 
morally repugnant, it economic 
sense is a farce. Both its morals and 
its economics are driven by a blind 
ideological crusade against collec-
tive bargaining in which BHP is 
shooting itself in the foot.

Common Cause J

What sort of a company splurges $24 million on a golden handshake 
for its already wealthy departing CEO and yet denies time off for 
one of its Union workers to attend the bedside of a dying family 
member?

LABOUR NOTES
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AUSTRALIA

“This is the Prime Minister 
lying to the Australian people 
again by playing with words”, said 
Dr Hannah Middleton from the 
Australian Anti-Bases Campaign 
Coalition (AABCC).

“The possibility of more US 
bases in Australia has been the 
subject of discussion in Australian, 
Asian and American news outlets 
for months”, she said, “with senior 
Pentagon officials quoted as saying 
this is what the US is asking for”.

“It is becoming increasingly 
clear that the Howard Government 
intends to embroil us even further 
in United States military adventures, 
whatever the security and economic 
costs to the Australian people”, Dr 
Middleton said.

“This is part of the Howard 
Government taking us ever closer 
into the orbit of the super power 
which is threatening world peace 
and stability by breaking arms 
agreements, developing new nuclear 

weapons and launching first strikes 
against impoverished countries.”

Howard declared that “If they 
[the US] have a proposal to put to 
us, we’ll have to consider it. And 
there shouldn’t be any assumptions 
made that we would automatically 
agree or disagree, we will have a 
look at it. It’s possible.”

This is the same double-talk 
formula that Howard used in the 
run-up to the Iraq war, claiming 
that the Government had not made 
a decision to participate in the inva-
sion of Iraq while actually sending 
SAS and naval vessels to the area.

Star Wars program
“The US also wants Australia 

to join – and help pay for – its 
missile shield program”, AABCC 
Co-ordinator Denis Doherty pointed 
out.

Asked if Australia was leaning 
towards becoming a partner in the 

controversial, expensive and still-
experimental “Star Wars” system, 
Defence Minister Senator Hill told 
the Weekend Australian (12/7/
2003): “The trend has been in that 
direction. The more likely progress 
will be through a ship-based scheme 
that won’t be specifically designed 
to protect continental Australia, but 
will have the capability of missile 
interception that will give us the 
potential to engage in a broader mis-
sile defence agenda.”

Come clean
Dr Middleton said, “With 

Australian military spending 
currently running at over $43 
million a day, it is time the Prime 
Minister came clean about his 
government’s intentions”.

On another front Deputy US 
Secretary of State Richard Armitage 
is attempting to silence the wide-
spread criticism of US policies in 
Australia.

Former Prime Minister Paul 
Keating said, “I hope the Americans 

have not led us into a Mad Max 
world, while they seek to shield 
themselves in the cocoon of national 
missile defence”.

Malcolm Fraser has criticised 
the Howard Government for making 

Australia too dependent on the US, 
which we could not rely on US 
assistance in case of need.

Robert Armitage in an attempt 
to silence the critics told Malcolm 
Fraser to “Stop. Just stop.” J

More lies from Howard
Peace groups reacted angrily to the statement by Prime Minister 
Howard last week that Australia has not been approached yet about 
providing bases for US troops.

The Australian Greens say that the McLeod report into last 
year’s disastrous bushfires in Canberra ignores the crucial 
role global warning played in them. The Greens point to 
scientific investigations, such as the one by David Karoly 
of the University of Oklahoma, which have looked at the af-
fect of global warming on the drought in Australia that has 
in turn produced prolonged hotter, drier weather across the 
Murray-Darling basin. This was a key factor that made the 
fires in the ACT so intense. But, of course the Federal Gov-
ernment refuses to take action to reduce greenhouse gases.

In a class system based on the exploitation of labour ev-
ery conceivable method is used to increase the amount of 
surplus value from the workers. And I mean every method. 
The boss, as we know, despises sick days: an ideal worker 
would never get sick. Now a US productivity think tank 
has discovered a bigger problem – “presenteeism”. Appar-
ently increasing numbers of workers are showing up at the 
job sick and stressed out and it’s costing companies tens 
of billions of dollars a year! They’re also doing heaps of 
overtime and skipping holidays and in many cases are be-
ing paid out for their sick days. As a result productivity goes 
down. What can be done about it? The answer escapes me.

Perhaps it’s something to do with people having too many 
rights? In Victoria the developer Becton has been given the 
thumbs up by the Bracks Government to build high rise tow-
ers in a low rise residential area. Becton has told the state’s 
Civil and Administrative Tribunal that ordinary people (i.e. 
the local residents who oppose the high rise plan) had been 
duped into believing an “urban myth” that they had any say 
in planning and development. Said the QC for Becton: “There 
can be no legitimate expectation by third parties of a right 
to be notified, consulted and heard”. Democracy in action.

CAPITALIST HOG OF THE WEEK: is Labor’s shadow(y) 
treasurer Mark Latham. The need is for public housing, stupid. 
Latham says he’s come up with the answer to the “housing 
problem”: the release of commonwealth lands whenever 
demand is “hot”, and more regulations on mortgage lenders 
and investment promoters. Well, the solution to people’s need 
for shelter won’t be found in all the nonsense the Govern-
ment and Labor is going on with. What’s wanted is properly 
funded and maintained quality public housing, with affordable 
rents and rights and responsibilities for tenants. Job creation 
would also be good, real jobs with proper wages. Oh, and 
real apprenticeships, not cheap labour schemes, and access 
to higher education, properly funded public schools, public 
ownership of the means of production … You get the picture.

These men have been kept in 
isolated and appalling conditions, 
subjected to ongoing interroga-
tion and been cut effectively from 
the outside world, including their 
Australian and US legal counsel.

Given the lack of transparency 
and due process to date, it is feared 
that neither David nor Mamdouh 
will not receive a fair trial. There 
is further concern that if found 
“guilty” these men may be kept in 
such inhumane conditions for the 
rest of their lives.

“They are being unlawfully 
detained, in breach of all the norms 
of international law and in contra-
vention of the Geneva Convention 
guidelines applying to prisoners 
of war”, said Stephen Hopper, 
Mamdouh Habib’s Australian 
solicitor.

Hannah Middleton, from the 
newly formed Sydney Peace and 
Justice Coalition stated: “These men 
have been tried by sections of the 
media and vilified by our political 
leaders. We need to remember, that 
whatever the circumstances, these 
men are ‘two of our own’, and have 
a right to have their basic human 
needs met, and to receive a fair and 
transparent trial.”

Thursday August 7 was David 
Hicks’ birthday. In Sydney, Adelaide 
and in country areas, Australians 
threw birthday parties to recognise 
David and Mamdouh as people 
who, like us, have birthdays and 
families, and have the same right to 
justice and basic human rights.

The theme was “hundreds and 
thousands”, representing other 
Australians who enjoy the human 
rights and justice that David and 
Mamdouh are currently denied.

The birthday party in Sydney 
continued with a group meeting 
at the gates of Kirribilli House to 
present the birthday card to John 
Howard to deliver to David and 
call for David and Mamdouh to be 
repatriated to receive justice under 
Australian law.

Stephen Hopper (Mamdouh 
Habib’s solicitor), Maha Habib 
(Mamdouh’s wife) and Hannah 
Middleton spoke at the event.

In Adelaide there was a birth-
day cake, balloons, party hats and 
whistles and entertainment with 
Peter Coombe singing children’s 
songs. Martyn Evans, member for 
Bonython cut the cake. Kay Bilney, 
from the Fair Go For David group 
in Adelaide, spoke: “We meet to 
remind John Howard and his gov-

ernment, all Australians and the 
world, that we have not forgotten 
David Hicks and Mamdouh Habib, 
nor have we abandoned the rule of 
law in Australia.

“All Australian citizens are enti-
tled to international human rights 
and conventions and representation 
by their government, a responsibility 
which has been denied David Hicks 
and Mamdouh Habib by the Howard 
Government.  They have received 
no consular or legal representation 
while being caged, shackled and 
constantly interrogated.

“I know I speak not only for 
Fair Go For David but also the 
Hicks family when I sincerely thank 
Adelaide lawyer Steven Kenny who 
has supported the Hicks family 
and travelled to New York to assist 
David.

“We also thank the Australian 
Peace Committee SA branch, 
Amnesty International, the polit-
ical parties, the Uniting Church in 
Australia and every other organisa-
tion and individual who defend the 
right to due process, the presump-
tion of innocence and the right to a 
fair trial.” J

A growing number of Australians are speaking out about their 
concern for the well being of fellow Australians, David Hicks and 
Mamdouh Habib who are currently being held, without charge, by 
the US military in Camp X-ray, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

“Happy Birthday David”
Thursday 7th August 2003

Kay Bilney, from the Fair Go For 
David group in Adelaide

Mr Andrew Wilkie, the former 
senior intelligence analyst who 
resigned from the Office of 
National Assessments (ONA) 
in protest at John Howard 
Government’s deceit over 
information relating to Iraq’s 
weapons of mass destruction 
and links to terrorism, has been 
nominated for the Australian of 
the Year Award 2004.

According to the Australia Day 
Council, “nominating someone for 
the awards is the greatest honour 
you can bestow upon them”.

If you feel that Mr Andrew 
Wilkie makes you proud, please 
support his nomination by providing 
a written reference for Andrew. This 
should be sent to:
Australian of the Year Awards 2004
National Australia Day Council
Old Parliament House
King George Terrace
Parkes ACT 2600

Please include the reference 
number 2103 in your letter. For any 
information on the Awards, visit 
www.australianoftheyear.gov.au, 
or call 1300 655 193. J

Andrew Wilkie
for Australian

of the Year
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by Anna Pha & Peter Symon
According to the British 

theoreticians the post-modern 
state, that is, the developed capi-
talist countries, have given up 
their national sovereignty for 
international sovereignty and 
globalisation. It has good gover-
nance, is civilised and pursues 
WTO and IMF policies. It accepts 
interdependence and globalisation 
with the breakdown of borders 
and adoption of universal values.

The post-modern state must 
open itself up to foreign investment 
and the “the interference of inter-
national organisations and foreign 
states ...”, says Robert Cooper, advi-
sor to British Prime Minister Tony 
Blair. (Re-ordering the World p.18)

Having painted a picture of 
“failed” states that pose a threat 
to the orderly, civilised, successful 
world, the task is for the “civilised” 
states to intervene.

If these failed states become 
too dangerous, “the organised states 
may eventually have to respond”, 
says Cooper. He gives Afghanistan 
as one such instance.

“What form should intervention 
take?” Cooper asks and answers his 
own question:

“The most logical way to 
deal with chaos, and the one most 
often employed in the past, is 
colonisation. But colonisation is 
unacceptable to post-modern states”, 
he claims. “It is precisely because of 
the death of imperialism that we are 
seeing the emergence of the pre-
modern world.” (Re-ordering the 
World, p.17)

Despite Cooper’s reservations, 
re-colonisation is the course now 
being taken by the imperialist 
powers. They assert that it is the 
way to stability and order.

 Terrorist threat
Mark Leonard, director of 

the Foreign Policy Centre, speaks 
in terms of “an exciting political 
project”, a “global community 
project”, based on “the values of 
liberal democracy”. He claims that 
“11 September [2001] offers new 
hope in achieving this”.

The September 11 attacks and 
the Bali bombings are being used 
systematically by the leaders of 
the imperialist countries to argue 
that the world faces the threat of 
“terrorism”.

Tony Blair asserts in justifica-
tion: “In this globalised world, once 
chaos and strife have got a grip 
on a region or a country, trouble 

is soon exported. Such regions 
and countries can become centres 
for trafficking in weapons, drugs 
and people; havens for criminal 
organisations; and sanctuaries for 
terrorists.” (Re-ordering the World, 
p. 119)

“… terrorists are strongest 
where states are weakest”, says 
Straw. (Re-ordering the World, 
p.98)

In today’s globalised world 
says Blair, “tackling terrorism in 
the USA means dealing with issues 
on the ground in the mountains of 
Afghanistan; bringing economic 
security to just one town in north-
ern England means addressing 
the international machinery of 
global finance. The international 
has become the domestic and 
the domestic international.” (Re-
ordering the World, p.120)

Old wars and new 
wars

Having raised the threat of 
terrorism globally, there is the 
question of how to deal with it. 
“Endless war”, of a “new type” is 
the response.

Old wars were wars between 
states, “in which the aim is to inflict 
maximum damage on an enemy, and 
in which the decisive encounter is 
battle”. (Mary Caldor, “The Power 
of Terror”, Re-ordering the World, 
p.21)

Now, we are told that the key 
question is internal rather than 
external security. Successful states 
have a responsibility to not only 
maintain their own internal security 
but to ensure “failed states” are also 
internally secure and stable.

They must take pre-emptive 
action to prevent states failing, to 
prevent terrorism and impose uni-
versal humanitarian values.

Out with the 
United Nations

This theory raises the ques-
tion of the relevance of the United 
Nations and international law which 
govern relations between states, and 
proscribe interference in the internal 
affairs of other nation states.

The idea that it is the responsi-
bility of the UN Security Council to 
authorise the use of force has been 
thrown out by the US, Britain and 
the Australian Governments.

“Effective international action 
often requires leadership – the 

willingness of one country, or group 
of countries, to take primary respon-
sibility for action”, says Professor 
Malcolm Chalmers, whose vision 
is one of shared responsibility 
with the US, “the ultimate security 
guarantor”. (Re-ordering the World 
p.82)

Mary Kaldor argues for an 
“alternative cosmopolitan poli-
tics”, one “based on tolerance and 
inclusiveness…” Ironically, her 
“alternative cosmopolitan politics” 
may involve “military action in 
order to protect civilians and create 
secure areas where cosmopoli-
tan politics can develop. But it is 
military action that is more like law 
enforcement than classic war …” 
(Re-ordering the World p.24)

New swing to 
fascism

Western governments are using 
these arguments to not only justify 
wars and occupations but also to 
impose fascist-like repressive laws 
on their own civilian populations.

In the USA it is the Patriot 
Act. In Australia it is the ASIO 
Bills, which give various agencies 
the right to incarcerate indefinitely 
almost any member of the 
community. These laws were passed 
in the name of anti-terrorism, but 
their real intention is for use against 
communists, trade unionists, peace 
activists, and the many others 
who question and take action 
against the policies of conservative 
governments and transnational 
corporations.

These policies not only pose 
a serious threat to the long held 
democratic rights to free speech and 
assembly but also threaten the con-
cept of elected governments that are 
open to scrutiny and are accountable 
to the people.

“… the boundaries between 
states are of decreasing legal and 
moral relevance”, writes Professor 
David Held, from the London 
School of Economics. (Re-ordering 
the World p.61)

He suggests that the legal 
power and the powers and functions 
associated with a sovereign state 
are moving beyond national 
borders, permitting intervention 
in the internal affairs of other 
states, a process well advanced in 
the economic sphere by the IMF, 
WTO and World Bank. Now it is 
being extended to the political and 
military spheres.

Redrawing the 
map of the world

As quoted earlier, one of the 
aims is to redraw the map of the 
world, to re-carve the territories of 
the world among the imperialist 
powers.

There are differences between 
the European Union and the USA 
over how it should be divided and 
also within their governments, 
over the strategies and tactics to 
be used. Above all, there is serious 
concern that the objective of one of 
the imperialist powers, the United 
States, world domination, even 
overrides the interests of other 
imperialist powers.

These divisions and emerging 
tensions may provide opportunities 
for the anti-war and anti-
globalisation movements to make 
gains.

Class struggle 
hidden from view

Besides the labels used to 
demonise the states of former 
colonies – “failed states”, “pre-
modern states” – language is also 
manipulated in order to sell inter-
vention and occupation to the people 
of the aggressor nations. Thus we 
have “security”, “national interests”, 
“peace”, “helping the people” of 
the “failed” state, etc (the Solomon 
Islands occupation is titled in pigen 
“Operation Helpem Fren”).

The intention is to not only 
cover up the real purpose of inter-
vention but to hide the class nature 
of the “war on terrorism”.

The struggle between labour 
and capital, between communists 
and capitalists, between imperial-
ism and the people is dressed in new 
clothing.

There are baddies and goodies, 
but these are not defined in class 
terms, although in practice the out-
comes are very much along class 
lines.

Hypocrisy abounds. The 
demand for “regime change” by 
whatever means (a former CIA 
operative defined “regime change” 
as assassination) is dependent on 
the government’s attitude to US 
and European investors, on its 
willingness to privatise government 
services and banks i.e. the provision 
of a stable investment environment 
for foreign capital.

Likewise the presence of terror-
ists is not evil when these terrorists 
are trained, armed and funded by 
the US, so long as they are serving 
the interests of the US and its clos-
est allies.

It is the politics of the govern-
ment being targeted that determines 
which governments will be toppled, 
which countries will be invaded.

If a country being targeted is 
not in chaos, does not already have 
a law and order problem or a crisis 
in government or a despotic dictator 
at the helm, then the first step is to 
create such a situation to justify a 
pre-emptive strike and invasion.

This was done, as already 
mentioned, in Yugoslavia and in 
Chechnya, is being arranged in Iran, 
in Indonesia, Zimbabwe, Liberia, 

and elsewhere. Race, religion and 
nationality are all being used to 
foster divisions.

The euphemisms abound, twist-
ing the meaning of language on its 
head, all part of the attempt to pres-
ent imperialism as acceptable and 
humanitarian.

The struggle for 
sovereignty and 
independence

As already mentioned, the 
defeat of fascism in WW2 led to the 
smashing of the colonial empires of 
Britain, France, Portugal, Germany, 
Belgium, Italy and Japan. It resulted 
in the emergence of a number of 
socialist states.

With the breakup of the Soviet 
Union and the overthrow of social-
ist governments in the USSR and in 
eastern Europe imperialism was free 
to continue its drive to re-colonise 
the former colonies and to take back 
the many economic and political 
conditions and rights won by the 
working class throughout the world.

None-the-less, the socialist 
example survived and many les-
sons were learnt. The Third World 
countries, comprising those coun-
tries that had been former colonies, 
resisted the discriminatory policies 
being foisted on them by the IMF 
and the World Bank.

Today Third World countries 
continue their struggle for economic 
and political independence and to 
overcome the colonial legacy which 
has had devastating consequences 
on their people, economies, culture 
and environment.

Today, there is a world-wide 
anti-globalisation movement which 
is linked with the equally strong and 
active world peace movement.

MAGAZINE

Part 1 of this article published in last week’s Guardian 
(6-8-03) looked at the concept of “failed states” which 
is being used by the Australian Government to defend 
Australia’s intervention in the Solomon Islands. The 
second and final part of the article makes the links 
between failed states, terrorism, intervention and endless 
war as they are being used by Western powers and the 
role of the people in opposition to their policies.

“Failed states” doctrine (Part 2)

If a country being targeted is not in chaos, does not already 
have a law and order problem or a crisis in government or a 
despotic dictator at the helm, then the first step is to create 
such a situation to justify a pre-emptive strike and invasion.
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Australia has no justification 
for their intervention even if they 
say it was upon request by the 
Solomon Islands Prime Minister 
Allan Kamekeza. To our knowledge 
a public referendum has not been 
conducted in the Solomon Islands 
to justify the Prime Minister’s 
drastic decision. In August 2000 
a National Peace Conference 
organised by the Solomon Islands 
Christian Association (SICA) in 
Honiara, which was a collective 
effort by Solomon islanders at 
addressing a comprehensive peace 
process clearly pointed in the 
direction of “demilitarisation under 
international control”, amongst 
other principles which they saw 
fundamental to the peace process 
and regaining stability.

One hundred and fifty (150) 
Solomon islanders from the island 
provinces, church delegates, women 
and youth organisations as well as 
the business sector and the tradi-
tional authorities such as the village 
elders and chiefs participated in this 
conference convened on board the 
New Zealand frigate Te Kaha off 
the coast of Honiara.

And it is for this reason that 
PCRC pleads with Solomon 

Islands leaders not to trade off 
their peoples’ sovereignty, indig-
enous rights, cultural heritage and 
dignity. Moreover, PCRC chal-
lenges Solomon Islanders and other 
Pacific leaders including Australia 
to assist in providing a platform 
in which Solomon Islanders can 
determine for themselves the type 
of government, reconciliation and 
reconstruction needed in bringing 
about a sustainable future.

If the Australian Government 
genuinely feels for the humanitar-
ian dilemma Solomon Islanders 
are facing then they should reject 
the arrogant and neo-colonial 
recommendations made by the 
much-publicised Australian 
Strategic Policy Institute (ASPI) 
stating that “the collapse of 
Solomon Islands is depriving 
Australia of business and invest-
ment opportunities”.

PCRC is appalled at the alleged 
plans for an establishment of a 
“governing council of about 12 
people led by a chief executive with 
a light infantry company on stand-
by, a judicial team of 20, prison 
staff, a group of accountants and 
other financial managers to admin-
ister the economy”.

This cheque-book diplo-
macy and military strategy of the 
Australian Government will not 
resolve the crisis. The further 
proposal by ASPI that “A constitu-
tional review be held, with a form 
of federalism as an option” is even 
more preposterous.

There is no mention or consid-
eration for Solomon Islanders to 
determine for themselves whether 
federalism is the most appropri-
ate form of government in the 
country.

Clearly, the sovereignty of 
Solomon Islands is being fla-
grantly disregarded under this 
grand scheme. If this intervention 
by Australia is left unchallenged 
and unquestioned, the Pacific will 
be setting for itself a dangerous 
precedent.

To reiterate, Solomon Islanders 
have clearly outlined the foundation 
in which they want the rebuilding 
of their country to take shape and 
it will be opportune to fully exhaust 
the mechanisms within the United 
Nations first.

We urge the Solomon 
Islands Government and Pacific 
Governments to consider an inter-
nationally and UN backed approach 
as requested by civil society 
organisations in Solomon Islands 
three years ago. PCRC believes 
that an alternative to the current 
dominant military paradigm advo-
cated by Australian Government 
for Solomon Islands is needed to 
resolve the situation of conflict and 
therein lies the challenge.
For further information visit:
www.PCRC.org.fj/ J

War is an essential hand-maiden 
of imperialism and opposition 
to war is an essential part of the 
movement against capitalism and 
imperialism.

The world has never before 
witnessed such massive and world-
wide demonstrations as took place 
against the war on Iraq. Although 
this movement, together with the 
refusal of many countries to bow to 
the dictates of the US in the United 
Nations, did not succeed in stop-
ping the US, British and Australian 
aggression, it signalled a new level 
of consciousness and determination 
to act.

There is stubborn opposition 
among Third World countries to 
the economic policies which the 
developed capitalist countries are 
attempting to impose in the World 
Trade Organisation.

A number of new progressive 
governments have been elected – in 
Venezuela, Brazil, Ecuador, South 
Africa, the Democratic People’s 
Republic of the Congo, Namibia, 
Cambodia, and in some Indian 
states, for example.

These governments are not 
socialist and face enormous eco-
nomic and political pressures and 
destabilisation by the imperialist 
powers. Their election shows a new 
level of consciousness on the part of 
the people in these countries.

Despite its military superiority, 
the US war machine is becoming 
bogged down in Iraq as it faces mas-
sive rejection on the part of the Iraqi 
people who are strongly committed 
to the independence of their country 
and demand that the occupiers get 
out. Their resistance illustrates the 
point that while military technology 
creates the illusion of limitless and 
unstoppable power, people remain 
decisive.

Another factor is the endemic 

economic and social crisis of the 
developed capitalist countries. 
And although capitalist states still 
control enormous resources and 
political capital among the people 
in the capitalist states, the economic 
difficulties and the inherent drive of 
capitalist employers to intensify the 
exploitation of the working people, 
is driving down living standards and 
generating resistance.

Furthermore, the social and 
political policies of the political 
leaders in these countries have 
led to a widespread understanding 
of their class commitment to the 
interests of the transnational corpo-
rations. Their massive lies over the 
objectives of the war against Iraq 
are also becoming a major factor in 
the disillusionment of many in their 
political and moral integrity.

It is on this background of grow-
ing opposition that the imperialist 
powers are intensifying and speed-
ing up their pre-emptive strikes 
against so-called “failed states”, 
using this excuse to re-impose their 
colonial domination and occupation 
of other countries with rich resourc-
es, particularly oil, or which occupy 
strategic positions, in their drive for 
world domination.

However, it is the conscious-
ness of the people and their acts of 
opposition that will eventually stop 
this new imperialist drive to war and 
domination in which the sovereignty 
and independence of other countries 
would be destroyed.

It is the millions upon millions 
of ordinary people who have in their 
hands the real security and the real 
interests of the people of the whole 
world.
Reordering the World,
edited by Mark Leonard,
foreword by Tony Blair,
published by The Foreign Policy 
Centre, London, 2002. J

MAGAZINE

“Failed states” doctrine (Part 2)

“The elements of the past are still here,
as alive as phantoms and wandering souls. 
The subsoil of Chiapas is full of murdered 
Indians, petrified forests, abandoned cities 
and oceans of petroleum.”
Anthropologist Tono Garcia de Leon

Where had they come from?
When they looked south to Mexico 
their American brothers and sisters
saw they had emerged, that
their hands and eyes and feet and bodies
were all individual yet of themselves.

Such moments are a revelation.
To be one with an entirety
but still retain yourself as entity;
to see a great land mass, connected and 
borderless,
yet maintaining and strengthening its 
uniqueness;
truly such an insight is staggering
for its simplicity and the question
“Why didn’t we see this before?”

The Zapatistas in their green trousers, their 
black tops
home sewn, their shotguns, machetes, 
assault rifles,
the black, yellow and red of the paliacates 
tied
round their necks or masking their faces.
“Vinimo de aqui’ proque no aguantamos, 
ve?”

We come because we couldn’t take it 
anymore, see?
Now in control of six cities in Chiapas, 
the capital San Cristobal de las Casas, 
theirs,
the road to Guatemala, the Lacandon 
jungle.

Whole towns and communities without 
electricity
in the shadow of hydroelectric dams, no 
sewage systems ─ 
illiteracy, death from hunger and curable 
diseases, 
torture at the hands of the army, 
assassination 
by the big land grabbing elite.

Days, years, decades, centuries turned over
in calloused hands; unemployment, 
poverty, humiliation
running like grain, like clean water, through 
the fingers
until the interior world – the phantoms, the 
whole of history –
fuses with hardened reality and the 
meaning of it all can be found
in a simple action like the grinding of corn:
“Vinimo a la guerra” – We came to the war.

Tom Pearson

Let the people 
decide!

Statement from the Pacific Concerns 
Resource Centre (Suva, Fiji)

22nd July 2003
The Pacific Concerns Resource Centre (PCRC) is wary 
and gravely concerned about the deployment of 15 
Australian military personnel in the sovereign state of the 
Solomon Islands to pave the way for the arrival of another 
2000 strong forces.

VINIMO A LA GUERRA
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by Greg Godwin

In one of the most remarkable 
events of the new millennium, 
Chavez supporters among the poor, 
the working classes and the military 
overturned a carefully planned and 
internationally-supported counter-
revolution. Within 48 hours, Chavez 
was returned to power in April 
2002.

But the counter-revolutionaries 
were not through. The Venezuelan 
upper classes, along with some 
corrupt elements of the labour 
movement, closed businesses in a 
lockout/strike, including in the deci-
sively important oil industry.

They were convinced that the 
masses, largely darker skinned 
people of African and Indigenous 
origin, were incapable of organis-
ing and sustaining economic life. 
(Chavez himself is dark skinned.)

This lockout/strike, they 

announced, would force Chavez’s 
resignation.

While nominally state-owned, 
PDVSA – the state oil monopoly 
– was a nest of corruption and 
privilege. Earnings in 2001 were 
US$52.1 billion, but transfers to 
the government were only US$11 
billion.

Despite a crippling two-
month period of belligerence and 
sabotage, cheerfully and gener-
ously encouraged by the wealthiest 
capitalist countries, Chavez and the 
Venezuelan people held firm against 
this rising.

Today the “Bolivarian 
Revolution” stands stronger than 
ever, serving as a beacon to the left-
ist trends in Brazil, Argentina and 
Ecuador and as a bulwark against 
the manoeuvres of US imperialism 
and reaction in Colombia.

Still, the full truth and mean-

ing of this victory have not been 
widely exposed. Most writers 
accept the dire prediction that the 
strike has permanently wrecked the 
Venezuelan economy. The reality is 
vastly different.

Since the lockout/strike ended, 
oil production has been restored to 
the same or nearly-the-same levels 
as before the work stoppage.

In a heroic effort requiring dedi-
cation and political understanding, 
the Venezuelan oil workers, with 
just over half of the pre-lockout/
strike workforce, fought to restore 
full production.

By late April, Standard and 
Poor’s had raised Venezuela’s rating 
from poor to stable. Other capital-
ist institutions, Credit Suisse First 
Boston and Merrill Lynch followed 
suit, raising Venezuela’s debt status, 
though you would not know this 
from hysterical press accounts of 
economic disaster.

As the economy stabilises and 
begins to grow again, the Chavez 
Government has imposed foreign 
currency controls to impede the 
withdrawal of dollars from the 
economy, a tactic widely used to 
destabilise leftist governments.

 As a result of this restriction 
and the reorganisation of the state-
run oil company, Venezuela has over 
US$15 billion in foreign currency 
reserves. Based on these impressive 
results, the UN’s World Economic 

and Social Report projects a healthy 
growth in the Venezuelan economy 
of 8.5 percent in 2004.

Rather than relying upon the 
business classes, which attempted 
to strangle the revolution, the 
Chavistas are using the currency 
reserves to import goods, like meats 
from Paraguay, and offer them at 
subsidised prices to the poor and 
working class. In March alone, 
public spending rose 74 percent 
against the same month in 2002.

Through an exchange program, 
Cuban professionals are addressing 
the medical and educational needs 
of the people. Much land has been 
redistributed and the Government 
has encouraged co-operatives.

Chavez has masterfully included 
the military in these revolutionary 
initiatives. Newspaper accounts 
have reported officers liberating 
hoards of goods purposely held 
back from the market to disrupt the 
economy.

Early in July, the revolutionary 
government imposed a mandatory 
10 percent wage increase for nearly 
three million Venezuelan work-
ers. Another 20 percent increase 
will go into effect in October. This 
has brought a violent outcry from 
Venezuela’s elites.

In response to employers who 
have threatened to lay off workers 
in the face of the wage increases, 
President Chavez has extended a 

freeze on layoffs through the end of 
the year.

While the people of Venezuela 
are continuing their march towards 
social justice, the enemies of this 
revolution will fight desperately 
and ruthlessly, no doubt welcoming 
any provocation that will draw the 
attention of their powerful northern 
neighbour, the US.

The opposition is currently 
seeking a referendum to overturn 
the electoral process that strength-
ened Chavez’s mandate. The 
establishment press professes a 
fear of economic collapse, but their 
real fear is the successes of the 
Bolivarian program.

Many correctly see the 
struggle in Venezuela as a fight 
for self-determination and democ-
racy. But it is also a victory against 
counter-revolution and economic 
blackmail, unleashing a profound 
social revolution in this impover-
ished country.

Some will see parallels with the 
early stages of the Cuban revolution, 
where upper class intransigence and 
foreign intervention spurred the 
strengthening and deepening of peo-
ple’s power. And like that struggle, 
the Venezuelan revolution’s success 
will require the support and solidar-
ity of honest people everywhere.
People’s Weekly World,
newspaper of
Communist Party, USA.  J

INTERNATIONAL

by José A Cruz

In Santiago, at the site of the 
Moncada barracks, Cuban President 
Fidel Castro spoke of the social 
problems that affected Cuba 50 
years ago and led to his organising 
and leading the rebellion.

He said that in 1953, there were 
600,000 unemployed Cubans while 
another “400,000 farm workers 
laboured only four months a year 
and were hungry the rest of the year 
... More than half of the best lands 
were in foreign hands.” In 1953, 
only 22.3 percent of the population 
was literate, the Cuban President 
recalled.

Immediately after the triumph 
of the Revolution, the Government 
recruited and sent people into all 
parts of this Caribbean country to 
teach people to read and write in the 
most massive educational campaign 
of its type in history.

Citing figures on health, edu-
cation, jobs, and other areas, the 
Cuban President contrasted Cuban 
life 50 years ago and today.

Today, “85 percent of the popu-
lation owns their own home. They 
pay no taxes. The remaining 15 
percent pay a small rent, which is 
merely symbolic.”

He said the gains of the 
Cuban Revolution show that the 
revolutionaries’ “program has been 
fulfilled and over-fulfilled. For 
a while, we have been following 
higher and unimaginable dreams.”

Even though the attack on the 
Moncada barracks was not success-
ful and Castro and the other rebels 
were captured, Cubans regard the 
attack as the start of the Cuban 
Revolution, which culminated in the 

revolutionaries driving out the dic-
tatorial regime of Fulgencio Batista 
on January 1, 1959.

The rebels who did not die in 
the battle were captured, tried and 
sent to prison.

Castro recalled his defence 
speech during his trial. In the 
speech, which ends with the pro-
phetic statement, “History will 
absolve me”, he said, “The future 
of the nation and the solutions to 
its problems cannot go on depend-
ing on the egotistical interests of a 
dozen financiers.”

He said he considered this to 
be the most important part of his 
defence. That speech was secretly 
printed and distributed throughout 
the country while Castro was in jail.

Castro said that neither the 
Cuban Government nor its people 
would accept being pressured. 
“Cuba, a small country, besieged 
and blockaded, has not only been 
able to survive, but to help other 
countries of the Third World, which 
have been exploited by colonising 
European countries.”

He said the European govern-
ments were working more in the 
interest of the US than of Europe. 
“Neither Europe nor the US will 
have the final word on the fate of 
humanity”, he said while calling on 
the EU to act in a way which is not 
“arrogant”.

Supporters of the Cuban 
Revolution and of normalised rela-
tions with Cuba held activities 
celebrating the Moncada anniver-
sary throughout Europe, the US, as 
well as in Latin America and the 
rest of the world.
People’s Weekly World 
(abridged) J

Venezuela

“Bolivarian Revolution” stands stronger
Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez is an advocate for the poor and 
working people, enjoying the votes of over half of his countrymen 
and women in every election. This infuriates the wealthy and 
powerful in Caracas and Washington, DC, as does his friendship 
with Cuban President Fidel Castro.

The future is Socialism – Hugo Chavez with Fidel Castro

Cuba
Millions celebrate 
50th anniversary
Millions of Cubans celebrated the 50th anniversary of the start 
of the Cuban Revolution with carnivals, dancing, street festivals, 
parades, meetings and rallies. July 26 is the anniversary of the 
attack on the Moncada Barracks, which sparked the revolution.

CITU secretariat called upon 
all the trade unions irrespective 
of affiliations to organise protest 
demonstrations in all the work-
places to assert their determination 
and resolve to defend the right to 
strike.

The Delhi State Communist 
Party of India (Marxist) (CPI(M)) 
said it was an authoritarian 
order banning strikes by Central 
Government Employees and could 
have wider ramifications if not 
fought against.

The Confederation of Central 
Government Employees and 
Workers said that “The Supreme 
Court ruling yesterday that the 
government employees have no 
fundamental legal or moral or 
equitable right to go on strike 
even for a just cause is to put it 

mildly unfortunate. It is all the 
more so because the said opinion 
was made while hearing a batch of 
petitions challenging the dismissal 
of 170,000 Tami Nadu state gov-
ernment employees, without even 
affording them an opportunity of 
being heard, the high principles of 
natural justice any civilised soci-
ety adheres to.

“The court’s advice that the 
government employees in a demo-
cratic welfare state should only 
resort to the machinery provided 
under different statutory provi-
sions for redressal of grievances, 
viewed from the fact that the TN 
state employees have no such 
machinery for collective negotia-
tion and settlement … is beyond 
one’s comprehension…

“It is really said that the apex 

court failed to appreciate the fact 
that the unilateral withdrawal 
of the pensionary benefits, the 
social security measure introduced 
decades back of the government 
employees was the root cause for 
agitation. The refusal to honour 
the commitment made earlier, 
… and the other unprecedented 
repressive measures accentuated 
the flow of anger, anguish and dis-
content amongst the rank and file 
of the employees…

“It is the Governments’ eco-
nomic policies (both of the centre 
and the states) of liberalisation, 
privatisation and globalisation and 
the consequent pauperisation of 
the workers and poor people that 
have triggered widespread agita-
tions and strikes throughout the 
country, be it in the government 
sector, public sector or private 
sector or the people at large. The 
attempt to pitch the common 
people against the workers 
through malicious propaganda of 
an imagined clash of interest will 
not succeed.” J

The central trade union body CITU has called for an all India protest 
action on August 13. The actions are in response to a Supreme Court 
judgement on August 6, banning the right to strike. The decision 
was made in relation to Tami Nadu (TN) government employees 
and teachers.

India
Right to strike nation-wide protest
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A telling moment – aid informs Bush of the attack on the World 
Trade Centre

The report lists 36 different 
summaries of warnings dating back 
to 1997. Among them:

“In September 1998, the 
[Intelligence Community] obtained 
information that Bin Laden’s next 
operation might involve flying an 
explosive-laden aircraft into a US 
airport and detonating it.” 

“In the fall of 1998, the 
[Intelligence Community] obtained 
information concerning a Bin Laden 
plot involving aircraft in the New 
York and Washington, DC areas.”

“In March 2000, the 
[Intelligence Community] obtained 
information regarding the types 
of targets that operatives of Bin 
Laden’s network might strike. The 
Statute of Liberty was specifically 
mentioned, as were skyscrapers, 
ports, airports, and nuclear power 
plants.”

Condoleezza Rice, Bush’s 
national security adviser, “stated 
in a May 16, 2002, press brief-
ing that, on August 6, 2001, (over 
one month before Sept 11) the 
President’s Daily Brief (PDB) 
included information that Bin 
Laden might hijack an airline and 
take hostages to gain release of 
one of their operatives. She said 
the warning was “generalised” 
– no date, place, or method.

Knowing all this
How could Rice, knowing all 

this, say that the administration had 
no idea “these people would take an 
airplane and slam it into the World 
Trade Centre, take another one and 
slam it into the Pentagon”?

“In sum, the Report of the 
Congressional Inquiry indicates 
that the intelligence community was 
very aware that bin Laden might fly 
an airplane into an American sky-
scraper”, says John Dean a White 
House counsel under Nixon. “Given 
the fact that there had already been 
an attempt to bring down the twin 
towers of the World Trade Centre 
with a bomb, how could Rice say 
what she did?”

Bush has now invoked executive 
privilege to withhold from Congress 
this key briefing on August 6, 2001.

We do know that despite years 
of warnings from the intelligence 
community, the Government appar-
ently had taken no steps to protect 
the eastern seaboard or any other 
American border from attack. There 
were no fighter aircraft ready to 
respond immediately to a threat. 
The government undertook no mea-
sures to increase airport security.

This entire affair has been 
forced into a discussion of what 

the CIA knew or didn’t know, and 
what it told or didn’t tell the White 
House. But the questioning needs to 
focus on what Bush knew or didn’t 
know. And what he did or didn’t do 
in response to what his intelligence 
advisers told him.

What we said
In January 2002, The Guardian 

published a booklet entitled Was the 
attack on Afghanistan planned prior 
to September 11? The introduction 
says: “There is compelling evidence 
that the September 11 terrorist 
attacks in the US were organised, 
at least in party, by US authorities 
as an excuse to start an already 
planned war in South Asia. It was 
also to be used as an excuse to begin 
the biggest attack on civil liberties 
in the West since the fascist era.

“There is evidence that the 
normal interception of hijacked 
aircraft was not activated until 
AFTER the attacks on the World 
Trade Centre and the Pentagon had 
taken place.

“There is evidence of a close 
relationship between the Bush 
family, the bin Laden family and 
the CIA.”
Acknowledgement to
Information Clearing House 
www.informationclearinghouse.info/
and to James Ridgeway
The Village Voice J

JAPAN: The Mayor of Hiroshima, Tadatoshi Akiba, has ac-
cused the US of a God-like worship of nuclear weapons. Mr 
Akiba was speaking at a ceremony last week in Memorial 
Park on the 58th anniversary of the city’s destruction by 
US nuclear bombs. “The nuclear non-proliferation treaty is 
on the verge of collapse”, said Mr Akiba. “The chief cause 
is US nuclear policy that, by openly declaring the pos-
sibility of a pre-emptive nuclear first strike and calling for 
resumed research into mini-nukes and so-called ‘usable nu-
clear weapons’ appears to worship nuclear weapons as God.”

INDONESIA: A court has sentenced Major-General Adam 
Damiri to just three years for human rights abuses in East 
Timor in 1999. “The court finds Damiri proven guilty of commit-
ting gross human rights violations”, said the presiding judge.

BRITAIN: The Blair Government has stepped up its 
campaign to discredit the man who blew the whis-
tle on the false evidence the Government used as a 
pretext to go to war on Iraq. Blair’s official spokesman told 
the media that weapons expert David Kelly was a “Walter 
Mitty-style fantasist”, referring to the day-dreaming fictional 
character created by author James Thurber. The attempt to 
smear Kelly, who was found dead from an apparent suicide 
near his home two weeks ago, came on the eve of his funeral.

IRAQ: The US military has told the families of the more 
than 10,000 innocent Iraqis killed during the invasion 
and occupation of their country that they will only get 
compensation if they can “prove clear-cut negligence or 
wrongdoing by US soldiers”. The policy also rules out “tragic 
mistakes” such as civilians who are shot dead at checkpoints.

INDIA: The number of people infected by HIV in 
the 12 months to the end of 2002 was 4.58 mil-
lion. This is the second highest number of infections 
in the world after South Africa. India’s National AIDS 
Control Organisation also raised the alarm over a new devel-
opment, the increasing number of HIV cases in rural areas.

USA: A church in Shreveport, Louisiana, is offer-
ing to pay the local white people $10 an hour to 
attend its services, saying the churches are “too segregated”.

PALESTINE: The Israeli Parliament has passed a law that bars 
Palestinians who marry Israelis from living in Israel. Orna Kohn, 
a lawyer who is petitioning the Israeli supreme court to block 
the law, said, “They want to prevent more Arabs moving to Is-
rael, but they also hope that more Arab citizens will follow their 
spouses to the Palestinian territories”. The law also affects those 
Palestinian residents of East Jerusalem who are not Israeli 
citizens. They will be unable to bring their spouses to the city, 
and if they leave they will lose their right to live in Jerusalem.

INTERNATIONAL

In the report just issued in the US by the Congressional Inquiry 
investigating the September 11 bombing of the World Trade Centre 
and the Pentagon it is abundantly clear that Bush did know that 
something was about to happen but did nothing about it. Was it 
an event that Bush needed to launch his “war on terrorism” and to 
unleash wars of aggression against Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria, Iran, 
North Korea and all other points north, south, east and west?

Global briefs

Bush was told, Bush did nothing

Open go for US oil corporations in Iraq

President Bush has recently 
quietly signed executive order 
13303, that not only gives US oil 
companies an open go but is a clas-
sic example of the criminal nature 
of the US Government and of the 
oil corporations. These corporations 
are a major driving force behind the 
attempts of the US Government to 
control oil resources wherever they 
are found.

Writing in the Melbourne Age, 
columnist Kenneth Davidson says, 
“In a report last month for the 
US Democratic legal think tank 
Government Accountability Project, 
the legal director, Tom Devine, said 
that in terms of legal liability, 13303 
‘cancels the concept of corporate 
accountability and abandons the 
rule of law … [It] is a blank cheque 
for corporate anarchy. Its sweeping, 
unqualified language places the 

industry above domestic and inter-
national law for anything related to 
commerce in Iraqi oil’.

“The immunity is unconstrained. 
The opening sentence decrees that 
‘any judicial process’ is ‘null and 
void’ Section 1(b) shields the value 
‘of any value whatsoever’ if it is 
‘related to’ the ‘sale or marketing of 
… all Iraqi petroleum and petroleum 
products’ or ‘interests’”.

Kenneth Davidson goes on: 
“According to Devine: ‘That means 
all corporate activities with roots or 
any connection to Iraqi oil. It covers 
everything from extraction through 
transportation, advertising, manu-
facture, customer service, corporate 
records and payment of taxes. It 
covers compliance with contrac-
tual obligations involving Iraq that 
industry enters into with the US 
Government in postwar Iraq’”.

Licence to loot
Kenneth Davidson says the 

“The executive order applies to US 
‘persons’ (including corporations or 
other organisations) who ‘come into 
possession or control’ of anything 
relevant to Iraqi oil or oil products. 
Devine comments, ‘Translated 
from the legalese, this is a license 
for corporations to loot Iraq and its 
citizens’”.

Bush’s order “is built on UN 
Security Council resolution 1483, 
which ended sanctions against Iraq 
and led to the establishment of the 
Development Fund for Iraq … into 
which all proceeds from future sales 
of Iraqi oil and gas will be placed.

“The development fund is con-
trolled by Paul Bremer, who is in 
charge of the US occupation of Iraq 
and it will be overseen by a board 
that includes representatives of the 
UN, the World Bank and the IMF.

“According to Devine: ‘Under 
the executive order there is no 
accountability to the taxpayers for 
taxpayer-supported spending by 
… firms with US contracts … It 
cancels liability for civil fraud in 
government contracts under the 
False Claims Act, the most effective 
anti-fraud statute. In short, the order 
is a blank cheque for pork-barrel 
spending.’”

Kenneth Davidson asks: “for 
how long will US troops be pre-
pared to risk death for Bush’s Texas 
oil mates?” J

“No Blood for Oil” was a popular slogan voiced by millions of 
demonstrators around the world against the invasion of Iraq. It 
was emblazoned on T-shirts, written on placards and shouted by 
demonstrators. At the time Bush, Blair and Howard ridiculed the 
idea and pedalled their lies that the war was about weapons of 
mass destruction and “regime change”.

The above booklet is available 
from SPA Books, 65 Campbell 
Street, Surry Hills, NSW 2010. 

Price $3 (p&p $1).

“No Blood for Oil” T-shirts 
still available from CPA, 65 

Campbell Street, Surry Hills, 
NSW 2010.  Price $16 plus $2 
postage. Please indicate size.

Sydney

BBQ for Cuba
Amigos de Cuba invite you to their

fundraising bar-b-que

All profit to children’s hospitals
Sunday 17th August from 12 noon till late

Casa Latin America
Hut 47, Addison Road Community Centre

147 Addison Road, Marrickville
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Huntin’ and 
shootin’ still taking 
their toll
The pioneer television naturalist 
Armand Denis (older readers will 
remember On Safari with Armand 
and Michaela Denis) recounted 
in his autobiography (called, of 
course, On Safari) his visit to the 
palace of some Eastern prince in 
the late ’40s.

by Rob Gowland
The palace walls were deco-

rated with numerous heads of some 
exotic antelope that even then was 
so rare as to be classified “endan-
gered”. When Denis pointed out 
the imminent danger of extinction 
if this beautiful animal continued to 
be hunted, the potentate gave a sly 
smile and said, “But I think there 
will be enough to last my lifetime”.

I have never had much empathy 
with the macho hunter who gets a 
sense of fulfilment or adventure out 
of using modern technology, usually 
in the form of a high-powered rifle, 
to kill at long range an animal that 
was not trying to harm him.

Fortunately, the era of the “big 
game hunter” has passed in most 
parts of the world. But so, unfortu-
nately, has the big game they used 
to hunt.

When Canadian scientist and 
author Farley Mowatt went to the 
Soviet Union to try to get sup-

port for some type of conservation 
effort for wolves in the USSR, he 
did not expect the decision that 
was ultimately made there. To his 
astonishment, the Soviet authori-
ties banned all hunting of wolves, 
making them a totally protected 
species for the first time anywhere 
in the world.

This was doubly surprising 
given the high level of support for 
hunting in the Soviet Union prior 
to the decision. Even game war-
dens in nature reserves saw their 
job as mainly shooting undesirable 
animals.

But banning hunting does not of 
itself secure a safe future for a spe-
cies. As long as there is profit to be 
made from them animals will be at 
risk. Banning the sale of ivory may 
stop elephants being killed for their 
tusks, but they are still killed by 
poachers who cut off their feet for 
sale as waste-paper bins.

Gorillas are killed by poach-
ers who cut off the gorillas’ hands 
to sell to tourists as souvenir ash 
trays. And rhinoceroses have been 
hunted almost to extinction because 
there’s money to be made selling 
powdered rhino horn in Asia as an 
aphrodisiac.

I used to think that only very 
backward people could think that 
such a product could give them an 
erection resembling a rhino’s horn, 
but these days my e-mail is littered 
with spam messages offering an 
enormous range of products all of 
which seem to be promising that 
they will give the user a penis the 
size of a blue whale’s.

Meanwhile, back in Africa, the 
poachers continue to kill wildlife 
because no other work offers any-
thing like the kind of money they 
can get from this trade.

In the middle of last month, the 
European Union threatened to sus-
pend trade in grizzly bear hunting 

trophies (you know, claws, teeth, 
skins, mounted heads, whole stuffed 
bears standing erect).

The threat would be put into 
effect unless the Canadian province 
of British Columbia demonstrated 
“credible evidence of progress” in 
grizzly protection, including the 
creation of up to 14 reserves where 
hunting is forbidden, by December 
1 this year.

It sounds good, and it is cer-
tainly an encouraging step. But 
hundreds of grizzlies are killed 
by hunters every year in British 
Columbia, bear stocks are dwin-
dling everywhere, and the giant 
bears’ forest habitat is being cleared 
and destroyed all the time.

Around 40 percent of the bears 
shot in BC are killed by foreign 
hunters who pay handsomely for 
the privilege of knocking off such a 
magnificent beast. These well-to-do 
“thrill seekers” come mostly from 
the EU and the US.

Environmentalists already main-
tain that continued hunting will lead 
to the bears’ numbers falling below 
a sustainable level. Fourteen rela-
tively small reserves are a sop, not 
a solution.

Meanwhile, in Britain, Labour 
MPs have voted for a complete 
ban on fox-hunting in England and 
Wales. Labour leader Tony Blair, 
like the good Tory he really is, 
opposed the measure but his Party 
colleagues thought it was time to 
dump this ruling class privilege.

As the New Worker put it “the 
root of the matter is ending a ‘sport’ 
which should have been banned 
years ago.

“Working class ‘blood sports 
like cock-fighting, bear-baiting and 
dog-fights were all banned in the 
nineteenth century because of the 
cruelty to the animals involved and 
the gambling which accompanied it.

“Chasing a fox across the 

countryside and tearing it to bits 
by a pack of hounds was exempted 
because this was a sport of the 
country gentry and the rich and 
therefore okay.”

The huntin’ and shootin’ set 
argued as they always have that 
abolition of fox hunting would lead 

to destitution in rural areas. New 
Worker quite rightly characterised 
this as “plain nonsense” but pointed 
out that even if it were true a bit of 
government money pumped into 
“popular sports like horse racing 
and show-jumping” would more 
than offset any ill effects. J

A certain view of 
history
Rob Gowland’s recent articles 
on history have prodded me into 
penning these lines. I am not a 
historian or even a student of 
history and I don’t think I am 
being a revisionist – but I suppose 
it depends on your point of view. 
I’ll start it off with a bang! I’ve 
been wondering if the term 
“World War II” is a misnomer.

What? The man is really mad. 
Well, lets look at who decided to 
call it that in the first place – our old 
“friends” the capitalists! I note that 
Russia referred to it as “The Great 
Patriotic War”.

So what do I think it should be 

called? It arises from what I have 
written previously – the undeclared 
and never acknowledged war, WW2 
– really started in 1917, even before 
WW1 had ended.

It started when the “allies” (such 
as they were, and still are) turned on 
one of those that had been fighting 
with them against Germany because 
it had become “worker controlled” 
and they knew quite well the danger 
that was there for them.

But their efforts to strangle it at 
birth were unsuccessful and the war 
has continued ever since. WW2 so 
named was just a big battle in this 
continuing war.

It came about because the 
workers’ state was actually chal-
lenging the top capitalist state for 
the number one world position. 

This was intolerable. It had to be 
stopped and taught a lesson – put in 
its place.

So some of the capitalist states 
got together and launched a plan 
that could solve the problem and 
possibly one or two others. At the 
same Germany was totally anti-
communist – why not encourage it 
to expand eastwards and teach that 
upstart workers’ state a lesson.

They, of course, would remain 
on the sidelines making a bit by 
supplying both sides and keeping 
them going until both were exhaust-
ed – and then step in and pick the 
bones of both sides. What a capital-
ist plan, old chap.

But it came unstuck because the 
German capitalists were wide awake 
to how capitalist thinking goes 
and had a few plans of their own. 
Being arrogantly confident of their 
military might they reckoned they 
could not only handle Russia with 
ease but could give their “friends” a 
kick in the backside to teach them a 
lesson too.

So they pushed as far as they 
could without fighting, but when the 
“allies” had to finally make a stand, 
however reluctantly, the Germans 
staged a trial run of their game plan 
for Russia, drove the English back 
to England, smashed the European 
armies and not only made sure their 
rear was protected, but added all the 
resources of Europe to be used on 
the Russian front.

And they also knew the “allies” 
would not make too much of an 
effort because they wanted Germany 

to attack Russia. Hence the phoney 
war of 1940.

Even Churchill in one of his 
rare moments of truth stated that it 
was the Red Army that tore the guts 
out of the German army. So, what 
were the allies doing while the Red 
Army was doing this? Making token 
gestures of support but mostly what 
they had intended all along – sitting 
on the sidelines waiting to come in 
on the “grouter”. And they nearly 
left it too late, even then.

B Appleton
Killcare Heights, NSW

“Deserves to die”?
Julie Messenger’s letter to The 
Guardian putting the case against 
the death penalty was timely, 
given the media hype this week 
over the Amrosi trial in Bali.

The families and friends of those 
who died in the nightclub bombings 
have given mixed reaction to the 
sentence. Many have applauded 
the judges’ decision, saying he 
“deserves to die”. Others have taken 
the position of “two wrongs don’t 
make a right”.

I would question: how many 
of those people in favour of killing 
Amrosi would be similarly blood-
thirsty if this trial were taking place 
in Australia, and the perpetrator a 
Christian Anglo-Aussie?

John Howard now states he 
thinks “there should be debate” on 
the re-introduction of the death pen-
alty here in Australia.

All communists, leftists and 
progressives must agree on this 
point: if John Howard is promoting 
something then it can’t be good.

To which crimes should the 
death penalty apply? Murders? 
Multiple-murders? Rape and 
murder?

Or in the case of Cuba, terrorist 
hi-jackings?

Once the death penalty has 
been re-introduced for just one or 
two crimes, will it then be extended 
further and further by popularity-
seeking politicians as the Murdoch 
trash-tabloids pronounce criminals 
“evil” on their front pages?

There has already been a slide 
towards mandatory sentencing in 
this country, and many states of the 
USA legislate for mandatory death 
sentences for some crimes – the 
murder of children for example.

In these cases there is very little 
room for judges to manoeuvre to 
factor in extenuating circumstances. 
And so the “death-row” prisons 
are now filling with the mentally 
retarded, psychiatric patients, and 
even, in George W’s home state of 
Texas – children.

The percentage of African-
Americans sentenced to death for 
murder greatly exceeds the percent-
age of death sentences handed out to 
white murderers.

This all illustrates that a death 
sentence can very easily be swayed 
by factors of emotion, prejudice, 
publicity and, as Julie Messenger 
argued, class.

The vast majority of Australians 
already oppose the re-imposition 
of the death penalty, and they must 
clearly and forcefully shout down 
those who wish to re-open the issue.

Roger Gaudio
Sydney, NSW

LETTERS
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( Got something to say? )
. Then write it down and send it to us. *

Letters of up to 400 words in length are preferred.
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There are a lot of music or dance 
programs this week, beginning 
with the West Australian Ballet’s 
award winning contemporary 
take on Bizet’s Carmen (ABC 
2.05pm Sunday). Later, Duke 
Ellington, Paul Whiteman and 
Louis Armstrong popularise 
their medium in this week’s 
episode of Jazz (ABC 5.00pm 
Sundays).

This week’s episode of 
The Voice (ABC 7.30pm 

Sundays) is Getting Intimate: The 
Male Voice, which attempts the near 
impossible task of tracing a con-
tinuum between Enrico Caruso and 
Elvis Presley (“why?” is the ques-
tion that springs to mind).

Born To Be Wild: The 
Leading Men of the 

American Ballet Theatre (ABC 
9.25pm Sunday) appears to feel 
that male ballet dancers have a sissy 
image that must be corrected, hence 
the program’s daft title.

Interestingly, only one of the 
four dancers profiled is actually 
from the US (the others are Cuban, 
Russian and Spanish).

The Car Man (ABC 11.25pm 
Sunday) is the second “con-

temporary take” on Bizet’s Carmen 
to be screened that day. This one 
turns it into an “auto-erotic dance 
spectacle” that even the ABC 
admits “barely resembles the classic 
original”.

With fame and fortune for 
the individual athletes and 

prestige for their countries at stake, 
it is small wonder that athletes 
and officials resort to performance 
enhancing drugs to try to ensure that 
all-important victory.

But, as the Cutting Edge 
documentary GMA: Genetically 
Modified Athletes (SBS 8.30pm 
Tuesday) shows, soon we will have 
cell replacement and gene therapy 
developed to a point where we can 
create hyper-strengthened tendons 
and muscles.

It will be possible to construct 
athletes with bodies specifically 
strengthened and modified for their 
specific sports.

This nightmarish situation is 
already on our doorstep. Such use 
– or misuse – of the various emerg-
ing bio-technologies, including gene 
transfer techniques, actually under-
mines the very concept of sport as 
a means to develop a healthy, fit 
population.

Episode two of The Big 
Picture: The Age Of 

Terror, entitled In The Name 
Of Revolution (ABC 8.30pm 
Wednesday), purports to trace 
“the evolution of ‘red’ terror 
groups from their emergence in 
Cuba in the 1950s through to their 
European incarnations (the Red 
Brigades in Italy and the Red Army 
Faction in Germany)”.

Apart from equating armed 
struggle with terrorism, the pro-
gram also ignores the well-known 
fact that US and other imperialist 
intelligence agencies fostered these 
Italian and German middle class 
“revolutionaries”, using them for 
provocations to discredit the left 
(the way the FBI fostered the simi-
lar Wethermen in the US).

The program’s pro-US line is 
clearly shown by its coverage of 
FARC in Colombia: “this ideologi-

cal revolutionary group has become 
little more than a band of organised 
criminals”.

True to form, the ABC insists 
on hiding the repeats of 

Daria (ABC 5.30pm Thursdays) 
away in a timeslot when most adults 
can’t watch. This clever, observant 
and often scathing feminist ani-
mated series attacks commercialism 
in education, the fostering of empty-
headedness among teenagers and 
the cult of conformity.

When Murdoch’s then 
newly launched “serious” 

broadsheet The Australian was not 
doing very well, Rupert sacked the 
English editor he’d imported and 
informed a meeting of journalists 
and editorial staff that they weren’t 

in the news business, they were in 
the entertainment business.

That approach is nowhere more 
evident than in television news, 
especially cable channels like CNN 
or Murdoch’s own rabid right-wing 
FoxNews.

The new series of the satirical 
comedy CNNNN – The Chaser 
NoNstop News Network (ABC 
8.30pm Thursdays) takes “news-
tainment” to new heights (or lows), 
with live bands beefing up the 
newscasts, and a live studio audi-
ence. The audience even gets to vote 
on what news items it wants to hear.

The worry about this clever and 
often spot-on show is that it could 
give Murdoch ideas for further 
improving the news!

If any state deserves to be 
called “rogue”, it has to 

be Israel. Armed with a sizeable 
stockpile of nuclear weapons and 
missile delivery systems, Israel also 
has a record of frequent aggres-
sion against its neighbours (and of 
course on-going aggression against 
the Palestinians).

Israel secretly developed its 
nuclear weapons in conjunction 
the apartheid regime in South 
Africa (another rogue state if ever 
there was one). The story of coura-
geous Israeli Mordechai Vanunu, 
the man who blew the whistle on 
Israel’s secret nuclear weapons, 
is told in True Stories: Israel’s 
Secret Weapon (ABC 10.00pm 
Thursday).

In 1986, Vanunu spilled 
the beans in The Sunday Times. 
Following his revelations, he was 
kidnapped, drugged, chained and 
taken back to Israel, then subjected 
to a secret trial.

Condemned as a traitor, he has 

spent 17 years in prison, 11 of them 
in solitary confinement. The US has 
been as silent on his treatment as it 
has on Israel’s nuclear weapons.

Was the 1967 torpedoing of 
the US spy ship the USS 

Liberty during the Six Day War an 
attempt by Israel to provoke the US 
into a nuclear attack on Egypt? Or 
was it an even more sinister conspir-
acy by Israeli and US intelligence 
agencies to provoke nuclear conflict 
with the USSR?

These questions are asked by 
the As It Happened documentary 
Dead In The Water (SBS 8.30pm 
Saturday) in which survivors from 
the Liberty reveal that they were 
told in the past to keep quiet or face 
being court-martialled. The US was, 
after all, not taking part in the Six 
Day War, was it?

The independent British film 
studio Ealing operated from 

1931-1955. Beginning with films 
built around music hall stars like 
Gracie Fields and George Formby, 
Ealing came to maintain a regular 
production team and drew its future 
directors from their ranks.

In the post-war years, Ealing 
became famous for its comedies. 
Ealing’s films enjoyed great popu-
larity and affection among ordinary 
people (here in Australia, too) 
because of the way its films were set 
in closely-observed working class 
or lower-middle class surroundings, 
and often based on real events.

Famous Faces: Forever Ealing 
(ABC 9.30pm Saturday) traces the 
history of Ealing and shows clips 
of many of the now-classic films 
produced there. It is narrated by 
actor Daniel Day-Lewis, grandson 
of studio production chief Michael 
Balcon. J
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previews
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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

August 15
NON-VIOLENT AGENDAS – THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE

Jason McLeod, Co-ordinator Peace Brigades International
Stuart Rees, Director Peace and Conflict Studies Sydney Uni

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

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

The other September 11th – Chile 1973
For the last two years the Bush administration in the US has conducted

a “war on terror” following the September 11, 2001 World Trade Centre atrocity.
However, President George W Bush has conveniently not acknowledged the involvement of previous 
US administrations in Chile’s military coup. In particular the complicity of the US State Department, 

the Central Intelligence Agency and US multinationals in the bloody military coup in Chile on 
September 11th, 1973 has been conveniently forgotten.

In response, Australia’s Chilean community, many of whom were forced into exile during the 
decades of terror, are planning for this year’s September 11th – i.e. Chile 1973.

This year is the 30th anniversary of the military coup. Organising committees
have been established in Sydney, Melbourne and Adelaide.

The Sydney Committee is meeting at 7pm on the 1st and 3rd Monday of each month
at the CFMEU, 12 Railway Street, Lidcome.

The following activities have been planned:
Protest rally: 5pm, September 11th, Sydney Town Hall Square, marching to US consulate

Film evening: 7.30pm, September 11th, Valhalla Cinema, Glebe
Solidarity concert: 7.30pm, September 13th, Marrickville Community Hall, 142 Addison Road, Marrickville

Cost of entry: $15 (concession $10, children free)
A special guest from Chile will be attending, with Jeannie Lewis

and many other Australian and Latin American artists performing.

For more info contact
the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union

on 9746 0400 or visit: www.theotherseptember11chile1973.net
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by Anna Pha
This process commenced under 

the Prices and Incomes Accord 
between the ACTU and newly elect-
ed Labor Government in 1983. 

The Accord was based on the 
economic theory that if workers 
restrained wages to increase profits 
then those profits would be invested 
and lead to job creation. The so-
called “trickle down” effect.

In return for their co-operation 
the Labor Government introduced 
Medicare and later, universal super-
annuation. But there was always a 
“trade off” which actually meant 
that workers lost out when it came 
to working conditions and real 
wages.

The trade union movement was 
sold the idea by Prime Minister 
Hawke that all they had to do was 
to sit around the table with “reason-
able” employers and their needs 
would be looked after.

This resulted in hard won con-
ditions such as hours of work and 
manning levels being traded off for 
wage rises or simply given away.

Harsh industrial 
legislation

The earlier right of the trade 
union movement to take industrial 
action at any time became restricted 
by harsh industrial legislation and 
by “enterprise agreements” that lim-
ited industrial action to “protected” 
action during prescribed periods.

Although unions continued to 
campaign and members faired better 
than workers who were in non-
unionised workplaces, the Accord 
period was marked by a significant 
reduction in struggle and an erosion 
of real wages, working conditions 
and hours.

Prime Minister Hawke boasted 
to employers how the Labor 
Government had reduced industrial 
action and made conditions right for 
them to improve their profits.

The ACTU developed it own 
direct ties with the corporate 
sector with corporate sponsors at 
its Congresses, ventures into the 
finance sector and unions providing 
members with a range of services 

and special offers of private health 
insurance and other products.

During the Hawke/Keating 
Labor years the ACTU and a 
number of trade unions diverted 
considerable time and energy into 
supporting the Government and 
ensuring its re-election ignoring 
the fact that Labor Governments 
had embarked on a policy of 
privatisation of publicly owned 
enterprises and that the real condi-
tions of workers were under severe 
attack.

Contracting out, privatisa-
tion, deregulation, arbitrary tariff 
removals and competition policy 
have all contributed to the pres-
ent situation where many workers 
are non-unionised and work under 
oppressive conditions. All these 
policies were first introduced by 
Labor Governments.

In practice the trade union 
movement became more an arm of 
government facilitating the intro-
duction of unpopular policies.

The centralised award system 
governing wages and working con-
ditions has been largely replaced by 
a decentralised system of enterprise 
agreements, individual contracts or 
no protection whatsoever.

As a direct consequence of these 
policies, trade union membership 
has declined from 60 per cent to 
24 per cent of the workforce during 
recent decades. On many jobs there 
is no trade representation at all. And 
what is more worrying, trade union 
membership of young workers aged 
15-24 years is only 13 per cent.

Casualisation
Employment is being “casu-

alised”, with the majority of new 
jobs offering little if any security. 
Now, 25 per cent of the workforce is 
employed on a casual basis.

Young workers are particular 
targets of this process. More than 66 
per cent of 15-19-year-old workers 
are in casual employment.

Employers and the government 
are using casualisation as a back-
door method to attack wages and 
working conditions. By deeming 
workers to be casual they under-
mine job security with no regular 

holidays or holiday pay, sick leave 
and other entitlements.

The many advances made by 
women in the 1970s towards equal 
pay for work of equal value have 
been substantially eroded. Overt 
sexism is rearing its ugly head more 
and more often.

On the other hand, company 
directors and executives are pock-
eting larger amounts than ever 
without conscience as they lay off 
workers, bleed companies of their 
assets and corruptly pocket workers’ 
entitlements.

Hours of work
The hours of work of those 

in full-time employment have 
steadily risen since the introduction 
of the Accord. Australia now has 
the largest proportion of workers 
working long hours of any country 
in the Organisation for Economic 
Development and Co-operation 
(OECD). And the situation shows 
no sign of improving.

One in three full-time workers 
work more than 48 hours per week 
and a third of them work more than 
60 hours per week. This is in the 
country where workers and their 
unions back in 1856 won the first 
eight-hour day in the world.

A national campaign during 
the late 1970s for a 35-hour week 
resulted in a national standard of 38 
hours in 1983. After Labor came to 
office the campaign was dropped.

Sixty percent of overtime is 
now unpaid. In some cases limits 
on the hours of work and working 
conditions have been traded off for 
wage rises.

All these measures helped to 
create record company profits.

As the ACTU says in its 
Congress background paper on 
wages and collective bargaining: 

“The profit share of national income 
is close to its all-time high levels, 
and the wages share close to all-
time lows.”

The question is why? How did 
employers make so many gains at 
the expense of workers?

Class struggle or 
class collaboration?

The eight-hour day, sick and 
annual leave, overtime payments, 
permanency, penalty rates and the 
many other conditions that work-
ers enjoyed were not a gift from 
employers.

Every single award provision, 
every single concession was won 
over more than a century of hard 
struggles, strikes, and sacrifice by 
workers organised in their trade 
unions.

Employers on their part have 
never let up in their fight to take 
back the concessions that work-
ers have forced from them. But 
under the banal influence of Labor 
Party politicians, the trade unions 
did largely give up their historic 
struggle.

Employers continually strive 
to increase profits. The lower the 
wages and the higher the output per 
worker, the larger the profits. Every 
dollar extra in profits is a dollar less 
in wages and vice versa. This is why 
employers and their representatives 
like Howard and Costello fight so 
hard to keep down wages and other 
employment costs.

This simple truth has not 
changed. The economic interests 
of workers and employers are dia-
metrically opposed.

The Accord and the politi-
cal and economic principles that 
underlay it were a disaster for 
the working people of Australia. 
Although few would these days 
trumpet its merits the trade union 
movement has still to seriously 
analyse the terrible mistake of 
going down this path.

The substantial decline in the 
membership of the trade union 
movement dates from this period.

Why join a union?
Workers are very conscious of 

the benefits that trade unions can 
bring them. They understand the 
vulnerability of individual workers 
attempting to look after themselves. 
Recent surveys have continued to 
demonstrate this understanding by 
workers.

They look first and foremost to 
trade unions to defend their inter-
ests, to fight for them on the job and 
to fight politically for their living 
conditions.

In the workplace and indus-
trial sphere this means a strong, 
democratic, militant union which 
has a working class outlook and 
puts the interests of workers first.

In the wider community, trade 
unions have a responsibility to 
take up economic, social, cultural 
and political issues, fight for what 

is best for workers, regardless 
of the government in power. The 
social, economic and political 
interests and needs of workers do 
not cease when they leave work 
for home.

As the largest working class 
organisations trade unions have a 
special responsibility to lend their 
weight to broader struggles and join 
with other progressive and demo-
cratic forces to improve the lives 
and security of workers and their 
families.

Unions prepared to assert their 
independence and fight unswerving-
ly for the working class inside and 
outside the workplace will soon win 
the support of workers and build. 
On the other hand, a trade union that 
does little or nothing for workers, 
whose officials are never seen, can 
hardly expect to win support and 
membership.

There are the beginnings of 
a return to class struggle trade 
unionism (rather than class col-
laboration) and this is a very 
welcome sign. Workers will 
respond when a fight is put up on 
their behalf and they will then see 
that being a trade union member is 
worthwhile and quickly become a 
member. J
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Challenges facing
the trade union movement

The past 20 years has seen a huge transformation for the worse 
for many workers in working hours and conditions, in types of 
employment, the level of trade union organisation and distribution 
of wealth.

Communist Party of Australia
Central Committee:
General Secretary: Peter Symon
President: Hannah Middleton
Australian Marxist Review:
Executive Editor: Hannah Middleton
65 Campbell St, Surry Hills, 2010
Ph: (02) 9212 6855 Fax: (02) 92815795
Sydney District Committee:
Rob Gowland, 65 Campbell St, 
Surry Hills 2010  Phone (02) 9212 6855
Newcastle Branch: 303 Hunter St
Phone: ah (02) 4926 1752 

Wollongong Branch:
Leanne Lindsay
PO Box 276 Corrimal 2518
Riverina: Geoff Lawler
PO Box 1016 Wagga 2650
Phone: (02) 6921 4316
Fax: (02) 6921 6873
Victorian State Committee:
Andrew Irving
PO Box 3 Room 0
Trades Hall Lygon St Carlton South 3053
Ph: (03) 9639 1550 Fax: (03) 9639 4199

Brisbane Branch:
David Matters
PO Box 2148 Salisbury East 4107
Phone: (07) 3398 9623 
South Australian State Committee:
Marie Lean
Room 5, 1st floor, 149 Flinders St,
Adelaide 5000 Ph: (08) 8232 8200
West Australian Branch:
Vic Williams
5B Jemerson St  Willagee  Perth  6156
Phone: (08) 9337 1074

Website: http://www.cpa.org.au      Email: cpa@cpa.org.au

The question is why?
How did employers make so many gains

at the expense of workers?


