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Gillard fumbles 
to the right 
on refugees
Bob Briton

Gillard’s promotion was supposed to take 
the pressure off the federal government in 
the lead-up to the election. The spin-doctors 
would project the backlog of blame onto 
Rudd – who headed a “good government 
that had lost its way” – and the media would 
be happy to let them. Big business and 
other conservative forces were putting up 
stern resistance on a number of issues like 
the mining “super profi ts tax” and, before 
that, climate change. Another issue starting 
to alarm minders in the Labor government 
was asylum seekers – the latest spike in 
boat arrivals and the media hysteria that 
accompanies such events.

But Gillard’s “solution” to the problem and 
her handling of the rightward policy shift have 
disillusioned many, outraged our neighbours 
in the region and highlighted the need for 
mobilisation in the community to defend the 
rights of asylum seekers.

The move was not sprung without notice. 
Soon after stepping into the top job the new 
Prime Minister said that she was hearing the 
concern among the Australian public that the 
number of boat arrivals was out of hand. Rudd 
had been elected on a platform including a 
more humane approach to refugees. Temporary 
Protection Visas were scrapped, the Pacifi c 
Solution was wound up and women and children 
were not going to be held behind razor wire 
anymore.

The increase in boat arrivals brought 
about a rethink – offshore processing for all 
asylum seekers on Christmas Island and then 
a moratorium on the processing of applicants 
from Sri Lanka and Afghanistan.

Gillard renamed Tony Burke’s portfolio. He 
is no longer Australia’s population minister but 
the Minister for Sustainable Population. This 
was a concession to columnists who objected 
to Rudd’s support for a “big Australia” with a 
population of 35 million at the current levels 
of immigration. It was also a sop to those 
making exaggerated claims that the relatively 
small numbers of boat arrivals to our northern 
shores were a threat to orderly migration and 
refugee programs.

Then came the big announcement. In a 
speech to the Lowy Institute in Sydney last 
week, Gillard revealed that the government 
intended to build a regional processing centre 
to warehouse and then turn around those she 
pointedly described as “unauthorised arrivals”. 
Timor Leste was mentioned as the site.

The PM spent some time establishing her 
credentials as a tolerant person by quoting 
the meagre numbers of refugees taken in 
by Australia and its history as a nation of 
immigrants. The overall message, however, was 
that the concerns she was hearing about “boat 
people” would be acted upon. The concerns of 
others, like Julian Burnside QC, that government 
policy was inappropriate, illegal and pandering 
to swinging “rednecks in marginal seats” would 
be rejected.

“Of course, there are racists in every 
country, but expressing a desire for a clear 
and fi rm policy when you are faced with a 
diffi cult problem does not make you a racist,” 
Gillard said. “For too long, the asylum seeker 
policy debate has been polarised by extreme, 
emotionally charged claims and counterclaims; 
by a fundamental disrespect that I reject.”

It could have been Howard talking. The 
only difference now between government and 
Coalition policy appears to be over Abbott’s 
pledge to literally “turn the boats back”. Gillard 
would have them directed or towed to East 
Timor instead. The latest lurch to the right might 
have gone down well in the corporate media if 
it had not have been for some major slip-ups 
with the detail. In her Lowy Institute speech 
Gillard insisted East Timorese President Ramos 
Horta “welcomed the conversation” about the 
possibility of a processing centre in his country. 
In the days following the announcement, he 
made it clear he didn’t. Prime Minister Gusmao 
reportedly had not even been consulted.

The government of East Timor has 
condemned the arrogance of the announcement. 
The idea that a “regional” centre should be 
hosted by one of the world’s poorest nations 
and established on its tiny territory smacks of 
colonialism. The arrival of boat people is not 
so much a “regional problem” but an Australian 
domestic political problem. Why shouldn’t 
Australia – the wealthiest country in the region 

– be the site of the centre if its government 
wants it so much? After all, isn’t Australia’s 
involvement in the war in Afghanistan a major 
factor pushing asylum seekers into the arms of 
the “people smugglers”?

These are the sorts of questions people in 
the region are asking. Foreign Minister Stephen 
Smith will fl y to Indonesia this week to try to 
mend diplomatic fences damaged by the affair. 
Other locations for a centre are being fl oated; 
maybe it will be on Papua New Guinea’s Manus 
Island. The Liberals smugly suggested the 
government of Nauru should be rung.

The problem was entirely of the Gillard 
government’s making. In a cynical attempt 
to avoid being wedged by the Coalition on 
the issue of refugees, Labor has bungled by 
showing disregard for another group deserving 
of consideration – the people of the region. Of 

course, the greatest injustice – lost in the detail 
of the latest fi asco – is towards the asylum 
seekers, who are still overwhelmingly found to 
be genuine refugees. During her Lowy Institute 
speech, Gillard issued the following invitation:

“Consider the facts.
“Last year, Australia received 0.6 per cent 

of the world’s asylum seekers.
“Refugees, including those referred for 

resettlement by the United Nations High 
Commissioner on Refugees, make up less than 
eight per cent of migrants accepted in Australia.

“Even if all those who arrived in 
unauthorised boats were found to be refugees 
– which they will not be – they would still be 
only 1.6 per cent of all migrants to Australia.”

When determining policy affecting the 
survival of these very vulnerable people, it 
would be best to stick to the facts. 
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PRESS FUND
The corridors of power are full of stories of intrigue and duplicity 
– not to mention backslapping, backbiting, backsliding and 
backstabbing. It must be election time! Doubtless, the numbers 
are already being counted in the offices of both the major parties. 
However, one thing they may not have counted on is that the public 
may follow the example they set in unceremoniously dumping their 
former leaders, by dumping them too. But talking of numbers, the 
Press Fund still has a long way to go before it reaches its annual 
target; so please, send us a contribution for the next edition. Don’t 
delay, vote for the Press Fund today! Many thanks to this week’s 
contributors, as follows:
E Durstan $10, “Round Figure” $10, Mark Window $10
This week’s total: $30  Progressive total: $2,740.

Gillard goes 
small target on carbon

Prime Minister Gillard speaks very cautiously about climate 
change and what is left of the federal government’s Carbon 
Pollution Reduction Scheme (CPRS). She knows voters at the 
federal election are worried about climate change and want action. 
She also knows the big polluters are monitoring developments and 
are ready to shift allegiances to the Opposition if she moves to put 
a charge of some sort on carbon emissions before the monopolies 
are well and truly happy with the mechanism. So Gillard has 
decided to play it safe and fl ag another “set of things” that might 
be done until the situation is reviewed in 2012. In the meantime, 
the warming of the planet slips further past its point of no return.

Labor’s backfl ip is not news. Rudd put the pro-corporate 
CPRS on the backburner claiming that the Coalition and the 
Greens had frustrated his local plans and that last December’s 
Copenhagen summit had failed to take up the climate challenge. 
In fact he helped the US scuttle any workable compromise while 
blaming the Chinese in unrepeatable, foulmouthed terms. He 
walked away from the “greatest moral challenge of our times”, 
resolving instead to look at it again in 2012/2013 by which time 
the US might be ready to act.

Gillard was supposed to be able to rise above the Rudd backfl ip 
and be judged on her own carbon emission merits. She wants to 
hang onto her neo-liberal credentials and show her faith in the 
unerring, invisible hand of the market. “The pricing of carbon 
I think is best done through a market-based mechanism, that is 
the carbon pollution reduction scheme, and the 2012 timeframe 
stands there,” she told ABC TV’s Lateline. The PM had previously 
expressed some interest in a carbon tax, which is the preferred 
option of the Greens.

The Greens are unimpressed. “Business needs the certainty of 
a carbon price,” national leader Bob Brown said. “The community 
needs the certainty of action on climate change, real action, not 
the failed action of the Rudd Government’s CPRS. But they’re 
not going to get it from Julia Gillard.”

So what is the “set of things” the Gillard Government would 
sponsor between now and the time the 2012 review rolls around? 
Nobody is saying yet but last May’s federal budget might be an 
indicator. There was a scattergun approach to funding of renew-
able energy projects – taking money from some areas and giving 
it to others. There was not much new money in the promised $652 
million. There was no new allocation for assistance to developing 
countries to deal with climate change.

The opposition feels vindicated. “After all of the talk, she’s 
come to the same conclusion as she did on immigration, that 
the Coalition’s approach is sensible and balanced,” opposition 
environment spokesman Greg Hunt said. “We have a direct ac-
tion plan.” Abbott has promised to establish 15,000-strong green 
army comprised of church, sporting and other community groups. 
Farmers across the country would receive “green carbon reduc-
tion training”.

The Liberal “plan” is what could be expected from a bunch 
of climate change sceptics. They are not about to put any of the 
cost of climate change onto the polluters. It is certain that Gillard 
will not do anything of that sort before the election, either. “We 
can’t do it,” she told The Australian. Action in response to the 
community’s deep and legitimate concern about climate change 
is being held hostage by big business interests. Neither of the 
major parties will be offering solutions on this burning question 
and they deserve to be scored down accordingly. They need to 
get the message that “playing it safe” electorally is risking the 
future viability of the planet.

There are alternatives. A vote for the Communist Alliance is the 
clearest protest against the corporate dominance of the political 
agenda that can be sent via the ballot box.

Special Printer Appeal
Compare the articles in this and recent editions of The Guardian to those in 
the corporate mass media. Where else did you read working class analysis of 
the abysmal failings of government and opposition parties on climate change, 
on public education, the Northern Territory Intervention, on the Cooper 
superannuation review, on the Afghanistan war, the Israeli attack on the 
peaceful flotilla bringing aid to Gaza? In the recent South Australian elections 
where Bob Briton stood for the Communist Party, which other candidates had 
pro-worker, pro-environment policies and offered solutions for public health, 
jobs, public education and Indigenous rights.

Our copying/printing machine is on its last legs and it is uneconomic to keep 
servicing it. We need a new printer and we are urging Guardian readers, 
Party members and supporters to send what they can to help purchase 
new equipment. Bob and Joy Brown write, “Workers must have their own 
independent and efficient printing facilities. We urge other couples to make a 
similar donation to assist the efforts of all the donors.” They backed their words 
with the generous donation of $1,000. We would like to close the appeal before 
the end of July. Could you please send a contribution today.

Many thanks to Joy, Bob and the others who contributed this week:

Garry Speirs $300, Noel Allan $20, Diana $100, Anonymous $240, 
Joy and Bob Brown $1,000.

This week’s contributions: $1,660.00   Total so far: $2,110.

Special Printer Appeal
Name/Organisation ____________________________Phone Contact:  _________________________________

Address _______________________________________ Contribution: $ ________________________________

Cheque/Money Order: make out to “Communist Party of Australia”.

Credit card: sign, give name on card, card number & expiry date:  Visa  Mastercard

Name on the card ___________________________Signature: ______________________________

Card Number: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Expiry Date: _ _ / _ _

 I agree /  I disagree to having my name published in The Guardian.

Send to: 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW, 2010 or phone it through on: 02 9699 8844 

Thank you for your support.


In memory of 
Noel Miley
After reading the obituary by 
Steve Katsineris in the previous 
Guardian some fond memories 
came back to me.

I met Noel in 1980, at that 
time he was the Hobart branch 
Secretary of the Socialist Party of 
Australia, the branch had just been 
established, Noel together with 
four other comrades had left the 
ALP to form the new branch. Noel 
had been a member of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the ALP and 
was appalled by the right wing trend 
in ALP policy. Noel and the new 
SPA branch put all their energies 
into helping to build the emerging 
Nuclear Disarmament movement 
and a good job they did.

Noel, always a unifi er, worked 
with a diverse group of people from 
Quakers to Maoists and together 
managed to organise some of 

Hobart’s biggest protests against 
the threat of Nuclear War.

An event I always remember, 
was when Noel led the organisa-
tion of the Derwent Valley Peace 
Festival, a music festival with anti 
war as its theme which attracted 
world class Musicians and thou-
sands of local people. I remember 
working together with Noel on a 
weekly branch stall in the mid-
dle of winter at Hobart’s historic 
Salamanca Market.

Few people would remember 
that the inspiration for Salamanca 
Markets came from the Unemployed 
People’s Union and the progressive 
artistic community that Noel was an 
important part of.

Noel was a photographer by pro-
fession and a talented photographer, 
there are an abundance of his photos 
in the photographic archives of the 

Socialist and the Guardian newspa-
pers. One of his classic photos of a 
picket line at Electrolytic Zinc works 
at Risdon, Tasmania, is depicted on a 
t-shirt with the slogan, “If you don’t 
fi ght, you lose.”

Noel was a bundle of contra-
dictions, he was carefree, totally 
disinterested in money or material 
objects, he lived day by day but at 
the same time he would throw all 
his talents and commitment into 
guaranteeing a progressive cause 
was a success. I met Noel twice in 
the last four years on both occasions 
his declining health was obvious. 
In 2008 I visited him at home and 
his asthma was so acute he had dif-
fi culty in breathing but he was still 
optimistic and smiling.

Vale Noel, our memories are 
with you.

Tony Oldfi eld 

Perth

5th Latin American Film Festival in Australia5th Latin American Film Festival in Australia
All films screened 7pm Friday evenings until August 6

Next screening July 23: A house with a view of the sea (Venezuala)

Perth Tango Club, Lesser Hall 82 Cambridge Street West Leederville Perth WA 6007

08 9271 0555 www.perthtangoclub.com

FREE ENTRY
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Peter Mac

The Gillard federal government is 
reaping a whirlwind of criticism 
over the implementation – and 
termination – of its “Green loans” 
scheme. The scheme was intended 
to offer 360,000 households rec-
ommendations on reducing their 
consumption of energy and water, 
and subsidised loans to implement 
the recommendations. However, 
the Rudd government appears to 
have grossly underestimated the 
interest of the public in training 
as energy assessors.

As a result, the number of asses-
sors rapidly outran the ability of 
the Department of the Environment 
to administer the scheme, which 
was also dogged by allegations 
that it failed to meet government 
requirements regarding the issuing 
of contracts. Rather than correcting 
the misdemeanors and allocating 
extra resources to fulfi ll this very 
worthwhile program, the government 
simply decided to discontinue dealing 
with any further cases.

This left many of the assessors 
without work and robbed them of a 
job to which they were personally 
committed. One recently commented 
bitterly: “The government has treated 
us with absolute contempt”.

The Green Loans 
investigation

Accusations concerning the 
scheme’s contracts prompted the gov-
ernment to initiate an inquiry run by 

public servant Patricia Faulkner and 
the fi rm Resolution Consulting, into 
the scheme’s administration.

Ms Faulkner did indeed fi nd evi-
dence that “inappropriate relationships 
with suppliers may have existed and 
the personal benefi t of individual staff 
or contractors may have been a fac-
tor driving procurement behaviour”. 
However, she commented that she 
could not adequately support claims 
to this effect.

She found that large contracts 
had been broken up into smaller 
components in order to avoid having 
to seek open tenders, so that only 
four percent of contracts went to 
tender, and one fi rm got 75 percent 
of the contracts.

However, this does not necessar-
ily indicate that contractual require-
ments were broken. The letter of the 
law may well have been met with 
regard to the size of the project con-
cerned. Moreover, Commonwealth 
contracts may be let on a “select 
tender” basis, in which one or a few 
fi rms are invited to submit a tender 
because of their particular expertise 
or resources, providing that senior 
approval is sought and granted. In 
the Green Loans program this may 
have become virtually the rule, on 
the understanding that this was what 
the government wanted because of 
the perceived urgency of the situation.

Ms Faulkner also noted that some 
offi cials had increased the upfront 
fee to which private loan providers 
were entitled, without permission 
from their supervisors. This may have 
been a breach of regulations, but the 

maximum increase involved was only 
$150, so it is hardly a hanging offence

The key to understanding the 
failings of the scheme lies in the 
statement by Resolution Consulting 
that there had been a culture within 
the Department of “delivering the 
program no matter what”.

Ms Faulkner also commented: 
“The pressure to achieve outcomes 
within a tight time frame appears 
to have led to the adopting of ‘short 
cuts’ to deliver the program – this 
is, minimising steps which required 
approvals outside the program area”. 
She also noted that administering the 
program was left to junior, relatively 

inexperienced offi cers, while senior 
offi cers dealt with the home insula-
tion program.

The Rudd government treated 
the insulation program principally as 
a tool for stimulating the economy, 
rather than as a means of dealing 
with climate change. The resultant 
extreme haste led to the collapse of 
the program, after the deaths of three 
young workmen.

The blundering haste with which 
the insulation program was imple-
mented was also evident in the Green 
Loans program. As one commentator 
caustically put it, the Loans program 
was “like the insulation scheme, but 
without the deaths”.

Abandoning 
the two evils

Although the government fell 
on its face in its haste to imple-
ment the Green Loans and Home 
Insulation schemes, it does at least 
acknowledge that climate change is 
happening, and that the emission of 

greenhouse gases by human activity 
is contributing to it.

So did former Liberal leader 
Malcolm Turnbull. But not so his 
successor (and political assassin) Tony 
Abbott, who last week defi ned his 
priorities by declaring, “The trouble 
with some of the more zealot emis-
sion reducers is that they would do 
enormous danger to our economy 
without necessarily improving the 

environment. In the end we’ve got 
to be pragmatic and we’ve go to be 
scientifi c about this, and the scientifi c 
consensus is not nearly as solid as the 
climate-change zealots would have 
us believe”.

His position is very close to that 
of the newly-formed Climate Sceptics 
Party, whose publicity maintains (with 
unverifi ed fi gures) that carbon dioxide 
is not a pollutant and that rising CO2 
levels will actually raise crop yields. 
The Party ignores new evidence from 
the International Panel on Climate 
Change that sea levels are rising twice 
as fast as was thought three years ago.

Despite his avowed scepticism, 
Abbott says he would also act to 
reduce energy consumption, and 
has pledged to carry out a national 
program of reforestation, to capture 
atmospheric carbon.

Neither party addresses the big-
gest single issue, reducing the emis-
sions from Australian coal-fi red power 
stations. The two major parties should 
give priority to prohibiting construc-
tion of any further coal-fi red power 
stations in Australia, and to redirecting 
the current billion-dollars allocation 
from developing “clean coal” technol-
ogy to renewable energy systems. This 
would not only make an important 
contribution to addressing climate 
change but could provide many thou-
sands more jobs than likely with the 
expansion of the coal industry.

But neither of the major parties 
will do so. Australian voters will have 
to look elsewhere if they want their 
government to make a serious attempt 
at dealing with climate change. 

“The pressure to achieve outcomes 
within a tight time frame appears 

to have led to the adopting of ‘short 
cuts’ to deliver the program ... ”

Green loans collapse another 
blow for environment

Denis Doherty

Delegates from the International 
Peace Research Association 
Conference (IPRA) held at Sydney 
University from July 6-10 and local 
peace activists combined to hold a 
demonstration outside Australian 
Broadcasting Corporation (ABC) 
headquarters in Sydney last 
week. They were protesting over 
the ABC’s lack of coverage of 
peace issues. The demonstration 

attracted a noisy and colourful 
crowd early in the morning on a 
chilly Sydney winter’s day.

Professor Jake Lynch, Director 
of the Centre for Peace and Confl ict 
Studies asked pointedly: “When 
have you ever heard the view pre-
sented on any ABC program that 
Australian troops should be pulled 
out of Afghanistan?” “Never, 
Shame”, was the crowd’s reply.

And again” “When have you 
ever heard the view presented on 

any ABC program that spending 
on Australia’s military should go 
down, in real terms instead of up?” 
“Never, Shame”, was the crowd’s 
response.

The IPRA conference, with the 
theme “Communicating Peace”, 
attracted many overseas and inter-
state peace researchers. So it was 
appropriate that the task of commu-
nicating peace was taken directly 
to our very own ABC whose recent 
efforts on the issue have been 
woeful.

ABC Editorial Policy states 
“Balance will be sought [and] 
achieved as soon as reasonably 
practicable and in an appropriate 
manner ... As far as possible, pres-
ent principal relevant views on mat-
ters of importance.”

The protestors’ view was that 
since ABC programs and presenters 
were trying to drown their views 
out then they would attempt to 
drown them out with noise and loud 
music.  Protestors blew whistles 
and banged drums and objects, to 
create a cacophony of sound to 
draw attention to the ABC’s lack of 
interest in fair and balanced report-
ing about war and peace.  

The demonstration took 
place at 7.30 am on Friday July 
9 and as if to illustrate the ABC’s 
bias just two days later the 17th 
Australian soldier was killed and 
all we heard from was the Minister, 
the Defence Force Chief and the 
Prime Minister. Not a word was 
broadcast from those opposing the 
war in Afghanistan and Australia’s 
involvement in it. Censorship by 
omission is the ABC’s motto! 

Demonstration against ABC bias

Pete’s Corner

Viva La Revolucion!Viva La Revolucion!

2pm – 5pm Sunday 25th July 2pm – 5pm Sunday 25th July 

MUA 46 Ireland St West MelbourneMUA 46 Ireland St West Melbourne

Film – to be confirmedFilm – to be confirmed

Music – Marisol SalinasMusic – Marisol Salinas

Chilean musiciansChilean musicians

Afternoon Tea and RaffleAfternoon Tea and Raffle

Entry $15 – bookings preferredEntry $15 – bookings preferred

Contact: Joan – 9857 9249Contact: Joan – 9857 9249
Everyone welcome for this exciting afternoon.Everyone welcome for this exciting afternoon.

All proceeds go to projects in CubaAll proceeds go to projects in Cuba

Australia Cuba Friendship Society – MelbourneAustralia Cuba Friendship Society – Melbourne

Photo: Denis Doherty
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On the surface, the Cooper 
superannuation review looks 
pretty innocuous. The proposal 
for superannuation products to 
be divided into three types – 
“MySuper”, “choice” and “do it 
yourself” (DIY) funds is hardly 
revolutionary. MySuper sounds 
promising – a low cost product 
offered by funds at the lower end 
of the risk scale for “members who 
simply want someone else to take 
care of it all for them.” But the 
underlying theme of the 500-page 
report is a strategy to develop the 
private superannuation market 
and undermine the industry funds, 
which were set up by the trade 
union movement. The review looks 
the other way when faced with 
a mounting problem – a system 
that does not guarantee security 
in retirement.

A quick look at the review’s chair 
Jeremy Cooper and the membership 
of the review panel is enough to raise 
concerns. They have backgrounds in 
the private sector with law fi rms, the 
superannuation industry, fi nancial 
institutions including Citigroup, 
Lloyds, Colonial Mutual, AMP, 
Jacques Martin, BT Australia and 
several from the Investment Financial 
Services Association. (The IFSA 
is an industry body representing 
insurance, wholesale and retail fund 
managers, insurance companies, 
legal and accounting fi rms and asset 
consultants.)

Since the trade union movement 
succeeded in gaining award provision 
for superannuation in 1986 and 
then the introduction of compulsory 
superannuation guarantee scheme in 
1992, the pool of retirement savings 
has grown to more than $1.25 trillion. 
It has become a highly lucrative 
source of income for the various 
fi nancial institutions, consultants, and 
others involved in the management 
and investment of these funds. 
They are a major source of capital 
investment for the private sector 
where the risk is carried by fund 
members – mostly workers – and not 
those profi ting from the investments.

Massive fees
“Australians pay $46m a day in 

superannuation fees for a product 
that won’t provide for most people’s 
retirement,” writes Madeleine Koo, 
front page of last weekend’s Financial 
Review (10-11/7/2010). Fees have 
risen by 62 percent in the last fi ve 
years.

The hefty fees charged by the 
private for-profit funds, known 
as retail funds, have made them 
uncompetitive with the not-for-profi t 
industry funds. One of the aims of the 
review is to break the competitive 
advantage that industry funds have 
and encourage workers to shift to 
other funds.

The Howard government tried 
to do this by legislating for “choice 
of fund” in 2005. Every worker was 
asked to sign a document that gave 
them the opportunity to change funds 
– i.e. opt out of their industry fund. 
“Choice” did not lead to a massive 
exodus from industry funds – the 
advertising by funds made workers 
realise how much better off they 
were in their union-backed, not-for-
profi t fund.

On a positive note the report 
recommends that the payment of 
commissions to advisers, etc, “should 
be banned on all insurance products 
in super, including group risk and 
personal insurance.” That is for insur-
ance such as death prior to retirement, 
which funds offer members. The huge 
investment and advice fees, perfor-
mance bonuses and commissions 
that fi nancial planners, advisers, etc, 
receive, will not be banned.

The review rejects capping fees. 
In classic neo-liberal style, it calls for 
greater transparency so fund members 
can compare funds. It advocates the 
setting of benchmarks to enable fund 
members to exercise their choice on 
competitive markets! It all sounds 
very familiar – the education market 
with its MySchool league tables and 
the health market with benchmarking 
of hospitals come to mind.

“The MySuper concept is aimed 
at lowering overall costs while main-
taining a competitive market-based, 
private sector infrastructure for 
super,” the report says. The emphasis 
is on “market-based” and “private”.

Conflict of interest
“Superannuation is compulsory 

and fully outsourced to the private 
sector. System design and regulatory 
settings have perhaps not taken this 
into account suffi ciently. Member 
interests are not always paramount.” 
Too true!

The review notes that the 
“identifi cation and management of 
confl icts of interests and of duties are 
a particular priority”. It does not seek 
to remove these confl icts of interest, 
only manage them by such means as 
greater transparency and changing 
the structure of the boards of trustees.

The approach of “managing” 

rather than eliminating confl ict of 
interest is not good enough. As long as 
there are private fi nancial institutions 
and other corporate interests 
making profi ts out of fees and other 
charges there remains a confl ict of 
interest. This is particularly the case 
with the private retail funds. The 
potential confl ict of interest between 
maximising workers’ savings and the 
profi ts of a fi nance company are huge.

Take for example the fi nancial 
subsidiary of a major bank. That 
fi nance arm is free to invest super 
funds in the shares of that bank 
to boost their price – as was done 
during the recent share market 
plunge. Corporations by law have an 
obligation to put their shareholders’ 
interests fi rst. Their directors face 
huge penalties if they do not do this.

The only way to eliminate confl ict 
of interest is to take super out of the 
hands of the private, for-profi t sector. 
Although the boards of industry funds 
strive to do what is in the best interests 
of their members, the actual day-to-
day investment decisions of industry 
funds are in the hands of private sector 
custodians and representatives of 
fi nancial institutions.

Industry funds
At present the industry fund 

boards are composed of equal 
representation of trade union and 
employer representatives with a 
mutually agreed independent chair. 
The Cooper review wants to open up 
membership to direct representation 
from the fi nance sector by insisting 
that one third of employer and one 
third of trade union trustees be 
replaced by “independent” trustees! 
That would leave trade unions with 

less than one third representation.
There are good arguments to 

remove employer representatives 
as the money belongs to workers 
as the compulsory contributions 
come from forgone wage rises. The 
role of trade unions in determining 
policy regarding investment of these 
savings should not be weakened. 
The question of where funds are 
invested is paramount – both for the 
direct fi nancial outcomes of those 
investments and for the broader social, 
ethical and economic outcomes that 
also affect the living standards of 
workers and their families and the 
environment.

Risky business 
for workers

There are two critical issues that 
the review does not address in the 
interests of workers.

The fi rst is the question of risk. 
Fund members – workers – carry all 
the risks and the volatility of fi nancial 
markets. This is acknowledged in the 
report, but written off by highlighting 
the importance of taking “a long-term 
perspective”. That might be fi ne if you 
retire at the peak of a boom, but not if 
you retire in the depths of recession.

Workers retiring during the most 
recent stockmarket crash and fi nancial 
crisis saw their savings fall by as 
much as 25-30 or even 40-50 percent. 
There are no guarantees of retirement 
in security under the present system. 
On retirement the lack of security 
remains with lump sum investments 
to be made and gambles on how long 
you might live. This will become an 
even bigger issue as the age pension 
is wound back in years to come.

The second critical issue is 
where funds are invested. The review 
stresses as one of its 10 super policy 
principles: “Governments should not 
seek to direct super fund trustees to 
invest in particular assets or asset 
classes, nor to prevent investments 
in certain types of assets or asset 
classes unless there are prudential or 
regulatory reasons for doing so. This 
is regardless of how much it might 
seem in the national interest to do so.”

It is on these two issues that 
the review fails dismally to protect 
workers, their families and the 
environment.

T h e  C o m m u n i s t  P a r t y 
of Australia is calling for a 
national superannuation scheme, 
democratically run and guaranteed 
by government. Such a fund would 
provide retirees a guaranteed 
fortnightly income for the remainder 
of their life – what is known as a 
defi ned benefi t. The funds would 
be invested in public infrastructure, 
public housing, community services, 
health and other areas of public good. 
Workers who so choose could opt to 
put all or some of their super into the 
national fund.

It is in the national interest – 
meaning people’s interests – for 
government to direct super fund 
trustees to invest in particular assets 
or asset classes and to prevent 
investments of certain types such as 
pure gambling on derivatives markets, 
in weapons manufacturers, uranium 
mining, etc. All super funds should be 
required to invest a certain percentage 
of their funds in public works or 
government bonds where it would 
not only be secure but serve a useful 
purpose. 

Cooper review
Super let-down for workers

It’s a dark day, when a hard work-
ing Australian is dragged through 
the courts like a common criminal. 
And that is what is being done 
to South Australian construction 
worker Ark Tribe. Ark is charged 
with not attending an interrogation 
with the Australian Building and 
Construction Commission (ABCC), 
and if found guilty faces up to six 
months in jail.

On June 18, in Adelaide 
Magistrates Court, Ark’s lawyers 
entered his plea – Not Guilty. It 
is also a day that will be remem-
bered for the strength of the 
trade union movement and the 
Australian people as thousands 

stood by Ark Tribe in rallies 
around across Australia and out-
side of the court.

Because of laws brought in by 
the Howard government, which 
continue to be supported by Tony 
Abbott, a man is facing charges 
after he attended a union meeting 
and took a stand for safety on the 
job. Despite earlier promises by 
Labor to rip up the legislation, 
the ABCC remains as powerful as 
ever, still taking unions and inno-
cent workers to court.

Under the legislation the 
ABCC has the power to sum-
mons innocent workers like Ark 
to secretive interrogation sessions. 

If they fail to attend or refuse to 
answer questions, such as what 
their mates said at a union meet-
ing, they can be jailed for up to 
six months or face heavy fi nes.

The ABCC has failed to keep 
unions out of the workplace, but it 
is costing them hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars in legal costs and 
fi nes and making it far more dif-
fi cult for workers to access their 
legal rights. Although the building 
industry is riddled with corrupt 
and criminal employers who cheat 
workers of their entitlements, not 
a single employer has been pros-
ecuted by the ABCC.

The ABCC has a habit of 

entering workplaces at the request 
of bosses who want to exclude 
union offi cials. They also turn up 
after disputes have been resolved, 
and pursue charges against union-
ists and unions when it is the 
employer who has endangered the 
health and safety of workers.

Surrounded by his family 
and thousands of supporters, Ark 
went through a series of stop start 
hearings, as the magistrate fi nally 
ruled last month that his case 
would proceed.

Witnesses will start giving evi-
dence at the Adelaide Magistrates 
Court from Tuesday July 20 to 
Thursday July 22.

With only days before the 
trial recommences in the Adelaide 
Magistrates Court on Ark’s case, 
his union, the Construction, 
Forestry, Mining and Energy 
Union, is calling for help to spread 
the message: - Don’t Jail Ark.

Over 8,000 people have signed 
the Don’t Jail Ark Petition on 
the “rights on site” web page*. If 
you have not already signed, then 
please do. The aim is to get to 
10,000. If you do not have access 
to the internet then please ask 
someone to help you or tray your 
local library.

Thanks for your support.
* www.rightsonsite.org.au 

It’s a dark day for workers’ rights

A national superannuation scheme, democratically run and guaranteed by government would provide 
retirees a guaranteed fortnightly income for the remainder of their life.
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Australian poetry tends to neglect 
if not deny its working-class voices. 
Literary journals rarely publish 
poetry that focuses on working-
class life. Some educated people 
claim that there is no such thing 
as class in Australian society and 
that these ideas are outdated and 
belong to Europe. Others say it is 
propaganda.

Our educated elite who dominate 
the arts say that poetry should talk 
of “transcending art” such as “love”. 
This worship of “transcending art” 
denies that “being determines con-
sciousness” and that the objective 
realities of class struggle determine 
our thoughts and feelings.

Basically these ideas of transcend-
ing “art” without class are capitalist 
art. It is not surprising that much of 
what we are surrounded with is art 
that comes from the US and supports 
Imperialism. This is a weapon that 
they call “soft power” that keeps us 
from challenging monopoly capital-
ism, for which they claim there is no 
other solution.

“it’s a booz-wah world still
where their spinners spin
& spin a web of class neutrality.”
Workers who are educated on 

the factory fl oor don’t have to study 

books to fi nd out who are the capital-
ists and how they are exploited. These 
are the realities of class struggle.

Jim came from the strongly work-
ing class area of Rotherham. This is 
where the Rivers Don and Rother 
join and where the mine pitheads 
and heavy industry also combined 
in the fi nal days when Britain was 
the “workshop of Europe”. These 
were times when class antagonisms 
were intense as England drifted into 
World War II.

“for the class lines that day were 
razor sharp as the

workin’ class fought fascism in 
england & abroad”

Jim’s language refl ects the special 
accents of the unique language of 
Rotherham mixed with his experience 
and thoughtfulness of years of work 
in Australia.

His description given to Norm 
Hughes, the union delegate at the 
Moreton Freezer Works, can also be 
said of Jim…

“his personal political views 
were open

‘ence comrades could allus 
question

knowin’ class consciousness 
comes with social

experience”

One aspect of Jim’s class love of 
this country is the concern and assist-
ance he devoted to the conditions and 
struggle of Aboriginal people.

“oh! soul of this country! 
the dispossessions!
the tone-deaf silence!”
Ray Hearn says of Jim’s work…
“He’s made a pen of his boning 

knife and set about eviscerating cant 
and claptrap. All that accumulated 
experience, learning, refl ecting sizing 
up is the muscle behind that blade 
fi lleting the body politic, hauling its 
carcass up on his butcher’s hook…”

This is a valuable book of work-
ing class art with deep insights and 
valuable experience that can only 
be gained from a lifetime of class 
struggle. 
This book can be purchased 
online from Ginderra Press, 
PO Box 3461 Port Adelaide 
5015. Price is $22.50 plus $5.50 
p&p in Australia.
To order: www.ginninderrapress.
com.au/poetry.html (Books are 
listed by author alphabetically.)
In Adelaide, Ginninderra Press 
books are available at East 
Avenue Books, 53 East Avenue, 
Clarence Park 5034. 

Australia

leftside
by Jim Sharp – a prolie who writes poetry

Poet Jim Sharp – a voice for the working class.

Opinion

Capitalism educates 
through life’s experiences
H Patterson

The best teacher to educate 
people about communist ideology 
is capitalism itself. For instance 
Tim Flannery, who is the leading 
spokes person for the mass of 
scientists who have proven without 
any doubt that climate change is 
caused by capitalism pouring mass 
greenhouse gases into the atmos-
phere, has over the years become 
quite despondent in regards to the 
political lack of action to solving 
this problem.

In an ABC interview on June 7 
he seems to have moved over the 
years from someone who initially 
believed that his society would 
respond to the emergency of the 
problem to now recognising that his 
society is not acting because it is 
controlled by what he calls “vested 
interests”, the big capitalists. 
He adds that this “compromises 
democracy” and that this is really 
“corruption” of the political system. 
Although he has probably never 
read any communist material he is 
describing accurately the bourgeois 
dictatorship that rules our society.

The interviewer went on to ask 
Flannery to give positive examples 
of imperialist governments helping 

to reduce greenhouse gases being 
dumped into the atmosphere. He 
ignored the question, one assumes 
because little is being done in the 
West and instead pointed out that 
China has a political system where 
real results are being achieved. 
He states that the “standard old 
Chinese process” under one of its 
“fi ve-year plans” is eradicating 
all ineffi cient coal power stations 
and is effi ciently way ahead of 
schedule. This is the one bright 
light for stabilising the planet to 
only warming two degrees but 
Flannery adds that the West now 
has to also do something.

It seems that only when 
society is up against a crisis 
of survival, Flannery, like past 
intellectuals quickly learn that 
their political system is only 
an illusionary democracy. The 
intellectuals of the 20th century 
who joined the Communist 
Party did so partly because their 
Western “democracies” created 
two world wars. This suicidal path 
the “democracies” took the world 
down killed over 70 million people 
and once again it was caused by 
capitalist nations. However, just 
like China is now trying to avert 
a world disaster from climate 

change, Soviet leader Joseph Stalin 
tried to avert war by making an 
alliance with the “democracies” of 
Britain and France against Hitler’s 
threats, prior to WW2, but they 
refused, instead, hoping to enjoy 
witnessing war between Germany 
and the USSR [Soviet Union]. If 
the capitalist “democracies” had 
joined an alliance, Hitler would 
have been overthrown by the 
German military prior to WW2 
who already had reservations about 
his sanity of going to war, and 70 
million people would not have 
died.

The problem with the latest 
suicidal path capitalism is taking 
us down is that even the scientist 
cannot predict how disastrous it 
will be because they have little 
knowledge of what occurs when a 
planet is heated up within a short 
hundred-year time span; but for 
sure the death count will be in the 
hundreds of millions if not more 
and, if there are any survivors, 
being negatively affected unless we 
can in the mean time overthrow the 
pigs that rule this world.

As the situation of climate 
change gets more serious 
intellectuals like Flannery will 
begin to look for serious answers 
and so we can expect more of them 
to once again warm the seats of 
the Communist Party meetings. 
However we must remind them 
that their predecessors of the 20th 
century made a mistake in the ‘50s 
and ’60s of changing sides back to 
their “democracies”.
The Flannery interview 
can be heard on: http://
www.abc.net.aullocalfaud
ioI2010/06/07/2920463.htm 
?site=melboume 

A Bureau of Statistics survey conducted in May showed that job 
vacancy fi gures for the mining industry are very high. The number 
of mining jobs on offer jumped almost 20 percent at a time when 
total vacancies across the economy fell 2.5 percent. Mining 
employs fewer than 200,000 workers yet had 6,200 jobs vacant. 
This total of 6,200 vacancies is the highest ever reached – even 
in the previous mining boom the total vacancies only reached 
5,000. Mining companies may have threatened to shut down their 
operations but curiously they never stopped trying to hire workers.

Ageing bridges are becoming a big headache for motorists 
with many councils either closing them or limiting their 
weight bearing capacity. Traditionally road bridges are 
funded by local councils but their maintenance has been 
neglected for a long time. Nowadays many cash-strapped 
municipalities are struggling to fi nd funds to fi x them. 

Defence Minister John Faulkner announced that Australian troops 
would begin to be withdrawn from Afghanistan in June 2012. The 
Minister said the decision was based on the advice from senior 
military offi cials. However, it is hard not to see the connection 
between the announcement and the coming elections. An 
Essential Research poll released last week showed 61 percent of 
Australians want soldiers out of Afghanistan. A gradual increase 
in the opposition to the war in Afghanistan, the mounting casualty 
count and the open-ended commitment are causing concerns for 
the Labor government. However, the fi nal decision will be taken 
in Washington, not Canberra and the Australian forces will be 
there as long as the US wants them to be, under Liberal or Labor.

The NSW Auditor-General released a critical report on Sydney’s 
V8 Supercars race. He pointed out that the $35 million price tag 
for the fi ve-year deal would be exceeded by $10 million. The 
proposed economic benefi ts were 24 percent less than had 
been envisaged by the NSW government. “The V8 Supercars 
race at Homebush Bay was managed well on the day, and by 
all reports the spectators enjoyed themselves. But a good day 
is not the same as a good deal,” the Auditor-General stressed.

When NSW Parliament resumes at the end of August after 
the winter break it will vote on Christian Democrat Fred Nile’s 
proposal to ban certain women’s clothing. The Full-Face Covering 
Prohibition Bill is modelled on Belgian legislation. As proposed 
by Fred Nile, any person wearing a face covering in public 
would be liable to a $550 fi ne. Anyone who compelled another 
person to wear such a covering, such as a woman’s husband, 
father or religious leader, could be fi ned $1,100. Cultural or 
religious beliefs of a person would not be a “reasonable excuse”.

Book Review by Don Wilson

Brisbane – Book launch

Jim Sharp’s Left Side
3:00 pm - 5:00 pm Saturday July 31
Qld Council of Union Bld 16 Peel St, Sth Brisbane

Contact: Ross Gwyther 07 3366 5318
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Fidel Castro: 
“On the Brink of the Tragedy”
On June 8, in his Refl ections titled “On the 
Brink of the Tragedy”, Fidel alerted the 
world to the most serious developments 
taking place in relation to Iran. “The conse-
quences of the US imperial imbroglios could 
be catastrophic and affect every inhabitant 
of the planet much more than all of the 
economic crises combined.”

Fidel warns, “Israel would not refrain from 
activating and using – with full independence 
– the considerable nuclear power built by the 
United States in that country. To believe other-
wise would be to ignore reality.

He says: “there is no way the United Nations 
can change the course of events, and very 
soon the arch-reactionaries ruling Israel will 
clash with the indomitable resistance of Iran, a 
nation with a population of 70 million and well 
known religious traditions that will not accept 
the insolent threats of any adversary.

“In short: Iran will not submit to the Israeli 
threats.”

The United Nations was reportedly about 
to vote on a resolution for the imposition of 
a fourth round of sanctions on Iran for refus-
ing to cease the enrichment of uranium. Fidel 
notes the irony of the situation, “that if it were 
Israel, the United States and its closest allies 
would immediately say that Israel did not sign 
the Nuclear Non Proliferation Treaty and veto 
the resolution.

“However, if Iran is simply accused of 
producing up to 20% enriched uranium, there 
is an immediate request to apply economic 
sanctions to strangle that country; and it is 
obvious that Israel would act as usual, with 
fascist fanaticism, the same as the soldiers of 
the elite troops dropped from helicopters before 
daybreak on those travelling in the solidarity 
fl otilla carrying food to the people besieged in 
Gaza, killing several people and injuring tens 
of them who were later arrested alongside the 
crews of the ships.

“Obviously, they will try to destroy the 
facilities where Iran is enriching part of the 
uranium it produces. It is also evident that Iran 
will not accept such inconsistent treatment,” 
Fidel says.

Israeli-US military build-up
A week later, under the heading, “How I 

wish I was wrong”, Fidel Castro’s Refl ections 
again attempt to alert the world: “Diabolical 
news is fi ltering little by little between games 
and games in the World Cup, in a way that 
nobody is paying much attention to it….

“Fanaticism for sport is growing incessantly, 
captivating hundreds or millions and possibly 
billions of people all over the planet.

“On the other hand, one would have to ask 
how many of them know that, since June 20, US 
military vessels, including the Harry S Truman 
aircraft carrier, escorted by one or more nuclear 
submarines and other warships with missiles 
and cannons that are more powerful than those 
of the old battleships utilised in the last world 
war from 1939 to 1945, have been navigating 
toward Iranian coasts via the Suez Canal.

“The yanki naval forces are accompanied by 
Israeli military boats, with equally sophisticated 
armaments, to inspect every vessel that leaves to 
export and import commercial products required 
for the functioning of the Iranian economy.

“At the proposal of the United States, with 

support from the United Kingdom, France and 
Germany, the UN Security Council approved a 
harsh resolution that was not vetoed by any of 
the fi ve countries which hold that right.

“Another harsher resolution was approved 
with the agreement of the United States Senate.

“Subsequently, a third, even harsher one 
was passed by the countries of the European 
Union. All of this took place before June 20, 
which prompted an urgent trip to Russia by 
French President Nicolas Sarkozy, according 
to the news, to meet with the head of state of 
that powerful country, Dmitry Medvedev, in 
the hope of negotiating with Iran and avoiding 
the worst.”

War on Iran
“Now it is about calculating when the naval 

forces of the United States and Israel will be 
deployed facing the Iranian coasts, and joining 
up there with aircraft carriers and other US 
military boats which mount guard in this region.

“The worst part is that, just like the United 
States, Israel, its gendarme in the Middle East, 
possesses extremely modern bomber aircraft and 
sophisticated weapons supplied by the United 
States, which has converted it into the sixth 
nuclear power on the planet given its fi repower, 
among the eight recognised as such, including 
India and Pakistan.

“The Shah of Iran had been defeated by 
Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini in 1979 with-
out using a single weapon. The United States 
imposed the Shah after the war on that nation 
with the use of chemical weapons, whose 
components it supplied to Iraq together with 
the information needed by its combat units 
and which were deployed by them against 
the Revolutionary Guards…. Mahmud 
Ahmadinejad, now head of state in Iran, was 
chief of the sixth army of the Revolutionary 
Guards and chief of the Guard Corps in the 
western provinces of that country, which bore 
the brunt of that war.

“Today, in 2010, after 31 years, both the 
United States and Israel are underestimating the 
one million soldiers in the Iranian Armed Forces 
and their capacity for fi ghting on land, and the 
air, sea and land forces of the Revolutionary 
Guards.

“In addition to these, there are the 20 million 
men and women, aged from 12 to 60, selected 
and systematically trained by its diverse military 
institutions, from out of the 70 million people 
who inhabit the country.

“The government of the United States drew 
up a plan to instigate a political movement that, 
supporting itself on capitalist consumerism, 
would divide Iranians and defeat the regime. 
“That hope has become innocuous. It is laugh-
able to think that with US warships plus those 
of Israel, that they can arouse the sympathies 
of one sole Iranian citizen.

Spread war to 
Korean peninsula

Fidel links the US-Israeli war preparations 
to US plans for war against the Democratic 
People’s Republic of Korea (North Korea): 
“Analysing the current situation, I initially 
believed that the battle would begin on the 
Korean peninsula, and that that area would be 
the detonator of the second Korean war which, 

in its turn, would immediately lead to the second 
war that the United States would impose on Iran.

“Now, reality is changing things in an 
inverse sense: that of Iran will immediately 
unleash that of Korea.

“The leadership of North Korea, which was 
accused of the sinking of the Cheonan, and is 
all too well aware that it was sunk by a mine 
that the yanki intelligence services succeeded 
in placing in the hull of that corvette, will not 
hesitate for one second to act as soon as the 
attack is initiated on Iran.

“It pains me to think of so many dreams 
conceived of by human beings and the astound-
ing creations of which they have been capable 
in just a few thousand years.

“At a time when the most revolutionary 
dreams are being fulfi lled and the homeland 
is fi rmly recovering, how I wish I was wrong!

An impossible happiness
On July 4, on the website Cubadebate*, 

Fidel elaborated more on the impending wars.
“I promised that I would be the ‘happiest 

man in the world if I was wrong’ but, unfortu-
nately, my happiness was short-lived.

The World Cup has still not ended. There 
are six days left to go before the fi nal. What an 
exceptional opportunity the yanki empire and 
the fascist state of Israel might miss for keeping 
the minds of the vast majority of the inhabitants 
of the planet off their basic problems!

“Who would have noticed the disastrous 

plans of the empire in relation to Iran and its 
crude pretexts for attacking it?

“At the same time I ask myself: what are 
Israeli warships doing for the fi rst time in the 
waters of the Persian Gulf, the Strait of Hormuz 
and Iran’s maritime areas?

“Is it possible to imagine that the yanki 
nuclear aircraft carriers and the Israeli warships 
will leave there with their tails between their 
legs if the requisites contained in Resolution 
1929 passed by the United Nations Security 
Council on June 9, 2010 – which authorises 
the inspection of Iranian ships and aircraft, 
with the possibility of making those inspections 
within the territory of any state and which, this 
time around, authorises doing so on the high 
sea – are met?

“The resolution also establishes that the 
inspection of Iranian ships should not be under-
taken without Iran’s consent. In that case, its 
refusal would be the subject of analysis. Another 
added element is the possibility of seizing what 
has been inspected, if it can be confi rmed that it 
does not comply with the terms of the resolution.

“A disarmed Iran was the victim of that 
cruel war with Iraq in which the masses of the 
Revolutionary Guards cleared the minefi elds 
by advancing across them. This is not the case 
today…. The Iran which, at this moment, is 
threatening with its air, land and sea armies 
of the Muslim-Shiite religion, is nothing like 
the Republican Guard that they attacked with 
impunity in Iraq.

“The empire is at the point of committing 
an inestimable error without anybody being able 
to prevent it. It is advancing inexorably toward 
a disastrous fate…

“Neither of the two parties will give in: one, 
due to the pride of the powerful, and the other, 
out of resistance to the yoke and the capacity 
to fi ght, as has occurred so many times in the 
history of humanity.

“Without any doubt whatsoever, the peo-
ple of Iran, a nation of millenary traditions, 
will defend themselves against the aggressors. 
It is incomprehensible that Obama can seri-
ously believe that they would bow down to 
his demands.

“The president of that country and its 
religious leaders, inspired by the Islamic 
Revolution of Ruhollah Khomeini, creator of 

Since June 20, US military vessels, including the Harry S Truman aircraft carrier (pictured), have been 

“At the same time I ask myself: what are Israeli 
warships doing for the first time in the waters 
of the Persian Gulf, the Strait of Hormuz 
and Iran’s maritime areas?
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the Revolutionary Guards, the modern Armed 
Forces and the new state of Iran, will resist.

“For us, the poor nations of the world, who 
are not in the least to blame for the colossal mess 
created by imperialism, located in this hemi-
sphere to the south of the United States, others 
located in the West, Centre and South of Africa, 
and others that are able to remain unharmed by 
nuclear war in the rest of the planet, there is no 
alternative other than to confront the conse-
quences of the catastrophic nuclear war which 
will erupt in a very short time.

“Unfortunately, I have nothing to rectify and 
I take full responsibility for what is written in 
my latest Refl ections.”

Nuclear crisis
On Cubadebate on June 27, Fidel raised 

questions about the prospects of nuclear war:
“However, some things are still very unclear 

at the present moment; can the two most power-
ful nuclear powers, the United States and Russia, 
abstain from using their nuclear weapons against 
one another?

“What remains in no doubt whatsoever 
is that, from Europe, the nuclear weapons of 
Britain and France, allies of the United States 
and Israel – and which enthusiastically imposed 
the resolution that will inevitably unleash war, 
and a war that, given the reasons explained, will 
immediately become a nuclear war – are a threat 
to Russian territory, although that country, just 
like China, has tried to avoid such an outcome 
as far as the strengths and possibilities of each 
one allow.

“The economy of the superpower will col-
lapse like a house of cards. The society of the 
United States is one which is the least prepared 
to endure a disaster like the one created by the 
empire in the very territory from where it set out.

“We do not know what might be the envi-
ronmental effects of the nuclear weapons that 
will inevitably explode in various parts of our 
planet, something which, in the less grave vari-
ant, is going to happen in profusion.

“To venture any hypothesis would be pure 
science fi ction on my part.”
For full text of these important Reflections 
and what was said on Cubadebate, visit 
Granma (www.granma.cu/english)
* Cubadebate (www.cubadebate.cu) 
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navigating toward Iranian coasts via the Suez Canal.

The struggle to break 
the grip of monopoly

The recent victory of the mining compa-
nies over the elected Labor government 
has brought to the fore the power of the 
big monopolies that dominate not only 
the mining sector, but fi nance, banking, 
manufacturing, pharmaceuticals and other 
sectors of the economy. As noted in The 
Guardian editorial of July 7 (Issue 1462), 
“neither major party challenges the control 
over society of big business. The existing 
two-party system in which they alternately 
share government obscures and protects 
the dictatorship of capital over economic 
and political life. It must be broken.” The 
question for the working class is how. The 
following chapter from Imperialism Today* 
by Gus Hall, although written nearly 40 
years ago, is just as relevant today:

Today struggles in any sector of life turn 
into a confrontation with monopoly capital. 
Search the surface anywhere and you touch 
some tentacle of monopoly corporate interest. 
The industrial worker meets the monster on 
the production line daily. This confrontation 
is direct and clean-cut. The small farmer con-
fronts the beast in the form of banks, the agri-
corporation and monopolies in the distribution 
of farm products. The small businessman is 
squeezed between the monopolies who control 
the economy. The Afro-Americans, Chicanos, 
Puerto Ricans, the American Indian peoples are 
the victims of the monopolies’ special system 
of oppression and discrimination. The students 
face the fi end in monopoly-controlled college 
boards. Women face the monster of reaction-
inspired male chauvinism.

In the United States one cannot escape the 
tentacles of monopoly capitalism. They have a 
choking grip on industry, banking, newspapers, 
radio, television, magazines, on retail trade. 
They control the two parties of capitalism. 
Monopoly capital has a controlling infl uence on 
the government on all levels. We have a state 
monopoly power.

Curbing the power 
of monopolies

How to unite the victims of monopoly 
oppression is a serious question for the work-
ing class, the victims of the special systems of 
oppression, the farm groups, professionals and 
people engaged in small business. To “turn the 
country around” is to turn it against monopoly 
capitalism. Any meaningful “new beginning” 
must be an anti-monopoly beginning.

An anti-monopoly coalition is an inevitable 
political development, because the power of 
monopoly is an obstacle to any progressive 
development. It will give rise to a new political 
party. The struggle will lead to an anti-monopoly 
political power, to state power. This is an inevi-
table path of struggle.

Because it is inevitable it is necessary to 
have a continuing dialogue about the problems 
of building a broad anti-monopoly coalition. 
One must start with the fact that masses will 

identify with the anti-monopoly struggles who 
are not for the destruction of capitalism as a 
system. They are going to be for measures that 
restrict and cut back the power of monopoly. 
They are going to be for measures that put the 
burden of taxes on the monopolies.

The anti-monopoly measures will include 
laws that support workers and small farmers. 
They will support laws that strike at racism. 
Inevitably the anti-monopoly direction will 
move to nationalisation of banks and industries. 
It will move towards greater democratic controls 
in all areas of life-political, economic, cultural.

Anti-monopoly movement
The question facing the revolutionary 

movement is not whether it should initiate an 
anti-monopoly movement. Monopoly domina-
tion gives rise to and feeds such a movement. 
The question still debated in many sectors is 
what should be the attitude to the anti-monopoly 
struggles and movements that exist. Should 
they be ignored as “diversions from the ‘real’ 
struggle against capitalism,” or should people 
who are for the destruction of capitalism help 
organise and lead anti-monopoly movements 
and struggles?

It depends on how one views the path 
leading to socialism. If one sees the path lined 
with bull-horns, and record players, repeating 
slogans and rhetoric of the need to overthrow 
capitalism then, of course, it is not necessary to 
consider such realities as monopoly domination, 
because “capitalism is monopoly and monopoly 
is capitalism.”

On the other hand, if one sees the path to 
socialism lined with people in struggle over the 
issues that pain them most, fi ghting and learning 
to recognise the real class enemy: becoming 
conscious of its own class power, and in the 
process being taught about socialism, then the 
anti-monopoly struggles become indispensable.

In a country like the United States, to ignore 
the anti-monopoly movement and struggles is 
to ignore the most basic element of our real-
ity. To disregard the anti-monopoly element 
is to overlook the most revolutionising factor 
in present-day capitalism. It is the fi rst stage 
in the understanding that the problems of the 
people are rooted in a social system dominated 
by monopoly corporations.

The anti-monopoly struggle is an expression 
of masses who are radical, militant, but a step 
away from the level of a revolutionary struggle 
to overthrow capitalism and establish socialism. 
One could even say they are anti-capitalist but 
not yet for socialism.

In the real sense there is no choice for 
serious revolutionaries. It is the same masses 
who are now and are going to be in the anti-
monopoly struggles, who are going to overthrow 
capitalism and establish socialism in the United 
States. They are wetting their socialist feet in 
the struggle against monopoly domination. To 
turn the country towards socialism is to turn it 
to fi ght monopoly domination.

The anti-monopoly concept is a broad, 

fl exible term refl ecting the varied nature of 
the struggle. Anti-monopoly struggles take 
place in every sector of life, because monopo-
lies dominate every sector of life. The anti-
monopoly struggles are laying the bricks for 
an anti-monopoly coalition. The specifi c issues 
that give rise to anti-monopoly struggles are 
economic, political, anti-war, for civil rights, 
for democracy. The working class is forced to 
take an anti-monopoly position. The struggles 
in all sectors move toward a confrontation with 
monopoly corporations.

Because of the new role of the state, anti-
monopoly struggles tend to become political 
struggles. The politics of the Democratic and 
Republican Parties are the politics of monopoly 
capitalism.

It is an illusion to think that anti-monopoly 
politics can ever establish a long-term political 
base in these two old parties.

Political independence
The basis for anti-monopoly politics is 

political independence from the twin parties 
of capitalism. There will be a period when the 
independent forces will use the two-party, one-
class electoral apparatus which serves monopoly, 
but the struggle must be for the breaking of that 
political vise and the setting up of a new anti-
monopoly party based on the working class.

The aim of the anti-monopoly struggles 
must be the creation of an anti-monopoly coali-
tion strong enough to break the economic and 
political stranglehold of monopoly capital. This 
of necessity means a struggle for economic and 
political power. Economic and political power 
cannot evade the question of state power. It 
means anti-monopoly state power. 

Economic and political power that breaks 
the grip of monopoly of necessity means 
the nationalisation of monopoly-controlled 
industries. It may not start with nationalisation 
but the logic of the confrontation will lead to 
nationalisation.

In a country like the United States the 
advent of an anti-monopoly state power will 
be an explosive event. It will rock the class 
structure from top to bottom. Nationalisation 
with democratic controls will change the bal-
ance of class power.

The role of the state will change. The state 
will become a bigger factor in infl uencing and 
directly regulating economic developments. 
It will have to add the element of planning. 
Workers will be drawn into councils that will 
have power over economic relationships.

It is clear these are also necessary steps 
moving the country toward socialism. As there is 
a relationship between the struggle for reforms 
and the struggle to overthrow capitalism, there 
is a dialectical relationship between the struggle 
against monopoly and the struggle for social-
ism. Within the overall framework of the class 
struggle there are struggles that take place on 
many levels around a multitude of issues.
* Imperialism Today, Gus Hall, 
International Publishers, NY, 1973. 
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Bruce K Gagnon

I have recently returned [to the 
US] from a weeklong trip to South 
Korea, where I visited several 
communities that are experiencing 
major expansion of US military 
bases. Several farming and fi shing 
villages, each more than 400 years 
old, are either being completely 
destroyed or severely impacted 
as their lands are taken for the 
enlargement of US bases.

The Washington Post reported 
several years ago that the US would 
be doubling its military presence in 
the Asian-Pacifi c region in order 
to “manage” China. Thus we now 
see US base expansion on Guam, 
Okinawa and in South Korea.

One such case is the small 
Gangjeong fi shing village on Jeju 
Island in South Korea. The South 
Korean Navy is ostensibly building 
this base, but when members of our 
organisation called the South Korean 
Embassy in Washington, DC, to 
support the opposition to the base 
by local residents they were told, 
“Don’t call us, call your own [US] 
government. They are pushing us to 
build this base.”

The US wants to deploy Aegis 
destroyers, built here at Bath Iron 
Works, at the base on Jeju Island 
largely because of its strategic 
proximity to China. China imports 
80 percent of its oil on ships and a 

Navy base on Jeju would help give 
the US ability to “control” this vital 
shipping lane in the Yellow Sea. 
While the declining US economy 
can’t compete with China anymore, 
the Pentagon is embarking on a 
strategy that says if we can control 
access to declining supplies of oil 
then we will still hold the keys to 
the global economic engine.

A very provocative strategy 
indeed.

Gangjeong village is famous for 
growing tangerines and for its fi shing 
and soft coral reefs. UNESCO has 
named the sea coast there as one of 
the world’s environmental jewels. 
The building of a Navy base in 
Gangjeong, to serve as a port for the 
growing US Aegis destroyer fl eet, 
will require dredging of the sea bed 
and destruction of the coral.

Gangjeong’s rocky coast reminds 
me much of Pemaquid Point here in 
Maine. The Navy plans to completely 
cover the rocks, now full of aquatic 
life, with cement in order to build 
docks for the ships.

The village of 2,000 people held 
a referendum where 94 percent of 
the residents voted against the Navy 
base. Sadly, though, the right-wing 
South Korean government is moving 
forward with plans for construction 
of the naval base, carrying out 
the will of the US Navy. Already 
more than 50 of the residents have 
been arrested for their non-violent 

sit-ins as they attempted to block 
construction equipment from 
beginning work.

Next month Gangjeong residents 
will do their third weeklong 
pilgrimage around the entire Jeju 
Island in order to plead with their 
government to cancel plans for 
the Navy base. They are doing all 
they can to protect their fi shing and 
farming culture. They talk about 
the need for someone to fi ght for 
the water, the coral, the fi sh, and 
their lands.

The Maine Veterans for Peace 
recently held another protest at the 
latest “christening” of an Aegis 
destroyer at BIW. Few in our state 
think about where these ships go 
once they leave Maine’s waters.

But I have now seen one 
community in South Korea that 
does not want these ships to come 
there. Gangjeong’s mayor told our 
visiting international delegation that 
“Jeju Island is at a crossroads — 
either eco-friendly or militarised.” 
When he said that, I wondered how 
Mainers would feel if the Navy 
wanted to pour concrete on the rocks 
at Pemaquid Point? I bet Mainers 
would fi ght to the bitter end.

That is what the villagers in 
Gangjeong intend to do.
Bruce K. Gagnon is the 
coordinator of Global Network 
Against Weapons and Nuclear 
Power in Space. 

South Korean villagers say 
“No!” to US Navy base

Gangjeong village’s coastline, considered one of the world’s 
environmental jewels, will have to be dredged if the building of the US 
Navy base goes ahead.

The secret war against Bolivia 
(and the rest of the world)
Lisa Karpova

Last month, President Evo 
Morales denounced the US Agency 
for International Development 
(USAID) and accused it of infi ltrat-
ing social movements in order to 
provoke confl icts with the govern-
ment and destabilise it. In addition, 
the president warned that those 
who persist in these activities will 
be expelled.

USAID is part of the plan area 
for the exercise of US imperialism 
in Latin America, Africa and Asia. 
USAID began its activities under 
the government of Harry S Truman 
in 1946 and has since distributed 
more than US$200 billion in 
military and economic “aid” to 
countries in which it exercises its 
dominance to protect its interests. 

USAID uses at least four types 
of programs. They are: Loans for 
Development Program, Technical 
Assistance Fund, the Emergency 
Support Program and Program for 
Military-Political support. The latter 
is part of a vast espionage and US 
intervention apparatus.

The Programme for Political-
Military Support is designed to 
curb and destroy the revolutionary 
movements in Latin America.

The request of moderation done 
by President Morales, will never 
be carried out, because USAID 
was organised for this: conspiring 
to overthrow revolutionary 
governments. They now have 
more help because President 
Barack Obama has just approved 
new programs for “secret war” 
and “special operations” at the 
worldwide level. Bolivia and 

Venezuela are in the crosshairs.
An investigation published 

by the Washington Post notes that 
Barack Obama has just authorised 
the expansion of the secret war 
against radical groups, increasing 
the required budget.

According to the Post, special 
operations are carried out in 75 
countries, with the assistance of 
13,000 military troops and civilian 
experts in intelligence operations, 
psychological warfare, targeted 
killing, training missions, and other 
illegal actions.

The Venezuelan-American 
journalist, Eva Golinger, points 
out in a recent article, that 
the researcher Jeremy Scahill 
discovered that the administration 
of Barack Obama has sent teams of 
elite special forces under the Joint 
Special Operations Command, to 
Iran, Georgia, Ukraine, and also 
to Bolivia, Paraguay, Ecuador and 
Peru.

The US has plans to destabilise 
governments in several countries. 
Washington only waits for 
the moment to activate them. 
Golinger’s article refers to a top 
Pentagon military man who said 
that Obama is allowing many of the 
actions, strategies and operations 
that were not permitted under 
George W Bush.

Two years ago, they nearly 
toppled Bolivian President Evo 
Morales with a blow at the 
time called a “civic-provincial 
coup,” coordinated by the then 
Ambassador Philip Goldberg who 
was appropriately expelled.

Obama has requested an 
increase of 5.7 percent for the 

budget of Special Operations 
2011. He asked for US$6.3 billion, 
plus US $ 3.5 billion extra for the 
contingency clandestine operations. 
For 2011, the total defence budget 
reaches US$ 872 billion, with 
US$75 billion to the intelligence 
community. 

At the start of the year 2009, 
President Obama signed the 
“Doctrine of Irregular Warfare,” 
prioritising it over conventional 
warfare. In “irregular warfare,” the 
battlefi eld has no limits, because 
the tactics and strategies are not 
traditional. Subversion and the use 
of special forces for clandestine 
operations are the main techniques 
to destabilize the adversary “inside 
out.”

To accomplish these tasks, 
agencies like USAID, National 
Endowment for Democracy 
(NED) and Freedom House, will 
serve to channel money towards 
the actors who are promoted in 
Washington. “Civil society” and 
social movements are penetrated 
in countries where, supposedly, 
imperial interests may be affected.

Golinger says in the article that 
one source from US special forces 
commented: “We no longer have to 
work in embassies and do not have 
to coordinate with the Department 
of State. We can operate wherever 
we want.”

This year, Venezuela was 
at the point of being classifi ed 
as a “terrorist state.” However, 
Washington took it off the list so 
as not to harm the sale of oil to the 
United States.
Pravda (abridged) 
(http://english.pravda.ru) 

Australia Cuba Friendship Society
with Latin Fusion
Kulcha, South Tce Fremantle (above Dome Cafe)

8 pm ’til late, Saturday July 24
Tickets $22/$25
Bookings: www.kulcha.com.au
0419 812 872 acfsperth@gmail.com

Latin Foods, Music and DanceLatin Foods, Music and Dance

July Revolution PartyJuly Revolution Party
Perth

Mafiosi buy votes to 
prevent travel to Cuba
Gabriel Molina

The US Chamber of Commerce 
has surprised congress members 
by warning that it proposes to 
“monitor votes” on the bipartisan 
bill aiming to re-establish the right 
for US citizens to travel to Cuba 
and sell food to the island in a more 
normal way.

The unusual warning came after 
an exposé by the Federal Elections 
Commission over vote-buying by the 
US Cuba Democracy Political Action 
Committee (PAC), which prompts the 
Miami ultra-right Cuban-American 
lobby, which has directed more than 
$73,000 in the fi rst four months of 
2010 to block approval of the bill.

The PAC “donated” around 
US$11 million to close to 400 can-
didates and legislators between 2004 
and 2008. According to a statement 
from the Public Campaign non-
party group, 53 Democratic legislators 
received more than $16,000 per head 
and at least 18 of them changed their 
position.

A survey taken in 2008 by World 
Public Opinion concluded that 70 
percent of US citizens are in favour 
of travel to Cuba. Among Cuban 
Americans, 55 percent are against 
the so-called embargo.

The Cuban travel ban was estab-
lished close to half a century ago, in 
January 1961, by Dwight Eisenhower. 
At the end of his term, President 
William Clinton eased travel to 

Cuba in order to win infl uence on the 
island. But President George W Bush 
prohibited it again, in order to thank 
ultra-right Cuban Americans whose 
vote fraud in Florida made it pos-
sible to strip Al Gore, the Democratic 
candidate, of the presidency.

The bill is sponsored by 62 
congress members, led by Democrat 
Collin Peterson, chair of the 
House Agriculture Committee, and 
Republican Jerry Moran of Kansas, 
and is backed by more than 140 busi-
ness, social, economic, political and 
religious organisations.

In addition to the Chamber of 
Commerce and the National Foreign 
Trade Council (NFTC), which groups 
together more than 300 important US 
companies, the Council of Churches 
(Protestants) and the United States 
Conference of Catholic Bishops also 
support the bill.

General James Hill, ex-command-
er in chief of the Southern Command; 
General Barry McCaffrey, former 
director of the Offi ce of National Drug 
Control Policy; Colin Powell, former 
head of the Joint Chiefs of Staff; and 
nine more former high level members 
of that country’s Armed Forces have 
acknowledged that the current policy 
of isolating Cuba has failed. The bill 
could be debated in the House after 
August 8 and it has been said that it 
needs 13 votes more than those com-
mitted to date.
Granma International 
(Abridged) 
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John Wojcik

As the toll mounts on the Gulf 
Coast – 100,000 out of work, 
wildlife dying, fi sheries shutting 
down – clean-up workers are get-
ting sick and health professionals 
are warning about the long-term 
effects on everyone, including the 
general population.

Officials at Louisiana’s West 
Jefferson Medical Center say an unde-
termined number of clean-up workers 
have been treated there for symptoms 
that include “irritated skin, nausea, 
laboured breathing and dehydration.”

At different times during the crisis 
so far BP has tried to dismiss reports 
of illness among clean-up workers as 
the result of either food poisoning or 
reactions to excessive heat.

Medical experts, scientists and oil 
spill clean-up workers, however, tell 
a different story.

As the spill enters its 79th day 
clean-up workers are saying they are 
experiencing headaches, dizziness, 
fatigue, nausea and problems with 
memory and concentration. Robert 
“Tiger” Hammond, president of the 
Greater New Orleans AFL-CIO, said 
some workers, and even residents in 
areas where oil has washed up along 
the shores, have reported “strange 
rashes.”

Fishermen like David Dixon, a 
shrimp boat captain in St Bernard 
Parish, were put out of business 
early on in the crisis, as soon as the 
fi shing grounds were shut down. He 
said he desperately needed work so 
he immediately took the clean-up job 
BP offered.

Dixon said he received neither 
adequate training nor protective gear 
from BP. “I was driven around on a 
golf cart and the company rep asked 
me what I thought should be done 
about the clean-up.”

Dixon said that despite his wor-
ries regarding long-term health effects 
he is doing the cleanup work because 
he has no choice.

Wilma Subra, a Louisiana chem-
ist who has been providing technical 
assistance to environmental groups, 
unions and other organisations, is 
among the growing number of profes-
sionals challenging BP’s contention 
that there is nothing to worry about. 
She has spoken out in testimony 
before Congress, press interviews and 
on the Internet.

She said fi shermen like Dixon 
were sent out to set up booms against 
the advancing oil and to pick up 
absorbent booms that were soaked 
with hydrocarbons and they lean over 
the crude oil slick for many hours, 
coming down with nausea, dizziness 
and respiratory problems. “They were 
told if they complained they would be 
fi red,” she said.

Signs were posted two months 
ago on roads throughout the Louisiana 
Bayou, warning drivers not to pass 
certain points because of the presence 
of “hazardous materials.”

“Those signs are up there because 
the oil soaked booms they bring in 
onto the docks are dangerous,” said 
Laurie Burgerot, a long-time resident 
of Yscloskey, La.

Chemist Subra noted that when 
some of the men were silent about 
getting sick, their wives started 
complaining. BP warned several 
fi shermen, she said, that they would 
be fi red if their wives continued to 
speak out.

Reports of BP supervisors warn-
ing workers early on during the crisis 
not to wear respirators or protective 
gear because it would make the 
situation look dangerous have been 
confi rmed by many sources.

Subra says the workers are 
inhaling “polynuclear aromatic 
hydrocarbons, known cancer causing 
agents that have additional heart and 
lung impacts. The fi shermen are not 
short-term exposed. We’re fearing 
that they will be sick for the rest of 
their lives.”

If history is any type of guide her 
warnings should be taken seriously.

Thousands who worked to clean 
up the Exxon Valdez spill in 1989 
have developed permanent illnesses 
or have died.

Merle Savage, a general foreman 
of the clean-up crews in that disaster 
has been sick for 20 years with heart 
and lung ailments resulting from 
exposure to toxins. She recently wrote 
an “open letter” to Gulf clean-up 
crews to warn them about risks they 
might face.

In it she begs the fi shermen and 
other clean-up workers to “not listen 
to what they are saying. BP is hiding 
everything they can. Breathing this 
crude oil is defi nitely going to be 
harmful to you. $15 an hour is not 
worth it. Your life is worth a lot more. 
Had I known, had someone leaked 
information or wrote me a letter and 
told me how toxic the crude oil could 
be, I never would have ever gone out 
and cleaned the oil spill because I’ve 
had to suffer for 21 years. And it does 
not get any better.”
People’s World 

WORLD: A total of 59 journalists have been the victims of 
homicide according to a study of 25 countries by the Swiss 
Press Emblem Campaign (PEC) NGO – a 10 percent increase 
compared to the same period last year. The case of great-
est concern is that of Latin America, where 24 journalists 
have been killed to date in 2010, followed by Asia with 14 and 
Africa with nine. The PEC noted that Mexico is the coun-
try where the profession of journalism would seem to incur 
the most risk. The other most dangerous countries are 
Pakistan, Nigeria, the Philippines, Russia and Colombia.

INDIA: The all India protest on July 5 against the steep increase 
in the prices of petroleum products has been an unprecedented 
success according to a joint statement by the Communist Party 
of India (Marxist), the Communist Party of India, Revolutionary 
Socialist Party and the Forward Bloc. Despite detention and 
arrests of thousands of protestors, shops, business establish-
ments, transport and educational institutions were closed across 
the country. Left leaders, A B Bardhan, D Raja and Brinda 
Karat were arrested for picketing in Delhi. This has been the 
most widespread protest action in the country in recent years.

VANUATU: The Vanuatu Government, Opposition and the 
people of Vanuatu have given their support to the people of 
West Papua in their struggle for self-determination. Vanuatu’s 
Prime Minister said he will sponsor the issue of West Papua 
to have it placed on the agenda at the Melanesian Spearhead 
Group and Pacifi c Islands Forum meetings and would propose 
that the independent movement of West Papua be granted 
Observer Status within these two regional bodies. The Vanuatu 
Parliament has also voted in support of a motion to request the 
International Court of Justice (ICJ) to give its legal opinion on 
the “New York Agreement” – legitimising Indonesian occupation.

IRAN: The Iranian government has announced it will 
release the jailed leader of the Tehran bus drivers, Mansour 
Osanloo. The international trade union movement has 
welcomed the news, but is calling for the release of 52 oth-
er jailed trade unionists. Global pressure on the Iranian 
government has certainly helped, and should encour-
age all of us to participate regularly in online campaigns.

PAKISTAN: On May 28, the website of the International Finance 
Corporation (IFC), the World Bank’s private sector lending arm, 
announced that Coca-Cola Beverages Pakistan Ltd (CCBPL) 
had applied for a US$60 million loan. The loan sponsors were 
CCBPL’s two owners, USA-based Coca-Cola Company (TCCC) 
and Coke’s bottler for Pakistan and the Middle East, Coca-
Cola Icecek (CCI), based in Turkey. After being informed by the 
IUF (the trade union international covering food workers) of its 
intention to challenge the loan application on grounds of serial 
violations of basic rights at their Multan plant in Turkey, Coca 
Cola withdrew its application. Were they worried about what 
might emerge in public hearings about their labour rights’ record 
– so worried as to forego a lone lower interest and a longer pay-
ment schedule than  generally available on capital markets?

Global Briefs

Oil spill workers report illness

Greece:

Parliament passes austerity cuts 
as workers strike
The strike demonstrations organ-
ised by All Workers’ Militant Front 
(PAME) on Thursday July 8 in 
Athens and 63 other cities rank 
among the most massive ones over 
the last months. 

Factories, construction sites, 
offi ces, ports, airports, public trans-
port, media were literally paralysed. 
The picket lines mounted in front of 
numerous factories kept out work-
ers in many workplaces who face 
the employers’ intimidation and 
blackmail. In addition, the class-
oriented forces proceeded to sym-
bolic sit-ins of public buildings in a 
series of cities.

The 13th strike demonstration 
over the last seven months was 
staged on the day when the parlia-
ment was passing the grotesque 
bill on social security which estab-
lishes 40 contribution years and 
retirement age of 65 years both 
for men and women, abolishes the 
list of hazardous occupations, and 
establishes wages far below the col-
lective labour agreements for the 
young people under 25.

The bill implements the guide-
lines of the EU Green Paper on 
pension systems, according to the 
“2020 strategy” promoted currently 
by the EU. Thus, the working class 
is forced to work till death while 

those who survive will receive a 
gratuity instead of a pension.

The bill was passed by the 
social democrat PASOK, as well as 
by the liberal ND and the nation-
alist LAOS that voted a series of 
separate articles, though at the 
same time they hypocritically 
voted against several others. The 
Communist Party of Greece (KKE) 
condemned the anti-labour bill and 
voted against it. 

At the same time, anti-commu-
nism intensifi es through the attack 
on the Communist Party’s fi nances. 
Furthermore, the new bill about the 
local elections promotes the ban on 
political parties using coupons to 
raise fi nancial support. In Greece 
this method is followed by KKE 
and constitutes the main means of 
its fi nancial support.

During the discussion in the 
Parliament, the General Secretary 
of the CC of KKE, Aleka Papariga, 
countered the anti-communist 
attack and the measures of the 
bourgeoisie that target the activity 
and the economic independence of 
KKE. She stressed: “the war against 
KKE is absolutely normal. We 
would be surprised if it was absent 
under the conditions of the crisis. 
Nevertheless, anti-communism is a 
different thing. We know very well 

that you will turn against KKE. But 
you should take into consideration 
the following: we won’t be fright-
ened … this situation indicates that 
new measures are coming; that you 
want to beat the movement and you 
even call other parties to participate 
in this effort. We will not become 
a state-dependent party, neither a 
party serving the system nor a state-
dependent party.”

In the framework of its ongo-
ing multi-form activity, which is 
not restricted to strike actions, 
PAME organised a big concert 
in the centre of Athens. The con-
cert was held two days before the 
strike in cooperation with the Pan-
Hellenic Music Association and the 
Association of Greek Actors with 
the participation of famous singers 
and actors. Thousands of friends of 
PAME attended the concert where 
the voice of strikers met with artists 
and workers.

The actions of PAME continues 
in the sectors, with struggles in the 
workplaces, with the foundation 
of hundreds of factory committees 
throughout the country, responding 
to the dismissals and the employers’ 
intimidation that intensifi es.
Communist Party of Greece 
(abridged) (http://inter.kke.gr) 
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Funny money, 
funny system
In the June issue of The Australian 
Financial Review Magazine – 
modestly subtitled “The Wealth 
Issue” to better identify its target 
audience, one assumes – there is 
an article on four Australian phi-
lanthropists by Deirdre Macken.

Here is an old saw that defi nes a 
philanthropist as “someone who gives 
away what he should be giving back”. 
This is essentially true, but I wonder 
if there aren’t some mitigating factors 
that need to be considered.

Under capitalism, the rich – 
especially the very rich – tend to 
begrudge letting any of their wealth 
fi nd its way into the hands of the great 
unwashed. They want to keep it for 
people like themselves, and of course 
to use it to make even more wealth.

Can you see a billionaire like 
former US President George W Bush 
(or was he just a multi-millionaire 
– no matter) using any of his 
private wealth to help safeguard the 
environment for all? No, neither can I.

Old style philanthropists, 
beginning with the notorious John D 
Rockefeller himself, gave away large 
sums of money to unashamedly try to 
buy back some of the goodwill they 
had forfeited through their aggressive, 
inhumane business practices.

The modern equivalents of 

Rockefeller (in Australian terms think 
Rupert Murdoch or whichever Packer 
is presently splashing that family 
fortune around on creating a gambling 
empire to fl eece ordinary people of 
their cash without even the excuse 
that “it supports state hospitals”) are 
no doubt just as reprehensible as their 
illustrious predecessor.

There are some, however, who do 
seem to see their wealth as something 
that should be used – at least in 
part – for the common good. These 
people are certainly not a majority of 
the well-off, but they are signifi cant 
and should not be condemned as 
irredeemably lost to the cause of 
working class liberation.

The Communist Party of China 
recognised this back in the late 1930s 
and in the ’40s and ’50s, when it 
welcomed into its ranks members 
of the national bourgeoisie, even 
millionaires, who were prepared to 
throw in their lot with the workers 
against fi rst Japanese and then US 
imperialism.

The philanthropists in Ms 
Macken’s article are defi nitely part of 
Australia’s national bourgeoisie. They 
comprise Graham Turner, the boss 
of Flight Centre, “who has bought 
properties around the east coast of 
Australia to preserve wilderness areas 
for walkers, wombats and posterity”; 
farmer and orchardist Borry Gartrell 
of Orange who “makes enough from 
cherries and wine” to allow him to rip 
out his old commercial apple orchard 
and replace it with almost 200 rare 
varieties of apple and 250 varieties 
of ancient plums.

Now Gartrell’s property is on 
the bus tour circuit (along with a 
host of other farmers, gardeners and 
producers doing similar heritage-
oriented things with poultry, plants, 
beer, cheese, bread, etc).

As Ms Macken says, “the biggest 
value of these collections might lie in 
their future contribution to the genetic 
pool or to biodiversity”.  But is that 
something that should be left to the 

personal whim of a minority of rich 
folk, who at any time could succumb 
to the vagaries and the chaos of the 
capitalist market?

This comment applies equally 
to the activities of another of the 
philanthropists outlined in the 
article: “lawyer and horticulturalist 
Keith Richards”, who is part of a 
network of volunteer individuals and 
organisations trying to revitalise the 
Murray-Darling river system.

Should it not instead be a priority 
task of any responsible government 
to lead the way in areas like this? 
Governments can provide proper 
resources and enlist the support of the 
community to undertake such projects. 

Whatever can be achieved by 
wealthy individuals – and it can be 
a lot, let’s be honest – nevertheless 
fades into insignifi cance when posed 
against what can be achieved by a 
community when it is given resources 
and its members are enthused and 

mobilised in a cause they can all 
support, a cause they can recognise 
as benefi ting their community as a 
whole.

Just as a hospital needing a 
new wing should not have to wait 
until a rich business person can 
be persuaded to win himself some 
public approbation by paying for it 
(as long as it has his name on it in 
BIG letters), so the preservation of 
genetic diversity or the safeguarding 
of our river systems should not be at 
the mercy of “business cycles” or the 
share market.

In Australia, many people get out 
on “Clean Up Australia Day” each 
year and do their bit to repair the 
damage done by the thoughtless and 
the anti-social. In the Soviet Union, 
that sort of thing was done every 
Saturday, by volunteer “subotniks”.

And why not? It was in everyone’s 
interest to do it.

Ms Macken’s article is called 

Funny Money, partly I suppose 
because what these philanthropists 
are doing with their wealth is so 
peculiar in the eyes of many of 
their colleagues, but also because 
part of her article is concerned with 
the way the environment question 
has provided new sources wealth 
for some entrepreneurs. The water 
fl owing down the river past your 
property is now a commodity; the 
right to extract some of it can be 
sold on the market!

Land unsuitable for agriculture 
(or even housing) can nevertheless 
increase in value depending on how 
much carbon the grass and scrub 
on the property could be deemed to 
absorb.

Should the people (through their 
government) pay private landholders 
money for letting their vacant land 
function as a carbon sink? Or is that 
yet another example of the idiocy of 
the “private enterprise system”? 

Letters / Culture & Life

Protest at inaction on 
death in custody

The WA Deaths In Custody Watch 
Committee and the First Nations 
Political Party organised a snap 
action outside the Department 
of Public Prosecutions, last week 
in Perth to publicly, peacefully 
demonstrate the community’s out-
rage at the fact the Director of 
the DPP deemed, on legal advice, 
that no category of charges 
whatsoever could be successfully 
pursued in the unwarranted death 
of Warburton Elder, Mr Ward.

Up to 100 people and the media 
attended. During the peaceful action 
an Aboriginal person flying an 
Aboriginal fl ag was arrested. It may 
have been because he was standing 
one foot off the kerb and on the road. 
It all happened in seconds.

A number of conscientious 
objectors, some of the media and 
myself witnessed what happened. 
We pleaded with the police to release 
him. The WA Police on this day at 

this peaceful protest action utterly 
disgraced themselves and cast a dark 
shadow of questions on the content 
of their training and policies.

The irony in what happened will 
never be lost. An Aboriginal person 
arrested at a peaceful protest over 
another Aboriginal person having 
died while in custody. Where were the 
offi cer’s interpersonal skills and com-
mon decency, especially in the cir-
cumstances of the protest action? The 
police offi cers could have approached 
me or any of the other organisers and 
asked for our assistance in properly 
advising the protestor of expected 
protocols. I would have done this.

Instead the protestor was aggres-
sively manhandled and bundled into 
the back of a police van amid outcries 
for the courtesy of his release. The 
police could have done the right 
thing instead they continued this 
unbelievable, unnecessary exertion 
of authority.

If my personal witness of this 
arrest is typical of how WA Police 
offi cers engage with people in either 
protests or in any situation then it 
highlights endemic problems. I was 
embarrassed for the police, and for 
my brother-in-law who is two decades 
into his service as a police offi cer, 
and for those offi cers who would not 
act in such ways or would not want 
to. What I witnessed will remain an 
indelible fact in my memory.

If Karl O’Callahan, Christian 
Porter, Rob Johnson in any way 
justify the arresting offi cers’ actions 

and their lack of interpersonal and 
conciliatory skills then they should 
resign. If Messrs Barnett and Ripper 
don’t rise up and inculcate propriety 
and do the job they were elected to 
and that is to ensure the rights of 
every West Australian then they too 
should hang their heads in shame.

There were children there who 
witnessed the events. What are these 
children thinking? Enough is enough.

Gerry Georgatos
WA Deaths in Custody Watch 

Committee
First Nations Political Party

It’s about agenda, 
not gender

The elevation of Julia Gillard to 
her present position has caused a 
lot of media coverage, of course. 
One of the most irritating aspects 
of it is the presumption that 
now that a woman is in the top 
position it will somehow pave the 
way for all other women to go to 
rosy heights they would not have 
achieved otherwise.

One person’s success story never 
translates into better conditions and 
opportunities for all. It is only in 
common struggle that long-lasting 
results can be achieved. Recent ral-
lies demanding equal pay for equal 
work showed that with the change 
of government the working people’s 
conditions do not necessarily change 
automatically. Julia Gillard was 
responsible for industrial relations 
in the Rudd government – she had 
not gone out of her way to repeal all 
the draconian laws that the previous 
government had introduced.

As Margaret Thatcher rightly 
pointed out “it is not about gender, 
it is about agenda”. Julia Gillard is 

Australia’s fi rst female prime min-
ister – but it is not an exception in 
the wider world. India, Pakistan, the 
Philippines, Burundi, Germany, Haiti 
– about 50 countries have had women 
in top positions. So what?

Politics is gender-neutral and 
being a woman does not mean being 
kind and compassionate.

I would like to remind readers 
of another female politician, former 
US Secretary of State Madeleine 
Albright. “We have heard that a half 
million children have died. I mean, 
that’s more children than died in 
Hiroshima. And, you know, is the 
price worth it?” asked Lesley Stahl 
on sanctions against Iraq before the 
actual bombing started. Madeleine 
Albright’s answer: “I think this is a 
very hard choice, but the price – we 
think the price is worth it”.

I am not implying that the present 
prime minister will be facing the same 
“choices”. Hopefully not. But I am 
sure that the decisions she will be 
making and the policies she will be 
pursuing will have nothing to do with 
her being a woman and everything 
about the class nature of her politics.

T Southern
Brisbane

Origins of penicillin

I congratulate Peter Mac on his 
article “Gene patents” and agree 
with the views expressed. But even 
the best of articles can be marred 
by error.

Fleming, a Scot discovered 
penicillin by ‘lucky accident’, or ser-
endipitously in 1928. He considered 
it a curiosity.

It was the Australian Howard 
Florey who realised penicillin’s poten-
tial in medicine and headed a team in 

the 1930’s to fi nd the means of mass 
producing this substance which saved 
millions of lives.

Tony Kushelew
South Australia

Nye would turn in his 
grave

Julia Gillard has said that her 
hero is British Labour Politician 
Aneurin Bevan.

I’m sure Nye would be shocked 
to know that he is a hero of someone 
like Gillard.

I can just remember when he was 
Health Minister in the Post War Attlee 
Government. He was responsible for 
bringing in the British National Health 
Service. He was also leader of the Left 
Wing of the Labour Party and tried 
to bring it back to being a real Social 
Democratic Party.

So what has Gillard got in com-
mon with that?

She has caved in to the mining 
monopolies on the Tax Question. 
If that wasn’t bad enough she now 
has the absolute hide to suggest that 
East Timor host another Australian 
concentration camp to house unfor-
tunate refugees.

In addition that we are to fork out 
another $25 million for more Navy 
Patrol Boats.

What a waste, when you consider 
how much value asylum seekers could 
contribute in goods and services 
if allowed to enter the Australian 
Community.

So who is going to win the 
Election? Tony Gillard or Julia 
Abbott? Some choice, isn’t it?

Nye Bevan would turn in his 
grave.

Ron Barrett
Mt Druitt NSW
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The safeguarding of our river systems should not be at the mercy of “business cycles” or the share market.

HAVE YOUR SAY
Write a letter to the Editor



11The Guardian
July 14 2010 Worth Watching

Sun 18 July –
Sat 24 July

I M Pei is the Chinese-American 
architect who was awarded the 

commission to create the Museum of 
Islamic Art in Doha, Qatar. Funded 
by the oil-rich Emir, Pei found the 
project very challenging but also very 
rewarding.

He confesses to knowing little 
about Islamic architecture, but he 
knew “Islamic architecture has 
a desert origin”, so his building 
is designed – and sited – to take 
advantage of the sun and to change its 
appearance as the sun passes over it.

Pei, who was already 88 when he 
accepted the job, says: “Architecture 
is very simple – it is form, space, light 
and movement.” As Bo Landin and 
Sterling Van Wagenen’s fi lm Learning 
From Light shows, however, from 
concept to completion is a mammoth 
task (ABC2 Sunday July 18 at 
7.30 pm).

Made for the Qatar Museum’s 
Authority, and with music by Yo-Yo 
Ma, the fi lm is unfortunately too 
leisurely and too long. Mr Pei, like 
his building, is very cultured and 
interesting, but the detail becomes 
boring.

By contrast ,  Phi l ippa 
Robinson’s program for the 

BBC, The British In Bed (ABC2 

Wednesday July 21 at 9.30 pm) 
couldn’t be more simple: seven cou-
ples are fi lmed as they sit up in bed 
and discuss sex, marriage, love and 
relationships.

The couples are a cross-section 
of modern British people, of 
different races, life-styles, ages 
and experiences. Half of them are 
immigrants.

The program develops slowly, 
but as it does so the couples become 
more frank and the relationships 
within each couple become more 
fraught, until, by the end, you wonder 
if one or two of them will survive the 
experience intact.

For some of the participants, 
the effect of being interviewed for 
a TV program is cathartic: 19-year-
old Tariro actually proposes to his 
pregnant teenage girlfriend in the 
course of the filming and when 
53-year-old Jessica confesses that she 
doesn’t know if she is attractive to her 
husband any more because he never 
tells her she is, her startled spouse, 
Chris, in a charming moment tells her 
quite simply that “there would be a 
void” in his life if she weren’t there.

The four-part series The 
Making Of Modern Australia 

(ABC1 Thursdays at 8.30 pm 
from July 22) presents itself as a 
“true ‘people’s history’ of post-war 
Australia drawn from the stories and 
memories of ordinary Australians”. It 
is much better than it sounds.

Written and directed by Steve 
Westh, it is hardly left-wing, 
although some right-wing fanatics 
will probably claim that it is! It 
does not attempt a class analysis of 
Australia’s post-war history, but does 
express some democratic sentiment, 
most explicitly when dealing with 
the treatment of Aboriginal children 
taken from their parents, and British 
orphans or destitute children treated 
similarly and sent not just across the 
country but across the world.

The first episode is devoted 
to children (the second deals with 
“owning your own home”) and 
it naturally contrasts the outdoor, 
paranoia-free existence of children 
in the ’40s and ’50s with the indoor-
oriented lifestyle of kids today, 
centred on computers and TV.

The program’s unequivocal 
support for the idea that today’s kids 
have more intellectual stimulation 
(via the screen) than earlier 
generations did through actually 
living it, begs the question: which 
is healthier, in fact?

Inevitably, by virtue of its 
brevity if nothing else, the series is 
superfi cial, but it is certainly above 
average and even if it is not perfect 
it is defi nitely well worth watching.

A Good Man (ABC1 Thursday 
July 22 at 9.30 pm) is a 

rather sad account of a farmer in 
northern NSW, with a quadriplegic 

wife (the result of a severe stroke), 
a son, and a crying need to improve 
his income.

Chris Rohrlach obviously loves 
his disabled wife very much, but as a 
way to earn a living under capitalism, 
farming is very unkind for ordinary 
folk. Chris, along with a mate, set 
out to augment their incomes by 
building and running a small legal 
brothel in town.

His unsuitability for working in 
the “sex industry” is shown when, 
seeking advice from someone who 
apparently knows about such things, 
he is told to regard his female 
employees “the way he would 
regard his cows if he was a dairy 
farmer – get the maximum milk out 
of them as long as he can, then get 
rid of them”.

Chris and his mate simply can’t 
do that. The girls they employ 
comment that theirs is “the best 
parlour they’ve ever worked in”, 
but the blokes are farmers at heart 
and they sell the brothel to the girls 
eventually.

Depres s ing ly  (bu t  no t 
unexpectedly), Chris’s venture into 
the sex industry loses him $200,000. 
Sadly for the girls who buy it, the 

brothel still fails to prosper, and 
closes.

Solving the problems of capital-
intensive individual farms in Australia 
does not lie in exploiting women (or 
anyone else).

Raw Comedy 2010 (ABC1 
Saturday July 24 at 

9.20 pm) is the fi lm of the grand 
fi nal of the Raw Comedy open-mic 
competition across the country. As 
always, the comics (some appearing 
in public for only the third or fourth 
time in their lives) have only a very 
brief time in which to show what 
they can do – too short, in fact: one 
wishes they could have more time, to 
develop their act, their comic persona, 
to broaden the scope beyond simple 
stand-up.

Over 1,000 new comedians 
competed this year, but mercifully we 
have the cream of them in the fi nal, 
as part of the Melbourne International 
Comedy Festival. And they are very 
funny.

By contrast, the second series 
of Review with Myles Barlow 

(ABC2 Thursdays at 9.30 pm from  
July 22) failed to raise even a smile, 
let alone a laugh. Leaden is the word 
for the humour here. 
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Venezuela’s Bolivarian 
Revolution today
“Our inspiration comes from all the historical struggles”

Bolívar’s 
200-year vision

The topic of the bicentenary is 
not just a formal remembrance of 
an historical fact as often people 
think of history, that history is dead 
and past. For us this event has an 
historical signifi cance. The process 
of independence that took place 
200 years ago was interrupted. That 
project was part of the revolutionary 
process of the 19th century, which 
was to create the Great Colombia, 
the great homeland that was an entire, 
united continent.

For us at this moment, that 
historical process of independence 
(and this is why we are telling the 
world) is of a signifi cance equal to that 
of the French Revolution. From that 
process of independence in America 
many nations arose. It showed the 
rejection of an imperial system. It was 
a rejection of colonialism. It was a 
process of struggle that brought about 
unity in the continent. For that reason 
several countries in Latin America are 
celebrating the bicentenary, because 
it was in 1810 the declaration was 
made by several countries.

In the case of Venezuela it was 
on April 19, 1810, on which the 
Venezuelans organised around a 
progressive junta and resolved not 
to continue as a colony and declared 
against the kingdom of Spain. After 
that declaration was the process that 
we are going to celebrate next year 
– the act of independence. That was 
not an easy process. The imperialist 
forces of the time did not want to 
accept that independence.

It was necessary to go to war. In 
Venezuela we organised a patriotic 
army that was there to defend the 
interests of America and one of the 
leaders of that process of formation 
of the army was Simón Bolívar. 
That army was able to defeat the 
empire. The Bolivarian army fought 
the imperial army. They came from 
winning wars for the Spanish empire 
and our army was one that was made 
up of peasantry, derived from the 

ordinary people and was capable of 
defeating the imperial army.

The Spanish empire sent large 
numbers of troops to America and 
despite that the continental army was 
able to defeat it. There were many 
deaths but, in the end, we triumphed. 
Of course the project of developing 
this great continental alliance was 
impossible to materialise. Bolivar 
died in 1830, and there were several 
contradictions that prevented that 
project from being consolidated. 
Divisions between those nations 
developed.

The same process
That seems like a tale from the 

past, but it happens that today we are 
passing through the same process. 
We are fi ghting against an empire 
and that empire has another name 
– the empire of the United States, 
the government of the United States. 
There are countries in Latin America 
that are allies of the empire and the 
Bolivarian revolution has taken up the 
historical link from that process that 
happened 200 years ago and we are 
creating a new Latin American unity. 
That is the reason why the Bolivarian 
revolution is under attack, not just in 
the media but also economically and 
even militarily.

For example, in 2002 there was a 
coup d’état against President Chávez. 
That was a movement supported by 
internal forces allied with the US and 
other countries seeking to stop the 
Bolivarian revolution from advancing.

These threats developed on 
a daily basis. For example, the 
presence of the new US bases in 
Colombia is a threat against the 
Bolivarian revolution. Those bases 
are not destined to prevent drug 
traffi cking but are to put a brake on 
the advance of revolutionary forces 
on the continent.

That revolutionary struggle is 
happening in several parts of Latin 
America. All those geopolitical and 
strategic changes in the continent, 
for example what is happening in 
Bolivia and Ecuador, everything 

historical that is represented by the 
revolution in Cuba, the process of 
change in Nicaragua, all of that means 
the plans of the empire are not being 
complied with.

The Bolivarian revolution is 
trying to keep the unity of the 
continent advancing for which reason 
it has created different forms of 
unity. For example we have created 
this strategic alliance called ALBA 
[the Bolivarian Alternative for Latin 
America]. We have strengthened the 
creation of UNASUR [the Union of 
South American Nations], we have 
also created the Bank of the South 
and we have been trying to become 
incorporated into MERCOSUR [a 
common market of several South 
American countries], but going back 
in history there are internal enemy 
forces on the continent.

In the same way that Bolívar 
had enemies during the process 
of independence, in this new 
independence we also have enemies. 
For example, two days ago the 
Congress of Paraguay rejected the 
incorporation of Venezuela into 
MERCOSUR. This decision has thus 
been postponed until 2011. Despite 
this, Venezuela continues to advance 
in the process of unity, and that 
continental unity is not just words.

Latin American 
integration

It is an historical project that 
can be achieved. It is extended on 
the basis of solidarity and all those 
mechanisms are to provide mutual 
help among all the countries of Latin 
America. For example, Venezuela 
has created mechanisms of solidarity 
using its natural resources of oil. We 
have been able to create Petrocaribe 
which aims to create accords with 
Latin American countries. It is to 
administer oil at a different price to 
the international market, so as to help 
those countries without those natural 
resources.

That is Latin American 
integration. But that integration is not 

seen as positive by the United States. 
In this mechanism of integration 
there are other important countries 
involved, such as Argentina and 
Brazil. So all that current process 
of independence is developing at a 
different level rather than war. Two 
hundred years ago we had to fi ght 
with guns, but now we are fi ghting 
politically. We are struggling against 
the forces of the economy, against the 
mass media that every day portrays 
the Bolivarian revolution as a threat to 
the continent; that portrays President 
Chávez as a dictator.

This process of development of 
the revolution is part of the whole 
that we have called the Simón 
Bolívar Plan. It guides the Bolivarian 
revolution and we are beginning 
the process of building something 
new on the continent, where we are 
mixing elements of our history, from 
our predecessors, from our historical 
roots, and also theoretical elements 
of what is our political practice and 
historical materialism to interpret 
reality today. We are showing the 
world that capitalism is not the system 
that will fi x the great problems of 
humanity. We have been saying that 
socialism is the political model that 
can help us fi x the great problems that 
currently face humanity.

At an international level we are 
carrying that message as well to 
defeat the smear campaign against 
the Bolivarian Revolution. Two 
days ago, we had the president of 
the General Assembly of the United 
Nations in Venezuela as part of his trip 
to Latin America to establish which 
countries have fulfi lled the challenges 
of the Millennium Goals and he 
congratulated Venezuela because we 
have fulfi lled all the targets of the 
Millennium. That is exactly where 
the mass media does not say anything.

Smear campaign
Of course, all the multinational 

networks of the mass media like 
the BBC and CNN will not show 
any advances of the Revolution, 
neither all the development we have 
fulfi lled internally in Venezuela, nor 
the multi-billion investments made 
in our society. We have always had 
that wealth from the oil, but the 
problem of the governments prior to 
the revolution was that money, the 
product of the oil sales, disappeared 
among the political parties that were 
in government, in corruption.

Now for example, most of the 
profi ts are invested in social services. 
In Venezuela for example, one of 
the biggest attacks we face at the 
international level, accuses Venezuela 
of not having freedom of expression. 
That version is very difficult to 
believe because in Venezuela there 
are hundreds of newspapers, radio 
and TV stations belonging to the 
political opposition and every day 
they broadcast everything they want; 
all the lies against the revolution. 
There is no repression on the part 
of the government and they keep on 
saying that in Venezuela there is a 
dictatorship.

In a dictatorship there is no 
freedom of the media, there are no 
community TV or radio stations as 
was the case in the dictatorships in 
Latin America in Chile, Brazil or 
Argentina. For that reason, on all of 
those points on which they attack the 
revolution they do not have any solid 
argument.
*Acknowledgements to Vinnie 
Molina for interpretation 
during the interview which was 
conducted in Spanish and for 
final editing by Bob Briton.
Part 2 will appear next week. 

Nelson Dávila.

Nelson Dávila is not your usual diplomat. He does not come from a comfortable 
bureaucratic position but rather from the revolutionary struggle, from the struggle of 
students and teachers and ultimately the process of building the Bolivarian revolution. 
Even before the start of the revolution he had been under the command of President 
Hugo Chávez. In the 1960s he was involved in the guerrilla struggle. During the 
‘60s and up to 1974, universities were attacked and closed down by “democratic” 
governments.

On June 24, Mr Dávila presented his credentials to the Governor General Quentin 
Bryce to become officially the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela’s Ambassador to 
Australia. It was no slow news day – the new Prime Minister Julia Gillard and her 
deputy Wayne Swan were also sworn in at Government House. The day after Anna Pha 
had the privilege of interviewing him for The Guardian*. In part 1 of the interview, Mr 
Dávila describes the historic continuity of the Bolivarian revolution and the associated 
process of integration taking place in Latin America against great resistance from the 
US and internal reactionary forces:
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