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Australia’s wild rivers under 
threat from Liberals, Nationals

Peter Mac

Two weeks ago, as part of a cam-
paign by the conservative Coalition 
and conservative Aboriginal 
businessman Noel Pearson to 
overturn the Queensland Wild 
Rivers Act, Liberal leader Tony 
Abbott moved a private member’s 
bill to do so. The Gillard govern-
ment rejected the bill and decided 
to refer the issue to the House 
of Representatives economics 
committee.

A previous attempt to abolish 
the Act had been made prior to the 
recent federal elections, when a 
private member’s bill was passed in 
the Senate, but it was rejected in the 
Lower House.

The Act, which was passed in 
2005, limits the extent of development 
in the State’s spectacular wild rivers, 
to ensure that they retain their free 
fl ow, that their wildlife is protected 
(unlike the polluted and desperately 
struggling Murray-Darling river 
system), and that their natural and 
cultural significance are thereby 
maintained.

The  Act  p roh ib i t s  b ig 
developments like dams, strip mining 
and large-scale irrigation that would 

impact on the rivers, which support 
hundreds of Aboriginal communities. 
Under the Act Native Title rights 
are protected, and the hunting and 
fi shing rights of Aboriginal people 
are preserved. The legislation also 
creates a special water reserve for the 
economic development of Indigenous 
Australians.

At the moment ten rivers are 
protected under the legislation, 
and the Queensland government is 
considering the addition of another 
twelve. The NSW government has 
entered into an agreement with the 
Queensland government to protect 
one of the rivers, the Paroo, which is 
a major cross-border contributor to 
the Murray Darling basin.

Wild rivers seen as 
commodities

The wild rivers have potential for 
economic developments that would 
offer huge profi ts, but at the cost 
of irreparable damage to the rivers’ 
environment. Pearson and Abbott 
want the rivers to be opened up for 
large scale agricultural irrigation 
projects, and for other major ventures 
such as the Lagoon Creek uranium 
mine at Westmoreland Station.

They argue that the Act as it 
stands deprives Indigenous people of 
the benefi t of economic development, 
and that the only restraint on 
development should be the consent of 
Aboriginal communities. They have 
cited the employment opportunities 
that large scale development would 
offer. However, if the Act was 
overturned, conservative leaders 
would be free to cajole or threaten 
affected communities, or take 
whatever action is necessary to get 
their acceptance for big development 
projects, after which the existing 
employment opportunities offered, 
for example by tour guidance and 
land management, would disappear.

Pearson has petulantly refused 
to participate in the Senate enquiry. 
Abbott now aims to gain the support 
of the independents in the House of 
Representatives, prior to the entry of 
newly-elected Greens senators in July 
next year, who will resolutely oppose 
moves to overturn or weaken the Act.

Last week representatives of a 
number of Aboriginal communities 
declared that they disagreed with 
Pearson and that he had no right to 
speak on their behalf. In a letter to 
independent MP Rob Oakeshott two 
weeks ago, the Chuulangun Aboriginal 

Corporation’s representative David 
Claudie supported the Act, stating that 
“We’re all looking to care for the land 
and get up sustainable industries.”

He warned against the overturn of 
the Act and unrestrained development, 
declaring angrily: “Noel Pearson 
doesn’t speak for us. He’s not our 
leader.” Murrandoo Yanner of the 
Carpentaria Land council supported 
Claudie’s statement, and claimed that 
Pearson was “leading white fellas 
astray”.

Stark warning from 
the Murray-Darling

 Last week the alarming Murray-
Darling Report was released. The 
history of the Murray Darling system 
has demonstrated that large scale 
development would be a disaster for 
the Wild Rivers.

The report (which will be 
reviewed in The Guardian in detail 
next week) has verifi ed claims that the 
river system is experiencing terrible 
diffi culties. High irrigation agriculture 
and other large-scale practices have 
reduced fl ows, caused widespread 
pollution and eliminated previous 
farming practices and employment 
opportunities.

Vast areas of river red gums 
are now dead or dying, and fi sh 
stocks have been decimated (with 
some species facing extinction). 
Coal and gas mining in Queensland 
is threatening the health of the 
Channel Country Rivers. Reduced 
fl ows have resulted in the cessation 
of discharge at the Murray mouth in 
South Australia, threatening massive 
pollution from the exposure of acid-
bearing riverbed soil. Recent rain has 
raised the possibility that discharge 
will recommence, but the evidence 
of climate change indicates that this 
will be at best a temporary reprieve.

The prospect of further climate 
change has raised the likelihood that 
the nation’s food bowl will have to 
be transferred to arable areas in the 
Northern Territory and Tasmania. The 
nation will have to be very careful to 
ensure that the damage done to the 
Murray Darling is not repeated in 
those states. We depend on the health 
of our rivers. The Wild Rivers Act is 
intended to ensure adequate protection 
for Queensland’s last wild rivers, and 
the attempts to overturn the Act by 
conservative forces led by Abbott and 
Pearson must be defeated. 

Gregory river.
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PRESS FUND
The rate of unemployment in the US is heading for 10 million, 
while as a result of its wars of aggression, its national debt 
has reached nearly US$10 trillion. The Australian dollar has 
approximately reached parity with its US counterpart, which 
means it is currently easier to pay for goods imported from the 
US. However, in terms of other currencies, including our own, 
ordinary Australian citizens, still battle to find value for money. The 
Guardian represents good value for people who are seeking the real 
significance behind news and current events, but at the moment we 
need to upgrade our software, and we really need your help by way 
of contributions to the Press Fund. Alas, this week we have only one 
contributor, so please send in your contribution for the next issue.
Many thanks to the irrepressible “Round Figure”, for his donation 
of $10.
Progressive total: $4,820

Serco – feasting on social decay
Thirty-six-year-old Fijian Josefa Rauluni died in a fall from the 

roof of the Villawood Detention Centre last month. Detainees had been 
taking part in a protest about their lengthy detention. The tragedy 
has prompted some pretty fundamental questions to be asked of the 
federal government. Why are private contractors running sensitive 
government facilities like immigration detention centres after all the 
negative experience during the Howard years?

Who owns and runs Serco, the company with the contract to run 
the centre, and why have they been selected to take over a host of 
government functions? Where is all this heading? A look at Serco’s 
role and reputation on its UK home turf throws some light on these 
issues but it is not a reassuring exercise. Serco and other outsourcing 
fi rms are making a bundle out of ongoing privatisation and the social 
decay it is causing.

Serco started life in 1929 as the British division of the Radio 
Corporation of America. It was eventually listed on the stock exchange 
and began its inexorable rise as a result of the Blair government’s 
privatising binge. It has not looked back. It runs prisons in the UK 
and the US. It runs border security services and is building military 
hospitals in Germany. It offers an “information management system” 
to upload all the data required by the British government’s name-
and-shame school reporting system. It runs Britain’s Skynet military 
communications network. It even runs buses in Adelaide.

The “secret” to Serco’s success is no secret. It steps in to 
administer services for governments wanting to downsize and 
ultimately abandon all their social functions. The savings are achieved 
by skimping on standards and screwing workers. Bin workers in 
Sandwell in the UK are currently engaged in a fi ght to prevent Serco 
becoming their employer from November 1 as a result of a pay-
slashing deal with their current employer, the Borough Council.

Serco is angling to take charge of a Cameron government scheme 
to have a land army of tens of thousands of convicts employed on 
huge industrial projects – private projects. The choice will be slave 
labour or imprisonment in one of Britain’s overcrowded and brutal 
prisons. The concept is a clear violation of international conventions 
on human rights but objections are being drowned out by the “tough 
on crime” mantra.

On the subject of British prisons, The Sydney Morning Herald 
(SMH) recently carried a piece about Serco entitled Firm that does 
the dirty work for government on the cheap. It reported:

“In 2004, Adam Rickwood, 14, who was locked up in a Serco 
‘training facility’, became the youngest inmate ever to die in Britain. 
He killed himself six hours after being subjected to a ‘nose distraction 
technique’, described variously in a hearing as being a squeezing, 
tweaking, fl icking or karate-like chop to the nose.

“Last year an investigation by the Children’s Commissioner for 
England, Sir Al Aynsley-Green, found children in the Serco-managed 
Yarl’s Wood immigration detention centre were neglected or even 
treated cruelly. He found children were denied access to critical 
health care, while force had been used to separate children from their 
parents. Diabetic children had been left untreated and an eight-month-
old baby with asthma was neither treated nor given an inhaler.”

This is the company chosen to manage an Australian immigration 
detention centre. In a follow-up to its coverage of the Villawood 
tragedy, the SMH reported that centre management had placed 
rooftop protestors in maximum-security isolation as punishment. A 
hunger strike was ongoing.

Australians should be outraged that state and federal governments 
are continuing down the path of privatisation. Make no mistake; 
governments committed to maintaining crisis-ridden capitalism 
(like Australia’s) are still moving to eventually privatise (“reform”) 
everything – health, education, “defence”, everything. Should this goal 
ever be achieved, the avenues for recourse for unjust treatment are 
steadily closed down. The only “judge” of right and wrong becomes 
the capitalist market.

Vultures are circling over the people’s assets and hard-won gains. 
“With the recent substantial increase in fi scal defi cits, governments 
are increasingly seeking new ways to fundamentally transform the 
effi ciency and productivity of essential services,’’ Serco chief executive, 
fundamentalist Christian Christopher Hyman, wrote in Serco’s last 
annual report.

General Secretary Hannah Middleton welcomes Chilean Trade Unionist and party member Jorge Gonzalez 
Castillo to the building. Jorge is President of the Forest Workers Union of Chile and a member of Communist 
Party of Chile’s CC.  He is in Australia to take part in the Latin American Conferences being held in Melbourne 
and Sydney.

Part of the crowd assembled at the rally for Abortion Rights! at Sydney Town Hall Square on October 9. Hard 
won rights for women’s control over their bodies are being whittled away by successive and Liberal and Labor 
state governments and women have to be ever vigilant to protect these rights. The case of a young couple 
facing jail sentences in Cairns has brought this issue to the fore. (See Guardian October 6, 2010.)

Celebrating 90 years of the 
Communist movement in Australia

Sydney (NSW)

Mori Gallery, 168 Day Street Sydney (a former CPA office)

SOCIAL FUNCTION: 6:00 pm - 8:30 pm Saturday, October 30

Speakers CPA veteran Harry Black and historian Dr Drew Cottle

$25, concession $15 / refreshments available

EXHIBITION: 11:00 am - 6:00 pm Saturday / Sunday October 30 - 31

Exhibition of historical documents and campaign T-shirts

Semaphore (SA)
5:30 pm Saturday October 30

Exhibit of memorabilia from 3:30 pm

Semaphore Workers’s Club, 93 Esplanade Semaphore

Guest speakers, musical items, screening of a short doco of local vetern activists recalling 
some highlights of the CPA's history in SA. Admission to all events free.

Contact Bob on 0418 894 366

North Fremantle (WA)
Film screening & BBQ

3:00 pm Sarurday October 30

Maritime Union of Australia (MUA), 2-4 Kwong Alley, North Fremantle

Guest speakers: 
Charlie Fox (UWA Historian), Andrew Hayward (Branch Secretary), Dave Fox (CC Member)

Contact: 0421 982 719 or 0419 812 872 or cpaperth@gmail.com
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Marius Kloppers, chief executive 
of BHP-Billiton, is said to have 
recently called for the introduc-
tion of a carbon emissions tax 
in Australia. In point of fact, he 
hasn’t actually said that he wants 
a carbon tax.

What he did say is that a price 
will eventually be placed on carbon 
emissions, that when this happens 
the pricing mechanism should take 
the form of a carbon tax, and that 
it should be imposed prior to any 
international agreement being reached 
on measures to cut carbon emissions, 
in order to protect Australia’s trading 
position regarding coal exports.

Greens leader Bob Brown hailed 
the statement as a victory for common 
sense, and it has been welcomed in 
some quarters as an encouragement 
for the Australian government to 
tackle our appalling per capita 
emissions level, now the highest in 
the world.

BHP-Billiton’s position is 
certainly an improvement on 
that of other mining corporations 
involved in the mining and export 
of coal, the major source of carbon 
emissions from human industry. 
These companies, and the federal 
Opposition, are bitterly resisting any 
moves to reduce emissions that might 
have any adverse impact on mining 
industry profi t levels.

However, BHP-Billiton still aims 
to maximise its profi ts and retain its 
position as top dog in the mining 
world, and its policy regarding carbon 
emissions pricing is entirely consistent 
with these objectives.

Facing up 
to the climate

Scientists have long predicted 
an increasing incidence of extreme 
weather events, such as the long 
droughts in Australia and the terrible 
fl ooding of Pakistan. BHP-Billiton 
knows that as the impact of climate 
change becomes ever clearer, public 
pressure for governments to tackle 
it will become irresistible. It is very 
conscious of the slump in support for 
the ALP and Coalition, and the rising 
popularity of the Greens during the 
recent federal elections.

It is also aware of growing 

concern about climate change 
within the corporate world. In 
order to prevent the fi nancing of 
new coal-fi red power stations in 
Australia, Greenpeace has indicated 
that it intends to utilise its tactic of 
pressuring banks to refuse funding for 
socially-obnoxious projects, which it 
used with remarkable success in the 
campaign to prevent construction 
of the infamous Gunns pulp mill in 
Tasmania.

BHP-Billiton is therefore intent 
on moving quickly to protect its 
long-term business interests, both 
within Australia and overseas. 
Regarding international agreement 
on carbon emission pricing, Kloppers 
commented: “We do believe 
that such a global initiative will 
eventually come, and (that) when 
it does, Australia will need to have 
acted ahead of it to maintain its 
competitiveness.”

He then spelt out the company’s 
preferences that the Australian 
government should “let the market 
work” by returning carbon emissions 
taxation money to companies that 
reduce their emissions level.

Save the mine, 
lose the world

BHP-Billiton’s interests lie 
in reaching a favourable carbon 
tax agreement with the Gillard 
government (which has promised to 
protect the coal industry), winning 

the support of the independents in 
order to get the agreement passed 
in parliament’s Lower House, and 
presenting it to the recently-elected 
Greens senators as a fait accompli 
when they take their places next July.

The company wants an agreement 
that would protect its enormous 
investments in coal and natural gas, 
energy sources of potentially vast 

profi t. It will still seek to persuade 
governments to take as long as 
possible in reducing the use of coal for 
power generation, to replace coal with 
natural gas (which produces lower 
emissions), and to refrain from the 
predominant use of renewable energy 
sources, which are not commodities, 
being given by nature free of charge. 

Kloppers acknowledged that 
alternative energy sources including 
geothermal energy, wind power, 
hydropower and natural gas, could 
contribute to Australia’s energy 
requirements.

However, he issued a veiled threat 

against any substantial reliance on 
them as energy sources, commenting: 
“Importantly, the government must 
avoid using (carbon taxation) funds 
for general spending or to back 
‘winning technologies’ – the outcome 
of which will likely be disappointing 
emissions reductions and slower 
growth”.

Regarding the type of pricing 

mechanism, Kloppers observed 
that the government could utilise “a 
combination of a carbon tax, land use 
actions and a limited trading scheme 
(for example, for stationary electricity 
production only)”.

However, the company’s interests 
do not lie in the introduction of any 
pricing mechanism that would rapidly 
and adversely affect the company’s 
profi t levels – for example the Danish 
government’s carbon tax, which 
resulted in a nine percent reduction 
in emissions over 22 years, or the US 
acid rain emissions trading scheme 
that achieved a 50 percent cut in 

emissions over 17 years.

The climate struggle
Klopper’s statement is highly 

signifi cant in that it represents a 
monumental break in the ranks of the 
minerals industry. That industry has 
vigorously opposed the introduction 
of any carbon pricing initiative or 
new minerals taxation, and was 

instrumental in the replacement of 
the leaders of each of the two biggest 
Australian political parties when they 
threatened to do so. The industry was 
a major factor in Australia’s negative 
role at the disastrous Copenhagen 
climate conference.

The need to reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions is terribly urgent. 
Rising temperatures are leading to 
the thawing of the earth, threatening 
the release of subterranean methane 
over the vast permafrost regions 
of northern Europe and Russia. 
The mass release of methane at the 
end of the Permian period resulted 
in a 10 degree increase in global 
temperatures over 20 years, which 
almost wiped out life on earth. The 
planet now faces the same threat of 
mass extinctions of species.

The change in BHP’s position 
regarding carbon pricing is certainly 
welcome. However, the company 
is defi nitely not intent on reducing 
Australia’s emission of greenhouse 
gases, particularly carbon dioxide, 
from our coal-fi red power stations or 
from the company’s own industrial 
plants, if this means endangering its 
profi t levels.

The mining, electrical and high-
energy industries which are primarily 
focused on maximising their profi ts 
by promoting the continued use of 
coal as the world’s dominant energy 
source remain the major obstacle to 
Australia meeting its climate change 
responsibilities. 

Pete’s Corner

BHP-Billiton knows that as the impact of climate 
change becomes ever clearer, public pressure for 
governments to tackle it will become irresistible.

BHP iron ore train arriving at Port Hedland.

BHP-Billiton’s “call” 
for a carbon tax

SOLIDARITY WITH GUAM
Multi-Cultural Concert

with:Ahmed Al-karawi;Antonio;

Florence Cheung;Metin Yilmaz;

Pourandokht Naseri;Rami Al-asadi;

Samir Maarbani Veli Toprak;Group Tililili;

(and Friends)

Saturday 16 October 7.30pm
Tom Mann Theatre 136 Chalmers Street, Surry Hills

tickets at door $40/$25

Proceeds to “We Are Guahan”, 

the organisation of the indigenous Chamoru people of Guahan (Guam).

Sponsored by Australian Anti-Bases Campaign Coalition, Sydney Peace Foundation 

and Maritime Union of Australia

Info 0418 668 098

Sydney Trade Union Choir invites you to its

Tribute Concert for Paula Bloch
8 pm Saturday 23 October 2010-10-08

The Loaded Dog Folk Club

Annandale Community Centre – 79 Johnson St, Annandale

Supporting artists: Margaret Walters & John Warner
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Forty-four years after Vincent 
Lingiari led the Wave Hill Walk-
Off and began the process of the 
Australian government recognising 
Aboriginal land rights, Gurindji 
workers are again campaigning 
for fair work conditions.

At a rally in front of the Northern 
Territory Parliament on June 2 
construction workers, employed 
through the federal government’s 
Commonwealth Development 
Employment Projects (CDEP) 
program, claimed they are being 
exploited as cheap labour and have 
brought the fi ght for their rights to 
national attention.

The men were supported in their 
demonstration by participants from 
the original Walk-Off, including 
Jimmy Wave Hill, trade unionists, 
and Kalkaringi community leaders 
and activists.

Workers converting a disused 
power station into a community arts 
centre in Kalkaringi, 460 kilometres 
southwest of Katherine, say they are 
made to work 30-hour weeks in return 
for fortnightly Centrelink payments 
consisting of $250 paid into a bank 
account and $150 paid onto their 
BasicsCard.

For employees on the project this 
effectively equates to an hourly rate 
of $4.80.

The national minimum wage is 
$15 per hour. Under CDEP workers 
are supposed to complete no more 
than 16 hours per week. Money paid 
to BasicsCards is subject to welfare 

quarantining and can only be spent 
on prescribed products – food, health 
and hygiene products, and clothing.

For many Aboriginal people it is a 
reminder of the days when they were 
paid in rations of fl our, tea and sugar.

Peter Inverway is the spokesman 
for today’s protestors. As a boy his 
father told him stories of life during 
the Walk-off and the near-starving 
conditions people suffered when 
forced to live on rations. He never 
imagined that he would face a similar 
battle. “We’ve gone back to when 
my people were working for rations 
of tea, fl our and a bit of tobacco,” 
he told a group of union leaders in 
Melbourne. 

In 1966 the men, women and 
children camped at Dagaragu began 
their campaign as a protest against 
their effective enslavement under 
the working conditions offered at 
what was the largest cattle station in 
the world.

Their action led to the longest 
industrial dispute in Australia’s 
history and eventually resulted in 
the Aboriginal Land Rights Act 
of 1975, which sought to redress 
the dispossession of Australia’s 
indigenous people.

Australia’s organised labour 
movement, as it did during the 
original Walk-Off, is assisting the 
Kalkaringi workers in their campaign 
with support and resources. The 
Construction, Forestry, Mining and 
Energy Union fl ew Mr Inverway to 
Sydney and Melbourne to speak to 

members and raise awareness of the 
exploitation of Indigenous workers 
involved in CDEP. 

CFMEU organiser Rebel Hanson 
said there was a strong reaction 
amongst members to the racist 
element of the Kalkaringi workers’ 
situation. 

“We want equal pay for equal 
work,” he said. “Workers are entitled 
to award wages regardless of whether 
they’re Indigenous and living in the 
Northern Territory.”

“The people Peter spoke to 
were disgusted with the conditions 
he described. It’s a disgrace on the 
government,” he added. 

Kara Touchie, Chairperson of the 
Australian Council of Trade Unions’ 
Indigenous Committee, said the 
claims of the Kalkaringi workers are 
not an isolated case.

Addressing the June rally in 
Darwin she said that such abuses were 
widespread throughout the Northern 
Territory. The ACTU is currently 

investigating other allegations relating 
to the CDEP program.

Minister for Indigenous Affairs, 
Jenny Macklin, claimed to be 
“shocked” by the allegations and 
referred the case to the Fair Work 
Ombudsman.

Her department has also said 
it will conduct an investigation. 
Upon request a spokesperson for the 
Minister said they were unwilling to 
make any comment on its progress.
Land Rights News 

Vincent Lingiari and Mick Rangiari, 1966

Richard Titelius 

In Perth at midday at the Wesley 
Corner over 70 peace activists 
gathered to hear a diverse range 
of people speak out against the 
war in Afghanistan on the ninth 
anniversary of the US invasion.

On October 9, 2001, follow-
ing the attacks on the twin World 
Trade Towers in New York City 
on September 9, 2001, the US 
invaded Afghanistan on the pretext 
of looking for Osama bin Laden, 
his al Qaeda organisation and other 
terrorist organisations including the 
Taliban.

It led former US president 
George W Bush to embark on a 
“war on terror” which ultimately 
became a war of terror on thou-
sands of innocent men, women 
and children who would be killed, 
maimed and injured in the invasion 
and occupation which followed.

The chairperson for the protest 
in Perth was Felicity Hill of the 
Women’s International League for 
Peace and introduced the event 
by reminding those assembled 
of the social and economic cost 
of this war since 2001 was over 
$286 billion. How many schools, 
medical clinics and other infra-
structure could have been built 
in Afghanistan with this money 
instead lining the pockets of the 
industrial military complex to 
facilitate a “war of conquest for the 
region’s resources”?

The next speaker was Scott 
Ludlam, one of the two Greens 

senators for Western Australia, who 
expressed his dismay that we were 
still here nine years later protesting 
this unjust war. Ludlam also spoke 
about one of the revelations to 
come out of the Wikileaks contro-
versy from earlier this year which 
detailed the extra judicial killings 
carried out by Task Force 373 
against suspected or merely accused 
al Qaeda operatives and how this 
had tainted Australia’s military 
operation there, when one consid-
ers that Australia takes a lot of its 
orders from US military command.

The speaker who followed 
brought home the stark reality 
which faces Australian men and 
women who see combat duties in 
distant lands face a traumatic life 
upon their return.

Bill Holmes is a former 
Australian soldier who had served 
in Papua New Guinea in 1972 and 
1973 and again in 1974 and 1975 
as that country prepared for its 
independence.

With barely contained grief he 
spoke of the mental and physical 
scars that soldiers have to carry 
upon return from these confl icts – 
the trauma which they will carry 
for the rest of their lives and also 
affects their families. This battle 
scarring is well and truly being 
played out amongst soldiers return-
ing from the harsh and brutal 
wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. Bill 
Holmes urged the current PM Julia 
Gillard not to think about bringing 
back conscription which would well 
and truly increase the 21 body bags 

which have brought back fallen 
comrades from Afghanistan so far.

Former Greens Senator and 
veteran campaigner on peace and 
anti-nuclear issues Jo Valentine 
spoke of the impact of the war on 
families in Afghanistan and espe-
cially its impact on women. Their 
enemies at the moment are princi-
pally the Taliban, the government 
of President Hamid Karzai and the 
occupation forces – the latter who 
subject lives to indiscriminate or 
errant bombing attacks.

To help defend the rights of 
women in Afghanistan groups 
have been formed – of which 
the Revolutionary Association of 
Women in Afghanistan (RAWA) 
is the oldest and most well known 
– which seek to protect and encour-
age Afghan women to stand up 
for themselves and also to educate 
themselves and their daughters. In 
Australia people who wish to con-
tribute to this organisation can con-
tact the Support Association of the 
Women of Afghanistan (SAWA).

Jo Valentine concluded her 
speech by raising the spectre of 
depleted uranium which was being 
used in Afghanistan and had been 
used in Iraq.

It is an urgent reminder that, as 
Alex Bainbridge had concluded in 
his speech, “You cannot win a war, 
you can only end it.”

It is time to bring the troops 
home now and that this will stop 
the war. 

War in Afghanistan – nine years on
Rally in Perth

Wave Hill still 
fighting for equality

Scott Ludlum. Alex Bainbridge.
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“States can no longer satisfy 
an advanced society’s complex 
demands for health care, educa-
tion and personalised retirement 
planning” – a strong and telling 
statement about the capitalist state 
from Anatoly Kaletsky, editor-
at-large of The Times magazine. 
In a two-page feature article in 
The Australian Financial Review
(10-09-10) entitled “Old certainties 
are worn out”, Kaletsky points 
to what he calls a new version of 
capitalism.

Kaletsky speaks in terms of 
global capitalism having undergone 
three systemic transformations: “the 
great infl ation of the 1970s, the great 
depression of the 1930s and the 
period of geopolitical turmoil that 
culminated with Wellington’s victory 
over Napoleon in 1815.” He asserts 
a fourth, “new politico-economic 
system” is emerging from the global 
fi nancial crisis. 

He defi nes these transformations 
of capitalism in terms of the 
relationship between government and 
“markets”, the latter meaning private 
enterprise. During the “Capitalism 
1.0” version, as he calls it, relations 
between government and private 
enterprise were “largely confi ned 
to raising military revenues and 
protecting powerful vested interests”.

The second “version” of 
capitalism following the Great 
Depression (1930s onwards) “was 
characterised by a distrust of markets 
and a faith in benign, omniscient 
leadership – the new deal, wartime 
faith in ‘heroic government’ and the 
postwar paternalism of ‘Whitehall 
knows best’.” (His focus is on the 
US and UK, but is just as relevant 
to Australia.)

The third phase was the 
“Thatcher-Reagan revolution” which 
“exactly reversed those prejudices”. It 
became a case of “the markets were 
always right and governments were 
universally distrusted.”

We are about to embark on 
“Capitalism 4.0” which “will be 
marked by a new recognition 
that market economies cannot 
function without competent and 
active government.” It has also 
become evident from the crisis that 
“Governments and central banks 
must now actively manage economic 

cycles, because infl ation targets – 
the main tool of macro-economic 
management in recent decades – are 
not enough.

“The dominant economic theories 
of the 1980s, which assumed rational 
expectations and effi cient markets, 
left only one important role for 
government economic policy: to keep 
infl ation under control.

“… governments and central 
banks must again accept responsibility 
for managing growth and employment 
and maintaining fi nancial stability that 
they abandoned in the 1980s.”

Kaletsky also notes that “market 
forces cannot always be trusted to 
create price signals consistent with 
broader social objectives”, which 
means governments “will play a 
greater role in setting energy prices, 
managing currencies and creating 
the right environmental incentives.” 
But he is not proposing “bigger 
government”, quite the opposite. 
Despite what he says about not 
trusting the markets to deliver social 
objectives, his new capitalism would 
have government abandon its role in 
education and health – i.e. hand it 
over to the markets! Governments, 
of course, would not stop subsidising 
them!

In an attempt to justify his 
agenda, Kaletsky cites three reasons 
for the government abandoning its 
responsibilities in the areas of health, 
pensions and education.

“Run out of money”
“The most obvious reason,” 

he says, “is that governments have 
run out of money”. He cites the 
enormous loss of tax revenues caused 
by the recession, and says spending 
commitments made by governments 
on health and pensions “have become 
unsustainable”. He refers to the ageing 
baby-boom generation, noting “a 
fi scal crisis would have occurred 
sooner or later even in the absence 
of the 2008 meltdown. But the credit 
crunch brought forward this fi scal 
crisis by 10 or 15 years.” He shrugs 
off the cost of bank bailouts as a “drop 
in the ocean by comparison”.

“Fiscal crisis” is a reference to 
accumulated government debt and 
budget defi cits. Kaletsky fails to 
question the neo-liberal gospel of 
budget surpluses and zero government 

debt, let alone examine whether the 
debts are unsustainable or alternative 
budgetary measures such as tax 
increases could meet them and future 
outlays.

Kaletsky also fails to examine 
why many governments of 
industrialised states (developing 
countries are largely ignored) such as 
the UK and US have debts. He fails 
to mention several decades of income 
tax cuts for the rich and the corporate 
sector or the billions of dollars lost to 
the public purse from the profi ts of 
privatised enterprises.

Instead he says, “The only scope 
for debate about the long-term fi scal 
outlook, therefore, will be over the 
nature and speed of reductions in 
public spending.”

He neatly side-steps and insulates 
US military spending from the 
equation. “… the biggest challenge 
facing every government: how to 
reduce the core entitlements to health, 
pensions and basic education that 
consume about 70 percent of tax 
revenues in all advanced nations.”

The fi gure of 70 percent does 
not stand up to scrutiny. US military 
spending, direct and indirect, 
consumes anything from 38 to 50 
percent of tax revenues. It has been 
growing at a rate of around nine 
percent per annum annually since 
2000.  But what if they did consume 
70 percent of tax revenues? Would 
that be a crime?

Private health and education, with 
their layers of profi t and ineffi ciencies 
would cost far less in public hands 
and deliver better outcomes for all. 
The US private health system is 
the most costly of OECD countries, 
and delivers some of the poorest 
outcomes.

Yet Kaletsky sings the praises of 
“market mechanisms” for education, 
“with schools trying out different 
approaches and with successes 
distinguished from failures through 
the trial and error of consumer 
choice.” So the pubic education of 

working class children will be will be 
replaced by a “trial and error” system, 
while the rich continue to send their 
heirs to elite private schools costing 
$20,000-$30,000 a year.

“Distrust of 
government and 
markets”

Kaletsky’s second reason for the 
state withdrawing from the provision 
of education and health services is that 
“the crisis has aggravated the public 
distrust of government as well as of 
markets”. So he suggests “a larger 
role for government in managing 
the economy and regulating fi nance 
which needs to be accompanied by the 
state’s withdrawal from other areas 
of activity…”

Kaletsky makes no attempt to 
explain why handing over education 
and health to the markets or giving 
governments a great role in economic 
management would be acceptable to 
“sceptical voters”! How does that 
sit with public distrust? An opinion 
poll of voters would soon reveal 
that the majority of people oppose 
privatisation and support governments 
re-regulating fi nancial markets and 
trade. Surveys in Australia have 
shown that people would be prepared 
to pay higher taxes for better public 
health and education – but higher 
taxes are not on Kaletsky’s agenda.

On health he says: “In Britain it is 
far from obvious whether the public 
is right to view medicine as a public 
good, to be provided equally to all 
citizens by the government like law 
enforcement, or whether it should 
be treated as it is in the US  - as a 
private purchase, not very different 
from the consumption of food, 
clothes, or housing, which are left to 
private enterprise even though they 
are essential human needs. But such 
theoretical and moral issues will no 
longer be the driving forces of health 
reform as governments start to clear 
up the fi scal debris of the crisis.”

It will be necessary “to redraw 
be boundaries between the market 
and the state.”

Government cannot 
provide

His third reason equally lacks any 
credibility: “… the reassessment of 
the relationship between government 
and business demanded by the new 
capitalist model will reveal that states 
can no longer satisfy an advanced 
society’s complex demands for health 
care, education and personalised 
retirement planning – and that the 
pre-crisis government dominance 
of these vast sectors is incompatible 
with long-term prosperity and 
growth.”

Strong assertions about the state, 
but what are they based on? Why is 
government dominance incompatible 
with long-term prosperity and growth? 
No evidence or explanation is 
provided. Anyone studying the recent 
performance of the markets – the 
fi nancial sector in particular which 
manages private retirements savings 
– could hardly have confi dence in it! 
Pension funds in OECD countries 
lost US$3.5 trillion in market value 
during the global fi nancial crisis and 
are still to fully restore savings to 
their 2008 levels.

Kaletsky refers to how successive 
governments in the UK have “quietly 
monopolised the commanding 
heights of the future economy – 
health, pensions and education. 
Reversing this process, in a socially 
just manner, is the biggest political 
challenge of Capitalism 4.0.” The 
political challenge is to convince 
voters of something that is not in 
their interests. The idea the private 
sector will do it in a “socially just 
manner” is nonsense – such outcomes 
fl y in the face of profi t making and 
monopoly pricing of services by the 
corporate sector.
Next week: Industries of the 
future. 

Australia

Capitalism worn out

PerthPerth

Politics in the Pub
Speakers:

Carolyn Smith, LHMU
Katherine Edyvane, ACFS
Mark Hayward, CPA

Privatising your health! Who wins?

Carlton Hotel
248 Hay Street Perth
6:00 - 8:00pm Thursday October 14

More info: 0419 812 872 or perth@cpa.org.au
Organised by the CPA - Perth Branch

Anna Baltzer
Jewish American award-winning speaker, author, former Fulbright scholar, granddaughter of Holocaust refugees, and recent guest 

on The Daily Show with Jon Stewart, is coming to town with her acclaimed presentation about the conflict and what you can do 

to bring peace and justice to Israel/Palestine. Baltzer has lived and worked part-time in the Middle East for more than 7 years. 

She has appeared on television more than 200 times and lectured at more than 400 universities, schools, churches, mosques, 

synagogues, think tanks, and other policy institutes around the world with her book, Witness in Palestine. In 2009, Baltzer received 

the Arab-American Anti-Discrimination Committee’s Rachel Corrie Peace & Justice Award and a Certificate of Commendation 

from the Governor of Wisconsin for her commitment to justice in the Holy Land. She is a contributor to four upcoming books on 

the subject and serves on the Middle East committee of the Women’s International League for Peace & Freedom and the Board of 

Directors of The Research Journalism Institute, Grassroots Jerusalem, and NewPolicy.org. 

Thursday October 28 @ 7PM: Melbourne City Conference Centre, 333 Swanston St, Melbourne

For more information about Baltzer’s work, visit www.AnnaInTheMiddleEast.com

Melbourne
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Germans fight nuke plants, 
railroads stations, Nazis
Victor Grossman

German Chancellor Angela Merkel always 
seems to smile when she faces a camera. 
Only once in a while does an unnoticed 
camera show her looking tired, if not worn. 
Things are not all going her way. More and 
more people are moving in Germany, mostly 
in the wrong direction, at least for Merkel.

In the centre of Berlin last month over 
100,000 people demonstrated against her 
government’s deal with giant atomic energy 
corporations.

In a meeting with industry leaders she had 
smiled while agreeing completely to keep the 17 
atomic power plants operating for an additional 
12 - 15 years, meaning until 2040 at the earliest, 
while the extra taxes earlier demanded of the 
companies, proposed as a balance against harsh 
cuts in support for the jobless, poorer parents 
and senior citizens, would now be reduced to 
a minimum.

Angela had not only caved in completely, 
she had totally ignored and embarrassed young 
ecology minister Norbert Ruettgen, from her 
own party, who had promised there would be 
no such far-reaching deals. He had lost out to 
economics minister Rainer Bruederle from the 
coalition partner, the Free Democrats, who cared 
less about public opinion. His party has lost 
so much sympathy through its utter disregard 
for all but the wealthy that current polls give 
it hardly even the fi ve percent needed to enter 
the next Bundestag. But that election is not 
due until 2013.

Although there have been many fl ukes and 
mishaps in older atomic plants in recent years, 
mostly unreported as long as possible, and the 
mine where radioactive remains are stored is 
far from secure, most media dwelled instead on 
possible job losses if the atomic plants are shut 
down sooner. The name Chernobyl was carefully 
avoided. But not in the huge demonstrations on 
September 18!

There were two smaller gatherings in Berlin 
that day. Two hundred neo-Nazis from the NPD 
party (National Democratic Party of Germany) 
held a rally, far from downtown, with music and 
anti-foreigner tirades. They were outnumbered 
as usual by 500 anti-fascists but protected by 
police. Also outnumbered by 800 opponents 
was a march of very religious anti-abortion 
women. Somehow many of their white crosses 
landed in the Spree River in downtown Berlin, 
but luckily there was no violence. Abortion is 
possible in Germany, though with a number of 
conditions and costs borrowed from the laws 
of West Germany (abortion was legal and free 
in Eastern Germany).

Far from Berlin, in the south western city 
of Stuttgart, angry demonstrations have been 
going on for months every Monday and every 
weekend on a very different matter. The city, the 
state of Baden-Wurttemberg and the nationally 

owned, independently run railroad system had 
decided to tear down Stuttgart’s central station, 
one of the few central buildings to survive the 
war, and replace it with a subterranean station 
adapted to high-speed connections with other 
parts of Germany and Europe.

But a large number of Stuttgart people 
decided they liked their old station. They 
didn’t want it to disappear while 250 acres 
where it had been would be largely fi lled 

with modern offi ce buildings. Three hundred 
handsome old beeches and other trees, some 
over 200 years old, would have to go. The 
cost, offi cially 7 billion euros, would in the 
end probably top 10-18 billion. How many 
other more needed projects could be paid for 
with such a sum!

The demonstrations grew larger: 15,000, 
25,000, possibly up to 70,000, week to week. 
People climbed the trees and the cranes, 
refusing to give in even after one station wing 
was demolished. Preachers preached, some 
prayed or sang “We Shall Overcome.” Others 
blew whistles or even vuvuzelas. A local artist 
became moral leader by common agreement.

At fi rst the Christian Democratic mayor 
and the state government, a coalition of 
Christian Democrats and Free Democrats, 
refused even to meet the protestors, but as the 
weeks wore on and the demonstrations did not 

decrease the offi cials began to weaken, though 
sticking to impossible conditions. The matter 
is still undecided. The Social Democrats, who 
originally supported the plans, have been trying 
to extricate themselves from them. Like the 
others they are thinking of the state elections 
on March 4. The tree-saving Greens are in the 
strongest political position.

Very many Germans, like Americans, are 
enraged about banks which were bailed out 

with taxpayers’ money and, also like in the 
USA, are shamelessly reverting to former 
methods, even big bonuses. This does not 
make the government more popular. Nor 
do its plans to raise appreciably the amount 
people must pay for medical coverage. The 
slick minister of health, with a smile worthy 
of his boss, Merkel, camoufl ages his plans 
under many fancy words. But they all add up 
to higher payments for working people, and 
the wealthy pay less.

Both the Social Democrats (SPD) and 
the Greens are profi ting from all this. The 
SPD is slowly regaining the ground it lost so 
disastrously in last year’s elections while the 
Greens have climbed into a position where they 
might be the Number 1 party in the city-state of 
Berlin and head a coalition government there 
after elections next year.

With the help of the media, now occasionally 

more critical of the government, the past record 
of the SPD and Greens is forgotten. It was they, 
when they ran the government, who initiated 
many cuts in living standards, who raised the 
pension age to 67, cut help for the jobless, 
increased sales taxes for average consumers but 
cut taxes for the wealthy and the corporations. 
Even their time limits for atomic energy 
power plants, now to be dropped, were a weak 
compromise. It was while Social Democrats 

and Greens were in charge that construction of 
many such plants began.

This should be a time for the Left Party to 
grow rapidly; it is the only Bundestag party with 
a clean record on economic issues, on military 
spending, foreign adventures in Afghanistan 
as well as atomic power. Sadly, it has been 
occupied in recent months with internal worries. 
Its presence in the demonstrations on atomic 
power and the Stuttgart railroad station was 
hardly visible, while the media does what it can 
to downplay the Left’s spokespersons.

The party has been debating questions like 
the need to change the social system, the pros 
and cons of joining government coalitions and 
participation in future UN military actions. 
These are important, no doubt, but hardly the 
issues able to bring lots of people out in the 
streets again, like those in France or Greece. 
Those who support the Left can only hope it 
will get its act together and start fi ghting on 
issues urgent to people here and now.

The importance of such struggles is 
underlined by the menace of a possible new 
party on the right, appealing to nationalism, 
feelings against immigrants, Islamophobia. 
This danger is growing everywhere, from Tea 
Party shouters in Nevada or Delaware to some 
boroughs of Berlin and to cities in Holland, 
England and now Sweden, where such a new 
party has had marked success.

Recent discussions in Germany fostered by 
most media in connection with the banker Thilo 
Sarrazin and his anti-Turkish, anti-Arab racism, 
also statements by the head of an organisation 
claiming to represent Germans thrown out of 
Poland and other eastern countries after World 
War II, have found a frightening resonance, 
even among some top men in the SPD (the 
party Sarrazin still belongs to, despite plans to 
throw him out).

An estimated 10 - 20 percent might be 
reached by such demagogues, it is estimated. 
The dangers are great, but democratic-minded 
Germans have shown a willingness to fi ght 
back. The right issues and the right paths must 
urgently be scouted out.
Political Affairs 

Angela Merkel.

The Greens have climbed into a position 
where they might be the Number 1 party in 
the city-state of Berlin and head a coalition 
government there after elections next year.
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Should Australian savings 
be funnelled to cluster bomb 
manufacture?

Michelle Fahy*

If you bank with ANZ, you’ll 
probably be surprised to learn that 
ANZ says its use of your savings 
to fi nance companies that manu-
facture cluster bombs is “ethical.”

ANZ doesn’t defi ne “ethical” 
in its corporate Defence Policy, but 
at least two funding decisions the 
bank deems permissible under that 
policy call into question whether its 
defi nition aligns with that of most 
Australians – particularly as Australia 
has signed an international treaty 
categorically banning the activities 
ANZ is fi nancing.

Australia, along with 107 
other countries, is signatory to the 
Convention on Cluster Munitions 
(CCM), which expressly prohibits 
the use, production, stockpiling and 
transfer of cluster munitions. Further, 
all signatories undertake “never under 
any circumstances to assist, encour-
age or induce anyone to engage in 
any activity” prohibited by the CCM. 
Most people would agree that pro-
viding fi nance to a manufacturer of 
cluster bombs qualifi es as providing 
that manufacturer with “assistance”. 
Most people, that is, except ANZ 
senior management.

Cluster bombs are indiscriminate 
weapons. They break open in midair, 
scattering hundreds of smaller bombs 
(submunitions) over a large area, often 
as far as a kilometre away. Many of 
the submunitions do not explode on 
impact. Children are at high risk of 
death or maiming from the unex-
ploded munitions because they are 
attracted by their toy-like shape.

The Uniting Church, through its 
Justice and International Mission 
(JIM), is currently running a campaign 
against ANZ’s funding of cluster 
bomb manufacturers. Director of 
JIM, Dr Mark Zirnsak, says that as 
part of the campaign he has printed 
15,000 protest postcards addressed to 
ANZ CEO, Michael Smith. Under the 
heading “Don’t profi t from this”, the 

cards feature a photograph of a small 
Iraqi boy with large scars across his 
abdomen and also missing his left 
arm above the elbow – the victim of 
an unexploded submunition dropped 
in Basra in 2003.

Lyn Allison, former senator for 
Victoria (1996-2008) and former lead-
er of the Australian Democrats (2004-
2008), visited Lebanon soon after the 
Israeli armed forces had dropped as 
many as four million submunitions on 
southern Lebanon during the 2006 war 
involving Hezbollah. (Reports suggest 
that Hezbollah also used cluster muni-
tions against Israel.) Allison said that 
the submunitions dropped in Lebanon 
“looked like tennis balls, butterfl ies 
and torch batteries with ribbons 
attached to them.” Any wonder then 
that in its landmark 2006 report Fatal 
Footprint, Handicap International 
found that civilians comprise ninety-
eight percent of all casualties from 
unexploded submunitions, almost a 
third of those being children.

Despite growing disquiet over its 
funding decisions, ANZ is unrepentant 
that it is openly fl outing Australian 
government policy, Australian obliga-
tions under international law, and the 
growing international condemnation 
of such blinkered business decisions.

In its standard letter response to 
JIM’s protest card, Mr Gerard Brown, 
Group General Manager – Corporate 
Affairs admits that ANZ is “aware of 
concerns that some defence compa-
nies, including some of our clients, 
are involved in the manufacture of 
components for controversial weapons 
such as cluster munitions.” Yet Brown 
goes on to say that ANZ believes its 
defence policy “strikes an appropriate 
balance between support for an impor-
tant industry and the need to avoid 
direct involvement in the production 
of cluster munitions or anti-personnel 
land mines.”

In disclaiming “direct involve-
ment” in cluster bomb production, 
ANZ spotlights the loophole that 
it, along with scores of other banks 

worldwide, is exploiting. Avoiding 
direct involvement means ANZ won’t 
approve loans to entities who say 
they’ll use the money to make cluster 
bombs. Indirect fi nancing, however, 
gets a green light.

That’s when a known manu-
facturer of cluster bombs asks for 
a loan for, say, ‘general corporate 
purposes.’ Same company, same 
loan size, different wording. But, to 
ANZ, this is suffi ciently removed 
from direct involvement to elevate 
the transaction into the realms of 
the “responsible and ethical.” Fair 
call? Or blatant sidestep enabling 
ANZ to spout ethics at the front door 
while funnelling funds out the back 
door into the accounts of cluster 
bomb manufacturers – to the tune 
of US$136.5 million so far.

“International experts on the arms 
trade say that a company manufactur-
ing cluster munitions would never 
approach any bank to fi nance such 
activities directly,” says Zirnsak. So 
indirect fi nancing is the only type 
of cluster bomb fi nancing available. 
“Making the ANZ policy fairly mean-
ingless in practice,” says Zirnsak. 
Indeed. Nevertheless, ANZ continues 
to state it has “a clear policy to ensure 
our involvement in the defence sector 
is consistent with our commitment 
to responsible and ethical business 
practices and decisions.”

In the absence of legislation 
explicitly forbidding such investment, 
it rests with us as Australian con-
sumers of banking services to judge 
whether the decisions of our banks 
coincide with our personal standards 
of responsible and ethical behaviour.
*Michelle Fahy is a Canberra-
based writer with over 20 years 
experience in the financial 
services sector. Although not an 
ANZ customer, she sent ANZ 
a protest card and received its 
standard response letter. She 
is a member of the Medical 
Association for Prevention of 
War. 

EVERYTHING 
MUST PRESS

War is not unspeakable.
It is singing its mortal song,

its searing shrapnel
an aria of torn fl esh, 

its cluster bombs
a string section
of mutilation.

(Everything must press
upon your consciousness – 

a rivulet of water
becomes the slick 
thickness of blood)

War is utterable.
It is an unstoppable

wail of grief,
a barrage of defi ance

as sovereignty
is slaughtered.

(Everything must press
upon your consciousness –

a fl ush of dark fl owers
becomes bruised fl esh)

War is deeply -
articulate
Deploy

Assassinate
Collateral

Blame
Disease
Terror
Profi t

Market
Exchange
Recession

Crisis

(Everything must press
upon your consciousness –

like heat emanating
from a bomb crater
the warmth radiates

from your son’s body)

Tom Pearson
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Eric L Wattree

The American propaganda 
machine tells us that Muslims 
are a hostile people who hate 
American freedom. The most 
cursory examination of that claim 
reveals that the evidence the claim 
is based upon is highly fl awed, yet 
the American people have been 
persuaded that it is true. That 
suggests that the American people 
have learned nothing from their 
experience with the Nazis, and 
it also suggests that the biggest 
threat to America is the propa-
ganda machine itself.

The primary argument against 
the claim that Muslims are inherently 
hostile toward America is the fact 
that we had absolutely no problem 
with Muslims at all until we, Western 
“Christians” and “Jews,” began 
our imperialistic excursion into 
the Middle East. Prior to that time 
Muslims were content to be left alone 
to practice their religion in their own 
lands.

So when we consider Muslim 
hostility towards America we must 
keep two things in mind. First, we 
need to consider all the hell we 
are raising over the loss of 3,000 
citizens during 9/11. If we have been 
impacted to our core over the loss 
of 3,000 Americans, how do you 
think Muslims feel over the loss of 
hundreds of thousands of their people 
resulting from the unjust and illegal 
invasion of Iraq? And secondly, we 
must remember that while we are 
quick to call Muslims aggressors, we 

are invading their countries, they are 
not invading ours.

Americans tend to believe that 
American lives are more valuable 
than the lives of other people. When 
Americans are killed we never stop 
talking about it. It, literally, goes down 
in the history books. But when we kill 
innocent women and children in other 
countries we simply say, “Oops, sorry 
‘bout that,” then expect the people to 
forget about it.

Look at what Obama said about 
Bush and Cheney’s war crimes – “We 
want to look forward, not back.” What 
the hell is he talking about? Bush 
killed close to a million people for 
nothing more than corporate greed. 
How can we expect to dismiss the 
killing of a million men, women, 
and children by simply saying, let’s 
let bygones be bygones? One can 
only wonder if Obama would have 
taken that position if his family had 
been among that million? Somehow, 
I doubt it.

It was that one remark that opened 
my eyes regarding our president. 
While I consider Obama the best that 
we have got, I also recognise that he is 
far from an angel. The remark served 
to remind me that Obama is also the 
product of a propaganda machine 
– his own. So while I continue to 
support Obama, I never allow myself 
to forget that even though he is an 
impressive man, he is also a politician, 
not the Messiah.

Americans need to recognise 
that life is not a football game. It is 
not good enough to just pull for our 
side, regardless to whether we are 

talking about the nation, political 
parties, or individual politicians. 
We should always pull for justice, 
period – regardless of whose political 
ox it gores.

Because, if we continue to allow 
the various propaganda machines to 
cloud our minds to the truth, none of 
us will be safe. It is Muslims who are 
being demonised today, but tomorrow 
it may be Blacks, Hispanics, Jews, 
activists, the entire middle class, or 
whatever group is convenient to meet 
our rulers’ needs. And yes, I said 
rulers, because those who control our 
minds control our destiny.

But the propaganda machine is 
an insidious device, because it tells 
us what we want to hear, and helps us 
hide what we do not want to see, so it 
has the seductive properties of a drug. 

Take the issue of terrorism for 
example. Terrorism is defi ned as the 
killing of innocent non-combatants for 
political gain. Keeping that defi nition 
in mind, we must not forget that we 
are the ONLY country on Earth who 
has ever dropped an atomic bomb on 
not one, but two cities, killing and 
maiming hundreds of thousands of 
innocent men, women, and children. 
As horrible as 9/11 was, the horror 
of that atrocity makes 9/11 look 
insignifi cant.

But accepting the fact that we 
committed such a horrible atrocity is 
inconsistent with the image that we so 
passionately embrace of “that shining 
light on the hill,” our propaganda 
machine swung into action. It helped 
us to justify that action by convincing 
us that we only did it to save the lives 

of thousands of American troops. But 
there is a very serious fl aw in that 
argument.

By embracing that argument it 
affi rms that we accept the fact that 
there are times when terrorism is 
justifi ed. Thus, by our own defi nition 
the United States is, in fact, a 
terrorist state. So the fact is, the only 
difference between Muslim terrorists 
and American, or “Christian,” 
terrorists is that we have a much more 
effi cient delivery system.

Now, before someone gets 
upset and starts shouting that I’m 
un-American, please remember that 
truth and justice is the American way 
– and what I have just told you is both 
true and just. What I have said here is 

not simply my opinion. Every word I 
have written is verifi able, and based 
on pure logic – and like mathematics, 
logic does not lie.
Eric L Wattree is a writer, poet, 
and musician, born in Los 
Angeles. He is a columnist 
for The Los Angeles Sentinel, 
The Black Star News, staff 
writer for Veterans Today, and 
a contributing writer to Your 
Black World, the Huffington 
Post, ePluribus Media, and 
several other online sites and 
publications. He is also the 
author of “A Message From the 
Hood.” wattree.blogspot.com
Information Clearing House 

The American 
propaganda machine

Israel is now punishing Palestinians shamelessly
Amira Hass

Behind a modest desk with a view 
of Beit Jala sits a nameless Shin 
Bet security service offi cer who 
is very pleased with himself. He 
has just saved the Jewish people 
in Israel from yet another grave 
security risk by preventing a 
47-year-old woman, for fi ve weeks 
now, from going abroad for urgent 
medical tests.

Or perhaps this isn’t a story 
about just one offi cer, but rather 
about a committee of three. What 
matters is that Khalida Jarrar, 
a resident of Al-Bireh, has not 
gone to Amman for diagnostic 
brain tests that cannot be done in 
the West Bank due to lack of the 
necessary medical equipment.

I fi rst wrote about Jarrar’s case 
a month ago. On July 19, a doctor 
in Ramallah informed her she 
could obtain the necessary tests 
in either Israel or Amman. The 

Palestinian Ministry of Health told 
her it would not pay for the tests to 
be done in Israel.

Jarrar, a member of the 
Palestinian Legislative Council 
on behalf of the Popular Front for 
the Liberation of Palestine, was 
refused permission to leave in 
2008, when she was supposed to 
participate in the intra-Palestinian 
reconciliation talks in Cairo. But 
until getting that note from her 
doctor, she had never fought for 
her right to freedom of movement.

This time, offi cials in the 
Palestinian Authority promised 
they would arrange her exit 
permit for medical tests with 
their acquaintances in Israel. 
They promised, and then they 
disappeared.

After about three weeks, some 
of her lawyer friends applied 
directly to the Civil Administration 
and tried to discover how her exit 
permit could be arranged. Two 

weeks later, the answer arrived 
in writing: Jarrar, it said, does 
not have a notation by her name 
barring her exit.

The Civil Administration 
offi cer had relied on computer 
input from the Shin Bet. So on 
August 30, Jarrar set out for the 
Allenby Bridge. But there, the 
Israeli border control computers 
had different data: she was not 
allowed to exit. What had been 
true a few hours earlier stopped 
being true when she arrived at the 
border.

At the time, the Shin Bet told 
the Haaretz newspaper that Jarrar 
had to apply for an exit permit 
via the Civil Administration’s 
health coordinator. So the lawyers 
re-sent all the documents to the 
coordinator.

At fi rst, there was some delay: 
The Civil Administration said the 
documents and the application had 
not reached their destination. Then 

work began on the application. But 
our anonymous man from the Shin 
Bet is evidently in no hurry.

This is a mere footnote in the 
chronicle of the Palestinians’ life 
under foreign rule.

But this footnote is a typical 
chapter in the history of Israeli 
society: a democratic society that 
gives those wonderful fellows from 
the Shin Bet a blank check to act 
like the last of the great dictators 
and juggle with their subjects’ 
lives – without elections, without 
oversight, without supervision. 
Their word is sacrosanct. And if 
they say, as they did in reply to 
Haaretz, “Relevant information 
exists indicating that [Jarrar’s] exit 
from the area poses a risk to our 
security,” we all salute.

If she were dangerous here, she 
would have been arrested long ago. 
Her address, after all, is known. 
Hence the Shin Bet’s bluster about 
“relevant information” showing 

the danger she poses will somehow 
materialise only abroad. Evidence? 
Explanations? Common sense? 
No need. They, after all, are paid 
a salary by the Israeli taxpayer 
in order to invent new kinds of 
punishment and torture.

For what is the endless 
postponement of an urgent 
medical test if not torture of a 
sick person and her family? And 
what is delaying treatment, if 
not punishment of someone who 
opposes her foreign rulers?

Until six or eight years ago, 
a journalist’s report of a similar 
situation would have embarrassed 
someone up there on the security 
ladder and an exit permit for 
medical reasons would have 
been issued despite the “security 
considerations”. But today, the 
sense of shame has disappeared. 
Society’s backing is assured.
Haaretz 

Sydney

An evening of solidarity with Cuba
To welcome the new Cuban Consul Reinaldo Garcia Perera and 
the touring Cuba salsa and son band from Santiago de Cuba JJ Son.
Dinner – speakers – entertainment
5:30 pm - 10:00 pm Sunday October 31
First fl oor Cyprus Community Club 58-76 Enmore Rd Stanmore
Entry $25 / ($50 solidarity price) Bookings Olive Jinga CFMEU 02 9749 0400 (business hours only)

Enquiries: Nick 0414 691 732 or secretary@sydney-acfs.org
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Emile Schepers

An apparent coup attempt against 
Ecuador’s left-wing president, 
Rafael Correa, appeared to have 
failed when elite troops rescued the 
president from rioting policemen. 
Early that morning, about 400 
police offi cers, possibly backed by 
some air force personnel, took over 
the airports in the capital, Quito, 
and other places, stopping all air 
traffi c into and out of the country. 
The police were mobilised against 
the government based on a rumour 
that it was going to make changes 
in policies covering promotions, 
bonuses and medals.

Later in the morning, President 
Correa went to remonstrate with 
the police at the airport. The police 
responded by throwing water and 
tear gas grenades at him. Correa 
was injured by the tear gas and 
taken to a nearby police hospital. At 
that point, the police surrounded the 
facility. However, Correa was able to 
communicate with the outside world, 
and his calls for support produced 
swift results.

Thousands  of  ord inary 
Ecuadorians poured into the street 
to confront the police. Video streams 
on the websites of Telesur and other 
international media showed the scene 
as the police burned tires in the 
streets to block traffi c and fought off 
a counter-uprising with tear gas and 
smoke bombs in Quito and other 
cities.

The Ecuadorian armed forces 
leadership issued a statement of 
support for Correa’s government, 
originally elected in 2006 after a 
long period of instability and then 
re-elected in 2009 under a new 
constitution. UNASUR, a major 
grouping of South American nations 
of which Correa is the President pro-
tem, was set to meet Friday in Buenos 
Aires, but the group announced that 
instead, all the heads of state might 
head to Ecuador in solidarity with 
Correa. 

The rebellion was also denounced 
by the Organisation of American 

States, by UN Secretary General 
Ban Ki-moon, and by virtually all 
governments in the region, including 
not only the left-wing governments 
of Cuba and Venezuela, but also the 
right-wing governments of Chile, Peru 
and Colombia.

US Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton issued a statement expressing 
“our full support for President Rafael 
Correa” and the constitutional order 
in Ecuador, and calling for a peaceful 
resolution.

That evening, Ecuadorian military 
forces drove off the rebelling police 
and rescued Correa from the hospital, 
with a toll of two police offi cers 
killed.

Correa later made a public 
appearance to thank the Ecuadorian 
people and military for their support. 
He blamed the uprising on sedition 
organised by wealthy interests and his 
predecessor in the presidency, army 
Colonel Lucio Gutierrez. Gutierrez 
called for the dissolution of the 
national legislature and new elections. 
Ironically, Correa had already been 
considering such a move, permitted by 
the Ecuadorian constitution, because 
of an impasse over budgetary plans.

It would appear that the coup 
has failed due to lack of popular, 
military and international support. 
But the sudden event reverberated in 
the minds of many Latin Americans 
still reeling from aftershocks of the 
June, 2009, coup d’état that overthrew 
Honduran President Manuel Zelaya. 

Like Ecuador, Honduras was a 
member organisation of the regional 
left-wing bloc, the Bolivarian 
Alliance for the Peoples of Our 
America (ALBA, for its Spanish 
initials). Honduras left ALBA after 
its coup, and there has been violent 
repression of labour leaders and 
Zelaya supporters. Many in Latin 
America blamed the United States 
for the success of the Honduras coup, 
so there was immediate worry about 
what international forces might be 
behind the police uprising in Ecuador, 
and if the goal might be to knock 
Ecuador out of ALBA as well.

Correa’s government has seen 

its share of troubles. Like most other 
countries in the region, Ecuador 
was hit by the world fi nancial and 
economic crisis. Besides the dispute 
with the police, Correa has had 
friction recently with two sectors of 
his own support base. Indigenous 
groups have clashed with Correa 
over plans for economic development 
of the Amazonian forest region, but 
that dispute appeared to be on the 
way to being resolved. More recently, 
budgetary cuts Correa wanted were 
blocked in the legislature by members 
of his own National Alliance Party.

Correa has butted heads with 
international creditors because he had 
forced them to renegotiate Ecuador’s 
debts downwards by threatening 
to simply not make payments. He 
has also had a running battle with 
petroleum transnationals whose 
reckless operations have caused 
massive ecological damage in the 
Amazonian forests. He annoyed the 
United States by forcing the closure of 
the US military base at Manta. He had 
a very tense relationship with former 
President Uribe of neighbouring 
Colombia, though the new president, 
Manuel Santos, has recently made 
peace gestures.

As of press time, there is still 
martial law in Ecuador, and steps 
are being taken to remove rebellious 
police from their positions, as well 
as to investigate who else might have 
been behind the incident.
People’s World 

Ecuador coup fails

Ecuador’s president, Rafael Correa.

cpasa.blogspot.comcpasa.blogspot.com
Official blog of the CPA South Australia

Ultimate insult for 
asbestos sufferers
Paddy McGuffin

Asbestos sufferers were left reeling 
by a Court of Appeal ruling last 
week which could allow insurers 
to exploit a legal loophole to deny 
compensation to thousands of 
terminally ill victims. The deci-
sion reverses a 2008 High Court 
ruling that employers’ insurers at 
the time of exposure to the lethal 
substance were liable to pay out 
on work-related mesothelioma 
claims.

Insurers appealed against the 
decision and Court of Appeal judg-
es ruled that in certain cases the 
responsibility lay with the employ-
ers’ insurers only at the onset of 
symptoms, which can be 40 to 50 
years after initial exposure.

The original High Court hearing 
examined a number of cases where 
insurers refused to pay out. They 
included that of Charles O’Farrell 
who died in 2003 after being 
exposed to asbestos while working 
as a steel erector for Humphreys & 
Glasgow, which was insured at the 
time by Excess Insurance Company, 

in the 1960s. The employer ceased 
trading in 1992.

Excess Insurance argued that it 
was not liable to pay out because, 
according to the wording of their 
policy, employees had to “sustain 
injury” at the time they were work-
ing for the employer. The Court of 
Appeal decided that Mr O’Farrell 
had not “sustained injury” until he 
developed mesothelioma years later.

Mr O’Farrell’s daughter 
Maureen Edwards condemned the 
ruling. “My dad died a painful 
death from mesothelioma. Watching 
him suffer was agonising for all of 
his family,” she said.

In effect the ruling opens the 
door for insurers to revisit their 
initial policies and scour the small 
print for get-out clauses, not just 
in mesothelioma cases but those 
involving any other form of “latent” 
disease.

“This decision means some 
insurers are required to pay while 
others are not, depending on words 
such as “injury sustained” or “dis-
ease contracted” used in insurance 
contracts written decades ago.

Asbestos Victims Support 
Groups Forum chairman Tony 
Whitston said: “Thousands of dying 
asbestos victims will lose compen-
sation and all will live their last 
days in uncertainty. As a last resort, 
the government must overturn any 
judgment which upholds the Court 
of Appeal decision.”

Trade union leaders also 
expressed their disgust at the atti-
tude of the insurers and the court’s 
ruling.

Unite joint general secretary 
Derek Simpson said: “This is the 
ultimate insult for people suffering 
or who have watched a loved one 
suffer a painful and degrading death 
from industrial disease.

“Insurers banking premiums 
and then escaping paying out 
compensation by relying on policy 
small print is obscene.”

It is anticipated that the case 
will be appealed to the Supreme 
Court.
Morning Star, Britain’s daily 
socialist newspaper. 

World Day for 
Decent Work
Trade unions across the world 
mobilised on October 7 to tackle 
the global economic and employ-
ment crisis and demand fundamen-
tal reform of the world economy.

This year’s actions promoted 
three central demands for economic 
recovery:
• Growth and decent jobs, not 

austerity, are essential to beating 
the crisis and ending poverty.

• Quality public services must not 
be slashed.

• The fi nancial sector must pay for 
the damage it has caused.

The October 7 events included 
some 50 activities across Japan; 
marches, conferences and youth meet-
ings in several African countries; and 
meetings and mobilisations through-
out Russia and Ukraine. A series of 
activities in Latin America included 
initiatives by trade unions in Peru 

and Chile to get offi cial government 
recognition of the World Day for 
Decent Work. These events followed 
the massive demonstrations in Europe, 
a major march in the US involving 
unions and civil and human rights 
groups on October 2, and activities 
by education unions worldwide on 
October 5, World Teachers’ Day.

With young workers particularly 
hard-hit by the turmoil in labour mar-
kets and looming cuts to education 
and training, trade union youth groups 
were led many events, including using 
“fl ash mobs” and social networking 
to put their own stamp on union plans 
for economic recovery. Similarly, 
networks of women trade unionists 
called attention to the worldwide 
trend to precarious, short-term and 
casual employment, all of which is 
severely undermining women’s living 
standards across the world. 
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Take One 
Action
I’m no fi lm buff, but I took the train from 
Bristol to Edinburgh last Wednesday at 
the invitation of the wonderful Take One 
Action fi lm festival in Edinburgh, which 
New Internationalist has been sponsoring.

There was an obstacle. The train “system” 
in Britain is a working model of market forces. 
You travel only in hope. You are allocated 
connections which are not made. You have a 
seat reservation that is not there. A whispered 
consensus emerges that no system exists – 
but resignation prevails only with an offi cial 
announcement that this is so.

There are too many people on the train. 
There is no standing room. You clamber over 
the bodies of unseated passengers to queue for a 
stinking toilet or acquire what little nourishment 
accounts for a pervasive scent of fast food. You 
come to an indefi nite halt, because there is only 
one platform operating at Doncaster. When you 
get off, to seek the onward connection that has 
already left, you join a despairing tribe whose 
mobile devices have fi nally died. 

Just as well, then, that Edinburgh (like 
Glasgow) is always ample reward. Whenever 

I go there I want to apply for political asylum. 
Film festivals like this one are more a part of the 
fabric here than in the fl ashing pans of London. 

I watch Nero’s Guests, a fi lm about the 
farmer suicides in India – now well over 
200,000, maybe more than double that – and 
the work of the celebrated journalist P Sainath, 
who is present in person. The cinema is packed. 

The title of the fi lm refers to a notorious 
party thrown by the Roman Emperor Nero, 
which was illuminated by the burning of human 
bodies. After the fi lm, Sainath tells the audience 
that Nero interests him less than the guests. How 
did they react? Sainath’s eloquence, together 
with the poems left by several of the suicides, 
would render this fi lm unbearable, were it 
not for the challenge posed by its title to the 
audience – greater, surely, only to those who 
have yet to see it.

Then I watch World Vote Now, a fi lm by Joel 
Marsden, also there in person. If you think you 
can’t make a drama out of a vote, think again. If 
the very idea of a “world vote” seems fanciful, 
you might reconsider after you’ve seen this fi lm. 
Marsden almost accomplishes the unfeasible – 
giving substance to what can be idly dismissed 
as naïve idealism. He does this by asking the 
opinions of ordinary people at the sharp end in 
Africa, Asia and Latin America, as well at the 
blunt end in the US.

A democratic process can never be perfect, 
but its absence is always hell. Marsden goes 
some way towards showing how we already 
have the means to make a world vote happen. 
Near enough, at any rate, to win endorsement 
from Evo Morales and the Cochabamba 
gathering in Bolivia, as well as an award from 
the US State Department – though I doubt 
whether either would knowingly have followed 
the other’s example.

I did my best to earn my invitation by 
participating in discussion panels after both these 
fi lms. I confessed to envying the power of the 

visual image – a moving one especially. But, 
as a recalcitrant believer in the written word, I 
also feel a pang of pity for any good journalist 
who’s encumbered by a fi lm crew.

I’m thankful for the passionate brilliance 
I have seen, and I face up to the return train 
journey with renewed zest. The last time I tried 
to leave Edinburgh by train a malfunction of 
some sort sent us down a siding to Carstairs 
State Hospital, not far along the way. In its 
isolated desolation, the place resembles a prison.

“The one thing that saddens me most is 
the stigma attached to working here,” Staff 
Nurse Angela McLelland of Carstairs State 
Hospital told The Scotsman on August 7, 2002, 
as she looks out the window and winces at the 

pouring rain thundering against re-enforced 
glass. “People think we work in a prison or a 
lunatic asylum or something, they don’t see it 
as a hospital for the mentally ill. There is a lot 
of ignorance out there and it upsets the staff 
that the public often misunderstand the work 
we are doing here.”

Eventually returning to Edinburgh, none the 
wiser, two trainloads of misbegotten passengers 
were promptly jammed into one. By the time 
we came back to Carstairs, a diversion down 
the siding might have been a blessed relief.

Fortunately, perhaps, there are plans for 
Take One Action to grow southwards in years 
to come.
New Internationalist 

Letters / Culture & Life

Skewered priorities

I’ve journeyed through quite a bit 
of our world and seen quite a bit. 
However the many good people 
I have met are contextually few 
among the many more people who 
disregard others. I have met many 
politicians but very few caring 
ones. We live in a humanity of 
inhumanity and in a vacuum of 
disregard for the plight of our 
poorest and the most disadvan-
taged. This is why they remain 
poor and acutely disadvantaged.

We can fi nd $85 million to build a 
sport stadium, we can fi nd a hundred 
million for an entertainment centre, 
we can fi nd $86 million for the mean-
ingless Perth Bell Tower, and simi-
larly in every Australian city however 
we cannot fi nd equivalent amounts for 
the homeless, for Aboriginal disparity, 
for mental illness.

We can fi nd billions to participate 
in war and to spy on each other, we 
can fi nd billions to detain asylum 
seekers and to incarcerate our poorest 
people for pecuniary sins. However 
we cannot find billions to end 
Aboriginal ill health, or to invest to 
provide our neediest with education, 
vocational training, rehabilitation and 
support services.

Commonwealth nations are 
spending billions on the New Delhi 
Games while acute poverty surrounds 
the venues – where millions live in 

squalid nightmares, incarcerated 
by the blind eye of the haves into a 
myriad of illnesses, unmanageable 
and incalculable suffering and pre-
mature death.

The Harare Games were sur-
rounded by the destitute and the 
New Delhi Games by leprosy and 
acute poverty. We will acclaim gold 
medallists and portray them as icons 
and give them more than they need 
while those that give to them also 
gluttonously profi t from the calculated 
fanfare of these icons while neglecting 
millions of bewildered gaping souls.

In Australia we can spend hun-
dreds of millions on sport, and in 
fi lling our sport stadiums; how is 
it that we cannot house 120,000 
Australians who sleep on our streets 
or under bridges, and how is it we 
cannot remedy the ill health, the 
poverty and homelessness that a few 
hundred thousand of our Aboriginal 
brothers and sisters live each day. My 
experience believes it is because our 
many politicians, 226 of them at the 
federal level, and a thousand more 
at the state and territory levels don’t 
care enough. As one said to me once 
“...we change things only when the 
story becomes ‘sexy’, only when 
enough of community is supported 
by the media.”

Gerry Georgatos
Human Rights Alliance

Open letter to 
Paul Howes*
I write to you as a retired worker 
with some 35 years membership 
of the Australian Timber Workers 
Union and some more years 
membership of the New South 
Wales Taxi Drivers Association, 
in addition to which I am also a 
veteran of the Anti Vietnam War 
Movement.

In reading your column in the 
Sunday Telegraph of October 3 
concerning Australia’s involvement 
in the war in Afghanistan, my fi rst 
inclination was to write and tell you 
to join the army yourself and get 
over there.

However the issues involved 
here require a far less emotive 
response, you are obviously not 
aware that the Taliban is a creation 
of the United States itself, set up to 
fi ght the Russians who were sent to 
Afghanistan in the 1980s to defend the 
progressive government of the time. 
In this capacity they were lauded as 
valiant freedom fi ghters.

I fi nd myself in agreement with 
much of what you say concerning 
Taliban ideology, particularly their 
attitude towards women. However 
in your political naiveté you fail to 
understand that these things cannot 
be changed by military means. In 
short you can’t shoot an idea: these 
things can only be changed by the 
development of a progressive political 
movement within the countries 
concerned, something that should be 
encouraged by the Australian trade 
union movement.

We now come to something 
else you clearly do not understand, 
that is the real reason for the war in 
Afghanistan. Firstly it has nothing to 
do with Taliban ideology. The reason 
for the war is that imperialism requires 
a compliant Afghan government in 
order fi rst to establish oil pipelines 
across the country. The second reason 
is the military containment of Russia 
and China. China is a clear threat to 
United States economic hegemony 
in the world.

For its part, while Russia has 
abandoned Socialism, it is still 
keeping an independent stand in 
relation to imperialism, something 
the latter is loath to tolerate.

So by withdrawing troops from 
the war Australia would be taking 
a strong stand in the struggle for 
world peace and our own national 
independence.

Ronald Barrett
Sydney

* Paul Howes in secretary of the 
Australian Workers’ Union
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Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

David Ransom

Sydney

Concert for Miners of Chile & 

Better Mine Safety Campaign

6:30 pm Friday October 29

CFMEU, Level 2, 10 Railway St, Lidcombe

The Construction Forestry Mining Energy Union has initiated an Appeal 

with the Chilean community in Sydney to assist the miners in Copiapo, 

Chile. The Appeal will also assist the campaign for better mine safety. 

Also it will help the campaign to force the mine owners to pay the 

entitlements of the 200 plus miners above ground who have been 

sacked due to the appalling safety at this mine site. Already $50,000.00 

has been raised and is being sent to the Sindicato No 2 Minera San 

Esteban “Mina San Jose” and the CUT in Copiapo. $1,500.00 of this 

was contributed from officials of the CFMEU in Sydney. 

For more information, contact Olive Jinga

02 9749 0414 or ojinga@nsw.cfmeu.asn.au

DO YOU HAVE SOMETHING TO SAY?

Write a letter to the Editor

The Melbourne Cup 
Guessing Competition 

is here!

The tickets sell at $1 each or $10 for a book of 12.
FIRST PRIZE: $350, 

SECOND PRIZE $100, THIRD PRIZE $50
The draw for the horses 1 to 24 will be made on October 29. Those who have 

drawn horses will be notifi ed immediately.
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Sun Oct 17 –
Sat Oct 23

This week, on Last Chance 
To See (ABC1 Sundays at 

7.30 pm), Stephen Fry and naturalist 
Mark Carwardine go in search of any 
surviving Northern White Rhinos. 
Sadly, without success.

The last possible stronghold 
of this subspecies would be in the 
Democratic Republic of Congo, but 
the ongoing warfare there makes it 
too unsafe for the team to risk their 
crew’s lives by going in.

When imperialism overthrew 
the DRC’s fi rst post-independence 
government and murdered its leader 
Patrice Lumumba, it unleashed a 
seemingly endless series of internal 
and external wars on the country. 
Add in the ravages of poaching for 
the exotic pet trade or the oriental 
“medicine” market (powdered rhino 
horn is supposedly an aphrodisiac) 
and killing of wildlife for food you 
have the recipe for extinction unless 
there is considerable government 
investment of funding and resources.

With the success of the 
conservation program in Kenya for 
the Black Rhino as a contrast, the 
program brings home the fact that 
the probable extinction of the White 
Rhino in the wild is something that 
need not have happened.

Capitalism’s desire to domi-
nate and control Africa’s oil 

and mineral resources was behind 
its destructive actions in the Congo. 
On a much lesser scale, those same 
ambitions were at work in the fi rst 
major attempt to establish soccer in 
the USA. In other words, it was done 
as a money-making venture for some 
US corporations.

Spearheaded by Steve Ross, the 
boss of entertainment conglomerate 
Warner Communications, this 
campaign to “get in on the ground 
floor” of a new sports franchise 
involved setting up the New York 
Cosmos soccer team and then hiring 
the world’s best players for it.

After a slow start, the plan really 
came into its own with the signing 
of the legendary Pele. Star names 
were essential, it seems, to overcome 
Americans’ short attention spans 
(according to Pele’s agent). It was 
apparently unreasonable to expect 
Americans to watch 45 minutes of 
football without constant time outs 
and other breaks in the action (to 
permit the purchase of hot dogs, one 
assumes).

Once In A Lifetime (ABC2 
Wednesday October 20 at 8.30 pm), 
a documentary by Paul Crowder 
and John Dower, tells the history of 
Cosmos with input from several key 
players, Warner personnel, agents, and 
others. Their accounts often confl ict, 
especially about the relative merits or 
otherwise of certain players.

But as a case study of the pros and 
cons of putting sport in the hands of 
money men, it is well worth seeing.

Series two of the grimly wry 
show Getting On(ABC1 

Wednesdays from October 20 at 
9.30 pm) also starts this week. Set in 
the aged care ward of an English hos-
pital, it is written by and stars former 
nurse Jo Brand, Joanna Scanlan and 
Vicki Pepperdine.

With lots of impromptu dialogue, 

no canned laughter, a suitably dark 
tone and a comic sense that relies 
on satire, not jokes, this is unusual 
television. It often looks more like 
drama than comedy, but Chekhov 
would have seen the humour in it, 
I think.

Brand and her co-writers 
obviously want viewers to think 
seriously about what they are 
seeing. They may or may not fi nd its 
situations amusing, but they cannot 
miss seeing that hospital nurses have 
a truly crap job for which they get 
little thanks from those who wield 
the budget purse strings.

Its depiction of the relationship 
between the hard-pressed nurses and 
arrogant know-it-all doctors rings 
particularly true.

Cleopatra: Portrait Of A Killer 
(ABC1 Thursday October 

21 at 9.30 pm), from Lion Television 
for the Discovery Channel, is your 
typical American cable TV show: a 
melodramatic commentary, trying to 

make a historical subject “sexy” for 
an ignorant audience more used to 
shows about violence, and a restate-
ment every ten minutes of what’s been 
happening (because of American audi-
ences’ short attention spans, again).

That said, this is better than most 
Discovery Channel items. It should 
probably have been called more 
prosaically, “Cleopatra’s sister”, 
because it is actually about the 
excavation of a tomb not in Egypt 
but in Turkey, believed to belong to 
Cleopatra’s younger sister Arsinoë.

While Cleopatra hopped into 
bed (literally) with the invading 
Romans, the teenage Arsinoë became 
the fi gurehead of a nationalist revolt 
against Rome. She was declared 
Pharaoh, but her forces were defeated 
by Roman reinforcements sent from 
Syria.

Much of the program is 
conjecture: the tomb is believed to 
be that of Arsinoë, but actual evidence 
is scanty. Nevertheless, the various 
experts assembled for the program 
make a fairly good case.

It is at the least interesting.

The essence of the detective 
story is that someone commits 

a crime (usually a murder so that the 

victim cannot simply tell detectives 
what happened) and then the detective 
has to solve it and catch the killer.

A subgenre is the “police 
procedural” or policier, which follows 
the police investigation rather than 
the exploits of a gifted amateur or a 
private eye.

There is a not always credible 
variant of this in which the detective 
becomes the killer’s next intended 
victim (cue dramatic music). When 
this theme is introduced into a police 
procedural it can be particularly hard 
to make it believable.

The new police series Luther 
(ABC1 Fridays at 8.30 pm) seems 
to be overly dependent on this script 
device: last week child prodigy killer 
Alice was trying to kill Luther’s 
estranged wife, while this week 
Luther is going on television trying 
to taunt a cop-killer to have a go at 
bumping him off.

Idris Elba is impressive as 
Luther, the detective, although he 
is so thoroughly overwrought and 
prone to smashing furniture that one 
suspects that in reality he would not 
remain on the job more than a few 
days before being relieved and sent 
on stress leave. 
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Martin Khor*

While climate change has captured the 
headlines, many countries are running out 
of freshwater supplies, threatening human 
health and causing confl icts between nations. 
Water should be at the top of the global and 
national agendas. In recent years, climate 
change seems to have elbowed out other 
environmental issues to become the number 
one global problem. But the alarming 
problems of water – increasing scarcity, lack 
of access to drinking water and sanitation, 
pollution, fl ooding – are equally important 
and an even more immediate threat.

On July 28, the UN General Assembly in a 
historic decision recognised the right to water 
and sanitation as a human right. This is a fi tting 
recognition of the crucial importance of water 
to the survival of individuals and the basis for 
development of nations and indeed the world.

The extensive fl oods in Pakistan are also a 
current reminder of two things: the devastating 
impact of climate change on rainfall and the 
fl ow of water quantities; and the importance of 
properly managing water drainage, especially 
in the major rivers and waterways.

The increasing shortage of water in many 
countries has become a crisis. A decade ago, it 
was predicted that a third of the world’s popu-
lation would be facing water scarcity by 2025. 
But this threshold has already been reached. 
Two billion people live in countries that are 
water-stressed and by 2025, two-thirds of the 
world population may suffer water stress, unless 
current trends alter.

Even more dramatic, it is predicted that wars 
will be fought over water this century, just as 
wars were and are still being fought over control 
of oil these past decades.

“The global population tripled in the 20th 
century but water consumption went up seven-
fold,” noted Maudhe Barlow of the Council of 

Canadians and an expert on the global water 
crisis in her book Blue Covenant.

“By 2050, after we add another 3 billion 
to the population, humans will need an 80 
percent increase in water supplies just to feed 
ourselves. No one knows where this water is 
going to come from.”

Loss of water supplies
There is a rapidly growing demand for fresh-

water but its supply is limited and decreasing.
Water supply is affected by the loss of 

watersheds due to deforestation and soil ero-
sion in hills and mountains. There is also a 
severe depletion of valuable groundwater 
resources as water is taken up for agriculture 
and industry, and is being dug from deeper and 
deeper sources.

Mining of groundwater has caused the 
water-table to drop in parts of many countries 
including India and China, West Asia, Russia 
and the United States.

Agriculture uses 70 percent of water because 
industrial agriculture requires large amounts of 

water. It takes three cubic metres of water to 
produce a kilo of cereals, and 15 cubic metres 
of water to produce a kilo of beef because of 
the grain fed to the cows.

A lot of surface water is also polluted and 
thus not available for human use, or if it is used, 
the polluted water causes health problems. Five 
million people die from water-borne diseases 
annually.

Water supplies are also being affected by 
climate change. Global warming is causing an 
accelerated melting of the glaciers and there 
will be less glaciers in the future.

For example, the Himalayan glaciers feed 
many of the great rivers in India, China and 

Southeast Asia, “The full scale glacier shrink-
age in the plateau regions will eventually lead 
to an ecological catastrophe,” according to Yao 
Tandong of the Chinese Academy of Sciences.

The acute water problems facing Yemen 
are described in the London-based Guardian 
on February 27.

The country’s capital Sana’a is predicted to 
run out of water in 2017, as four times as much 
water is taken out of its river basin as falls into 
it each year. Of the country’s 21 main water 
aquifers, 19 are no longer being replenished 
after a drought and increased demand.

The water situation is so serious the govern-
ment has considered moving the capital as well 
as desalinating coastal seawater and pumping 
it 2,000 metres uphill to Sana’a.

Conflict over water supplies
Water scarcity has also become a reason 

for confl ict. This is especially when a source 
of water such as a major river serves more than 
one country.

The country or countries that have the upper 

reaches of the river can affect the volume of 
water fl owing into the countries at the lower 
parts of the river.

In Africa, about 50 rivers are each shared 
by two or more countries. According to an issue 
of Population Reports, access to water from the 
Nile, Zambezi, Niger, and Volta river basins in 
particular has the potential to ignite confl icts.

It also describes how the Aral Sea Basin in 
Central Asia is beset by international confl icts 
over water among Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan, 
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Tajikistan which 
all depend for their survival on the waters of 
the Amu Darya and Syr Darya rivers.

The Middle East has been running out of 

water. In that situation the grounds for confl ict 
have increased. In his recent book Water, Steven 
Solomon describes the growing tension over the 
sharing of water resources of the Nile especially 
between Egypt and Ethiopia.

In the Jordan River basin, writes Solomon, 
“in one of the world’s political hot spots, Israelis, 
Palestinians, Jordanians and Syrians contest 
to control and divide the scarce resources of a 
region that long ago ran out of enough fresh-
water for everyone.”

There can also be similar competition for 
water within a country, for example between 
states that share the same river.

According to Population Reports, in the 
western US, farmers who want more irriga-
tion water face off against urban areas that 
demand more water for households and other 
municipal uses.

In India, Karnataka state was in a water 
dispute with Andhra Pradesh over the height 
of a dam on the Krishna River, which could 
affect the amount of water available for use by 
both states.

Private vs Public control over 
water systems

Another issue is the fi ght over the sys-
tems for owning and distributing the scarce 
water resources. In her book, Maudhe Barlow 
describes the recent policies to privatise water, 
which until recently was under direct control 
of government authorities.

Privatisation was fi rst carried out in Western 
countries and then spread to developing coun-
tries through World Bank loans and projects.

This has led to adverse effects on people’s 
access to water, according to Barlow, who also 
documents the fi ght by citizen groups in many 
countries to make water a public good, and to 
make access to water a human right.

Water as a top priority issue
All the above issues should be taken with 

the same seriousness as climate change, because 
water is about the most important item needed 
by everyone, and its scarcity affects both human 
health and geo-politics.

As Solomon puts it: “An explosive new 
political fault line is erupting across the global 
landscape between the water Haves and water 
Have Nots... Simply, water is surpassing oil 
itself as the world’s scarcest critical resource.

“Just as oil confl icts were central to the 20th 
century history, the struggle over freshwater is 
set to shape a new turning point in the world 
order and the destiny of civilisation.”

Thus, water must be recognised as a crisis 
issue and solutions to the crisis should be at the 
top of the global and national agendas.

It is thus timely that the UN General 
Assembly, the world’s top policy forum, has 
adopted the resolution that the right to water and 
sanitation is a human right. Operationalising this 
right so that all human beings have access to 
water, and that all countries have the capacity to 
obtain, manage and wisely use water resources, 
is an imperative.
*Martin Khor is the Executive Director of 
the South Centre, www.southcentre.org
Acknowledgements, South Bulletin, Issue 
50, September 27, 2010. 

The global water crisis should 
be a top priority issue

Women and girls
 collecting drinking water 
at a river they share with 
cattle and other livestock

 in Bishikiltu (Oromia), 
Ethiopia.

Two billion people live in countries that are water-stressed 
and by 2025, two-thirds of the world population may suffer 
water stress, unless current trends alter.


