***

The Guardian

The Workers’ Weekly

November 17
2010

$1.50

# 1481

* x

COMMUNIST PARTY OF AUSTRALIA

ISSN 1325-295X

Australia tied closer to US

plans for global dominance
Communist Party of Australia, Central Committee Statement

The recent AUSMIN talks between
Australia and the United States
laid the basis for a major escala-
tion of military co-operation with
the United States. At the annual
talks between Australian and US
foreign and defence ministers, the
Australian government agreed
to more visits by US ships and
aircraft to Australia, greater
US access to Australian military
bases, increased numbers of US
personnel in Australian bases
within months, and more joint
military exercises.

Labor’s opposition to missile
defence has been abandoned and
Australia may acquire its own mis-
sile defence capabilities. The Harold
E Holt base at Exmouth in WA is the
expected site for the establishment
of US Space Surveillance Network
sensors which are claimed to provide
more accurate warning of potential
collisions in space but can also be
used to track and target missiles and
satellites.

Defence Minister Stephen Smith’s
claim that “any enhanced engagement
by the United States in our region is
an unambiguously good thing for
Australia and our region” is danger-
0us nonsense.

Potential disaster

Tying Australia so closely to a
super power which has gone to war
every 14 months since the end of
World War Il has the potential to
bring disaster to Australia’s economy
and security.

It is economic lunacy to become
involved in the US military build-up
directed at China.

China is Australia’s major eco-
nomic partner and the relationship
saved Australia from the impact of
the global financial crisis. For the
Gillard government to risk Australia’s
economic security and development
by backing the US military threats to
China is criminal.

Once again an Australian gov-
ernment has sold out the interests of
the Australian people in favour of
continuing subservience to the leader
of the imperialist world.

Details of the US plans are not
yet available. The US is currently
engaged in a Force Posture Review,
looking at the disposition of its mili-
tary assets world wide. When that is
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completed, the US will convey its
decision to the Australian govern-
ment which will then comply without
question.

In a joint press conference at
AUSMIN, US Secretary of Defence
Robert Gates said: “Today we agreed
to create a bi-lateral Force Posture
Working Group to begin developing
options for enhanced joint defence
co-operation on Australian soil.”

The White House and the
Pentagon view China as a potential
challenger to US global dominance
and an impediment to its further con-
solidation in the fields of economics,
trade, energy and transportation.

All means are employed to
eliminate obstacles to uncontested
supremacy, and what the world’s mili-
tary superpower (the term President
Obama used in his Nobel Peace Prize
acceptance speech) truly excels at is
expanding its international military
machine with an unflinching willing-
ness to use it.

US strategy

The US strategy is to first exag-
gerate the level of China’s present
military buildup, to encircle China
through the acquisition of military
bases in the Asian-Pacific region, to
establish anti-Chinese alliances, and
to deploy Theatre Missile Defense
(TMD) systems near China as a way
to negate their existing force of 20
nuclear missiles.

While the “war on terrorism” and
the containment of “rogue states” still

Brave new world

of competition

constitute the official justification
and driving force, China is explicitly
identified as a potential enemy.

One classified US document
stated that “the US military ... is seek-
ing to dissuade rising powers, such as
China, from challenging US military
dominance.”

Anti-Chinese coalition
The development of an anti-
Chinese coalition has been a key
effort of Rumsfeld and Condoleezza
Rice. The Pentagon is working on the
incorporation of progressively more
Asia-Pacific nations into what has
been referred to as an Asian NATO.
The US is conducting regular
military exercises, building military
partnerships, stationing troops and
opening bases around China’s periph-
ery, in addition to the positioning of
warships, submarines and aircraft
carriers in the waters off its coasts.
The US now has military treaties
with Australia, Japan, New Zealand,
the Philippines and South Korea.
Japan, Taiwan and Australia are
being integrated into a US-designed
regional and broader global intercep-
tor missile system.

Military spending

Obama’s total military budget is
nearly US$1 trillion.

China’s military budget is less
than one tenth of that. The Rand
Corporation estimates China’s military
expenditures to be between US$31-38
billion a year.

Australia and the
October Revolution

Preparing for war with China
provides additional super profits for
US armaments corporations.

In Australia, government subser-
vience to the US alliance has driven
military spending to astronomical
levels.

The federal government’s 2009
Defence White Paper began the larg-
est military build-up in Australia since
World War 1l. This year’s Federal
Budget continued this over the top
irresponsible government spending
on the military.

Today the Australian government
is spending over $70 million on the
military each and every day.

Cut military spending

Australia can have 100 strike
fighters and lousy schools. It can
have 12 submarines and three war-
ships and deteriorating hospitals,
it can have drones and a damaged
environment.

In reality the majority of
Australians would prefer good serv-
ices, jobs and a flourishing clean
environment rather than a beefed up
military machine.

Only 30 percent of Australians
support increased military spending,
according to public opinion polls. It
is time to cut military spending.

All of this creates insecurity and
tensions, adds to the arms race and
consequent economic deprivation,
and brings the danger of war.

The US Alliance makes Australia
poorer, not safer.

[ |
Increases for
KKE in election

Lasting peace

Lasting peace with justice will
only be guaranteed when the under-
lying causes of war — the drive for
private profit and the racism, national-
ism, poverty and oppression that the
profit motive creates — are eliminated.

Under capitalism the threat of
wars of different types will not
disappear, but it is essential to
adopt policies and support struggles
which can reduce the danger of war
significantly.

Australia needs an independent,
non-aligned foreign policy, based
on the principles of peaceful co-
existence, self-determination and
anti-imperialist solidarity which is
effective, affordable and genuinely
serves the defence of our country and
the need for peace and stability in our
region and beyond.

Campaigns

The Central Committee calls on
all Party members and supporters
to support campaigns to stop joint
US-Australian military exercises,
to close US military bases and to
prevent US troop deployments on
Australian soil.

We should also be campaigning
to win the immediate withdrawal of
Australian troops from the criminal
war in Afghanistan, for a cut in the
bloated Australian military budget,
and for a program of conversion
from military to civilian and green
jobs. &

Merchants
of Death
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The trend towards
a multi-polar world

The uni-polar dominance of the United States is coming under
serious challenge on a number of fronts. These include the rapid
development of the economy of the People’s Republic of China and the
development of security alliances and economic agreements between
countries asserting their independence, some capitalist and others
pursuing a socialist or anti-imperialist path, such as in Latin America.

The objective trend is towards a multi-polar world, but the US
with the full support of Australia, is fighting a determined and danger-
ous battle for a uni-polar world under US leadership — a battle that
the US cannot win. The US is prepared to use any means, including
military, to achieve its goals. China was the main focus and target
behind the US’s decision to escalate its military presence in Australia
(see page 1) and the East Asian region.

The Shanghai Co-operation Organisation (SCO) is one of the most
important alliances challenging US hegemony. It was formed in 2001,
uniting China, Russia and the Central Asian states of Kazakhstan,
Kyrgistan, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan on the basis of a commitment
to peaceful development and mutual assistance against imperialist
attack. India, Iran, Mongolia and Pakistan have observer status.

Its most recent joint military exercise was held in September in
Kazakhstan. Another important grouping is BRIC (Brazil, Russia,
India and China). BRIC co-operated closely with the G77 (now 131
third world countries) thwarting US and Australian attempts to
destroy the Kyoto Protocol during climate change negotiations in
Copenahagen.

The US economy is now highly dependent and interconnected with
that of China. Australia owes its glowing export figures and economic
growth during the economic crisis to China. China contributes 23
cents in every dollar of revenue from Australia’s merchandise exports.
Economic reality creates a huge contradiction for US and Australian
war hawks as they rattle their sabres at China.

These contradictions have been raised in the media and brushed
aside by the two governments. Professor Hugh White warns that
there are “real risks” that a confrontation between China and the US
“would become out of control, with serious dangers of war.” Long
before that point was reached, “Australia would find itself forced to
choose whether to follow the US into an increasingly intense strategic
competition with China, or abandon the alliance.” (Age 08-11-2010)
(White has served as a defence adviser to government and as an
intelligence analyst with the Office of National Assessment.)

In an article in The Australian (04-9-2010) titled “Our role in Asia’s
superpower shuffle”, White says: “... the best outcome for Australia
would be for the US to relinquish primacy and share power with
China and the other major powers in a Concert of Asia. This is also
the best outcome for the rest of Asia, and for the US....” His views
reflect the thinking of an enlightened section of Australia’s ruling
class that thinks ahead and can see where their future economic
interests lie. They reject war as a solution.

The US has no intention of abandoning its leadership ambitions.
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton made this clear in a speech on
“America’s Engagement in the Asia-Pacific” in Honolulu (28-10-2010):
“And everywhere we go, we will advance one overarching set of goals:
to sustain and strengthen America’s leadership in the Asia-Pacific
region and to improve security, heighten prosperity, and promote our
values.” This leadership goal was repeated during last week’s visit to
Australia and supported by the Australian government.

It is in sharp contrast to China’s aims of peaceful co-operation
in the region and globally. China promotes a multi-polar regional
order; its defence policy is not aimed at challenging or threatening
any country, it is defensive. China’s approach is the one supported
by the majority of peace loving people around the world and the one
being taken by the SCO, by the Association of South Eastern Nations
and socialist and anti-imperialist governments.

It is in Australia’s interests — security and economic — and those of
the people’s of the region that Australia adopt an independent, non-
aligned foreign policy. That means ending its military alliance with
the US, ceasing all US-Australian military exercises, and reclaiming
Australia’s sovereignty.

PRESS FUND
Last week the lunchtime edition of ABC TV News reported that
the addition of 10 new names to the list of Australians Killed in
military action represented the greatest number of casualties per
annum since the Vietnam War. That comment wasn’t mentioned
in subsequent news broadcasts. Another disturbing statistic, for
us, is that the Press Fund is now about 54 percent short of where
it should be for this time of year, in terms of reaching our annual
target of $14,000. You can help us close the gap by sending in a
contribution for the next issue. Think about making it a habit!
Many thanks to this week’s contributors, for their generous
support, as follows:

R Girvan $10, Ahmad Navidi $44.70, “Round Figure” $15.30,
B McGee $9

This week’s total: $79 Progressive total: $5,559

Diabetic disgrace
for Gillard

On World Diabetes Day the Central
Committee of the Communist
Party of Australia is outraged to
hear that Prime Minister Julia
Gillard has backed down on
another ALP election promise, to
fund preventative health care for
diabetics.

The promise to roll out reform in
the treatment of diabetes would have
seen local GP’s paid $300 to manage
the treatment of each diabetic patient.

The government has caved into
the pressure from the AMA and big
health corporations who oppose

preventative treatment because it is
not profitable.

The government’s change in
policy goes in the opposite direction
to the needs of diabetes patients and
the majority of the Australian public.

“We must end health care for
profit and introduce a health care
system that helps prevent diseases
like diabetes from spreading across
a larger section of the Australian
population,” said Communist Party
of Australia General Secretary, Dr
Hannah Middleton.

“The government’s decision to

give the AMA a place on the Advisory
Committee on Diabetes is tantamount
to putting a rat in charge of looking
after a block of cheese,” said Dr
Middleton.

“It is further evidence that it is
the AMA and big health corporations
and NOT the Australian people who
have the most say in Labor’s health
reform agenda.”

For more information:
Contact Dr Hannah Middleton
0418 668 098 &

Successful celebration of
October Revolution

Twenty one people attended the
Sydney Central Branch function
to commemorate the anniversary
of the October Revolution. Held on
the actual day of the anniversary,
November 7, the event took the
form of an early afternoon BBQ.

Representatives of three other
Branches also attended and joined
in the festivities. There was abun-
dant good food (a tribute to our
volunteers) and although discus-
sion was informal, it too was
abundant.

Comrade Rob Gowland, the
Branch Secretary, read the speech
he had given in Minsk, Belarus,
on the on the occasion of the 90th
Anniversary of the Revolution (see
Page six). @

Message of congratulat

to KKE

Dear comrades,

On behalf of the Central
Committee and membership of the
Communist Party of Australia we
wish to convey to you our warmest
greetings and congratulations for
the great success won by KKE in
the regional and Local Government
elections held last Sunday (see
page 8).

The substantial increase in the
votes of your Party’s candidates,
while all other major and smaller
parties saw their electoral strength
reduced, is an indication that

Greece’s communist and progres-
sive forces and the Greek people
generally expressed their anger and
indignation against the unpopular
policies of the government, the
conservative party of the official
opposition as well as the IMF and
the EU.

Sunday’s vote also indicates
that the working people are realis-
ing the importance and have started
preparing for the counter offen-
sive by the working class as the
only response capable of wresting
the country from the grip of the
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capitalist crisis and opening the
way for a people’s government to
defend, restore and extend people’s
rights.

In this struggle, in which the
KKE plays the leading role, we
wish you even greater successes
for the benefit of the Greek people,
for real democracy, progress and
socialism.

Yours fraternally

Dr Hannah Middleton
General Secretary CC
Communist Party of Australia &

PV
FOR
SALE

90th Anniversary of
Communist movement in Australia

A South Australian Tribute

This DVD is a collection of excerpts from interviews conducted
with veterans of the Communist movement in South Australia. They
are current or former members of the Party or supporters. Some
younger members give their opinions of the significance of the 90th
anniversary of the founding of the Communist movement in Australia
in 1920. Images and video footage of events have been included.

$10 including postage within Australia
Phone CPA in Sydney on 02 9699 8844 or email sales@cpa.org.au

The participants were:

Marcia & Rex Munn
Elliott Johnston
Jim Doyle
Alan & Beryl Miller
Cam & Phyl Johnson
Vic & Audrey Potticary
Marie Lean
Don Jarrett
Bob Briton
Harry Singh
Michael Perth
Michael Hooper
Paul Noack

Newcastle

Celebrate 90 Years of the Communist movement in Australia

Saturday & Sunday November 27/28
Newcastle Trades Hall Devonshire House 406-408 King St

Exhibit will be open Saturday 10:00am to 7:00pm & Sunday 10:00am till 6:00pm

Official opening 2:30pm until 4:30pm on Saturday - light refreshments / free entry

Contact Brenda on 0401 824 386
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Discrimination against asylum

Peter Mac

Last week’s decision of the High
Court of Australia was of major
significance for those who seek
asylum within our shores. The
Court’s decision concerned the
case of two applicants for asylum
who are known only as M61 and
M69, and who had claimed that
they had been denied procedural
fairness because their applica-
tions were not dealt with under
Australian law. The seven judges
of the Court agreed with them,
and declared that the government
had made an error of law by not
applying the decisions of the Court
in determining their cases.

The essence of the Court’s deci-
sion was to reaffirm that loss of liberty
can only be carried out as a matter
for legal process, that all applicants
are entitled to legal representation,
and that a decision on whether an

Paul Power, chief executive of the
Refugee Council of Australia, com-
mented: “The main impact is to put all
people seeking asylum in Australia on
an equal footing. Both the mainland
and offshore asylum processing will
now be subject to judicial review.”

A history of shame

In order to appreciate the impli-
cations of the Court’s decision, it is
necessary to review some key events.
In 1992 the Keating government
established mandatory detention, a
procedure under which asylum seek-
ers were forcibly detained while their
cases were assessed.

In 2001, after the Tampa incident,
the Howard government established
off-shore processing of asylum claims.
This applied to people who arrived
on Christmas, Cocos and Ashmore
Islands, or were taken there after they
were intercepted at sea. These islands
were all Australian territory, but the

“The main impact is to put all people
seeking asylum in Australia on an
equal footing. Both the mainland
and offshore asylum processing will
now be subject to judicial review.”

applicant for asylum has received
fair treatment is ultimately up to the
courts, not the government or the
public service.

The decision has major implica-
tions, not only for present and future
applicants for asylum, but also for
hundreds who have had their applica-
tions rejected by the government since
the off-shore processing policy was
introduced by the Howard government
nine years ago.

David Manne, the lawyer repre-
senting the two applicants, declared
that the ruling “applies to every
asylum seeker in Australia subject
to the offshore processing regime,
and it means not a single one of
those people should be forced from
Australia until they have had their
claims assessed through a new and
lawful process.”

government had excised them from
Australian law for the purposes of
immigration. In practice the policy
applied almost exclusively to people
arriving off-shore, whereas those
arriving on-shore were detained for
a minimum period, if at all, and were
then released into the community.

In 2005, the Howard govern-
ment’s ruthless asylum seeker policy
was carried to its ultimate conclusion,
when the High Court accepted the
government’s argument that Ahmed
Ali Al-Kateb, a Palestinian whose
application for asylum had been
rejected, could be held in detention
until a country was found that would
accept him.

If carried to its logical conclusion,
the legal implication was that he could
actually be detained, in effect impris-
oned, until he died, if no accepting
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A protest in Melbourne earlier this year to highlight the plight of 254 Tamil asylum seekers who had spent
100 days on a boat in Merak, Indonesia, following the Australian Prime Minister’s request to the Indonesian
President to have the vessel intercepted to prevent it from reaching Australia.

country was found. The subsequent
political uproar, which included a
rebellion by a number of Liberal
MPs, was a huge embarrassment for
Howard. Ahmed’s case contributed to
the government’s very callous image,
which was a significant factor in the
outcome of the 2007 election. Ahmed
was finally, and very quietly, granted
citizenship.

After the election the Rudd gov-
ernment made little change, retaining
mandatory detention and continuing
the policy of discrimination between
on-shore and off-shore arrivals.
The detention of asylum seekers in
off-shore centres in other countries
like Nauru was discontinued, but
the essence of the infamous “Pacific
Solution” policy was retained. The
Gillard government now wants to
open a new centre in East Timor — that
is, if the government of that country
agrees, which it certainly does not
seem inclined to do at the moment.

Still a long way to go
This High Court’s decision is of

major significance, but it is just the

first step in what is required to remedy

the unjust treatment of asylum seekers
by a long line of federal governments
over the last 18 years.

Indeed, it is possible that the gov-
ernment might challenge last week’s
decision. However, an appeal to the
full bench of the High Court would
be unlikely to succeed, given that the
decision was unanimous, a very rare
occurrence for the Court.

The Court did not make a finding
that the current policy of off-shore
processing of applications was invalid,
so if it wanted to, the government
could still maintain the off-shore
Australian detention centres, and
could also pursue the opening of
another centre in East Timor, without
contradicting the Court’s decision.

It could even attempt to override
the decision by simply maintaining
all aspects of the current policy, even
though this would raise the possibil-
ity of a court injunction. It sounds
as though the Liberals favour that
approach. “The only winners are
people smugglers and lawyers. The
big losers will be Australian taxpay-
ers who will fund asylum seekers’
legal challenges,” snarled Scott

Morrison, opposition spokesman for
immigration.

On the other hand, off-shore
processing and the denial of rights to
legal representation were interlinked
elements of a policy framework, so
the elimination of one inevitably
weakens the justification for retaining
the other. The opportunity now exists
for Gillard to dump all the shameful
aspects of the current asylum seeker
policy, established by the conserva-
tives and intended to subordinate
justice to political opportunism. The
Greens would certainly support such a
move, as would most of the independ-
ents, in all probability — and possibly
even some of the no-so-conservative
members of the Opposition.

The best approach would be for
the government to do so, not just as
a convenient political move, but as
a matter of principle. It should fol-
low the lead set previously by the
few decent Liberals who rebelled
against the Howard’s vindictive and
opportunist use of the asylum seeker
issue. That’s the way for the Gillard
government to go — but let’s see what
happens. &
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1960s, healing dozens of crippled children.

personal.

The Bougainville Photoplay Project

An intimate performance that highlights the moral and ethical commitment binding Australians
and the people of Bougainville (PNG) in the wake of a brutal civil war.

Writer, academic and performer Paul Dwyer retraces three journeys made by his father, Dr
Allan Dwyer, a world-renowned orthopaedic surgeon, who visited Bougainville during the

Since 2004, Paul Dwyer has been making his own journeys to Bougainville, conducting
research on the post-war reconciliation process and following the impact of those encounters
between his father and the Bougainvillean children. This is politics and performance at its most

Belvoir St Theatre, 25 Belvoir St, Surry Hills

Season dates: Until November 28

Performance times: Tuesday 6.30pm, Wednesday-Friday 8pm,
Saturday 2pm & 8pm, Sunday 5pm.

Ticket prices: Adults $57, seniors (except Fri/Sat evenings) and
groups of 10, $47, concessions $35.

Student rush: student rush $25 Tue 6.30pm and Sat 2pm.
Available from 10am on the day (subject to availability).

Bookings (02) 9699 3444 or belvoir.com.au/bougainville
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WA State public servants hold
union delegate convention

Richard Titelius

In the shadow of receiving their
long awaited response from the
WA Barnett Liberal government,
the Community and Public Sector
Union/Civil Service Association
held their annual Union Delegates
Convention at the Perth Concert
Hall on November 9-10 around
the theme “Securing our Future”.

The union has nearly 16,000
members and about 600 delegates,
with 110 attending

The convention was opened by
CPSU/CSA branch secretary Toni
Walkington who spoke of the exist-
ing cuts which had already begun to
effect the community. These ranged
from the carving up of the Forest
Products Commission which had
initiated quite significant climate
change work by planting trees on
unused or degraded farmland, to the
Agricultural Department which had
sold off its Intergrain subsidiary to
Monsanto. “In addition the public
housing stock was being flogged off
without being satisfactorily replaced,
staff at Tourism were being savagely
cut while at least two new prisons
are to be run by the private sec-
tor, and the list goes on,” said Ms
Walkington.

She added that, “When the gov-
ernment surveyed the bureaucracy,
59 percent of respondents believed
that their organisations have been left
under-resourced following job cuts.”
She wryly noted that the “cutting of
the fat” had instead lead to “cutting
of the muscle”.

The social democratic parties with
their reformist ideology and some
sectors of the union movement are
saying that there is a need to introduce
a “fairer capitalism” after years of cuts
to the public service. But capitalism
is a an out of control beast that does
not take well to calls for being fairer
or having a more human face.

The next segment of the conven-
tion was a forum with a number of
high profile community, union and
community leaders to debate the

question, “Where’s our public service
going?”

The first speaker was Dave Kelly,
secretary of the Liquor, Hospitality
and Miscellaneous Workers Union
who has just come from a series of
ugly and protracted disputes with
the government over wages and
conditions for hospital cleaners and
orderlies, school cleaners and garden-
ers and child and aged care workers.

Dave Kelly said, “The Premier
Colin Barnett’s proposal to outsource
to the community (not for profit)
sector such as the Salvation Army,
is just another way of divesting the
state of the public sector and was only
slightly more palatable than giving it
to the private sector, such as having
Serco running the new Fiona Stanley
Hospital.” This Kelly said, “would
inevitably lead to lower service
standards to maximise the profits of
private corporations.”

The next speaker, Greens MLC
Alison Xamon and former State
Teachers Union official, said it was an
atrocious dichotomy being played out
by the government of Colin Barnett to
say the public sector cannot connect
to the community in the same way as
the community sector.

The speaker who followed was
Professor Al Rainnie, a visiting
academic from England who is cur-
rently teaching at Curtin University.
He reminded delegates that, “in the
United Kingdom they are further
down the path of sending the local
government to the private sector.”

Rainnie suggested that the
movement from a grants culture to a
contracts culture was a Trojan Horse
for privatisation which would make
“organisations more prone to mission
drift where the organisation becomes
more focused on competition and
keeping costs down than the quality
of service.”

The closing remark by Professor
Al Rainnie summed up the desired
outcome for public sectors the world
over when he said, “If you are about
providing an integrated, organic
public service, then you should have

these services provided by the public
sector.”

This was the most effective
Delegates Convention to date and if
delegates took the material on board
it will help empower them to be the
strongest links in the chain of the
working class and be strategically
placed to deal with the upcoming
threats to the public sector which have
already begun in earnest in other parts
of the world. &

WA rally against Taser use

Richard Titelius

A lunchtime rally organised by The
Human Rights Alliance was held in
Perth outside the Wesley Church
on November 13, called for a ban
on the use of Tasers by police and
other law enforcement officials.
Around 100 people attended.

The rally, which was chaired
by the Aboriginal Party, was also
supported by the Black Deaths in
Custody Watch Committee, Refugee
Rights Action Network and the
Communist Party. The rally heard
about the Tasering of an Aboriginal
man Kevin Spratt in the East Perth
Watch House on August 31, 2008.

Details of the incident in which
Mr Spratt was Tasered 13 times
while being surrounded by nine
police officers only came to the
Police Minister Rob Johnson’s
attention in May 2010. A video
of the brutal attack at the Watch
House has been shown repeatedly
on national television and around
the world.

After Mr Spratt had been taken
into the custody of the Department
of Corrective Services he was

Tasered a further five times — a
video of this attack at the prison has
not been released into the public
domain.

The incident required Mr Spratt
to be taken to hospital for treatment
which required surgery.

Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal
speakers addressed the rally. This
included Dot Henry, a Noongar
woman, who is Chair of the
National Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander Women’s Alliance
and former candidate for the
Aboriginal Party for the seat of
Hasluck in the last federal elec-
tion. Also addressing the rally were
Marianne Mackay and Mr Spratt’s
partner Tauyana — a Yamitji woman
—who called for the banning of the
use of Tasers and restraint measures
to be used instead.

Ms Mackay added that with all
the training and other hardware that
they were issued, it should be possi-
ble to calm a person down and take
them into custody if they have com-
mitted an offence or are suspected
of committing an offence.

Mr Spratt’s partner added that
in our supposedly humane society

we condemn the use of cattle prods
on livestock and yet the state con-
tinues to condone the use of Tasers.

Gerry Georgatos of the Human
Rights Alliance spoke next about the
Corruption and Crime Commission
report on Taser use which made 10
recommendations of which six were
rejected and two were partly reject-
ed by the Police Commissioner.

Two police have been fined
over the incident since inquiries
were undertaken. However, the
Police Commissioner and Police
Union continue to argue for the
right to use Tasers, citing the
increased prevalence of drug and
alcohol induced violent behaviour
as the pretext to discharge the high
levels of electricity onto people
who are disorderly rather than try to
reason with or restrain them first.

The rally called on the govern-
ment to investigate and charge
those complicit in the barbaric
torture of Mr Spratt and to hold a
comprehensive public inquiry into
police use of Tasers with a view to
their possible banning, which has
occurred in Iceland, Sweden, Kenya
and elsewhere. &

SA firefighters
ripped off

Firefighters around Australia have
condemned the South Australian
government for ripping off the
entitlements of their SA colleagues.

Under legislation passed
through SA Parliament last week,
firefighters face unilateral cuts to
their long service entitlements. On
average this will cost each firefight-
er $1,500 a year.

United Firefighters of Australia
national secretary Peter Marshall
says firefighters nationally are
appalled at the actions of the SA
government.

“This is Mike Rann’s version of
WorkChoices,” Mr Marshall said.

“But whereas John Howard just
set up a framework for employers,
the Rann government has gone fur-
ther — using the law to strip away
workers’ entitlements.”

South Australian firefighters
only gained long service leave in

2002 after lengthy negotiations with
the government. The legislation will
over-ride the firefighters’ enterprise
agreement and even prevent them
from negotiating around this issue
in the future.

“This is an extraordinary way
to treat men and women who put
their life on the line for community
safety,” said Mr Marshall. “It’s a
slap in the face as we prepare for
another fire season.

“Despite the public acknowl-
edgement they give emergency
services workers, what the govern-
ment really cares about is balancing
the budget by pinching from the
pockets of working people.

“The United Firefighters Union
of Australia condemns the Rann
Labor government for their attacks
on firefighters, and the undermining
on the core Labor value of collec-
tive bargaining.” @

Without revolutionary theory, there can be no revolutionary practice.
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Singapore Stock Exchange
takeover of ASX

Brave new world of competition (Part 2)

Anna Pha

The Singapore Stock Exchange’s
(SGX) $8.1 billion proposed takeo-
ver of the Australian Securities
Exchange (ASX) Board involves
the sale of ASX shares for a
combination of cash and SGX
shares. It effectively valued ASX
shares at $48 on market prices
at the time of the announcement.
The market price at the time was
$34.96 - putting the offer at 37.3
percent above market values. Not
surprisingly ASX shares quickly
rose by around 20 percent. The
big end of town, who realised that
there were considerable hurdles to
jump, wasted no time in offloading
their ASX shares at a handsome
profit while smaller investors
bought them up in the belief they
might be on a winner.

There certainly are a number
of hurdles to be jumped. Before
Treasurer Wayne Swan can give his
blessing to the takeover, he must
first receive advice from the Foreign
Investment Review Board. Regulatory
approval is required from the
Australian Securities and Investments
Commission (ASIC). Approval must
be gained under the Corporations Act
to waive the 15 percent limit on share
ownership before SGX can purchase
ASX shares. Shareholders of both
exchanges have to vote on the deal.
There are regulatory requirements in
Singapore and other technical matters
to be dealt with. The largest hurdle is
the political one; getting it through
Parliament.

A number of economic commen-
tators have questioned the apparently
high price being paid by SGX, raising
questions about the SGX’s longer term
intent. The new ASX-SGX Group will
also carry a significant debt as a result
of the money raised by SGX for the
part-payment of SGX shareholders
($22 a share).

The ASX-SGX statement offers
some insight into the aims of the
takeover and future directions. It says
that together the two exchanges offer
access to:

“... second largest listing venue
in Asia Pacific with over 2,700 listed
companies from over 20 countries,
including over 200 listings from
Greater China....

“Asia Pacific’s largest and the
world’s second largest base of institu-
tional investors with combined assets
under management of over US$2.3
trillion from existing superannuation,
institutional and sovereign wealth
funds...”

(The savings from the millions of

Perth

small investors add up to relatively
little compared with the institutional
investors mentioned above.)

The two boards clearly see the
larger combined exchange as being
far more competitive internationally.
This is in line with Treasurer Wayne
Swan’s thinking. His aim is to make
Auwstralia a financial hub in the Asian
region. The government has concerns
about the growing domination of the
China’s exchanges in Hong Kong,
Shanghai and Shenzhen. Swan can
be expected to approve the takeover,
and no doubt would have already been
consulted prior to the announcement.

The ASX-SGX statement also
indicates future directions: “The
combined group will also enhance its
attractiveness as a partner of choice
for future exchange industry collabo-
ration and consolidation opportunities
to tap into strong regional growth.”
Consolidation could involve takeovers
or mergers.

What is happening in Australia
reflects a process taking place in other
stock markets around the world. There
are four stages. The first is the merg-
ing of small domestic exchanges into
one central exchange. The second is
the privatisation of mutuals or govern-
ment owned exchanges. The final two
stages involve mergers and takeovers,
and the entry of competitors. The
processes for the next two stages are
underway now in Australia with the
SGX takeover and the expected entry
of a competitor in 2011.

Competition and
monopolisation

At present the ASX is a monop-
oly, but next year could face com-
petition from a subsidiary of Chi-X
Global-Chi-X Australia which was
given in principle approval earlier
this year by the Rudd government
to operate a securities exchange in
Australia. In other words, Swan has
already agreed to the entry of com-
petitors on the Australian share and
futures markets.

According to the World Federation
of Stock Exchanges, the proportion of
for-profit stock exchanges rose from
38 percent to 75 percent between 1998
and 2006. The process of demutuali-
sation and privatisation of exchanges
has seen a transfer in the ownership
and control of exchanges from brokers
and governments to the largest global
monopolies, in particular the global
financial institutions.

This is very evident in the makeup
of the consortium that owns Chi-X
Europe (another of Chi-X subsidi-
ary operating across Europe). The

consortium includes BNP Paribas,
Citadel, Citigroup, Credit Suisse,
Fortis, GETCO Europe Ltd, Goldman
Sachs, Instinet Holdings, Merrill
Lynch, Morgan Stanley, Optiver,
Société Genérale and UBS. SGX
board connections include Lloyds
Bank, Citibank, Bankers Trust and as
previously stated in Part 1, director-
ships held by ASX board members
include ANZ, Macquarie Bank and
National Australia Bank. Readers may
recall a failed attempt by Macquarie
Bank to the take over the London
Stock Exchange in 2005.

The process of competition
and expansion is illustrated by the
example of NASDAQ-OMX. OMX
(Sweden and Finland) built up an
empire of seven exchanges based
in the Nordic and Baltic countries
and the Euronext was a merger of
Amsterdam, Brussels, Lisbon and
Paris stock exchanges. Then in 2008
the US exchange, NASDAQ bought
up OMX to form NASDAQ-OMX.

Chi-X Australia promotes itself
to Australian investors in this way:
“Our aim is to provide traders and
investors with more efficient markets
through the introduction of low-cost,
high-speed alternative execution
venues. We believe that through the
introduction of competition markets
will become more attractive to the
international investment community,
ultimately helping to increase overall
market liquidity and improve invest-
ment performance.”

Such competition and promises
of lower prices means the Australian
government (and other governments)
will be under greater pressure to ease
regulatory requirements to encour-
age the big corporations to list on
Australian securities markets and for
investors to trade in Australia.

If Australian exchanges are to
become a gateway to Asia, the pres-
sure will really be on. Competition
also leads to collapses and eventually
global monopolisation by a hand-
ful of private conglomerates. The
process of privatisation and global
monopolisation is advancing at an
incredible speed.

Workers have a great deal to
worry about. Stockmarkets are already
riddled with manipulation and corrup-
tion and even less regulation will put
their superannuation and other savings
at greater risk. The proposed takeover
of the ASX raises an opportunity for
the labour movement to not only
oppose the takeover, but to demand
the nationalisation of the ASX and its
establishment as an independent (as
far as is possible under capitalism),
not for-profit entity. &

Lecture on climate change denialism

Naomi Oreskes discusses her book Merchants of Doubt: How a handful of scientists
obscured the truth on issues from tobacco smoke to global warming

6:00pm Monday November 22
Social Sciences Lecture Theatre, UNA
For more info: www.ias.uwa.edu.au/lectures/oreskes
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Friends of the ABC (FABC) raised their concerns with ABC
Chairman and Managing Director over community con-
cern about the ABC’'s increasing commercialisation. FABC
presented a petition to the ABC board signed by 10,425 peo-
ple. Titled “Keep our ABC creative and Commercial-free”,
the petition objected to the increasing shift towards commer-
cialisation of the ABC — those irritating on-air promotions, an
ever-increasing focus on program ratings, and commercial
activities that compromise the ABC and lower its standards.
The signatories called for the ABC to re-focus on being a pro-
ducer of quality broadcasts with independent content. It also
pointed out the necessity of developing a range of high quality
programs instead of being dependent on outsourced material.

The Australian Energy Regulator (AER) has warned that con-
sumers face blackouts unless they pay more for power. AER’s
chairman said that increased power bills is the only option as
the ageing electricity infrastructure needs substantial injection of
money to be modernised and upgraded. As usual it is the pub-
lic which will have to provide the money. It is believed that many
households will face double-digit price rises for power next year.

Sydneysiders have to be extra careful about their drinking
water — it turns out that the newly built desalination plant at
Kurnell is too close to the Cronulla sewage outfall. Parasites
such as E.coli, cryptosporidium and giardia are Kkilled by
prolonged exposure to light, oxygen and temperature fluc-
tuation. This natural purification occurs in dams. It is only
2.5 kilometres that separates the sewage outfall from the
desal plant and it takes only about two hours for the water
to get from one place to the other with all the nasties still in it.

Rupert Murdoch is no friend of the Labor party but business is
business and his visiting Ms Gillard on the eve of the parliamen-
tary discussion of media policies caused interest in media and
political circles. The Parliament is planning to introduce leg-
islation for the screening of sporting events on pay TV and
free TV. The laws are expected to favour free-to-air TV sta-
tions as it will allow them to broadcast live sport on their digital
channels (at the moment they can do it only if it on their main
channel). There is also a decision to be taken by the govern-
ment on whether it will put out to tender the provision of the
Australia TV network. It broadcasts to the Asia-Pacific region
and the service is currently provided by the ABC. Sky News,
of which Murdoch’s News Ltd is a 39 percent shareholder,
would like to see the service open to tender so that it can bid.
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Australia and
the Great October Revolution

Rob Gowland

At the beginning of November, 2007, |
had the honour of representing the CPA
at an international meeting of Communist
and Workers’ parties in Minsk, capital
of Belarus. The meeting was convened to
celebrate the 90th Anniversary of the Great
October Socialist Revolution of 1917.

It was held in Minsk, because in 1896,
Minsk in the then Russian province of
Byelorussia (now Belarus) was the site of the
founding conference of the Russian Social
Democratic Labour Party (Lenin’s party).

At the suggestion of our then General
Secretary, Comrade Peter Symon, | made the
substance of our contribution an account of
how the news of the October Revolution was
received in Australia, and the different ways
Auwustralian employers and workers reacted to it.

With only a couple of minor amendments,
this is what | said in Minsk:-

On November 8, 1917, the day after the
October Revolution had overthrown the pro-
capitalist Provisional Government of Russia,
the Melbourne Age reported (as did other
leading Australian newspapers): “As a result of
the conflict between the Russian Government
and the Soviets’ Revolutionary Committee
regarding the control of the Petrograd military
headquarters it is reported that the Soviet
Committee has proclaimed itself a new
Provisional Government.”

Awstralia is a long way away from Petrograd
but militant workers had no doubt that something
epoch-making was taking place. They sensed
that here were workers like themselves being
installed as rulers of their country.

Across Australia, from the sugar cane-fields
in the North of the continent to the timber mills
in the South, came examples of workers down-
ing tools and celebrating the great event for two
days, uninterruptedly.

Militant trade unionism was strong within
the Australian working class at the time as
was opposition to being forced to fight in the
imperialist world war then raging. Already one
attempt by the reactionary Australian govern-
ment to introduce conscription for the war had
been defeated in a mass referendum.

The Australian government announced a
second attempt to gain approval for conscrip-
tion for the war on the same day that news was
received that the Bolsheviks had won power in
Russia. The Australian Prime Minister, William
Morris Hughes, promptly blamed the Soviet’s
success on “the sinister, insidious and menacing
German propaganda that... since the outbreak
of the war has been unceasingly working in the
territories of the Allies and has dealt a deadly
blow to our cause”.

At first capitalist politicians and the capital-
ist media depicted the Bolsheviks as conspira-
tors: German agents, concerned only to weaken
the Allied front in the war.

But some parts of the truth could not be
submerged: On November 10, Australian news-
papers published in full the first decrees of the
Soviet government, the decrees on “Peace”,
“Bread” and “Land”.

Nevertheless, the Melbourne Age dispar-
aged the new Soviet regime as “a comic opera
government”, predicting that it would “fizzle out
in a pandemonium of drink and vice”.

On November 13, another leading capitalist
newspaper, The Sydney Morning Herald, under
the headline “Kerensky Rallies”, announced the
“Fall of the Bolsheviks”, going on to solemnly
pronounce that “the liquidation of the Bolsheviks
is only a matter of days”.

On the following day Australians were told
rather gleefully that “the Bolsheviks are no
longer masters of the situation”.

Two days after that the Herald some-
what prematurely declared that Kerensky’s
troops had been “victorious in Petrograd and
Moscow”. Only three days later readers learned
from the same sources that “chaos prevails in
Petrograd” and, somewhat more cautiously, that
“it is impossible to forecast the future”. As the
counter-revolution took shape, the Australian

capitalist media happily reported that “a military
dictatorship is expected hourly”.

At the beginning of December “Lenin’s
Downfall” was again reported but at the end of
the month he was still reportedly “preparing to
flee from Petrograd”.

Many militant workers readily grasped the
significance of the sharpening class struggle
that followed the Bolsheviks’ taking power.
Some intellectuals — in other ways friendly to
socialism — began expounding theories that the
new regime was only “transitory”.

However, confidence in the outcome
remained the prevailing mood in the Australian
labour movement. Optimism grew that the
Revolution in Russia would usher in a series of
socialist changes throughout the world.

H E Boote, editor of The Australian Worker,
a trade union newspaper, wrote:

“Does anyone imagine that Russia is going
to have a monopoly of revolution? The work-
ers are questioning their rulers ... And they are
putting capitalism through an examination that
probes its pretensions to the very core”.

The Red Flag was flown from trade union
halls and the Sydney Trade Union Council
declared: “We rejoice in the revolution in Russia
and congratulate the people of that country on
their efforts to abolish despotic power and class
privilege, and urge the workers of other lands
where similar conditions exist to follow their
example with the same magnificent courage
and determination”.

A trade union newspaper, the Labor Call,
published the early proclamations of the Soviet
Government and an article praising Lenin as
“a real statesman, premier of the world’s first
industrial democracy, mighty Russia”.

On December 21, 1917, while the bourgeois
media was predicting the imminent collapse of
the Bolsheviks, the Australian labour movement
celebrated the decisive defeat of the second
attempt to impose military conscription for the
imperialist war. However, as the working class
took the offensive, the ruling class increasingly
resorted to repression.

The flying or carrying of the Red Flag was
banned, necessitating the Brisbane Tramways
Trust to replace the red flags traditionally used
as a danger signal in traffic operations with
yellow ones!

Despite the heavy wartime censorship,
Australians soon learned, to their anger, that
their reactionary government had involved
Australian armed forces in the wars of inter-
vention, the attempt by 14 capitalist countries
to remove the revolutionary government of
Russia by force. Australian officers and soldiers
fought against the Soviet forces near Archangel
and elsewhere, and the Australian warship
Swan was sent to the Sea of Azov to serve
with a French force fighting on the side of the
counter-revolutionaries.

The Australian labour movement began to
mount a big campaign under the slogan “Hands
off Russia!”. The members of the Australian
Labor Party, Australia’s main social democratic
party, had been strongly influenced by the suc-
cess of the revolutionary workers in Russia,
and the party’s Federal Conference carried a
resolution “protesting strongly against the use
of armed forces and against the Allied policy
of starvation and blockade”.

The resolution proclaimed the right of the
Russian people to work out their own destiny.
A similar resolution was carried by the Trade
Union Congress in Brisbane.

The Labor Council in Sydney issued a
manifesto calling on the workers of Australia
to strongly protest against Allied policy and to
take steps to frustrate it. The manifesto identified
the revolutionary Russian government as “the
first genuine socialist government the world
has ever seen” and denounced the blockade
by Western governments as a “violation of all
international law”.

The union manifesto declared that “the
Australian working class will refuse to support
these activities” and ended by congratulating
“the Russian working class on its triumphant
vindication of communist principles”.
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A poster from 1920 portraying the positive outcome of the October Revolution —

in this

case with an emphasis on the advantages for women.

Great meetings were held throughout the
country and threats of industrial action were
made if the Australian authorities attempted
any extension of Australian involvement in the
efforts to strangle revolutionary Russia.

At that time a Communist Party did not exist
in Australia but Lenin’s way proved to be a pow-
erful magnet for militant, revolutionary-minded
workers and in 1920 the Communist Party of
Awustralia was formed from among disparate
socialist groups and militant trade unionists.

The great achievements of the Russian
Revolution of 1917 are well-known to us all.
The first five-year economic plans were formu-
lated and carried through — an economic method
unknown in any capitalist economy.

The land and enterprises became public
property. Public housing was built, hospitals,
universities, Palaces of Culture for young people
sprang up, women won equal pay and social
rights to those of men, a nationalities policy
was implemented, a new unity of the peoples
was achieved with the formation of the USSR.

A foreign policy of peaceful co-existence
was adopted — the first application of these
principles that have steadily gained ground
around the world since then.

One of the great achievements of the 20th
century was the smashing of the fascist regimes
of Germany, Italy and Japan, mainly as a result
of the power and leadership of the Soviet armed
forces. It was a staggering defeat for world
imperialism.

This in turn opened the way for the sweep
of the national liberation movements against
colonialism and the victory of revolutionary
movements led by Communist Parties in China,
Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia, the DPRK and,
for the first time in the western hemisphere,
in Cuba.

But the hatred of imperialism for social-
ism and for Communist Parties never abated.
From the time of Winston Churchill’s attempt
to “strangle the Bolshevik baby in its crib”
to today, the struggle between capitalism and
socialism, the class struggle between the work-
ing class and the capitalist class, remains intense
and implacable.

In the 1920s it was waged by way of mili-
tary intervention, sabotage, trade boycotts and
so on — in the 1980s the imperialists succeeded
in striking a severe blow to the Soviet Union
and to our common cause by use of ideological
subversion. The Soviet Union was torn apart
from within.

Once again the bourgeois media was trium-
phant. “Communism is dead!” they shouted from
the rooftops. They were wrong in the 1920s and
are wrong again today.

Ours is the future and we can gain confi-
dence and optimism from the revolutionary,
anti-imperialist and socialist sweep of the people
of South America, of the African continent, in
the Middle East and Asia and even now, in the
Island nations of the South Pacific.

Even before the Communist Parties were
formed, our national poet Henry Lawson
declared:

So we must fly a rebel flag,

As others did before us,

And we must sing a rebel song

And join in rebel chorus.

We’ll make the tyrants feel the sting
O’ those that they would throttle;
They needn’t say the fault is ours

If blood should stain the wattle!*

Long live the October Revolution! Long
live Socialism!
* From Freedom on the Wallaby, 1891 &
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Decision Points

A cynical attempt
at self-justification

Timothy Bancroft-Hinchey

Let us be perfectly honest. Nobody ever
expected George W Bush to do anything
other than justify his own shortcomings
because to apologise or to acknowledge
that he was fundamentally wrong in most
of what he did would be to recognise that
he is an abject failure and always has been.

George W Bush was born into a wealthy
family, had everything given to him on a
plate, and yet failed miserably from the
beginning to the end of his period of adminis-
tration. Hardly surprising, for here is the man
who signed more death warrants than any
other Governor in the history of the USA. If
Saddam Hussein was hanged for killing 148
people, Bush went four better, sending 152 to
their deaths.

After two years of silence, Bush now
springs out of the woodwork promoting “his”
autobiography, Decision Points (as if he
penned the nonsense on its pages himself),

a book which starting with its ludicrous and
meaningless title, constitutes a tissue of self-
justifying bilge from beginning to end.

For a start, his claim that he did not really
want to go to war in Iraq but was convinced
it was the right thing to do by the crowd
around him is, in a word, hogwash. The
Bush regime claimed time and again that the
government of Saddam Hussein not only pos-
sessed weapons of mass destruction, but that
they knew where they were. OK then, where
are they?

Secondly, Bush claimed many times that
Saddam Hussein was evil, that he tried to
kill his father and that regime change was
the only step forward for Irag. Since Bush
claimed to be hearing voices from God telling
him to press ahead and since his regime was
cajoling and bullying member states of the
UN Security Council at the time to try des-
perately to get the second resolution, which
it knew was necessary for an act of war to be
legal, it is patently obvious that this statement
is a tissue of lies from beginning to end.

Next, his defence of methods of torture.
Maybe Bush, Rumsfeld and Cheney should
be water-boarded for them to see what it is
like. Claiming that using methods of torture
saved lives is nonsense and is the type of
drivel one would expect from a merciless
murderous maniac with a black-and-white
view of the world like Bush and his sadistic
cronies from West Texas.

Only in his Maquiavellian, Byzantine
and outdated little world of primary values
and behaviour is it right to breach each and
every norm of international diplomacy, of
international law and of common decency,
is it right to deploy cluster bombs in civilian
areas, torture people, murder, send troops to
commit acts of sexual depravity, is it right
to hold men in concentration camps without
trial and without due process, is it right to
steal artefacts from museums, deploy weap-
onry against civilian structures and civilians,
then dole out billionaire rebuilding contracts
— without tender — to White House cronies.

Meanwhile, while he was spending tril-
lions of dollars of his taxpayers’ hard-earned
cash on his futile wars, in which the US
humiliatingly had to pay off the Sunni militia
not to attack and the Taliban to escort their
convoys, what was Bush doing to avert the
waorst financial and economic meltdown in
recent history?

This is the epitaph of George W Bush
and as for his claim that his work was to
protect America and he did, well, under
whose Presidency was the USA attacked not
only abroad but also at home, under whose
Presidency were more US soldiers killed
since Vietnam, under whose Presidency were
the citizens of the United States of America
universally hated and derided for electing
such an odious regime not once, but twice
and under whose Presidency did it become
much more likely that eventually the USA
will be attacked again?

Pravda Ru &

Paul Robeson, American baritone and civil rights activist and
Socialist, on a visit to Australia for the peace movement in 1959
during which he sang at Waterside Workers Federation stop-work
meetings in Sydney and Melbourne. Here he performs in front of the
Sydney Opera House, which was in the process of being built, 50
years ago on November 9.

Robeson during his visit to Australia for the peace movement in 1959
— behind him is Senator Bill Marrow, an Australian peace movement
leader.
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Greek regional and municipal elections
Significant increase for
the Communist Party

On November 7 the first round
of the regional and municipal
elections was held, which took
place after the administrative
reforms which merged the 1,300
municipalities to form 325 and
the 52 counties to form 13 regions.
This was the result of the merger
of local government bodies, which
was enforced by the “Kallikratis”
plan, approved by the social demo-
cratic parliamentary majority,
which aside from the merger of
the municipalities into fewer and
larger units and the replacement
of the prefectures by regions, will
lead to new and deep anti-people
changes.

The KKE (Communist Party of
Greece) took part in the elections with
the lists of People’s Rally, because
in Greece the direct participation of
parties in local elections is forbidden.
People’s Rally participated in the
elections of all the 13 regions, and in
260 municipalities which cover all the
major urban centres and the majority
of the country. There were thousands
of candidates on the lists of People’s
Rally, which were headed by well-
known cadre of the KKE, of the All-
workers Militant Front (PAME), The
All Farmers’ Militant Rally (PASY),
The Greek Anti-monopoly Rally of
the Self-employed (PASEBE), the
Students’ Struggle Front (MAS), The
Women’s Organization of Greece
(OGE), the Greek Committee for
International Détente and Peace
(EEDYE) etc.

These elections took on an
intensely political character, taking
into consideration that they came
after a period of tough and large-scale
class struggles against the anti-people
measures which the social democratic
government of PASOK, together with
the EU and the IMF, imposed on the
people. Struggles in which the KKE
was at the forefront and which were
led by the class-oriented labour-trade
union movement, PAME.

The KKE had 40 councillors
elected to the regional councils and
over 500 municipal councillors.

With the data which has been

gathered so far, in comparison with
the parliamentary elections of 2009,
there has been an increase of 75,000
votes. Nearly 11%, a 3.3% increase.
The KKE is of the opinion that
regardless of the votes, the number
of people who have a positive opin-
ion of the positions and assessments
of the KKE, who are interested to
learn about the alternative political
proposal, who recognize the militant
political role and contribution of the
party, has increased.

At the same time the KKE
“thanks and salutes all those men
and women who for the first time
voted for the lists which were sup-
ported by the KKE, who withstood
the various intimidating actions, the
provocative blackmailing and the
various independent lists which were
supported by the ruling class. This
important increase in votes gives us
new responsibilities and duties. We
understand that necessity for us to
meet the challenge of organising the
struggle and rallying the people and
the workers, to express the discontent
and appetite for struggle of wider
popular masses which appreciate our
role and contribution, while at the
same time having their own views
on various matters.”

The current for anti-monopoly
and anti-imperialist rallying has
strengthened the alternative proposal
for a solution which has people’s
power, the people’s economy as its
goal has gained ground.

The significant support which the
KKE received not only nationwide
but especially in major urban centres,
where the working class of Greece
lives and works, is of interest and
is something which constitutes an
especially important element for the
KKE, the party of the working class.

The KKE received a significant
increase in votes in large municipali-
ties where large numbers of workers
and popular strata reside. “It is of
particular importance that we note
the increase in the significant elec-
toral influence of the KKE in Attiki
(14.4% from 10.2%), which includes
the capital Athens, Piraeus, as well as

the industrial zones around the capital.
In the Attiki area 4 million people
reside and work. In 67 municipali-
ties in Greece (out of the 260 where
People’s Rally participated) the KKE
received more than 11% of the vote.

The KKE also notes that “the
increase in votes and percentage of the
KKE contains important qualitative
elements; the increase was larger on
average in the major urban centres and
in the large regions. The basic element
of this increase was in the popular
and working class neighbourhoods,
in areas where farmers and small
businessmen have intense problems,
in areas where there are even better
preconditions for the socio-political

front of the working class in alliance
with the self-employed and the small-
medium farmers to be shaped and to
acquire solid foundations.”
Furthermore that the KKE
“reaffirms that it will rise to meet
its increased responsibilities, that
it will fight so as to overcome the
shortcomings which were identified
in its activities. It will focus on the
rise of the militant spirit of the people,
on the participation of masses and
young people in the struggle; it will
make new efforts to rally the people
and to form the alliance of the work-
ing class with the self-employed, the
poor farmers, the youth and women.
“The working people will face a

new wave of anti-labour, anti-people
measures, a new wave of authoritarian
measures as the crisis will intensify
both in Greece as well as in Europe.
They will face the joint management
in the Aegean Sea, which has already
been planned, the intensification of
the intra-imperialist contradictions
in the region.

In view of these developments we
will seek to create a stronger radical
people’s current capable of hindering
the worst measures and pave the way
for the alternative political proposal
which is necessary for the people and
the country.”

For more information:
inter.kke.gr &

More wealth than ever, but billions still starve

Sam Pizzigati

Despite our global economic hard
times, the world has more than
enough wealth to ensure every
adult on the planet a significant
nest egg.

This heartening news comes
from the Swiss banking giant Credit
Suisse. Its first-ever Global Wealth
Report crunches data for over 200
countries and maps the wealth
belonging to the world’s richest
people — and everybody else.

Those inclined to see the sunny
side will certainly find it in these
numbers. They indicate that total
global net worth, despite the 2008
global economic meltdown, has
rocketed up 72 percent since 2000.

The world’s 4.4 billion adults,
note the bank’s researchers, now
hold $194.5 trillion in wealth.
That’s enough, if this asset stash

were shared evenly across the
globe, to guarantee every adult in
the world a $43,800 net worth.

But the world’s wealth, of
course, isn’t evenly divided. And
this study helpfully breaks down
the arithmetic of our staggering glo-
bal unevenness.

We’ve got, at the wealth spec-
trum’s uppermost reaches, just
over 1,000 billionaires and another
80,000 “ultra high net worth indi-
viduals” worth over $50 million
each. We can add into this wealthy
summit another 24 million adults
worth between $1 million and $50
million.

At other end of the global
spectrum sit three billion people —
more than two thirds of the world’s
adults — whose wealth averages less
than $10,000. About 1.1 billion of
them have a net worth of less than
$1,000.

“Our analysis,” the Credit
Suisse study says in a whopping
understatement, “finds some stark
differences in the distribution of
wealth.”

Here’s perhaps the study’s
starkest data snapshot: Half the
people on earth who are 20 and old-
er hold under $4,000 in net worth,
after subtracting debts from assets.
They wield less than two percent of
global wealth.

Meanwhile, the world’s richest
1 percent — adults who have at least
$588,000 to call their own — hold
43 percent of the world’s wealth.

As the new report underscores,
personal wealth actually means
much more in some places than
others. If you live in a society with
a frayed social safety net, your
personal wealth is crucial. Without
substantial net worth, you’re going
to be vulnerable “to shocks like

unemployment, ill health, or natural
disasters.”

By contrast, if you live in a
society with a robust safety net — a
nation that boasts “good public
health care, high quality public
education, generous state pensions,”
and the like — the size of your per-
sonal fortune matters considerably
less.

People in the United States — a
society with an inadequate social
safety net — need more personal
net worth than folks who live in
nations with healthier social service
networks. But average Joes and
Janes in many nations with stronger
social safety nets than the United
States actually have more net worth
than their American counterparts.

Consider Canada, a nation with
national public health insurance.
Credit Suisse calculates the 2010
median wealth in Canada — the

wealth of the typical Canadian
family — at $94,700. That’s about
double the $47,771 US7 median net
worth.

No other nation, to be sure,
holds as much total wealth as the
United States. With only 5.2 per-
cent of the world’s population, the
United States boasts 23 percent of
the world’s adults worth at least
$100,000 and an even greater pro-
portion, 41 percent, of the world’s
millionaires.

“The past decade has been
especially conducive to the estab-
lishment and preservation of large
fortunes,” Credit Suisse sums up.
Banking giants may be able to live
comfortably with that reality. The
rest of us need to change it.

Sam Pizzigati is editor of Too
Much, an online newsletter on
excess and inequality.
People’s World &
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Ireland’s economic

only delayed

Mike Whitney

There was a bank run in Ireland
last week. LCH Clearnet, a London
based clearinghouse, surprised the
markets by announcing it would
increase margin requirements on
Irish debt by 15 percent. That’s
all it took to send investors flee-
ing for the exits. Yields on Irish
bonds spiked sharply as banks
tried to close positions or raise
the capital needed to meet the new
requirements. The Irish 10-year
bond soared to 8.9 percent by
day’s end, more than 6 percent-
age points higher than “risk free”
German sovereign debt. The
European Central Bank will have
to intervene. Ireland is on its way
to default.

This is what a 21st century bank
run looks like. Terms suddenly change
in the repo market, where banks get
their funding, and the whole system
begins to teeter. It is a structural prob-
lem in the so-called shadow banking
system for which there is no remedy.

Conventional banks exchange
bonds with shadow banks for short-
term loans agreeing to repurchase
(repo) them at a later date. But when
investors get nervous about the sol-
vency of the bank, the collateral gets
a haircut which makes it more expen-
sive to fund operations. That sends
bond yields skyrocketing increasing
the likelihood of default. In this
case, the debt-overhang from a burst
development bubble is bearing down
on the Irish government threatening
to bankrupt the country. Ireland is in
dire straights. Here’s an excerpt from
an article in last week’s Irish Times
which sums it up:

“Until September, Ireland had
the legal option of terminating the
bank guarantee on the grounds that
three of the guaranteed banks had
withheld material information about
their solvency, in direct breach of
the 1971 Central Bank Act. The
way would then have been open to
pass legislation along the lines of
the UK’s Bank Resolution Regime,
to turn the roughly €75 billion of
outstanding bank debt into shares in
those banks, and so end the banking
crisis at a stroke.

“With the €55 billion repaid, the
possibility of resolving the bank crisis
by sharing costs with the bondhold-
ers is now water under the bridge.
Instead of the unpleasant showdown
with the European Central Bank that a
bank resolution would have entailed,
everyone is a winner. Or everyone
who matters, at least.”

(“If you thought the bank bailout
was bad, wait until the mortgage
defaults hit home”, Morgan Kelley,
Irish Times)

So, the Irish government could
have let the bankers and bondholders
suffer the losses, but decided to bail
them out and pass the debts along to
the taxpayers instead. Sound familiar?
Only in this case, the obligations
exceed the country’s ability to pay.
Austerity measures alone will not
fix the problem. Eventually, the debt
will have to be restructured and the
losses written down. Here’s another
clip from Kelly’s article:

“As a taxpayer, what does a
bailout bill of €70 billion mean? It
means that every cent of income tax
that you pay for the next two to three
years will go to repay Anglo’s (bank)
losses, every cent for the following
two years will go on AIB (Allied Irish
Banks), and every cent for the next
year and a half on the others. In other
words, the Irish State is insolvent:
its liabilities far exceed any realistic
means of repaying them....

“Two things have delayed
Ireland’s funeral. First, in anticipation
of being booted out of bond markets,
the government built up a large pile of
cash a few months ago, so that it can
keep going until the New Year before
it runs out of money. Although insol-
vent, Ireland is still liquid, for now.

“Secondly, not wanting another
Greek-style mess, the ECB has inter-
vened to fund the Irish banks. Not
only have Irish banks had to repay
their maturing bonds, but they have
been haemorrhaging funds in the
inter-bank market, and the ECB has
quietly stepped in with emergency
funding to keep them going until it
can make up its mind what to do.”

Ireland has enough cash to get
through the middle of next year,
but then what? The bad news has
rekindled fears of contagion among

the PIIGS (Portugal, Italy, Ireland,
Greece, Spain). Greece is a basket
case and Portugal’s bond yields have
spiked in recent weeks. Portugal’s
10-year bond hit 7.33. The euro
plunged to $1.37 even though the
Fed is trying to weaken the dollar by
pumping another $600 billion into
the financial system. Troubles on
the periphery are escalating quickly
dragging the 16-nation union into
another crisis. This is from the Wall
Street Journal:

“For a decade, Ireland was the
EU’s superstar. A skilled work force,
high productivity and low corporate
taxes drew foreign investment. The
Irish, once the poor of Europe,
became richer than everyone but the
Luxemburgers. Fatefully, they put
their newfound wealth in property.

“As the European Central Bank
held interest rates low, Ireland saw
easy credit for construction loans
and mortgages. Developers turned
docklands into office towers and
sheep pastures into subdivisions. In
2006, builders put up 93,419 homes,
three times the rate a decade earlier....

“The party ended in 2008, when
the property bubble popped and the
global economy tipped into reces-
sion... by September, Irish banks

funeral

were struggling to borrow quick cash
for daily expenses. The government
thought they faced a classic liquidity
squeeze. Ireland — whose hands-off
regulator had assigned just three
examiners to two major banks — didn’t
recognise the deeper problem: banks
had made too many bad loans, whose
defaults would leave the lenders
insolvent.”

(“Ireland’s Fate Tied to Doomed
Banks”, Charles Forelle and David
Enrich, Wall Street Journal)

The Irish government hur-
riedly put together a new agency, the
National Asset Management Agency
(NAMA), to buy to toxic bank loans
at steep discounts but the banks’
books were in much worse condition
than anyone realised, more than €70
billion in bad loans altogether. By
absorbing the debts, the government
is condemning its people to a decade
of grinding poverty and a deficit that’s
32 percent of GDP, a record for any
country in the EU.

Last week at the G-20 confer-
ence in Seoul, European Commission
President José Manuel Barroso, said
that he was following developments
in Ireland closely and that he would
be ready to act if necessary. The EU
has set up a €440 billion bail-out fund

(The European Financial Stability
Fund) that can be activated in the
event of an emergency, although
critics say that the fund is more aspir-
ational than a reality. The crisis in
Ireland will test whether the countries
that made commitments to the fund
will keep up their end of the bargain
or not. If they refuse, the EU project
will begin to splinter and break apart.

Ireland will surely need a bailout,
although not just yet. For a while the
ECB can maintain the illusion of sol-
vency by funnelling liquidity to banks
via its emergency facilities. That way,
bondholders in Germany and France
get their pound of flesh before the
ship begins to take on water. All the
risk-takers and speculators will be
“made whole” again before the debts
are shifted onto Irish workers. Here’s
how Kelly sums it up:

“Ireland faced a painful choice
between imposing a resolution on
banks that were too big to save or
becoming insolvent, and, for whatever
reason, chose the latter. Sovereign
nations get to make policy choices,
and we are no longer a sovereign
nation in any meaningful sense of
that term.”

Information Clearing House &

Vietham sets high target for
2011 GDP growth

Vietnam’s National Assembly
deputies on November 8 adopted
a resolution on the country’s
socio-economic development plan
for 2011, agreeing with a GDP
growth rate of 7-7.5 percent set
by the government.

The deputies agreed that the
2011 socio-economic plan will
focus on increasing macro-econom-
ic stability and controlling infla-
tion, in combination with renewing
the growth model and shifting the
national economic structure.

In the socio-economic develop-
ment plan for 2011, the consumer
price index is set to grow below
7 percent, the total investment for
development will be equivalent to
40 percent of GDP, export value
is expected to rise 10 percent over
2010 and the trade deficit is to
account for 18 percent of exports.

Social goals will include

generating jobs for 1.6 million peo-
ple, of whom 87,000 will be sent
to work abroad; and reducing the
birth rate by 0.2 per thousand and
the number of poor households by
2 percent in line with new poverty
standards.

In the plan, the government
will ensure at least 86 percent of
the rural population gain access
to hygienic water and 78 percent
of the urban population use clean
water.

It plans to deal with 69 percent
of establishments which cause seri-
ous environmental pollution and
increase the number of industrial
and export processing zones having
standard waste water treatment sys-
tems to 55 percent.

Since 2011 is the first year
of the 2011-2015 socio-eco-
nomic development plan, the
National Assembly has asked the

government, ministries, sectors and
branches to concentrate on instruct-
ing and implementing measures to
improve macro-stability to ensure a
balanced national economy and to
promote economic development.

The National Assembly
required these agencies to take
measures to restructure the national
economy, including adjusting
investment structures, and promptly
implementing policies to ensure
social welfare and security.

These agencies are asked
to continue with administrative
reform, preventing and combat-
ing corruption and wastefulness,
enhancing the training of high-qual-
ity human resources, strengthen-
ing defence potential and security,
expanding external relations and
proactively integrating into the
international arena. &

Melbourne

Abolish the ABCC

Friday December 3

Brian Boyd - Secretary, VTHC

and others

Eureka Stockade
Rebellion Anniversary

On the anniversary of the Eureka Stockade rebellion,
the fight for justice and democratic rights is not over yet.

Tax the Super-Profits of Mining Monopolies, Not the People!

5:30pm Raising the Eureka flag and rebels' oath
6:00pm Old Council Chamber (upstairs), refreshments

Victorian Trades Hall, Cnr Lygon and Victoria Streets, Carlton
Humphrey McQueen - Historian and activist

Luke van der Meulen - President, CFMEU - Mining, Energy Division, Vic.

Organised by Spirit of Eureka Committee — www.spiritofeureka.org
contacts: 0417 456 001, 0421 957341, 0418 328833
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Again on China

I want to give space to others to
comment on the issues raised about
China, so I’ll try to be brief. But, |
wish to reply to some of Michael’s
letter. | didn’t think his letter did
set the record straight, but avoided
the difficult issues. Perhaps he
should clarify firstly, if he believes
China is a socialist country or in
a capitalist stage of development?
The Chinese government claims
that they follow “socialism with
Chinese characteristics.”

I have no illusions about the
situation that existed in China under
Mao and said so in my last letter.
There is still great poverty and huge
inequality in China today. But some
people are doing very well. China’s
economic achievements have come
about due to it exploiting the labour
and resources of China and many
other countries. And | don’t believe
the rapid modernisation and economic
development in China today means it
is socialist. Hundreds of millions have
been raised from poverty in India too,
does that make India socialist?

Unfortunately, | find the attitude
of some socialists very hypocritical
on various issues. When the USA
exploits the developing world it is

justly condemned. But if “socialist”
China exploits poor third world coun-
tries then it’s okay. They are rightly
critical of capitalist regimes, like the
USA, Israel, etc, that deny people
their civil liberties and other rights,
but it’s okay if it’s China, because
they are a supposedly a socialist
country. Gross human rights viola-
tions are not justified in the name of
socialism. If that’s socialism, it’s not
the sort of socialism I’'m fighting for.
I believe the system that exists
in China today, is indeed different,
not socialism with Chinese charac-
teristics, but capitalism with Chinese
characteristics. |1 do agree we need
to concentrate on our own struggle
in Australia.
Steven Katsineris,
Vic

The devastating
increase in natural
disasters

It seems that natural disasters
come around much more often
than they used to. After the first
flurry of pictures and horror/
miracle survival stories the mass
media forgets about the people who
have been affected and traumatised
by these disasters. Who cares
or remembers about Haiti, just
several months after the devastat-
ing earthquakes there? The only
reason Haiti was mentioned lately
was the fact that there is a very
serious cholera outbreak there.
Pakistan’s flood victims are still
without any adequate shelter with
a harsh winter approaching.

In some cases daily media sources
completely ignore stories. One such

instance is the recent devastating
floods in the West African country
of Benin. One million people (11
percent of the population) are affected
by the worst floods in a century.
Over 105,000 people have been left
homeless, 800,000 people have been
left with damaged homes. Thousands
of heads of cattle have been lost and
the autumn crops which were ready
for harvesting when the floods came
are under water. Schools, hospitals,
infrastructure are severely damaged.

One third of Benin’s children
were undernourished before the
floods — now with the critical shortage
of food and a threat of cholera and
other diseases the situation is beyond
critical. The UN Central Emergency
Relief Fund and other international
organisations have launched appeals
for urgent assistance. There are a lot
of demands for money — for humani-
tarian purposes. Generous as people
usually are, there are always bigger
questions after the initial cry for help
that need answering — “was it pos-
sible to prevent the disaster?”, “was
there any disaster planning?”, “what
measures are to be taken not to have
it repeated?”

And the main question that
always worries people who contribute
funds to relief organisations — will
the money be used for the victims
or for something else? It is not that
there no examples of coping well
with natural disasters. Take Cuba,
for instance — despite horrendous
hurricanes which often strike there,
the high level of preparedness for
natural disasters serves well to pre-
serve lives. Hurricane Katrina in the
US gave us an example of how things
should not have been done. We do live
in the time of climatic changes — so

Newcastle

Fund-raising dinner

The Hellenic League Socrates invites you to
a social evening to support a delegation to the
World Trade Union Congress to be held in Athens in April 2011

7:00 pm Saturday November 20

4 Crompton St, Hamilton

Salads and sweets $7

Guest speaker — Gary Kennedy (Secretary Newcastle Trades Hall)

instead of wasting money on military
destruction it is about time we started
seriously thinking about how to make
sure that populations, no matter where
they are, can be sure of leading safe
and productive lives.
Mati English
Sydney

The future of China,
USA and Australian
foreign policy

It would appear that there are
optimists and pessimists regarding
the future of China, regrettably
I find myself on the side of the
pessimists.

Bob Treasure referred to kids
aping their American counterparts.
On reading this | thought, where is
the future communist leadership to
come from? | think Steven Katsineris
answered this question; there isn’t

going to be any. Michael Hooper is
right in saying that we should work
harder for socialism here. But com-
munists are internationalists so we
should be concerned about China.

With increasing Chinese foreign
investment which continually chal-
lenges the United States, could we
be looking at a classic imperialist war
scenario? There is a real possibility of
this following the Republican and far
right Tea Party victory in America. |
would be happy to be proved wrong
here, but capitalism is still capitalism.

Add to the above the pictures
of Julia Gillard fawning on Hillary
Clinton and we have a most disturb-
ing situation.

So | would suggest that our imme-
diate priority is getting troops out of
Afghanistan and American bases out
of Australia, together with formulating
an independent foreign policy.

Ron Barrett
Sydney

Cult
" dfe

15th
anniversary of
the execution
of the MOSOP
Nine

Today (November 10) marks the
15th anniversary of the execution
of Ken Saro-Wiwa by the Nigerian
state under General Sani Abacha
in 1995. Why did this happen? lke
Okonta* explains:

“In life, Ken Saro-Wiwa, the
Nigerian writer and minority rights
activist, was an elemental force. Like
the sun that illuminates all that it
touches, Saro-Wiwa’s work beamed
a powerful searchlight on the crummy
corners of the Nigerian state, illu-
minating the sordid acts of injustice
and oppression that have been visited
on the poor and the powerless in the
country since it was cobbled together
by imperial Britain in 1914.

“It was a light that the wealthy
and powerful found discomforting,
and they resolved to extinguish it.
Ken Saro-Wiwa was saying things
they did not want to hear, even if all
of it was true. Even more worrying, he
had mobilised his people, the Ogoni, a
small ethnic group in Nigeria’s Niger
Delta where Royal/Dutch Shell and
several other transnational companies
had been producing oil for four dec-
ades without giving them any of the

proceeds, to stand up and insist that
enough was enough.”

I still remember that day, a Friday.
The week immediately before the exe-
cution there was a scramble by heads
of state, religious leaders, human
rights organisations and individuals to
try to prevent the hanging by appeal-
ing to General Abacha. Right until
that very moment we all persuaded
ourselves it would not happen.

I remember clearly lying in bed
on Saturday morning, when the phone
rang. It was a call from a relative
in Port Harcourt confirming what
| already knew. Nine members of
the Movement for the Survival of
the Ogoni People (MOSOP) — Ken
Saro-Wiwa, Barinem Kiobel, Fexlix
Nuate, John Kpuinen, Daniel Gbokoo,
Baribor Bera, Nordu Eawo, Saturday
Doobe and Paul Levura, had been
executed.

I have just finished reading Create
Dangerously, written by Haitian
American writer Edwidge Danticat,
in which she asks all of us — immi-
grants and exiles — to bear witness to
who we are as we pass through our
life’s journey. For this we may need
to develop a set of “creation myths”,
stories which haunt us and within
which we can begin our own story.
“Creation myths” generally involve
“heartrending clash of life and death,
homeland and exile ... disobeyed
directive from a higher authority and
a brutal punishment as a result. If we
think back to the biggest creation
myth of all, the world’s very first
people, Adam and Eve, disobeyed the
superior being that fashioned them out
of chaos, defying God’s order not to
eat what must have been the world’s
most desirable apple.”

The ultimate punishment for
Adam and Eve, unlike the Ogoni Nine
who were executed, was banishment
from Paradise, which in a sense makes
us all exiles. Exiles with cracked
hearts, roaming the world in search
of a home.

One of my creation myths is this
day 15 years ago. Although | wasn’t
living in Nigeria at the time of the

formation of MOSOP in 1990, it was
a period when | visited the country
twice a year for three to four weeks
every time. As soon as | arrived in
Lagos, | would buy all the newspapers
and magazines searching for news of
the Niger Delta and MOSORP. | cannot
remember reading anything positive.
I cannot remember hearing anything
positive from my family in Port
Harcourt. It seemed to me like my
whole family had been brainwashed
by the military regimes.

Being “a visitor”, | was accused
of “not understanding” or “not know-
ing” — the usual disparaging remarks
received in response to anti-govern-
ment propaganda. It reminds me of
the “UnNigerian” and “UnAfrican”
comments one gets if one acts or
speaks something remotely different
from the commonly agreed dialogue.
In short, it was a time of rising con-
sciousness around the Niger Delta and
the possibility of autonomy and self-
determination for the many minorities
in the region.

My first creation myth started
much earlier, but that’s another story.
The execution of the Ogoni Nine
was my second creation myth. It’s
a reminder that the struggle begun
by Ken is not only not over after 15
years, but has, ironically, become an
even greater struggle under another
mythical story — that of Nigerian
democracies of “civilian” leadership.

Shell Guilty — Secrets
and Lies

Documents have now been found
which further reveal the dirty dealing
of Shell in the framing of the Ogoni
Nine and the post-execution strategy
of divide and rule.

The documents outline a tactic of
divide and rule, where Shell planned
to work with some of its critics but
isolate others. Under the “occupying
new ground” scenario, the documents
detail how Shell would “create coali-
tions, isolate the opposition and shift
the debate”. Dividing NGOs into
friends and foes, Shell emphasised

Ken Saro-Wiwa.

the need to work with [and] sway
“middle of the road” activists. The
Body Shop, Greenpeace and Friends
of the Earth were seen as unlikely to
change their position. One suggested
tactic to counter these organisations
was to “challenge [the] basis on
which they continue their campaign
against Shell in order to make it
more difficult for them to sustain it”.
Human rights organisations such as
Amnesty International and Human

Rights Watch were seen as more
easily persuaded. The document sug-
gests building relationships with the
organisations and encouraging “buy-in
to the complexity of the issue”.

*lke Okonto is a Fellow in the
Department of Politics and
International Relations, University
of Oxford. He is the co-author

of When Wultures Feast: Shell,
Human Rights and Oil.
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Worth Watching 11

A

Rob Gowland
previews

ABC & SBS

Public Television

Sun 21 Nov -
Sat 27 Nov

t is not often that a wildlife

program deals with issues of
morality, ethics and politics, but
Moose In The Glen (ABC1 Tuesday
November 23 at 6.00 pm) does just
that.

On the surface, it’s about a suc-
cessful young English businessman
named Paul Lister, who inherited
even more wealth from his father
and bought a 23,000-acre estate in
the Scottish Highlands.

Now, when Scottish resistance
to conquest by England was finally
crushed in the 18th century, the
English ruling class swept into the
picturesque Highlands, appropriating
all the land and dispossessing the
troublesome Scots. The Highlands
were effectively denuded of small
farmers (crofters), certainly they were
pushed off the good land.

Many thousands were forced to
emigrate, going to Canada, the USA,
Australia and New Zealand, and
South Africa.

The English toffs didn’t mind if
formerly productive Scottish crofts
were left to the mercies of the rab-
bit and the deer. For the wealthy,
Scotland was no more than a summer
pleasure-ground, where a fellow could

Paul Liston
with Elk —
Moose In The Glen
(ABC1 Tuesday
November 23

at 6.00pm) |

i

have an estate and invite his friends
up for a spot of huntin’, shootin” and
fishin’.

Red deer, whose antlers made
splendid trophies, were encouraged
to breed unchecked. The only wildlife
that the English nobs were interested
in were those that provided “sport”:
deer, grouse, pheasant and salmon.
These they jealously guarded as their
private property,

Strangers were forbidden to cross
their land in case they might be poach-
ers. Hikers and anglers were similarly
barred. This was naturally resented by
the many ordinary people who did not
have large Highland estates.

Paul’s estate, Alladale, is typical
of the Highlands today: the forest that
once covered the land and provided
both food and cover for wildlife has
almost all gone. The once thickly
wooded hills are now a highland
desert.

Paul’s vision is to take his estate
back to its wild condition. He has
planted 80,000 trees, thinned out
the numbers of deer through serious
culling and begun the process of
reintroducing animals that have long

disappeared from the region.

He wants to bring back not
only small grazing animals but
also elk (the moose of the title)
and the predators that are necessary
to maintain an ecological balance.
That means introducing wolves

and bears.

And there’s the rub. Neighbours
worry the wolves might Kill their
stock (or their guests). Paul offered
to fence the entire property, but those
doughty Brits who believe they have
the right to wander at will over the
countryside objected to being pre-
vented from walking into the arms

of a hungry bear.

There is, of course, no such right.
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Try telling the guard at a nuclear
submarine base that you are “just
rambling” and to step aside so you
can exercise your rights and see how
far it gets you.

Rambling or hiking needs to be
combined with common sense, but
the spokesman for the ramblers in this
program is not interested in anything
that interferes with his “right” to walk
wherever he chooses.

The British government is not of
much use either. Under the Zoo Act,
Paul is forbidden to have predators
and prey animals in the same fenced
area, which negates the very purpose
of the reserve.

If he doesn’t fence it, he can
probably be sued by other landown-
ers for the actions of “his” predators.
Certainly, gun-happy types would
descend on the area to bag themselves
a wolf or a bear (or a moose).

And yet, his vision is the right
one. If people are serious about
conserving wildlife, then they have
to encourage the reintroduction of
that wildlife while it is still possible
to do it.

Admiring a desert for its beauty
and ignoring the fact that it has only
recently become a desert through
overgrazing, is the height of foolish-
ness. Have we learnt nothing in the
last 300 years about desertification,
deforestation, loss of habitat, loss
of genetic diversity, and yes, global
warming?

Moose In The Glen would sug-
gest that we are not learning it nearly
fast enough.

horse of a completely diff-

rent colour is the program
Would You Save A Stranger?
(ABC2 Wednesday November 24
at 8.30pm).

Violence and hatred is a way of
life for some on the lowest economic
rung of the working class. Usually
uneducated, always uncultured, their

approach to life is adversarial: get in
first or get crushed.

Official statistics indicate that
violent crime is not on the rise.
Anecdotal evidence claims otherwise.
But whether it is or isn’t, there is a
definite rise in the alienation of the
public, in the “don’t get involved”
approach.

Would You Save A Stranger?
is an English program by Ashley
Gething that looks at five separate
incidents in which a witness to an
unprovoked attack on a person had
to decide whether to try to intervene
on the side of the victim.

Some of the program is not very
encouraging. When a 12-year-old girl
was viciously attacked “just for fun”
by a gang of female louts on a bus,
the main attacker knocked her to the
floor and stamped on her head. Her
screams for help to the other passen-
gers were studiously ignored, except
by one woman who turned to her and
said “Shh!”

One man who did intervene dur-
ing a violent robbery got stabbed
for his trouble. But, you can tell, he
knows he did the right thing.

The program’s fault is that it asks
the wrong question. It shouldn’t be
“Would you, as an individual, go to
someone’s assistance?”, but “why
don’t people as a collective” go to a
victim’s aid? After all, if a busload
of passengers had all started yelling
“stop that” at the female louts the
outcome would probably have been
very different.

The assurance that “ordinary”
people won’t intervene is almost an
invitation to resort to violence without
fear of retaliation or censure. Facing
down a disapproving crowd of one’s
peers however is another matter, and
is why collective action is so much
more likely to succeed than that of
an individual, courageous though the
individual might be. &

Sydney

November 19

November 26
THE AUSTRALIAN BANKS —

Gaelic Club

In the pub

WHERE IS THE AUSTRALIAN LEFT TODAY?
Sally McManus, Aust. Services Union (NSW & ACT);
Geoff Hawker, Prof. Politics, Macquarie Uni.

HOW TO WIN WHEN EVERYONE ELSE LOSES
lan Verender, financial journalist SMH;
Stephen Long, financial journalist ABC

Every Friday 6pm i 7.45

64 Devonshire Street Surry Hills

Pat Toms 02 9358 4834
patandbrucetoms@gmail.com

www.politicsinthepub.org.au




12

The Guardian
November 17 2010

Merchants of Death

Commercial seed markets have fallen into the hands of “life science” corporations

Sue Branford

In June of this year some 10,000
peasant farmers took part in a pro-
test march in Haiti’s central pla-
teau. At the end they symbolically
burnt several bags of seed, part of
a 60-tonne donation made by the
giant US-based biotech company,
Monsanto. After an earthquake
in January killed 230,000 people
and forced half a million to move
back to the countryside, Haiti
is painfully trying to rebuild its
economy. Seeds, in particular, are
in short supply, because peasant
families were forced to use seeds
saved for next year’s planting to
feed the unexpected arrivals from
Port-au-Prince. Why on earth
would farmers want to destroy a
gift so precious?

This was a question | put to
Chavannes Jean-Baptiste, who heads
Haiti’s largest and oldest peasant
organisation and has been at the
forefront of Haiti’s peasant struggles
for 35 years. | wasn’t surprised to find
he had been one of the organisers of
the march. He was predictably clear
in his response: “It was, of course,
a symbolic gesture. It was a way of
saying a very firm ‘no’ to Monsanto
and to the government. Monsanto is
trying to use the reconstruction effort
to make us dependent on their seeds.
We can save our native seeds — creole
seeds, as we call them — from one
year to the other. But you can’t do
that with Monsanto’s seeds. You have
to buy new ones each year. But it’s
worse than that. They are not right
for our land. Monsanto’s “gift’ is, in
fact, a strong attack on our farmers,
our biodiversity and what is left of
our environment.”

Tensions

The Haitian farmers’ firm stance
is indicative of the huge tensions that
have emerged over recent decades
between the world’s peasant farm-
ers and the small group of powerful
corporations that are increasingly
dominating world farming. It is fas-
cinating to trace how this massive
— and largely unreported — change
has occurred.

It all began back in the 1920s
with the development of hybrids,
when plant breeders found that, by
crossing two varieties, they could
improve yields. Breeders could have
improved yields in other ways, such
as selective breeding. But even then

they were quick to grasp the com-
mercial advantages of hybrids: they
lose vigour from one year to the next,
so farmers have to buy them afresh
each year, making huge profits for
the merchants. Pioneer Hi-bred, the
first company to market hybrid corn
(maize), became the world’s largest
seed company. Hybrids were devel-
oped for cotton, sunflower, sorghum,
sugar beet and many vegetables.
After the Second World War,
the same chemical processes that
had been involved in the production
of explosives and nerve gases were
used to create synthetic fertilizers
and pesticides. The combination of
hybrids and chemical inputs led to a
huge increase in yields: the so-called
“Green Revolution”. There was,
of course, a downside: runoff from
synthetic fertilizers polluted rivers
and groundwater; pesticides poisoned
and killed wildlife; the soil itself died
and became more prone to erosion;
and the plants grown in monoculture
presented an easy target for pests.

Winners

As pests became a big problem,
the winners were the manufacturers
of pesticides. Profits rocketed for
companies like Bayer, Syngenta,
Monsanto and Dupont (which eventu-
ally bought Pioneer Hi-bred). These
earnings allowed them to fund the
next big step in their bid to control
world farming — the development of
genetically modified crops.

This technology permits compa-

Monsanto, which produced a GM
form of soya resistant to their her-
bicide, Roundup.

Renaming themselves “life sci-
ence companies”, the pesticide manu-
facturers went on a spending spree.
Since 1970, multinational companies
have bought — or taken control of —
over 1,000 once-independent seed
companies. Monsanto has been par-
ticularly aggressive, targeting small
seed manufacturers in key countries

promised local farmers untold wealth
if they embraced cash crops, par-
ticularly hybrid cotton. The farmers
were encouraged to buy on credit a
“package” of high-yielding varieties
of hybrid cotton, fertilizers and pes-
ticides supplied by the corporations.

For a few years it seemed, indeed,
as if some local farmers had won the
lottery. But then the soils began to
lose the fertility that had been built
up over generations using traditional

“Monsanto’s ‘gift’ is, in fact, a strong
attack on our farmers, our biodiversity and
what is left of our environment.”

nies to introduce a gene that makes a
crop resistant to a specific pesticide.
At first, this seemed to be a big boon
for farmers, for it allowed them to
spray their fields early in the grow-
ing season, killing everything but
the crop they had planted. And, of
course, it was a huge commercial
opportunity for the corporations, as
they developed GM crops that were
resistant to the pesticide they alone
produced. The biggest winner was

like Brazil. In 1996 Monsanto was not
even among the top-10 global seed
companies — today it has rocketed to
first place.

Package

What can happen when farming
comes under the control of corporate
giants was brought home to me very
starkly a couple of years ago when
| visited India. In the 1980s the
state government of Andhra Pradesh
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methods. Pests became more rife. A
higher outlay on both fertilizers and
pesticides was needed. All too often,
a freak weather event wrecked their
crops, leaving them with heavy debts
and no income.

By the turn of the century, almost
every rural household in the region
was forced to sell cattle and land in a
desperate bid to stave off bankruptcy.
Overwhelmed by the ignominy of
reducing their families to penury,
farmers began to kill themselves,
often swallowing the herbicide they
had bought on credit. Some 150,000
farmers committed suicide in India
between 1997 and 2005.

While the corporations may not
be directly responsible for these
deaths, there are other risks from
their takeover. Corporations want to
sell the same small range of hybrid
or GM crops everywhere, allowing
them to maximize sales and profits.
This is leading to the extinction of a
huge number of local crops, devel-
oped over thousands of years. It is
a frightening prospect: with climate

change, farmers will need to have
access to as wide a diversity of crops
as possible.

Reliance on a few standardised
crops also leaves agriculture seriously
vulnerable to sudden, debilitating
diseases. Wheat is a case in point.
For decades it has been bred by seed
companies for the big wheat farmers,
who want a high yield and protein
content, together with fast growth
provided by chemical fertilizers.
But these wheat varieties tend to be
vulnerable to disease. It was recently
disclosed that about 90 percent of the
world’s wheat is susceptible to Ug99,
a fungus that causes a devastating
disease called stem rust. Stem rust
was supposed to have been eliminated
half a century ago, but it has recently
re-emerged in virulent form in East
Africa. If it spreads, some countries
could face mass starvation. Farmers
will be urgently seeking old, resistant
varieties; it will be calamitous if none
can be found.

After their bruising experiences
with “technological packages”, farm-
ers in Andhra Pradesh are seeking
alternatives. There are now 50
organic and GMO-free villages in
the state — part of the GM-Free India
coalition. Peasant farmers in Haiti,
too, are fighting back. Chavannes
Jean-Baptiste says that he speaks in
the name of 200,000 farmers, and
they can get policies reversed. “We
have found that direct action works,’
he says. “Some years ago we burnt
an American pig in front of the agri-
culture ministry to protest against the
destruction of our creole [native] pigs.
That is our way of struggling, and we
succeeded in getting the creole pigs
back. That is what matters.”

Sue Branford is a journalist who
worked for many years in Brazil.
She is the author of several
books and, among other things,
is currently co-editor of Seedling,
the magazine of GRAIN,
Www.grain.org
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