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HANDS OFF LIBYA
The Communist Party of Australia con-
demns in the strongest possible terms the 
military aggression against Libya by US, 
UK and French forces directed by the US 
Africa Command (Africom). We urge all 
Australians who oppose war and aggres-
sion to speak out against this declaration 
of war on Libya! Demand that the Federal 
Government refrain from all involvement in 
military action in Libya! Support a peace-
ful resolution to this crisis! Let the Libyan 
people settle matters themselves with a 
political solution.

US Navy ships and submarines and British 
Trafalgar submarines stationed off Libya have 
fi red hundreds of missiles at Libyan command 
and control centres, radar installations and 
surface-to-air missile sites. French planes have 
bombed a military column and Gaddafi ’s own 
compound in Tripoli has been attacked.

Libyan offi cials said the attacks were “bar-
baric” and causing civilian casualties. 

The attacks followed last Thursday’s UN  
Security Council Resolution 1973, authorising 
the imposition of a “no-fl y zone” on Libya 
and the use of “all necessary measures” short 
of an invasion – including naval blockades, 
bombardment and air strikes – against Gaddafi ’s 
forces in order “to protect civilians and civilian-
populated areas”. The resolution also imposes a 
ban on all air travel (including civilian fl ights) 
in Libyan airspace, toughens the arms embargo, 
and widens the freeze of offshore Libyan assets.

The political campaign to launch a military 
intervention in Libya succeeded at the United 
Nations as a result of US and UK bullying and 
with the backing of Arab League – for the most 
part a collection of frightened despots desperate 
to get the US military still more deeply involved 
in the region.

Following the UN resolution Libyan leader 
Gaddafi  ordered a ceasefi re. He did the same 
after the fi rst missiles rained down on his 
country. The Western powers dismissed both as 
fraudulent as easily as they rejected Venezuelan 
leader Chavez’s offer of mediation. It is clear 
that they have never been interested in a peaceful 
solution to the confl ict. 

Five countries abstained from voting on 
the UN resolution, including China, Russia and 
Germany. Vitaly Churkin, the Russian.envoy to 
the United Nations, said:

“The responsibility for the inevitable 

humanitarian consequences of the excessive 
use of outside force in Libya will fall fair and 
square on the shoulders of those who might 
undertake such action. If this comes to pass, 
then not only the civilian population of Libya but 
also the cause of upholding peace and security 
throughout the whole region of North Africa 
and the Middle East will suffer.”

The military assault is already killing the 
civilians the UN resolution was supposed to pro-
tect. But the West does not care about the dead 
and maimed. The real aim is regime change, 
to replace Gaddafi  with a more predictable and 
pliant puppet government.

The experience of Iraq underlines the futility 
of trying to impose “regime change”. Democracy 
and freedom cannot grow from aerial bombard-
ment and foreign occupation.

The imperialist powers are bombing and 
killing to strengthen their control in North Africa 
and the Middle East where their economic 
interests, centred on control of the region’s oil 
resources, are increasingly threatened by the 
rising tide of democratic revolutions.

The region could well escape US control. 
Attacking Libya is their emergency solution, 
part of preparations for a counter-revolutionary 
offensive to stop the democratic upsurge spread-
ing to the rest of the Middle East and Africa. 

Humanitarian hypocrisy
The United Nations Security Council agreed 

to military aggression against Libya on “humani-
tarian grounds”, allegedly to protect civilians.

It is impossible to take these claims seri-
ously. We are dealing here with classic spin and 
disinformation campaigns, with war propaganda.

Firstly allegations of “massacres” of civil-
ians cannot be substantiated. In the Western 
media one day there is talk of 2,000 deaths, 
and the next day the count is revised to 300. 

It has been claimed that Gaddafi  was bomb-
ing his own people. There are offi cial statements 
by the Russian army, which is observing the 
situation by satellite, which contradict that 
information.

Military action by Gaddafi  has been tar-
geted on armed opposition forces, not unarmed 
civilians.

Then there is the breathtaking, blatant 
hypocrisy.

Fidel Castro makes the point: “In Iraq, the 
innocent blood of more than a million Arab 
citizens was spilt when the country was invaded 
under false pretexts. Mission accomplished! 
proclaimed George W Bush.

“Nobody in the world would ever agree with 
the deaths of defenceless civilians in Libya or 

anywhere else. And I wonder: will the US and 
NATO apply that principle on the defenceless 
civilians that the unmanned Yankee planes and 
the soldiers of that organization kill every day 
in Afghanistan and Pakistan?”

The West proclaims the necessity of military 
intervention in Libya. But it has not demanded 
any such intervention in Saudi Arabia or 
Bahrain. Here civilians have been shot but the 
leaders of those countries still receive honours 
from the West.

The US and NATO declare they must bomb 
Libya in order to protect civilians. Yes, they will 
intervene, sacrifi cing human lives – except when 
Israel attacks the “civilian population” in Gaza, 
or when US drones bomb ‘civilian populations’ 
in Pakistan, Afghanistan, Iraq and any other 
place where there is oil or gas. Then apparently 
there is no problem! 

The hypocritical doctrine of “humanitar-
ian interventionism” is dangerous because it 
provides a convenient pretext to override one 
of the most fundamental principles of the UN 
Charter –respect for the national and territorial 
sovereignty of all member-states – thus provid-
ing offi cial sanction for wars of aggression and 
occupation by the imperialist powers under the 
cover of ‘international humanitarian relief’.

Continued page 12
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PRESS FUND
On ABC TV an economist recently declared that the nation must 
depend on “the market” (the world of business) to meet the 
challenges of climate change, and not the “command economy” 
(the government). In short, to get us out of the current crisis 
he’s counting on the very forces that have caused it in the first 
place. Now there’s an economist that can’t even count! Speaking 
of counting, we count on your contributions to help us meet 
The Guardian’s operating costs, so please send us in something for 
the next edition – otherwise we might be out for the count! 
Many thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:
Susan Hale $77, Kerry Kalen $32, 
NT Kitchen Club (Guardian tin) $107, “Round Figure” $14.
This week’s total: $230 Progressive total: $1,300

The Brotherhood – 
capitalist business as usual

So what’s wrong with a bunch of business and public sector mov-
ers and shakers getting together for lunch, to hear a guest speaker 
and engage in a bit of “networking”? It is normal for these sorts of 
gatherings to take place at exclusive venues across Melbourne. At 
least, that’s the retort from fi gures involved in the activities of the 
group known as The Brotherhood founded by former Victorian police 
offi cer John Moncrief to growing public disquiet and a disturbing 
report from the state’s Ombudsman, George Brouwer.

It may well be true that the sort of schmoozing and off-the-record 
chats that take place at the regular Brotherhood lunches happen at 
other meetings of high fl yers in Melbourne and across the country, 
for that matter. But what the Ombudsman discovered about The 
Brotherhood confi rmed the widely held conviction that its activities 
undermine the community’s confi dence in public institutions.

Invitees from a list of up to 350 infl uential people have been 
attending the lunches every six weeks since the fi rst one was held in 
2003. The guests are all men and the Chatham House Rule applies, 
i.e. “What’s said in the room stays in the room.” Host John Moncrief 
now heads two private companies but he was a Victorian Police of-
fi cer between 1988 and 1999. He came to the attention of the Police 
Internal Investigations Department for, among other transgressions, 
assaulting a member of the public. He was fi ned $200.

Mr Moncrief reportedly starts the lunches with the statement “We 
are all members of The Brotherhood and we must assist each other.”

A whistleblower told the Ombudsman “[the founder’s] motivation 
for the formation and maintenance of this group is to, amongst other 
things, provide an environment to facilitate unlawful information 
trading including confi dential police information and other confi den-
tial information from government departments. This is in addition 
to gaining commercial benefi ts and inside information regarding 
contracts for tender.”

On the invitation list are two Liberal state MPs, many current 
and former police offi cers including one with alleged links to an 
organised crime fi gure. A former Australian Wheat Board executive 
allegedly involved in the Iraqi kickbacks scandal is on it, too. So is 
the manager of a licensed table top dancing venue frequented by 
Victoria police offi cers.

Some of the public servants attending maintain databases of sensi-
tive information. It has been alleged that a senior Victorian Police 
offi cer disclosed the identity of a prosecution witness in a high profi le 
murder trial contrary to a Supreme Court suppression order. One 
member used his position at the Traffi c Camera Offi ce to wipe off 
over $2,000 worth of speeding fi nes racked up by Mr Moncrief and 
his companies. The person responsible has denied any wrongdoing 
but the case has been recommended to police for investigation.

The example of The Brotherhood is not unique. The Ombudsman’s 
report cited the NSW Independent Commission Against Corruption’s 
investigations into the “Information Exchange Club” in 1992. This 
could be added to the pile of damning reports and inquiries including 
Royal Commissions into various state Police forces over the decades. 
“Revolving door” appointments involving positions on boards for 
retiring, previously highly placed politicians have become routine.

The links between public institutions and big business interests 
– both mainstream and underworld – are becoming well known to 
the public and anger at the seemingly endless stream of scandals 
is growing. It is pressure from the community that leads to the in-
quiries. It is in response to this same outrage that instrumentalities 
like the state-based Independent Commissions Against Corruption 
were established.

The demand on big business for adherence to some basic rules of 
civilised behaviour is certainly justifi ed and the fi ght to bring it to 
heel, even within current frameworks, must be fought. But some facts 
must be faced. As long as governments rule on behalf of corporations 
and the real power in society belongs to the capitalist class, we will 
continue to fi ght a losing battle. For this reason, among many others, 
public ownership, transparency and democratic control of what are 
really the people’s assets must remain the ultimate objectives for the 
labour movement and for all progressive people.

How to Vote in NSW March 26

LOWER HOUSE –  Legislative Assembly
Balmain Vote 1 Jamie Parker (Greens)

Keira:  Vote 1 Paola Harvey (Socialist Alliance)

Marrickville:  Vote 1 Fiona Byrne (Greens)
 Vote 2 Pip Hinman (Socialist Alliance)

Newcastle:  Vote 1 Zane Alcorn (Socialist Alliance)

Parramatta:  Vote 1 Duncan Roden (Socialist Alliance)

In all other seats, Vote 1 for Green or progressive independent candidates.

Always put Labor before Liberals / Nationals. 
Leave the ultra-right parties such as One Nation, 
Shooters Party and Christian Democrats to the very last.

UPPER HOUSE – Legislative Council
Vote below the line for at least 15 candidates

David Shoebridge Greens 1

Jan Barham Greens 2

Andrew Ferguson ALP (no. 6 on ALP ticket) 3

Peter Boyle Socialist Alliance 4

Jess Moore Socialist Alliance 5

Luis Almario Socialist Alliance 6

Susan Price Socialist Alliance 7

Ibrahim Barssi  Socialist Alliance  8

Bea Bleile Socialist Alliance 9

Raul Bassi Socialist Alliance 10

Simon Cunich Socialist Alliance 11

Rachel Evans Socialist Alliance 12

Ross Geary Socialist Alliance 13

John Coleman Socialist Alliance 14

Steve O’Brien Socialist Alliance 15

Vote for people’s representatives in the NSW Parliament on March 26

NSW Elections
Build the broad opposition
The NSW Labor Party is facing a trouncing in the 
March 26 elections because of the problems that 
have arisen from the ALP’s corporate profi ts-fi rst, 
“economic rationalist” agenda. In the process it 
has carried out a privatisation spree, most recently 
selling off our state’s retail electricity assets for 
next to nothing. NSW Labor governments have run 
down public transport, public hospitals and public 
schools and wasted billions of dollars in disastrous 
“public-private partnerships” (PPPs). Public housing 
has been run down even while more and more people 
face soaring rents and house prices. 

But while many working people want to punish the 
ALP, a Liberal-National Coalition government will not 
be any better and most likely will be worse. Indeed it 
will take a sharp axe to already run-down public ser-
vices and continue the privatisation madness.

The undersigned left and progressive parties and 
individuals see an urgent need to build a broad opposi-
tion to what has become a bi-partisan corporate profi ts-
fi rst policy of the major parties along the principles of:
• Putting the interest of people and the environment 

ahead of corporate profi ts;
• Opposition to privatisation, including subcontracting, 

outsourcing, greater casualisation of work and the 
ongoing sale of public lands to developers;

• Opposition to cuts to public sector jobs and attacks 
on working conditions;

• Support for serious public investment in public 
transport, renewable energy generation, public 
hospitals, public schools and public housing;

• Opposition to racism; active support for the rights 
of Aboriginal people; opposition to discrimination 
on the grounds of religion, especially Islam, and 
sexuality;

• Support for full funding for the equal pay campaign 
of the community sector unions;

• Investment in communities not in prisons.
We call for support for left, progressive and Greens 

candidates in the coming election but we also urge 
people to use their preferences to put Labor before 
the Coalition and the far-right parties and candidates, 
including the Legislative Council ticket headed by 
Pauline Hanson.” 

Communist Party of Australia

Socialist Alliance

Sudanese Human Rights Association

Sudanese Communist Party in Australia 
(Western Sydney Branch)

Raquel Miriam Iglesias

Ray Jackson

Luis Ernesto Almario

Andrew Chuter 
(UNSW mathematics teacher, IEU Council member)

Marlene Obeid

Tim Anderson

Brett Collins, Justice Action

Peter Perkins

Raul Bassi

Abdul Hijazi Communist Party of Lebanon in Australia

Professor Stuart Rees
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Peter Mac

Last week a number of build-
ings and tents at the Christmas 
Island detention centre were set 
ablaze and a number of detainees 
escaped through holes they cut in 
the compound’s chain wire fence. 
Australian Federal Police used 
tear gas and “bean bag” bullets 
to quell the disturbance. An extra 
70 AFP offi cers have now been 
dispatched to the island, bring-
ing the total number to 188. The 
government has now threatened 
to revoke or block the temporary 
visas of detainees who are found 
responsible.

The Gillard government has 
claimed that the implementation of 
their policies towards asylum seekers 
who arrive by boat is more humane 
than under the former Howard gov-
ernment. They have also claimed that 
detention centres will only be used 
“as a last resort and for the short-
est possible time”. However, last 
week’s incidents have highlighted 
chronic overcrowding, long delays 
in processing visa applications, and 
confi nement in prison-like conditions 
within the centre. These are precisely 
the same conditions as prevailed under 
the Howard regime, because the same 
Liberal policies – off-shore processing 
and mandatory detention - have been 
retained by the Labor governments.

Boredom, frustration 
and discrimination

In a recent TV interview, residents 
of the island took the government 
to task for failing to deal with the 
overcrowding. At the time of the dis-
turbance the centre was holding about 
1,800 people, even though it was only 
designed to accommodate 800.

The breakout has cast doubt on 
the competence and motivation of 
Serco, the private corporation that 
manages the centre. As refugee advo-
cate Pamela Carr has pointed out, the 
Christmas Island riots were provoked 
by the closing of roller doors between 
different sections of the compound.

Serco has offered the excuse 
that this was necessary because of 
lack of staff. However, the detainees 
were already seething over their 
confi nement within the compound, 
and closing the doors resulted in 
their being detained within a number 
of much smaller areas, “prisons 

within a prison”. That action alone 
was virtually guaranteed to result in 
an eruption.

The islanders have complained 
that the massive concentration of 
detainees, together with the distur-
bances, have sullied the island’s repu-
tation and identity. One commented: 
“It’s a beautiful island, but now we’re 
seen … as some sort of Alcatraz”.

In fact, those who broke out of the 
Christmas Island detention centre did 
not assault or threaten local citizens. 
Many of them simply went to the 
beach. Former Prime Minister John 
Howard has been soundly condemned 
– and rightly – for detaining asylum 
seekers in primitive conditions, in 
many cases for years at a time, on the 
Pacifi c island of Nauru. But at least 
on Nauru detainees could go to the 
beach and wander around the island;, 
simple pleasures that are apparently 
not available to those detained on 
Christmas Island.

Although order has now been 
restored, the incidents have demon-
strated clearly that the retention of 
mandatory detention and off-shore 
processing of asylum seekers who 
arrive by boat are totally inappropri-
ate policies, and are discriminatory 
because asylum seekers who arrive 
by air are treated entirely differently.

Tackle the problem 
at its source

The Gillard government has 
announced that it will hold a full 
review of  security breaches, staffi ng 
adequacy, and the response to the 
riots by Serco and the Department of 
Immigration and Citizenship. It will 
also inquire into the use of tear gas 
and bean-bag bullets. 

Welcome though these inquiries 
are, they still fail to tackle the prob-
lem at its source, i.e. the policies of 
mandatory detention, fi rst introduced 
by the Keating Labor government 
and perpetuated by the Howard gov-
ernment, and off-shore processing 
introduced by Howard. These poli-
cies have now been perpetuated by 
successive Labor governments. Their 
implementation has been altered but 
the policies remain, and so do the 
problems.

It is true that the maximum peri-
ods of detention are now shorter than 
during the Howard years. However, 
it’s also true that detainees are still 
kept locked up for long periods, 
in some cases for more than eight 
months. They have no idea when they 
will be released.

Mentally locked into off-shore 
processing, but unwilling to revert 

to the Howard government infamous 
“pacifi c solution”, the Labor govern-
ment has sought in vain to fi nd an 
alternative to detention on Nauru. 
Some new accommodation has been 
provided on the mainland, but deten-
tion in remote isolated locations has 
drawn vigorous and well-founded 
criticism for violation of human 
rights. On the other hand, the opening 
of new centres within urban areas has 
drawn protests from residents, who 
understandably don’t want what is in 
effect a new prison next door.

The government claims that 
adoption of the new “complementary 
protection” legislation (backed by 
the Refugee Council of Australia) 
would hasten decisions on refugee 
status. The government is also 
considering extending the use of 
community detention from families 
to single males. This could result in 
the release of hundreds of men from 
detention centres while they await 
security clearances. At the moment 
the requirement to wait for a clear-
ance has been a major contributor to 
overcrowding and long periods spent 
in detention centres.

The adoption of these measures 
would constitute a breakdown in 
the policy of mandatory detention, 
because it would minimise the 

requirement for detention centre 
accommodation. The government 
considers this would be a diffi cult 
task to “sell” to the public. However, 
security clearances are issued in 
99 percent of cases, and Catherine 
Branson, president of the Human 
Rights Commission has commented: 
“People should only be held in immi-
gration detention if there is a risk that 
justifi es retaining them. If no such 
risk exists, they should be allowed 
to reside in community based alterna-
tives to detention while their refugee 
claims are processed.”

It is true that damaging 
Commonwealth property is punish-
able by law. However, an offi cial 
approach that tackles the Christmas 
Island disturbances solely from a 
legal viewpoint will never reach a 
just conclusion. Dealing with the 
problem at its source does not lie in 
formally punishing those who set the 
fi res and broke out of the centre, but in 
eliminating mandatory detention and 
off shore processing. Those policies, 
which have resulted in the treatment 
of asylum seekers as criminals, and 
which stem from the opportunistic 
use of their plight for cynical electoral 
manipulation, are the real crimes 
that underlie last week’s events on 
Christmas Island. 

The Christmas Island outbreak
The real crimes

Pete’s Corner May Day
The International Day for celebrating Workers Rights.

Adelaide
Saturday May 1: Assemble 10am Victoria Square, March to Torres Parade Ground. Family 

picnic from 11am with kids entertainment, sausage sizzle and community stalls. 

Speakers include Sharan Burrow ACTU President

Brisbane
Monday May 3: Assemble 9am Cnr Wharf and Turbot Streets, March to RNA Showgrounds 

for BBQ, kids activities, MUA tent and more. T-shirts at Branch for $20

Darwin
Monday May 3: March 4pm 38 Woods Street Darwin

Followed by 'Sunset Sounds' free community concert with 4 bands 

at Bicentennial Park, The Esplanade. PLUS Kids entertainment, food stall and bar facilities.

Fremantle
Sunday May 2: Sunday May 2nd Esplanade Reserve 12 noon. 

Entertainment, performances, food and activities for the whole family

Sydney
Saturday May 1: Assemble Hyde Park 12 noon for march to First Fleet Park Circular Quay. 

Speakers include Ark Tribe, Lee Rhiannon(Greens), 

Andrew Ferguson(CFMEU) Paul McAleer (MUA)

Woolongong
Saturday May 1: 10am Lowden Square march to Woolongong Amphitheatre. Speakers 

include Arthur Rorris(SCLC) Rob Long(TAFE) Charly Lindsay(WUSA) Trish Corcoran(SA)
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CPA member Ann Duffy at the opening ceremony and on the right the plaque itself.

Rally for local content 
and local workers
Richard Titelius

As the rest of the world succumbed 
to the global fi nancial crisis in late 
2008, Australia was largely spared 
its more severe social and economic 
side-effects as it had large quanti-
ties of mineral resources.

These mineral resources generat-
ed huge profi ts for many of these huge 
multinational and domestic corpora-
tions including BHP/Billiton, Xstrata, 
Chevron, Hancock Prospecting and 
Fortescue Metals Group as they defi ed 
much of the economic downturn that 
hit the global economy, fed in large 
part by the economies of China, Korea 
and Japan.

Both state and federal govern-
ments told local construction and 
manufacturing businesses to tool 
and hire up for the coming resources 
boom and many did so and waited.  
As they waited the construction, 
fabrication and manufacturing jobs 
went offshore.

As a consequence the workers in 
these industries watched their jobs 
and apprenticeships for related trades 
dry up. The unions and associations 
covering these workers and small 
businesses came together to organise 
a march and rally to promote local 
content and local jobs to ensure that 

the wealth from this resources boom 
would benefi t local businesses and 
local workers.

On March 15, before lunch-
time workers across a number of 
industries marched from the central 
business district of Perth up the hill 
to WA Parliament House calling on 
the Liberal National government of 
Premier Colin Barnett to address their 
concerns, including why many local 
workshops were operating at 30 to 
50 percent of capacity in so called 
boom times.

At Parliament House the numbers 
continued to grow to over 8,000 and 
was the biggest rally seen in Perth 
in over a year on the theme of local 
content and jobs for local workers.

The first speaker was James 
England of the Australian Steel 
Institute which represented local 
fabrication businesses who recalled 
being told by the government to be 
prepared for the boom and as they 
waited the work went offshore.

The next speaker, Zaneta 
Mascarenhas represented the 
Association of Professional Engineers, 
Scientists and Managers of Australia 
who told the rally that the design 
and fabrication for these projects 
was often being sent offshore.  This 
demonstrated that the corporations 

had little commitment to fostering 
local workers and their skills develop-
ment and that it was more about how 
much of a buck the big multinational 
corporations got.

Local fi rebrand Greens MLC 
Alison Xamon spoke next to affi rm 
that, “It is not charity to insist on 
local content laws…it is good for 
local workers and the state economy.”

Ms Xamon concluded by offering 
this challenge to the rally, “If foreign 
companies want to mine our resources 
they should be asked to do so on our 

terms”, which drew an enthusiastic 
response from the crowd.

The rally was also attended by 
several other unions whose banners 
could be seen amongst the rally 
including the CFMEU, public sector 
unions, the Australian Services Union, 
electrical and plumbing unions and the 
MUA, demonstrating their unity and 
solidarity on this vital issue of wealth 
from the resources being allowed to 
fl ow to all in the community not just 
a few rich local and international 
capitalists.

Jobs for local workers at award 
rates was also an issue as these same 
captains of industry that were not in 
favour of local content laws were also 
pushing the federal government for 
exemptions on Section 457 migration 
visas so that they could bring in more 
foreign workers.

The CPA supports these just 
demands from workers and unions in 
the state and adds its voice for more 
local jobs and local content. 

Labour Struggle

Mati English

Sydney’s Domain has been the 
people’s park for a long time. It 
was used for large public meetings 
and offi cial celebrations, for picnics 
and weddings and various sporting 
and cultural events. One of the 
most exciting parts of rich Domain 
history was public speaking which 
involved different speakers and 
ideas and sometimes quite tense 
situations when the police would 
arrest both speakers and members 
of the public.

During the Great Depression of 
the 1930s onwards Sunday after-
noons saw a variety of speakers on 
political and social issues engag-
ing in either serious discussions or 
banter with the public. It was not 
only great entertainment enjoyed 
by everybody but a learning experi-
ence for many as well. There were 
interesting and colourful characters 
and many a discussion was lost or 
won on a quick response.

Huge crowds gathered there 
to celebrate the end of WWI. Just 
prior to WW2 anti-fascist Czech 
writer and activist Egon Kisch 
spoke there warning 18,000 people 
on the dangers of fascism. Peace 
marches, environmental protests – 
the Domain saw it all.

Last Sunday, March 20, marked 
another page in the rich history of 
Domain.

Dr Tim Entwistle, Executive 
Director of The Royal Botanic 
Garden and Domain Trust offi cially 
opened a plaque commemorating 
Speakers’ Corner.

It was pouring with rain but 
a dedicated gathering of people 
who had spent many hours either 
listening or speaking at the Domain 
warmly greeted Reverend Bill 
Crews who spoke about the infl u-
ence the speakers had on him; Jack 
Mundy who paid tribute to real 
heroes of free speech – Socialists 
and Communists, including such 
well-known and loved speakers 

as Stan Moran; Steve Maxwell 
also said a few words about public 
speaking and the importance of 
having a right to free speech.

But the best was saved for the 
last. When all those present pulled 
the green cloth covering the plaque, 
the picture revealed was that of our 
Party’s veteran Ann Duffy address-
ing the crowd in the Domain.

The photograph was taken in 
1965 by a well-known photogra-
pher Raymond De Berquelle. It 
was reproduced on the invitation to 
the launch but Ann Duffy had no 
idea that it would also be featured 
on the memorial plaque itself. It 
is very gratifying to know that a 
Communist Party member who has 
been doing so much work over the 
years is commemorated in such 
a wonderful way. The Speakers’ 
Corner plaque can be seen on a 
stump erected in the park opposite 
NSW Art Gallery. 

Sydney’s Domain – 
the people’s park

Andrew Ferguson*

When the last of 33 miners were 
rescued from the San Jose gold 
and copper mine in Chile after 
69 days of being trapped, rescue 
workers held a sign up declaring 
“Mision Cumplida” (“Mission 
Accomplished”). However the 
harsh reality to the one billion 
people in the world who watched 
the rescue operation is that 10 
miners have been killed in mine 
accidents in Chile since the 
October 13 rescue.

Chile has an appalling history of 
fatalities in the mining industry with 
the worst accident occurring June 19, 
1945 at the El Teniente cooper mine. 
In this accident, 355 miners died with 
1000 injured.

Multinationals continue to 
ignore safety requirements with the 
right-wing government of President 
Sebastian Pinera acquiescent. The 
disaster at the San Jose mine in the 
north of Chile was inevitable. In frus-
tration, the Mines Safety Offi cer at the 
mine had resigned six months prior 
to the August 5 collapse that trapped 
the miners 700 metres below ground. 
In fact, the local miners’ union in the 
Atacama had recommended to miners 
to not work in the mine.

In 2007 the National Service of 
Geology and Mining had closed the 
mine after a miner, Manuel Villagran, 
had been killed. A year earlier, two 
other miners had been killed and 
182 injured. However, the mine was 
quickly re-opened, despite ongoing 
non-compliance with basic safety 
requirements. The reality is that the 
government of President Sebastian 
Pinera is more interested in profi ts 
for the big mining corporations 

than workplace safety. In 2010, the 
combined profi ts of the three largest 
mining companies in Chile, including 
BHP Billiton, was $8 billion.

“Mission Accomplished” has not 
been achieved in Chile for miners. On 
October 18 last year, President Pinera 
asserted that by the end of last year, 
his government would reform Chile’s 
mine safety laws and comply with 
international standards. Nothing has 
been done to improve mine safety 
since the President’s declaration. 
The Construction Forestry Mining 
Energy Union (CFMEU) of Australia 
and the International Federation of 
Chemical Energy Mine and General 
Workers Union has initiated a global 
campaign to support the miners of 
Chile. The CFMEU wants the gov-
ernment of Chile to immediately 
ratify International Labor Convention 
(ILO) 176.

To support the campaign, the 
CFMEU has raised more than $50,000 
on building sites to fund a union 
building and safety campaign co-
ordinated by the CUT (the equivalent 
of the ACTU) in the north of Chile. 
The union is also organising the tour 
of Australia of Cristian Cuevas, the 
President of the Confederation of 
Copper Workers of Chile.

You can support this international 
campaign by attending the Workers 
Rights in Chile Forum, with special 
guest Cristian Cuevas, on Sunday 
April 24 at 3pm at Casa Latina, Hut 
47, 142 Addison Road, Marrickville.
* Andrew Ferguson is vice-
president, Construction Forestry 
Mining Energy Union, NSW 
Branch and Labor candidate for 
the NSW Upper House in this 
Saturday’s elections. 

Mission 
accomplished … 
or more to die

Photo: Richard Titelius

Photos: Josephine Donnolley
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Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
I s l a n d e r  S o c i a l  J u s t i c e 
Commissioner Mick Gooda says 
the detention of 29 year-old Marlon 
Noble in the WA prison system 
for 10 years without having been 
convicted is nothing short of a 
disgrace.

Commissioner Gooda said it 
was hard to believe that Mr Noble, 
who has an intellectual disability, 

had been imprisoned without being 
convicted and without evidence 
against him having ever been tested 
in court.

“I am concerned and deeply 
saddened to hear about the case 
of Marlon Noble,” Commissioner 
Gooda said.

“He should not be in prison and 
should certainly have been linked into 
appropriate support services from 

the outset rather than being left to 
languish in prison.

“A mature society simply can’t 
allow people like Mr Noble to be 
punished for the inability of the dis-
ability and justice systems to provide 
appropriate community supervision 
and support for people with intellec-
tual disabilities and mental illnesses,” 
Mr Gooda said.

Mr Noble was arrested 10 years 

ago for an alleged sexual assault but 
he has never been convicted of the 
crime.

Instead, he was imprisoned with-
out conviction under the Criminal 
Law (Mentally Impaired Accused Act) 
1996 for the last 10 years.

Disability Discrimination 
Commissioner Graeme Innes also 
raised concerns, saying it was impor-
tant that community-based alternatives 
were pursued in cases such as this.

“The least restrictive option 
should be community-based supervi-
sion where he can access assistance 
to modify inappropriate behaviours. 
These alternatives must strike the 
correct balance between commu-
nity safety and individuals’ rights,” 
Commissioner Innes said.

Commissioner Gooda said pris-
ons should not be used as treatment 
options.

“Prisons should not be used as a 
treatment option for people with intel-
lectual disability, nor should they be 
used to warehouse people the system 
simply doesn’t know how to accom-
modate,” Mr Gooda said.

“We should be diverting our 
resources into community-based 
services and treatment, rather than 
costly and unjust indefi nite detention.

“Where is the justice for Mr 
Noble who has been locked up for 10 
years because we don’t have services 
to provide a safe community treatment 
option? I urge the Western Australian 
Attorney-General to urgently review 
Mr Noble’s case.” 

Decade in prison for 
unconvicted Aboriginal man 
with intellectual disability

Cardinal George Pell is what we call a “climate sceptic” – in other 
words he questions the process of global warming. He argued 
against human-induced global warming in a written submission 
to a Senate estimates hearing last month, claiming increas-
es in carbon dioxide tended to follow rises in temperature, not 
cause them. Evidently Cardinal Pell gets his information main-
ly from a book by Ian Plimer called “Heaven and Earth – Global 
Warming: The Missing Science”. Back in 2009 Michael Ashley, 
professor of astrophysics at the University of NSW had this to 
say in his review of the book: “Plimer has done an enormous dis-
service to science, and the dedicated scientists who are trying 
to understand climate and the infl uence of humans, by publish-
ing this book. It is not ‘merely’ atmospheric scientists that would 
have to be wrong for Plimer to be right. It would require a rewrit-
ing of biology, physics, oceanography, astronomy and statistics. 
Plimer’s book deserves to languish on the shelves with simi-
lar pseudo-science [books] …” Well, now we know that at least 
one person has taken it off the shelf and treats it as gospel truth.

Kakadu traditional owners have met with members of the 
European Parliament to voice their concern about the opera-
tion of the Ranger uranium mine. The mine, which is run by Rio 
Tinto’s uranium operator Energy Resources Australia (ERA), is 
notorious for its history of leaks, spills and regulatory breach-
es. The traditional owners’ main concerns are mine waste and 
water management, contamination threats and long-term social 
and cultural impact of mining. They also wanted the European 
nations using nuclear-generated power to understand that there 
are social and environmental costs at the start of the nuclear 
fuel cycle. ERA is planning to expand its operations and given 
its failure to safely manage the existing operation of the mine 
it is understandable that the people who live there are worried.

More than 20,000 patients have sent letters to Health Minister 
Nicola Roxon demanding increased Medicare rebates for radiolo-
gy services as they struggle with average out-of-pocket expenses 
of $77 for X-rays, CT scans and MRIs. Financial restraint on 
radiology laboratories and their staff is so severe that cancer diag-
noses are being missed. Bulk-billing practices can only survive 
by increasing their throughput but this practice inevitably affects 
the quality of the service. The sickest cancer patients are paying 
more in out-of-pocket expenses as specialists are more likely to 
ask them to use higher-quality laboratories that do not bulk bill.

Australia

The planned sinking of the 
decommissioned frigate, ex-HMAS 
Adelaide off Avoca Beach by the 
NSW government, should not go 
ahead on April 13, or at all, says 
Elizabeth O’Brien, President of 
the LEAD (Lead Education & 
Abatement Design) Group Inc.

“As far as my organisation is 
aware, there have not been adequate 
studies on the impact of lead on 
marine life or the fate of lead in the 
marine environment,” she said.

“Paint fl akes falling off the 
ship over time could be washed 
ashore and become part of the 
beach sand becoming hazardous to 
people particularly young children 
who may eat beach sand. This also 
creates a hazard for wildlife, espe-
cially birds and bottom-feeding 
marine life.”

Ms O’Brien stated that 
“Australia is a signatory to the 1996 
Protocol to the Convention on the 
Prevention of Marine Pollution 
by Dumping of Wastes and Other 
Matter 1972, which codifi ed the 
“precautionary principle”. Being a 
party to the convention means that 
a body wishing to dump certain 
wastes at sea requires a permit. 
And permits for wastes such as 
vessels and bulky items including 
iron, steel and similar materials 
are limited to those circumstances 
where such wastes are generated 

at locations with no land-disposal 
alternatives.

“If the NSW government has a 
permit under this Convention, then 
I would have to wonder how they 
obtained it, considering that there 
is up to 2.5 tonnes of lead in the 
23,000 square metres of lead paint 
on the ship and Garden Island in 
Sydney Harbour sits ready and able 
to recycle the ship safely. Would 
anyone else be able to obtain a 
permit to dump 2.5 tonnes of lead 
waste at sea? Non-toxic artifi cial 
reef materials are also available, so 
that no one need be disappointed if 
the ship is not scuttled.

“The NSW government may 
well believe that lead leaching from 
the sunk ship over time would not 
exceed the Guidelines for recrea-
tional water quality, however, the 
LEAD Group is still awaiting a 
reply from the federal government 
to our December 2010 request to 
review the current blood lead goal 
downwards. Such a recognition of 
the weight of evidence on negative 
health impacts at very low blood 
lead levels would consequently be 
followed by a review of other envi-
ronmental guidelines for lead, such 
as the permissible lead content of 
recreational waters.”

She said that given it is claimed 
to still be a vast amount of paint 
containing lead remaining on the 

ship – after the removal of ex-foli-
ating and peeling paint – scuttling 
the ship is a risk that should not be 
taken.

“There is also a real possibil-
ity that the remaining paint con-
tains polychlorinated biphenyls 
(PCBs), as the ship was built in the 
United States, which was still using 
PCBs in marine paint up until it 
was banned for most uses in 1979. 
PCBs are carcinogenic and are 
stored in human and animal fatty 
tissue.”

Ms O’Brien said it was 
ironic that removal of Adelaide’s 
lead ballast, as ordered by the 
Administrative Appeals Tribunal, 
makes the ship that bit safer for 
marine life, but has made it unsafe, 
in expert opinion, to make the trip 
up Sydney Harbour and out to sea.

“It could sink,” she said. “How 
much better – fi nancially and 
environmentally - to dismantle the 
ship and recycle the paint for its 
lead content (at Australian Refi ned 
Alloys in Alexandria) as well as the 
scrap metal, etc.

“I support the No Ship campaign 
in their efforts to stop the sinking.”

The Lead Education & Abatement 
Design Group Inc is a non-govern-
ment organisation which aims to 
eliminate lead poisoning globally 
and to protect the environment from 
lead. 

Scuttling ex-warship off 
Avoca Beach makes no sense

Richard Titelius

In the shadow of the national 
debate on a carbon tax and the 
international crisis at Fukushima 
nuclear facility in northern Japan, 
Beyond Zero Emissions held their 
launch of a plan to “transform 
Australia’s stationary energy 
sector to 100 percent renewables”.

There is an ambitious plan to 
have the South West Interconnected 
Energy grid in Western Australia to 
be run by renewable energy in the 
next 10 to 15 years.

A group called Sustainable 
Energy Now (www.sen.asn.au) is 
providing advocacy and research for a 
Stationary Energy Plan “so that we get 
away from a carbon bound society.”

The first speaker, Matthew 

Wright, Executive Director of Beyond 
Zero Emissions set the tone for the 
evening by declaring, “It is possible 
to run Australia entirely on renewable 
energy in the next ten years.” Wind 
can provide the majority of base load 
power while geothermal and solar 
– thermal towers and photo voltaic 
would provide the rest.

In addition to the effi ciencies of 
power generation from renewable 
energy, improved technology in power 
transmission cables will also translate 
to additional energy savings.

Renewable energy also makes 
sense in terms of energy effi ciency 
as one square metre of solar mir-
ror surface area produces as much 
energy as burning 20 tonnes of coal, 
and the carbon this releases into our 
atmosphere.

Greens Senator for WA, Scott 

Ludlum, a tireless campaigner for 
renewable energy, noted that, “In 
the future we can run an economy on 
renewable energy and in the future 
electricity will become cheaper and 
be less than the cost of carbon based 
energy.”

Ludlum warned however that, 
“Canberra is overrun by gas and coal 
lobbyists and if these lobbyists can 
get Tony Abbott over the line then 
this will set back a renewable energy 
plan by 10 years.”

Other speakers included engi-
neering fi rm Worley Parsons Global 
Director of Sustainability and 
Economics Paul Hardisty, who said 
that next 10-20 years were critical 
for the planet: “If we don’t get on 
top of climate change it will cause a 
5-20 percent impact on our economy 
permanently.” 

Launch of Beyond Zero Emissions
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Nick Baumann

Under a Republican-backed bill expected to 
sail through the House of Representatives, 
the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) would 
be forced to police how Americans have 
paid for their abortions. To ensure that 
taxpayers complied with the law, IRS agents 
would have to investigate whether certain 
terminated pregnancies were the result of 
rape or incest. And one tax expert says that 
the measure could even lead to questions on 
tax forms: Have you had an abortion? Did 
you keep your receipt?

In testimony to a House taxation subcom-
mittee, Thomas Barthold, the chief of staff of 
the nonpartisan Joint Tax Committee, confi rmed 
that one consequence of the Republicans’ “No 
Taxpayer Funding for Abortion Act” would be 
to turn IRS agents into abortion cops – that is, 
during an audit, they’d have to determine, from 
evidence provided by the taxpayer, whether any 
tax benefi t had been inappropriately used to pay 
for an abortion. 

The proposed law, also known as HR3, 
extends the reach of the Hyde Amendment – 
which bans federal funding for abortion except 
in cases of rape, incest, or when the life of the 
mother is at stake – into many parts of the 
federal tax code. In some cases, the law would 
forbid using tax benefi ts – like credits or deduc-
tions – to pay for abortions or health insurance 
that covers abortion. If an American who used 
such a benefi t were to be audited, Barthold said, 
the burden of proof would lie with the taxpayer 
to provide documentation, for example, that her 

abortion fell under the rape/incest/life-of-the-
mother exception, or that the health insurance 
she had purchased did not cover abortions.

“Were this to become law, people could 
end up in an audit, the subject of which could 
be abortion, rape, and incest,” says Christopher 
Bergin, the head of Tax Analysts, a nonpartisan, 
not-for-profi t tax policy group. “If you pass 
the law like this, the IRS would be required to 
enforce it.”

The proposal, which Republican House 
Speaker John Boehner has declared a top prior-
ity of the new Republican Congress, has 221 
cosponsors and is expected to pass the House 
easily. The bill caused controversy and sparked 
a national protest campaign in January after 
Mother Jones reported that it would limit the 
Hyde Amendment’s rape exception to cases 
of “forcible rape”. Experts told Mother Jones 
that move could prevent Medicaid from pay-
ing for abortions in many rape cases, including 
statutory rapes. Despite the presence of many 
other controversial provisions, the bill regained 
momentum after its sponsors promised to strip 
the “forcible rape” language. But during hear-
ing, Democrat Representative Mike Thompson 
highlighted the IRS enforcement issue, which 
has until now fl own under the radar. He asked:

“Would a woman have to certify that the 
Health Savings Account funds she spent on birth 
control pills or for a doctor’s visit weren’t used 
to pay for an abortion? If a woman were audited, 
would IRS agents be at her house demanding 
court documents or affi davits proving that her 
pregnancy was the result of rape or incest?”

Barthold replied that the taxpayer would 

have to prove that she had complied with all 
applicable abortion laws. Under standard audit 
procedure, a woman would have to provide 
evidence to corroborate facts about abortions, 
rapes, and cases of incest, says Marcus Owens, 
an accountant and former long time IRS offi cial. 
If a taxpayer received a deduction or tax credit 
for abortion costs related to a case of rape or 
incest, or because her life was endangered, then 
“on audit [she] would have to demonstrate or 
prove, ideally by contemporaneous written 
documentation, that it was incest, or rape, or 
[her] life was in danger,” Owens says. “It would 
be fairly intrusive for the woman.”

Not everyone has “contemporaneous writ-
ten documentation” that a pregnancy was the 
result of rape or incest. And, as Owens notes, 
adults sometimes pay for abortions for their 
children. If HR3 becomes law, parents could 
face IRS questions about whether they spent 
pre-tax money from health savings accounts on 
abortions for their kids. “It would seem there 
would have to be a question about that [in an 
audit] and maybe even a question on the tax 
return,” Owens says.

The bill contains no instructions for how 
the IRS should enforce it. The wording of 
the legislation is so vague that the Joint Tax 
Committee offered several different interpre-
tations of which parts of the tax code it might 
actually affect. But the law will unquestionably 
affect some portion of the tax code – an entire 
section of the bill is titled “Prohibition on Tax 
Benefi ts Relating to Abortion.”

“The Internal Revenue Service has no busi-
ness interfering with a woman’s right to a safe, 

legal, constitutionally-protected medical proce-
dure,” Thompson told Mother Jones. “Private 
health care decisions belong to a woman, her 
family, and her doctor – not a government 
auditor.”

Most IRS agents would likely agree, Owens 
says: “I don’t think [IRS agents] enjoy prying 
around into those sorts of private matters.” 
Another IRS veteran said he doesn’t believe 
his ex-colleagues would want to enforce such 
a law. “You can’t ask people to go out and ask 
some woman about what the circumstances are 
surrounding her abortion. They just won’t do it.”

UPDATE: NARAL Pro-Choice America, 
one of the major groups supporting abortion 
rights, has issued the following statement:

“This bill gets more outrageous and insult-
ing by the day. Not only would a woman have 
to describe her sexual assault to the police, but 

Republican bill would 
force IRS to conduct 
abortion audits

Elaine Peron

Hundreds of members of four unions that 
have organised (illegally) over the past three 
years, as well as workers’ rights activists, 
attended a planning meeting of the Egyptian 
Federation of Independent Labor Unions 
this month. The new labour federation is 
demanding a minimum monthly wage of 
1,200 Egyptian pounds – about US$200 – 
(in contrast to the rarely enforced current 
minimum of 400 pounds) and new legislation 
guaranteeing the right to strike. Some activ-
ists appearing on Egyptian television talk 
shows have also raised the idea of instituting 
a maximum wage.

The meeting refl ected a widely shared 
belief that strikes over the dozen years pre-
ceding the recent popular uprising, as well 
as the unionisation of independent workers, 
played a key role in the ouster of President 
Hosni Mubarak and the shaping of demands 
for democratisation. Until about two months 
ago, anyone who took part in political activ-
ity such as this in the workplace, universities, 
high schools and the organisation of new 
political parties became a target of surveil-
lance and persecution by the state security 
apparatus.

A prosperous former businessman, an 
activist in the broad movement that spear-
headed the popular revolt, told the Haaretz 
newspaper that “without changes in socio-
economic policies, this revolution cannot 
progress.” He emphasised that “most of us 
[in the various movements] say that social 
justice is our top priority. In the face of 
tremendous poverty and the deterioration 
of social services, I, for example, cannot 

oppose taxing the wealthy or instituting gen-
uinely free education. Everyone is talking 
left-wing, including those who do not defi ne 
themselves as left.”

The army, the Egyptian business com-
munity and offi cially-sanctioned unions 
have demanded that workers stop the strikes 
and protests that have continued even after 
February 11 (the day of Mubarak’s ouster ). 
The fact that the strikes were not suppressed 
by force is also indicative of the power of 
workers in the broader democratic movement.

According to the activist and former 
businessman cited above, the demand to end 
strikes is out of place. “Legislation permit-
ting the establishment of independent labour 
unions must be enacted soon, and [these 
unions] will negotiate with employers and the 
state, he said.”

Businessmen’s government
In the same direction, Dr Samer Soliman, 

an activist in one of the leftist parties recently 
formed, told Haaretz that “on the left we are 
not talking any more about nationalisation; 
we are not ignoring liberal freedoms.”

Soliman is professor of political econom-
ics at the American University of Cairo, and 
the author of the book, “Strong Regime, 
Weak State”, published in Arabic in 2006 and 
soon to appear in English.

And from the other side, “Liberal 
Egyptians understand that they cannot ignore 
demands for social justice, but there is no 
agreement about what this means,” he said. 
“Many people oppose the institution of a 
progressive tax, claiming that it will prevent 
businessmen from investing. But liberals 
know they need to mobilise the middle class 

and the poor, and this will not be possible 
without social policy.”

A progressive income tax that rose to a 40 
percent ceiling was supposed to be in effect 
in Egypt before 2005, but in practice direct 
taxation was rarely enforced. Businesspeople 
claimed that it was too high, and a compro-
mise was reached on a uniform 20 percent 
tax, Soliman explained. Meanwhile, indirect 
taxes were raised in the mid-1990s.

Like many others in the January 25 
movement, Soliman is unimpressed by the 
so-called “purifi cation” (anti-corruption) 
campaign being conducted by the Egyptian 
attorney general’s offi ce, which includes the 
arrest and interrogation of former government 
ministers and senior businessmen. “Mubarak 
began his regime with a ‘purifi cation’ cam-
paign aimed at Sadat’s government,” Soliman 
said. “Every new regime does the same. And 
the confi scation of funds does not solve prob-
lems either.”

In 2004, a so-called “businessmen’s 
government” was established. “The marriage 
between the old governmental bureaucracy 
and some sections of the business community 
was carried out in a vulgar fashion; cor-
ruption was an integral part of the system,” 
Soliman said.

Wealthy people were appointed as min-
isters in charge of the areas of their business 
activities; for example, a land developer as 
construction minister, and a tourism minis-
ter who was in the tourism industry. “The 
impression was created that the country had 
been sold to them,” he said.

A health system reformer said that 
Egyptian families bear 70 percent of 
their health expenses, which means that 

low-income families are left out. “The former 
health minister, who invested in private 
healthcare, had a fi nancial interest in private 
medicine, had no interest in tax reform and 
a different distribution of state revenues that 
would strengthen the government health sys-
tem,” he said. Similarly, a senior advisor in 
the education fi eld said that Egyptian families 
bear 50 percent of these costs.

Foreign funds and corruption
An offi cial in development work in Egypt 

says that since 2004, loans from foreign 
development organisations to Egypt have 
been diverted mainly to big-business projects 
in the fi elds of railroads, energy and airports. 
These projects, chosen by the Egyptian 
government, suited the approach of the 
International Monetary Fund and the World 
Bank, which was to create jobs. However, 
this offi cial says, the Egyptian government 
persistently rejected suggestions by the devel-
opment organisations led by the World Bank 
to lend money for social service initiatives in 
health and education.

These organisations now expect that the 
new regime will favour aid in neglected are-
as, and that they will be allowed to cooperate 
with nongovernmental Egyptian organisations 
as well. The offi cial said that foreign devel-
opment groups were aware of the problem 
of corruption, “but if we condition aid on 
an absence of corruption, we will only be 
able to work with countries like Sweden and 
Norway.”

In contrast, an advisor on education 
policy believes that organisations such as the 
World Bank and the IMF actually approved 
of the privatisation campaign of the so-called 

Egypt’s new labour federation demands ri
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she could then be forced to relive that horrifying 
experience with an agent from the IRS,” said 
Nancy Keenan, president of NARAL Pro-Choice 
America. “The 221 members of Congress who 
signed their names to this egregious bill must 
explain to their constituents why they want to 
give the IRS authority to audit rape survivors.”

It’s hard to know exactly what form 
“describing her sexual assault to the ... IRS” 
would take, since this bill hasn’t become law. 
But as I note in the story, “contemporaneous 
written documentation” is a general standard for 
the agency, so it’s likely that, barring a change 
to the law, a woman would need to provide such 
documentation to the IRS during an audit. But 
what would meet the standard? A police report? 
Trial records? A doctor’s note? Again, it’s hard 
to predict.
Mother Jones 

Magazine

Opposition to rural coal 
and gas mining grows

The last three weeks has been a very busy 
time for environmental activist here in 
New South Wales culminating with last 
Sunday’s rally held in Sydney’s Martin 
Place where just on 1,300 people gathered 
in wet and blustery conditions to vent their 
anger against the ever growing coal seam 
gas industry being established all across 
Australia.

Bus loads of people from all over NSW 
and some from the gas affected areas of cen-
tral Queensland joined as one to call for a 
stop to this very dangerous practice of coal 
seam gas extraction along with coal mining 
and start a transition period towards renew-
able green energy.

The crowd was treated to some extra 
talented public speakers who all denounced 
the gas industry as nothing more than a get-
rich scheme that endangers those who are 
unfortunate enough to be in its way. Speakers 
included a prominent Hunter Valley environ-
mental activist and ex-coal miner Graham 
Brown who spoke about his experiences in 
the coal mines and how he feels about a clean 
green renewable future.

Along with Mr Brown, the audience 
heard from Julie Lyford, who at one time 
was the mayor of the Gloucester Council, 
one of NSW’s most affected valleys from 
coal mining and now gas mining that was 
just as recently as last week approved from 
the Planning Minister Tony Kelly. Gas mined 
from this area will be piped to Newcastle and 
shipped overseas, not providing much joy for 
those people who have opposed this project 
from day one.

Ms Lyford told the audience about some 
of her experiences as mayor of the shire and 
how she was told by the NSW government 

that if there was a resource there that could 
be mined they WILL mine it and it would 
be wise of her to “hose down” her feelings 
toward the matter. Tim Duddy, a grain farmer 
from Caroona in NSW, took the stand and 
told of what he and his family had to do to 
so far prevent mining giant BHP Billiton 
from entering the family property to drill for 
coal and coal seam gas. The Caroona people 
have stood hard and fast to stop any such 
development happening in the food bowel of 
Liverpool Plains that also provides two cereal 
crops yearly from very rich alluvial soils.

The most prominent speaker of the day 
was Cate Faehermann, an up and coming 
Greens Upper House MP who had the people 
on their feet applauding loudly as the fi re-
brand young MP tore into the evils of gas 
mining and praised those who were brave 
enough to speak out against those aggressive 
gas mining companies who have made life 
a misery for so many in the Upper Darling 
downs district in Queensland. Ms Faehrmann 
is also calling on the NSW government to 
immediately conduct a special commission 
of enquiry into the impacts of coal and coal 
seam gas industry.

There are major plans for the gas extrac-
tion industry in NSW with two thirds of 
north western part of the state under a PEL 
(petroleum exploration licence). These areas 
include Narrabri, Pilliga, Coonabarabran and 
Gunnedah. All these towns have signifi cant 
rural industries and are food providers to the 
people of Australia. Eastern Star Gas are pro-
posing to build a 450 millimetre diameter gas 
pipeline down through rural NSW to fi nish 
at Kooragang Island in the port of Newcastle 
where Eastern Star Gas intends to construct a 
gas purifi cation plant and an export shipping 

terminal to export their product to overseas 
buyers.

It appears that the gas pipeline from the 
north-west gas fi elds to Newcastle may also 
be diverted just short of Muswellbrook where 
the intention is to be a provider of gas to the 
newly proposed Bayswater B power station 
should it be designed to run on gas. The pro-
posed pipeline route also comes reasonably 
close the area known as Bunnan. Bunnan is 
about 20 kilometres north west of Scone in 
the Upper Hunter Valley and over the past 18 
months or more has very quietly seen three 
gas exploration test holes drilled by energy 
resources giant Santos.

It has not been made clear if any quan-
tity of minable gas was discovered but those 
people who are aware of the presence of 
Santos in their district of mostly sheep and 
cattle grazing properties called for a meeting 
to discuss Santos’s activity. Santos wants to 
have access to people’s property to test land-
holders’ water bores as a precursor to apply-
ing for permission to start drilling on the 
landholder’s property.

Both Peter Kennedy and Graham Brown 
were present at that meeting and warned the 
55 people who attended about what can hap-
pen to them if the allowed any of the drill-
ing company people on their property. Both 
Peter and Graham told the audience of the 
similarity of their district and Gloucester that 
now has both coal and gas being mined. A 
committee of fi ve was formed and it was also 
decided on by sound advice that the Bunnan 
Action Group (BAG) that they should join 
forces with other gas affected communi-
ties throughout Australia in a newly formed 
action group called “Lock the Gate”. 

“businessmen’s regime,” and, she said, aided 
in the detrimental shift from the concept of 
a welfare state to that of a pro-poor policy. 
Liberal and left-wing activists believe, as she 
does, that poverty is one of the key explana-
tions for the rising power of political Islamic 
groups in Egyptian society. “A welfare policy 
is also necessary in order to check the power 
of the Muslim Brotherhood without resorting 
to the oppressive measures of the previous 
regime,” they say.

A demand raised at a planning meet-
ing was the immediate dismantlement of 
the offi cially-sanctioned Federation of 
Labor Unions, which numbers four million 
members in 24 trade unions. The offi cially-
recognised labour association was one of 
the backbones of the old regime and the 
main organising force of the ruling National 
Democratic Party when there was a need 
to bring voters to the polls or demonstrate 
support for the government. The attorney 
general has opened an investigation of its 
senior offi cials on suspicion of corruption, 
irregularities and neglect of their role as rep-
resentatives of the unions’ members.

On January 30, the respective unions of 
real estate tax collectors, medical technicians 
and retirees, and the independent teachers 
union announced the establishment of a new 
federation. It has been reported that thousands 
of workers in government and privately-
owned industries have declared their intention 
to join. Now that legislation is suspended, the 
right to form new trade unions is based on the 
International Labor Organisation agreement, 
which Egypt has ratifi ed. 

ghts



8 The Guardian
March 23 2011International

Jimmy Johnson

The United States Department of 
Commerce and the US embassy 
in Tel Aviv are co-promoting the 
Israel Unmanned Systems 2011 
trade mission from March 27 to 
April 1. Their partner – and the 
primary organiser – is Airlift, 
inc, an aerospace and consulting 
fi rm based in the settlement of 
Talpiot Mizrach (East Talpiot) 
in occupied East Jerusalem. This 
raises troubling questions about 
why Washington is promoting 
the Israeli arms trade and why it 
is doing so with a fi rm based in 
an illegal colony which explicitly 
contradicts offi cial US policy as 
well as international law.

Airlift was founded in 2007 by 
Marc-Philippe Rudel, a French-Israeli 
electrical engineer and businessman, 
to “promote economic cooperation 
and the establishment of global 
partnerships”. The company brings 
foreign arms industry and military 
offi cials to Israel for arranged busi-
ness-to-business meetings, specially 
tailored seminars, industry workshops 
and visits to major Israeli armament 
fi rms and research institutes. Airlift’s 
website states that its “offi ces are 
located in the heart of Jerusalem” 
but the address given puts them in 
occupied East Jerusalem. Airlift’s 
Spanish subsidiary, Airlift Iberia, was 
established in September 2010.

Though considered a mainstream 
Jerusalem neighbourhood by most 
Israelis – including Rudel, judging 
by his activism in the secular liberal/

centrist “Awakening in Jerusalem” 
movement – East Talpiot is unani-
mously considered an illegal settle-
ment by the international community 
including the United Nations, the 
International Court of Justice and the 
US government whose pronounce-
ments consistently oppose Israeli 
settlements. However, Washington 
regularly takes actions – such as the 
recent veto of a UN Security Council 
resolution condemning settlements 
– to shield Israel from international 
condemnation and formerly con-
tributed economic aid that was used 
directly for settlement infrastructure 
and construction.

Promoting a trade mission with 
a fi rm based in a settlement points to 
the latter as being more representa-
tive of US policy, in spite of offi cial 
pronouncements to the contrary. 
American sponsorship comes at a 
time when governments like Norway, 
the Netherlands and the United 
Kingdom are actively distancing 
themselves from settlement-related 
businesses. Requests for comment 
from the US State Department and 
Department of Commerce were not 
answered.

The trade mission’s program 
includes visits to the facilities of sev-
eral Israeli arms manufacturers deeply 
involved in the occupation. Israel 
Aerospace Industries, Aeronautics 
Defence Systems, BlueBird Aero 
Systems and Rafael Advanced 
Defence Systems are all on the sched-
ule for the visiting delegation as well 
as an “upscale” reception at the US 
embassy in Tel Aviv. There will also 

be panels on the market for unmanned 
systems (drones) and an optional tour 
on the last day through the occupied 
Old City of Jerusalem.

Israel is a world leader in the 
design and export of unmanned 
systems, especially unmanned aerial 
vehicles (UAVs). It also deploys 
them extensively in the occupied 
West Bank and Gaza Strip and over 
Lebanon. This battlefi eld experience, 
the history of deployment in service 
of military occupation, is a key 
marketing aspect for the tools. The 
website for the trade mission notes, 
for example, that BlueBird Aero 
Systems is an “offi cial supplier of 
the Israeli Ministry of Defence and 
Israeli Air Force.”

There is already a history of 
partnerships between Israeli UAV 

manufacturers and American arms and 
aerospace fi rms, some of which pre-
date Airlift’s founding. Boeing, AAI 
and General Dynamics have all signed 
marketing agreements to promote 
Aeronautics Defence Systems models 
in the US. General Dynamics also 
helps promote Elbit Systems models, 
and Advanced Ceramics Research and 
Cubic Advanced Tactical Systems 
formerly helped market Rafael’s now-
discontinued Skylite drone. These 
fi rms and others are also engaged in 
research and development for their 
own production of UAVs. It is only 
the US arms industry’s UAVs, in fact, 
which compete with those from Israel.

This is also not Airlift’s fi rst joint 
mission with the US Department of 
Commerce. In January 2010, they 
jointly organised and promoted the 
Israel Space 2010 Trade Mission 
which brought participants from 
Brazil, Belgium and the US to learn 
about and engage with many of the 
same arms manufacturers involved in 
the pending Unmanned Systems mis-
sion. Airlift regularly participates in 
trade and aerospace events promoted 
by the French, Brazilian, Canadian 
and other embassies. Rudel too is a 

consultant in charge of the aerospace 
industry sector for the Economic 
Mission of the Embassy of France.

The promoters are well aware 
that the same battlefi eld experience 
that gives Israeli UAVs a market-
ing edge is also a potential liability. 
A document from the 2010 Space 
Trade Mission available on the US 
Department of Commerce’s BuyUSA.
gov website notes that “geo-political 
concerns” are “potential obstacles” 
to Israeli fi rms tapping international 
markets more successfully. A recent 
example of this was Brazil’s hesitancy 
in buying Israeli UAVs, as revealed 
by Wikileaks.

The 2009 US diplomatic cable 
notes that Brazilian Defence Minister 
Nelson Jobim prepared arrangements 
to “prevent Brazil [from] having 
to buy UAVs from Israel, which 
had become politically sensitive” 
(WikiLeaks January 15). With the 
increasing activity and popularity of 
the boycott, divestment and sanctions 
efforts aimed at ending the occupa-
tion, perhaps “potential obstacles” 
to future sales will prove more 
formidable.
The Electronic Intifada 

US promoting arms trade 
mission organised by 
settlement firm

BlueBird Aero Systems is an “offi cial supplier of the Israeli Ministry of Defence and Israeli Air Force.”

Ireland:
Fast food workers protest 
against attempted wage cut
The Restaurant and Catering 
Workers Forum, established by 
SIPTU and the Migrant Rights 
Centre Ireland (MRCI), last 
week staged a public protest 
outside Burger King, Supermac’s 
and Eddie Rocket’s outlets in 
O’Connell Street in Dublin’s city 
centre.

The fast food chains are part of 
the Quick Service Food Alliance, 
an industry group mounting a legal 
challenge to the JLC (Joint Labour 
Committee) system which sets 
minimum wages and conditions 
for workers in the restaurant and 
catering industry. The protest takes 
place as the Food Alliance’s legal 
challenge is being heard before the 
High Court.

Although many fast food res-
taurants saw big profi ts in Ireland 
last year, they are joining other res-
taurants in challenging minimum 
wage protections for their workers. 

For example, Supermac’s, a leading 
member of the alliance, last year 
reported that pre-tax profi ts were 
up 18 percent.

Restaurant and catering workers 
are the lowest paid of any sector 
and, in Ireland, earned 16 percent 
less than the EU-15 average in 
2008. Since then average weekly 
earnings have fallen by 7 percent.

According to Pat Ward of 
SIPTU, “The restaurant industry 
is driving an attack on minimum 
wage rates and basic protections 
for workers. This is not about 
saving jobs. Companies like 
Supermac’s have actually seen 
their profi ts increase, while low-
wage workers are struggling to 
survive. The industry’s attack on 
wages for the poorest workers is 
shameful. Now, more than ever, 
we must ensure protections remain 
in place for those who need them 
most.” 

US-Mexican relations on edge
Emile Schepers

A week after a state visit by 
Mexican President Felipe Calderon 
to Washington, US-Mexico rela-
tions are still on edge because of 
undiplomatic comments about 
Mexico by US offi cials, and now 
because of a US government pro-
gram that ended up putting even 
more high powered weapons into 
the hands of drug cartels.

Mexico is wracked by massive 
violence by cartels, which have 
arisen due to Mexico’s geographic 
position, which makes it the natural 
route for cocaine coming up from 
Colombia for sale in the United 
States. There is also marijuana and 
methamphetamine production in 
Mexico. 

The battles among the cartels, 
and between them and Mexican 
police and military, have caused 
thousands of deaths in the last 
couple of years. Very controver-
sial is the decision by President 
Calderon, on coming to power in 
2006, to redefi ne Mexico’s efforts 
to suppress the cartels as a military 
operation involving thousands of 
troops.

Various politicians in the United 
States, including most recently 
Homeland Security Secretary Janet 
Napolitano, have expressed fear 
that the cartel wars will spill over 
Mexico’s 1,900-mile border into 

the United States, though so far this 
has not happened. Mexico, in turn, 
has asked that the United States do 
something about the vast market 
for drugs here. As the drugs move 
north, countless millions of US dol-
lars move south into the hands of 
the cartels, enriching and empower-
ing them immensely. 

Mexico also complains that the 
United States does nothing to crack 
down on some 8,000 gun shops 
strung along the border on the US 
side, which are the main source 
of automatic and other weapons 
with which the cartels often out-
gun Mexican police. Efforts by the 
Obama administration to control 
this gun trade have been met with 
opposition in Congress, led by the 
National Rifl e Association.

Statements by Undersecretary 
of the Army Joseph Westphal, who 
compared the drug wars in Mexico 
to an insurgency and hinted that 
the US might end up sending in 
troops have caused indignation. 
Comments by US Ambassador to 
Mexico Carlos Pascual, leaked via 
Wikileaks, which seemed to sug-
gest that the Mexican military is 
cowardly (“risk averse”) were espe-
cially galling to President Calderon, 
who has staked his reputation on 
his military strategy. 

In a meeting with the Editorial 
Board of the Washington Post dur-
ing his Washington visit on March 

3, Calderon strongly hinted that he 
wants Pascual out.

The idea of any kind of US 
military presence within Mexico is 
very sensitive. Between the Texas 
war of “independence” in 1836, the 
US-Mexican War of 1846-1848 and 
the corrupt Gadsden Purchase of 
1852, Mexico lost more than half of 
its original national territory to the 
United States.

Nevertheless, US involvement 
in Mexico’s drug wars is massive. 
The Merida Initiative, signed by 
Presidents Calderon and George W 
Bush, is funnelling US$1.6 billion 
into material support.

There is a lot of doubt in both 
countries about this military strate-
gy. One of the worst of the Mexican 
drug cartels, the Zetas, was initiated 
by rogue Mexican military offi cers 
who had been trained in counter-
insurgency methods at the School 
of the Americas in Fort Benning, 
Georgia.

And there is Operation Fast 
and Furious, a program run by the 
United States Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives, 
which was supposed to permit a 
controlled entry of illegal fi rearms 
into Mexico with the purpose of 
being able to trace how these weap-
ons moved. Mexican authorities 
charge that the United States never 
informed them about the program.
People’s World 
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Anyone who has travelled in the 
global South will have experienced 
streets alive with the hustle and 
bustle of vendors and market 
traders, trying to sell you any-
thing from drinks to second-hand 
clothes, from apples to electronics. 
Whether in the marketplace or on 
the streets, these workers form the 
basis of large and growing informal 
economies. 

In November 2010 a unique gath-
ering of such workers took place in 
Kitwe, Zambia. This meeting, funded 
by the Commonwealth Foundation 
and supported by War on Want, 
was the world’s fi rst international 
conference run by street vendors for 
street vendors, and brought together 
organisations from Kenya, Malawi 
and Zambia. 

In the countries represented at the 
conference, street vending is common-
place. The informal economy accounts 
for 83 percent of the labour force in 
Zambia, 77 percent in Kenya and 88 
percent in Malawi. Yet this has not 
always been the case. Previously, jobs 
in the formal sector were the primary 
means of earning a living, but there 
was a near total collapse of labour 
markets throughout the region fol-
lowing structural adjustment programs 
imposed by the IMF and World Bank 
in the early 1990s. Job losses occa-
sioned by privatisation forced many 

people into resorting to independent, 
creative means of generating income, 
and resulted in the informal sector’s 
phenomenal growth.

The copper mines in Zambia 
provide a classic example. Much of 
the population had worked not just 
in the mines but also in the hospitals, 
schools and services attached to them. 
Privatisation of the industry led to an 
exclusive focus on the core activity of 
mining, leading to massive job losses 
in the associated services.

The informal economy encom-
passes a wide range of jobs, from 
bus and taxi drivers, carpenters 
and artisans to small-scale tea and 
poultry farmers. What unites these 
people is that they all work outside 
formal structures of employment, 
frequently working alone or in micro 
and small businesses. In some cases, 
especially for street vendors, their 
work is labelled as a criminal activity. 
Their income frequently leaves them 
well below the poverty line. Without 
formal contracts or legislative protec-
tion, workers in the informal economy 
have limited rights and are subject to 
abuse and harassment. 

The rapid, widespread growth of 
the informal economy has not only 
led to it eclipsing the formal sector 
and becoming normalised, but to 
informal sector workers beginning 
to recognise their rights and come 
together to demand them. The past 
decade has seen the rise of powerful 

informal economy associations 
across southern Africa. These include 
the Alliance of Zambian Informal 
Economy Associations (AZIEA), 
the Malawi Union for the Informal 
Sector (MUFIS) and the Kenya 
National Alliance of Street Vendor 
and Informal Traders (KENASVIT).

Imitating the structures of formal 
trade unions, they are organised at 
the grassroots either by location or 
sector. On top of representation, the 
associations provide basic support 
and services. This includes training, 
loans, assistance with funerals (which 
are commonplace in the region due to 
the HIV/Aids pandemic) and medical 
needs, as well as advice and guidance. 

Informal sector organisations, par-
ticularly those in Kenya and Malawi, 
have a good record of incorporating 
marginalised groups, such as women, 

disabled workers and those living with 
HIV/Aids. This was highlighted in the 
conference last November, in which 
strategies for effective engagement 
and representation were discussed. 

Despite their amazing work, trade 
union bodies have had mixed reac-
tions to the rise of these new players. 
MUFIS is now formally recognised 
as a trade union in Malawi, but 
AZIEA has the status of an associate 
rather than an affi liate in Zambia. 
KENASVIT is not recognised at all 
by formal trade union structures in 
Kenya, despite the fact that mem-
bership and potential membership 
of informal economy associations 
often eclipses that of formal sector 
trade unions.

Like all unions, the informal 
economy organisations receive contri-
butions from their members to sustain 

them. However, their members often 
fall well below the poverty line, so 
members frequently cannot afford 
their contributions. Of course, this is 
when their need for effective repre-
sentation is greatest. Consequently, 
their representative bodies must rely 
on external sources for funds.

With the ongoing global eco-
nomic crisis, the informal economy 
in sub-Saharan Africa is set to con-
tinue growing, making the work of 
informal economy associations even 
more vital. The fact that they have 
managed to survive in the face of 
increasing criminalisation at home 
and minimal support from the interna-
tional community bears testimony to 
their signifi cance. No doubt they will 
continue to be a progressive force in 
the future development of grass-roots 
struggle in Africa. 

PHILIPPINES: The government of the Philippines indicated 
on March 8 that having allocated $12 million for repatriation, 
almost half of 30,000 Filipinos working temporarily in Libya have 
returned. Those remaining are running out of food, water, and 
money. Many arriving hurriedly at the Tunisian border had lost 
documents and were turned back. ERIN news reports one tenth 
of Filipinos work overseas. Funds they send home add 12 percent 
to the GDP. Bangladeshi migrant workers, many previously dis-
placed from land, contribute a like proportion to their nation’s GDP.

GUATEMALA: Government fi gures show 685 women were mur-
dered last year. An Amnesty International (AI) report released 
on March 7 blames the government for failing to protect wom-
en. AI demands that murders be investigated and that both 
police training and court proceedings be improved. Less than 
four percent of perpetrators face prosecution even though 
a law was passed in 2008 specifying the criminal nature of 
anti-women violence and establishing special tribunals and sen-
tencing rules. On March 5 alone, six women were killed. Human 
Rights activist Evelyn Morales, quoted in the Kaosenlared 
report, expressed concern also that women’s heath status 
was deteriorating, as signalled recently by unfavourable sta-
tistics. Other advocates insist that an education campaign be 
mounted focusing on women’s sexual and reproductive rights.

CUBA: Speaking before the United Nations Human Rights 
Council in Geneva Cuban diplomat Juan Antonio Quintanilla 
denounced the incarceration in US prisons of Gerardo 
Hernandez, Antonio Guerrero, Ramon Labañino, Rene 
Gonzalez and Fernando Gonzalez. According to the Cuban 
News Agency, Quintanilla reminded the UN Working Group 
on Arbitrary Detention that the trial of the Five was biased and 
that defence attorneys were denied access to documents avail-
able to prosecutors. The Working Group had already ruled in 
2005 that their detention was arbitrary. Like Cuban spokesper-
sons before him, the offi cial demanded that the US government 
free the men who at the time of their arrests in Florida 12 
years ago were defending Cuba against terrorist attacks.

Global Briefs

Workers organising 
in the global South

Aristide returns to Haiti
Former Haitian President Jean 
Bertrand Aristide returned to Haiti 
last week after a seven-year period 
of exile in South Africa. Speaking 
at the airport in the Haitian 
capital, Port au Prince, Aristide 
used the French, Spanish, English 
and Zulu languages to address 
the crowd. Zulu was a gesture 
of gratitude to his former South 
African hosts whose President, 
Jacob Zuma, is a Zulu speaker. 
Aristide had studied African 
languages while in exile.

He did not comment directly 
on the fl awed general elections 
in Haiti. Instead he focused on 
the need to replace “exclusion” 
of the mass of the Haitian poor 
with “inclusion” through educa-
tional and economic improvements. 
“Today there are not even two 
doctors per 11 thousand Haitians; 
that is the result of exclusion...Haiti 

lives in extreme poverty, hunger, 
unemployment, drugs and injustice 
and exclusion.”

He made a point of thanking 
Cuba for its solidarity work after 
last year’s earthquake in the Puerto 
Prince area, which killed 300,000 
people, and the current cholera 
epidemic, which has killed another 
4,000.

Aristide, a former Roman 
Catholic priest, had been a strong 
critic of the brutal dictatorship of 
Jean-Claude “Baby Doc” Duvalier, 
who has also returned to Haiti after 
a long exile in France. Aristide was 
elected president in 1991, but was 
almost immediately overthrown 
by the Duvalierist military, which 
proceeded to massacre thousands of 
poor Aristide supporters.

In 1994, Aristide obtained 
the armed support of the Clinton 
administration to return him to 

Haiti, in exchange for which he 
accepted most of the “Washington 
Consensus” plan of “free trade” 
(which, in practice, meant eliminat-
ing import tariffs on US taxpayer 
subsidised rice and other imports), 
privatisation and austerity. As 
a result, thousands of Haitian 
farmers were driven off the land 
because they could not compete 
with US imports, while American 
rice producers, based in Clinton’s 
home state of Arkansas, reaped a 
bonanza.

Aristide did succeed in abolish-
ing the army, which had been such 
a source of instability and human 
rights abuses in the past. After a 
period out of power, Aristide was 
elected again in 2001, with the 
support of militant poor people’s 
organisations that sometimes 
constituted themselves as armed 
militias to fi ght against the rich and 
against Aristide’s opponents.

In 2004, he was overthrown 
again by violent right-wing gangs 
supported by the Bush administra-
tion and the French government. 
Aristide accuses the United States 
of being directly involved in his 
overthrow. France was angry with 
Aristide for demanding reparations 
for money that France had extorted 
from Haiti in the 19th and 20th 
centuries, and thus is seen to have 
connived in the coup.

Since then there has been a 
UN peacekeeping contingent in 
Haiti, which itself has become con-
troversial because of clashes with 
poor Haitians. Aristide’s enemies 
and the Bush administration made 
accusations against Aristide of 
corruption and abuse of power, 
but his supporters see this as mere 
propaganda.
People’s World 
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Mysterious 
capitalism 
and black 
propaganda
Capitalism moves in mysterious 
ways, its wonders to perform. Or 
its profi ts to maintain, even after 
it’s gone bust. 

Did you see that report a couple of 
weeks back about the West Australian 
company Griffi n Coal paying millions 
of dollars in “management fees” to its 
former boss Ric Stowe, over a year 
after the company collapsed owing 
staff and creditors around a billion 
dollars?

Stowe is comfortably holed up 
in Monaco, still making money from 
his investments (including Griffi n 
Coal) despite the debacle of Griffi n 
Coal going belly up. The poor chap 
does have his holiday house on the 
outskirts of Perth up for sale – a steal 
at $50 million. 

His house is a three-storey man-
sion with its own helipad, plus a horse 
stud and what every homeowner 
wants: its own polo fi eld. When the 
revolution comes it will make a very 
nice sanatorium or a trade union 
health resort.

(And while a few people continue 
to live like this, and others – many 
others – have to get assistance to 
scrape together the rent on a run-down 
home unit, there will be a revolution, 
sooner or later. Just ask Mubarak, as 
he sits in gilded exile counting the 

billions he pilfered from the Egyptian 
people and cursing the USA for not 
coming to his aid, after all he’d done 
for America. He also thought there 
was no chance of a revolution.)

As I write this, the US and Britain 
appear to be about to launch a new 
“Iraq War” but this time against 
Libya. Our mass media, of course, 
fully support this move: Libyan leader 
Colonel Muammar Gaddafi  has been 
one of their bêtes noirs for years 
(remember when the Yanks sent an 
air strike against him and killed one 
of his daughters?)

There has been for the last couple 
of weeks an amazing outpouring of 
“black propaganda” about Libya and 
Gaddafi : false news reports, rumour 
stated as fact, propaganda designed 
to present a “factual” picture that is 
as false as Iraq’s weapons of mass 
destruction.

Some of the propaganda is pic-
torial: The Sydney Morning Herald
carried a large photo of some “rebels” 
around a couple of vehicles with 
machine guns mounted on them, and 
the very partisan caption “Gaddafi  
can’t defeat this ragtag bunch!” The 
photo might have been genuine. It 
could also have been staged any-
where. A few days later the Libyan 
army was mopping up the last of 
the rebels.

Just how many had there ever 
been? And how much of the country 
had they ever actually held? Were 
the “towns in rebel hands” really a 
few agents fl own in with portable 
transmitters? The US has done that 
often enough before.

At the end of February, The 
Sydney Morning Herald ran a typical 
“black propaganda” article across the 
top of its international news page 
headed: “I have proof that Gaddafi  
gave the order about Lockerbie, says 
defector”.

Further down the page, under 
the headline “Libyan forces set 
for Tripoli showdown” was a lurid 
account of how Muammar Gaddafi , 
“distrustful of even his own generals”, 
had secretly established a force of 
“thousands of African mercenaries”.

More sober minded commenta-
tors, however, point out that just as 
the Iraq war was not so much about 
toppling Saddam Hussein as it was 

about seizing Iraq’s oil, so attacking 
Libya is really about seizing Libya’s 
oil reserves.

It makes the hand-wringing by 
Western commentators over the denial 
of the Libyan protestors’ human rights 
look hypocritical, to say the least. An 
illuminating contrast is to look at the 
way the protests in Bahrain have been 
treated by the same governments and 
media.

Protests and pro-democracy 
demonstrations in Bahrain have been 
ruthlessly suppressed by government 
troops and special military units sup-
plied by the USA’s close ally Saudi 
Arabia. Bahrain is virtually a Saudi 
protectorate.

The attitude of the Saudi dicta-
torship – they may call themselves a 
“royal family” but it is a brutal dicta-
torship for all that – towards democ-
racy, like their attitude towards most 
things, is medieval. They chop off the 
hands of people caught trying to form 
a trade union. They stone “adulterous” 
women – but only women –while they 
condone and practice slavery.

None of the Western politicians 
and commentators who wept at the 
failure of the “pro-democracy” upris-
ing in Libya to overthrow the Gaddafi  
regime and install a US-supported 
government offered any complaints 
against Saudi Arabia for helping to 
crush the uprising in Bahrain. Wrong 
sort of rebels, apparently.

They made even less fuss about 
the upheavals in Wisconsin (barely 
mentioned them at all, really). And 
yet thousands of people rallied there 
for human rights for weeks. But the 
human rights they were demanding 
were the right to organise and to 
collectively bargain, in a state whose 
right-wing Republican Governor is 
determined to make a show of “sav-
ing the state money” by cutting the 
wages of teachers and other public 
employees.

Now why would they favour one 
sort of demonstration over the other, 
do you think?

Of course, extreme right-wing, 
even neo-fascist sentiments have been 
the stock-in-trade of some US politi-
cians since the days of Henry Ford 
and John D Rockefeller. George W 
Bush bombed Afghanistan in retalia-
tion for the attack on the Twin Towers 

in New York carried out by a group 
of mainly Saudi Arabians.

The exposure by WikiLeaks of 
systematic lying and espionage by US 
diplomats at the UN and elsewhere 
brought calls from US opinion-makers 
for their government to assassinate 
Julian Assange of WikiLeaks, a 
response showing an unrivalled dedi-
cation to the principles of democracy 
and the rule of law, indeed.

But what else could one expect? 
After all, this is the country where 
the Deputy Attorney General of 
Indiana suggested on Twitter (see, 
Twitter does have a use, after all) that 

riot police should use live ammuni-
tion to remove union protestors from 
the state Capitol. They were engaged 
in a similar dispute to the one in 
Wisconsin.

Incidentally, the espionage that 
US diplomats were instructed to 
undertake was not related to analysis 
and news, the type of espionage which 
all diplomats routinely engage in. 
No, US diplomats were specifi cally 
advised to obtain DNA samples (used 
wineglasses, cigarette butts and the 
like) – but for what purpose? To frame 
someone? Why would diplomats want 
other diplomats’ DNA? 
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Death in custody 
outcome disturbing
The Queensland’s Crime and 
Misconduct Commission’s failure 
to pursue various actions against 
Queensland Police who badly 
handled the Palm Island death-
in-custody investigations are 
disappointing and disturbing but 
not surprising.

The Queensland anti-corruption 
watchdog claims it is powerless to 
challenge decisions that will not seek 
disciplinary action against police who 
failed propriety in their handling of 
the Palm Island death-in-custody 
investigations.

Mr Doomadgee died from mas-
sive internal injuries.

Australia has one of the world’s 
worst deaths in custody records, 
proportionate to total population. 
19 percent of deaths in custody are 
Aboriginal peoples when Aboriginal 
peoples remain less than three percent 
of our population.

However, from these thousands of 
deaths in custody only a handful have 
been explored before the criminal 
justice system which in terms of the 
general trends in Australian criminal 
law is utterly surprising and indicative 
of a dangerous investiture of faith in 
the police and prison systems. Hence, 
the law can be prone to nepotism, 
favour-dispensation, discrimination 
and racism. All deaths must be exam-
ined and accounted for. We can stop 
deaths in custody.

To ensure fairness and a civil 
and just society, and to expedite 
the journey for the elimination of 
discrimination and racism, and 
remove the pall of dark aspersions, 
there must be built into our criminal 
justice system a Police and Prisons 
Inspectorate that is truly impartial. It 
should be separate from police and 
prison system. No agency, depart-
ment or organisation can be allowed 
to investigate itself.

The Queensland Crime and 
Misconduct Commission says that it 
cannot challenge the police decision in 
the Queensland Civil Administrative 
Tribunal because of loopholes. Last 
year the Commission found that there 
are serious fl aws and anomalies in the 
conduct of the police investigation. 
The Commission should rise to the 
occasion and follow through with 
its fi ndings and subsequent recom-
mendations by organising for state 
parliament to raise urgent questions. 
Furthermore the Commission should 
build its case for disciplinary action 

and justice through the High Court 
of Australia and the Privy Council.

The Commission’s hands are 
not tied. They have many remedial 
options available to them to expedite 
justice now long overdue and which 
continues to enshrine discrimination 
and racism.

Gerry Georgatos,
PhD (Law) researcher in 

Australian Deaths in Custody
Convener, 

The Human Rights Alliance

PM’s US allegiance

It seems to me that I have an 
Aussie Premier and a US PM.

Long ago Kristina Kenneally 
pledged allegiance to Australia and 
thus became an Aussie.

Last week, Julia Gillard whilst 
addressing the joint sitting of US 
Congress declared her love and com-
mitment for ”America”.

Luke Weyland
Sydney

The potent ideals of 
people power

While I am deeply saddened by the 
recent deaths in the rebellions in 
Egypt and Tunisia and the ongoing 
confl ict and killings in Libya, I am 
also elated that these wonderful 
uprisings are happening. The 
brave people of these countries 

and Bahrain, Yemen and elsewhere 
in the Middle East, where peoples 
have risen in revolt deserve our 
utmost empathy and support.

For far too long the Arab peoples 
have suffered under cruel and corrupt 
dictatorships that enriched themselves 
while the people lived in poverty and 
misery. Many of these regimes were/
are backed by outside powers that 
care only about strategic allies and 
resources. Hundreds of thousands 
were of course over the decades 
killed, tortured, intimidated and 
beaten by these repressive regimes. 
Now the people are empowered and 
fearlessly defying their oppressors and 
striving for fundamental change. And 
that is a tremendous thing to behold.

It is also incredibly satisfying 
to watch the other brutal dictatorial 
regimes in the region and other places 
like Burma, China and Iran trembling 
in fear of their people. May the pro-
tests and popular revolts spread and 
those governments that have denied 
basic rights and committed gross 
abuses against their people face their 
wrath.

Another fantastic aspect of these 
struggles is that the impetus has come 
from below, from the local peoples: 
they are genuine homegrown revolts 
not initiated or imposed from outside 
forces. To witness ordinary people of 
all sorts coming together and willingly 
risking and sacrifi cing to demand jus-
tice, liberty and their human, civil and 
political rights is a really humbling 
and heartening experience.

Considering the dire problems the 
world faces politically, socially and 
environmentally, it is a tremendously 
inspiring and powerful thing to see 
ordinary people take effective action 
and change things. Perhaps in the 
potent ideals of people power there 
is real hope for humanity and our 
planet after all. 

Steven Katsineris,
Vic

Conspiracy on 9/11

9/11 was certainly a boon for the 
paperback book industry. Nearly 
every second paperback I’ve seen 
in Mt Druitt Library recently has 
a 9/11 theme. Some are openly 
Islamo-phobic, some touch on the 
conspiracy theory while others are 
in the middle.

A book I read recently was in the 
second category. It concerned a group 
in America who planned to destroy 
two American cities with nuclear 
bombs as a pretext for a United States 
attack on a number of cities in the 
Moslem world. It was hoped that 
this would destroy Islam and keep 
America safe from its infl uence.

In spite of the fact that 9/11 was 
a long time ago, I don’t think we 
should let the conspiracy theory die. 
The Bush administration should still 
be held to account for it, and it should 
be investigated further.

Ron Barrett
Sydney
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Rob Gowland

The SMH article “I have proof that Gaddafi  gave the order about Lockerbie, 
says defector” is still available online. (Google the title to fi nd it.)
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Sun March 27 – 
Sat April 2

One of the better-made 
historical documentaries 

screens this week. It is Into The 
Deep: America, Whaling and the 
World (SBS1 Tuesday March 29 at 
10.05 pm).

Whales were once extremely 
numerous. So numerous that the 
Native Americans and subsequently 
the early European settlers on the 
East coast of North America used to 
harvest the corpses of the whales that 
died of natural causes and washed up 
on the shore.

Before the discovery of petro-
leum, whale oil was highly valued 
for lighting and for oiling the new 
machines that drove the industrial 
revolution. Sperm whales had the 
most – and fi nest – oil.

Whales were plentiful every-
where. William Collins, harbour 
master at Hobart, would see fi fty 
or sixty Right whales at a time in 
the shallower parts of the Derwent 
estuary.

HMS Gorgon on her way to 
Sydney in 1791 passed through a 
school of fi fty. The whaler Albion
came to Australia from Britain in 
1799 and took home 155 tons of oil in 
1801, 600 barrels in 1803, and 1,400 
barrels in 1804.

The whalers also slaughtered seals 
in great numbers – they too can be 
rendered down for their oil.

Whaling was carried on wher-
ever there were whales. It was hard 
work for the men involved, but it 
produced big profi ts for the bankers 
who fi nanced the whaling trips. The 
centre of the world search for oil-
bearing whales was Nantucket on the 
East coast of the USA.

In a manner reminiscent of 
Japanese whaling today, the American 
whalers of the 18th and 19th centu-
ries killed whales with no thought to 
whether the supply might disappear 
through overfi shing.

One place where whaling long 
survived was in Hobart, where – in 
the words of Arthur Wilberforce Jose 
in The Australian Encyclopaedia of 
1926 – “merchants on change talked 
oil at a time when in Sydney wool had 
become the country’s staple.” 

But as the American whalers 
fi shed out their nearby waters, they 
found they had to travel further and 
further and stay away longer and 
longer to fi ll their holds with whale 
oil.

Eventually, observes Wilberforce, 
“the American whale-men, those 
hardy New England seamen from 
Nantucket, New Bedford and other 
famous ports, were as familiar with 
Hobart quay or Sydney harbour as 
they were with the anchorages in 
Honolulu and the Galapagos.”

The program stresses that whaling 
was an enterprise governed entirely by 
economics. In 1845, there were some 
900 whaling ships world wide: 735 
were from the USA. Seventy million 
dollars was invested in the industry’s 
infrastructure.

The industry’s value to the US 
was immense. “Out of the banks of 
New Bedford, the richest place in the 
world in 1850, came the necessaries 
to head west, to build the railroads, 
all those things.”

I found the commentary replete 
with fascinating quotes, such as: “It 
[whaling] was an endeavour that 
inspired so much of what would 
become the defi ning characteristic of 
America. I mean, there is violence, 
there is a spiritual sense of destiny, 
there is the intense parochialism that 
drives you to go around the world, 
and to conquer the world, and always 
at the centre of it is this bloodlust for 
the hunt.

“That’s the defi nition of America 
as far as I can tell, and it all happened 
in American whaling in the 17th, 18th 
and 19th centuries.”

What emerges most vividly 
from WikiLeaks: War, Lies 

And Videotape (ABC2 Wednesday 
March 30 at 8.30 pm) is the realisa-
tion that the US military in Iraq and 
Afghanistan attempts to use massive 
destructive force against anyone on 

the ground who even looks suspicious 
while simultaneously trying globally 
to crush anyone that questions US 
motives or actions in those regions.

Criticism, actual or implied, is 
viewed in Washington as treachery, if 
the critic is American and hostile or if 
the critic is foreign. In either case, the 
US response is to attack (and hope-
fully silence) the critic. One thing the 
US government is not interested in 
doing is heeding the criticism.

The fi rst WikiLeaks item shown 
in War, Lies And Videotape is the 
on-board video record of a helicopter 
gunship attack on a group of Iraqi 
civilians (one of whom might have 
been carrying an unloaded grenade 
launcher) and a car that tried to help 
the wounded, a car whose passengers 
included two children. The footage 
of these people being cut down from 
quarter of a mile away by 30 mm 
rounds is confronting and shocking.

As Julian Assange comments later 
in the program, this is one of the aims 
of WikiLeaks: to acquaint people with 
the reality of war, so that it will be less 
acceptable. One of the more positive 
statistics in the program is the news 
that four members of the US army 
unit that took part, on the ground, in 

the attack on the Iraqi family seen 
earlier, have now joined the anti-war 
movement, as part of “Iraqi Veterans 
Against the War”.

The program shows Americans 
marching in protest at the continued 
detention (in the hell of solitary con-
fi nement in a US Marines Stockade) 
of the young soldier who copied the 
many thousands of documents expos-
ing US lies and war crimes and then 
fed them to WikiLeaks.

It also shows right-wing public 
fi gures and commentators in the US 
publicly calling for Assange’s assas-
sination. As Assange says of the 
blatantly trumped up “rape charge” 
in Sweden, “They are trying to smear 
me”.

“They” in this context comprise 
the forces of imperialism. Wikileaks 
and Assange have thumbed their 
noses at them, and imperialism cannot 
tolerate that.

Already there are hundreds of 
new sites being set up on the Internet 
hoping to emulate WikiLeaks and 
break through the wall of lies and 
obfuscation that protects the rule of 
wealth and privilege.

Grass roots democracy in 
action. 
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The Global Economic Crisis
The Great Depression of the XXI Century
Editors: Michel Chossudovsky and Andres Gavin Marshall
Publisher: Global Research, 390 pages

This just published compilation of articles by 16 researchers, authors and others 
on the left gives a comprehensive analysis of the present economic crisis. The book 
is divided into fi ve parts: The Global Economic Crisis; Global Poverty; War, National 
Security and World Government; The Global Monetary System; and The Shadow 
Banking System.

The book is rich with detailed information that digs beneath the surface and 
exposes the lies and distortions of media, politicians and bourgeois economists. The 
language is very accessible, technical terms are explained clearly. Links are made 
between the economic, political, military and social developments. It exposes the myth 
of economic recovery, who was behind the crisis, who benefi ts and the horrendous 
impact it has had on millions of people around the world.

It is a must read for political activists, trade unionists, peace activists and anyone 
else wishing to learn more about the global economic crisis and 21st century imperialism.
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Continued from page 1

The Communist Party of Australia 
statement continues by looking 
at some of the forces involved in 
and the historical background to 
the Libyan crisis.

What has happened in Libya is 
different from the situation in Tunisia 
and Egypt. In these two countries 
the lack of freedom was fl agrant. 
However, it was the appalling social 
conditions which really drove young 
people to rebel. The Tunisians and 
Egyptians had no hope for the future.

In Libya, Muammar Gadaffi ’s 
regime is corrupt, monopolises a 
large part of the country’s wealth and 
has always severely repressed any 
opposition. But the social conditions 
of the Libyan people are better than 
in neighbouring countries.

Life expectancy in Libya is higher 
than in the rest of Africa. The health 
and education systems are good. 
Libya is one of the fi rst African 
countries to have eradicated malaria. 
While there are major inequalities in 
the distribution of wealth, GDP per 
inhabitant is about $11,000 – one of 
the highest in the Arab world.

The “opposition”
There is of course a part of Libyan 

youth that is tired of the dictatorship 
and has been infl uenced by events in 
Tunisia and Egypt. But these popular 
sentiments are being taken advantage 
of by the opposition in the east of the 
country which is after its share of 
the cake, the distribution of wealth 
having been very unequal under the 
Gaddafi  regime.

There have already been inter-
tribal contradictions but they have 
never been so widespread. The US has 
been fanning the fl ames of these ten-
sions in order to be able to intervene 
militarily in Libya.

From the very fi rst days of the 
insurrection, the Secretary of State, 
Hillary Clinton, was suggesting 
arming the opposition, at one time 
asking Saudi Arabia to supply military 
equipment to the rebels.

Today the opposition have wel-
comed foreign military aggression 
against their country.

One group involved in the oppo-
sition is the “National Front for the 
Salvation of Libya”, an exile group 
which has demanded the NATO attack 
against Gaddafi . The Front has for 
decades been linked to the CIA.

Another group reported in the 
opposition is the Muslim Brotherhood.

A third group active in the insur-
rection is backing the return of the 
monarchy which was deposed by 
Gaddafi  in 1969. But if this opposition 
really wants a democratic revolution, 
why have they resorted to the fl ags 
of King Idriss? If you are part of a 
country’s opposition, and as a patriot 
you want to overthrow your govern-
ment, you do not cause a civil war in 
your own country and you do not put 
it at risk of Balkanisation.

The Libyan people deserve better 
than this opposition movement that is 
plunging the country into chaos. They 
need a real democratic movement to 
replace the Gaddafi  regime and bring 
about social justice. They have the 
right to decide their own future. They 
do not deserve military aggression.

Historical background
In the last century, European colo-

nial powers divided up sub-Sahara 
among themselves. Italy invaded 
Libya, gaining control of the Tripoli 
region in the west but meeting fi erce 
resistance in the rest of the country, 
especially in Cyrenaica in the east. 
Finally, at the beginning of the 1930s, 
Mussolini took radical measures to 
wipe out the resistance. Repression 
became extremely brutal.

In 2008 Italy paid compensation 
to Libya for the crimes of the colo-
nialists. While acknowledging the 
atrocities of the past, Italy’s president 
Berlusconi was mainly interested in 
creating the best climate in which 
to reach commercial contracts with 
Gaddafi .

Libya became independent in 
1951. The three regions that made 
up Libya – Tripolitana, Fezzan and 
Cyrenaica – found themselves united 
in a federal system with a king, Idriss, 
installed as an imperialist puppet with 
the support of Britain.

The three regions had differ-
ent cultures and histories and this, 
together with the size of the country 
and lack of roads and other infrastruc-
ture, meant that the colonial-imposed 
entity Libya was not a united nation.

In 1951 Libyan oil had not yet 
been discovered. But the West had 
military bases in the country because 
it occupies a strategic position from 
which to control the Red Sea and the 
Mediterranean.

Oil was discovered in Libya 
in 1954. At the time Arab oil was 
being sold at around 90c a barrel. But 
Libyan oil was bought for 30c because 
the country was so backward. It was 
perhaps the poorest in Africa.

1969 revolution

The three army offi cers, including 
Gaddafi , who overthrew King Idriss 
in September 1969 were infl uenced 
by Nasser in Egypt. Inspired by 
socialism, Nasser was opposed to 
the interference of colonialism and 
preached the unity of the Arab world. 
He nationalised the Suez Canal, which 
until then had been controlled by 
France and the UK. This attracted 
the hostility of the West and bomb-
ing in 1956.

King Idriss had welcomed the 
large US Wheelus Air Base but the 
revolution promptly ended any US 
military presence in Libya. Gaddafi  
also nationalised Libyan oil, greatly 
angering the imperialists.

The revolution used the oil riches 
to improve the social conditions of 
the Libyan people; to eradicate 
widespread illiteracy, to provide jobs 
and housing, to develop free higher 
education; and to ensure better nutri-
tion through food subsidies. 

Gaddafi  ordered the nationalisa-
tion of land and the burning of all 
land titles.

Under Gaddafi , Libya became 
the highest ranked among African 
countries in the Human Development 
Index – which includes such fac-
tors as living conditions and life 
expectancy.

Contradictory

Gaddafi ’s revolution was a bour-
geois national revolution.

His “Third Universal Theory” is a 
strange mix of utopian socialism and 
Islam – of non-class anti-capitalism 
and virulent anti-Communism. 
Communist advocacy was suppressed 
and the role of trade unions margin-
alised in Libya.

In 1971, for example, he sent back 
to Sudan an aeroplane which was car-
rying Sudanese communist dissidents 
who were immediately executed by 
President Nimeiri.

Gaddafi  did oppose imperialism 
and colonialism and supported vari-
ous liberation movements throughout 
the world. However the interna-
tional anti-imperialist movement he 
claimed to be leading was in reality 
mainly composed of anti-communist 
ultra-left and fundamentalist Islamic 
groupings.

While vociferous in his anti-impe-
rialist rhetoric and antics –which drew 
sanctions from imperialist countries 
– he was objectively sowing divisions 
within anti-imperialist movements, 
as well as within the anti-Zionist 
national liberation movement of the 
Palestinian people.

Changes
Gaddafi  overthrew the monarchy, 

nationalised oil, opposed the imperial 
powers and brought about positive 
changes in Libya. Nevertheless, 40 
years later, he is a corrupt dicta-
tor who has suppressed opposition 
and opened his country to Western 
companies.

How can we explain this change?
One factor was the sharp fall in 

oil revenues during the 1980s. In 
1973, at the time of the Israeli-Arab 
war, the oil-producing countries 
decided to impose an embargo that 
caused the price of a barrel of oil 
to shoot up. This embargo brought 
about the fi rst great transfer of wealth 
from the North in the direction of 
the South.

But during the 1980s US 

President Reagan and the Saudis 
orchestrated an oil “counter-revo-
lution”. Saudi Arabia increased its 
production considerably and fl ooded 
the market, causing a massive drop 
in prices. The barrel went down from 
$35 to $8.

This happened only ten years 
after Gaddafi  came to power and the 
Libyan leader saw the only means he 
had to build anything disappear as the 
oil money dwindled.

A second major factor was the 
shift in the world balance of forces.

With the disappearance of the 
Soviet Union and other social-
ist countries, Libya lost its major 
source of political support and found 
itself isolated on the international 
scene.

The Reagan administration put 
Libya on its list of terrorist states and 
the country was subjected to a series 
of sanctions.

After the US “shock and awe” 
onslaught on Baghdad and its occupa-
tion and brutalisation of Iraq, Gaddafi  
tried to make an accommodation with 
imperialism with major economic 
and political concessions. In 2003 he 
dismantled Libya’s nuclear program 
and paid compensation to the victims 
of the Lockerbie bombing.

Gaddafi  accepted IMF demands 
for structural adjustment, privatising 
many state enterprises and cutting 
state subsidies to necessities like food 
and fuel. The neo-liberal reforms 
resulted in growing inequality, with 
social programs for the poor being 
cut, and the country’s oil wealth 
increasingly being given to foreign 
corporations.

The Libyan revolution had 
become a one-man project. 
Everything revolved around this 
charismatic leader with a contra-
dictory philosophy and policies. A 
gulf opened up between the leader 
and his people. Force and repres-
sion filled the void, corruption 
expanded and tribal differences 
crystallised. Today these divisions 
have come to the forefront in the 
Libyan crisis. 

Gaddafi  brought about positive changes in Libya. 

Hands off Libya

You are invited to 

Sydney Central Branch’s Film Night

Food Inc.

6pm Friday April 1
74 Buckingham St Surry Hills

For more info Tom 96998844

Made by fi lm director Robert Kenner and investigative authors Eric 
Schlosser (who wrote Fast Food Nation) and Michael Pollan (author 
of The Omnivore’s Dilemma), the fi lm reveals how a handful of US 
corporations control America’s food supply. Although the companies try 
to maintain the myth that food still comes from family farms, it is actually 
raised on massive factory farms and processed in mega industrial plants.

And just as capitalist corporations treat their workers like cattle, the way 
they treat their actual cattle – and pigs and chickens – is so casually 
inhumane that it is a salutatory reminder that where profi t rules, humanity 
has no place.

By contrast, the fi lm also shows farmers who refuse to tow the company 
line, who battle to farm humanely and safely, who value the quality of 
their produce and the integrity of their calling. They are a refreshing sign 
of hope in sea of casual horror.

Australia is heading down the same agricultural route as the USA. 
This is a fi lm everyone should see before it is too late.


