
The Guardian
The Workers’ Weekly

March 30
2011

$1.50

# 1495

COMMUNIST PARTY OF AUSTRALIA ISSN 1325-295X

3page

NSW Elections

6page

Russian Socialism
Successes & failures

8page

Belarus retaliates
 to EU bans

12page
Libya: War 

masquerading as 
“humanitarian 

intervention”

Asylum Seekers

Time to end 
off-shore processing
Peter Mac

The Gillard government’s policies of man-
datory detention of asylum seekers, and of 
processing their applications for asylum off-
shore, are failing spectacularly. Immigration 
Minister Chris Bowen has admitted that 
at the time of the recent Christmas Island 
riots the detention centre there was holding 
2,154 people. This was massively in excess 
of the original number it was designed to 
accommodate, i.e. 400 persons under normal 
conditions, with a maximum of 800.

The riots have revealed the overcrowding 
and appalling conditions under which asylum 
seekers were accommodated. According to 
journalist David Marr:

“…men with nothing to do but wait were 
sleeping in classrooms, in visiting areas and in 
big air-conditioned tents pitched in low security 
… compounds. Though the government had 
been warned repeatedly that tents could only 
be a temporary solution and would exacerbate 
tensions in the centre, hundreds of men had 
been living in them cheek by jowl for a year. 
They stank”.

The fi nal feather came in the form of an 
order by the centre’s new manager, whose back-
ground was in prison management, to isolate 
each section of the camp by shutting the doors 
between them. The ensuing riots were eventually 
crushed by the use of “beanbag” bullets and tear 
gas by Australian Federal Police.

The use of Christmas Island as a detention 
centre (the “Indian Ocean solution”) is now as 
thoroughly discredited as the former Howard 
government’s policy of detaining asylum seekers 
in appalling conditions on Nauru, the infamous 
“Pacifi c solution”.

A diplomatic embarrassment
The failure of off-shore detention has been 

demonstrated by the government’s decision 
immediately after the riots to begin fl ying 
detainees out of the Island. Nevertheless, the 
government still clings to the policy.

Prime Minister Julia Gillard has consistently 
described use of Christmas Island as a temporary 
measure, and from the moment she took offi ce as 
Prime Minister, (and “took” is the right word), 
she has favoured the establishment of a process-
ing centre for asylum seekers in East Timor.

However, unlike Nauru, East Timor is a 
signatory to the UN Convention on Refugees, 
and is certain to again reject Gillard’s request 

during the Bali Process conference this week. 
East Timor’s Foreign Minister Zacarias de 
Costa, who is not without a sense of humour, 
commented: “Without convincing the region 
of the benefi ts … (of the) centre … it’s very 
diffi cult for the idea to move forward.”

In fact, the idea of accepting the presence of 
Australia’s detention centres has been rejected 
by every nation attending the Bali confer-
ence. Gillard’s dogged pursuit of the issue has 
become a diplomatic embarrassment, as well 
as an implicit insult to the governments of the 
relevant countries.

The only other country likely to welcome 
a processing centre is Nauru, which derived 
considerable fi nancial benefi t from the deten-
tion of asylum seekers during the era of the 
Howard regime.

After the Christmas Island riots, and in 
light of Mr De Costa’s statement, opposition 
immigration spokesman Scott Morrison declared 
that the Prime Minister “should end this farce 
and pick up the phone to Nauru”.

Federal opposition leader Tony Abbott 
continues to claim that the Liberal-National 
coalition would “stop the boats”. Recently the 
Liberals have been careful to avoid denigrat-
ing asylum seekers directly, especially since 
Morrison’s appallingly callous suggestion that 
relatives of the victims of those killed in the 
Christmas Island shipwreck should not have 
been fl own to Sydney for the funerals, because 
of the cost.

However, the coalition has tried to justify a 

return to the “Pacifi c solution” policy as a means 
of deterring asylum seekers from seeking asylum 
here, and hence of thwarting people smugglers 
– and Abbott couldn’t resist describing asylum 
seekers with a sneer as “the customers of the 
people smugglers”.

The right way to go
The government has begun transferring 

asylum seekers from Christmas Island to the 
mainland, and has declared that for the time 
being no more of them will be detained on the 
island unless they arrive there without having 
been intercepted at sea.

A return to the “Pacifi c solution” would be 
manifestly unjust and politically unbearable 
for the government. On the other hand it has 
virtually no hope of gaining acceptance for a 
new centre in East Timor, or anywhere else.

Moreover, off-shore detention increases the 
delay in processing applications for asylum, 
which in turn increases the risk of riots, as 
detainees swelter, maddened and cramped up 
for indefi nite and seemingly endless periods, in 
aimless inactivity.

The “bleeding obvious” choice for the 
government is to abandon off-shore processing 
altogether. Abandoning mandatory detention 
would also help to minimise the number of 
detainees, by reducing their period of confi ne-
ment. Moreover, it would avoid the necessity 
to construct new mainland facilities, such as 
the proposed new 1,500-bed Wickham Point 
detention centre outside Darwin.

At the moment one of the major contribu-
tors to delays in releasing asylum seekers is the 
requirement for them to await security clearance 
from ASIO. However, security clearance was 
previously based on intelligence information 
gained by immigration authorities themselves, 
and this information has tended to correspond 
to that of ASIO in 99 percent of cases.

Refugee advocates have therefore called 
for adoption of a risk management strategy 
under which asylum seekers would be granted 
special visas and released on the recom-
mendation of immigration authorities, rather 
than having to await completion of an ASIO 
investigation.

It remains to be seen whether the Gillard 
government can muster up suffi cient politi-
cal courage to adopt this strategy. However, 
it should bear in mind the suggestion from 
ABC TV commentator Kerry O’Brien that 
last Saturday’s massive defeat of the NSW 
government was due in part to Labor’s move 
to the right, as a result of which people could 
no longer distinguish ALP policies from those 
of the Liberal Party.

Some 150 detainees are likely to be charged 
over the riots. Who is to be charged over the 
appalling conditions that led them to rebel? The 
government should abandon off-shore detention 
and mandatory detention, two of the most odi-
ous Howard era policies. The government has 
retained them with little modifi cation – and as 
the Christmas Island experience has shown, 
with disastrous results. 
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PRESS FUND
The Queensland Liberal-National Party has declared that Brisbane 
mayor Campbell Newman will be their new leader. But wait! 
Doesn’t he have to get elected to parliament first? The Libs seem 
to think that because he’s their favourite the people of Queensland 
will just tug their forelocks and obey his every word. What a 
presumption! They should know that you can’t take the support 
of the people for granted. That applies to the Press Fund, too. We 
depend on your contributions to the Fund, which helps us to meet 
the costs of producing The Guardian. And on that note, we ask that 
you send us something for the next issue, because we really need 
your help. Many thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:
Brian McGee $20, Steven Katsineris $10, Allan Maarbani $12, Elias 
Obeid $30.55, “Round Figure” $13.45
This week’s total: $86 Progressive total: $1,386 

Monopolies, the market and us
Since January the supermarket monopoly – Coles and 

Woolworths – have been escalating the war with one another, at-
tracting customers to their aisles with sharply discounted bread, 
cereal, butter, milk and other lines. The resulting cost to the producer 
during the farm gate exchange with monopoly processors has been 
ruinous in a growing number of cases [see page 3 of The Guardian 
of March 16]. A Senate inquiry has been established into these 
pricing practices and the Australian Competition and Consumer 
Commission has been urged to show some interest in the issue. The 
ACCC previously investigated Coles’ and Woolworths’ dominance 
of the grocery trade and claimed there was nothing wrong with it!

Consumers know that savings on the cheap eggs, butter, tuna, 
etc are likely to be swallowed up by the crafty manipulation of 
other grocery prices. They are on their guard. Belts are tightening 
all over the country and while shoppers might feel sympathy with 
the plight of egg producers, for example, people need to pay the 
bills and put food on the table this week.

The manipulation of consumers and the bankrupting of family 
farmers would probably have dropped out of the news until a line 
in the sand was crossed. The monopoly profi ts of brewing giant 
Fosters came under threat. Coles started discounting their wines 
and VB beer was offered at $32 a slab. Suddenly, the concept of a 
“loss leader” item to entice shoppers into the store became a moral 
issue. Such pricing is “deceptive” and Fosters has threatened to 
cut supply to the Coles chain in response to this threat to its usual, 
profi t-gouging retail price.

Please, Fosters, spare us the lecture. The only way we will be free 
of this sort of manipulation and to ensure a just return to producers 
is to get rid of the “free enterprise” system once and for all.

Abbott happens
As the old saying goes, “You can judge a man by the company 

he keeps”. 
An anti-carbon tax rally took place last week at Parliament 

House in Canberra. Nothing unusual about that: Canberra attracts 
all sorts of protests and that’s how it should be.

The fl avour of this particular rally was pretty malodorous, 
though. League of Rights, One Nation and other right-wingers 
seemed to be keener to attack and insult the PM than object to 
the carbon tax and deny the climate change, which is their line on 
climate change.

Few placards were about carbon – many were personal insults 
of the lowest kind – vicious, sex-specifi c and plain vulgar.

“Ditch the bitch” and “JuLiar … Bob Browns bitch” (apostrophe 
trouble, as usual) were complemented by “No multiculturalism. 
Assimilate and integrate”, “Illegals Stay, Ozzies Pay”.

None of the banners were clever, funny or humorous. Somebody 
wondered whether the placards had got here from the United States 
– with “Mom” and “ass” on them. 

There was a certain whiff of the Tea Party movement about 
the gathering, a sort of Australian Billy Tea Party feel. It would 
have ended without much fuss but for the star appearance of Tony 
Abbott who addressed the crowd and received a great reception from 
people who equated the United Nations with global domination and 
genocide. There he was, the leader of the Opposition, a professional 
politician who found it acceptable to share the platform and the 
views of this far-right get-together.

In a day or two nobody will remember the rally – but the image 
of Tony Abbott framed by sexist and insulting placards will be 
remembered for a very long time.

Later in the week Abbott was on ABC’s 7.30 Report program. 
He was asked whether he felt he should apologise to Julia Gillard 
for his appearance at the rally and the way it was conducted.

He said he saw no reason to do that. Evidently good manners and 
proper behaviour are not in the job description. Let us not forget 
that our politicians are supposed to be public servants. Insulting 
each other in the Parliament is standard behaviour but the low, 
vicious politics that Abbott endorsed at the rally is a pointer to the 
extent to which he and the “Opposition” have moved even further 
to the right.

CPA statement on 
Israel boycotts
This meeting of the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party of Australia, held on March 12 
- 13, 2011, reaffi rms the CPA’s commitment to the 
Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions (BDS) campaign 
against Israel.

Our Party will actively back the BDS campaign and 
work to win support for it by other organisations because 
we believe it can be a valuable tool in the fi ght to win the 
legitimate rights of the Palestinian people.

We cannot tolerate the brutality, illegality and racism 
of the Zionist government of Israel. We believe ways 
must be found to pressure Israel to lift the siege of Gaza, 
implement the right of Palestinian refugees to their homes, 
to recognise East Jerusalem as the capital of a Palestinian 
state, to restore the 1967 borders, and to dismantle the 
Wall and the illegal settlements.

The BDS is one form of putting political and economic 
pressure on the Zionist regime in Israel.

We call on all our Party organisations to fi nd ways to 
become involved in the BDS campaign at a local level. 
This is not a one-off campaign but a call for on-going 

activities that Party organisations can undertake over 
time, either as a CPA Branch or in co-operation with other 
organisations by any of the following actions:
• Target your local Council with the aim of getting 

them to adopt a BDS resolution (as Marrickville 
Council in Sydney has done).

• Organise small boycott activities as regularly as 
possible at appropriate local sites (eg Motorola, 
Seacrest cosmetics, Max Bremmer chocolates, etc) 
and/or support BDS activities in your local area.

• Remember that April 30 is a global BDS day.
• Raise the issue of endorsing the BDS campaign in 

other organisations where you work and/or have 
contacts (eg unions [21 have already signed up], 
student, environmental, etc)

• Contact and build good relations with Palestinian 
support groups if they exist in your local area.

In all these activities, comrades can contact 
the CPA International Department at 
international@cpa.org.au for assistance with 
resources and go to www.bdsmovement.net 

Leonard Weinglass
The Communist Party of Australia 
wishes to express its sadness at the 
passing of the great US defence 
lawyer, Leonard Weinglass. To 
the very end of his life, this brave 
attorney was working to defend the 
victims of injustice in his country 
from further persecution within 
the legal system.

His fi nal mighty efforts were 
devoted to the cause of freedom for 
the Cuban Five anti-terrorists now 
held in US penitentiaries. Over the 

decades he took up the cause of 
many prominent fi gures that the US 
establishment wished to see crushed, 
including Angela Davis, Pentagon 
Papers defendant Daniel Ellsberg, 
the Black Panthers’ Bobby Seale and 
Mumia Abu-Jamal.

His perseverance, vision and 
astounding eloquence were weapons 
for the defence of the oppressed. He 
will be sadly missed but we note 
the words of one of the Cuban Five, 
Antonio Guerrero, who said in his 

homage: “Weinglass was a friend 
who always led me to think of Marti’s 
words when he said: ‘…Death is not 
true when the work of life has been 
properly done...’ and ‘Even dead, 
some men still give light at sunrise’.”

Bob Briton
Secretary

International Department
Communist Party of Australia

international@cpa.org.au

Sydney

End the foreign military intervention in Libya

No US-NATO war on Libya

Ceasefi re now

No blood for oil

Support the people 
power movements 
in the Middle East

12 noon – 1pm

Sunday April 3

cnr Martin Place & 
Castlereagh Street

(outside US Consulate)

We condemn Prime Minister Julia Gillard for supporting the bombing of 
Libya by US and NATO warplanes. Like in Afghanistan and Iraq, the UN 
Security Council resolution authorising Western intervention in Libya is be-
ing dressed up as “a humanitarian intervention”. It is nothing of the sort.

Australian government’s involvement in Libya should be diplomacy, 
negotiations, and international pressure, not war. Bringing cruise missiles 
to the “rescue”? No way! “Bombs and missiles are not instruments of 
peace and democracy.

The UN resolution says force may only be used to protect Libyan civilians, 
but top US, British and French officials have stated repeatedly that 
“Gaddafi must go” and that he has “lost legitimacy to rule”. They clearly 
want regime change.

If the US and NATO want to protect civilians they should not have armed 
Gaddafi and they should now support a ceasefire so the Libyan people can 
decide their own destiny.

These self-proclaimed champions of civilians have moved quickly to 
interfere in Libya but they have shown no compassion for the people of 
Bahrain, Yemen. Iraq, Saudi Arabia and Palestine.

For the last few months, the US has been sidelined by the powerful 
democracy movements sweeping aside the dictators in Tunisia and Egypt.

We are calling this protest to demand an end to West’s bombing of Libya. 
This is not even the “no-fly zone” that was talked about. This is an all out 
military attack on Libya.

As the invasions of Iraq and Afghanistan show, democracy will not be 
imposed from the outside.

Endorsed by:  Communist Party of Australia
Socialist Alliance
Maritime Union of Australia
Stop the War Coalition
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Anna Pha

The Australian Labor Party was 
swept out of offi ce as NSW MPs 
in “safe Labor” seats fell like pins 
in a bowling ally in state elections 
held on March 26. The electorate 
was merciless, with unprecedented 
swings of more than 30 percent 
to the Coalition parties in several 
predominantly working class elec-
torates. Traditional Labor voters 
showed their anger with a govern-
ment that was completely out of 
touch with the community. The 
result was a resounding rejection 
of neo-liberal policies, its corporate 
welfare, corruption and failure to 
meet people’s needs.

With a few seats still in doubt, 
Labor will be lucky to be left with 20 
of the 93 seats in the Lower House. 
Before the elections it held 50 seats. 
The people of NSW now face years 
of an even more right-wing Liberal/
National Party government under the 
leadership of Barry O’Farrell. The 
average statewide swing against Labor 
was 17 percent.

For the fi rst time ever, thousands 
of workers broke with long-standing 
generational traditions of voting 
Labor. For decades, Labor had taken 
their vote for granted – assuming they 
had nowhere else to go. Election cam-
paigns were fought over the “swing-
ing” and more “middle class” vote. 
Labor’s heartland is sick of being 
taken for granted. Some of the elector-
ates that swung wildly to the Liberals 
have also undergone a signifi cant 
transformation in their make-up, with 
large immigrant intakes who have no 
family tradition of voting Labor.

At the time of going to press, 
Greens Jamie Parker remains in 
contention for their fi rst NSW Lower 
House seat in Balmain in a tight 
tussle with Labor’s Verity Firth. The 
result will depend on postal votes. 
In Marrickville, Labor’s Carmel 
Tebbutt looks set to scrape through 
on preferences, with 40 percent of 
primary votes against Greens Fiona 
Byrne on 35 percent. But again, this 
also depends on how the postal votes 
pan out.

The swing in predominantly 
working class electorates went mainly 
in the direction of the Liberal and 
National Parties and to the Greens 
in the more “middle class” seats. 
Labor’s “heartland” in the western 
suburbs of Sydney, in the Illawarra, 
the Hunter and Bathurst (37 per-
cent swing against Labor) saw the 
Coalition parties pick up seats they 
had never expected to win, not even 
in their wildest dreams.

In some seats Labor’s vote fell 
below 10 percent. The Coalition’s 
front bench could well outnumber 
Labor MPs in the Lower House. The 
National Party won more seats than 
Labor.

Counting for the Legislative 
Council (Upper House) is not as 
advanced. The Greens look set to win 
two seats and are in battle for another 
with the extreme Right – Pauline 
Hanson, the Shooters and Fishing 
Party and Fred Nile’s Christian 
Democrats.

The Greens presented themselves 
as a grass roots party, with a progres-
sive program promising to work for 
the community, not big business. They 
offered a plan for a clean economy 
and green jobs. They opposed pri-
vatisation and supported genuine 
improvements in the public sector.

The number of Independents in 
the Lower House was reduced from 
six to two – in part a reaction to how 
their role is being seen in the federal 
sphere.

The Greens decided not to allo-
cate preferences. Their how-to-vote 
tickets called for a “No. 1” vote for 
their party. Under NSW electoral 
laws it is not compulsory to allocate 
preferences. Preferences are extremely 
important in seats where no candidate 
has an outright majority or in the 
Upper House in fi lling a quota. The 
non-allocation of preferences takes the 
system closer to a “fi rst-past-the-post” 
one. In these particular elections, non-
allocation of preferences may have 
played into the hands of the extreme 
Right in the Upper House.

This massive rejection of Labor 
was not the usual swing of the pen-
dulum under the two-party system. 

It refl ects the parlous state of the 
two-party system, which is coming 
under pressure from the millions of 
Australians who whose lives have 
been affected by neo-liberalism.

Bankruptcy of 
social democracy

Labor’s parliamentary leadership 
had run rough-shod over the party’s 
internal mechanisms, treating its own 
membership with contempt. Not sur-
prisingly its membership ranks have 
been sorely depleted in recent years.

Right-wing Labor was plagued by 
scandals and dirty deals with its devel-
oper mates, the mining, construction, 
tobacco and gaming industries, and 
others in the corporate sector. It 
was beyond the law, legislating for 
itself dictatorial powers to approve 
developments contrary to community 
wishes and in breach of planing laws 
and health and safety requirements.

This included the stench of 
corruption around the Barangaroo 
development, the plans for the 
Tigers League Club site, the second 
Iron Cove Bridge, the city tunnel 
debacle, the proroguing of parliament 
to avoid debate on its privatisation 

of electricity distribution, etc. The 
electorate out west had not forgotten 
the broken promises for rail links, for 
reductions in public hospital waiting 
lists and more.

In desperate straits to save a 
demoralised and politically bankrupt 
party from demise, Kristina Keneally 
had been put into the leadership 
position just 15 months before the 
election. She kept a brave face to the 
end, but each attempt to buy back an 
electorate seemed to backfi re more 
than the previous one. In her speech 
conceding defeat on election night 
she pleaded for unity in the ALP, and 
spoke about the next stage of “restora-
tion and renewal” of the ALP. The fi rst 
stage was her leadership and attempt 
at damage control.

Loss of faith in Labor did not 
happen overnight. The process was set 
in train decades ago, when Catholic 
Action (Groupers) and other right-
wing forces gained tight control of the 
NSW Labor machine. Bit by bit they 
ditched long-held policies and values 
of social democratic parties, replac-
ing them with neo-liberalism. Tightly 
in the grip of a group of right-wing 
gangsters hell bent on privatisation 
and in the pockets of developers, 
the mining, construction, tobacco 
and gaming industries, Labor had 
lost much of its grass roots support. 
Members had left in droves.

The extent to which Labor is able 
to recover from this thrashing remains 
to be seen. Talk of “renewal” is not 
about returning to social democracy’s 
great days as a party of social reform. 
It is about a new set of clothing to try 
and fool the electorate.

Keneally said, “The people did 
not leave us – we left them”. But 
returning to the people requires more 
than rhetoric, more than the smoke 
and mirrors. It requires abandonment 
of the pro-big business policies of 
neo-liberalism which Labor has no 
intention of doing.

Grim future
O’Farrell waged a slick campaign 

playing on the wishes of the elector-
ate under the slogan, “Time for Real 
Change for NSW” after 16 years of 
Labor – a fl ashback to the Whitlam 
Labor campaign in the 1970s. In fact, 
O’Farrell adopted a great deal of 
Labor’s rhetoric, including the claim 
“We’ll govern for all.”

Rightly confident of victory, 
O’Farrell’s campaign was short on 
policy detail. His fine-sounding 
statements on education, health, the 
economy, small business and other 
areas gave away very little. Reading 
between the lines, O’Farrell did 
indicate massive cuts in public sector 
employment and the privatisation of 
ferry services.

The Liberal Party’s policy web-
page avoided direct reference to 
industrial relations policy. Why signal 
an all-out attack on wages, working 
conditions and occupational health 
and safety, when you can walk it in 
without saying anything!

The Liberals have already 
indicated that they will carry out a 
complete audit of the NSW govern-
ment’s fi nancial position. No prizes 
for revealing that the state will be 
found to be facing bankruptcy and 
that drastic measures will be required 
to fi x it. “We simply cannot live 
beyond our means,” the Party’s 
webpage says.

It will launch an all-out offensive 
against the wages and working condi-
tions of public sector employees. It 
will not fi x public hospitals, public 
education or public housing, instead 
placing increasing reliance on the 
private sector, the so-called “markets” 
and more disastrous public-private 
partnerships.

The Liberal/National govern-
ment will continue down the same 
neo-liberal path, with the fi ndings of 
its audit used as the excuse. It will 
privatise ferry services, the electricity 
generators, and much more. It will 
sack thousands of public servants 
and take other cost-cutting measures.

On election night O’Farrell said 
“It won’t be easy”. It certainly won’t 
be easy for the working class who 
were looking for real, progressive 
changes in their interests.

Come the next elections, where 
will voters turn? It will not be back 
to Labor. The extreme Right are 
lining themselves up in readiness. 
The Greens alone will not be able 
to provide a viable alternative that 
can form government. It is up to 
the left and progressive movements 
to seriously set about building 
unity around common issues. This 
includes the Greens, trade unions, 
the Communist Party of Australia 
and other left parties. 

Kristina Keneally had been put into the leadership position just 15 months before the election.

NSW Elections

Bankrupt policies see 
Labor wiped out

Pete’s Corner
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WA

Rally to end privatisation of 
prisons services
Richard Titelius

Since January 2008, when 
Aboriginal Elder Mr Ward died 
in custody from heat stroke in a 
van contracted out to the com-
pany G4S, Mr Ward’s family and 
supporters have been attempting 
to secure justice for him so that 
needless deaths in custody like his 
do not happen again.

While a measure of justice has 
occurred since then with the Coronial 
Inquest into the death returning fi nd-
ings that the actions of individual van 
drivers, G4S and the Department of 
Corrective Services were on balance 
responsible for the death and that 
the Ward family received an ex-
gratia payment as compensation for 
the death, the Department of Public 
Prosecutions decided against launch-
ing a criminal prosecution.

Instead a Worksafe prosecution 
has been launched against G4S for 
failing to ensure the safety and health 
of Mr Ward, resulting in his death.

This year the contract for the 
transport of prisoners in custody 
comes up for renewal and the two 
principle companies who are put-
ting in bids for the contract are the 
disgraced G4S and SERCO who are 
synonymous with privatisation not 
only in Western Australia but around 
the world.

With such a choice being put to 
WA citizens, the Deaths in Custody 
Watch Committee called for a 
rally attended by about 50 people at 
Parliament House to protest the ongo-
ing push for privatisation of prison 
transport, prisons in general and other 
related prisoner services.

Though there were not many 
members of the public who were able 
to attend another lunchtime protest, 
the rally was well attended by trade 
union offi cials and politicians who 
are well aware of the consequences of 
the continued privatisation of prison 
services.

The fi rst to speak was Prison 
Offi cers Union secretary John Welch 

who said that his union was against 
the privatisation of prisons as there 
was a lack of accountability of the 
provision of the service and a private 
company was predominantly interest-
ed in returning a profi t to shareholders 
which would lead to cost cutting, a 
lack of training and lack of value for 
money to the WA taxpayer. 

He added that the two worst 
failings of the WA prison transport 
system involved directly the actions 
of privately run prison transport 
services, the 2004 Supreme Court 
mass prisoner breakout and the 2008 
death in transport from Laverton to 
Kalgoorlie of Mr Ward.

Welch said it was time to return 
custodial transport services back to 
public hands where there was suffi -
cient scrutiny of the services provided, 
staff received appropriate training and 
prisoners were safely transported and 
appropriately cared for.

The next speaker was John 
McManus from the Miscarriage 
of Justice Organisation (MOJO) 
from England, an organisation 
which includes Paddy Hill of the 
Birmingham 6, a group of people 
who were wrongly imprisoned for a 
number of years on trumped up ter-
rorism charges.

McManus said that like Australia, 
Britain was imprisoning increasing 
numbers of people and privatising 
prisons as a perceived way of doing 
this more cheaply.

Information obtained under 
Freedom of Information by the 
Independent newspaper in June 2009 
confi rms the appalling conditions 
under which many prisoners are kept 
in England; many prisons are run by 
SERCO and G4S.

“Separate fi gures show that nearly 
twice as many prisoner complaints 
are upheld in private prisons as there 
are in state-run institutions.” said the 
Independent article.

McManus added that most of 
the people in prison in the UK were 
there on drug related charges – and 
often imprisonment is not the most 

effective way to deal with drug related 
offences.

Two prisons, Blackenhurst and 
Buckley Hall which were previously 
run by a private contractor, are now 
publicly run.

Prisoner accommodation and 
prisoner transport were not the only 
services being considered for priva-
tisation, according to Community 
and Public Sector Union/Civil 
Service Association secretary Toni 
Walkington, who said the government 
had introduced a bill into parliament 
which sought to privatise some parts 
of community corrections and parole 
supervision, which Ms Walkington 
said it was sought to have carried 
out more cheaply by the charity 
sector. This would lead to a lack of 
accountability and a decline in service 
standards as the government sought 
to cut costs and made the effective 
rehabilitation of offenders a second-
ary objective.

The fi nal speaker was Pastor 

Geoffrey Stokes from Kalgoorlie 
who spoke about the most recent 
Aboriginal death in custody, this time 
with the police. The death is also the 
subject of a coronial inquest.

The person, Mr Phillips, a 51 
year old man who is also a relative 
of Mr Stokes, was well known to the 
police and had mental and physical 
conditions including having only one 
hand. According to his lawyer he 
should not have been imprisoned for 
the disorderly offences for which he 
was charged. Mr Stokes said that the 

death of Mr Phillips was preventable 
and highlighted that in Kalgoorlie 
Aboriginal people were often over 
policed.

The death has led to calls for a 
public rally in Kalgoorlie for Friday 
April 8.

The rally concluded with the 
presentation of a petition to the WA 
parliament demanding that the gov-
ernment terminate the G4S contract 
and return custodial transport to the 
public service to make it accountable 
to the WA people and parliament. 

Labour Struggle

The AMWU (Australian Manu-
facturing Workers’ Union) has 
launched a national television 
and online campaign to put 
manufacturing back on the Gillard 
government’s agenda. The union is 
angry that the government dumped 
its Green Car Innovation Fund 
and is very concerned about the 
future of key industry research 
and development programs.

A new poll commissioned 
by the AMWU also revealed 
that communities in Labor heart-
land seats in Victoria and South 
Australia are concerned about the 
future of Australian manufacturing.

AMWU national secretary, 
Dave Oliver, said the union would 
be campaigning in these key 
manufacturing areas to encourage 
government investment in jobs and 
local industries.

“The clear feedback from 
people in these electorates is that 
more must be done to promote 
and develop Australia’s manufac-
turing industry,” said Mr Oliver.

Some of the key fi ndings 
included:
• 96% support a strong and 

vibrant manufacturing industry 
in Australia

• 94% agreed it was important 
for the government to support 
for local manufacturing 
industries

• 88% were concerned about cuts 
to research and development in 
innovation and training

• 77% were concerned about cuts 
to renewable energy programs 
like solar.

“We’re encouraging all 
Australians to go online and tell 
their local MPs that jobs in their 

communities matter, at www.
makingourfuture.com.au

“There are over 1 million 
people employed in Australian 
manufacturing. This is a vital 
growth industry and jobs in new 
technology areas are important to 
make sure Australia has a diverse 
economic base.”

Speaking at the campaign 
launch in Adelaide, AMWU 
SA secretary John Camillo said 
that the campaign had already 
received positive feedback.

“The messages really reso-
nate with members here. They’ve 
seen the loss of too many impor-
tant industries and workplaces. 
They know jobs and skills need 
government investment, the 
Holden Cruze being a great 
example.” 

Campaign targets government 
to keep jobs promises

Western Australia
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David Matters*

It the conclusion of the previous 
chapter of this occasional series 
(The Guardian, July 28, 2010) 
the Rail, Tram and Bus Union in 
Brisbane had brought a halt in the 
late 1990s to the contracting out 
of services and the privatisation 
of the service had been put off. 
The agreement had very many 
negative features but the most 
positive was the commitment to no 
contracting out of existing services. 
This part of the agreement ended 
the subcontracting of services and 
actually set the stage for future 
gains of services under Brisbane 
Council ownership.

The negative features caused 
some demoralisation of the union and 
the atmosphere of solidarity received 
a blow with negative behaviour such 
as an increase in dobbing to the boss: 
some members took up the opportu-
nity to cash in superannuation and 
went to casual employment.

The struggle to regain the lost 
ground began with the fi rst being the 
right to swap work with other workers 
and some gains on annual leave and 
long service leave.

Attempts were made to reverse 
some of the losses through a replace-
ment agreement which shortened 
the working day and provided some 
relief for workers from the setbacks. 
The agreement, though, contained 
some negative features on sick leave 

which the Council had deemed “out of 
control” and had been in the process 
of threatening up to 30 long-term and 
chronic absentees. During this period 
the union was under attack constantly 
and in the Arbitration Commission so 
much that the secretary of the Bus 
Division was called from one com-
mission hearing to another.

The union had reduced the offi -
cials in the Bus Division offi ce from 
two in the year 2000 – an organiser 
and a secretary – down to only the 
secretary. This severely stretched 
offi cial was subjected to having to 
defend the union from continuous 
attack without much support from 
industrial offi cers or other resources. 
It was no wonder that mental exhaus-
tion occurred and that that offi cer 
was replaced with three offi cials 
for the two months that he was off 
from work.

The campaign had been run 
to bring the Bus Division down to 
one offi cial and the Bus Division 
had buckled under the campaign. 
The union was under attack at the 
same time as the reduction in staff-
ing. Despite this the Bus Division 
maintained its high membership 
and continued to register enterprise 
agreements.

A struggle to restore unity in the 
union was needed to amalgamate 
across its different divisions and 
within the ranks of the Bus Division.

The fi rst action that restored 
some solidarity was a snap strike 

over the dismissal of a worker on 
workers’ compensation. The com-
pensation laws had been changed 
to provide that workers could not 
be dismissed until after six months 
from an injury and reinstated up to 
12 months from the original injury. In 
most strong workplaces the practice 
of dismissing workers on compensa-
tion was not common, even though 
the law was not defi nite about the 
right to dismiss.

But with this change, employ-
ers now had a defi nite time frame 
for dismissal and the Brisbane City 
Council determined that they would 
show us what they could do. They 
chose a worker to make an example 
of, Graham McKean. They dismissed 
Graham for no other reason than they 
could, even though Graham was 
performing a useful task of provid-
ing information at the Garden City 
interchange.

The union was determined from 
the membership to the offi cials to 
defend this member and restore the 
dignity that the council had robbed 
from him. The dispute did much to 
increase the unity of the amalgamated 
union as the new secretary Owen 
Doogan played a positive role in the 
dispute. The workers stopped in all 
depots.

At the beginning of this dispute 
in 2001 the sympathy of the public 
was with the Council and the Lord 
Mayor felt emboldened to label the 
union as a “terrorist” organisation, 

this being only months after 9/11 
in the USA.

This only lasted until the Lord 
Mayor’s fi rst interview with the ABC 
radio and his reply to the journalist 
who quizzed him on his refusal to 
negotiate with the union: “Who do 
you think you are, Bob Hawke?”

After this the publicity and public 
opinion started to swing the way of 
the union. We were ordered back to 
work and a hard decision was taken 
to actually follow the order. This was 
of concern as the dispute was not yet 
won, but the return was conditional 
on the stoppage starting again if no 
progress was being made.

Graham McKean proved to be a 
great fi ghter but in the end the dispute 
was resolved with an agreement for 
some money and a retirement with 
dignity for Graham. Unfortunately 
whilst the union gained much unity 
out of the dispute the law remained 
on the books but after another tussle 
was amended to allow dismissal after 
12 months.

For the union this was a turning 
point and enabled it to regather some 
strength.

* David has been secretary of the 
Bus Union in Brisbane for over 20 
years. 

The struggle for 
Brisbane’s public transport (Part 6)

Uninsured patients are being frightened into going private by 
their surgeons. The suggestion of a potential harm or inad-
equate outcome if a procedure is performed if the patient 
remains “public” is a powerful incentive for uninsured people to 
pay for their operations and the use of a hospital bed. Private 
insurers pick up the bulk of the cost for those with private cov-
er while uninsured patients must pay everything if they choose 
to bypass the public system. “Many patients in the public hos-
pital system are successfully convinced to become self-pay 
patients… the abuse of the self-pay system is widespread 
in the NSW public hospital system”, said Urological surgeon 
and Associate Professor at Sydney University Henry Woo.

Australia’s $4.5 billion aid program is beset by fraud worth mil-
lions of dollars, according to documents revealed under the 
Freedom of Information Act. Corrupt offi cials and overseas aid 
agencies are misusing the money, with AusAid investigating 175 
cases in 27 countries. In the case of East Timor, however, AusAID 
reversed its decision to cut aid after President Jose Ramos-Horta 
threatened to tell the then Prime Minister Kevin Rudd that the 
“vast majority” of Australian aid was spent on consultants, study 
missions and recommendations. The AusAID-funded project in 
East Timor began in 2007. It has been developing a business 
database with a view of matching overseas donors with local 
businesses thus encouraging local employment and business.

West Australia’s environmental watchdog has rejected a 
proposed coalmine 15 kilometres from the WA’s Margaret 
River wine region. The proposed mine was vehement-
ly opposed by many residents despite the state’s long 
history of mining. NSW-based LD Operations wanted to 
mine coal on behalf of US billionaire Hans Mende in a pad-
dock 15 kilometres from the town of Margaret River, close 
to commercial vineyards. Residents opposed the under-
ground mine primarily because of concerns that ground water 
would be contaminated and the region’s reputation dented.

Trade unions are desperately trying to avoid cuts in the May 
budget to industry research and assistance programs. The 
Australian Manufacturing Workers Union launched a nation-
al television advertising campaign which is backed by 
industry groups. The government recently announced that 
it would cut more than $800 million from car industry assis-
tance programs to pay for infrastructure rebuilding after the 
Queensland fl oods and help return a budget surplus in 2012-13.

The battle continues to stop Muckaty nuclear dump. The Howard 
government fi rst nominated Muckaty in September 2007 as one 
of four possible sites for a nuclear waste dump. There was a dis-
agreement among traditional owners on the wisdom of having a 
nuclear dump there. In the latest development Ngapa traditional 
owners started a legal action in the Federal Court in order to stop 
the government’s plan to dump nuclear waste in Muckaty. That 
action began in February and will return to court in early August.

Australia

Rail, Tram and Bus Union showing its strength in the 2007 May Day march in Brisbane.
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Marion Harper

An address delivered at 
the Melbourne Unitarian Church

Why do I want to talk to you today about 
the fi rst country in the world to become 
socialist? I am a Unitarian and my decades 
of experience in this church, particularly 
under the leadership of Reverend Victor 
James and Honourable Secretary Joyce 
Clayton, have taught me one very special 
lesson and that is if we are to “seek the 
truth” we have to determine which of the 
many so-called “truths” are genuine.

As a child growing up in wartime Britain, 
Uncle Joe Stalin I was told, was a hero and the 
saviour of the non-fascist world. When I grew 
up I was told Joe Stalin was no longer my uncle 
but the world’s worst mass murderer. How do I 
fi nd the truth? Well, as Victor James once said, 
you fi nd the truth in experience and you fi nd 
it by relying on those you feel you can trust, 
and this is what I have aimed to accomplish 
in this address. I furthermore hope to follow 
this address with one on why the revolution in 
Russia failed. 

In order to make sense of that revolution 
we need to compare it with our own system of 
capitalism. It is generally agreed that capital-
ism had spread by the 17th century. So it has 
existed for some 400 years during which time 
it has created massive and unheard of wealth 
for the capitalist class and its hangers-on, but it 
has consistently failed to provide for the basic 
needs of those who have created the wealth.

It has had four centuries to demonstrate 
what can be achieved by a society that has 
created wealth of gigantean proportions. In all 
that time, rather than the wealth being used to 
benefi t society for the vast majority, there has 
been poverty, despair, degradation and massive 
exploitation. Capitalism has produced child and 
slave labour, abusive practices, denied voting 
rights for working people, constant wars and 
summary injustice at the hands of the wealthy. 
The human wreckage has been appalling: 
hundreds of thousands, perhaps millions have 
died from disease and hunger in the factories, 
mines and workplaces of capitalism; many were 
shipped out to Australia to face even worse 
conditions. We will never know the numbers 
who died. We do know that those who controlled 
society’s wealth enriched themselves as a result 
of this bestiality.

Any limited improvements in workers’ 
lives were won by the struggles of the work-
ing people themselves, sometimes with the 
assistance of more enlightened sections of the 
community who looked beyond capitalism 
to a better society. Among these were many 
Unitarians who fought for improved working 

and living conditions. However, throughout that 
time, working people have had no control over 
their lives in any aspect.

Eventually, one man developed a scientifi c 
socialist analysis of society and a plan for a new 
society that today is as signifi cantly correct as 
it was when he drew it up. That man was Karl 
Marx. It isn’t surprising that number one on the 
bestseller list in Europe for a time after the latest 
“bust” – the great economic meltdown – were 
the works of Karl Marx. Nor is it surprising that 
there has been little attempt to demonise Marx, 
Engels or Lenin. Capitalists and their apologists 
have kept their vitriol for more modern leaders 
such as Mao Tse Tung and Stalin, who were 
able to put their ideas into practice.

In October 1917, the world’s fi rst socialist 
revolution was won by the Russian people, and 
as a result, one-sixth of the world set out to build 
a socialist society. This revolution created a new 
type of society and was an event that radically 
changed the entire course of mankind’s devel-
opment. Yet in any discussion about socialism 
or the Soviet Union there is either denigration, 
exaggeration, scepticism or indifference, a 
denial of truth, or very poor analysis. Many 
people avoid discussing socialism as if it were 
scandalous to do so.

Indeed, I was warned to be sure that my 
arguments were backed by fi rm proof in case 
I brought the church into disrepute simply by 
discussing this issue. I have not set out to prove 
anything. My reason for this address is to raise 
the achievements of the Russian and later Soviet 
people against unbelievable odds because I 
believe we have a responsibility to seek the truth 
and there is an urgent need to debate important 
world issues – not avoid them. 

The failures rather than the achievements 
of the advent of socialism for the fi rst time in 
the world is what most people think about if 
they think about it at all. It has become almost 
a ritual to ensure that nobody says anything 
about what was achieved in the short span 
of time that genuine scientifi c socialism was 
being introduced. The late Reverend Stephen 
Fritchman from the 1st Unitarian Church of 
Los Angeles said:

The churches of America panic at the 
word socialism because they do not wish 
to respond to its assertions about the 
power and strength of the common peo-
ple when released from their many pris-
ons of ignorance, misery and fantasy.
Well, the Soviet people were so released. 
But let us acknowledge the setbacks they 
inherited including medieval agriculture, 
an immature industry and general illit-
eracy. Soviet leaders had to start from 
scratch and feel their way step by step. 
They lacked teachers, craftsmen and 

skilled technicians. They inherited not 
only a crippled and enfeebled industrial 
and agricultural system, but also a tra-
dition of brutality unsurpassed by any 
European country
As the Dean of Canterbury said:
“The extensive system of earlier days, 
the secret police, secret courts, and 
political executions were not inherent in 
Sovietdom, they were a hangover from 
the days of the Tsar. Therefore we need 
to recognise this and disentangle some 
things for praise and others for blame. 
Those of us who believe in absolute val-
ues will never be satisfi ed until the viola-
tion of these values ceases. However, do 
not ever measure Russia by the yardstick 
of Western countries”.
You may ask, what does it matter? The Soviet 

Union is no more and even many who supported 
the young socialist state and its achievements 
have long condemned it to the scrapheap of his-
tory. Most of our youth have never heard of the 
revolution there or the history of that revolution 
and care about it even less. But I believe the 
issue is one of vital importance not only because 
the emergence of the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics was an earth-shattering event in the 
capitalist world, but because an examination of 
the times leading up to the revolution and the 
achievements of this young socialist society 
need to be understood if we are one day to build 
a genuine new world free from the atrocities of 
wars, poverty and exploitation of the majority, 
as we surely must. It will assist with a more suc-
cessful process of change if we better understand 
and appreciate the extraordinary achievements 
and the failures of the people of the fi rst socialist 
country in the world.

So today I am going to concentrate on the 
development of socialism in Russia, and the 
conditions that existed in Russia that made the 
building of a new society so extraordinary. This 
development shook the world, petrifi ed the rul-
ing classes of capitalist nations, inspired workers 
everywhere, exposed the nature of capitalism, 
and allowed genuine workers to develop a new 
scientifi c understanding of socialism.

I want to make it clear that I am no historian. 
I have no university degrees, no diplomas, but I 
have been a scientifi c socialist for most of my 
adult life and a political activist and so draw 
on my own life experiences and the personal 
experiences of those I can trust, many whom 
are still members of our church and who spent 
time in the Soviet Union.

Hewlett Johnson, the Dean of Canterbury, in 
his book The Socialist Sixth of the World said:

I know only too well the deep-rooted 
hostility and prejudice that exist among 
certain strata of our people toward 

Russia. I would beg them to lay aside 
those feelings for a short space while 
they examine what this book has to say 
so that perhaps a fairer picture and a 
deeper understanding may take posses-
sion of their minds.
Russia crossed my path like a brilliant 
meteor and fl ung down its extraordinary 
challenge to capitalism. What called for 
my close and continuous study of this 
country was the program designed to 
replace private profi t for gain as the driv-
ing force for industrial production by the 
motive of service to the community. To 
give every man, woman and child regard-
less of colour, race or language and in a 
union extending over a sixth of the globe, 
equal opportunity for remunerative work 
and abundant leisure, equal education in 
childhood and youth and equal security 
in sickness and old age.
There is much more to be said about the 
difference between capitalism and social-
ism. Socialism is not a perfect system – it 
is an evolving system. The people who 
struggled to build it were not perfect peo-
ple but had emerged from an unbeliev-
ably brutal and repressive system. It was 
a society in transition.
The Dean of Canterbury said: 
We are taught that England is the land 
of justice. This is false. Where is justice 
when in times of slump two million 
unemployed are restrained by force from 
access to land, machines and tools? With 
milk restricted and herrings fl ung back 
into the sea, millions of British children 
are undersized and underfed, one-sixth of 
the whole child population disastrously 
so. This is based on cold calculation. Sir 
John Orr, British dietetic expert, calcu-
lated that half the English population is 
inadequately fed.
These were the conditions in the ’20s 
and ’30s: this in a country of wealth and 
plenty. There was certainly wealth and 
plenty in Russia, but not for the mass of 
the workers and peasants.
So for me this talk is dedicated to all those 

people who became disillusioned with socialism 
after the fall of the Soviet Union but who now 
wish to seek the truth to recognise that there is 
no decent future for working people, farmers 
and the middle class under capitalism, whatever 
welfare is grudgingly introduced. If we are to 
move forward to a better society we need to 
clearly understand how amazingly successful 
this young socialism was against such odds, 
and what were the issues that brought it down. 
Only then can we learn from those mistakes 
and avoid the same.

Russian Socialism – succ

Joseph Stalin Karl Marx
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cesses and failures
A quote from The Great Conspiracy Against 

Russia by Michael Sayers and Albert Kahn:
In early 1917, the situation on the 
Eastern Front was desperate. The ill-
led, wretchedly equipped Russian Army 
had been cut to pieces by the Germans. 
Shaken by the impact of the war and 
rotted from within, the feudal Czarist 
regime had fallen.
The revolutionary cry of Peace, Bread 
and Land swept across Russia, summing 
up all the immediate longings and ancient 
aspirations of the war weary, famished 
and dispossessed Russian millions.
Allies of the Russian Czar were Britain, 

France and the United States and their main fear 
was that if the Russians withdrew from this war, 
a million German troops could hurl themselves 
against the allies in the West. Even more alarm-
ing to the capitalists of those countries was the 
prospect of wheat, coal, oil and all the other 
limitless resources of the Russian land falling 
into the rapacious maw of Imperial Germany.

For three long years the Russian soldiers 
had fought with great skill and bravery against 
overwhelming odds. The Czar’s court swarmed 
with German agents headed by the Czarina and 
her adviser Rasputin. The Russian troops were 
wretchedly equipped. By 1917 they had suffered 
more fatal casualties than Great Britain, France 
and Italy combined. This imperial war resulted 
in Russian casualties of 2,762,064 killed. There 
were 4,950,000 wounded and 2,500,000 missing. 
Think carefully about these fi gures.

On November 7, 1917 the Russian people 
took control of their country. It was the most 
peaceful revolution in history. With scarcely 
any opposition, the Bolsheviks occupied the 
telephone exchange, the telegraph offi ce, the 
state bank and the ministries. A conference of 
workers and soldiers deputies was held that 
day and the next day and in the evening of 
the second day a short stocky man in a baggy 
un-pressed suit stood up on a platform and 
said, “We shall now proceed to construct the 
socialist order”.

That man was Lenin. He was later inter-
viewed by a member of the American govern-
ment. He tried to explain to him the character 
of the new regime: “They say I am a dictator”, 
Lenin declared. “I am – for the moment. I am 
a dictator because I have behind me the will 
of the mass of the peasants and workers. The 
moment I cease to do their will, they will take 
the power from me and I would be as helpless 
as the Csar”.

So in that sense Russia was a dictatorship, 
but it established a new kind of democracy, a 
dictatorship of the majority over the minor-
ity, the working class and peasants over the 
landowners and businessmen, a reversal of the 

previous situation in Russia and everywhere 
else in the world.

Russia, prior to the revolution, was a land of 
immense poverty for the majority and immense 
wealth for the minority. As a result of the First 
World War its industry was decimated. Its 
infrastructure was destroyed. The revolution to 
replace capitalism with socialism was successful 
because it was supported by the vast majority of 
Russian workers and peasants after many years 
of struggle. However, their initial attempts to 
build a new society were to be challenged once 
more, and by a coalition of 14 nations that were 
not prepared to tolerate a system which may 
impress their own working class and peasants, 
but whose major interest was in continuing 
to control the vast wealth of this huge nation.

The 30 months of bloody intervention by 
these 14 nations resulted in the death through 
battle, starvation or disease of some seven 
million Russian men, women and children. 
The material losses were later estimated by 
the Soviet government at $60,000,000,000. No 
reparation was ever paid by the invaders. Again, 
I ask you to remember these fi gures caused by 
the capitalist nations.

The invaders, called the “allies”, consisted 
of the following countries: Great Britain, France, 
Japan, Germany Italy, US, Czechoslovakia, 
Serbia, China, Finland, Greece, Poland, Rumania 
and Turkey. They claimed they were there as a 
political crusade against Bolshevism, but their 
real reason was Russian timber, coal, gold and 
oil. Russia with her 180 million people, with her 
fertile soil; Russia the granary, the fi shery, the 
lumberyard, the coal, gold, silver and platinum 
mine of the world. This brutal war of interven-
tion decimated and destroyed most of Russia’s 
infrastructure.

From the total ruin of industry, from destruc-
tion of business and land, from this wilderness 
of nothing, the Russian people built the fi rst 
socialist country in the world. To build a new 
society under those conditions, of a type that 
had never existed before, demonstrates the 
infi nite abilities and effi ciency of working men 
and women.

Again quoting The Great Conspiracy 
Against Russia: 

The young Soviet government struggled 
for its life in the face of desperate odds. 
The country had been laid waste and 
exhausted by World War I. Millions were 
destitute and starving. The factories were 
empty, the land unploughed, transport 
at a standstill. They faced an economic 
wilderness of smashed factories, fl ooded 
mines, ruined agriculture, wrecked 
transport, disease, famine and almost 
universal illiteracy. It seemed impossible 
that such a country could survive the 

fi erce onslaught of an enemy with well-
equipped armies, vast fi nancial reserves, 
ample food and other supplies. Besieged 
on all sides by foreign invaders, imper-
illed by endless conspiracies at home 
seeking to restore capitalism, the Red 
Army retreated slowly across the coun-
tryside fi ghting grimly as it went. The 
territory controlled by Moscow dwindled 
to one-sixteenth of Russia’s total area. It 
was a Soviet island in an anti-Soviet Sea.
But they won against odds never before 
contemplated and went on to rebuild 
socialism. Every worker must share pride 
in this achievement.
In the ’30s, at a time when the capitalist 

world was experiencing the worst economic 
crisis of its history, The Dean of Canterbury, the 
Reverend Hewlett Johnson went to the Soviet 
Union to witness for himself what they were 
achieving. This is what he said in his book The 
Socialist Sixth of the World: 

I did not expect to see Utopia in Russia 
... what I do see emerging however is 
a new stage in the history of human 
progress and this book is written to 
describe what I see.
In the Soviet Union, all factories, mines, 
railways and shipping, land and trad-
ing organizations are the property of the 
people as a whole. The economic and 
social life of the country is planned in 
the public interest. Complete equality of 
sexes, equal pay for equal work is a fun-
damental law. 
Equal opportunity for education is pro-
vided universally, the school leaving 
age is being raised to 17 and payment is 
made to students at universities.
A professor from Wisconsin University 

wrote:
Without the shift brought on by the 
Bolshevik Revolution, which made 
education of the masses essential to the 
government’s goals and ushered in a 
government protecting the interests of 
the workers and not just the elites, it 
would have been impossible to achieve 
near-universal education and literacy as 
the Soviets did. Even die-hard opponents 
of the former Soviet Union acknowledge 
that the Soviet state’s universal, primary 
education for all children was excep-
tional. From the villages to the outposts 
to the largest cities, all Soviet children 
learned to read and write. A large portion 
of them even went on to higher educa-
tion. It is one thing to provide a limited 
education to select areas and classes of 
a country as the Tsarist regime did, but a 
far different and more exceptional thing 

to educate the masses in depth in multi-
ple disciplines as the Soviets did.
The Dean of Canterbury went on to say: 
Work is provided for all, unemployment 
is non-existent, economic crises have 
ceased, prices steadily fall and wages 
rise. The maximum working day is eight 
hours, the average day under seven. All 
workers receive two weeks paid leave, 
free medical attention is provided for 
all. Workers received wages while sick 
as though they were at work. Women 
receive a prolonged leave of absence 
with full pay both before and after child-
birth. No citizen profi ts from the manu-
facture of armaments, the Soviet Union 
stands for democracy peace and the right 
of nations to self-determination.
In such a short space of time and against all 

odds, the Soviet Union piled up achievement 
after achievement, while in the Western world, 
during the Great Depression, hundreds of thou-
sands were unemployed, starving, exploited. 
The Soviet people pulled themselves up by their 
bootstraps to such an extent that they equalled 
the Western world in many areas of economic 
output and, in particular, outdid the Western 
world in space travel, sending the fi rst man in 
the world into space.

Hewlett Johnson made a very in-depth study 
of all areas of Soviet life and compared it to 
what was happening at the very same time in the 
Western world under capitalism, where the Great 
Depression was underway. In all of capitalist 
history no country ever achieved and in so short 
a time what the Soviet Union achieved in the 
way of conditions for its people, and it did so 
starting from below zero. They achieved their 
goal because the people knew that it was the 
only road forward for them and because for the 
fi rst time in history the abilities, the strengths, 
the enthusiasm of a whole people were freed up 
to serve their own community needs.

It is easy to criticise the policies of that time 
from the perspective of our comfort zone: Was 
it socialism? Wasn’t it socialism? But if we are 
genuinely committed to a search for the truth 
we need to understand the background to those 
policies and place them in perspective. I am 
not going to delve in this talk into the Soviet 
people’s magnifi cent victories in the Second 
World War, when they saved the world from 
fascism, but I will certainly be using their story 
in the second of this series.

Nothing will shake my deep admiration 
for the achievements of the Soviet people and 
I fi rmly believe that one day, socialism will 
emerge once more in what is now capitalist 
Russia. 
The Beacon 

Vladimir Ilyich Lenin Friedrich Engels
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Dan Margolis

More than 150 US and European 
Union fi gures will be barred entry 
into Belarus, says the BelTA state 
news agency, in response to a 
January 31 action by the European 
Union imposing sanctions against 
157 Belarusians – including 
President Alexander Lukashenko.

Belarus announced the retaliatory 
measures last week, soon after EU 
foreign ministers voted to enlarge 
their list of sanctioned Belarusians. 
The EU sanctions come as a result 
of controversy surrounding the 
December 19 presidential elections 
in Belarus, in which Lukashenko won 
with nearly 80 percent of the vote. 
In the run-up to the vote, monitors 
congratulated the eastern European 
state for hosting its most democratic 
elections yet. Then they changed 
their minds after the incumbent’s 
victory, and now argue that the vote 
was rigged. European offi cials further 
criticised Belarus for imprisoning 
several presidential candidates, 
whom Belarus argues worked to 
instigate violence and rioting.

“I do not think that people who 
took the decision to expand the list 
really believe that such action can 
make a difference,” said Nikolai 
Samoseiko, a member of Belarus’s 
legislature. “Those, who think that in 
this way they can exert pressure on 
the judicial system, are profoundly 
mistaken.”

“The judiciary,” Samoseiko said, 
“is independent from politics and 
subject only to law.”

Belarusian offi cials contend that 
the vote was fair, and that support 
for Lukashenko was high because 
people were rejecting “extremists” 
who opposed him. For example, one 
candidate, they noted, had publicly 
said “Lukashenko should be hanged”.

Belarusian leaders claim that their 
country is being targeted by Western 
powers because they have refused to 
give up their sovereignty to transna-
tional capital and, instead, focused 
on bettering the living standards 
of the Belarusian people. Belarus 
defi nes itself as “socialist oriented” 
and “a state for the people.” The 
largest parties in its parliament are 
the Communist Party and its allied 
Agrarian Party.

A December 2 interim report by 
the Organisation for Security and 
Cooperation in Europe, which has a 
mission in Minsk, noted that ten presi-
dential candidates had been registered 
by “inclusive” means, and that state 
television had obeyed the legal rules 
that all candidates be given free time 
on television.

However, European officials 
began to condemn Belarus on the 
day of the election, when a full-scale 
riot broke out in Minsk. Police force-
fully dispersed the crowd, and several 
dozen people were arrested, including, 
reportedly, a number of the opposition 
candidates.

While the European officials 
consider the crowd to be “pro-
democracy,” Belarusian authorities 
said that most of the people there 
were either foreign agents or paid by 
them, and were looking to instigate a 
riot. Indeed, videos that surfaced on 
the internet show the demonstrators 
trying to break their way into govern-
ment buildings.

“Kill Lukashenko with a bullet?” 
said Youtube user Rustam Minsk, 
referring to one of the chants by 
protestors. The user was responding 
to another from outside the country, 
who criticised the government for 
arresting the rioters. “You realize that 
you are defending terrorism, right? 
If you were imprisoned in Belarus, 
you would probably call yourself 
‘innocent.’ Don’t you think that it’s 
too hypocritical from your side?”

The Belarusian president argues 
that the candidates arrested were 
helping to lead a riot, and that they 
have nothing in common with the 
popular revolutions going on in other 
countries such as Egypt. He argues 
that the protestors are “not an opposi-
tion but a fi fth column,” pointing out 
that, in other countries, people who 
lose elections don’t immediately call 
for sanctions.

Some Belarusian offi cials point 
out that, despite there being far less 
repression in Belarus, the protes-
tors have never picked up a mass 

following, as they did in the Eastern 
European “colour revolutions” or 
in the more recent Middle Eastern 
uprisings.

According to Lukashenko, 87 mil-
lion euros from the pockets of Western 
European taxpayers was sent, though 
most of it was siphoned off in transit, 
leaving only 8.7 million euros to the 
Belarusian opposition, which, he said, 
“consists of about 800 people, 400 of 
them militants.”

In many ways, Belarus is sur-
rounded by hostile forces. Western 
states, Belarus says, are unhappy 
that it pursues an independent policy 
in all spheres, and that it will not 
open up its economy to gangsters 
and unrestricted control by foreign 
capital the way that other post-Soviet 
republics have.

But Russia, traditionally an ally, 
has also pressed Belarus recently, 
upset that the republic has been 
attempting closer cooperation with 
the West.

Speaking March 18 about the 

detainees, Lukashenko said, “We 
wanted to clarify who they are and 
where the money came from,” add-
ing, “unfortunately, there had been 
Russian money, too.”

Frustrated with the US/European 
interference in Belarus, Lukashenko 
said, “To talk to the West ... ? One 
cannot talk to them and shouldn’t! 
They are indecent people: they 
say some things but think different 
things.”

Nonetheless, he emphasised the 
trade between Belarus and its neigh-
bours, both eastern and western. “Can 
I ignore that half the trade involves 
the European Union and America? 
I cannot. Today we use US dollars 
and euros even in bilateral payments 
with Russia.” Almost half of Belarus’ 
trade is with the west, the other half 
with the east.

The country is trying to diversify, 
however, and has signed agreements 
with Vietnam, China and Latin 
American nations.
People’s World 

Belarus retaliates to EU bans

President
 Alexander Lukashenko

 was included in sanctions 
by the European Union.

Portugal govt falls
Emile Schepers

Portuguese president José Socrates, 
of the Socialist Party, turned in his 
resignation last week after losing 
a crucial vote on government 
austerity. The fall of the Socrates 
cabinet may lead to new elections 
in a couple of months, and has 
profound implications for the 
future of the strategy of imposing 
austerity on the Portuguese people 
so as to avoid having to ask for a 
bailout from the European Union.

Socrates has been running a 
minority government as his own 
party does not have a parliamen-
tary majority. He has been rely-
ing on support from the Social 
Democratic Party (PSD), which in 
Portugal is a right-wing formation, 
to govern. For over a year, Socrates 
has been trying to impose severe 
cuts in social programs as a way 
to avoid the kind of utter collapse 
that has forced Greece and Ireland 
to go hat-in-hand to the European 
Union. The EU will certainly 

impose conditions of austerity 
on the Portuguese government in 
exchange for any fi nancial help.

These austerity measures have 
been strongly opposed by the 
Portuguese Communist Party (PC) 
and its ally the Green Party, along 
with the majority of labour unions 
and other mass organisations, who 
demand that the wealthy interests 
who helped bring about the crisis 
be forced to pay for its resolution, 
instead of the workers and the poor. 
There has been a series of militant, 
anti-austerity demonstrations on 
the streets of Lisbon and other 
Portuguese cities.

The Communist Party delega-
tion in the parliament proposed 
a motion rejecting the govern-
ment’s austerity-based economic 
program, called the “Program of 
Stability and Growth” (Programa 
de Estabilidade e Crescimento 
- PEC). The communist motion 
received the support of all opposi-
tion parties, of both left and right, 
with only Socrates’ own socialist 
deputies opposing. Alternative 
bills could not pass either. Prime 

Minister Socrates then resigned, 
probably opening the way to new 
elections.

The government warned that 
the defeat of the austerity bud-
get would have a bad impact on 
Portugal’s bond ratings, a predic-
tion which almost immediately 
came true.

The motive of the Communists 
and the Greens for opposing the 
government’s budgetary program 
was based on the principle that 
the economic crisis should not be 
solved on the backs of the workers. 
The motives of the PSD and other 
right-wing parties is seen as being 
opportunistic, to cause a crisis so 
that they can take electoral advan-
tage of it.

Even some Socialist Party 
politicians accused the PSD of 
playing a dirty game for their own 
advantage.

Interviewed in various 
Portuguese media, the secre-
tary general of the Portuguese 
Communist Party, Jeronimo de 
Sousa, pointed out that there is 
another way out of the dilemma: 

To drop the centre right alliance 
between the Socialist Party and 
the PS, make a complete break 
with the anti-worker policies of 
the PS-PSD coalition, and form a 
new coalition (which would pre-
sumably be left-centre instead of 
centre-right) to fi ght for pro-people 
policies.

De Sousa stated, “There has 
been a policy of identifi cation of 
the PS with the PSD, which has 
been negative for the workers and 
for the people.” De Sousa added 
that it is not enough to merely 
“change the government, it is 
necessary to change the politics.” 
Asked about new elections, he sug-
gested that they might be avoided 
but on the other hand it would 
be important for the voice of the 
people to be heard.

Portugal’s semi-ceremonial 
president, Anibal Cavaco Silva, 
is now meeting with the leaders 
of the various parties and will 
make a decision as to whether to 
call new elections based on those 
consultations.
People’s World 
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A two day conference designed to 
support democratic trade unions 
in the Middle East closed in 
Amman, Jordan last week with a 
commitment to build and sustain 
democracy and independent trade 
unionism across the region. The 
meeting was organised by the ITF 
(International Transport Workers’ 
Federation) and brought together 
union representatives from across 
the Arab World.

The meeting had been called by 
the ITF to:
• obtain guidance in developing 

a comprehensive 2011 ITF plan 
for supporting the development 
of democratic unions in the Arab 
World;

• gain an assessment of the current 
situation for union organisation 
among transport workers in the 
region;

• make an assessment of immediate 
and medium term priorities for 
what is needed in each country 
to support the development of 
strong democratic trade unions; 
and

• identify international and 
regional strategies to support the 
development of strong democratic 
trade unions in the region.

Speaking from the conference, 
ITF general secretary David Cockroft 
said: “Trade unions played and are 
playing a pivotal role in the wave of 
reform sweeping this region. From 
Tunisia to Egypt and beyond they 
have been a focus of the desire for 
progress, representation and change; 
not just nationally but also in the way 
workers are represented and represent 
themselves. We have all witnessed 
what that has achieved, and we now 
want to help build on the base that 
has been laid in these last months.”

ITF president Paddy Crumlin 
commented: “We hope that this event 
will have played some small part in 
helping share the experiences of both 
nascent and established democratic 
unions, and teaching those of us work-
ing outside the Arab World how we 
can best help support them.”

Delegates agreed to the following 
statement:

Arab World transport leaders 
from 25 unions, from 10 Arab coun-
tries representing more than 100,000 
transport workers in the region 
met in Amman on March 22-23 to 
evaluate and plan for future strategies 
during the very critical time these 

days, when workers jointly with the 
people are fi ghting for democracy 
and a decent life. The delegations 
recognise the great revolutions in 
Tunisia and Egypt, which resulted in 
changing regimes in both countries, 
and express their deep concerns 
about the situations in Libya, Yemen, 
Bahrain, Syria and the rest of the 
Arab countries; delegations express 
full solidarity with all workers in the 
Arab countries, and:

1. Call for an immediate ceasefi re 
in Libya, and an immediate stop to the 
killing of innocent people in Libya. 
And for the Libyan regime to respect 
the UN resolution number 1973;

2. Call for the Yemen regime to 
implement an immediate ceasefi re 
to stop the attacks on civilians, and 
for the respect of the people’s right 
to demonstrate freely and peacefully. 
Call on investigation in the killings 
of civilians in Yemen, and for the 
government to respect the people’s 
call for the immediate transfer to real 
democracy;

3. Call on the Bahrain government 
to respect the call of the workers and 
people in Bahrain to express their 
rights to hold demonstrations, and the 
immediate investigation on the killing 
in Bahrain during the demonstrations. 
Call for a real dialogue which will 
lead to a real democratic state;

4. The delegations participating in 
the meeting express their deep con-
cerns about the governments’ actions 

against demonstrators in Algeria, 
Syria, Saudi Arabia and Jordan. 
Calling on all governments in the 
region to open dialogue aiming for a 
full and real democracy, believe that a 
free democratic and fully independent 
trade union movement is a necessary 
element in democratic society.

Delegates participating in this 
meeting express their deep apprecia-
tion to the ITF and its affi liates around 
the world who show great and real 
solidarity during the disputes in dif-
ferent Arab countries, recognising the 
solidarity shown by the international 
transport TU movement, and call 
for the ITF to continue support for 
democratic and free transport unions 
in the region, and:

1. Recognise the great role that 

transport workers union played in 
Tunisia. Their major role was crucial 
to success in the revolution.

2. Call upon the ITF to provide 
all technical and fi nancial support to 
help transport unions in the region 
to face new challenges. Welcomes 
the new independent unions in the 
maritime sector in Egypt.

3. The ITF and its affi liates in the 
region welcome the new develop-
ments in the region, and recognise the 
freedom of association laid down in 
ILO convention 87 which means that 
all workers have the rights to have 
and choose their unions.

4. The ITF and its affi liates in the 
region welcome the rise of new inde-
pendent unions in the region. Both 
ITF and its affi liates will support these 

unions, and do all necessary actions 
to make sure that these unions decide 
to affi liate to the ITF.

5. The ITF and its affi liates, call 
on all transport unions in the region 
to be ready and open to support new 
democratic unions that are expected 
to be found in the Arab countries in 
general, and particularly, the Gulf 
states, Sudan, Syria, and Libya. The 
ITF should provide all necessary 
needs to these unions at the right time.

6. Delegates call on the Iranian 
regime for immediate and uncondi-
tional release of Mansour Osanloo, 
the head of the bus drivers’ union in 
Tehran, and show full support and 
solidarity to Osanloo, his family, his 
union, and other Iranian trade union 
leaders. 

ITF Arab World unions commit 
to building democracy

Is another “Cast Lead” 
in the offing?
Alex Kane

Are we witnessing the stirrings of 
a new, large-scale Israeli military 
operation? Haaretz reported 
that “Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu vowed that the Israel 
Defence Forces would continue 
to use “fi rm determination and 
assaults” on Gaza … Netanyahu 
said: “It could take the form of 
exchanges of fi re, it could continue 
for a particular length of time.”

Indeed, the stars seem to be 
aligning for another brutal Israeli 
assault on the Gaza Strip two years 
after “Operation Cast Lead” killed 
some 1,400 Palestinians, the vast 
majority of them civilians, and 
completely destroyed 3,000 homes 
in what UN human rights Judge 
Richard Goldstone termed a “delib-
erately disproportionate attack 
designed to punish, humiliate and 
terrorize a civilian population.”

Eerie parallels between the peri-
od leading up to “Cast Lead” and 
the situation now exist, and there is 
nothing to stop Israel from launch-
ing another assault, given that the 
United States has sent the world the 
message that Israeli war crimes will 
go unpunished.

First, the parallels.  In the 
months leading up to the 2008-09 
assault on Gaza, a tenuous truce 

held between Hamas and Israel 
as Hamas stopped fi ring rock-
ets at Israeli communities and 
attempted to reign in other armed 
groups in Gaza from doing so.  An 
August 2008 WikiLeaks cable that 
describes a visit by Israeli Defence 
Minister Ehud Barak to Egypt 
reports:

Regarding the Tahdiya (“calm” 
in Arabic), Hacham said Barak 
stressed that while it was not per-
manent, for the time being it was 
holding. There have been a number 
of violations of the ceasefi re on the 
Gaza side, but Palestinian factions 
other than Hamas were responsible. 
Hacham said the Israelis assess that 
Hamas is making a serious effort 
to convince the other factions not 
to launch rockets or mortars. Israel 
remains concerned by Hamas’ 
ongoing efforts to use the Tahdiya 
to increase their strength, and at 
some point, military action will 
have to be put back on the table. 
The Israelis reluctantly admit that 
the Tahdiya has served to further 
consolidate Hamas’ grip on Gaza, 
but it has brought a large measure 
of peace and quiet to Israeli com-
munities near Gaza.

Despite this “peace,” Israel 
decisively broke the truce on 
November 4, 2008 when they 
raided Gaza and killed six members 

of Hamas, leading to an increase 
in Hamas and other armed groups’ 
rocket attacks on Israel.  According 
to a January 2009 report by inves-
tigative journalist Gareth Porter, 
Israel rejected a Hamas ceasefi re 
offer in December 2008.

After the assault ended in 
January 2009, a tenuous lull, 
punctuated by sporadic violence 
on the Gaza-Israel border, has 
held.  In January 2011, Hamas 
again attempted to reign in other 
armed groups from fi ring at Israeli 
communities.

But now this lull seems to be 
breaking down.

The frightening warnings and 
attacks on Gazan civilians could 
stop if the international commu-
nity would pressure Israel.  But 
what is to stop Israel if they have 
US-guaranteed impunity? The 
Goldstone report recommended that 
proceedings against Israelis and 
Palestinians who committed war 
crimes occur if domestic systems 
do not uphold international law.

A promise of law is that the 
deterrent effect of punishment may 
prevent future crimes. That promise 
goes out the window if there is no 
punishment – exactly what hap-
pened after the publication of the 
Goldstone report.
Information Clearing House 
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Defend Libya

From the beginning something 
wasn’t right in the Libyan “upris-
ing”, with protesters brandishing 
the emblems of the long dead feudal 
monarchy of King Idris. Surely the 
Libyan people couldn’t desire the 
return of Libya being a subjugated 
colony ruled by a decrepit, corrupt 
monarch? 

In the past decade or so, the relent-
less, criminal sanctions imposed on 
Libya by imperialism has forced the 
Colonel Gaddafi  regime to cave in 
and retreat before imperialist thuggery, 
even accepting responsibility for the 
Lockerbie bombing which they had 
been framed for. It also saw an increase 
in privatisation and loosening of social 
safety nets the Libyan people had taken 
as a right. This would explain some 
legitimate dissent among the Libyan 
proletariat.

But it would also have given impe-
tus to those sections of the Libyan bour-
geoisie who wish to see Libya move 
closer to the imperialist mafi a, and to 
see maximum return on oil profi ts go 
into their own pockets, instead of being 
“wasted” on the poor. The comprador 
bourgeoisie are now leading the “rebel” 
force, and being supplied with gener-
ous help from US/British imperialism.

I personally, and I think we as the 
Communist Party, must support Colonel 
Gaddafi ’s government, as this clearly 
now is a battle between imperialism and 
national liberation. It has moved way 
beyond people’s demands for better 
conditions.

We should be under no illusion 
that if Gaddafi  falls, Libya will not be 
“freed”, but become a stooge of the 
rotten, miserable, rapacious oil car-
tels. Gaddafi ’s fall will immeasurably 
strengthen a weakening imperialist 
system, which means a victory for our 
capitalist exploiters here in Australia. 
Look how Iraq’s subjugation has 
strengthened Zionism’s oppression of 
the Palestinian people.

I believe if Gaddafi  survives, he 
will reassess his previous capitulation 
to the gangsters of imperialism. He now 
plainly sees where his conciliation has 
got him. It’s like a return to the ’80s as 
the bourgeois hacks in the monopoly 
media have unleashed a vicious slander 
campaign on him, reducing the whole 
issue to one man’s personality.

Also, the kangaroo-court star 
chamber at The Hague has threatened 
to duplicate their persecution and mur-
der of Comrade Milosevic to Gaddafi ! 
Not Mubarak, Ben Ali, Bush, Howard, 
Blair or any of those despicable mur-
derous servants of fi nance capital. To 
me, it is clear which side Marxist-
Leninists should be on. DEATH TO 
IMPERIALISM! DEFEND LIBYA 
FROM IMPERIALIST SLAVERY!

Mark Window
SA

Nuclear far from 
the solution
I was interested to read Alexander 
Downer’s article promoting the 
uranium industry (The Advertiser 
21-03-2011). He does not seem to 
understand that people who have 
been promoting safer and envi-
ronmentally sustainable sources of 
energy instead of nuclear power, do 
so because of their deep concerns for 
the health and welfare of all human 

beings and for the responsible care 
of the planet.

It is not mass hysteria, as he claims, 
to express concerns about the nuclear 
industry especially as nuclear incidents 
over the years have caused great death 
and suffering – not only at the time that 
these incidents occur, but for many 
years after. This is because of the very 
long half-lifes of the deadly radioac-
tive materials involved. The long term 
health effects of Chernobyl indicate 
this is so. On the other hand, the long 
term health effects of Three Mile Island 
have not been studied.

Another important issue is that the 
nuclear industry has still not found a 
safe solution to the long term storage 
required for the radioactive materials 
used in nuclear power.

And very few proponents of nuclear 
power talk about the costs for effective 
security to prevent radioactive materials 
from getting into the hands of terrorists 
to manufacture nuclear weapons.

What concerns me too is that 
we see the executives of the nuclear 
industry and their supporters, such as 
Messrs Downer and Foley, telling us 
that we must accept nuclear energy or 
the world as we know it will come to a 
halt. However, when catastrophes occur 
like the current one in Fukushima, these 
people are the fi rst to leave the scene 
and leave others to risk their lives to 
avert a spreading of the danger.

It is very interesting to note that 
the Tepco senior executives who are 
playing down the dangers from the 
Fukushima disaster, are nowhere in 
the vicinity. Meanwhile, it is left to the 
courageous employees of the nuclear 
reactors and a small group of pilots 
to stay behind to risk their lives in 
a desperate attempt to avert an even 
greater disaster.

If nuclear energy is so safe, why 
have these people left the area?

Some people might well ask, if Mr 
Downer and his fellow promoters of the 
uranium industry believe that it so safe, 
would they be prepared to have nuclear 
reactors built in their backyards? Maybe 
the spent and highly dangerous fuel 
rods could be kept in their wine cellars! 

My understanding is that wind 
farms in the region of the recent tsunami 
in northern Japan are still providing 
energy while the stricken nuclear reac-
tors cannot.

This should be telling us all some-
thing. Why can we not employ the 
cautionary principle in the production 
of energy? We have a moral obligation 
to the care of ourselves, future genera-
tions and our planet to do so.

Andrew (Andy) Alcock
SA

Risky preference choice

I write to congratulate the 
Communist Party of Australia for 
your support for the election of 
Andrew Ferguson to the Upper 
House of the NSW Parliament. 
Andrew is a socialist and has a 
proven track record of commitment 
to workers’ rights and social justice.

The CFMEU and a large number 
of left trade unions in NSW are very 
disappointed with the decision of the 
NSW Greens to not preference Labor. 
The end result of this narrow minded 
decision is not only the risk of Andrew 
not being elected but an Upper House 
of the NSW Parliament being control-
led by the Liberals, Shooters and the 
extreme right.

Yours in solidarity
Malcolm Tulloch

State Secretary CFMEU

The Middle East and 
selective outrage

There has rightfully been a vocal 
outcry and effective action by the 
international community against the 
violent repression and killings by the 
Gaddafi  regime in Libya. However, 

the atrocities being committed 
against protesters by the dictatorial 
regimes in Yemen and Bahrain (the 
latter aided by Saudi Arabia) on the 
other hand have drawn a much more 
muted response from most countries.

National and strategic interests and 
oil often dictate the reactions of the 
major world powers to events in the 
Middle East and elsewhere. Bahrain 
is a US ally and is the base of the US 
Navy’s Fifth Fleet in the region. Saudi 
Arabia is also a staunch US ally and 
the world’s largest oil producer, with 
much of this oil going to the USA. 
Yemen doesn’t have oil, but is another 
US ally that is a partner against Islamic 
extremism and in a geographically 
important position at the entrance to 
the Red Sea. Thus protecting the oil 
sources, supply lines and the corrupt, 
undemocratic regimes of the Gulf is of 
paramount importance to the USA and 
the other western powers.

In contrast Libya has fewer oil 
reserves, is of less strategic signifi cance 
and Gaddafi  has been a rather fi ckle 
and erratic to deal with. Predictably 
the world’s big powers are selective 
when confronted with oppressive gov-
ernments indiscriminately killing their 
people. Some regimes are tolerated, 
while others are declared illegitimate 
and acted against. So if there is a popu-
lar uprising for freedom and democracy 
then don’t count on any support if your 
leader sits on vast qualities of oil or 
has other strategic uses to the west. It 
is apparent that in the arena of world 
politics hypocrisy rules supreme.

Steven Katsineris,
Vic

Born Australian

Thirty-eight years ago, in my last 
year of primary school, I hoped 
that the 21st century would fi nd 
Australians of Anglo-Celtic origin 
less harsh in their sentiments 
towards those of non-Anglo-Celtic 
origin.

I was born and bred in this country 
however as a child with swarthy skin I 
was treated very differently by so many 
people. I was treated as a foreigner even 
though I am Australian. Racism cut to 
the bone and I just hoped that what my 
father said was true, “Time will bring 
people together, and your children will 
not endure what we have.”

Last year I attended a “Protect 
Our Borders” forum sponsored by the 
Liberal Party in Rockingham. There 
were about 100 locals there. The chap 
behind me said out loud to me and my 
then 10 year old daughter, “You wogs 
can f… off, get in the boat with them 
and we’ll tow you out...”

It is depressing to know that little 
has changed in 38 years. The inter-
generational prejudices and biases 
are passed on, our politicians refuse 
to eliminate discrimination and rather 
they contribute to it.

I’ve more than a half a dozen terti-
ary qualifi cations however it dawned 
on me the other day how deeply I 
have been affected by racism: half my 
qualifi cations, my two Masters and my 
PhD are research into our racial layers 
and the pursuit of remedies. You would 
think that during the last four decades 
we may have unfolded an equitable 
human rights language. Instead it 
appears evident the great weapon of 
mass destruction, racism, continues 
pretty much unabated.

It is sad to see many Australians 
buy into the racist hysteria just so they 
fi t in with the majority of Australians. 
Yes, we are a racist country – look at 
what we’ve done to our Aboriginal 
brothers and sisters. Yes, we are a very 
unwelcoming lot – look at how we treat 
desperate asylum seekers and how few 
refugees we allow in. Now, no one 
should tell me to “leave”. Remember 
please I was born Australian and I will 
die Australian, dark skin and all.

Gerry Georgatos
WA

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

May Day

The International Day 

for celebrating Workers’ Rights.

AdelaideAdelaide
Saturday April 30

Assemble 10:00am Victoria Square, March to Torres Parade Ground. 

Family picnic from 11:00am with kids’ entertainment, sausage sizzle and community 

stalls. Speakers include author and commentator Humphrey McQueen

FremantleFremantle
Sunday May 1

Esplanade Reserve 12 noon

Entertainment, performances, food and activities for the whole family

MelbourneMelbourne
Tuesday April 19

Film Night

Details to be announced

Thursday April 28

Wreath Laying Ceremony – 5:00pm at the 8 Hour Memorial

Thursday April 28

Multicultural Evening & Entertainment

Details to be announced

Sunday May 1

May Day March – assemble 1:00pm

Further details to be announced

Sunday May 1

May Day Concert – after the March

Details to be announced

SydneySydney
Thursday April 28

Celebrate May Day toast and dinner

Cyprus Community Club 58-76 Stanmore Road Stanmore

Saturday April 30

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)
0421 193 140 mayday@sydney.net

WollongongWollongong
Friday May 6

May Day Toast 6:30pm for 7:00pm Hellenic Club, Princes Highway Figtree

$20/$25 – Greek Buffet

Saturday May 7 

May Day March: Assemble 9:30 for 10:00am Lowden Square

Speakers – TBA

Saturday May 28

May Day Party/Dinner: This year marks 100 years of May Day celebrations in 

Wollongong. To celebrate this we are organising a party/dinner. 

Portafinos, Kenny Street Wollongong

Tickets are $50 which includes a 3 course meal, free wine, champagne, juice or fizzy 

drink, tea, coffee and a gelato Bar. The Dave Reglar Quartet will be playing on the 

night and there will be a photo exhibition of May Days in Wollongong.
For more info contact Leanne: 0425 201 828 redallover11_@hotmail.com

Melbourne

General Meeting May Day Supporters & Affiliates

The next General Meeting
7:00pm Tuesday March 15

Evati Room, Trades Hall, 54 Victoria St, Carlton Sth

The May Day Committee Executive has called a general meeting 

to continue the planning for May Day 2011.

(03) 9659 3511
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Sun 3 April – 
Sat 9 April

This week’s episode of Human 
Planet (ABC1 Sundays 

at 7.30 pm) deals with deserts and 
is tellingly subtitled Life In The 
Furnace. A co-production between 
the BBC, the Discovery Channel 
and France Television, this series is 
beautifully photographed. It’s like a 
wildlife series with human beings as 
the wildlife.

All deserts are a harsh environ-
ment for humans to live in, but some 
of the varieties of desert included in 
this episode are surprising. They range 
from the endless dunes of the Sahara 
to the freezing wastes of Mongolia 
and on to the deserts of Chile, the 
driest place on Earth.

In the Sahara, women nomads 
navigate their camel trains by the 
stars and by counting the large and 
relatively stable parallel dunes, to 
zero in on a single well in kilometres 
of sand. In Chile, moisture-laden air 
from over the Pacifi c wafts over the 
coast to be trapped in large nets that 
mimic the fi ne texture of the local 
cacti. The moisture condenses on the 
netting, as on the hairs of the cacti, 
and trickles down as precious water.

The series endeavours to show 
the way people’s environment dictates 
or at least infl uences their interaction 

with one another as much as with 
nature. A very young African teenager 
in charge of his family’s small herd of 
cattle has to get them to water in spite 
of a herd of wild elephants disputing 
access – the elephants too are desper-
ate for water. Desperation makes him 
brave and the elephants back off and 
fi nd another drinking place while he 
waters his cattle.

Elsewhere, after years of drought, 
members of a widely scattered 
African tribe gather for a festival to 
celebrate the coming of rain at last. 
The celebration takes the form of a 
male beauty pageant, with the lucky 
winners getting to have sex with the 
prettiest girls. There are only three 
winners, the losers having to con-
sole themselves with their wives, for 
almost all of them – contestants and 
“prizes” – are married.

A curious social phenomenon.

Stand-up comedy was once 
the province of performers 

working the music hall, vaudeville 
or variety circuits. In most cases it 
was used as a fi ller while sets were 
changed behind the curtain for the 
next big musical number. Sometimes 
(rarely) the comic was so good he or 
she became a headline act.

Sometimes they worked alone: 
one thinks of people like WC Fields 
or Will Rogers. Others worked in 
couples or even small groups: Abbott 
and Costello, Burns and Allen, 
Morecombe and Wise, the Marx 
Brothers.

The mass media suited these 
comics in different ways: Abbott and 
Costello and WC Fields took vaude-
ville into the movies, as did the Marx 
Brothers. Burns and Allen found fur-
ther success on radio. Morecombe and 
Wise failed in movies but found their 
forte in the intimacy of television.

The apparent simplicity of stand-
up attracts lots of would-be comedi-
ans. After all, it’s just an entertainer 
alone on stage with no props, just a 

microphone. Anyone with a sense of 
humour can do it, right? Wrong.

It’s not easy at all, but there are a 
surprisingly large number of talented 
people who do try it, as the prolif-
eration of comedy clubs and comedy 
festivals testifi es.

The Warehouse Comedy Festival 
(ABC2 Tuesdays from April 5 at 
9.00 pm) presents, one per show, 
what are described as “the best and 
brightest of Australia’s funniest and 
smartest comics from the comedy 
festival circuit”.

The series leads off this week 
with Hannah Gadsby, who makes the 
fact that she’s a lesbian part of her 
schtick. She won the national fi nal of 
Raw Comedy and won the Director’s 
Choice Award at the Melbourne 
International Comedy Festival and 
she is now a regular on Adam Hills 
Live In Gordon Street Tonight.

The ABC’s publicity refers to her 
“trademark droll, heart-breakingly 

funny, self-deprecating observations 
about herself and her family”. I think 
that’s a bit over the top. They’re droll 
right enough, but not by any means 
heart-breaking.

Next week the comic is Tom 
Gleeson, seen frequently on Good 
News Week.

It is probably a sign of our times, 
and a sad one at that, that if 

you want to show young people the 
appalling working conditions and 
exploitation of the unfortunates who 
make the luxury goods that consumers 
in Western – ie developed capital-
ist – countries fi nd so indispensable, 
you no longer make a documentary 
about it.

Apparently the majority of young 
people in Western countries won’t 
bother to watch documentaries on 
the grounds that they are by defi ni-
tion “boring”. No, if you want young 
people to get the message these days 
you must make a reality TV show 
about it!

Blood, Sweat And Luxuries 
(ABC2 Wednesdays from April 6 
at 8.30 pm) is just such a series. Six 
young British consumers give up 
their luxury lives for a stint of living 
in mud huts and working alongside 
the people who mine, manufacture, 
process and recycle the goods that 

sell in the High Street shops of the 
British Isles.

Watching six young Brits work-
ing for a day or so in a sapphire mine 
in Madagascar and listening to their 
incredibly uninformed comments on 
the living and working conditions of 
the local miners may wake up some 
other heedless youth to the reality of 
wealth and poverty – and exploitation 
– in the world today.

The six subjects’ experience of 
that reality, however, is very superfi -
cial. They are basically on a working 
holiday. The toilet facilities might be 
gross, but they don’t have to put up 
with them for long, and if they catch 
anything serious the fi lm crew is 
standing by with a helicopter to fl y 
them a modern hospital.

They may have glimpsed hell, 
but unlike the locals it isn’t the best 
they can aspire to. They can leave 
after a few days, and they have the 
added thrill of being on television. For 
the people in the background of the 
shot, however, the real Third World 
workers, there is no easy escape: this 
is their actual reality.

I think awakening young people 
to the value and power of genuine 
documentary would be of more per-
manent benefi t. 
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previews
ABC & SBS

Public Television

Human Planet – Life In The Furnace (ABC1 Sundays at 7.30 pm).

74 Buckingham Street, Surry Hills, NSW 2010 Ph 02 9699 8844 shop@cpa.org.au
Please make all payments by Cheque or Money Order out to “CPA”
Credit Card – minimum purchase $20 (include card type, name, number & expiry date)

One of the many books available at 

Shop@CPA

April 1
PRISON LAW REFORM – THE NEW CAMPAIGN
John Dowd, Chancellor, Southern Cross Uni, former NSW Attorney General,
Brett Collins, Coordinator Justice Action

April 8
THE NSW STATE ELECTION – AN ANALYSIS
Jamie Parker, Mayor Leichardt & Greens Candidate for Balmain Electorate;
Jo-Anne Schofi eld, Catalyst (Left Think Tank)

April 15
SRI LANKA – DESCENT INTO DICTATORSHIP
Bruce Haigh, Centre Peace & Confl ict Studies; 
Bani Jagan, Convenor Human Rights Project at CPACS, Sydney Uni.

April 22
NO MEETING
Easter

April 29
THE GLOBAL FINANCIAL SYSTEM – WHAT IS HAPPENING 
AND HOW WILL IT AFFECT AUSTRALIA?
Stephen Long, ABC economic correspondent;
Gerard Minack, Morgan Stanley/Research.

May 6
THE FUTURE OF THE ALP
Doug Cameron, Labor Senator NSW; 
Shaun Wilson, Dr, Sociology Macquarie Uni

POLITICSin the pub

Sydney

Every Friday 6pm ’til 7.45
Gaelic Club

64 Devonshire Street Surry Hills

Pat Toms 02 9358 4834
patandbrucetoms@gmail.com

www.politicsinthepub.org.au

From Progress Publishers:
What is Socialism?
What is Revolution?
What is Communism?
What is Democratic Socialism?
$5 each plus postage & handling ($5 for up to 2 books, $10 for 3 or more)

The global financial crisis and subse-
quent economic crisis saw more people 
than ever questioning the capitalist 
system, the power of monopoly capital, 
and their influence over government. 
Social democrat governments in Aus-
tralia and around the world have failed 
to protect the interests of the ordinary 
working people and the planet. Why? 
Should we be surprised? Whose inter-
ests do they really serve? What is social 
democracy? How does it differ from 
socialism? What is meant by demo-
cratic change? What is the alternative 
to capitalism? For answers to these 
and many other questions about social 
change, these four paperbacks give 
readers a great start.

all 4 books all 4 books $25$25  incl pincl p&&hhSPECIAL OFFER
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Orwellwasright blog

On March 20, 2003 Western forces 
launched their “Shock and Awe” 
attack on Iraq, heavily bombarding 
Baghdad and elsewhere, massa-
cring hundreds if not thousands of 
innocent men, women and children. 
On March 20, 2011 the very same 
forces attacked Libya, beginning 
what many believe will be yet 
another mass slaughter.

What is obvious to all but the 
most duped and apathetic is that 
once again we have another war 
launched by the imperialist powers 
thinly veiled as a “humanitarian 
intervention”, dressed up as a mission 
of peace driven by the use of heavy 
bombardment and murder, where the 
truth lies diametrically opposed to 
the propaganda being pushed by the 
mainstream media. Nothing is what 
it seems; the lies and deceptions are 
as Orwellian as ever. The similarities 
with Iraq go well beyond the date 
of the opening salvo – indeed, there 
are many consistencies between the 
current attack on Libya and numerous 
other military interventions and acts 
of aggression carried out by the US, 
NATO and their allies in recent years.

The propaganda currently being 
pumped out by the mainstream 
media, led by the usual suspects in 
the American corporate press and the 
liars and sycophants over at the BBC, 
is essentially a re-run of the Iraq inva-
sions and Kosovo: a largely fabricated 
case for humanitarian intervention 
based on violence stoked by special 
forces troops and covert operations, 
with the consistent demonisation of 
the leader recast as a mass murdering 
tyrant to justify a heavy saturation 
bombing campaign in the name of 
human rights and justice. Any his-
torical context that might cast the so-
called “Allies” in a negative light – for 
instance large-scale sales of weapons 
to the new enemy fi gure – is carefully 
omitted from the narrative.

The assault on Iraq during the 
fi rst Gulf War was launched on the 
back of Saddam Hussein’s invasion 
of Kuwait – an invasion carried out 
with the tacit support of the US, who 
then betrayed their puppet dictator 
and launched a huge slaughter, killing 
more than 100,000 people. The war 

was sold to the American public with 
a horror story in which Iraqi troops 
were accused of throwing Kuwaiti 
babies out of hospital incubators. 
Trouble is the story was a complete 
fabrication, utilising fake testimony 
from an unnamed nurse who turned 
out to be the daughter of the Kuwaiti 
Ambassador to the United States, 
coached by the pubic relations fi rm 
Hill & Knowlton, a company with 
a track record of providing services 
to notorious human rights abusers 
around the globe.

And let’s not forget the fabricated 
“evidence” to justify the 2003 inva-
sion – the non-existent WMDs, the 
yellow cake from Niger, the repeated, 
false association between Saddam and 
9/11 … all since proven to be lies, and 
the occupation continues…

In Kosovo, the Western media 
went all out saturating their broad-
casts of a photograph of a thin man 
behind a fence accompanied by cries 
of “concentration camps!” The truth 
was rather different: the ITN fi lm 
crew were on the inside of a refugee 
camp, and had asked the man to take 
his top off to pose for the camera. 
The photo was another propaganda 
coup from the so-called “free press” 
of the West, which eventually led to 
a lethal 78 day bombing campaign 
which caused a fragmentation of the 
region from which they have yet to 
recover. Around the same time, NATO 
member Turkey – receiving some 80 
percent of their arms from the Clinton 
administration – proceeded to murder, 
torture and massacre Kurds in untold 
numbers. There was no call for a 
humanitarian intervention there – after 
all, they were our allies.

In addition to such fabrications, 
the Western media conveniently omit-
ted any mention of CIA/MI6 use of 
the Kosovo Liberation Army (KLA) 
to instigate violence in the region, 
subsequently used as part of the jus-
tifi cation for the NATO “humanitarian 
intervention”. It should be noted that 
since this campaign KLA leaders such 
as Hashim Thaci and Agim Ceku 
have been tied to criminal syndicates 
involved in arms, drugs, and human 
traffi cking, prostitution and illegal 
organ harvesting, in addition to the 
numerous war crimes carried out 
under the auspices of NATO.

This blatant criminalisation of 
Kosovo politics was carried out with 
the full consent of the EU and the US. 
It should also be noted that the US 
themselves described the KLA as a 
terrorist organisation up until 1998, 
when Bill Clinton reclassifi ed them 
as “freedom fi ghters” and unleashed 
them on the Serbs. NATO’s strategy 
of high altitude bombing quickly 
moved from legitimate military tar-
gets to the wholesale destruction of 
infrastructure, hospitals, television 
stations and civilians – all in the name 
of “humanitarian intervention” …

And as the historical record now 
shows, the refugee crisis and the 
swathe of massacres was precipitated 
by the NATO bombing campaign.

Similarly, the media build-up 
to the current attack on Libya has 
been characterised by the same level 

of fabricated propaganda against a 
backdrop of covert actions utilising 
known terrorist groups.

The rebellion against Colonel 
Qaddafi , which the mainstream media 
would have us believe is a completely 
independent and organic grassroots 
uprising against a brutal oppressor, 
has actually been manipulated by 
agents from the CIA, MI6 and covert 
special forces groups such as the 
SAS for a number of weeks. A team 
of British SAS was recently arrested 
by Libyan rebels, echoing the arrest 
of SAS soldiers in Bazra in 2005, 
equipped with weapons, explosives 
and Arab-looking disguises, caught 
shooting at an Iraqi police checkpoint, 
in a textbook example of divide and 
rule tactics.

Arms and al-Qaida-affiliated 
fi ghters have also been fl owing into 
the country to fuel the insurrection 
from Saudi Arabia and Egypt directly 
from NATO and other Western 
sources in an attempt to foment the 
overthrow of Qaddafi . There are 
additional reports that Israeli-affi liated 
African mercenaries have also infi l-
trated Libya to support the attempted 
insurrection. It is the reaction of the 
Libyan government – a completely 
justifi ed response to a violent insur-
rection aided by agents from foreign 
governments with reciprocal force 
– that the Western press is character-
ising as the oppression of unarmed 
protesters.

Stories of atrocities carried out by 
Qaddafi  have also turned out to be of 
questionable veracity, for instance the 

accusation that Qaddafi  was using his 
air force to strafe crowds of protesters. 
These accusations remain unsup-
ported, but that hasn’t stopped them 
being repeated ad-nauseum across the 
mainstream media.

If there is a grain of truth in 
them (and it’s not simply a case of 
Qaddafi ’s forces legitimately strik-
ing back at armed, Western-backed 
“rebels”), one has to wonder why such 
a supposedly unpopular leader has 
recently handed one million machine 
guns to the public to fi ght against a 
foreign occupation. Hardly the tactics 
of a dictator fearing overthrow from 
within. Perhaps the media will release 
photographic or video evidence sup-
porting their claims, but if the past is 
anything to go by … well, perhaps 
they won’t.

Fox News got in on the act of 
making things up recently as well, 
using the well worn “human shields” 
hoax popular amongst defenders 
of Israeli barbarism towards the 
Palestinians. Fortunately, CNN cor-
respondent Nic Robertson set the 
records straight.

And of course, there is little men-
tion of the genuinely brutal oppression 
in places like Bahrain, where the 
Saudi military were called in to mas-
sacre protesters there, or the recent 
outbreak of air strikes and incursions 
into Gaza by the IDF. Because they’re 
our “allies” and their crimes – like our 
own – are completely permissible.

Just another day in the Empire ...
orwellwasright.wordpress.com 
Information Clearing House 

The USS Kearsarge and her V-22 helicopters are stationed in the Mediterranean Sea close to Libya.

Libya: war masquerading as 
“humanitarian intervention”

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.


