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The NSW Coalition government has intro-
duced a bill to give itself unprecedented 
powers to arbitrarily determine wages and 
working conditions of teachers, nurses, 
police offi cers, fi refi ghters and other state 
public sector employees. The legislation 
undermines the rights and ability of public 
sector unions to negotiate wages and condi-
tions and turns the Industrial Relations 
Commissions (IRC) into a rubber stamp 
implementing government decisions. If 
passed it would result in reductions in the 
pay and working conditions of public sector 
workers and cuts to the essential services 
they provide the community.

“With the stroke of a pen, [premier] Barry 
O’Farrell can determine the wages and condi-
tions of public sector workers,” Unions NSW 
said in a call for action to defeat the bill. The 
NSW government will be able to implement as 
law, any policy that it creates on conditions of 
employment of public sector employees.

Delegates at the Public Service Association’s 
(PSA) annual conference last week kicked 
off a combined unions campaign against the 
legislation by voting unanimously to support 
a state-wide ban on working unpaid overtime.

“We must resist these changes as strongly as 
possible,” John Cahill, general secretary PSA, 
told the conference.

“The government’s intentions, if imple-
mented, will remove the PSA’s right to bargain 
for wages and conditions for its members across 
the state. The PSA will campaign across its 
entire membership base to oppose this legislation 
which will adversely affect the lives of more 
than 300,000 NSW public sector workers and 
their families.”

NSW Teachers Federation president Bob 
Lipscombe said, “The Coalition has taken upon 
itself the right to determine whether public sector 
workers will receive a pay increase or maintain 
their conditions. No other employer in Australia 
has that power….

“This legislation attacks the rights of 

workers to negotiate a fair outcome on pay and 
conditions….

“It will allow the government to reduce 
the entitlements of public sector workers to 
hard-won leave and some other conditions, 
and prescribe a cut in real terms in the pay 
of teachers and other public sector workers,” 
Lipscombe noted.

It puts at risk the recently won nurse-to-
patient ratios, class sizes and special support 
staff in schools.

Real wage reductions
The Industrial Relations Amendment (Public 

Sector Conditions of Employment) Bill 2011 
states that the IRC “must, when making or 
varying any award or order, give effect to any 
policy on conditions of employment of public 
sector employees.” (emphasis added)

The relevant policy would be in the form 
of government regulations – bypassing parlia-
ment. The Coalition government has already 
announced its fi rst policy regulation – a 2.5 per-
cent per annum cap on public sector wage rises.

Any wage increase above 2.5 percent “must 
be funded through employee-related cost sav-
ings that have been achieved,” Greg Pearce 
the Minister for Finance and Services said in 
his second reading speech to the Legislative 
Council.

Job and service cuts to follow
Some comparisons have been made with 

WorkChoices, but in many respects this legisla-
tion is far more dangerous for workers and the 
future of essential public services. It is perhaps 
no coincidence that minister Pearce who intro-
duced the bill to the Legislative Council worked 
for Freehills at the time it was involved in the 
drafting the Howard government’s WorkChoices 
legislation.

Pearce said, “Where a public sector union 
has fi led a wages claim in the commission and 
seeks that the commission conciliate and/or 
arbitrate to achieve an outcome, the commis-
sion will be bound to ensure that, in accordance 
with the declared wages policy, any increase 

in excess of 2.5 percent will only be awarded 
where employee-related savings suffi cient to 
fund such an increase have been both identifi ed 
and implemented.” (emphasis added) Cop the 
cuts fi rst and then you might get your pay rise!

“Teachers are not in a position where 
reasonable ‘employee related savings’ are pos-
sible. This leaves the IRC unable to grant any 
more than 2.5 percent, unless conditions are 
sacrifi ced. As infl ation is predicted to be above 
three percent in coming years, the government 
is really imposing annual pay cuts on teachers,” 
Lipscombe said.

“The O’Farrell government is on notice 
that, should this legislation be passed, teachers 
in public schools and TAFE colleges will not 
accept such an attack on their industrial rights. 
Pay cuts of this kind will make it increasingly 
diffi cult to both attract and retain the new teach-
ers we need over the next few years to replace 
those who are retiring.”

Police, nurses, community workers, fi re-
fi ghters are in a similar position – cuts in jobs, 
cuts in services are the only means of cutting 
the cost of labour apart from wages.
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PRESS FUND
According to ABCTV news, Australian Army recruits are being 
taught Aboriginal survival skills. That’s OK isn’t it? Not quite. 
The news broadcast host commented that these newly acquired 
skills were to be used “anywhere in the world” – and that means in 
Iraq, Afghanistan, or anywhere else our troops are sent. In short, 
the knowledge of the world’s oldest surviving culture is going to 
be used in the service of western imperialism, particularly the US 
variety. Speaking of surviving, we depend on your contributions 
to the Press Fund to follow up stories like that, so please send in 
something for the next issue if you possibly can! Many thanks to 
this week’s supporters for their generous contributions, as follows:
Hannah Middleton and Denis Doherty, in memory of Harry Black, 
$50, and in memory of Vic Williams, $50
Mick Power, in memory of Harry Black, $15
Dimitra and Peter Seralas, in memory of Harry Black, $20
J Doyle $100, John Graham $2, H North $100, “Round Figure” $23
This week’s total: $360 Progressive total: $6,710

Public money
Public benefi t

The federal government’s Future Fund (FF) hit the headlines last 
week with revelations that it has invested millions of dollars of public 
moneys in the design and production of nuclear weapons for the US, 
Britain, France and India (see accompanying article). The recipients 
of FF investments include Boeing, BAE Systems, Northrop Grunman 
and Thales – all major producers of nuclear missiles. Another recipient 
is the Mumbai-based company Larsen & Toubro which is involved 
in building a fl eet of nuclear-armed submarines for India.

These latest revelations come on top of reports a few weeks ago 
that the FF had invested in companies, including Lockheed Martin 
Corp and General Dynamics Corp that produce cluster bombs and 
landmines. Cluster bombs are a particularly nasty weapons that 
indiscriminately release hundreds of small but deadly bomblets 
(sub-munitions) over a large area as their outer casing cracks open 
in mid-air.

After considerable adverse publicity, the FF has sold off those 
shares, acknowledging that their production and use is illegal un-
der international law. Australia has still to ratify the international 
Convention on Cluster Munitions Convention which outlaws them. 
There is legislation before the federal parliament which breaches 
the intent of the Convention. It permits members of the Australian 
Defence Force to assist in the use of cluster bombs in joint operations 
with foreign forces including non-signatories (read US). It specifi cally 
permits foreign forces to base their cluster bombs here or to transit 
them through Australian territory. The US, Israel and India are not 
signatories.

The FF was set up in 2005 by the government as an independent 
investment institution to hold and invest public moneys to meet 
unfunded liabilities of the Commonwealth Superannuation Fund 
“when an ageing population is likely to place signifi cant pressure on 
the Australian government’s fi nances.” The bulk of its capital came 
from the government’s sale of Telstra shares, budget surpluses and 
the transfer of a large tranche of remaining Telstra shares worth 
$9.7 billion. It has since sold off most of its Telstra shares and holds 
around $74 billion worth of investments.

It has become a large investment house, run by a board drawn 
from the private fi nance sector along the same lines as any private 
fi nancial institution. It states in its most recent report: “The FF 
Board of Guardians (the Board) is required to seek to maximise 
the return earned on the Fund.” So why wouldn’t it invest in the 
military industry?

This sector rakes in super profi ts, milking billions of dollars in 
profi ts from governments. It makes a lot of economic sense if the aim 
is maximising profi ts. But this is the money of Australian taxpayers! 
Why, when there are so many pressing, unmet social and infrastruc-
tural needs is it being invested in taking lives, fuelling a new arms 
race and heightening international security?

When questioned about its investments, the FF responded that 
it had “excluded a number of companies on the basis of very clear 
evidence” in relation to the cluster bombs, but the evidence on the 
other companies producing nuclear missiles “was less strong”. It is still 
investigating. No doubt the outcome will depend on public pressure.

The FF spokesperson defended its actions, arguing that nuclear 
weapons were not illegal under the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty.

The government should intervene. The management of taxpayers’ 
money is government responsibility. The FF could and should be 
investing in projects in Australia that are of benefi t to the Australian 
people and economy.

Apart from the mineral and resources sector, the Australian 
economy is recessed. Increasing numbers of people are losing their 
homes as previous hikes in interest rates and rocketing electricity and 
petrol prices take their toll. Wages are falling further and further 
behind rising costs. Public housing and renewable energy research 
and development by the public sector are two areas where invest-
ment would meet important social needs as well as bring a steady 
and secure return on investments. There is no comparison with the 
insecurity created by nuclear weapons manufacture and the future 
security in housing and protecting the planet.

Nuclear weapons and 
Australia’s Future Fund
Why the Future Fund should divest from nuclear weapons companies
AT A GLANCE
• Australia’s Commonwealth Future Fund has 

disclosed that it has holdings in 15 companies 
involved in the production and maintenance of 
nuclear weapons.

• The total value of its holdings in these nuclear 
weapons companies at April 12, 2011 was A$135.4 
million. The value of all of the Future Fund’s assets 
is approximately $74.6 billion.

• These 15 nuclear weapons companies are involved 
in the design, production and maintenance of nuclear 
weapons for the United States, Britain, France and 
India.

• These investments may violate Australian law and 
are inconsistent with the Future Fund’s stated policy 
not to support companies involved in activities that 
are illegal in Australia.

• The Future Fund has divested from companies 
involved in the production of other weapons that 
violate fundamental principles of international 
humanitarian law.

Why the Future Fund should 
exclude nuclear weapons 
companies

Australia’s Commonwealth Future Fund – established 
in 2006 to cover the pension costs of retiring parliamentar-
ians, judges and public servants – has investments totalling 
A$135.4 million in 15 companies involved in the produc-
tion and maintenance of nuclear weapons for the United 
States, Britain, France and India, according to information 
obtained by ICAN (International Campaign to Abolish 
Nuclear Weapons) through freedom of information laws. 
Such investments hamper efforts to achieve nuclear disar-
mament and could facilitate the use of nuclear weapons.

Any use of nuclear weapons would be a grave 
violation of international humanitarian law, which 
prohibits the use of weapons that are incapable of 
distinguishing between civilians and combatants or 
have a disproportionate effect. Just as the Future Fund 
has chosen to divest from companies involved in the 
production of cluster munitions and anti-personnel land 
mines, it should also wind up its investments in nuclear 
weapons companies.

Nuclear weapons are unique in their destructive capac-
ity and the human suffering they cause. A single nuclear 
bomb dropped on a large city could kill millions of people. 
In the event of a nuclear attack, medical infrastructure 
would be destroyed and no effective humanitarian response 
would be possible.

The lingering effects of radiation on human beings 

would cause suffering and death many years after the 
initial explosion. Those in the vicinity who survive the 
blast would suffer from extreme dehydration and diar-
rhoea, as well as life-threatening infections and severe 
bleeding. They would also have signifi cantly increased 
risk of developing cancers and passing genetic damage 
to future generations.

Inconsistent with the Future Fund’s 
stated investment policies

The Future Fund has a policy only to invest in com-
panies whose “economic activity is legal in Australia and 
does not contravene international conventions to which 
Australia is a signatory” (September 2010). However, 
under section 8 of the South Pacifi c Nuclear Free Zone 
Treaty Act 1986 (Commonwealth), it is an offence in 
Australia to manufacture nuclear weapons, meaning that 
the Future Fund’s investments in nuclear weapons com-
panies are inconsistent with its own policy.

Furthermore, under section 13 of the Act, it is an 
offence to “facilitate the manufacture, production, acqui-
sition or testing” of nuclear weapons by any person or 
company, whether in Australia or not. Investing in nuclear 
weapons producers arguably constitutes facilitation for the 
purposes of the Act and therefore the Future Fund may 
be in violation of this section and liable to pay a fi ne.

Out of step with the Australian 
Government’s commitments

In addition to being a party to the South Pacifi c 
Nuclear-Free Zone Treaty, Australia is a party to the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, which similarly pro-
hibits Australia from manufacturing nuclear weapons 
(Article II). Such activity is contrary to Australia’s treaty 
obligations whether it is carried out by government or by 
a corporate entity.

The Australian government has expressed in various 
international fora its strong commitment to achieving a 
world free of nuclear weapons. In 2008 it established the 
International Commission on Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
and Disarmament, which it has described as “a substantial 
and enduring contribution to achieving the goal of a world 
without nuclear weapons”.

Financing companies involved in the manufacture 
of US, British, French and Indian nuclear weapons is 
inconsistent with the Australian government’s stated 
commitment to the elimination of nuclear weapons, as it 
provides material support for the indefi nite retention of 
nuclear weapons by these nations.
Medical Association for the Prevention of War 

All out attack on NSW public sector
Unions prepare for fight
Continued from page 1

Deceit
The O’Farrell government 

argued in Parliament that the bill 
was about “fi scal responsibility”, 
about balancing the budget. Pearce 
cunningly pointed out that the 2.5 
percent salary cap was the policy 
of the former Labor government. 
It then attacked the government 
and IRC for not implementing the 
policy. The bill, it argued, would 
provide the means of enforcing the 
former Labor government’s wages 
policy.

Pearce claimed that under the 
bill the IRC’s “prime objective is 
to give effect to the government’s 
wages policy”. But the title and 
wording of the bill make it clear 
that the bill is about wages and 
conditions.

The “employee related cost 
savings and reforms” that the gov-
ernment is demanding mean loss of 
jobs or the slashing of conditions if 
workers are to fund their own pay 
rises.

As the Police Association 
pointed out, “’Employee related 

cost savings do not mean pro-
ductivity or effi ciency, but rather 
only those costs directly related 
to employment. This could mean 
tradeoffs such as: reducing police 
numbers; cutting annual leave from 
six to four weeks; reducing shift 
allowances;· eliminating maternity 
leave and carer’s leave; taking 
away transfer entitlements; and· 
removing salary top-up for workers 
compensation.”

The Bill has provisions to retro-
spectively regulate all public sector 
proceedings currently before the 
IRC including pay claims for police 
offi cers, child protection workers, 
prison offi cers, health service work-
ers and teachers.

The government hopes to have 
the bill passed through both houses 
and come into force within a few 
weeks. The 2.5 percent wage cap 
is just the “sweetener” to get it 
through. Far worse lies ahead if the 
bill is not defeated – possibly the 
sorts of cuts and attacks on public 
servants being imposed in Greece.

The government does not have 
a majority in the upper house; the 
passage of the bill will depend on 

whether the Shooters and Fishers 
Party and Christian Democrat 
members can be bought off, and the 
strength of the movement outside 
Parliament. There are some indica-
tions of concerns with the legisla-
tion within Liberal Party ranks. It 
is urgent that the combined unions 
campaign receive the maximum 
support.

Campaign details, petitions, 
etc can be found on the websites 
of the APS, NSWTF, NSW Nurses 
Association, Police Association, 
Unions NSW and other relevant 
unions. The Guardian urges read-
ers to raise the issue in the various 
media outlets and on the social 
networks and to contact local state 
members of both houses. It is also 
important to lobby the Shooters and 
Christian Democrats. This bill must 
be defeated!

PULL: “The Coalition has tak-
en upon itself the right to determine 
whether public sector workers will 
receive a pay increase or maintain 
their conditions. No other employer 
in Australia has that power.” 
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Peter Mac

The Gillard government’s treat-
ment of asylum seekers is coming 
under as much criticism as the 
former Howard government infa-
mous practice of sending detainees 
to Nauru (the so-called “Pacifi c 
Solution”). 

Last week Sev Ozdowski, a 
former Australian human rights 
commissioner, and Navi Pillay, the 
United Nations High Commissioner 
for Human Rights, came out against 
the Gillard government’s proposal 
to send to Malaysia 800 newly-
arrived asylum seekers who arrive 
in Australian waters by boat.

Ms Pillay commented: “There 
are no protections for individuals in 
Malaysia, and Australia of all people 
that upholds (international standards) 
should not collaborate with these 
kinds of schemes”.

She also pointed out that because 
Malaysia is not a signatory to the 
UN Refugee Convention, or the 
Convention on Torture, Australia 
would be in breach of its provisions 
under international law if Malaysia 
failed to satisfy the provisions of 
these Conventions (for example by 
deporting detainees back to their 
countries of origin or by caning them 
for perceived misdemeanours).

In January, during a UN Human 
Rights Council review of Australia’s 
human rights record, a number of 
countries questioned the govern-
ment’s asylum seeker policies. The 
government has until June 6 to 
respond.

Concerned that the government 
will “whitewash” its record, a coali-
tion of fi ve human rights and refugee 
advocacy organisations is preparing 
its own submission for the review 
panel, whose fi ndings are likely to be 
just as damaging for the government 
as were the previous UN assess-
ments of the Howard government’s 
performance.

Policies no better 
at home

Mr Ozdowski is now claiming 
that conditions are just as bad for 
children as they were under the 
Howard regime. Dr Paul Bauert, 
Northern Territory President of the 

Australian Medical Association has 
cited cases of children under 10 years 
old infl icting self-harm and attempt-
ing suicide.

Ms Pillay expressed her dismay 
over the “grim despondency” of 
detainees she had visited, some of 
whom had been held for more than a 
year in two Darwin detention centres, 
and reiterated that the government’s 
mandatory detention policy had 
resulted in suicide, self harm and 
deep trauma for detainees.

She also expressed deep concern 
over the government’s recent deci-
sion to deport back to Afghanistan 
40 asylum seekers, whose applica-
tions for refugee status have failed. 
She pointed out that Italy’s action in 
returning asylum seekers to Libya 
had resulted in “gross violations” of 
their human rights, despite a written 
undertaking by the Libyan govern-
ment to respect them.

Ms Pillay’s criticisms were 
echoed by Catherine Branson, the 
current Australian Human Rights 
Commissioner, whose recent report 
has pointed out that 60 percent of 
detainees in the Villawood detention 
centre in Sydney had been detained 
for more than six months, and 45 
percent for more than a year.

The government has also been 
accused of unfair rejections of appli-
cations for refugee status, because 86 
percent of the Afghan asylum seekers 
whose applications were rejected 
between June and December last 
year were overturned on appeal to 
an independent review board. 

Double talk v 
straight talk

Both the Gillard government 
and the federal opposition have 
attempted to “spin” the criticism to 
favour their policies. Regarding some 
diplomatic courtesies offered by Ms 
Pillay last Thursday, a government 
spokeswoman observed proudly: “Ms 
Pillay congratulated Australia on our 
strong record on human rights both 
domestically and internationally.”

The spokeswoman also respond-
ed to statements by the UN High 
Commissioner for Refugees 
(UNHCR), in which he guard-
edly (and unwisely) welcomed some 
aspects of the Malaysian proposal, 

by declaring enthusiastically: “The 
UNHCR has made it clear … that 
this arrangement is a real opportunity 
to enhance the protection for refu-
gees and has welcomed Australia’s 
increased share of the humanitarian 
burden in the region”.

However, Ms Pillay repeated her 
criticisms of the government’s poli-
cies, and UNHCR regional manager 
Ric Towle hastily made clear that 
both UN organisations were united 
in their determination to ensure 
humanitarian treatment for asylum 
seekers.

Opposition leader Tony Abbott 
claimed that Mr Osdowski’s criti-
cisms amounted to an endorsement 
of the Pacifi c solution. In fact, Mr 
Ozdowski was making the point 
that although the “Malaysia solu-
tion” was worse than the coalition’s 
Pacifi c solution, both policies were 
unacceptable.

Govt paints itself 
into a corner

Last week shocking images of 
the caning of a detainee in Malaysia, 

a practice in which the victim’s but-
tocks are beaten raw, were shown on 
Australian TV. Malaysia has declared 
it will not infl ict this brutal treat-
ment on any of the asylum seekers 
the Gillard government proposes to 
send there.

But, this reassurance is invali-
dated by Malaysia’s insistence that 
it will only accept the 800 asylum 
seekers if they are treated exactly the 
same as any other detainee within its 
borders. As human rights and asylum 
seeker support groups have pointed 
out, caning is routinely carried out in 
Malaysian detention centres. 

Last week Alexander Downer, 
former Foreign Affairs Minister in 
the Howard government, described 
the mixed feelings he had experi-
enced when he authorised detention 
of asylum seekers on New Guinea’s 
Manus Island. His misgivings didn’t 
concern fair treatment of detain-
ees, but rather what the Howard 
government considered exorbitant 
compensation demands for use of the 
island’s facilities, which he suggested 
would also be applied to the Gillard 
government.

Downer’s statement refl ects the 
coalition’s tactic of pressuring the 
Gillard government to accept the 
offer of the Pacifi c governments of 
Nauru or the Solomon Islands to host 
a processing centre. 

The governments of East Timor 
and other regional states have ada-
mantly rejected the government’s 
proposal for a processing centre. If 
negotiations regarding the Manus 
Island or Malaysia proposals fail, 
and if the government still clings 
to the off-shore processing policy, 
it will be forced to accept the 
gross humiliation of a return to the 
“Pacifi c Solution”.

The government could still take 
the principled stand of renouncing 
off-shore processing and mandatory 
detention, but current indications are 
that it won’t. Its immigration policies 
have turned into a tragic farce and an 
excruciating national embarrassment, 
while the coalition has maintained its 
consistently cynical, opportunistic 
and ruthless manipulation of the 
asylum seekers’ issue. 

Asylum seekers policies 
arousing storm of criticism
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Need for a new 
funding policy for schools
The need for a fundamental over-
haul of federal schools funding 
arrangements has been confi rmed 
by new research that shows with-
out it public schools face a real 
cut of over $300 million in three 
years’ time.

The report on the 2011/12 Budget 
says that while public school funding 
will reach a high point in the next 
fi nancial year, it is then projected to 
decline signifi cantly in real terms. The 
cut is due to the projected loss of key 
investments in education, including 
the literacy and numeracy national 
partnership.

Produced by Sydney University 
Honorary Associate Professor of 
Education Dr Jim McMorrow, the 
report shows:
• Public school funding will 

decline in real terms between 

2011/12 and 2014/15 by $332 
million (-6 percent).

• Private school funding will 
increase over the same period in 
real terms by $939 million (+11 
percent).

• The cut in public school funding 
is the equivalent of the loss of 
2,800 teachers.

AEU federal president Angelo 
Gavrielatos said the report highlighted 
what would happen if there was not a 
signifi cant overhaul of federal funding 
arrangements after the conclusion of 
the current Gonski review of schools 
funding later this year.

“This report shows that, without 
change, public schools will go back-
wards fi nancially,” Mr Gavrielatos 
said. “The Labor government is to 
be commended for the additional 
resources they have put into public 

schools but what is needed is a fun-
damental change in the way they are 
funded.

“Labor has the opportunity to 
fi nally get rid of the discredited and 
inequitable Howard government fund-
ing system and replace it with one that 
better meets the needs of every child.

“There is currently great insta-
bility and uncertainty surrounding 
federal funding for public schools. 
Schools, particularly those in dis-
advantaged areas, are too reliant on 
funding through one-off programs.”

He said that the Literacy and 
Numeracy National Partnership is a 
classic example. Schools are report-
ing that the extra resources delivered 
through that program are making a 
huge difference for students but it 
is due to end in the middle of next 
year. 

Migrant workers unite and 
organise for better pay
Low-paid migrants working for 
a steel manufacturer in Sydney’s 
west have joined the Australian 
Manufacturing Workers’ Union 
(AMWU) and begun negotiations 
on their first union collective 
agreement.

After years of accepting sub-
standard pay and conditions, site 
delegate Azam Ali said the 29 
workers were united in their com-
mitment to securing a better deal.

“It was a tough decision to join 
a union. We were worried about 
what would happen to our jobs – 
we thought we might be sacked.”

Mr Ali said one day when he’d 
had enough, he told his colleagues, 
“If you give me 100 percent sup-
port, I will talk to the AMWU. The 
company isn’t listening to us. It’s 
time we joined, they can help fi ght 
for us.”

Prior to joining the union, 
Mr Ali said the workers had a 
log of claims rejected outright by 
NatSteel’s management.

“In our previous agreement they 
took away our picnic day, they took 
away the annual leave loading and 
put it into our wages.

“We want the return of these. 
We’d also like a meal allowance if 
we’ve worked overtime without 24 
hours notice. Most of all, we want 
a pay increase. I have been here for 
ten years. In that time my hourly 
rate has only increased by $5.

“Every time I walk into work, 
the workers say ‘Ali, when are we 
going to improve our wage’. We 
believe it’s about time.”

Site organiser Geoff Wallace 
said not only were NatSteel work-
ers being paid below the industry 
standard, they were worse off than 

their company counterparts in 
Brisbane.

“We know workers at the 
NatSteel branch in Brisbane, who 
do exactly the same job, are getting 
paid at least $2.50 more an hour.

“Our members here have well 
and truly been exploited. They 
deserve much better than that. Most 
of them are originally from Vietnam 
and India. They aren’t so familiar 
with their rights and entitlements.”

Mr Wallace said they were 
determined to improve their 
situation.

“They’ve given a commitment. 
If an agreement can’t be reached 
they’re willing to go on strike.”

His thoughts are echoed by Mr 
Ali. “We are very united now. For 
the fi rst since I have been here. We 
have put up with a lot ... but now 
we are not going back.” 

MUA’s concern about 
safety remains
Last week the Maritime Union 
of Australia (MUA) put to its 
members that protected industrial 
action in the form of limited work 
bans at Patrick container terminals 
in Sydney, Brisbane and Fremantle 
be lifted. MUA workers showed up 
for work in Sydney, Brisbane and 
Fremantle.

“Patrick has chosen to escalate 
this dispute by unilaterally closing 
down its container terminals, which 
was never intended by the MUA,” 
national secretary Paddy Crumlin 
said.

Deputy national secretary Mick 
Doleman said the MUA had always 
intended to continue to work after the 
latest notifi cation.

“Patrick owns the decision to 
shut down the ports but in any event 
the union has determined that work 
should resume in an effort to undo the 
damage of Patrick’s decisions.

“We’re saving Patrick from 
themselves.”

The union’s concerns about 
safety and training remain. Safety is 
the critical productivity issue on the 
Australian waterfront.

The stevedoring industry has an 
appalling safety record in Australia 
and the union is addressing this as 
part of the next enterprise bargaining 
agreement.

“We will now consult with our 
members and consult with the com-
pany and seek suitable resolution to 
the current dispute and the remaining 
areas of disagreement,” Mr Doleman 
said.

“MUA members have been 
exercising their right to take limited 
industrial action by only working 
within their job description - with no 
overtime or transfers. This is legally 
protected industrial action granted by 
Fair Work Australia.” 

Pilots’ dispute not about 
pay and conditions
The Australian and International 
Pilots Association (AIPA) reiter-
ated last week that its dispute 
with current Qantas management 
has nothing to do with pay and 
conditions and everything to do 
with keeping Qantas pilots on the 
fl ight deck.

Qantas CEO Alan Joyce has 
continued his smear campaign 
against pilots by claiming AIPA’s pay 
demands amount to $317 million over 
three years.

The actual fi gure stands at $90 
million over three years, representing 
a 2.5 per cent pay increase each year.

AIPA president Barry Jackson 
said it was sadly predictable that Mr 
Joyce would attempt to avoid discus-
sion of the real issue by inventing 
mistruths about pilots’ pay claim.

“This dispute is not about pay and 
conditions,” Captain Jackson said.

“It is about fi ghting Mr Joyce’s 
offshoring agenda and keeping Qantas 
pilots operating Qantas fl ights.

“Qantas pilots have not taken 
industrial action since 1966. We are 

slow to anger. The reason AIPA is now 
taking an historic ballot of members is 
because the entire future of Qantas as 
an Australian icon is at stake.”

He said that AIPA has made it 
clear from the start that the pilots 
are absolutely willing to compromise 
and negotiate on pay and conditions 
in order to keep Qantas pilots in the 
cockpit of Qantas fl ights and that 
“Despite Mr Joyce’s recent bomb-
throwing, we remain 100 percent 
committed to that position.

“Mr Joyce wants to move Qantas 
operations to Southeast Asia. He 
wants pilots and crew employed on 
Asian conditions and working to 
Asian standards.

“Qantas pilots, on the other hand, 
want to stay here and continue deliv-
ering our established culture of safety 
and excellence to Qantas passengers.

“It’s sadly little wonder that Mr 
Joyce wants to avoid talking about 
the core issue and would prefer to 
pretend this is a fi ght over pay and 
conditions.” Australian nurses receive 

international award
The Australian Nursing Federation 
(ANF) is celebrating International 
Nurses Day earlier this month 
after it received international rec-
ognition for its massive growth in 
membership across the Australian 
health system.

Over the past 12 months, mem-
bership of the ANF has increased 10.5 
percent to more than 200,000 mem-
bers - making it one of Australia’s 
fastest growing unions.

At the recent International 
Council of Nurses (ICN) Conference 
in Malta, the ANF, and the Royal 
College of Nursing, Australia (RCNA) 

as collaborating partners, was awarded 
a silver medal in recognition of 
increased membership growth.

The President of the ICN Dr 
Rosemary Bryant presented the medal 
to RCNA president Dr Stephanie Fox-
Young and ANF federal secretary, 
Lee Thomas.

“The ANF is honoured to have its 
membership growth offi cially recog-
nised by the ICN, especially at a time 
when we are celebrating International 
Nurses Day,” ANF assistant secretary, 
Yvonne Chaperon, said.

“Our unprecedented growth in 
memberships across all sectors is a 

refl ection of the campaigns we con-
tinue to run on behalf of all of our 
members, which includes registered 
and enrolled nurses, midwives, assist-
ants in nursing and students.”

Ms Chaperon said International 
Nurses Day 2011 showcased the 
vital role nurses play in helping 
achieve access and equity across the 
Australian health system.

This year the theme of 
International Nurses’ Day is “Closing 
the Gap: Increasing the Equity”, 
aimed at improving people’s health, 
well-being and life expectancy by 
increasing their access to health 
services.

“International Nurses’ Day 
rightly acknowledges and pays trib-
ute to the very special work provided 
by our hard-working nurses who 
deliver quality care across the full 
spectrum of the Australian health 
system, from tending to newborns 
and their Mothers, right through to 
looking after the frail and elderly 
in nursing homes,” Ms Chaperon 
explained. 

DO YOU HAVE SOMETHING TO SAY?

Write a letter to the Editor
Send it to 

The Guardian 74 Buckingham St Surry Hills NSW 2010
or email tpearson@cpa.org.au
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UN High 
Commissioner 
visit and the 
NT Intervention
Bob Briton

Australia is one of those developed 
countries with a government 
that presumes to lecture others 
about human rights. When Prime 
Minister Gillard recently visited 
China, for example, there was the 
expectation in conservative circles 
and the corporate media that she 
would take her counterpart aside 
for a tongue lashing about human 
rights. In interviews following the 
predicted private encounter, she 
implied that such “frank” discus-
sions took place.

It would be interesting to be a fl y 
on the wall at exchanges of this nature 
because, when it comes to human 
rights, the shame of the Australian 
government is now plain for the 
whole world to see. It would be safe to 
assume that the recipient of Australian 
government criticism would reply 
with an eloquent expression roughly 
translating to “who the hell are you to 
lecture us on human rights?”

The UN High Commissioner for 
Human Rights, Navi Pillay, visited 
Australia last week and delivered a 
diplomatic rebuke over two of the 
country’s most glaring, ongoing 
human rights scandals. The major 
concerns of the South African former 
high court judge were the inhumane 
treatment of asylum seekers  in deten-
tion (see page 3) and the Northern 
Territory Intervention. The Howard 
era policy dating from 2007 is 
approaching its 2012 “sunset clause” 
and assessments of the controver-
sial invasion of remote Aboriginal 
communities are being drawn up. 
Alternatives are being considered.

True to form, opposition leader 

Tony Abbott is calling for a “second 
intervention” for the further humilia-
tion and dispossession of Aboriginal 
people. Ms Pillay said that Aboriginal 
people had told her that they were 
coming under increased pressure 
from the Gillard government to 
sign 99-year leases over their land. 
“They see it as a land grab,” the High 
Commissioner noted.

Ms Pillay would see the same pro-
cess taking place all over the world. 
Indigenous people are being moved 
off their traditional land to make way 
for corporate interests. In Colombia 
a brutal war is being waged against 
rural communities by paramilitaries 
and the state’s own armed forces. In 
Australia, remote communities are 
being made unviable. The question is 
then put on the agenda of how to shut 
them down and move the inhabitants 
to Alice Springs and other regional 
centres. Land owned by communities 
is transferred to private owners who 
can sell up and move on.

Howard’s intervention was part 
of this strategy. It was maintained 
by Labor because they, too, are car-
rying out the orders of corporations 
in the mining sector. Differences in 
approach are subtle. The Liberals 
suspended the Racial Discrimination 
Act to impose measures like welfare 
payment quarantining; Labor restored 
the Act by extending the punitive 
measure to all welfare recipients in 
the Northern Territory.

The UN High Commissioner was 
handed a petition in Darwin with the 
signatures of 6,500 Australians call-
ing for the restoration of the rights of 
Aboriginal people caught up in the 
intervention. The policy had already 
been condemned by the UN Human 

Rights Committee and the UN Special 
Rapporteur on Indigenous Rights, 
Professor James Anaya.

Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Island Social Justice commissioner 
Mick Gooda told the media recently 
that the intervention and its authori-
tarian methods will not be missed. 
He hopes its demise will improve 
communications between govern-
ment bureaucracies and Aboriginal 
communities.

“Government agencies go into a 
community like Mutitujulu near Uluru 
and talk to the service providers, but 
not to the people,” Mr Gooda told 
The Sydney Morning Herald. He 
noted that the looming expiry date for 
the legislation has prompted another 
race against time. He wonders what 
will happen to the funding offered as 
a sweetener to the very bitter inter-
vention medicine. “You have a lot of 
organisations receiving money under 
the intervention … There is a need 
for certainty around the funding of 
programs, including the Indigenous 
housing program and the $150 million 
Alice Springs transformation.”

It’s a safe bet that funding to 
programs seeking to draw Aboriginal 
people away from their traditional 
lands and into urban accommoda-
tion will continue to be funded. 
What is not known is precisely what 
overarching policy will replace the 
intervention to continue the land grab 
it represents. Other funding will prob-
ably be slashed as part of the sacrifi ce 
to produce a federal budget surplus. 
One thing is certain; the current situa-
tion of dispossession and community 
breakdown will not be turned around 
without a fi ght and massive solidarity 
from non-Aboriginal Australians. 

While the Coalition continues to debate the merits of plain 
packaging for cigarettes, the Greens suggested that politi-
cal donations by tobacco companies should be banned. 
While major political parties receive donations from tobac-
co companies there is always a suspicion that favours would 
be returned in one form or another. The main benefi cia-
ries are the Coalition parties – Liberal and National. Labor 
has also received donations from the tobacco industry. 

Thousands of Victorians miss out on specialist services to 
help them die peacefully as demand for palliative care far out-
strips supply. A recent report released by the state government 
found that 7,500 Victorians who die from chronic diseases 
each year miss out on palliative care. The increase in demand 
is fi ve percent annually; with an ageing population the demand 
will be even higher. The government has allocated $34.4 mil-
lion for palliative care services over the next four years.

Palm Island activist Lex Wotton will mount a High Court chal-
lenge to a gag that prevents him from talking to the media. 
As part of his parole conditions, Lex Wotton is prohibited from 
“speaking to and having any interaction whatsoever with the 
media”, nor can he attend public meetings on Palm Island with-
out permission from Queensland Corrective Services. Mr Lynch, 
from the Human Rights Law Centre, which is backing the chal-
lenge, said that Mr Wotton’s case raised “fundamental civil and 
political rights”. “It should be the case that prisoners and for-
mer prisoners are not denied any rights other than the right to 
liberty. To deny them other rights, such as freedom of speech, 
is to undermine their rehabilitation and re-integration”. Mr 
Wotton had been sentenced to six years’ jail for the Palm 
Island riot which followed death in custody of Mr Doomadgee.

East Timor continues to be one of the poorest countries in the 
world. Coffee growing is one of the main exports at the moment 
and one quarter of the population is involved in coffee growing. 
Coffee farmers were shocked to fi nd out recently that the green 
coffee cherries they sold to middlemen for US30 cents went on 
to be sold in Australia for $26 dollars or more, often as a “fair 
trade” product. The farmers were desperate to see an increase 
in the price paid for their coffee in order to send their children 
to school and sustain their simple lives. Many customers are 
prepared to pay extra for a product which provides the actual pro-
ducer in a developing country with some extra money. Inevitably, 
though, a chain of middlemen feeds on the producer. No mat-
ter how you dress up capitalism, it is still exploitative and unfair. 

Australia

Join the fight for equal pay

SYDNEY 12 noon Hyde Park South, Sydney

NEWCASTLE 12 noon The Tram Sheds, Newcastle Foreshore Park, Wharf Rd, Newcastle

LISMORE 11am Cnr Carrington & Magellan St, Lismore

CANBERRA 12 noon Outside of Legislative Assembly, London Circuit, Civic

PERTH Workplace based events Contact the ASU WA Branch for further details

MELBOURNE 11am Trades Hall, cnr Lygon & Victoria Sts, Carlton

HOBART 12 noon Premier’s Offi ce, 15 Murray St, Hobart

BRISBANE 11am Nundah Memorial Park, cnr Buckland Rd & Bage St, Nundah

ADELAIDE 12 noon Adelaide Town Hall, King William St, Adelaide

DARWIN 12pm Rain Tree Park, Darwin Mall
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It’s a safe bet that funding to programs 
seeking to draw Aboriginal people away 
from their traditional lands and into urban 
accommodation will continue to be funded. 
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James Petras

Last month, Mexican investigators uncov-
ered another mass clandestine grave with 
dozens of mutilated corpses; bringing the 
total number of victims to 40,000 killed since 
2006 when the Calderon regime announced 
its “war on drug traffi ckers”. Backed by 
advisers, agents and arms, the White House 
has been the principal promoter of a “war” 
that has totally decimated Mexico’s society 
and economy.

If Washington has been the driving force 
for the regime’s war, Wall Street banks have 
been the main instruments ensuring the profi ts 
of the drug cartels. Every major US bank has 
been deeply involved in laundering hundreds of 
billions of dollars in drug profi ts, for the better 
part of the past decade.

Mexico’s descent into this inferno has been 
engineered by the leading US fi nancial and 
political institutions, each supporting “one side 
or the other” in the bloody “total war” which 
spares no one, no place and no moment in time. 
While the Pentagon arms the Mexican govern-
ment and the US Drug Enforcement Agency 
enforces the “military solution”, the biggest US 
banks receive, launder and transfer hundreds of 
billions of dollars to the drug lords’ accounts, 
who then buy modern arms, pay private armies 
of assassins and corrupt untold numbers of 
political and law enforcement offi cials on both 
sides of the border.

Mexico’s descent
Everyday scores, if not hundreds, of corpses 

– appear in streets and or are found in unmarked 
graves; dozens are murdered in their homes, 
cars, public transport, offi ces and even hospitals; 
known and unknown victims in the hundreds 
are kidnapped and disappear; school children, 
parents, teachers, doctors and business people 
are seized in broad daylight and held for ransom 
or murdered in retaliation.

Thousands of migrant workers are kid-
napped, robbed, ransomed, murdered and 
evidence is emerging that some are sold into 
the illegal “organ trade”. The police are bar-
ricaded in their commissaries; the military, if 
and when it arrives, takes out its frustration on 
entire cities, shooting more civilians than cartel 
soldiers. Everyday life revolves around surviv-
ing the daily death toll; threats are every where, 
the armed gangs and military patrols fi re and 
kill with virtual impunity. People live in fear 
and anger.

Free Trade Agreement
In the late 1980’s, Mexico was in crisis, but 

the people chose a legal way out: they elected a 
President, Cuahtemoc Cardenas, on the basis of 
his national program to promote the economic 
revitalisation of agriculture and industry. The 
Mexican elite, led by Carlos Salinas of the 
Institutional Revolutionary Party (PRI) chose 
otherwise and subverted the election.

The electorate was denied its victory; the 
peaceful mass protests were ignored. Salinas 
and subsequent Mexican presidents vigorously 

pursued a free trade agreement (NAFTA) with 
the US and Canada, which rapidly drove mil-
lions of Mexican farmers, ranchers and small 
business people into bankruptcy.

Devastation led to the fl ight of millions 
of immigrant workers. Rural movements of 
debtors fl ourished and ebbed, were co-opted 
or repressed. The misery of the legal economy 
contrasted with the burgeoning wealth of the 
traffi ckers of drugs and people, which generated 
a growing demand for well-paid armed auxilia-
ries as soldiers for the cartels. The regional drug 
syndicates emerged out of the local affl uence.

In the new millennium, popular movements 
and a new electoral hope arose: Andres Manuel 
Lopez Obrador (AMLO). By 2006 a vast peace-
ful electoral movement promised substantial 
social and economic reforms to “integrate 
millions of disaffected youth”. In the parallel 
economy, the drug cartels were expanding and 
benefi ting from the misery of millions of work-
ers and peasants marginalised by the Mexican 
elite, who had plundered the public treasury, 
speculated in real estate, robbed the oil industry 
and created enormous privatised monopolies in 
the communication and banking sectors.

In 2006, millions of Mexican voters were 
once again denied their electoral victory: The 
last best hope for a peaceful transformation was 
dashed. Backed by the US administration, Felipe 
Calderon stole the election and proceeded to 
launch the “War on Drug Traffi ckers” strategy 
dictated by Washington.

War strategy 
escalates drug war

The massive escalation of homicides and 
violence in Mexico began with the declaration 
of a war on the drug cartels by the fraudulently 
elected President Calderon, a policy pushed 
initially by the Bush Administration and 
subsequently strongly backed by the Obama-
Clinton regime. Over 40,000 Mexican soldiers 
fi lled the streets, towns and barrios – violently 
assaulting citizens – especially young people. 
The cartels retaliated by escalating their armed 
assaults on police.

The war spread to all the major cities and 
along the major highways and rural roads; 
murders multiplied and Mexico descended 
further into a Dantesque inferno. Meanwhile, 
the Obama regime “reaffi rmed” its support for 
a militarist solution on both sides of the border: 
Over 500,000 Mexican immigrants were seized 
and expelled from the US; heavily armed border 
patrols multiplied. Cross border gun sales grew 
exponentially.

The US “market” for Mexican manufactured 
goods and agricultural products shrank, further 
widening the pool for cartel recruits while the 
supply of high powered weapons increased. 
White House gun and drug policies strengthened 
both sides in this maniacal murderous cycle: The 
US government armed the Calderon regime and 
the American gun manufacturers sold guns to the 
cartels through both legal and underground arms 
sales. Steady or increasing demand for drugs in 
the US – and the grotesque profi ts derived from 

traffi cking and sales – remained the primary 
driving force behind the tidal wave of violence 
and societal disintegration in Mexico.

Drug profi ts, in the most basic sense, are 
secured through the ability of the cartels to laun-
der and transfer billions of dollars through the 
US banking system. The scale and scope of the 
US banking-drug cartel alliance surpasses any 
other economic activity of the US private bank-
ing system. According to US Justice Department 
records, one bank alone, Wachovia Bank (now 
owned by Wells Fargo), laundered US$378.3 
billion dollars between May 1, 2004 and May 
31, 2007 (UK Guardian, May 11, 2011). Every 
major bank in the US has served as an active 
fi nancial partner of the murderous drug cartels 
– including Bank of America, Citibank, and JP 
Morgan, as well as overseas banks operating 
out of New York, Miami and Los Angeles, as 
well as London.

While the White House pays the Mexican 
state and army to kill Mexicans suspected of 
drug traffi cking, the US Justice Department 
belatedly slaps a relatively small fi ne on the 
major US fi nancial accomplice to the murder-
ous drug trade, Wachovia Bank, spares its bank 
offi cials from any jail time and allows major 
cases to lapse into dismissal.

The major agency of the US Treasury 
involved in investigating money laundering, 
the Undersecretary for Terrorism and Financial 
Intelligence, deliberately ignored the blatant 
collaboration of US banks with drug terror-
ists, concentrating almost their entire staff and 
resources on enforcing sanctions against Iran. 
For seven years, Treasury Undersecretary Stuart 
Levey used his power as head of the Department 
for Terrorism and Financial Intelligence to pur-
sue Israel’s phoney “war on terrorism” against 
Iran, rather than shut down Wachovia’s money-
laundering operations with the Mexican drug 
terrorists. Without US arms and fi nancial serv-
ices supporting both the illegitimate Mexican 
regimes and the drug cartels – there could be no 
“drug war”, no mass killings and no state terror. 
The simple acts of stopping the fl ood of cheap 
subsidised US agriculture products into Mexico 
and de-criminalising the use and purchase of 
cocaine in the US would dry up the pool of 
“cartel soldiers” from the bankrupted Mexican 
peasantry and cut back the profi ts and demand 
for illegal drugs in the US market.

Drug traffickers, banks 
and the White House

If the major US banks are the fi nancial 
engines which allow the billion dollar drug 
empires to operate, the White House, the US 
Congress and the law enforcement agencies are 
the basic protectors of these banks. Despite the 
deep and pervasive involvement of the major 
banks in laundering hundreds of billions of dol-
lars in illicit funds, the “court settlements” pur-
sued by US prosecutors have led to no jail time 
for the bankers. One court’s settlement amounted 
to a fi ne of US$50 million dollars, less than 
0.5 percent of one of the banks (the Wachovia/
Wells Fargo bank) US$12.3 billion profi ts for 

2009 (UK Guardian, May 11, 2011). Despite 
the death of tens of thousands of Mexican civil-
ians, US executive branch directed the DEA, the 
federal prosecutors and judges to impose such 
a laughable “punishment” on Wachovia for its 
illegal services to the drug cartels. The most 
prominent economic offi cials of the Bush and 
Obama regimes, including Summers, Paulson, 
Geithner, Greenspan, Bernacke et al, are all long 
term associates, advisers and members of the 
leading fi nancial houses and banks implicated 
in laundering the billions of drug profi ts.

Laundering drug money is one of the most 
lucrative sources of profi t for Wall Street; the 
banks charge hefty commissions on the transfer 
of drug profi ts, which they then lend to borrow-
ing institutions at interest rates far above what 
– if any – they pay to drug traffi cker depositors. 
Awash in sanitised drug profi ts, these US titans 
of the fi nance world can easily buy their own 
elected offi cials to perpetuate the system.

Even more important and less obvious is 
the role of drug money in the recent fi nancial 
meltdown, especially during its most critical 
fi rst few weeks.

According to the head of United Nation’s 
Offi ce on Drugs and Crime, Antonio Maria 
Costa, “In many instances, drug money (was) 
... currently the only liquid investment capital 
... In the second half of 2008, liquidity was 
the banking system’s main problem and hence 
liquid capital became an important factor ... 
interbank loans were funded by money that 
originated from the drug trade and other illegal 
activities ... (there were) signs that some banks 
were rescued in that way.” (Reuters, January 25, 
2009). Capital fl ows from the drug billionaires 
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were key to fl oating Wachovia and other leading 
banks. In a word: the drug billionaires saved 
the capitalist fi nancial system from collapse!

Conclusion
By the end of the fi rst decade of the 21st 

century, it has become clear that capital accumu-
lation, at least in North America, is intimately 
linked to generalised violence and drug traffi ck-
ing. Because capital accumulation is dependent 
on fi nancial capital, and the latter is dependent 
on the industry profi ts from the multi-hundred-
billion dollar drug trade, the entire ensemble is 
embedded in the “total war” over drug profi ts. 
In times of deep crises the very survival of the 
US fi nancial system – and through it, the world 
banking system – is linked to the liquidity of 
the drug “industry”.

At the most superfi cial level the destruction 
of Mexican and Central American societies – 
encompassing over 100 million people – is a 
result of a confl ict between drug cartels and 
the political regimes of the region. At a deeper 
level there is a multiplier or “ripple effect” 
related to their collaboration: The cartels draw 
on the support of the US banks to realise their 
profi ts; they spend hundreds of millions on the 
US arms industry and others to secure their sup-
plies, transport and markets; they employ tens 
of thousands of recruits for their vast private 
armies and civilian networks and they purchase 
the compliance of political and military offi cials 
on both sides of the borders.

For its part, the Mexican government acts 
as a conduit for US Pentagon/federal police, 
Homeland Security, drug enforcement and politi-
cal apparatuses prosecuting the ‘war’, which has 
put Mexican lives, property and security at risk. 
The White House stands at the strategic centre 
of operations – the Mexican regime serves as 
the front-line executioners.

On one side of the “war on drugs” are the 
major Wall Street banks; on the other side, the 
White House and its imperial military strategists 
and in the “middle” are 90 million Mexicans 
and 40,000 murder victims and counting.

Relying on political fraud to impose eco-
nomic deregulation in the 1990’s (neo-liberal-
ism), the US policies led directly to the social 
disintegration, criminalisation and militarisation 
of the current decade. The sophisticated narco-
fi nance economy has now become the most 
advanced stage of neo-liberalism. When the 
respectable become criminals, the criminals 
become respectable.

The issue of genocide in Mexico has been 
determined by the empire and its “knowing” 
bankers and cynical rulers.
Information Clearing House 
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Switching off denial: 
A guide

Danny Chivers presents a guide to debunking the myths of the 
climate change deniers.

If you’re a sceptic, then I salute you.
Sceptics are people who don’t take things at face value; they demand 
facts, and are ready to change opinions based on the weight of 
evidence, even if that goes against personal preferences or beliefs. 
I like to think that I’m a bit of sceptic myself (although I’ll need 
a bit more evidence before I’m sure).

Deniers, on the other hand, refuse to accept evidence that confl icts 
with their personal beliefs, desires or ideology. People in denial gather 
reasons and excuses, however fl imsy, that allow them to not believe in 
whatever unwelcome truth they’re trying to avoid. 

No serious sceptic could doubt that human-caused climate change 
is real, and serious – the evidence is just too overwhelming. However, 
many people are still in a state of denial over climate change, for a 
wide range of reasons. Fortunately, opinion polls show that the major-
ity of the public accept the reality of the climate problem; however, 
the number of people who take climate change seriously seems to be 
slipping back in some countries. If we want to keep building a global 
movement for climate justice, then we need to face up to the problem 
of denial.

Here are some handy weapons for tackling climate change denial 
head-on.

Myths about the basic science

“CO2 isn’t a greenhouse gas” 
This is basic, well-established science that is diffi cult to deny – 

but some people still like to have a go. Carbon dioxide’s heat-trapping 
properties were fi rst discovered by John Tyndall in the 1860s. The 
warming powers of CO2 can be demonstrated simply by fi lling a 
plastic bottle with the gas, shining a lamp on it and measuring its tem-
perature compared to a bottle fi lled with ordinary air.

“When the climate changed in prehistoric 
times, the warming came first, then the CO2 
rose afterwards” 

Evidence from ancient ice cores, tree rings, coastlines, and the 
ocean’s depths provide us with a pretty decent picture of how tem-
peratures, sea levels, and the amount of CO2 in the air have changed 
over the last few tens of millions of years. The results are fascinat-
ing – the Earth has swung periodically between colder and warmer 
periods over the eons. These huge changes were initially triggered by 
tiny fl uctuations in the Earth’s temperature – the sun might go through 
a slightly warmer or cooler phase, or kinks in the Earth’s orbit might 
take the planet out a little further or in a little closer. The planet would 
then warm or cool gradually, over hundreds or thousands of years. 

Then suddenly, this would transform into rapid change, switching the 
planet from cool to warm or vice versa.

Why the sudden fl ip into rapid change? Well, as the planet warms 
up, carbon dioxide and methane are released from plants, soils and 
oceans. These gases create a greenhouse effect which leads to more 
warming and thus the release of more CO2 and so on until the whole 
climate has changed completely. This explains why temperatures 
started to rise fi rst, and then CO2 followed.

Imagine that a group of gibbons escape and run amok at a zoo. 
They cause plenty of chaos by themselves, but the zookeepers don’t 
round them up quickly enough and so the gleeful gibbons started 
releasing the chimpanzees from their cages, who then start letting the 
other animals loose, until the whole thing spirals completely out of 
control. Looking back on this afterwards, it’s true that the zoo was 
already in chaos before the chimpanzees escaped; but it doesn’t mean 
that it’s therefore fi ne to release as many chimpanzees into your own 
zoo as you like, without expecting any consequences…

“Many scientists don’t agree with the 
consensus on climate change” 

According to a 2009 survey, 97 percent of published climate 
scientists believe that humanity is changing the climate. The basic 
underlying science linking humanity’s greenhouse gas emissions with 
climate change is as well-established as the link between smoking and 
lung cancer, or HIV and AIDS – some people still deny these con-
nections, but no-one takes them seriously. There is disagreement and 
debate around the precise effects of climate change; but the facts that 
it’s happening, it’s serious, and it’s caused by humans are well estab-
lished and agreed by all but a small handful of scientists. 

Unfortunately, this small group gets a huge amount of attention, 
making them seem more numerous than they really are – and a lot 
of this is to do with the funding and support they receive. This isn’t 
to say that the climate contrarians are simply in it for the money. I’m 
sure most of them believe in the things they say. But they wouldn’t 
have such prominence and status without the backing of certain 
wealthy and powerful individuals, political groups, media outlets and 
corporations with a (short-term and profi t-driven) interest in prevent-
ing action on climate change.

The mainstream media have a tendency to set up head to head 
“debates” between climate scientists/campaigners and climate change 
deniers, which creates the false impression that the science is still 
disputed. It’s about as useful as watching a debate on how to solve 
the African AIDS crisis between an experienced Ugandan health cam-
paigner and someone who believes that HIV is spread by evil pixies 
and can be cured by eating spaghetti.
New Internationalist 
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On May 22, the ruling Socialist 
Workers’ Party of Spain, the 
country’s social democrats, took 
a severe beating in regional 
and local elections, while the 
right-wing People’s Party surged 
ahead. Communists, starting from 
a small base, also picked up a 
signifi cant number of votes and 
seats. Meanwhile, demonstra-
tors who have been sitting in at 
Madrid’s Plaza del Sol and other 
public places throughout the nation 
vowed to continue their protests 
against austerity measures that 
are being imposed on Spain in 
the context of Europe’s worsening 
fi nancial and economic crisis.

Spain has been plagued by severe 
unemployment (now at 21 percent) 
since the 2008 world fi nancial crisis, 
although its budget is not as far in 
the red as are those of the other poor 
Western European countries, known 
as PIIGS (Portugal, Italy, Ireland, 
Greece and Spain).

Under pressure from the European 
Union and the Central Bank of 
Europe, the Socialist Workers gov-
ernment of Prime Minister Jose Luis 
Rodriguez Zapatero has been imple-
menting severe austerity measures, 
which include fi ve percent cuts in 
public employees’ pay, an end to cost 
of living adjustments of pensions, 
and the elimination or cutback of 
aid to regional and local govern-
ments, among others. Many of these 
things exacerbate the unemployment 
problem.

As in the other PIIGS countries, 
austerity and privatisation have led to 
public protests by unions, students and 
other sectors. Over the days leading 
up to elections, tens of thousands of 

people have converged for a massive 
protest at the Plaza del Sol, the main 
central plaza of Madrid, right next 
to Spain’s royal palace. Demands 
have been for a rescinding of the 
austerity measures, on pain of los-
ing votes. Ordered to leave on the 
pretext that public political agitation 
is not allowed in Spain right before 
elections, the demonstrators refused, 
and other similar demonstrations have 
arisen all over Spain. The protestors 
have vowed to continue these “May 
15” protests beyond the elections.

Spain’s multiple communist 
parties have taken different stances 
toward the protests, which are hetero-
geneous in social origin and therefore 
sometimes confused in their messages. 
The Communist Party of Spain and 
the Communist Party of Catalonia 
hailed the demonstrations and urged 
their members to support them. The 
Communist Party of the Peoples of 
Spain, however, has withheld its 
support.

In the event, on election day the 
governing Socialist Workers took 
a drubbing, losing to the People’s 
Party and its right-wing allies in all 
provincial governments and most 
local ones. The popular vote went 38 
percent to the rightists and 28 percent 
to the socialists, a sharp change from 
the 2007 regional and local elections, 
in which the People’s Party had a 
slight advantage, and from the 2008 
parliamentary elections, won narrowly 
by the socialists. Losses included such 
former Socialist Workers strongholds 
as the city of Barcelona, which the 
social democrats and Catalan allies 
had ruled for many years. The United 
Left, which unites the Communist 
Party of Spain with smaller left-wing 
groups, advanced, raising its popular 
vote total to 6.33 percent, compared 

to 5.48 percent in 2007, and picked 
up 200 municipal council seats and 12 
provincial ones. However, they lost 
their control of the city of Cordoba 
in Andalusia to the right. A new 
left-wing Basque nationalist party, 
BILDU, also advanced, gaining 18 
new municipal council seats out of 83 
in the historically Basque provinces 
of Bilbao, San Sebastian and Vitoria, 
plus three out of 27 in Pamplona, 
in spite of government attempts to 
prohibit it, which were based on accu-
sations of connections to the armed 
Basque guerrilla organisation ETA.

Seeing their opportunity, People’s 
Party leaders immediately asked for a 
vote of confi dence in parliament, hop-
ing to force an early national election 

that otherwise would not be due until 
next year. Prime Minister Rodriguez 
Zapatero had announced before the 
elections that he would not run for 
re-election.

The Spanish scenario is similar 
to that of Greece and Portugal, eco-
nomically beleaguered countries also 
ruled by social democrats. Pressure 
from their own ruling classes, from 
the European Union and its wealthier 
countries, the European Central Bank 
and the IMF leads these social demo-
cratic governments to implement 
austerity programs, slashing social 
welfare programs that they themselves 
had introduced many years ago. This 
leads to massive labour and social 
protests.

The communist parties and their 
allies grow and advance elector-
ally, but do not have the numbers 
to force the social democrats to 
back away from austerity or to form 
socialist-communist electoral blocs 
and governing coalitions, let alone 
to take power themselves. The right 
then moves into the vacuum, taking 
advantage of anger with the social-
democratic governments in power, 
in spite of the fact that, after all, the 
social democratic governments are 
only enforcing policies that the right 
itself has always advocated.

How to break this pattern is the 
great problem now to be tackled by 
the European left.
People’s World 

Right and left gain in 
Spain elections

Unions join forces to build two million-strong alliance
Two million workers in the UK 
joining together can fend off 
savage attacks on working people 
and their families. That was the 
message from Len McCluskey, 
general secretary of Unite, the 
country’s biggest union, when he 
addressed the conference of the 
Public and Commercial Services 
Union, one of the country’s largest 
public sector unions and whose 
workers are at the front line of 
government cuts.

Both unions signed a historic 
accord, committing to coordinated 
action in workplaces up and down 
the country, in the fi rst instance to 
defend support services in Ministry 
of Defence bases and prisons, areas 
already in the frontline of coali-
tion cuts. Unite says that as part 
of the strategy to stop the cuts it is 
prepared to ballot its members for 
coordinated industrial action.

Len McCluskey warned that 
the government’s ideological mania 
for outsourcing puts services at risk 
while pensions’ proposals could 
impoverish hundreds of thousands 
as the government raids workers’ 
retirement pots.

Such is the severity of the 
coalition assault on jobs, wages 
and welfare, prodded on by an 
ascendant business lobby, workers 
must become similarly organised 
if they are to save jobs, communi-
ties and services – and coordinated 

industrial action to make the gov-
ernment see sense cannot be ruled 
out.

Among the fi rst areas ear-
marked for possible common 
action by Unite and the PCS are 
the Ministry of Defence, the prison 
services and government drivers. 
The accord will begin to take effect 
next month when Unite’s members 
at key Ministry of Defence bases 
respond to strike action by PCS 
members on June 30, including 
a show of support expected by 
hundreds of workers at one base, 
Donnington.

Ahead of this, Unite will 
assemble representatives from 
around 100 key MoD bases to dis-
cuss strategic responses to threats 
to the support both unions’ mem-
bers provide to the army, navy and 
Royal Air Force with industrial 
and direct action by workers both a 
possibility.

Len McCluskey will also urge 
the union movement to redouble 
its efforts, following on from the 
massive march against the cuts in 
spring this year, to communicate 
the alternative to the coalition’s 
deception that horrifi c attacks 
on public spending are the only 
response to the global economic 
downturn.

Addressing the PCS confer-
ence, Len McCluskey, said: “The 
alliance – the unity – between 

Unite and PCS can and must be 
a major force for progress. We 
face challenges greater than for a 
generation.

“This Con-Dem coalition has 
thrown down the gauntlet to the 
entire working class and to every-
one who believes in a civilised 
society. Its aim is to dismantle 
everything and anything of our 
social gains which Thatcher may 
have not got round to in the 1980s.

“Working people – our fami-
lies, our communities – did not 
create this crisis. Our public sector, 
supporting the most vulnerable in 
our society, did not create this cri-
sis. Nor did our pay, our pensions, 
our services.

“We did not create it. And we 
are not going to pay for it.

“This agreement between PCS 
and Unite starts to spell out the 
basic elements of a progressive and 
socially just economic alternative 
to the government’s plans. And it 
commits our two unions to dispel 
the myth that there is no alternative 
to the Cameron-Osborne strategy.

“We will build up to still 
broader action, if needs be, later 
in the year. To be absolutely clear, 
we will be balloting our members, 
coordinating our actions with yours 
and with other unions and build-
ing broad and effective community 
support to stop this government’s 
agenda in its tracks.”

Some 28,000 Unite workers are 
employed at MoD bases around the 
UK, including those at Plymouth, 
Bristol, Lossiemouth and Kinloss. 
The workers provide a range of 
support services to the armed 
forces, from vehicle maintenance to 
guards for the bases. They also rep-
resent the MoD fi refi ghters who are 

threatened with the possibility of 
being outsourced to a private sector 
provider. Without these workers, 
many bases will be non-operation-
al. A similar situation exists within 
the prison service where Unite rep-
resents some 3,000 ancillary work-
ers essential to the safe running of 
the prisons. 



9The Guardian
June 1 2011 International

Susan Webb

Eight years after the US invaded 
Iraq, the Iraqi people are waging a 
grassroots fi ght for democracy and 
an economy that works for them. 
Some democratic trappings are in 
place. Violence is markedly down, 
even though bombings and similar 
attacks continue. The United 
States is scheduled to withdraw 
its remaining 46,000 troops by the 
end of this year.

And the US media has lost inter-
est, unless it is to report the latest 
bombing, the deaths of four US 
troops this week, or the ravings of 
Donald Trump, who thinks the US 
should stay in Iraq and “keep the oil 
... take what’s necessary for us and 
we pay ourself back US$1.5 trillion 
or more.”

But for the sixth week in a row, 
Iraqis demonstrated this month in 
Baghdad’s Tahrir Square and around 
the country, demanding jobs, public 
services, worker rights, civil rights 
and liberties, and an end to corruption. 
It is an unprecedented development 
for Iraq. Since February 25, thousands 
have marched and rallied in nearly 
every one of Iraq’s 18 provinces.

According to the General 
Federation of Iraqi Workers, they 
have come out “to protest the failure 
of the Iraqi state to listen to the Iraqis’ 
demands”. The protests have led to 
the resignations of two provincial 
governors, the mayor of Baghdad and 
other offi cials.

A newly emerging nationwide 
Democratic Current is at the heart 
of this movement. Leaders say it 
is an expression of wide sectors of 
grassroots Iraqi society, including 
people who are not members of any 
organised group. Local committees 
are being formed around the country, 
and preparations are under way for a 
national conference to be held in the 
next month or two, to lay the basis for 
“a sustainable organisation.”

The Iraqi Communist Party is 
one of the key organisers of this 
movement. In a phone interview from 
Baghdad last week, Raid Fahmi, a 
member of the ICP’s leadership, said 
this “very diverse” mass movement 
opens a “very promising prospect” 
for his country.

At the local level, Fahmi noted, 
neighbourhood “popular control” 
committees are being set up to 
monitor public services, investigate 
problems, meet with the authorities 
to get action, and supervise their 
actions. “We believe these committees 

will have a very direct impact on the 
provision of services,” he said.

This movement is also key to 
ending the US occupation, Fahmi said.

Unemployment is around 25 
percent, and another 33 percent 
are underemployed. About a fourth 
of the population lives below the 
poverty line. Thousands of inter-
nal refugees, displaced by past 
sectarian violence, still face what 
is being termed a humanitarian cri-
sis. Electricity remains sporadic in 
many areas, and other basic services 
continue to lag.

Iraq’s oil production and exports 
are slowly increasing. That would 
indicate that government revenues 
are benefi ting. But the Iraqi public 
is still waiting to benefi t. The cur-
rent Iraqi government, headed by 
Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki of the 
Islamist Dawa party, is an uneasy mar-
riage of rival sectarian power blocs, 
consumed primarily with ensuring 
their hold on power – a legacy of the 
policies of the US occupation. The 
Parliament elected last year excludes 
minority, left and progressive voices 
because of an undemocratic election 
law forced through with pressure 
from the US.

The government’s failure to fulfi l 
its campaign promises to improve 
the lives of ordinary Iraqis – and the 
uprisings in Egypt and Tunisia – trig-
gered the protests. But after weeks 
of rallies and marches, Alsumaria 
television reported on March 26, 
“demonstrators complain that their 
demands have not been addressed”. 
There are now mounting calls for dis-
solving provincial councils, accused 
of corruption and incompetence, and 
holding new local elections.

The parties in power have been 
“more or less speechless” in the face 
of the protests, Fahmi said. “They 
have been unable to mobilise their 
own supporters, because their base 
shares the views of the protesters.”
Instead, the government turned to 
repression.

Maliki tried to shut down the fi rst 
mass demonstration on February 25, 
imposing a curfew in Baghdad and 
sending security forces to block access 
to Tahrir Square. Several leading Shii 
clerics warned against participation. 
Protesters have been arrested and 
some badly beaten. Journalists have 
been targeted. Following the February 
25 demonstration in Baghdad, sev-
eral reporters were dragged from a 
restaurant and tortured in a Defence 
Ministry detention centre. When 
their ordeal was exposed on TV, the 

government had to issue a public 
apology. Yet, the next Friday, in Basra, 
four reporters covering the demon-
strations there were badly beaten. 
During the March 7 demonstrations, 
three reporters were “disappeared,” 
and later found to have been arrested.

A few weeks ago the govern-
ment tried to evict the Communist 
Party and another party active in the 
protests from their Baghdad offi ces. 
The blatantly political effort back-
fi red, generating considerable media 
coverage and popular support for 
the ICP. The government backed off, 
and the parties are expected to keep 
their offi ces.

The mass protest movement has, 
in effect, been an open challenge to 
the ruling Islamist parties and senior 
Islamic clerics, seriously undermining 
their credibility.

The protests “have power far 
beyond their numbers” because they 
are “in tune with the public senti-
ment,” Fahmi said. Meanwhile, the 
government is not doing what is 
necessary to get Iraq’s security setup 
ready for the end-of-the-year US 
withdrawal date, Fahmi said. Because 
of the narrow political wrangling, the 
country is still without ministers of 
defence, interior and national security. 
Hints are being fl oated of keeping 
US military forces in Iraq, at a string 
of US bases around the country. Yet 
“very strong public opinion in Iraq 
will not accept foreign bases,” Fahmi 
said. Mass political pressure will be 
needed to ensure an end to the US 
occupation, he said.
People’s World 

VENEZUELA: Venezuela reacted angrily to US sanctions 
imposed on May 24 against its PDVSA oil company, aimed 
at Iran’s nuclear energy program. PDVSA recently sent ship-
ments of a gasoline-blending component worth US$50 million 
to Iran. The sanctions will affect US contracts and export 
fi nancing with PDVSA. New US sanctions against Iran, some 
announced earlier, also affect companies in the United Arab 
Emirates, Singapore, Israel, Monaco and China. Protesting 
“aggression against Venezuela and against OPEC,” Venezuelan 
Oil Minister and PDVSA president Rafael Ramirez prom-
ised continued oil supplies for PDVSA’s US subsidiary Citgo, 
but hinted at retaliatory actions against other US custom-
ers. PDVSA sends 45 percent of its crude oil to the United 
States, an amount making up 10 percent of U.S. oil imports.

SOMALIA: As the United Nations considers an air and sea 
blockade of Somalia to keep foreign fi ghters out, violence and 
the worst drought in decades have led to massive cross-bor-
der migration. As of mid-May, 348,605 mostly Somali people 
were living in Kenya at Dadaab, the world’s largest refugees 
complex, now four times over capacity. So far this year, arriv-
als total 43,001 persons. Sharing space under plastic with 
others, families fi nd food and especially water in short sup-
ply. Women are vulnerable to sexual assaults, reports the IRIN 
news agency. Camps in Northern Mozambique now shelter 
tens of thousands of refugees who, heading for South Africa, 
arrived by sea from Somalia and Ethiopia. Presently 600,000 
Somalis are displaced in neighbouring countries, 800,000 
more within Somalia. International funding for humanitar-
ian needs in Somalia has dropped 41 percent over two years.

TURKEY: Last year, unionists and their supporters demon-
strated for three months in support of 12,000 workers who lost 
jobs after privatization of the state tobacco monopoly. They’d 
fi rst been offered low-pay jobs at state-owned tobacco ware-
houses, which never materialised. Then they were fi red. 
Further agitation was put off pending new jobs promised by 
the state. Impatient, they demonstrated in Ankara on April 1, 
where they met with severe police repression. This month, 
the government announced criminal charges carrying up to 
fi ve years in jail against 111 persons, including leaders of sev-
eral union federations and non-union social activists. The 
government, says the IUF website, intends “to cripple the 
labour movement in Turkey by criminalising protest action.”

CUBA: On May 19, Cuban UN Ambassador Rodolfo Benítez, 
speaking before a one-day UN General Assembly session on 
“International Migration and Development,” denounced the 
US Cuban Adjustment Act. That law, enacted in 1966, grants 
permanent US residence to Cubans arriving without previ-
ous authorisation. The US purpose, according to rebelion.
org, has been to portray revolutionary Cuba as a prison requir-
ing freedom seekers to chance the dangerous sea passage 
to Florida to escape. National People’s Power Assembly 
President Ricardo Alarcón noted previously, “The United 
States is the only country with two immigration laws, one 
for the whole world and one just for Cubans.” Recently, the 
Cuban government announced preparation of measures that 
would ease its citizens’ travel to other countries as tourists.

Global Briefs

Iraqis wage grassroots fight
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FUNDRAISER FOR 

GAZA FREEDOM FLOTILLA 2
Endorsed by Artists Against Apartheid
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ADDISON ROAD GALLERY

142 Addison Road MARRICKVILLE

Poetry/spoken word/music/film/artwork/auction/food & drink

Entry by donation $5/$10/$20 or more

More information: Rima Najm 0402 962 424
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The homeless 
are among us
Homelessness has fi nally received 
some political attention. However, 
for the wrong reason. During the 
CHOGM (Commonwealth Heads 
of Government Meeting) week the 
homeless will be “moved on” from 
the City Centre.

The government, at the time, 
made a false promise, that they 
would fi nd interim housing for those 
homeless. Since then I have attended 
a couple of gatherings alongside our 
homeless at State Parliament where 
Police Minister Rob Johnson has 
apologised to them for some of his 
public comments. Housing Minister 
Troy Buswell has for now refused to 
meet with them. However we will 
keep on trying.

Having worked with our homeless 
I must explain that abject homeless-
ness and being on the public housing 
waiting lists are two different things. 
The WA public housing waiting lists 
have near 25,000 applications for a 
home, most of them families, and 
people who have been waiting mostly 
up to two years.

The abject homeless are many 
and are not on public housing waiting 
lists and do not have the references or 
fi nances to secure a private rental. In 
one hour on the streets, at the usual 
traps, and in the parks, I can give 
away 100 small lunches. These are 
the streets and parks of Perth city.

What the state government forgot 
in its Budget was the homeless and in 
making Perth and Fremantle homeless 
friendly cities. We must recognise that 
the homeless are among us and not 
look away. We must recognise that 
they need safe spaces, drop-in-centres, 
laundry facilities, transitional housing 
while we work with as many as we 
can towards more permanent housing 
options and other pathways.

Gerry Georgatos
WA

Peace only comes 
with justice.

In his recent speech in Washington 
Israeli Prime Minister, Benjamin 
Netanyahu said, “no” to sharing 
Jerusalem with the Palestinians, 
no to the return of Palestinian 
refugees, “no” to a return of the 
1967 border lines, “no” to conced-
ing major Israeli settlements, “no” 
to a Palestinian state without Israel 
controlling the border along the 
Jordan Valley, and “no” to nego-
tiations with the Palestinian unity 
government. With such blatant 
Israeli intransigence, what is there 
left to discuss in peace talks?

Further, Netanyahu stated Israel 
would “be generous about the size 

of the future Palestinian state.” The 
Palestinians have already lost over 
88 percent of historical Palestine to 
Israel. The remaining 22 percent of 
the Palestinian territories consists of 
the Gaza Strip and fragmented seg-
ments of the occupied West Bank, 
with Israeli settlements, forts, walls, 
fences, roads and other infrastructure 
everywhere surrounding them and 
under the control of the Israeli army, 
settlers and police.

Considering this situation what 
is left for the Palestinians to build a 
viable state on; some 10 percent of 
Palestinian land with Israel main-
taining effective domination over 
the “Palestinian state”. It seems the 
only issue to discuss is what small 
morsels of land Israel will allow the 
Palestinians to have for their illusory 
state.

More than 460,000 Israelis now 
live in settlements beyond Israel’s 
1967 borders, on Palestinian land in 
the West Bank that was captured dur-
ing the war. Israel says it will continue 
building in the major settlement blocs 
and is adamant that Israel intends 
to keep them in any future peace 
agreement. Israel’s settlement policy 
violates international humanitarian 
law. And these Israeli policies and 
continued settlement construction are 
precisely the main obstacles to peace 
and a lasting solution.

Israel clearly intends to continue 
to expand its West Bank settlements 
and build new ones there and in East 
Jerusalem, despite world censure. 
Israel recently revealed plans to build 
hundreds of new Jewish homes in 
existing settlements and to create 

two new settlements in and near East 
Jerusalem. Yet Israel and the USA talk 
about a Palestinian state. 

Israeli military forts and positions 
sit on the hilltops; Israel controls the 
road network and checkpoints, aqui-
fers and other resources. Daily life, 
movement, the economy, everything 
is dependent of the whim of Israel’s 
military rule, its laws, regulations and 
curfews. The Israeli government also 
wants an American commitment that 
any future Palestinian state would 
have only limited independence, 
have no military forces, with Israel 
retaining control of the state’s borders, 
airspace and the fertile Jordan Valley.

Israel also wants its military 
forces to have free reign to operate 
in the Palestinian areas. Given this 

situation, a viable Palestinian state 
cannot be built on such a minuscule 
area, in reality a micro, mini-state 
lacking any actual political, social, 
military and economic independence 
and any real resources. Yet this is 
exactly the kind of state that the US 
government and Israel support and 
propose to set up.

The sweeping changes that 
Israel has made in the West Bank 
prevent any real possibility for real 
Palestinian self-determination and 
the establishment of an independent, 
viable Palestinian state. The key to 
resolving the issue is to restore the 
Palestinian people’s rights and give 
them their homeland back. 

Steven Katsineris. 
Vic
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Fukushima 
crisis and 
capitalism
Fuwa Tetsuzo, director of the 
Japanese Communist Party Social 
Sciences Institute, said on May 
10 that the nuclear accident in 
Fukushima has clearly illustrated 
two fundamental problems of 
capitalism.

We can nowadays easily recog-
nise the threat of the profit-first 
principle of capitalism by reading 
the newspapers.

Media question why TEPCO 
did not immediately inject seawater 
into the reactors in order to try to 
cool them. They blame the delay of 
the utility’s response for worsening 
the situation. Some reports say that 
TEPCO could not make an immedi-
ate decision since it knew that once 
seawater was poured into the reactors 
they could no longer be used. This 
illustrates the profi t-fi rst principle, 
the intention to keep using the reac-
tors even after the serious accident 
occurred.

Also in Japan, why are many 
nuclear reactors located in the same 
place? Since it costs a lot of money 
and time to obtain land for a nuclear 
power plant, they want to build as 
many reactors as possible once the 
land is secured. So the answer is 
simple: to cut costs.

However, earthquakes frequently 
occur in Japan. It would be disastrous 

if a major quake hits in an area where 
nuclear reactors are concentrated. 
Of course nuclear plant promoters 
are aware of this, but they continue 
to build nuclear facilities even in 
earthquake zones just because they 
can save money that way.

Moreover, our nuclear reactors 
are very old. Out of the 54 reactors 
in this nation, 20 were built over 30 
years ago. There is no set life span 
internationally recognised for nuclear 
plants, but of course, the longer they 
are in operation the more they are 
weakened by age.

One thing we know for sure is 
that property taxes are levied on 
nuclear plants for their depreciation 
period of 16 years. In other words, 
utilities do not have to pay property 
taxes after the 16 years of their plants’ 
operation. That is why they want to 
continue to use their facilities for 
as long as they can. Although all 
six reactors at the Fukushima No.1 
plant are old, operating since the 
1970s, TEPCO still hesitated to inject 
seawater into them. This shows how 
deep seated the profi t-fi rst principle is.

This profi t-fi rst policy is driving 
the present nuclear power industry. 
Successive governments have also 
left the entire question of people’s 
safety up to industry, thus what we 
are witnessing now in the Fukushima 
accident is the worst-ever case of 
“capitalism without rules”. We need 
to think about whether we can afford 
to keep the situation as it is or not.

The LDP is now eagerly chal-
lenging the DPJ. It is true that the 
Kan Cabinet is guilty of unreliable 
politics, but who is really to blame 
for the present situation? When I 
was a Dietmember (MP), I took up 
the question of nuclear power risks 
several times in Diet deliberations.

In the 2000s, JCP representative 
Yoshii Hidekatsu pointed out the 
concrete risks by predicting what 
disaster could occur at Fukushima’s 
nuclear reactors in the event of a 
major earthquake and tsunami. In his 
Diet questions, he called for certain 
measures to be taken, stating that the 
Fukushima plant is highly vulnerable 
to a disaster.

However, all the cabinets, from 

LDP’s Koizumi and Abe to DPJ’s 
Hatoyama, ignored his warning. 
Although the LDP is the party that had 
promoted the nuclear energy policy 
and is to blame for the present catas-
trophe, it is forgetting its own role 
and pointing their fi nger at the DPJ. 
Of course, the DPJ is irresponsible 
as a governing party, but the LDP 
should also be held responsible for 
the ongoing crisis.

The JCP will try its best to make 
a success of the current major efforts 
to constrain the nuclear disaster and 
revive the stricken area by demanding 
that the DPJ-led government do what 
we think is necessary and pointing 
out its neglectful and irresponsible 
behaviour.

Together with reconstruction-
related issues, the Japanese people 
now have to consider other major 
questions.

That is, the Japanese people 
should squarely address the issues 
of nuclear energy and what energy 
policy to choose, and fi nd a reason-
able solution with bright prospects 
for a sustainable future.

In this effort the following two 
points are signifi cant.

(1) As a strategic approach, we 
should decide to withdraw from 

Japan’s present energy policy depen-
dent on nuclear power. Of course it 
will take a certain period of time to 
achieve this change. But what we 
need is to implement the decision 
now and establish a national strategy 
for achieving it.

(2) As an urgent near-term 
approach, it is essential to establish 
a structure to control and inspect 
nuclear facilities with priority on 
safety by clearly breaking away from 
“capitalism without rules” scheme 
created in the nuclear energy fi eld 
based on the nuclear “safety myth”.

In Japan, we have plenty of 
nuclear scientists and engineers 
with no direct relations with electric 
power companies. We also have the 
Science Council of Japan, a public 
organisation of socially-responsible 
scientists. In addition, some people 
once involved in nuclear energy proj-
ects have recognised the collapse of 
the “safety myth” and are beginning 
to raise their voices against the blind 
promotion of nuclear energy. Utilising 
the expertise of these people, we 
should establish the best safety system 
for nuclear energy in the world to 
control nuclear facilities with safety 
truly prioritised while at the same time 
decommissioning the plants.

Without this system, withdrawal 
from nuclear power will fail to be 
achieved because abolishing nuclear 
plants involves a number of stages. 
After operations come to halt, spent 
nuclear fuel should be taken out from 
reactors and disposed of. Since reac-
tors without the spent fuel still give 
off a signifi cant amount of radiation, 
this radiation should be removed. 
Then the reactors have to be dis-
mantled. Measures are also needed to 
dispose of decommissioned reactors 
and their nuclear waste. In addition, 
we should consider how to use the 
sites after the reactors are removed. 
These processes will take at least 
20 years. And all the stages should 
be carried out under a strict control 
system placing priority on safety.

These two points – strategically 
deciding to break away from nuclear 
power generation and urgently cre-
ating a framework to control and 
regulate nuclear energy with a man-
date and responsibility putting great 
signifi cance on safety – should be 
discussed nationwide. In the national 
political arena, these two issues will 
probably become major topics of 
discussion.
Japan Press Weekly 
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Perth Raffle – Fantastic Prize
This great photograph by Cuban photographer 

Brayan Collazo is the first prize for the annual 

Australia Cuba Friendship Society Perth raffle for 

2011. 

The raffle will be drawn on Saturday July 23, 2011 at 

the Santiago de Cuba Carnival to be held at Kulcha 

in Fremantle. A celebration has been organised with 

local band Latin Fusion at KULCHA from 8pm.

For more information visit: www.kulcha.com.au

or send us an email to: acfsperth@gmail.com 

Raffle tickets are $5 each. Get as many as you can to increase your 

chances of owning this fantastic prize. Get your raffle tickets early to avoid 

disappointment. All proceeds to go to support the oncology unit of Las 

Tunas provincial hospital in Cuba.
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June 3
COAL SEAM GAS MINING – AUSTRALIA’S “GASLAND”
Jeremy Buckingham, NSW Greens MP, Natural Resources & Primary 
Industry; 
Jacinta Green, Marine Biologist, UNSW, rep. Sydney Against CSG; 
Jess Moore, Stop CSG Illawarra

June 10
NO MEETING
Queens Birthday Weekend

June 17
THE SCANDAL OF BANGAROO – CORPORATE POWER & 
CORRUPT FORMER LABOR GOVERNMENT PROCESSES 
DESECRATING A KEY PUBLIC SPACE – WHAT CAN BE 
DONE?
Speakers from Australians for Sustainable Development: 
Jack Mundey, AO, lifetime political activist, 
John McInerney, Independent Councillor City of Sydney

June 24
DETENTION SYSTEM FOR REFUGEES – REPLACING A 
GROSS INJUSTICE
Sophie Peer, Refugee Council Australia; 
David Bitel, lawyer, past President Refugee Council Australia

July 1
WHAT IS DRIVING THE UGLY STATE OF POLITICS IN 
AUSTRALIA – WHAT IS TO BE DONE?
Wendy Bacon, Prof, School Journalism & Media Studies UTS; 
Stuart Rees, Prof, Director, Sydney Peace Foundation

July 15
THE NBN DEBATE – WHITE ELEPHANT OR INVESTMENT 
FOR THE FUTURE?
Dean Economou, Dr, Technology Strategist, NICTA; 
Stephen Long, ABC economics Correspondent
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Sydney

Every Friday 6pm ’til 7.45
Gaelic Club

64 Devonshire Street Surry Hills
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The Globalisation of  Poverty 
and the New World Order

Michel Chossudovsky
This is a second edition with valuable updates and additional chapters 
that not only deal with important economic questions but extremely well 
researched and revealing information on experiences in Sub-Saharan 
Africa, South-East Asia, Bangladesh, Vietnam, Latin America, the former 
Soviet Union and the Balkans. Michel Chossudovsky spent considerable 
time researching his topics, including extensive travels in many of the 
countries reported on. The part on the New World Order includes coverage 
of the dismantling of the welfare state, narrowing of the tax base, illusory 
independence of central banks and the crisis of the state. If you thought the 
The Global Economic Crisis – The Great Depression of the XXI Century 
(edited by Michel Chossudovsky and Anderw Gavin Marshall) was great, 
then wait until you read this one. An absolute must!
Publisher Global Research, paperback, 377 pages.

$30
plus 

$6 p&h

Poetry
The Undivided Heart

I would not trust in a divided heart;
A lost bird fl uttering between yes and no,
A fl ame in the wind twisting from lust to horror;
Salt tears on seeds will never let them grow.

I do not live with a divided heart.
One love, one aim, one class my loyalty.
I’ll face the rain when the fi rst thunder shudders,
Keep to the path my people showed me.

I will not write from a divided heart,
Nor dig the ashes till my fl ag is grey.
My words are green wheat through the blackened scar,
My songs the fi rst red of the blossoming day.

Victor Williams

The Next War

Out there, we walked quite friendly up to Death –
Sat down and ate beside him, cool and bland –
Pardoned his spilling mess-tins in our hand.
We’ve sniffed the green thick odour of his breath –
Our eyes wept, but courage didn’t writhe.
He’s spat at us with bullets, and he’s coughed
Shrapnel. We chorused if he sang aloft,
We whistled while he shaved us with his scythe.

Oh, Death was never enemy of ours!
We laughed at him, we leagued with him, old chum.
No soldier’s paid to kick against His powers.
We laughed – knowing that better men would come,
And greater wars: when every fi ghter brags
He fi ghts on Death, for lives; not men, for fl ags.

Wilfred Owen

Written late September, 1917

A Worker Reads History

Who built the seven towers of Thebes?
The books are full of names of kings.
Was it kings who hauled the craggy blocks of stone?
And Babylon, so many times destroyed, 
Who built the city up each time? In which of Lima’s houses,
That city glittering with gold, lived those who built it?
In the evening when the Chinese wall was fi nished
Where did the masons go? Imperial Rome
Is full of arcs of triumph. Who reared them up? Over whom
Did the Caesars triumph? Byzantium lives in song.
Were all of her dwellings palaces? 
And even in Atlantis of the legend
The night the seas rushed in
The drowning men still bellowed for their slaves.

Young Alexander plundered India.
He alone?
Caesar beat the Gauls.
Was there not even a cook in his army?
Phillip of Spain wept as his fl eet 
Was sunk and destroyed. Were there no other tears?
Frederick the Great triumphed in the Seven Years War. 
Who triumphed with him?

Each page a victory,
At whose expense the victory ball?
Every ten years a great man,
Who paid the piper?

So many particulars,
So many questions.

Bertolt Brecht
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Mike Whitney

It’s all about perception management. The 
media is trying to dig up as much dirt as 
they can on Dominique Strauss-Kahn so 
they can hang the man before he ever sees 
the inside of a courthouse. It reminds me of 
the Terry Schiavo case, where devoted hus-
band Michael was pegged as an insensitive 
slimeball for carrying out the explicit wishes 
of his brain-dead wife. Do you remember 
how the media conducted their disgraceful 
24 hour-a-day Blitzkrieg with the endless 
coverage of weepy Christian fanatics on the 
front lawn of the hospital while Hannity, 
Limbaugh and O’Reilly fi red away with 
their sanctimonious claptrap?

And now you’re telling me that that same 
media is just “doing their job?”

Give me a break.
The cops have made sure that the “Great 

Seducer” always appears handcuffed and dressed 
in a “pervie” raincoat with three-days stubble 
before they parade him in front of the media.

And, that’s not the half of it. The Big Money 
is exhuming every woman he’s ever had contact 
with for the last 30 years hoping they can glean 
some damning tidbit of information that will 
convince the doubters that beneath that sophis-
ticated manner and $25,000 suit lurks a closet 
Bluebeard ready to snap up your daughters and 
defi le your wives.

Where does it stop? Or does it stop?
Aren’t you at all curious about who’s behind 

this “lynching by media” scam? This is an all-
out, no-holds-barred, steel-cage, take-down. 
Even Bernie Madoff was allowed to stay in 
his $7 million Park Avenue penthouse while 
he waited for trial, but not Straus-Kahn. Oh, 
no. He gets the royal treatment, even though 
he has no criminal record and nothing but the 
sketchy accusations of a chambermaid against 
him, he’s carted off to the state slammer where 
he can mingle with hardened criminals while 
dining on corn fl akes and Wonder Bread.

You call that justice? 
Can I tell you what this is all about? It’s 

about the [US] dollar. That’s right. Strauss-Kahn 
was mounting an attack against the dollar and 
now the wrath of the Empire has descended on 
him like ton-of-bricks. Here’s the scoop from 
the UK Telegraph:

“Dominique Strauss-Kahn, managing direc-
tor of the International Monetary Fund, has 
called for a new world currency that would chal-
lenge the dominance of the dollar and protect 
against future fi nancial instability.....

He suggested adding emerging market 
countries’ currencies, such as the yuan, to a 
basket of currencies that the IMF administers 
could add stability to the global system....
Strauss-Kahn saw a greater role for the IMF’s 
Special Drawing Rights, (SDRs) which is cur-
rently composed of the dollar, sterling, euro 
and yen, over time but said it will take a great 
deal of international cooperation to make that 
work.” (“International Monetary Fund director 
Dominique Strauss-Kahn calls for new world 
currency”.)

So, Strauss-Kahn fi nds himself in the same 
crowd as Saddam Hussein and Libyan leader 
Muammar Gaddafi , right? You may recall that 
Saddam switched from dollars to euros about 
a year before the war. Twelve months later Iraq 
was invaded, Saddam was hanged, and the 
dollar was restored to power. Gaddafi  made a 
similar mistake when “he initiated a movement 
to refuse the dollar and the euro, and called on 

Arab and African nations to use a new currency 
instead, the gold dinar.” (“Libya: All About Oil, 
or All About Central Banking?” Ellen Brown, 
Op-Ed News.)

Libya has since come under attack by US 
and NATO forces which have armed a motley 
group of dissidents, malcontents and terrorists to 
depose Gaddafi  and reimpose dollar hegemony.

And now it’s Strauss-Kahn’s turn to get 
torn to shreds. And for good reason. After all, 
DSK actually poses a much greater threat to the 
dollar than either Saddam or Gaddafi  because 
he’s in the perfect position to shape policy and 
to persuade foreign heads of state that replacing 
the dollar is in their best interests. And that is 
precisely what he was doing; badmouthing the 
buck. Only he was too dense to fi gure out that 
the dollar is the US Mafi a’s meal ticket, the 
main way that shifty banksters and corporate 
scalawags extort tribute from the poorest people 
on earth. Strauss-Kahn was rocking the boat, 
and now he’s going to pay.

Here’s a clip from CNN Money:
“The International Monetary Fund issued 

a report Thursday on a possible replacement 
for the dollar as the world’s reserve currency.

“The IMF said Special Drawing Rights, or 
SDRs, could help stabilise the global fi nancial 
system....SDRs represent potential claims on 
the currencies of IMF members... . The IMF 
typically lends countries funds denominated in 
SDRs. While they are not a tangible currency, 
some economists argue that SDRs could be used 
as a less volatile alternative to the US dollar.

“Over time, there may also be a role for the 
SDR to contribute to a more stable international 
monetary system.

“The goal is to have a reserve asset for cen-
tral banks that better refl ects the global economy 
since the dollar is vulnerable to swings in the 
domestic economy and changes in US policy.

“In addition to serving as a reserve cur-
rency, the IMF also proposed creating SDR-
denominated bonds, which could reduce central 
banks’ dependence on US Treasuries. The Fund 
also suggested that certain assets, such as oil 
and gold, which are traded in US dollars, could 
be priced using SDRs.” (“IMF discusses dollar 
alternative”, CNN Money)

Wow. So DSK was zeroing in on US 
Treasuries as well as the dollar? That’s the 
whole shooting match.

So, what type of progress was he making 
in converting US dollars to SDRs? According 
to Reuters: “The IMF general resources credit 
outstanding increased to 65.5 billion Special 
Drawing Rights (US104 billion) on May 12 
from 6.0 billion SDRs at December 2007. The 
so-called new arrangement to borrow, which 
came into effect on April 1, increased the 
IMF’s available lending resources to 269 bil-
lion SDRs on May 12 from 120 billion SDRs 
on March 31.”

Not a bad start for such an ambitious project. 
It looks like DSK’s dream of dethroning the 
dollar as the de facto “international currency” 
was beginning to gain momentum. (Nobel Prize 
winning economist Joseph Stiglitz has said that 
the transition from dollars to SDRs “could be 
phased in within the next year.”) But didn’t he 
know that his actions would anger some very 
powerful and well-connected people?

Well, if he did; he never let on. In fact, he 
started mucking around in other stuff, too, like 
when he intervened on behalf of Irish taxpayers, 
trying to protect them at the expense of foreign 
bondholders. That’s a big “No No” in banker’s 
world. They keep a list of “people who count”, 

and taxpayers are not on that list. Here’s an 
excerpt from the Irish Times:

“Ireland’s Last Stand began less shamboli-
cally than you might expect. The IMF, which 
believes that lenders should pay for their 
stupidity before it has to reach into its pocket, 
presented the Irish with a plan to haircut €30 
billion of unguaranteed bonds by two-thirds 
on average. (Irish fi nance minister) Lenihan 
was overjoyed, according to a source who was 
there, telling the IMF team: ‘You are Ireland’s 
salvation’.

“The deal was torpedoed from an unex-
pected direction. At a conference call with the 
G7 fi nance ministers, the haircut was vetoed 
by US Treasury Secretary Timothy Geithner 
who, as his payment of US$13 billion from 
government-owned AIG to Goldman Sachs 
showed, believes that bankers take priority over 
taxpayers. The only one to speak up for the 
Irish was UK chancellor George Osborne, but 
Geithner, as always, got his way. An instructive, 
if painful, lesson in the extent of US soft power, 
and in who our friends really are.

“The negotiations went downhill from there. 
On one side was the European Central Bank, 
unabashedly representing Ireland’s creditors 
and insisting on full repayment of bank bonds. 
On the other was the IMF, arguing that Irish 
taxpayers would be doing well to balance their 
government’s books, let alone repay the losses 
of private banks.” (“Ireland’s future depends 
on breaking free from bailout”, Morgan Kelly)

So, Strauss-Kahn stuck up for Irish taxpay-
ers over the banks, the bondholders, the ECB, 
and the US Treasury. Naturally, that made him 
persona non grata among the ruling throng.

And, there’s more, too, because Strauss-
Kahn’s vision was not limited to currency alone, 
but involved broad structural changes to the 
IMF itself that would have reversed decades of 
neo-liberal policies. DSK had settled on a new 
approach to policymaking; one that would aban-
don the worst elements of globalization and put 
greater emphasis on social cohesion, cooperation 
and multilateralism. Here’s an excerpt from the 
speech titled “Human Development and Wealth 
Distribution” he gave in November 2010:

“....Adam Smith – one of the founders of 
modern economics – recognised clearly that a 
poor distribution of wealth could undermine the 
free market system, noting that: ‘The disposition 
to admire, and almost to worship, the rich and 
the powerful and…neglect persons of poor and 
mean condition…is the great and most universal 
cause of the corruption of our moral sentiments’.

“This was over 250 years ago. In today’s 
world, these problems are magnifi ed under the 
lens of globalisation. ... globalisation also had 
a dark side. Lurking behind it was a large and 
growing chasm between rich and poor – espe-
cially within countries. An inequitable distribu-
tion of wealth can wear down the social fabric.

“More unequal countries have worse social 
indicators, a poorer human development record, 
and higher degrees of economic insecurity 
and anxiety. In too many countries, inequality 
increased and real wages stagnated – failing to 
keep up with productivity – over the past few 
decades. Ominously, inequality in the United 
States was back at its pre-Great Depression 
levels on the eve of the crisis.

“An immediate task is to end the scourge of 
unemployment ... Progressive taxation can also 
promote equity through redistribution, and this 
should be encouraged ... Inequality is corrosive  
... it rots societies from within ... it illustrates 
and exacerbates the loss of social cohesion ... 
the pathology of the age and the greatest threat 
to the health of any democracy.” (“Human 
Development and Wealth Distribution”, 
Dominique Strauss-Kahn, IMF)

Can you believe it? DSK is lecturing bank-
ers about redistribution? That’s not what they 
want to hear. What they want to hear is why 
ripping off poor people actually makes the 
world a better place. DSK’s speech just shows 
that he wasn’t drinking the Koolaid anymore. 
He was becoming a nuisance and they needed 
to get rid of him.

Does that mean he didn’t rape the woman 
who was in his hotel room?

Of course not. He could be guilty. But he 
deserves a fair trial, and someone’s making 
damn sure he doesn’t get one.
Information Clearing House 

Dominique Strauss-Kahn.

Dominique Strauss-Kahn was 
trying to torpedo the dollar


