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Last week’s meeting of G20* agriculture 
ministers in Istanbul turned its back on the 
estimated one billion chronically malnour-
ished around the world. The poorest, least 
developed nations such as on the African 
continent where around 30 percent of the 
population do not have enough to eat had no 
voice. Food prices have surpassed the peak 
reached during the height of the 2007-08 
“global food crisis” and remain extremely 
volatile. Yet the G20 ministers focused on 
market mechanisms to reduce investment 
risks for the private sector that are the 
result of fi nancial speculation in food prices. 
Their focus was on managing risks rather 
than stopping the fi nancial speculation that 
plays havoc with food prices.

The ministers rejected concrete measures 
proposed by the UN’s Food and Agricultural 
Organisation (FAO) to actually address the 
food crisis and work towards sustainable food 
security. That was not the aim of their meeting. 
Instead they threw it back to the governments 
of the poorest nations to pull themselves out 
of poverty while expecting them to surrender 
their food and economic sovereignty to the 
powerful global, monopoly corporations and 
fi nancial institutions.

The agricultural commodity markets want 
greater transparency and predictability in 
prices. The fi nancial markets want free reign. 
Western governments are seeking some means of 
addressing food emergencies that could result in 
political unrest as seen recently in North Africa 
and the Middle East.

Crisis building
The present food crisis is not due to an 

absolute shortage of food, although in com-
ing years if production trends are not changed 
it will also become an important factor. The 
underlying cause behind the crisis is the system 
of capitalism, the constant drive for profi ts by 
the all powerful fi nancial conglomerates and 
the agri-businesses and global seed monopolies. 
This takes a number of forms.

Millions are malnourished because they are 
poor, because they do not have access to food, 
they do not have the means to purchase food 
at current infl ated prices.

Control over food is being shifted from local 
communities and governments to the agribusi-
nesses and fi nancial institutions.

The seed monopolies like Monsanto and 
Cargill are impoverishing farmers as they 
become hooked onto expensive seeds and the 
fertilisers that are required for the seeds to 

deliver crops. Instead of keeping seeds from 
one year to the next, they are forced to buy 
expensive patented seeds every year. This is at 
the expense of traditional and more sustainable 
methods of farming that have been developed 
over centuries that are ecologically sound and 
already adapted to climatic conditions.

Bill Gates and David Rockefeller, two of 
the world’s richest and most powerful men, 
have invested heavily in the seed business. 
Gate’s Foundation’s “New Green Revolution 
for Africa” is using its philanthropy to hook 
farmers on genetically modifi ed seeds, fertilis-
ers and high tech farming inputs which they 
cannot afford.

“The net result of these activities limits 
farmers’ choices. Farmers are being told what 
to grow, how to grow, and where to sell,” write 
Travis M English and Philip L Bereano (Third 
World Resurgence, Issue 240-41, Aug-Sept 
2010).

“A specifi c model is being powerfully 
promoted that demands the use of new seeds, 
chemical inputs, and mechanisation, and fos-
ters reliance on production for export markets 
instead of for hungry Africans,” English and 
Bereano note.

Over the past two to three decades develop-
ing countries have been forced by such agencies 
as the International Monetary Fund (IMF) to lift 
trade barriers (quotas, tariffs), price controls and 
government subsidies in developing countries. 
Dumping of heavily subsidised produce at below 
cost by industrialised countries has destroyed 
local agriculture, impoverished millions of 
farmers and turned food exporting countries 
into net food importers with no controls over 
prices. Needless to say, the leading Western 
offenders have not removed their barriers, and 
continue to subsidise their farm exports to the 
tune of billions of dollars.

The 4th UN Conference on the Least 
Developed Countries held in Istanbul on May 
9-13, heard the voices of those not given a seat at 
the G20 table. Camille Chalmers of the Haitian 
Platform for an Alternative Development noted 
that Haiti used to produce 98 percent of its 
grains, but was now a net-importing country. It 
imports more than 83 percent of its annual rice 
from the US. (Third World Resurgence, Issue 
249, May 2011) One of the few exceptions to 
this trend is socialist Vietnam which has turned 
around an import dependency for rice to become 
not only self-suffi cient but an exporter.

Farmers in some countries are being driven 
off their lands in the name of “development” 
or for takeover by the big agri-businesses. In 
addition millions of acres have been converted 
into crops for biofuels, instead of crops to feed 

their people. Around 40 percent of the US corn 
crop now goes to petrol tanks, which explains 
why the US strongly opposed any rejection of 
biofuels in the G20 communiqué. Countries 
such as Brazil have also been enticed to replace 
food crops with biofuel crops while millions of 
their people go hungry.

The rate of increase in food production has 
declined, and water depletion, climate change, 
diversion of food crops to biofuels are all 
contributing factors to the present crisis and if 
not reversed will result in an absolute shortage 
of food and a deepening of the present crisis.

Gambling with lives
But the largest contributing factor is the 

rampant, unregulated, speculation on food prices 
through such means as derivatives by hedge 
funds and other fi nancial institutions. This has 
seen prices soar and become extremely volatile, 
bearing no relation to the real costs of production 
and distribution or supply and demand. They 
do however have catastrophic consequences for 
the poor around the world.

A study by the now defunct Lehman 
Brothers in 2008 found that the volume of 
speculative trading in food commodity prices 
had risen by 1,900 percent between 2003 and 
March 2008.

The power of the monopolies over food mar-
kets is illustrated by the purchase of US$1 bil-
lion in futures contracts (a form of gambling on 

prices) by London-based hedge fund Armajaro 
in July 2010 for 241,000 tonnes of cocoa – seven 
percent of the world’s annual output. In effect 
one man controlled all the cocoa in warehouses 
across Europe. Even more sinister is that hedge 
funds do not have the capital base to guarantee 
their positions if prices go the wrong way.

G20 head in the sand
So what did the G20 ministers come up with 

to halt the speculation and growing monopoly 
domination of agriculture? Nothing.

 “We agree that managing the risk and 
mitigating the adverse impact of excessive food 
price volatility in developed and developing 
countries would provide an important contribu-
tion to longer term agricultural development 
and strengthen global food security,” the G20 
communiqué stated.

“We recognise the importance of targeted 
safety nets, to mitigate the impact of excessive 
food price volatility, and the importance of a 
specifi c focus on nutrition in safety nets.”

That is exactly what the meeting was about: 
managing and mitigating risks – for investors, 
seed companies and agribusinesses. There was 
nothing on eliminating risks or ensuring that 
the one billion chronically malnourished have 
access to a sustainable food supply or to prevent 
their numbers swelling.
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PRESS FUND
In a recent ABC TV news report on the world’s economy, a 
commentator described protests in Greece over austerity measures 
as one of Europe’s biggest problems. However, he was talking about 
problems for financial institutions, and he ignored the problems 
faced by ordinary Greek people, who are suffering terrible 
hardships from the austerity program. Speaking of financial 
matters, at the year’s half way point the Press Fund has quite a 
good chance of reaching the $14,000 annual target – but only if 
we keep up our current rate of contributions! Support is slipping 
a bit lately, so we ask everyone to reach into their pockets and 
send us something for the next edition. Many thanks to this week’s 
contributions as follows:
T Adcock, in memory of Harry Black, $10
Peter Bannister $12, “Bushy” $10, H. Ewer $100, 
“Round Figure” $18
This week’s total: $150 Progressive total: $7,690

Gillard 12 months on
Prime Minister Julia Gillard symbolises an end of an era of Labor 

governments in Australia. She takes every opportunity to reassure that 
she still holds to “Labor values”. Yet it is the desertion of “Labor values” 
by successive Labor governments – state and federal – that has seen the 
ALP’s popularity sink to record lows in the opinion polls. Labor Party 
ranks are haemorrhaging and the Party is failing to recruit younger 
members. It copped a hiding in the most recent NSW elections, has lost 
offi ce in Victoria and Western Australia, and is hanging in with minority 
governments in Tasmania and Canberra.

Historically Labor governments have delivered progressive reforms 
that improved the lot of working people. They recognised a role for 
the trade union movement while at the same time using their special 
relationship with the movement to contain it. They sought to manage 
the capitalist economy better than the Liberals, “for all Australians”, 
and never posed a serious threat to ruling class interests or the capitalist 
system. Labor for decades took for granted the vote of the organised 
working class who seemingly had nowhere else to turn, certainly not to 
the overtly anti-worker Liberal Party.

The struggles of the trade union, women’s and other social move-
ments saw Labor deliver a number of progressive social and economic 
reforms amongst others that were not so progressive. For example, 
it was the Whitlam Labor government that introduced free tertiary 
education, Medibank (Medicare’s predecessor) and no-fault divorce. It 
recognised the importance of land rights, women’s equality and promoted 
multiculturalism. Labor attempted to give capitalism a human face.

The abandonment of progressive reforms, in fact the roll back of 
past gains commenced under the Hawke/Keating governments in the 
1980s when they adopted economic rationalist (neo-liberal) policies. 
University fees were re-introduced, key public enterprises privatised, 
fi nancial deregulation begun in earnest, wages were restrained, and the 
process of undermining the award system commenced. In its later years 
the Keating government began the undermining of Medicare, public 
education and the social security system.

But it was the Rudd Labor government that took the abandon-
ment of “Labor values” the next step. When the electorate threw out 
the Howard government, there were expectations of real change, of 
progressive reforms.

Fair Work Australia retained much of Howard’s WorkChoices legisla-
tion. The Australian Building and Construction Commission (ABCC) was 
left in tact with its draconian anti-worker, anti-union powers. Rudd said 
“Sorry” to Indigenous Australia but continued Howard’s Intervention in 
the NT. Rudd signed the Kyoto Protocol and then set about destroying 
it. He failed dismally on climate change. Some initial but short-term 
improvements were made in the treatment of asylum seekers only to 
be reversed later.

Rudd’s attempt to introduce a mining super profi ts tax package 
backfi red badly. The mining magnates used all their power and wealth 
along with right-wing connections in the Australian Workers Union 
and ALP caucus to bring down Rudd. The excuse was poor ratings 
in the opinion polls. The victor, Julia Gillard immediately promised a 
weaker, replacement tax, which a year on is still being negotiated with 
the mining magnates.

Gillard has no love for the trade union movement and makes no 
pretence of it. She prefers to snuggle up to the likes of the Business 
Council of Australia. Her callous attitude towards asylum seekers is far 
to the right of many Liberal Party MPs and is causing dissent within 
her own ranks. The Intervention continues. She is in the process of 
privatising public education and Medicare.

Labor, not surprisingly, is on the nose with many workers, envi-
ronmentalists, teachers, health workers, families, welfare recipients, 
pensioners, students and all those who care about refugees and 
Indigenous Australians.

Gillard consolidates and symbolises the end of the ALP as a work-
ing class-based party capable of delivering progressive reforms while 
governing for the capitalist class.

Overall, the Rudd and Gillard governments have proven to be a 
continuation of the Howard government under another name, repre-
senting the same corporate interests through the same vicious policies.

Gillard, in the eyes of mining corporations and the right-wing ALP 
power brokers who put her into offi ce, may only be a caretaker PM. 
Those same forces may well use her unpopularity with the electorate 
as an excuse to dump her and put their man, the extreme right-wing 
former Australian Workers’ Union leader Bill Shorten into the job.

Dear Comrades,
On behalf of the Communist Party of Australia I wish 

to convey the strongest greetings of solidarity to the work-
ers organised in the All Workers Militant Front (PAME) as 
they prepare for their great strike on June 28 and 29. We 
wish you every success and we are ready to lend whatever 
assistance we can because it is our internationalist duty as 
Communists and because your fi ght is our fi ght.

All over the world, in response to the economic crisis 
of capitalism, the ruling class is seeking to take back the 
gains made through decades of struggle by the working 
class. This is true in Australia as it is in Greece. Exploited 
people did not cause the crisis besetting the world capitalist 
economy but the demand from neo-liberal governments 

is that they must pay, that their public assets must be 
taken from them.

We are inspired by your example to the people of the 
world and your reiteration of the message that the work-
ing class holds tremendous power to reverse the current 
attacks and to move forward to a more just society – a 
socialist society. A breakthrough by the popular front 
led by workers in Greece will be an advance for all the 
exploited of the world. We will win, because no gear 
turns without us!

In solidarity
Dr Hannah Middleton

General Secretary
Communist Party of Australia

Greeting to workers organised in the 
All Workers Militant 
Front (PAME) in Greece

Coalition parties need 
to quit the tobacco habit
Political parties and MPs are being 
urged to end tobacco industry 
donations to parties and candi-
dates, and to support long-awaited 
reform of political donation laws.

Action on Smoking and Health 
(ASH) Australia says tobacco dona-
tions are used to gain infl uence and 
weaken public health policies that 
can save lives, health and money.

Says Anne Jones, ASH Chief 
Executive: “Calls to end political 
donations are increasing – includ-
ing from members of the Liberal 
Party who see tobacco donations as 
unacceptable.

“Coalition parties have 
received almost $3 million from 
tobacco companies since 1998. 
This money is not given for 
nothing – the tobacco industry 
hopes to gain back-door infl u-
ence over health policies so it 
can continue to promote and sell 
addictive products that each year 
kill over 15,000 people and drain 
our national economy of over 
$31 billion.” 

Ms Jones said there needs 
to be comprehensive reform to 
avoid third parties being used to 
push tobacco interests – since 

related hospitality, gambling and 
retail interests also make politi-
cal donations.

“Multinational companies 
making large donations to politi-
cians expect favourable treatment 
in return, often gaining conces-
sions at a cost to public health.

ASH contacted all major 
parties and made submissions 
calling for reforms to end 
organisational and foreign dona-
tions, cap election spending 
and improve transparency and 
accountability. 

MUA calls for more stringent 
radiation testing of Japanese imports
The Maritime Union of Australia 
(MUA) welcomed radiation testing 
of a shipment of cars from Japan 
by federal authorities but remained 
concerned about further shipments 
arriving in Australia.

The union wants an enhanced 
testing regime for products arriving 
in Australia, and is particularly con-
cerned about the impending arrival 
of the Kaien, which has been through 
the Fukushima exclusion zone and is 
bound for Newcastle.

“The MUA does not apologise 
for putting public and worker safety 

fi rst,” MUA assistant national secre-
tary Warren Smith said.

“Radioactive goods have been 
discovered in recent months, arriving 
by ship from Japan, to ports in Chile, 
China, Russia and mainland Europe.

“In our view there is no safe level 
of radioactive exposure and it is better 
to be safe than sorry.

“We call on the government 
to adopt a consistent and rigorous 
approach to testing of all cargo arriv-
ing from Japan, given recent tragic 
events there.

“Thousands of dock workers have 

died in the past in Australia as a result 
of workplace exposure to dangerous 
goods.”

He said while the union appre-
ciates work in testing the cargo 
aboard the Trans Future 7, rigorous 
tests are now needed to deal with 
any threat posed by the Kaien and 
other ships.

“The MUA has a ‘safety fi rst’ 
approach to worker and public 
safety and our legitimate expectation 
is for the government and regulatory 
bodies to match that,” Mr Smith 
said. 
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Bob Briton

Public sector unions are prepared 
for a showdown with the Rann 
government over job cuts, the 
removal of negotiated conditions 
and attacks on services to the com-
munity. The results of disastrous 
changes to WorkCover are racking 
up and are another major irritant 
to the strained relations between 
the state government and workers 
in South Australia. The SA Unions 
executive will meet this Friday 
(July 1) to assess progress, if any, 
made during negotiations with 
the government over the raft of 
regressive changes. If the verdict 
is negative, industrial action will 
be taken on July 29.

The dispute flared up last 
September when the then Treasurer, 
Kevin Foley, handed down the state 
budget. Foley was keen to preserve 
the AAA rating for SA’s fi nances 
and the community and the public 
sector were expected to pay the 
price. Housing Trust rents were 
jacked up. Fines and charges were 
raised. Charges for car parking at 
hospitals were raised and extended 
prompting protests at the Hampstead 
Rehabilitation Centre where patients 
and visitors were to be stung $13 a 
day for parking.

Worst of all the budget measures 
was the axing of 3,700 public sector 
jobs. Outpatient services were cut 
by $76.1 million over the next four 
years. Leave loading for all non-
shift workers was to be scrapped 
and the formula for calculating long 
service leave was fi ddled to deliver 
a cut. Conditions negotiated through 
enterprise bargaining were simply 
legislated away. The precedent was 
set for what is happening now in 
NSW under the O’Farrell Liberal 
government. Police were spared in 
a move calculated to divide public 
sector reaction and minimise the 
public backlash.

It didn’t work. Several large pro-
tests later, the state’s public servants 
are still in no mood to roll over and 
cop it. The Public Service Association 
is taking a decision by the Industrial 
Relations Commission – that it had no 
power to determine if the government 

breached an enterprise bargaining 
agreement with its employees – to 
the High Court.

“In September 2010 when then 
treasurer Kevin Foley handed down 
the budget, he breached the enterprise 
agreement the government had been 
party to by removing recreational 
leave loading, changing long service 
leave entitlements and by threatening 
job security, which were all protected 
in the enterprise agreement,” PSA 
general secretary Jan McMahon said.

Some hoped that a new state trea-
surer and a new budget would blunt 
the government’s attack on the com-
munity. A pre-budget leak that leave 
loading would be restored lifted some 
spirits. An undertaking was made to 
honour job security for the life of 
the current parliament (expected to 
end in March 2014). But when Jack 
Snelling’s fi rst budget was delivered 
earlier this month, another bombshell 
was delivered. A further 400 public 
sector positions were to go bringing 
the total job losses to over 4,100.

Snelling and Minister for Public 
Sector Management, Gail Gago, have 
been speaking to unions. Long service 
leave has been discussed but there has 
been no breakthrough. While this has 
been happening, 700 public sector 
jobs have already gone. The remain-
ing workers are expected to take up 
the strain caused by the loss of col-
leagues. Morale among staff of front 
line services has taken another blow.

Strained services are failing to 
meet demand. Public health is just 
one example. The South Australian 
Salaried Medical Offi cers Association 
(SASMOA) and the Australian 
Medical Association recently reported 
that SA has a shortage of about 400 
beds. “There are seriously ill patients 
in genuine need who can’t access that 
service because there is not enough 
capacity to go around,” SASMOA’s 
past president Dr David Pope told The 
Advertiser. Adelaide’s Royal Adelaide 
Hospital, Noarlunga Health Service, 
Lyell McEwin Hospital and Flinders 
Medical Centre were all at or above 
capacity last Thursday night.

A backdown from the Rann gov-
ernment is unlikely without a fi ght. It 
is loyally following the neo-liberal 
agenda, which hasn’t fi nished with the 

public sector by a long way. The alter-
native premier, the Liberal’s Isobel 
Redmond, has undertaken to “at least 
deal honestly with the unions.” There 
will be no mercy from that quarter. 
SA’s public sector unions are ready for 
a tough battle and they’ll need to be. 
The future of public sector jobs, col-
lective bargaining and the viability of 
vital services to the community are all 
at stake. Defeat is not an option. 

SA public sector 
ready to do battle

Intervention: 
Time to go back to basics
Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander people must be listened to 
when it comes to improving quality 
of life outcomes and better services 
in their communities, Social Justice 
Commissioner Mick Gooda said 
last week.

Marking four years since the 
former Coalition government 
announced the fi ve-year Northern 
Territory Emergency Response 
which suspended the Racial 
Discrimination Act, banned pornog-
raphy and alcohol, compulsorily 
acquired land and compulsorily 
managed the income of Indigenous 
people in 73 prescribed communi-
ties, Commissioner Gooda said it 
was time to go back to basics.

“We were told the Little 
Children Are Sacred Report was the 

driving force for the Intervention 
which had protecting women 
and children as its top priority,” 
Commissioner Gooda said.

“One of the fundamental prob-
lems with the Intervention is that 
it didn’t implement the report’s 
fi rst recommendation which was 
that Aboriginal people had to be 
consulted.”

Commissioner Gooda acknowl-
edged that the Intervention had 
delivered some benefi ts, such as 
more resources for policing and 
infrastructure but he said these 
improvements were the basic sup-
ports that other parts of Australia 
had always had and which were 
taken for granted there.

“We need to maintain these 
efforts but we need to be targeted 
and we need to be talking to the 
people whose lives are most 
directly affected by these things,” 
Commissioner Gooda said.

“We have more chance of suc-
ceeding if we listen to Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander people 
and not just the service providers.

“We need to listen to the mums 
and dads, the young people and 
the elders, the remote communities 

and the Town Campers in Alice 
Springs.”

Commissioner Gooda said the 
challenge ahead was overcoming 
the hurt caused by the Intervention 
which treated Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander people differently 
from the rest of Australia.

“The Intervention painted eve-
ryone in 73 communities in the 
Northern Territory with the one 
brush. Old or young, drinker or 
non-drinker, with kids or without 
kids, everyone was treated the 
same.

“Painting everyone in a com-
munity with the same brush is nei-
ther helpful, nor fair - particularly 
to those many people doing the 
right thing,” he said.

“It gives me no pleasure to say 
that I fear the relationships between 
governments and Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander peoples 
have been badly damaged by the 
Intervention and we need to repair 
these relationships urgently.

“The Intervention is scheduled 
to fi nish in August next year. Now’s 
the time to correct what didn’t 
work and build on what did,” he 
said. 

Pete’s Corner

“There are seriously 
ill patients in genuine 

need who can’t 
access that service 

because there is not 
enough capacity to 

go around.”

Adelaide



4 The Guardian
June 29 2011Labour Struggle

Threat to program to keep 
young out of nursing homes
A vital program funded by the 
federal and state governments to 
keep young people out of nursing 
homes runs out of money this 
Thursday, prompting peak bodies 
to appeal for its urgent renewal.

The Young People in Nursing 
Homes National Alliance and MS 
Australia have joined forces to call 
for federal and state governments to 
renew funding for the Young People 
in Residential Aged Care (YPIRAC) 
program.

The program, funded by a Council 
of Australian Governments agreement 
in 2006, has helped over 800 young 
people with disabilities like multiple 
sclerosis (MS) over fi ve years stay 
out of aged care facilities. While the 
federal government has committed 
to continue support for the people 
already assisted as part of the fund-
ing, no agreement has been reached 
to assist any new cases.

The National Director of the 
Young People in Nursing Homes 
National Alliance, Dr Bronwyn 
Morkham, said that the problem of 
young people living in aged care 
needed urgent government action.

“The aged care system is designed 

for the frail and aged – not for young-
er people with disabilities with lives 
to live,” Dr Morkham said.

“Over 6,500 young people are 
living in these facilities across the 
country,” Dr Morkham said. “Even 
though 800 people were helped by 
this program over a fi ve year period, 
almost 2,000 people under 65 still 
went into nursing homes in 2008 
alone.”

MS Australia’s Manager of Policy 
and Community Partnerships Alan 
Blackwood said without renewed 
funding for the program, young 
people at risk of entering aged care 
homes faced a bleak future.

“Failing to renew funding for this 
program will leave too much unfi n-
ished business in the fi ght to right this 
national wrong,” Mr Blackwood said.

“Any delay in continuing this 
program will only put more pressure 
on an already overburdened health 
system.

“Over 2,400 older people are 
stuck in hospital waiting for aged 
care beds that are occupied by young 
people with disabilities like MS who 
should not be there,” Mr Blackwood 
said.

“The federal government must 
take a lead role in the establishment of 
new money to extend this program,” 
Dr Morkham said.

The Young People in Nursing 
Homes National Alliance and MS 
Australia said they would be fi ghting 
for a new program to:
• Enable support for young people 

at risk of entering aged care 
facilities beyond July 1 2011;

• Develop service pathways for 
those with Acquired Brain 
Injuries and neurological 
conditions across health, 
disability and aged care 
programs;

• Reform aids and equipment 
programs;

• Establish lifetime care models 
for those with high and complex 
needs; and

• Develop infrastructure in 
anticipation of the future 
implementation of a national 
disability insurance scheme, a 
report into which will be handed 
down to the federal government 
next month. 

Abbott’s refugee-bashing trip
The Refugee Action Coalition has 
condemned Tony Abbott’s recent 
trip to Nauru as a cheap publicity 
stunt. “Off-shore processing has no 
place in a humanitarian refugee 
policy – not in Malaysia, not in 
Nauru, not on Christmas Island. 
There is no choice to be made 
between Nauru and Malaysia. 
Asylum seekers should be welcome 
at Australia’s borders to be proc-
essed on the Australian mainland 
while they live in the community,” 
said Ian Rintoul, spokesperson for 
the Refugee Action Coalition.

“Refugee policy should not be 
about stopping the boats or how can 
the government most effectively 
violate asylum seekers’ human 
rights.

“Nauru was a hell-hole under 
the Howard government. It was a 
place of mass mental health prob-
lems, notorious for lip-stitching, 
self harm, dengue fever and mass 

hunger strikes. It was notorious 
for the abuse of human rights that 
took place under the guidance of 
Australian immigration authorities 
and the International Organisation 
of Migration. No third country 
would take refugees that were 
Australia’s responsibility so they 
languished there. It was the worst 
form of long term detention.”

Twenty-eight babies were born 
on Nauru to asylum seekers’ fami-
lies. Hundreds of unaccompanied 
minors were kept in appalling 
conditions away from any scrutiny, 
or oversight. More than 40 minors 
were coerced into returning to 
Afghanistan.

“Tragically, the only thing that 
is giving Tony Abbott political 
oxygen, is the Gillard government’s 
disgraceful Malaysia Solution. 
Abbott is seizing the opportunity 
to propose even harsher restric-
tions while he recycles myths about 

asylum seekers destroying identity 
documents,” said Mr Rintoul.

“His comments to the Lowy 
institute reveal how little Tony 
Abbott really knows about asy-
lum seeker policy. Australian law 
already imposes mandatory prison 
sentences on people smuggling 
– something which has been con-
demned by refugee advocates and 
even judges. And there is no time 
limit on ASIO security clearances – 
that’s the reason there are refugees 
still waiting almost two years after 
being told they have been accepted.

“Humanitarian policy demands 
that government upholds the rights 
of asylum seekers. The debate of 
Nauru versus Malaysia is being 
driven by the race to the bottom 
politics between Tony Abbott and 
Julia Gillard looking for more and 
more imaginative ways to violate 
asylum seekers human rights.” 

Tactics of BHP Billiton, 
Mitsubishi condemned
Global union body ICEM has con-
demned the bad-faith bargaining 
strategy of BHP Billiton-Mitsubishi 
Alliance (BMA) in coal talks in 
Australia. At the same time, it 
pledged full support to Queensland 
miners, who commenced a second 
justifi ed set of industrial actions 
inside BMA’s rich coking-coal 
mines of Queensland’s Bowen 
Basin. 

The Geneva-based ICEM, repre-
senting 20 million workers globally, 
attacked BMA for side-stepping the 
Single Bargaining Unit (SBU) of 
4,000 workers and attempting to jus-
tify its regressive workplace demands 
in the public arena. 

Three unions affi liated with the 
ICEM – Construction, Forestry, 
Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU), 
the Australian Manufacturing 

Workers’ Union (AMWU), and 
the Communications, Electrical, 
Plumbing Union (CEPU) – are 
legitimately enjoined as the SBU, 
but have seen BMA reject honest 
dialogue on major issues such as work 
rights, salaries, and social benefi ts for 
subcontract workers, and job security 
for Australian workers employed by 
BMA and legitimately represented by 
the three unions.

BMA instead has fl aunted its 
unwanted agenda in paid adver-
tisements and shameless boasting 
about wages in central and eastern 
Queensland. Because of this, the 
ICEM fully and unequivocally sup-
ported the June 24 second round of 
strike actions at BMA’s seven mines 
and alerts miners and other workers 
of BMA that they have a fi rm global 
ally in the ICEM.

In a June 22 letter to the leaders 
of the three unions, ICEM general 
secretary Warda said: “As miners and 
others in Queensland at BMA begin 
a second round of industrial actions, 
please extend to each and every one 
of them the principled Support and 
Solidarity of the ICEM and its family 
of 467 trade unions throughout the 
world. Let them know that the eyes 
of the global trade union movement 
are on their courageous fi ght to get a 
just and deserved enterprise labour 
agreement with BMA.”

The ICEM believes BMA’s tactics 
refl ect poorly on the joint venture’s 
equal parents – BHP Billiton and 
Mitsubishi – and on BMA’s stand-
ing in metallurgical coal markets. 
The ICEM will monitor this dispute 
and stands ready in the event it 
escalates. 

Continued from page 1
For the poor of the world, all 

it could offer was to “support the 
development of a proposal for a 
targeted emergency humanitarian 
food reserves system to complement 
existing regional and national food 
reserves”. No doubt this would be 
used during emergencies where, for 
example, food riots are threatening 
political stability. Apparently the 
present situation is not an emergency!

The G20 placed a great deal of the 
responsibility on the poor and their 
governments to bail themselves out: 
“We support increased country-led 
efforts to provide vulnerable house-
holds (including producers’ house-
holds), communities and governments 
with an effective, market-based risk 
management tool-box that reduces 
household and community vulnerabil-
ity to economic and climatic shocks.”

“Market-based risk manage-
ment tool-boxes” will not feed the 
one billion mouths, let alone meet 
future demands of growing popula-
tions and climate change! The G20 
even suggest agricultural insurance 
products and the involvement of the 
World Bank “to facilitate commod-
ity hedging by governments”. They 
expect the government to gamble on 
food prices too. More profi ts for the 
fi nancial institutions.

People need food not fi nancial 
market-based instruments!

Under the dishonest heading 
“Financial regulation”, the G20 pro-
mote ongoing deregulation of markets 
with calls for more transparency: “We 
recognise that appropriately regulated 
and transparent agriculture fi nancial 
markets are indeed key for well-
functioning physical markets. These 
markets facilitate price discovery and 
allow for market participants to hedge 
their exposure to price risks.”

Transparency no 
replacement for food

They propose a new Agricultural 
Market Information System (AMIS), 
under the auspices of the FAO but 
with no extra funding for the FAO. 
“We emphasise that AMIS will 
enable fi nancial actors and market 
regulators to be better informed of 
the fundamentals of physical mar-
kets.” Provision of information by the 
private sector would be voluntary!

The G20 ministers made no 
attempt to halt speculation in food 
prices. Their communiqué seeks 
transparency instead of controls over 
the speculative trading – governments 
set up the mechanisms and the private 
sector which is the culprit can expose 
their speculative trade and positions 
on a voluntary basis! This will change 
nothing.

The G20 statement emphasises 
the need for pubic-private partnerships 
on investments. It speaks in terms 
of “the need to increase agricultural 
production and productivity on a 
sustainable basis,” but promotes this 
through such organisations as the 
Consultative Group on International 
Agricultural Research (CGIAR) 
and the International Rice Research 
Institute (IRRI). Both these organisa-
tions have close links with Bill Gates’ 
Foundation and Monsanto and are 
pushing unsustainable and unafford-
able GM crops.

The seed monopolies, along with 
the fi nancial institutions, are the key 
forces behind the failure of Western 
governments to take strong measures 
to ban speculation in food prices, 
and provide them with the necessary 
assistance to enable them to pursue 
sustainable farming practices. Without 
recognition of the role of govern-
ment in controlling prices, imports 
and exports and investments, the 
poorer nations of the world cannot 
achieve food security or economic 
sovereignty.

Climate change is already impact-
ing on third world food production. 
The industrialised nations also have 
an obligation to reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions and provide fi nancial 
and technological assistance to devel-
oping countries in accordance with 
their commitments under the Kyoto 
Protocol.
* The G20 is a grouping of 
finance ministers and central 
banks from 19 of the richest 
nations in the world and 
the European Union, with 
China, India and Brazil being 
the only developing country 
participants. The action plan 
of the agricultural ministers 
will be presented to the G20 
meeting of finance ministers and 
central bankers in November for 
adoption. 

G20 turns back on 
the world’s hungry
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Property scandals 
dog NSW Labor

Australia

Peter Mac

The sale of the Currawong 
holiday centre, at Pittwater north 
of Sydney, and its later sale to 
the NSW government, is to be 
the subject of an inquiry by the 
Independent Commission Against 
Corruption (ICAC). Currawong 
was one of the former ALP govern-
ment’s many deals that involved 
the sale, leasing, overdevelopment 
or misuse of properties, and which 
provoked bitter opposition from 
community groups and other 
organisations. 

One of the most notorious is 
the proposed overdevelopment of 
Barangaroo, the massive waterfront 
area west of the Sydney CBD. The 
developers, Lend Lease, want to start 
construction immediately, and fi nish 
the fi rst building within three years.

There is, however, no indication 
as to how new occupants would actu-
ally reach the site. Travel by car is 
impractical, and the public transport 
network is already stretched to the 
limit. No decision has yet been made 
to construct new rail lines and stations 
in order to cope with the Barangaroo 
commuters.

The proposed fl oor space would 
exceed current planning regulations 
by 300 percent. The scheme involves 
constructing a massive new wharf 
and hotel jutting into the middle 
of Darling Harbour. The site has 
been poisoned by previous indus-
trial activity and requires extensive 
remediation.

In the Keneally government’s 
fi nal months, several other proposals 
were pushed through parliament. They 
included a 200-lot residential develop-
ment in a fl ood-prone area near Coffs 
Harbour, and construction of 7,500 
residential units at Huntlee, on a site 
rated last in terms of suitability for 
development in an assessment of 91 
Hunter Valley sites.

Controversy over other devel-
opment projects is still haunting 
Labor. For example, the development 
tender for upgrading part of the old 
Blackwattle Bay waterfront from a 
company owned by Joe Elias. The 
main activities of Joe Elias’ company 
to that date had involved harbour 
cruises with strip shows for “hen 
parties”.

His brother, local football star 
Benny Elias, had previous property 
dealings with former cabinet minister 
Joe Tripodi, mentioned in connec-
tion with the notorious Wollongong 
development scandal. Benny Elias 

was involved in preparing the com-
pany’s bid, as was the son of Tripodi’s 
political ally Eddie Obeid.

The development approval was 
passed with the help of the infamous 
“Part 3A” planning laws, which 
enabled the previous government to 
take control of development applica-
tion approvals from local councils, 
but which have now been scrapped 
by the O’Farrell government.

The Blackwattle Bay develop-
ment has gone nowhere, and now the 
Currawong development is holding 
centre stage.

A nest of vipers
Currawong was built after World 

War II for the former state Labor 
Council, to provide cheap holidays 
for union members and their fami-
lies. In 2005 the former Minister for 
Planning, Framk Sartor, and Lands 
Minister Tony Kelly, wanted to add 
the site to Kurringai National Park, 
and the Lands Department offered 
$12.5 million for it. However, the 
treasurer Michael Costa strenuously 
opposed the purchase and afterwards 
the Lands Department withdrew the 
offer.

In 2007 tenders for the sale of 
Currawong were invited by Unions 
NSW. The fi rm Ecovillages initially 
offered $15 million, but the property 
was subsequently sold to them for 
$11 million. David Tanevski, a close 
friend of Costa, acted on behalf of 
KWC Capital Partners, which bro-
kered the deal. Ecovillages’ director 
Allen Linz was also an associate of 
Costa.

Former loan shark Michael 
McGurk made an offer of $30 mil-
lion for the site on behalf of devel-
oper Ron Medich, who has now 
been accused of having organised 
McGurk’s murder after the two fell 
out. McGurk’s offer was rejected 
offi cially on the grounds that it 
required unconditional acceptance, 
but McGurk is said to have claimed 
that KWC just had better connections 
with key ALP fi gures.

KWC had donated $29,000 to the 
ALP in 2005, and in February 2007 
(the same month Currawong was 
sold) it made a further donation of 
$15,000, with another $24,000 two 
weeks later.

The $11 million purchase price 
was amazingly low, considering the 
property’s potential development 
value. Moreover, only $1.5 million 
was paid as a deposit, and after further 
negotiations the price was reduced to 
9.5 million.

Ecovillages’ proposed develop-
ment of the site provoked heated 
opposition from local community 
groups and other organisations. The 
NSW Heritage Council, National 
Trust, Royal Australian Institute of 
Architects and Pittwater Council all 
recommended heritage listing for 
the site to protect it from residential 
subdivision, and eventually Premier 
Kristina Keneally obliged.

The balance of the purchase price 
was not paid until January this year. 
In March the property was quietly 
purchased by the Keneally govern-
ment for $12.2 million.

But was it? Kelly is said to have 
authorised the sale without prior 
approval from cabinet. The ICAC 
also claims that Warwick Fairfax, then 
CEO of the NSW Land and Property 
Management Authority (LPMA), had 
committed the government to buying 
the property “knowing that he did not 
have the requisite authority to do so”. 
Also that Kelly, acting as Planning 
Minister, had subsequently backdated 
to February 2011 a letter to LPMA 
“knowing that it would be used to 
falsely represent that Mr Watkins 
had written authority as of that date 
to purchase the property”.

Finalisation of the deal is said to 
have enraged Keneally, who had given 
Watkins permission to negotiate, but 
not to purchase the property. Watkins 
was later sent on compulsory leave by 
the head of the Department of Premier 
and Cabinet pending an investigation.

Which heads will roll?
Kelly, who became leader of the 

opposition in the State’s upper house 
after the elections, resigned from par-
liament last month. John Robertson, 
current opposition leader, has denied 
any involvement in the Currawong 
scandal, declaring: “In government, 
I had no role in any decision taken 
in relation to the site”. However, 
Currrawong was sold by Unions NSW 
in 2007, and Robertson was still head 
of that organisation until 2008.

Despite the Currawong project’s 
scandalous background, the O’Farrell 
coalition government has declared 
that it will go ahead, regardless of the 
outcome of the ICAC investigation.

It is likely that the government 
will also approve most if not all of 
the development projects approved 
by the former Labor government. 
The National Trust and all the other 
organisations that have so vigorously 
raised their objections will have 
to look to other political forces to 
achieve a satisfactory outcome. 

The previous Labor government in NSW was often accused of 
backroom deals. The present Coalition government is no better. 
Despite pre-election promises it is business as usual in the state. 
In the latest sweet deal with the Shooters and Fishers Party an 
agreement on marine parks was done. The Shooters’ bill for a 
fi ve-year moratorium on marine parks looks set to pass the 
Legislative Council with the support of the government. Greens 
MP and environmental spokesperson Cate Faehrmann says the 
Coalition has joined with the Shooters and Fishers Party to deny 
decades of sound marine science in favour of short-term politi-
cal expediency, securing their legislative agenda in the Upper 
House. “This is a huge blow and a massive insult to marine sci-
entists who have worked their guts out to protect the future of the 
fi shing industry and the future of recreational fi shing”, she said.

Victorians are about to get new laws that would allow armed 
guards at all Melbourne train stations and major regional sta-
tions after 6pm every night. It is expected the legislation will 
be introduced this week. Details on recruitment, training and 
arrest powers are not known and the Police Minister Peter 
Ryan said they would be revealed only after the legis-
lation was passed. One wonders whether commuters 
would be feeling safer with guards carrying guns and who 
would be responsible for fatal accidents when they occur.

The bitter and divisive refugee debate in Australia does not 
refl ect the actual numbers of refugees that countries like 
Australia accepts. A United Nations recent report shows that 
three-quarters of refugees seek shelter in neighbouring coun-
tries. The world’s 15.4 million refugees mainly go to poor 
countries which have fewer resources to cope than more affl u-
ent countries like Australia. Pakistan hosts a whopping 1.9 million 
refugees; it is followed by Syria which gave shelter to 1.1 mil-
lion people; 1 million refugees are in Iran. Australia is ranked 
46th. The UNHCR’s regional representative Richard Towle said 
Australia had a “preoccupation with boats” overshadowing the 
fact that the number of refugees in Australia is very small. Let’s 
hope that these fi gures help provide a more rational discus-
sion and less political manipulation than we have seen so far.

Fair Work Australia ruled that it would allow shifts of one and a 
half hours for students where it was not possible to work a three-
hour shift. The Australian Retailers Association welcomed the 
decision while ACTU secretary Jeff Lawrence said unions were 
concerned that the decision would encourage employers to 
replace higher-paid adult workers with “kids working for $7 per 
hour”. About 37 percent of Australia students were in employment 
according to Fair Work Australia. The fi gure is higher than in most 
OECD countries. About half of them were employed in retail.
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Paul Lee

The coup d’etat, organised by dissident army 
offi cers that toppled the Republican govern-
ment of Kwame Nkrumah on February 
24, 1966 was promptly hailed by Western 
governments, including the US.

Recently documents appeared in a collection 
of diplomatic and intelligence memos, telegrams, 
and reports on Africa in Foreign Relations of the 
United States, the government’s ongoing offi cial 
history of American foreign policy.

Prepared by the State Department’s Offi ce 
of the Historian, the latest volumes refl ect the 
overt diplomacy and covert actions of President 
Lyndon B Johnson’s administration from 1964-
68. Though published in November 1999, what 
they reveal about US complicity in the Ghana 
coup was only recently noted.

Allegations of American involvement 
in the putsch arose almost immediately 
because of the well-known hostility of the 
US to Nkrumah’s socialist orientation and 
pan-African activism.

Nkrumah, himself, implicated the US in his 
overthrow, and warned other African nations 
about what he saw as an emerging pattern.

“An all-out offensive is being waged against 
the progressive, independent states,” he wrote 
in “Dark Days in Ghana”, his 1969 account of 
the Ghana coup.

“All that has been needed was a small force 
of disciplined men to seize the key points of the 
capital city and to arrest the existing political 
leadership.”

“It has been one of the tasks of the CIA 
and other similar organisations,” he noted, “to 
discover these potential quislings and traitors 
in our midst, and to encourage them, by bribery 
and the promise of political power, to destroy the 
constitutional government of their countries.”

A spook’s story
While charges of US involvement are not 

new, support for them was lacking until 1978, 
when anecdotal evidence was provided from 
an unlikely source. A former CIA case offi cer, 
John Stockwell, reported fi rst-hand testimony in 
his memoir, In Search of Enemies: A CIA Story.

“The inside story came to me,” Stockwell 
wrote, “from an egotistical friend, who had been 
chief of the (CIA) station in Accra (Ghana) at 
the time.” (Stockwell was stationed one country 
away in the Ivory Coast.)

Subsequent investigations by The New York 
Times and Covert Action Information Bulletin 
identifi ed the station chief as Howard T Banes, 
who operated undercover as a political offi cer 
in the US Embassy.

This is how the ouster of Nkrumah was 
handled as Stockwell relates.

The Accra station was encouraged by head-
quarters to maintain contact with dissidents of 
the Ghanaian army for the purpose of gathering 
intelligence on their activities. It was given 

a generous budget, and maintained intimate 
contact with the plotters as a coup was hatched.

So close was the station’s involvement that 
it was able to coordinate the recovery of some 
classifi ed Soviet military equipment by the 
United States as the coup took place. According 
to Stockwell, Banes’ sense of initiative knew 
no bounds.

The station even proposed to headquarters 
through back channels that a squad be on 
hand at the moment of the coup to storm the 
(Communist) Chinese embassy, kill everyone 
inside, steal their secret records, and blow up 
the building to cover the facts.

Though the proposal was quashed, inside the 
CIA headquarters the Accra station was given 
full, if unoffi cial credit for the eventual coup, in 
which eight Soviet advisors were killed.

None of this was adequately refl ected in the 
agency’s records, Stockwell wrote.

Confirmation and revelation
While the newly-released documents, writ-

ten by a National Security Council staffer and 
unnamed CIA offi cers, confi rm the essential 
outlines set forth by Nkrumah and Stockwell, 
they also provide additional, and chilling, details 
about what the US government knew about the 
plot, when, and what it was prepared to do and 
did do to assist it.

On March 11, 1965 – almost a year 
before the coup – William P Mahoney, the US 
Ambassador to Ghana, participated in a can-
did discussion in Washington, DC with CIA 
director John A McCone and the deputy chief 
of the CIA’s Africa division, whose name has 
been withheld.

Signifi cantly, the Africa division was part 
of the CIA’s directorate of plans, or dirty tricks 
component, through which the government 
pursued its covert policies. According to the 
record of their meeting (Document 251), topic 
one was the “Coup d’etat Plot, Ghana”.

While Mahoney was satisfi ed that popular 
opinion was running strongly against Nkrumah 
and the economy of the country was in a precari-
ous state, he was not convinced that the coup 
d’etat, now being planned by Acting Police 
Commissioner Harlley and Generals Otu and 
Ankrah, would necessarily take place.

Nevertheless, he confi dently and accurately, 
as it turned out, predicted that one way or 
another Nkrumah would be out within a year.

Revealing the depth of embassy knowledge 
of the plot, Mahoney referred to a recent report 
which mentioned that the top coup conspira-
tors were scheduled to meet on March 10 at 
which time they would determine the timing 
of the coup. However, he warned, because of 
a tendency to procrastinate, any specifi c date 
they set should be accepted with reservations.

In a reversal of what some would assume 
were the traditional roles of an ambassador and 
the CIA director, McCone asked Mahoney who 
would most likely succeed Nkrumah in the event 

of a coup. Mahoney again correctly forecast the 
future: Ambassador Mahoney stated that ini-
tially, at least, a military junta would take over.

Making it happen
But Mahoney was not a prophet. Rather, he 

represented the commitment of the US govern-
ment, in coordination with other Western gov-
ernments, to bring about Nkrumah’s downfall.

Firstly, Mahoney recommended denying 
Ghana’s forthcoming aid request in the interests 
of further weakening Nkrumah. He felt that 
there was little chance that either the Chinese 
or the Soviets would in adequate measure come 
to Nkrumah’s fi nancial rescue and the British 
would continue to adopt a hard nose attitude 
toward providing further assistance to Ghana.

At the same time, it appears that Mahoney 
encouraged Nkrumah in the mistaken belief 
that both the US and the UK would come to 
his fi nancial rescue and proposed maintaining 
current US aid levels and programs because 
they will endure and be remembered long after 
Nkrumah goes.

Secondly, Mahoney seems to have assumed 
the responsibility of increasing the pressure on 
Nkrumah and exploiting the probable results. 
This can be seen in his 50-minute meeting with 
Nkrumah three weeks later.

According to Mahoney’s account of their 
April 2 discussion (Document 252), “At one 
point Nkrumah, who had been holding face 
in hands, looked up and I saw he was crying.

“With diffi culty he said I could not under-
stand the ordeal he had been through during 
last month. Recalling that there had been seven 
attempts on his life.”

Mahoney did not attempt to discourage 
Nkrumah’s fears, nor did he characterise them as 
unfounded in his report to his superiors. “While 
Nkrumah apparently continues to have personal 
affection for me,” he noted, “he seems as con-
vinced as ever that the US is out to get him.

“From what he said about assassination 
attempts in March, it appears he still suspects 
US involvement.”

Of course, the US was out to get him. 
Moreover, Nkrumah was keenly aware of a 
recent African precedent that made the notion 
of a US-organised or sanctioned assassination 
plot plausible; namely, the fate of the Congo 
and its fi rst prime minister, his friend Patrice 
Lumumba. Nkrumah believed that the destabi-
lisation of the Congolese government in 1960 
and Lumumba’s assassination in 1961 were the 
work of the “Invisible government of the US,” 
as he wrote in “Neocolonialism: The Last Stage 
of Imperialism”, later in 1965.

When Lumumba’s murder was announced, 
Nkrumah told students at the inauguration of 
an ideological institute that bore his name that 
this brutal murder should teach them the dia-
bolical depths of degradation to which these 
twin-monsters of imperialism and colonialism 
can descend.

In his conclusion, Mahoney observed: 
“Nkrumah gave me the impression of being a 
badly frightened man. His emotional resources 
seem to be running out. As pressures increase, 
we may expect more hysterical outbursts, many 
directed against US.”

It was not necessary to add that he was help-
ing to apply the pressure, nor that any hysterical 
outbursts by Nkrumah played into the West’s 
projection of him as an unstable dictator, thus 
justifying his removal.

Smoking gun
On May 27, 1965, Robert W Komer, a 

National Security Council staffer, briefed his 
boss, McGeorge Bundy, President Johnson’s 
special assistant for national security affairs, on 
the anti-Nkrumah campaign (Document 253).

Komer, who fi rst joined the White House 
as a member of President Kennedy’s NSC staff, 
had worked as a CIA analyst for 15 years. In 
1967, Johnson tapped him to head his hearts-
and-minds pacifi cation program in Vietnam.

Komer’s report establishes that the effort 
was not only interagency, sanctioned by the 
White House and supervised by the State 
Department and CIA, but also intergovernmen-
tal, being supported by America’s Western allies.

“FYI,” he advised, “we may have a pro-
Western coup in Ghana soon. Certain key 
military and police fi gures have been planning 
one for some time, and Ghana’s deteriorating 
economic condition may provide the spark.

The coup in Ghana and 
lessons for Africa today

Kwame Nkrumah.
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“The plotters are keeping us briefed,” he 
noted, “and the State Department thinks we’re 
more on the inside than the British. While 
we’re not directly involved (I’m told), we and 
other Western countries (including France) have 
been helping to set up the situation by ignoring 
Nkrumah’s pleas for economic aid. All in all, 
it looks good.”

Komer’s reference to not being told if the 
US was directly involved in the coup plot is 
revealing and quite likely a wry nod to his 
CIA past. Among the most deeply ingrained 
aspects of intelligence tradecraft and culture 
is plausible deniability, the habit of mind and 
practice designed to insulate the US, and par-
ticularly the president, from responsibility for 
particularly sensitive covert operations.

Komer would have known that orders such 
as the overthrow of Nkrumah would have been 
communicated in a deliberately vague, opaque, 
allusive, and indirect fashion, as Thomas Powers 
noted in “The Man Who Kept the Secrets: 
Richard Helms and the CIA”.

It would be unreasonable to argue that the 
US was not directly involved when it created 
or exacerbated the conditions that favoured a 
coup, and did so for the express purpose of 
bringing one about.

Truth and consequences
As it turned out, the coup did not occur for 

another nine months. After it did, Komer, now 
acting special assistant for national security 
affairs, wrote a congratulatory assessment to the 
President on March 12, 1966 (Document 260).

His assessment of Nkrumah and his suc-
cessors was telling.

“The coup in Ghana,” he crowed, “is another 
example of a fortuitous windfall. Nkrumah was 
doing more to undermine our interests than any 
other black African. In reaction to his strongly 
pro-Communist leanings, the new military 
regime is almost pathetically pro-Western.”

In this, Komer and Nkrumah were in 
agreement. “Where the more subtle methods of 
economic pressure and political subversion have 
failed to achieve the desired result,” Nkrumah 
wrote from exile in Guinea three years later, 
“there has been resort to violence in order to 
promote a change of regime and prepare the way 
for the establishment of a puppet government.”
Paul Lee is a historian, filmmaker, and 
freelance writer. He is director of Best 
Efforts, Inc, a professional research and 
consulting service that specialises in the 
recovery, preservation, and dissemination 
of global black history and culture. 
You can reach him at 
besteffortsinc@yahoo.com 

Magazine

Bob Briton: How long have you been 
selling the Party press?

Beryl Miller: I’ve been selling the Party 
press since I joined the Party in 1952. I don’t 
think it was very long after I joined the Party 
that I started selling The Tribune as it was at 
back then. We had a round in my area at the 
time on which I sold a paper to a local and 
he’s remained a customer ever since for the 
Communist press – all those years. He still 
takes the paper today.

BB: How do you see the importance of 
the Party press in this age of information 
overload?

BM: I think that for people who are inter-
ested in the labour movement The Guardian 
is absolutely essential. It covers areas that 
workers are concerned about. It gives a class 
position on issues while the capitalist press 
does a real job of trying to hide any of those 
facts. Once the labour movement fully under-
stands that there really is a situation of them 
and us and that we need to fi ght around our 
own issues, that will make a real difference to 
the whole struggle.

BB: How could we do a better job of pro-
moting the Party press?

BM: It’s one of those things that is a 
long hard struggle; it’s one of those issues 
that’s not easy to crack. In today’s world the 
progressive movement and the left in par-
ticular is not fl avour of the month. We have 
to be sure we’re getting out to sell in certain 
areas. The trade unions are a most essential 
part of our work; that’s why we say where 
we’ve got branches and where there are fac-
tories in their area or workplaces and so on, 
that we should concentrate on some of those 
workplaces.

In our Northern Branch we have taken 
under our wing for the last twenty years the 
GMH factory at Elizabeth. That’s been quite 
an important factor. It’s still not a situation 
where you have workers coming up to you 
and saying they want to buy the paper but we 
still distribute about 140 papers at the factory 
every month and we hand out the bulletin. 
Incidentally, the bulletin always takes its 
articles from The Guardian and we feel this 
is another way of advertising the Party press.

Another angle is that in our Party 
branches we need to be doing canvases where 
we’ve got comrades in the local area who 
can take up any sales that are consolidated. 
We just had one recently – it was part of the 
competition – and on that occasion we sold 
four papers and gave two away to people who 
didn’t have any money at the time. Now it 
is a fact that we haven’t consolidated those 
sales and that’s the very diffi cult part because 
it sometimes means going back to the same 
place on a number of occasions until such 
time that they become a regular sale.

Nevertheless, in the old days of the CPA 
regular canvases with the paper were very 
much part of the work of the Party. It’s one 
of those things where we’re not going to get 
new members to the Party unless we use The 
Guardian as the educator and the agitator 
among the workers. They will be found on 
the basis of our canvassing in our local areas 
because workers live in our local areas. It’s a 
matter of tenacity – just staying with it.

There’s no easy method in my opinion 
and I’ve been around for too long to think 
that if you go down to a workplace on one 
occasion that suddenly the workers are going 
to rush towards you. They won’t. That’s why 

our work at GMH has been done on a regular 
basis. We’re always there on a particular day 
of the month. In earlier times, when they had 
a bigger workforce, we used to go twice a 
month but with the cutbacks at this stage we 
just go once.

I think it’s absolutely essential that The 
Guardian becomes the centre of our branch 
work; that everything that they do is associ-
ated with that. If you get new people, where 
do they work? Is it possible for them to take 
Party literature into the workplace? We don’t 
use that often enough, either. If we have stu-
dents we should see how we can help them to 
take the Party press to fellow students.

BB: What does it mean to you to be the 
top seller of The Guardian during May?

BM: I’m a bit chuffed, I must say, 
though I really did set out to win. I really 
wanted to win because I wanted to show our 
membership in general what is required with 
The Guardian; how central it is to our work. 
In the process of that competition I have a 
regular weekly round of seven people, I take 
the papers to two unions, the AMWU and 

the ASU and at the ASU I was able to get an 
extra subscription on the basis of the equal 
pay article. At the AMWU I was able to con-
vince them to take up their fi ve copies for the 
vehicle section. They’d dropped at one stage 
mainly because we were handing out The 
Guardian at GMH. Nevertheless, there were 
enough people in the offi ce associated with 
the vehicle section to take the paper again.

The other thing is when you go along to 
a function; well, at that particular time we 
had the May Day dinner held by the Platon 
Greek Workers’ Education Association and 
there I was able to sell twenty papers. The 
other question is if you are active on a com-
mittee or in particular organisation, we must 
always think in terms of taking the paper and 
getting the people on that committee to take 
the paper. Alan and I have both been part of 
the trade union veterans regarding the indus-
trial relations situation in SA and at those 
monthly meetings I sell the four copies of 
the paper each time we have a meeting. I’ve 
got four people who take those on a regular 
basis.

That’s the sort of thing we need to be 
thinking about. In every area we need to 
think, “Where can I sell the paper?” because 
what we say is true. We need to be bloody 
well confi dent about what we say. Our mem-
bers need to be able to present those ideas 
that are presented in The Guardian in their 
workplaces. 

Beryl Miller – 
The Guardian as the 
centre of branch work

Beryl Miller.

The following is an interview with Beryl Miller from the Communist Party of Australia’s 
Northern (Adelaide) Branch. Beryl was the top seller of The Guardian during May 
when the CPA held a competition for the top seller of the Party press. Beryl sold 139 
Guardians and got a new subscription to the paper. She has firm views on how 
members can get the workers’ weekly into more people’s hands and help build the 
Party. She spoke recently to SA State Secretary Bob Briton.
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Greek Prime Minister George 
Papandreou managed to get a 
parliamentary vote of confi dence 
on June 21. This makes it more 
likely that Greece can receive a 
US$17 billion instalment on an 
emergency US$156 billion bailout 
loan that was agreed on by its 
European trading partners last 
year, and get a new bailout this 
year. However, these things are 
not certain; the only thing that 
is certain is that Greek workers 
will take a hit and there will be 
intensifi ed class struggle in the 
months to come.

The vote in parliament was called 
by Papandreou, because the troika 
of institutions that are in charge of 
the bailouts, namely the European 
Union, the European Central Bank 
and the International Monetary Fund, 
demanded it as a condition for con-
tinuing payments on the 2010 bailout 
and considering another.

It was a foregone conclusion that 
the opposition, including both the 
right-wing New Democratic Party 
and the Communist Party (KKE) 
and others on the left would vote 
“no”. The only thing that was in 
doubt was whether Papandreou’s 
own Pan-Hellenic Socialist Party 
(PASOK) would hold together under 
party discipline, or whether enough 
PASOK deputies would defect and 
vote against the measure, possibly 
triggering elections that the right 
opposition would surely win, and 
also putting the bailout arrangements 
in severe doubt.

At any rate, the vote went 155 
to 143 with two abstentions, in the 

300-member parliament. The PASOK 
caucus voted along strict party lines, 
and no opposition deputy from either 
left or right voted for the confi dence 
resolution. It had been thought that 
some of the more left-leaning PASOK 
deputies might break with Papandreou 
on the vote. 

However, at the last minute, he 
gave them an excuse for voting for 
the measure by means of what many 
feel was a largely cosmetic cabinet 
reshuffl e. Next week, he will ask for 
another parliamentary vote on specifi c 
austerity plans. To get the US$17 bil-
lion, he has to get approval for these 
measures by July 3.

Now what? In the weeks lead-
ing to the vote, tens of thousands 
of Greeks were in the street dem-
onstrating against the austerity 
program. Protests have been led by 
the Communist Party and the PAME 
labour federation in which it plays 
a leadership role, but also by other 
unions, including ones affiliated 
with the government’s own party, 
student organisations and increas-
ingly by masses of people connected 
up through social media. Greek 
labour has announced a two-day 
general strike for next week, with 
more actions to come.

Greek workers see the PASOK 
government as selling out their 
interests in favour of their country’s 
own tax evading super-rich as well 
as wealthy foreign bankers. They are 
angry that their own politicians and 
business elites, with the connivance 
of Wall Street’s Goldman Sachs, 
contrived to conceal the degree to 
which the country’s sovereign debt 
was getting beyond what Euro zone 
rules permit, until it was too late, and 

now they, the workers, have to pay 
for the damage.

The austerity program includes a 
fi re sale privatisation of many impor-
tant government assets, to the tune 
of more than US$70 billion, which 
were built up over the years at great 
cost to the Greek people, including 
the key seaport facilities of Piraeus 
and Thessaloniki, plus railways and 
other public properties. Pensions and 
government wages will be slashed. 
Public services will be drastically 
reduced. Taxes will also be increased, 
with the Value Added Tax going up 
a colossal 23 percent. The goal is to 
reduce expenditures by US$40 billion 
in a country of 11.2 million people 
with a 2010 Gross Domestic Product 
of US$356 billion.

And nobody is certain that these 
austerity measures will not worsen 

instead of improving the situation. 
Taking money out of the pockets of 
ordinary Greeks, and laying them 
off by the thousands, seems to be a 
strange way of reviving the nation’s 
economy. But alternatives, such as a 
restructuring of the debt by stretching 
out payments over a longer period of 
time or forcing major bondholders to 
accept reduced returns, are excluded 
by the attitudes of the lenders.

Although the German govern-
ment, nervous about the implications 
of a possible complete default by 
Greece, has shown some signs of 
fl exibility, the French government 
and the European Central Bank have 
been adamant in insisting that auster-
ity is the only condition under which 
credit will continue to be extended. 
French Finance Minister Christine 
Lagarde, who is the front-runner to 

replace Dominique Strauss-Kahn 
as head of the IMF, also hinted that 
she would take a hard line. And it 
is not a foregone conclusion that 
Greece will be able to pay its next 
instalment on its debts, in mid July. 
It may yet default.

Another alternative would have 
been to sharply devalue the national 
currency, which would have made 
Greek exports and also the key sector 
of tourism more attractive. But Greece 
cannot do that, having abandoned its 
own currency for the Euro, which it 
shares with 26 other countries, includ-
ing much wealthier ones, who have 
no desire to devalue.

The bond-rating agency Standard 
and Poor’s, meanwhile, cut Greece’s 
rating to CCC, the lowest of any 
Western European country.
People’s World 

Future still far from rosy 
as Greek leader gets 
his vote of confidence

World’s domestic workers win historic victory
Dan Margolis

Domestic workers received some 
much-needed support on June 16 
when representatives of govern-
ments, workers and employers, 
meeting in Geneva under the aus-
pices of the International Labour 
Organisation (ILO) formulated a 
new set of rules, or “convention,” 
calling for their rights – which have 
been swept under the rug in many 
countries, including the United 
States – to be protected by law.

Under the direction of the 
Obama administration, US repre-
sentatives backed the new rules.

According to AFL-CIO – the 
US peak trade union body – 
President Richard Trumka, “The 
people who perform this work –
overwhelmingly women, migrants 
and people from historically mar-
ginalised communities – are indeed 
workers, and thus entitled to the 
same rights and protections that 
all other workers enjoy.” In that 
respect, the AFL-CIO teamed up 
earlier this year with the National 
Domestic Workers Alliance, saying 
that the fi ght for domestic workers’ 
rights was part of the fi ght for all 
workers’ rights.

The term “domestic workers” 
applies to those who are under the 
employ of a household: maids, but-
lers, nannies, children’s caregivers 
and so on.

“We are moving the standards 
system of the ILO into the infor-
mal economy for the fi rst time, 
and this is a breakthrough of great 
signifi cance,” said Juan Somovia, 
director-general of the ILO, upon 
the adoption of the rules.

The convention passed with 90 
percent approval. Even many on 
the right wing of the world politi-
cal scene hailed the tentative gain 
in workers’ rights. According to 
German Chancellor Angela Merkel, 
of the centre-right Christian 
Democratic Union, “[I]t is ... vitally 
important ... that you have now 
adopted this convention on domes-
tic workers. This is an area which 
has often lain in the shadows of 
offi cial employment and for which 
standards are now being estab-
lished, step-by-step, which fully 
uphold the principle that all human 
beings have an equal right to pro-
tection of their dignity.”

According to an ILO press 
release, the rules call for domes-
tic workers to enjoy the same 

labour “rights as those available 
to other workers: reasonable hours 
of work, weekly rest of at least 
24 consecutive hours, a limit on 
in-kind payment, clear informa-
tion on terms and conditions of 
employment, as well as respect for 
fundamental principles and rights 
at work, including freedom of asso-
ciation and the right to collective 
bargaining.”

Further, the “Convention 
Concerning Decent Work for 
Domestic Workers,” which must be 
ratifi ed by at least two countries to 
come into effect, calls for national 
governments to ensure that dis-
crimination is ended and that child 
and forced labour be abolished 
outright.

In addition, the conference 
passed a series of “recommenda-
tions” for national governments to 
follow.

The scope of domestic labour 
is huge. After surveying 117 coun-
tries, the UN-affi liated organisa-
tion determined that there were at 
least 53 million domestic workers 
around the world. However, given 
that many of these workers operate 
“under the table,” are undocument-
ed migrants or in some other way 

are part of the informal economy, 
that number could be closer to 100 
million.

Additionally, in develop-
ing countries up to 12 percent of 
workers are domestic and, around 
the world, 83 percent of them are 
women or girls.

In the United States, domestic 
workers were exempted from the 
National Labour Relations Act, 
which enshrined into law the rights 
of most other private workers. 
According to the National Labor 
Relations Act, employers must 
respect the right of employees to 
form unions. The law also autho-
rises workers to strike and bargain 
collectively. As a result of their 

exemption, domestic workers often 
work in the shadows, without even 
a guarantee of minimum wage.

In some countries, their situ-
ation is better, but in many, the 
situation is even worse. At the con-
ference, a number of governments 
signalled that they would ratify the 
convention.

Pre-empting the world body’s 
action was New York, which passed 
in 2010 the fi rst American law 
enshrining the rights of domestic 
workers. Now, California is con-
sidering a law modelled on New 
York’s.

For the law to become binding 
in the US, Congress must ratify it.
People’s World 

Greek Prime Minister George Papandreou.



9The Guardian
June 29 2011 International

John Foster

Last week in many places across 
Ukraine, red flags flew beside 
the country’s blue and yellow to 
mark the 70th anniversary of the 
Nazi invasion. They will fl y as a 
challenge to those in the Ukrainian 
parliament who have sought to 
impose a legal ban on symbols of 
the Soviet period.

The weekend before the Congress 
of Ukraine’s Communist Party heard 
its secretary Peter Symonenko stress 
the political importance of resisting 
what he described as the threat of 
nationalistic fascism, the attempt 
to link national sentiment to fascist 
and White Guard episodes in the 
country’s past.

In circumstances where the heirs 
of the discredited Orange Revolution 
have suffered serious setbacks elec-
torally, they are now resorting to 
cruder methods. In those regions and 
districts where they still have political 
control, those who collaborated with 
the Nazis are being honoured. Streets 
and squares are being renamed after 
them. Neo-fascist organisations are 
given freedom to operate. Hostility 
to Ukraine’s large national minorities, 
Russian, Jewish, Russian-German, is 
growing.

That  was  why,  a rgued 
Symonenko, it was so important to 
reassert the progressive, multina-
tional traditions of working people 
in Ukraine, of the heroism of their 
resistance to Nazi invasion and the 
achievements of the Soviet period.

The Congress reflected the 
diffi cult yet pivotal position that 
the Communist Party holds within 
Ukraine’s politics. In 2006-7, its 26 
deputies played an important part in 
the consolidation of a parliamentary 
coalition which ended nationalist rule. 

In 2010, they gave support to the 
current President Viktor Yanukovych 
on the basis of commitments that he 
would defend the rights of working 
people, protect national minorities 
and strengthen international ties with 
Russia and countries of the Shanghai 
Co-operation Organisation.

Politically, however, Ukraine’s 
Communists have no easy task. 
Restored capitalism is brutal.

About a dozen oligarch groups 
control an economy that has been 
radically privatised – including 90 
percent of state enterprises, almost 
all utilities, housing and agricultural 
production. These forces control the 
media and exert a dominating pres-
ence within government and over the 
state apparatus. And privatisation con-
tinues. A new system of compulsory 
private insurance is being prepared for 
a health service that already operates 
largely for payment. Unemployment 
remains massive. Premature mortality, 
especially among working-age men, 
together with mass emigration has 
seen the population shrink by over 
10 percent. Over 40 percent of those 
under 24 are without work, and the 
trade union movement is correspond-
ingly weak.

In these circumstances, 
Communists have to fi ght against 
the odds. Banned in 1991, the party 
was reformed in 1993 but remains 
barred from organising in the public 
sector, state enterprises and among 
civil servants.

Yet, surprisingly, the party is 
growing fast. A third of its 112,000 
members have been recruited over 
the past four years. Young people 
are becoming increasingly involved 
and women now make up almost 40 
percent of members.

This is largely because the party 
has refashioned itself. It is now much 

more a mass campaigning party rooted 
locally and taking up the immediate 
issues that affect working people – 
unpaid wages, denied pensions, the 
swindling of compensation due to 
former members of collective farms.

Two years ago, 6,000 engineering 
workers occupied Ukraine’s biggest 
agricultural machinery complex. Its 
second post-privatisation owner had 
gone bust. Their jobs were on the line. 
After a wider political campaign, in 
which Communists played a major 
role, parliament passed a motion 
taking the factory back into public 
ownership.

However, these successes do not 
blind Communists to the perilous 
imbalances of Ukrainian politics. 
At the Congress, the party’s elder 
statesman Georgii Khryuchov quoted 
a statistic to highlight the dangers. He 
drew out the negative conclusions 
from a recent poll, which indicated 
that around 40 percent of the popula-
tion favoured the restoration of social-
ism in some form or other.

The fi rst conclusion concerned 
the 60 percent who did not hold 
this view. Passively or actively, they 
have been infl uenced to accept the 

inevitability of the existing order and, 
more dangerously, were susceptible 
to nationalist propaganda and poli-
cies that, under the previous govern-
ment, included support for NATO 
and the EU. The second conclusion 
concerned the disparity between the 
40 percent support for socialism and 
electoral support for the Ukrainian 
Communists, which generally runs 
at below 10 percent.

The party, Khryuchev argued, had 
to further “radicalise” its work and, 
through much more direct engagement 
at the grassroots, dispel the distrust 
that was ceaselessly promoted by 
the mass media, whether nationalist 
or not.

Hence the importance attached 
to combating the rewriting of history 
concerning the Soviet Union and the 
war against fascism.

This was not a matter of nostalgia. 
It represented a real and essential 
engagement with present-day politics. 
Ukrainian Communists are mindful 
of the country’s front-line position 
within current shifts in the balance 
of world forces.

The Orange Revolution resulted 
in Ukrainian troops being sent to Iraq 

and Afghanistan, heavy penetration 
by US agencies and preparation for 
NATO membership. These steps have 
been halted, but the pressure remains. 
Concrete alternatives need to be 
offered for a better future.

The new party program adopted 
at the Congress advances perspec-
tives for economic development 
based on the progressive restoration 
of social ownership and planning. 
This in turn is seen to require a new 
international orientation that does 
not subordinate such development 
to monopoly-controlled market 
forces – ultimately the restoration 
of democratically planned economic 
relations between the countries cur-
rently within the Commonwealth of 
Independent States. Other moves are 
also possible.

In 2010, Yanukovych visited 
China in a presidential delegation 
that included Peter Symonenko as 
leader of the Communist Party parlia-
mentary fraction. At the close of the 
Congress, other red fl ags were fl ying 
in the streets of Kiev to welcome the 
fi rst visit to Ukraine by President 
Hu Jintao.
People’s World 

Ukraine Reds still resisting

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 go to support the oncology unit of Las Tunas 

provincial hospital in Cuba.

Japan
Reconstruction law may help 
promote deregulation
A basic law for post-disaster 
reconstruction, paving the way 
for further deregulation under 
the guise of revitalisation of the 
Tohoku region, was enacted at an 
Upper House plenary session on 
June 20, with a majority vote of the 
Democratic, Liberal Democratic, 
Komei, People’s New, and Social 
Democratic parties.

At a special committee meeting 
on quake reconstruction held prior 
to the House of Councillors plenary 
meeting, Yamashita Yoshiki, rep-
resenting the Japanese Communist 
Party, expressed opposition to the 
enactment of the law by saying, 
“Disaster victims should be the 
key players in the reconstruction 
process. Restoring their living 
conditions must be the fi rst task in 
reconstruction.”

Yamashita pointed out that the 
law deeply refl ects a “new growth 
strategy” for major corporations 
endorsed by the government. He 
expressed his concern that it will 
promote large-scale farming and 
fi shing as well as the deregulation 
of corporate activities in the disas-
ter-stricken areas.

He also warned that the law 

will pave the way for a consump-
tion tax hike under the pretence of 
funding reconstruction efforts.

At the special committee meet-
ing on June 16, Komine Takao, 
professor at the Graduate School 
of Hosei University, proposed 
that “corporate skills, energy, and 
funds” be injected into the agri-
cultural and fi shery industries in 
Tohoku. “Corporate employees’ 
work ethos can be applied” to those 
sectors, he insisted.

The law stipulates that the 
national government establishes a 
“basic policy” for reconstruction 
and that local governments are 
“responsible for taking measures” 
in accordance with it.

Yamashita pointed out that 
the law requires local govern-
ments to wait for the introduction 
of the national policy conducting 
full-scale reconstruction work and 
must prioritise the national policy 
over the actual needs at the local 
level.

Meanwhile, Japan Federation of 
Bar Associations (JFBA) President 
Utsunomiya Kenji issued a state-
ment on June 15 expressing con-
cerns over local governments that 

have stopped payments of welfare 
benefi ts to victims of the March 11 
disaster who received emergency 
donations.

Minamisoma and Iwaki cities 
in Fukushima Prefecture stopped 
paying welfare benefi ts to 150 
households, including disaster-
related donations and compensation 
payments for nuclear damages they 
received as income.

The Welfare Ministry sent a 
notice to local governments on May 
2 urging them to “take into full 
account disaster victims’ dire condi-
tions” and avoid a systematic clas-
sifi cation of donations as income.

The JFBA statement demands 
that the government redress munici-
palities’ actions that do not meet its 
instruction.

The National Association for 
Safeguarding People’s Life and 
Health (Zenseiren) on May 20 made 
representations to the national gov-
ernment, urging it to order munici-
palities to not recognise donations 
as income. Local Zenseiren 
branches in disaster-affected areas 
have made similar representations 
to their local governments.
Japan Press Weekly 
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James Packer and 
“anti-business” Gillard
Occasionally the capitalist media, 
in this case the Australian Financial 
Review (June 23), publishes a 
story about one of the captains of 
industry to give the impression of 
how bold and tough-talking they 
can be. This time it’s publishing 
and casino magnate James Packer. 
But in the process they expose how 
greedy and disconnected thet are 
from not only society itself but also 
other captains of industry.

Who else in this country is going 
to say that the Prime Minister Julia 
Gillard and her Australian Labor Party 
are “anti-business”, but a capitalist 
blood sucker who would like the 
government to make policy just to 
favour him or her? Maybe WA mining 

magnates Andrew Forrest and Gina 
Rinehart with their petulant opposi-
tion to the mining resources rent tax 
and the carbon tax. Other captains of 
industry who actually live in the real 
world realise that such deals are not 
only bad for the economy as a whole 
but also anti-worker.

Has not the NSW ALP just suf-
fered the worst electoral drubbing in 
its history causing ALP Senator John 
Faulkner to investigate the reasons 
for this and fi nd unsurprisingly that 
many people had abandoned the ALP 
as they felt that politically they had 
lost their way. The party instead a 
captive of “political professionals 
who stage manage conferences to 
produce a façade of unity derived 
from focus groups and sniffi ng the 
political wind.”

Independent Andrew Wilkie 
should be supported in his move to 
introduce, “mandatory pre-commit-
ment” to pokie machines which would 
be good for all Australian industry 
and its citizens as that “$300 million 
in revenue sliced from big casino 
operators” would be redistributed in 
savings or purchases to other produc-
ers or service providers.

These other producers or service 
providers would more likely also 
provide goods and services that were 
socially responsible and necessary.

The government would still 
receive its share of revenue through 
direct and indirect taxation and sup-
posedly redistributed for the benefi t 
of all, but a lot of it still thrown at 
corporate Australia to run privatised 
services such as detention centres, 
transport, defence, transport and other 
forms of public infrastructure.

Meanwhile liberal democracy in 
this country has begun to resemble 
the political system portrayed in 
the Arnold Schwarzenegger sci-fi  
thriller, “Running Man”, where it 
is one capitalist conglomerate that 
tries to control every facet of our 
existence.

Richard Titelius
WA

The surreal world of 
the bourgeois media

In early June Australian CEO’s 
such as Hooker from the real 
estate company, philanthropists 
and Rudd slept outdoors overnight 
in “sympathy” with the hundred 
thousand of Australians who do 
not have a roof over their head. Yes 
this is true, one of the wealthiest 
nations in the world and more and 
more people do not have anywhere 
to live.

However, the surreal world the 
bourgeois press propagates, portrays 
these CEO’s and philanthropists as 
heroes rather than the reality that they 
are criminals who have an economic 
system in place that means that they 
refuse to pay adequate taxes and so 
governments cannot afford to provide 
housing for everyone.

Politically they are also criminals 
who have torn up the UN Declaration 
of Human Rights, article 25 (which 
capitalist governments only signed 
up to because of the existence USSR) 
and which guarantees a roof overhead 
because they are opposed to govern-
ments providing social housing which 
they see as a threat to the competitive 
capitalist housing.

What a scary political system 
we have were the ruling class get off 
on the purposely created tragedy of 
others that they have manufactured.

H Patterson
Vic

Minister failed to visit 
one abattoir

The Minister for Agriculture 
has returned from Indonesia without 
even visiting a single abattoir and 
with nothing to show but a deadline 
for Australia to resume live cattle 

exports to the country. The Australian 
public clearly supports the ban and is 
appalled by the horrifi c conditions in 
Indonesian abattoirs. Meat sales have 
dropped 15 percent since ABC’s Four 
Corners program revealed that cattle 
are often beaten and have their throats 
hacked while still fully conscious in 
Indonesian abattoirs.

Australian animals will con-
tinue to suffer as long as live export 
remains legal. Every year, four mil-
lion sheep are sent from Australia to 
the Middle East and North Africa on 
fi lthy, overcrowded ships with mini-
mal protection from the elements. 
Lame sheep are often trampled and 
cannot even lift their faces from the 
faeces-laden fl oors, and many others 
fall ill or starve to death because 
they are not used to the pellet food 
provided onboard. According to a 
Meat and Livestock Australia report, 
as many as 38,000 sheep die annu-
ally in transit.

Those who survive are often 
tied up and shoved into the backs of 
trucks or car boots when they reach 
their destination. At the abattoir, their 
throats are often slit while they’re still 
conscious.

Ashley Fruno
Senior Campaigner

PETA Asia
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Get your 
gunships 
here! 
The people of the former Soviet 
Union were told by supporters 
of the counter-revolutionary 
Gorbachev clique that the solution 
to all their problems lay in scrap-
ping “barrack room socialism” and 
replacing it with the “free market”.

The reality has proved a lot less 
appealing. The opportunistic few have 
found capitalism very much to their 
liking, but the standard of living of 
the majority has fallen signifi cantly.

The post-Soviet phenomenon 
of infl ation has severely eroded the 
incomes of those on pensions. War 
veterans, formerly honoured for their 
sacrifi ces and for their achievement in 
freeing the country of the scourge of 
fascism, were once able to live com-
fortably on their pensions. Now the 
Russian media is replete with stories 
of veterans living in poverty, trying 
to survive without heating, while 
privileges are restricted to people with 
business connections.

Propagandists for capitalism have 
always maintained that it is a more 
“effi cient” system than socialism. We 
have dealt with this before: what they 
call “effi cient” we would call “socially 
irresponsible” – pursuing profi t with 
no concern for the rights and welfare 
of an enterprise’s employees, or the 
interests of the community.

The failure of capitalism to 
sustain the former major enterprises 
of socialism is a telling indictment 
of which system is really effi cient. 
The best the new capitalist regimes 
have been able to do in the former 
Soviet Union is fl og off enterprises 

to predatory foreign capitalist regimes 
in search of cheap bargains.

The government of the Ukraine, 
severely cash-strapped as it is, has put 
its fl eet of helicopter gun-ships up for 
sale – on an eBay style website. Yep, 
you can buy a lethal Russian-built 
Mi-8 or Mi-171 attack chopper fully 
loaded with guided anti-tank missiles, 
rockets and armour-shredding chain-
guns for a paltry $11,104, 000.

“We can deliver anywhere”, 
says the ad posted by the Ukraine’s 
Defence Ministry.

No questions asked, presumably.

The Sunday Times, one of 
Murdoch’s British rags, published its 
annual “Rich List” at the beginning of 
May. The list showed that the fi lthy 
rich are getting richer at a faster rate 
than the rest of us – and then some!

They increased their wealth by a 
whopping 18 percent last year. But 
listen to them squawk when workers 
try to get a meagre wage rise to keep 
pace with infl ation!

And the British business con-
sultancy MM&K reported that the 
average remuneration of bosses of 
companies on the FTSE 100 index 
rose 32 percent last year. Worth not-
ing that, in contrast, the index itself 
only rose by nine percent suggesting 
that bosses are pulling out more than 
they should. (What an outrageous 

suggestion! Bosses just don’t do that 
sort of thing, do they?)

Apparently they do: MM&K also 
found that although some share prices 
had not increased over the last 12 
years, pay deals for chief executives 
had quadrupled. 

Still on things British: I see the 
London Metropolitan Police Force 
(“the Met”) is to equip its marksmen 
with hollow-point bullets. These are 
otherwise known as “dum dums”. 
They spread and fragment on impact, 
making a gaping hole of horrendous 
size. The shock alone can be enough 
to kill the victim, with no need to hit 
a vital organ.

Dum dums were outlawed under 
the Hague Convention in 1899, but 
like germ warfare and other barbarous 
practices, capitalist governments and 
military leaders have been actively 
exploring stratagems to reintroduce 
them ever since.

Spokespersons for the Met say 
there is less risk of injuries to innocent 
bystanders if police marksmen use 
dum dums, because unlike standard 
bullets they won’t go through the 
target person and hit someone else. 
But any police marksman worth his 
salt knows not to shoot at an offender 
if there is someone else standing 
behind them who might get hit by 
the same bullet.

British police were once famous 
for being essentially an unarmed 

force, but nowadays they are increas-
ingly following the lead of their 
American colleagues and seeking ever 
greater fi repower. Some US police 
forces have distinguished themselves 
by dropping bombs!

That alone should be enough to 
make people cautious about adopting 
US methods of “crime prevention”.

Propagandists for capitalism 
like to make a big thing about “free 
speech”. Supposedly, you and I have 
the right to get up on a soapbox and 
say what we think of the government 
without fear of reprisal (or without 
fear of jail, anyway). 

And, to an extent, it’s true. What 
we don’t have, however, is the crucial 
element – we don’t have the ability 
to make our voice heard. That ability 

belongs almost exclusively to wealthy 
media moguls and corporations who 
can afford to run series of TV ads 
specifi cally designed to mould public 
opinion, like the blatantly political 
mining industry ads running at present 
in Australia. 

Even then, capitalism’s minions 
are loath to allow certain types of free 
speech. The BBC has got itself into a 
small pickle with Britain’s Palestine 
Solidarity Campaign (PSC) after 
censoring the words “Free Palestine” 
out of a song by Mic Righteous on 
the BBC show Hip Hop MIX with 
Charlie Sloth. 

Ironically, the lyrics were actually 
boosting free speech: “I can say Free 
Palestine” they went, but as Sarah 
Colborne of PSC commented “Well, 
apparently you can’t if you try to say 
them on the BBC.” 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

Mi-8 attack chopper.

Rob Gowland

Immediately after May Day, Rob Gowland was 
hospitalised with acute kidney failure. Rob has been on 
leave from The Guardian since then, but readers will be 
pleased to learn that he is returning to the paper with 
this issue (Culture & Life) and expects to resume Worth 
Watching with the next issue.

Rob was very much heartened by the numerous 
expressions of good wishes that he received from 
readers and comrades in Australia and also from 
comrades abroad.
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Vladimir Mayakovsky
Universal Reply
Notes
make me sick
when laid on so thick.
I propose
without extra phases and fuss
a universal reply 
to all at once.
If
this or that lover
of fi re and gore
wants to provoke us
to enter war –
we answer so:
No!
But if
even on
a fi sticuffs’
item
they extend a hand – to conference inviting,
the answer, 
you’ll guess,
is always
Yes!
If this,
that
or the other power
scares us
with ultimatums
poured in a shower,
we answer so:
No!
But if 
without ultimative menaces
they ask:
“Let’s pay each other’s expenses!”
our answer’s easy to guess:
Yes!
If
by concessions
and suchlike tricks

they intend
to saddle our workers’ necks,
we answer so:
No!
And if, reciprocally
untying their purse,
they offer;
“Let’s go into honest commerce!”
the answer, you’ll guess,
is always 
Yes!
If they want 
to poke their nose
into our garden
on the subject
of whom
we condemn or pardon,
we answer so:
No!
If they ask us,
as an exception,
“pardon So-and-So,
he’s a goof from conception,”
the answer, you’ll guess,
is always 
Yes!
Curzon, 
Poincare – 
all of us know ‘em –
let them
not think it
too much trouble
and read
my little admonitory poem
before blowing at us
their next note-bubble!

This poem appeared in response to 
the British Government’s note delivered to 
the Soviet Government on May 8, 1923.

Conversation with Comrade Lenin
Awhirl with events, 
packed with jobs one too many, 
the day slowly sinks 
as the night shadows fall.
There are two in the room:
I
and Lenin –
a photograph 
on the whiteness of wall.
The stubble slides upward
above the lip
as his mouth 
jerks open in speech.
The tense
creases of brow 
hold thought
in their grip,
immense brow
matched by thought immense.
A forest of fl ags,
raised-up hands thick as grass…
Thousands are marching
beneath him...
Transported,
alight with joy, I rise from my place,
eager to see him,
hail him, 
report to him!
“Comrade Lenin,
I report to you
(not a dictate of offi ce,
The heart’s prompting alone)
this hellish work
that we’re out to do
will be done
and is already being done.

We give light to clothe
the naked  and the needy,
the quotas
for coal 
and for iron 
fulfi l.
But there is
any amount 
of bleeding 
muck
and rubbish 
around us still.
Without you,
there’s many
have got out of hand,
all the sparring
and squabbling
does one in.
There’s scum
in plenty
hounding our land,
outside the borders 
and also within.
Try to
count  ‘em
and 
tab ‘em –
it’s no go,
there’s all kinds,
and they’re
thick as nettles:
kulaks,
red tapists,
and,
down the row, 
drunkards, 

sectarians, 
lickspittles.
They strut around  
as proudly 
as peacocks, 
badges and fountain-pens 
studding their chests.
We’ll lick the lot of ’em – 
but
to lick ‘em 
is no easy job 
at the very best.
On snow-covered lands 
and stubbly fi elds, 
in smoky plants 
and on factory sites, 
with you in our hearts, 
Comrade Lenin, 
we build,
we think,
we breathe,
we live,
and we fi ght!”
Awhirl with events, 
packed with jobs one too many, 
the day slowly sinks 
as the night shadows fall.
There are two in the room:
I 
and Lenin –
a photograph 
on the whiteness of wall.

(1929)
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Robert Parry

In Offi cial Washington, there’s 
one “fact” about the Afghan War 
that nearly everyone “knows”: 
In February 1989, after the 
Soviet army left Afghanistan, the 
United States walked away from 
the war-torn country, creating 
a vacuum that led to the rise of 
the Taliban and its readiness to 
host Al-Qaeda’s anti-American 
terrorists.

It is a point made by senior 
administration offi cials, including 
incoming Ambassador Ryan Crocker 
and departing Defence Secretary 
Robert Gates, who once summed up 
the conventional wisdom by saying: 
“We will not repeat the mistakes of 
1989, when we abandoned the country 
only to see it descend into civil war 
and into Taliban hands.”

And Gates was there at the time, 
as President George HW Bush’s 
deputy national security adviser. So, 
he should know.

If there’s any remaining doubt 
about this key historical “lesson” 
regarding Afghanistan, you simply 
need to watch the Tom Hanks’s 
movie, Charlie Wilson’s War, in which 
you see Hanks as Representative 
Wilson pleading for additional aid to 
Afghanistan and getting rebuffed by 
feckless members of a congressional 
committee.

The only problem with this “his-
tory” is that it isn’t true.

There was no immediate cut-off 
of funds for the Afghan mujahedeen 
in 1989. Indeed, hundreds of millions 
of dollars in covert CIA funding con-
tinued to fl ow to the rebels for several 
years as the US government sought a 
clear-cut victory over the left-behind 
communist leader Najibullah, who 
was holed up in Kabul.

And, if you don’t believe me, you 
can read George Criles’s 2003 book, 
Charlie Wilson’s War, upon which the 
Hanks movie was based.

In it, Crile describes how Wilson 
kept the funding spigot open for the 
Afghan rebels after the Soviet depar-
ture, despite a growing US awareness 
that the mujahedeen were brutal, 
reactionary and corrupt, a reality that 
Washington had chosen to ignore 
when these Islamic warlords were 
being hailed as anti-Soviet “freedom 
fi ghters” in the 1980s.

As Crile writes, “Throughout 
the war, Wilson had always told his 
colleagues that Afghanistan was the 
one morally unambiguous cause 
that the United States had supported 
since World War II – and never once 
had any member of Congress stood 
up to protest or question the vast 
expenditures.

“But with the departure of the 
Soviets [in February 1989], the war 
was anything but morally unambigu-
ous. By 1990, the Afghan freedom 
fi ghters had suddenly and frighten-
ingly gone back to form, re-emerging 
as nothing more than feuding warlords 
obsessed with settling generations-
old scores.

“The difference was that they 
were now armed with hundreds of 
millions of dollars’ worth of weapons 
and explosives of every conceivable 

type. The justifi cation for the huge 
CIA operation had been to halt Soviet 
aggression, not to take sides in a tribal 
war – certainly not to transform the 
killing capacity of those warriors.”

Crile reported that at the end of 
that fi rst year, Wilson travelled to 
Moscow and listened to appeals for a 
settlement of the long-running confl ict 
from Andre Koserov, a future Russian 
foreign minister. Koserov warned 
Wilson that Moscow and Washington 
had a common interest in preventing 
the emergence of radical Islamic 
control of Afghanistan.

Abandoning peace
Upon returning to Washington, 

however, Wilson’s openness to 
Moscow’s overtures brought a stern 
rebuke from his hard-line friends in 
the CIA who wanted to see an unam-
biguous victory of the CIA-backed 
mujahedeen over the Soviet clients 
in Kabul.

“It was sad to see how quickly 
Wilson’s effort at statesmanship col-
lapsed,” Crile reported. “He found 
that it wasn’t easy to stop what he 
had started.”

Wilson decided to side with his 
old allies in the CIA and the Saudi 
royal family, who were matching 
the CIA’s huge contributions dollar 
for dollar.

“In the second year after the 
Soviet withdrawal, Wilson delivered 
another $250 million for the CIA to 
keep its Afghan program intact,” Crile 
wrote. “With Saudi matching funds, 
the mujahedeen would receive another 
half billion dollars to wage war. The 
expectation was that they would join 
forces for a fi nal push to throw out 
the Soviet-backed Najibullah regime, 
restore order, and begin the process 
of rebuilding.”

However, Najibullah’s forces 
held out and the mujahedeen broke 
down into internal bickering. They 
also demonstrated their respect for 
human rights by slaughtering enemy 
prisoners.

Eventually, the mujahedeen did 
capture the strategic city of Khost, but 
turned it into a ghost town as civil-
ians fl ed or faced the mujahedeen’s 
fundamentalist fury. Western aid 
workers found themselves “following 
the liberators in a desperate attempt 
to persuade them not to murder and 
pillage,” Crile wrote.

US Ambassador to Pakistan 
Robert Oakley began to wonder 
who were the worse bad guys, the 
Soviet-backed communists or the 
US-supported mujahedeen.

“It was the leaders of the Afghan 
puppet government who were say-
ing all the right things, even paying 
lip service to democratic change,” 
Crile reported. “The mujahideen, 
on the other hand, were committing 
unspeakable atrocities and couldn’t 
even put aside their bickering and 
murderous thoughts long enough to 
capture Kabul.”

Soviet collapse
In 1991, as the Soviet Union 

careened toward its fi nal crackup, 
George HW Bush’s administration 
had so many doubts about the nature 
of its erstwhile Afghan allies that it 

made no new request for money, and 
the Senate Intelligence Committee 
approved nothing for Afghanistan, 
Crile wrote.

“But no one could just turn off 
Charlie Wilson’s war like that,” Crile 
noted. “For Charlie Wilson, there 
was something fundamentally wrong 
with his war ending then and there. 
He didn’t like the idea of the United 
States going out with a whimper.”

Wilson made an impassioned 
appeal to the House Intelligence 
Committee and carried the day. The 
committee fi rst considered a $100 mil-
lion annual appropriation, but Wilson 
got them to boost it to $200 million, 
which – with the Saudi matching 
funds – totalled US$400 million, 
Crile reported.

“And so, as the mujahideen were 
poised for their thirteenth year of war, 
instead of being cut off, it turned out 
to be a banner year,” Crile wrote. 
“They found themselves with not only 
a US$400 million budget but also 
with a cornucopia of new weaponry 
sources that opened up when the 
United States decided to send the 
Iraqi weapons captured during the 
Gulf War to the mujahideen.”

But even then the Afghan rebels 
needed an external event to prevail 
on the battlefi eld, the stunning disin-
tegration of the Soviet Union in late 
1991. Only then did Moscow cut off 
its funding support of Najibullah. His 
government fi nally fell in 1992. But 
its collapse didn’t stop the war – or 
the mujahedeen infi ghting.

The capital of Kabul came 
under the control of a relatively 
moderate rebel force led by Ahmad 
Shah Massoud, an Islamist but not a 
fanatic. But Massoud, a Tajik, was not 
favoured by Pakistan’s Inter-Services 
Intelligence (the ISI), which backed 
more extreme Pashtun elements of 
the mujahedeen.

The rival Afghan warlords battled 
with each other for another four years 
destroying much of Kabul. Finally, a 
disgusted Washington began to turn 
away. Crile reported that the Cross 
Border Humanitarian Aid Program, 
which was the only sustained 

US program aimed at rebuilding 
Afghanistan, was cut off at the end 
of 1993, almost fi ve years after the 
Soviets left.

While chaos continued to reign 
across Afghanistan, the ISI readied 
its own army of Islamic extremists 
drawn from Pashtun refugee camps 
inside Pakistan. This group, known 
as the Taliban, entered Afghanistan 
with the promise of restoring order.

The Taliban seized the capital of 
Kabul in September 1996, driving 
Massoud into a northward retreat. The 
ousted communist leader Najibullah, 
who had stayed in Kabul, sought 
shelter in the United Nations com-
pound, but was captured. The Taliban 
tortured, castrated and killed him, his 
mutilated body hung from a light pole.

The triumphant Taliban imposed 
harsh Islamic law on Afghanistan. 
Their rule was especially cruel to 
women who had made gains toward 
equal rights under the communists, 
but were forced by the Taliban to 
live under highly restrictive rules, to 
cover themselves when in public, and 
to forgo schooling.

The Taliban also granted refuge 
to Saudi exile Osama bin Laden, who 
had fought with the Afghan mujahe-
deen against the Soviets in the 1980s. 
Bin Laden then used Afghanistan as 
the base of operations for his terrorist 
organisation, Al-Qaeda, setting the 
stage for the next Afghan War in 2001.

Real lessons
This actual history of the Afghan 

confl ict – as opposed to the fi ctional 
version pushed by Gates and oth-
ers – could provide some valuable 
lessons, assuming policy makers 
in Washington would acknowledge 
the truth. 

For one, the US government 
could have collaborated with Soviet 
offi cials in the late 1980s to work out 
a cease-fi re and a political settlement. 
The Soviet-backed regime in Kabul 
was even willing to have elections 
as part of a national reconciliation.

It was the tough-guy intransigence 
of the CIA and the early Bush admin-
istration that prevented a possible 

settlement. Washington wanted a 
triumphal climax to its long-running 
covert war, even if that meant deliver-
ing the Afghan people into the hands 
of heavily armed religious fanatics.

Another reasonable lesson would 
be that it’s often better to settle for a 
partial success than to insist on total 
military victory. That way all sides 
in a civil war have a sense that their 
interests are protected, rather than 
having one segment of the society 
crush another.

That lesson has resonance today 
as the Obama administration considers 
reaching out to the Taliban and try-
ing to bring the fundamentalists into 
a peace process. As repugnant as it 
might be to deal with Taliban leader 
Mullah Omar, it might be necessary 
to achieve a lasting peace.

The recent Afghan history also 
could be useful as a reminder about 
the limits – and the risks – of military 
solutions not just for Afghanistan but 
for other countries, including Libya 
today. It can turn out to be foolhardy 
to spurn olive branches even if you 
don’t like the people extending them.

But Official Washington has 
derived a different set of lessons 
based on the false narrative of what 
happened after the Soviets withdrew 
in 1989, when the US government 
supposedly folded up its tent and 
headed home.

The lesson from that bogus his-
tory is that the United States should 
remain in Afghanistan indefi nitely 
because to depart prematurely would 
invite greater danger in the future.

It may be understandable why 
neoconservatives would push 
such malarkey – and why Defence 
Secretary Gates and other government 
hardliners would be tempted to use 
the made-up chronology to convince 
gullible journalists about the need to 
stay the course – but their “history” is 
a fabrication (as Gates well knows).

The simple truth is that the last 
end game in Afghanistan was messed 
up not because the United States 
left too soon but because it stayed 
too long.
Information Clearing House 

The Lie Behind the Afghan War


