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The world’s largest fi nancial institutions are 
waging an all out assault on what is com-
monly referred to as the welfare state, on the 
sovereignty of governments, on democratic 
and workers’ rights. The vehicle being used 
to slash welfare payments and pensions, 
cut health and other services, sack public 
servants, reduce their wages and working 
conditions is the “debt crisis”.

Governments that have amassed large debts 
are now being stood over by global fi nancial 
monopolies (the most powerful, corrupt, specu-
lative and parasitic form of capital) to wind 
them back. They are being subjected to credit 
squeezes and threatened with downgradings 
by private, unaccountable rating agencies. In 
the US, the approval of Congress was required 
to extend the government’s debt limit or face 
defaulting on loans.

The European Central Bank, the 
International Monetary Fund, fi nancial insti-
tutions and the ratings agencies are placing 
demands on Greece, Ireland, Portugal, Spain 
and Italy to make savage budget cuts to social 
spending. Belgium looks set to be the next 
country in line for the same treatment. Not all 
governments needed much pressure: the stand-
over tactics provided the excuse they needed 
to sell highly unpopular austerity programs to 
unwilling electorates.

The battle and concessions made to gain US 
Congress approval to increase the limit on US 
government borrowings has strong parallels with 
developments in the European Union. Questions 
are being raised as to how hard Obama really 
fought what appears to have been a highly 
stage-managed crisis. (See page 9)

There is no doubt a number of these govern-
ments have accumulated large debts which have 
become a drain on the public purse to continue 
servicing. In part, the debts are due to the multi-
billion dollar bailouts of fi nancial institutions 
and corporations during the global fi nancial 
crisis and subsequent economic crisis. According 
to Michael Hudson, the US government has 
spent US$13 trillion in fi nancial bailouts since 
Lehman Brothers failed in September 2008. 
(“The debt ceiling set for progressive repeal-
ing”, Global Research, 29-7-2011)

But the bailouts are not the only contrib-
uting factor. Military budgets have remained 
quarantined from serious cuts, in particular in 
the US where 48 percent of the annual budget is 
drained by military spending and servicing debt 

on it. The governments of all of these countries 
have pursued neo-liberal economic policies, 
privatising public enterprises and providing 
the corporate sector with generous handouts. 
Privatisation has resulted in loss of income. 
They have also set about cutting the taxation 
of corporate profi ts and incomes of the rich.

It is no accident that the actions being 
directed by the fi nancial institutions and ratings 
agencies, without exception, fail to address the 
causes of government indebtedness and focus 
on austerity measures.

The very agencies that caused the global 
fi nancial crisis, that governments bailed out, 
are now standing over governments to make 
pensioners, workers and their families pay yet 
again. Private debt was converted into public 
debt during the crisis, and now the public are 
expected to repay it to the criminals who brought 
on the crisis. Pension and other cuts will see 
millions impoverished, homeless, jobless and 
with no access to basic health care.

Instead of increasing the taxation of cor-
porate profi ts and the rich and cutting military 
expenditure (which would make the world a 
safer place), cuts are being imposed on ordinary 
working people and their families. The cuts are 
highly contractionary. They will reduce the 
spending power of workers and pensioners, and 
will only drive economies deeper into recession 
with many more workers losing their jobs.

Every one of these governments has other 
options to reduce their debts. Yet they are putting 
up little or no resistance. Consistent with their 
adherence to neo-liberalism, they are all too 
readily bowing to the market gods.

The standover tactics of fi nancial institu-
tions, dictating to elected governments how 
much to repay and what cuts to make, is an 
outright attack on the sovereignty of nation 
states and a further restriction on their demo-
cratic processes.

The sovereignty of nation states has already 
been severely undermined by free trade agree-
ments, privatisation of key public assets and 
fi nancial deregulation. Capital is becoming 
bolder and more direct in its global domination 
and dictatorship. For decades the International 
Monetary Fund and World Bank have dictated 
economic policy to Third World countries. Now, 
it is the turn of Western industrialised nations, 
as capital continues to wind back social secu-
rity and public services, including health and 
education. It constitutes a massive transfer of 
public wealth to the private sector.

The “debt crisis” assault is the next big step 

in a process commenced under Thatcher, Reagan 
and in Australia by Hawke and Keating. It has 
been pursued by successive social democrat and 
conservative governments. Social democracy 
has been used to play a key role, taking the 
“hard decisions”, because of its ability to con-
tain resistance by the labour movement. If the 
Republicans in the US or conservative parties 
had attempted to bring in the same neo-liberal, 
attacks on people’s past gains, there would have 
been far stronger opposition.

In Australia, the major deregulatory and 
privatisation moves were made by Labor not 
Coalition governments. Labor also commenced 
the process of destroying the centralised award 
system governing wages and working condi-
tions. Its reforms paved the way for the fi rst 
individual employment contracts and non-union 
agreements. The Howard government met strong 
resistance to its WorkChoices, but Labor’s fail-
ure to repeal WorkChoices (only making minor 
changes) or abolish the Australian Building and 
Construction Commission have not met with 
the same degree of opposition.

Fight back
The struggles against the anti-people, 

budgetary cuts have refl ected the strength of 

left forces in the labour movement, in particular 
the strength of communist parties.

Under the leadership of the communist-
led All Workers Militant Front (PAME) and 
the Communist Party, millions of people have 
been brought out onto the streets against the 
cuts across Greece. It has not been left to the 
parliamentary arena.

Communist Parties in Greece, Portugal and 
other EU countries are fi ghting for expansionary 
economic policies based on job creation, higher 
wages and pensions, nationalisation, controls on 
foreign fi nance and imports. They are calling 
for reductions in military budgets, an end to 
involvement in overseas wars. They are looking 
at increasing the taxation of fi nancial institu-
tions and other corporations. Their policies are 
expansionary, pro-people and pro-environment, 
and involve the abandonment of neo-liberalism.

In Australia, a similar neo-liberal program 
of austerity measures is under way. The govern-
ment is using a relatively small, and an easily 
manageable debt as an excuse to implement cuts. 
The cuts and privatisation are more gradual and 
less obvious to the big bang attacks on workers 
and welfare recipients in Europe and the US. 
The same struggle is required in Australia as 
being waged in Europe. 
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Last week, in a totally unethical attempt to ban the teaching of 
ethics, NSW Christian Democrat MP Fred Nile declared that 
ethics classes teach the same philosophy that was adopted by 
communist and Nazi governments during World War Two! This 
bizarre statement has been justifiably ridiculed, but it nevertheless 
demonstrates the very dangerous right-wing tactic of equating 
communism and fascism. We certainly support the teaching of 
ethics. However, we need your help to play our part in the struggle 
against reactionary doctrines, including those preached by Nile, so 
please send in a contribution for the Press Fund for the next issue. 
Many thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:
Southern Branch NSW MUA Veterans, in memory of 
Harry Black $50
Clive Boehme $50, Brian McGee $11, “Round Figure” $19
This week’s total: $130
In memory of George Theodoris, $1,645 (see opposite)
Progressive total: $11,525

Radical action needed 
on the economy

Share markets around the world took a dive last week as debt 
crises in Europe and the US deepened. Globally, $4 trillion was wiped 
off investments, with $60 billion lost on the Australian share mar-
ket. Workers and retirees saw their superannuation savings, still not 
fully recovered from the massive losses of the 2007-09 crisis, take 
another hammering. The only good news was that the Reserve Bank 
of Australia (RBA) did not further contract the economy with another 
interest rate rise.

The manufacturing sector contracted last month, as did new home 
sales. It is not surprising that retailers are experiencing their worst 
economic performance since the early 1960s and that business closures 
and job losses are on the rise. Low paid workers, the unemployed 
and pensioners are not in a position to spend.

The fi nancial and mining sectors came out of the economic crisis 
making record profi ts. But not the rest of the economy or the workers 
and welfare recipients battling on low incomes.

Treasurer Wayne Swan continues to describe the Australian 
economy as “patchy”. Unemployment is less than fi ve percent, Prime 
Minister Julia Gillard tells us yet again. Our government debt is the 
lowest of any developed nation and in two years time we will have 
a budget surplus. But all the chest thumping in the world does not 
change what real people are facing on the ground.

Gillard’s “less than fi ve percent” unemployment fi gure is nonsense. 
It is based on a defi nition of “employed” that includes anyone who has 
had one hour or more paid employment in the past week. It overlooks 
those who have given up looking for work or part-timers and casuals 
who are seeking longer and regular hours of work. Unemployment 
and under-employment remain somewhere between 11 and 14 percent 
– more than 1.2 million workers. (See Guardian 6-07-2011, Issue No 
1508).

“Patchy” is code for the huge distortions and growing inequalities 
in the Australian economy: the gap between the rich and the working 
poor and unemployed; the gap between the mining corporations and 
the manufacturing, retail and tourism sectors. The gaps are growing 
at an exponential rate.

Stimulate the economy
The everyday reality of the overwhelming majority of Australians 

demands a radical change in policy direction. Neo-liberalism with its 
scorched earth policies of privatisation, deregulation and free trade 
have failed the people and the planet. We cannot rely on China and the 
mining sector for our future prosperity. Wages and welfare payments 
need to be increased, not reduced. This would stimulate the economy, 
increase demand for goods and services and result in more jobs and 
help families and pensioners make ends meet.

Job creation is a priority and there is no shortage of areas with 
unmet needs: affordable housing; education and health services; child 
care, aged care and other community services; public transport; other 
public infrastructure; and the development of sustainable, renewable 
energy sources; and other environmental projects. These areas can 
and should be developed by the pubic sector.

The Gillard government’s neo-liberal obsession with returning 
the budget to surplus in 2013 is having a contractionary impact on 
the economy. Australia does not have a debt crisis, but it could well 
sink into a deep recession if expansionary policies are not adopted. 
The obsession with budget surpluses is a neo-liberal ploy to cut public 
services and social security. There is no shortage of funding. Additional 
revenue could be raised by increasing the taxation of corporate profi ts 
and the incomes of the rich; by slashing the military budget by 10 
percent (releasing $3 billion per annum); abolishing the $4 billion 
plus private health insurance rebate; and a national superannuation 
fund with investments in social services and public infrastructure. 
A national fund with defi ned income on retirement would have the 
additional benefi t of protecting workers’ retirement savings during 
economic crises.

Such policies will not eliminate the business cycle and regular 
crises that are inherent to capitalism, but they would transfer a greater 
share of the wealth to those most in need and to those who produce 
the wealth – the working class.

A few days ago in Sydney the well 
known member of the Greek com-
munity George Theodoris passed 
away at the age of 65, following a 
massive heart attack.

George was born into a hard 
working farming family in the town 
of Polychnitos on the Aegean island 
of Lesvos, on August 18, 1945. From 
a very early age he engaged himself 
in various farming activities and in 
1963, at the age of 18 he migrated 
to Australia and he spent all his life 
since in Sydney.

George was concerned with the 
harshness of life of the working 
people and from his early years 
developed an outlook for a better 
life for the working class without 
exploitation, based on freedom and 
equality. Shortly after his arrival in 
Sydney he joined the Greek Atlas 
League and became heavily involved 
in its activities. Not long afterwards he 
started work on the Sydney wharves 
and joined the Waterside Workers 
Federation. He remained an active 
member of the Federation until his 
retirement and was well respected 
by his fellow wharfi es for his militant 
stand and his willingness to carry out 
any duty assigned to him by the union.

At the same time he joined the 
Greek Orthodox Community of 
NSW and throughout his life was an 
active member of that organisation 
and for many years a member of its 
Management Committee. The great 
moment in George’s life was when 
he joined the Communist Party of 
Australia and he became an active 
participant in the life of the Party, 
because he could see that his vision 
for a world free of exploitation of man 
by man could only come about by the 
collective struggle of a well organised 
force of dedicated and capable fi ghters 
for social change.

In 1971 when the Marxist-
Leninist forces of the old CPA 
established the Socialist Party of 
Australia, in an effort to maintain 
a revolutionary party in Australia 
and fi ght against opportunism and 
revisionism, which had taken over 
the leadership of the old party, George 
became a founding member of the 
new party and devoted all his energy 
to the task of building a strong and 

infl uential Greek Party organisation 
that could offer sound leadership to 
the various progressive struggles of 
the Greek community. For many years 
he was also the driving force of the 
effective cultural work carried out by 
the Greek Cultural Association at the 
Addison Road Community Centre.

George was always honest, 
straight forward, he never minced 
his words, he always expressed his 
point of view in no uncertain terms. 
He was very demanding of himself 
and his friends and comrades, 
always raising the bar higher. He 
never retreated to his class enemies. 
He always exhibited extraordinary 
fi ghting spirit and political stamina. 
Even though in the last ten years or 
so the specifi c conditions of his life 
did not permit him to maintain his 
membership in the CPA, he never 
sought to denigrate or harm the Party. 
On the contrary he was supporting the 
Party fi nancially and promoted in his 
own way the Party’s campaigns and 
activities, carrying the Party’s policies 
in the various Greek community 
organisations he was involved in. 
George is survived by his sons Peter 
and Plato and his daughters Artemis 
and Daphne.

On Friday evening, August 5, 

2001, the Beloyiannis Branch of the 
CPA held a special memorial function 
for George at the Party’s premises to 
honour his memory and pay tribute 
to his life. The memorial was well 
attended by Greek Party members 
and friends as well as George’s 
daughter Artemis. In addition to 
paying tribute to Georges’ life, those 
present expressed deep condolences 
to George’s family. Artemis Theodoris 
offered $1,000, on behalf of her 
brothers and sister to The Guardian’s 
Press Fund and the rest of the people 
contributed, for the same purpose, 
various amounts, totalling $645.
In memory of George Theodoris:
Artemis, Peter, Plato and Daphne 
Theodoris $1,000
C Kyriakides $50, 
A. Fotiadis $50, 
P & A Vouros $50, 
G. Koulouris $50, 
P. Sarelas family $50, 
S. Mavrantonis family $50, 
M Nanos $40, P Drivas $50, 
Friends of AKEL $50, 
T Speis $40, 
J Evangelatos $30, 
C Manitsas $50, 
P Tzamouranis $25, 
T Nicodemou $50, 
G Manikakis $10 

Obituary

George Theodoris

URNG Representative Ovidio Orellana
Guatemalan Tour 2011

Adelaide
Saturday August 20
7:00pm
Royal Park Doghouse Club
66 Wattle Ave Royal Park

Melbourne
August 24 - 29 
for more details contact 
Andrew Irving on 03 9639 1550

Perth
Wednesday August 17
6:00pm
Maritime Union of Australia 
2-4 Kwong Alley North Fremantle

Sydney
Friday August 12
6:00pm
Communist Party of Australia Offi ce
74 Buckingham St Surry Hills
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Peter Mac

The fi rst group of asylum seekers 
whom the Gillard government 
wants to deport from Christmas 
Island to Malaysia have been 
granted a reprieve, because the 
High Court has decided that it 
will require at least two weeks to 
consider whether the government 
is legally entitled to carry out the 
deportations.

Last month the Government 
signed an agreement with Malaysia, 
under which the first 800 asylum 
seekers who arrived in Australian 
waters after the agreement was signed 
would be transported to Malaysia and 
placed at “the back of the queue”, i.e. 
their applications for refugee status 
would be processed after the other 
95,000 asylum seekers and confirmed 
refugees who are already detained in 
Malaysia have been processed and 
accepted by third countries.

Some of the Malaysian detainees 
have been waiting for 20 years for 
acceptance by a third country, and 
that’s how long the 800 asylum seek-
ers whom the government wants to fly 
from Christmas Island to Malaysia are 
likely to have to wait.

The first group of asylum seekers 
who arrived after the deal was signed 
became distraught when told of the 
government’s intentions, and some 
have gone on a hunger strike. The 
government intends to offer them 
sedatives prior to departure, but extra 
federal police have also been brought 
to the Island just in case there is any 
resistance, requiring the use of force.

Meanwhile another boat with 50 
passengers has arrived at the island.

A biting legal 
assessment

The government has claimed 
that the deportation agreement is “on 
very strong legal grounds”, but the 
judge hearing the case last Monday 
criticized the Solicitor-General for 
presenting a “half-baked” case on 
behalf of the government.

Last month an alliance of some 
2000 legal professionals, Australian 
Lawyers for Human Rights (ALHR), 
called for an end to off-shore process-
ing, mandatory detention and the legal 
excision of Australian coastal islands 
from immigration law.

In a submission to a Senate 
inquiry they pointed out that the gov-
ernment is not meeting its obligations 
under the current legislation “to end 
offshore processing of asylum claims 
and the excision policy, to ensure that 
detention is only used as a last resort, 
to end indefinite detention and long-
term detention, and to introduce a 
system of judicial review of detention 
beyond 30 days.”

They also declared that the 
Government is breaching six UN con-
ventions to which Australia is a signa-
tory, namely the Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights, the Convention 
against Torture, the Convention on the 
Rights of the Child, the Convention 
relating to the Status of Refugees, 
and the International Covenant on 
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights.

ALHR has acknowledged some 
positive aspects of ALP immigra-
tion policy, but notes that “the … 
legislative framework of mandatory 
detention … has proven itself … to 
be incompatible with the most basic 
standards of humanity reflected in 
international law. 

“The results are … indefinite and 
long-term detention, … instances of 
self-harm and suicide, overcrowding, 
the overstretching of resources that 
could be better utilized elsewhere, 
chronic lack of expertise, inadequate 
provision of basic services, exacerba-

tion of trauma and sense of isolation, 
and a system … in crisis.   

“Mandatory detention … does 
not work, either as a mechanism 
for processing claims, or as a deter-
rent measure – itself an illegitimate 
objective when it results in harm 
or punishment of those seeking 
asylum.” 

ALHR concludes that considera-
tion of values embodied in the current 
legislation should be mandatory for all 
officials making decisions about refu-
gees, asylum seekers, or immigration 

detention, but that the current policy 
regime “is inhumane and unworthy 
of a country that espouses respect for 
equality and human dignity.”

A shameful saga
Comparing the Government with 

people smugglers, Ian Rintoul from 
the Refugee Action Coalition said: 
“The Malaysian deal is nothing less 
than brutal people trafficking.” There 
are differences, of course, between 

people smugglers (who engage in 
trafficking for commercial gain) and 
the government (which does it for 
political gain).

Moreover, the people smugglers 
are blatantly venal, whereas this and 
previous governments have adopted 
a hypocritical pose of humane con-
cern while simultaneously trying to 
maximise their electoral appeal by 
promoting fears of alien invasion.

Under the current government’s 
Malaysian deal, newly-arrived asylum 
seekers, who have committed no 

crime against us, are to be savagely 
punished by a sentence of up to 20 
years in a country infamous for its 
abuse of human rights, for trying to 
get to Australia by the only means 
available to them. The government 
expects this will deter others from 
attempting to do the same thing, so 
it can declare it has “turned back the 
boats”.

The government claims that the 
purpose of the deal is to crack down 

on people smugglers in Indonesia and 
elsewhere. However, it’s not the peo-
ple smugglers who will be penalised, 
it’s the asylum seekers themselves.

The people-smugglers will 
carry on business as usual, telling 
asylum seekers they should attempt 
to reach Christmas Island because 
the government’s position will have 
softened, or that they should take the 
tremendous risk of trying to reach 
the Australian mainland without 
drowning at sea or being intercepted 
by Navy vessels.

Nor is the current policy justified 
by the praiseworthy agreement to 
accept 4000 verified refugees from 
Malaysia over four years, as part of 
the deal. If rescuing 4000 refugees 
from Malaysia is the right thing to 
do, why should we be sending 800 
other people there? 

Despite the arguments presented 
by ALHR it is by no means clear 
what the Court’s decision will be. If 
it rules in favour of the deportations, 

images of desperate, impoverished 
and distraught people being forced 
onto planes by our federal police are 
likely to be broadcast to the world, to 
our national shame. 

If, on the other hand, the court 
rules against the government the 
Malaysian deal will fall apart. The 
government might then be forced 
to seek a double dissolution of 
federal parliament, in which case it 
would almost certainly be defeated. 
And it would only have itself to 
blame. 

Australia

Asylum seekers’ twenty-year 
sentences put on hold
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The Australian Building and 
Construction Commission’s 
(ABCC) admission that it has 
overstepped its legal authority in 
illegally interrogating hundreds of 
Australians is yet another reason 
for the federal government to scrap 
the fl awed body and end its attacks 
on workers’ rights.

Under the ABCC’s draconian 
powers it can issue “Section 52” 
notices which allow the ABCC to 
question people in secret hearings. 
Those affected are not allowed to 
discuss the questioning publicly 

and do not have a choice of legal 
representation.

However answers to Parlia-
mentary questions on notice have 
revealed the ABCC has overstepped 
these powers by repeatedly using 
defective notices to question people.

The answers reveal that every 
Section 52 notice issued by the 
ABCC prior to November 24 last 
year was defective and not legally 
binding – a total of 203 defective 
notices.

CFMEU national secretary 
Construction Dave Noonan said 

Section 52 notices had little purpose 
but to intimidate workers and target 
union members unfairly.

He said that the CFMEU was 
seeking legal advice on the matter, 
and called for the ABCC to issue an 
unconditional apology to the victims 
of the Section 52 notices.

“The ABCC has powers beyond 
those of ASIO or any other investiga-
tive agency. Yet it has now admitted 
it routinely overstepped those powers 
in its attempts to intimidate workers,” 
Mr Noonan said.

“Effectively the ABCC has 

falsely imprisoned over 200 people in 
what were usually just fi shing expe-
ditions that serve solely to justify 
the ABCC’s existence. This farce is 
proof that the incompetent ABCC has 
been a waste of time and money and 
should be wound up immediately.

“It took the case of Ark Tribe, 
who in 2010 successfully beat a 
charge of failing to a ttend an inter-
view, to show that the ABCC had 
been misusing its powers. Workers 
who were wrongly subjected to the 
stress of a secret interrogation will 
be outraged to learn that the ABCC 

had used fl awed notices to force them 
to answer questions.

“It took the Parliamentary proc-
ess to drag this information out of 
the ABCC, so I suspect those work-
ers will be waiting a long time for 
an apology.

“Construction workers just want 
the same rights as other workers. 
They do not deserve to be the subject 
of these unfair powers. All work-
ers should be asking whether the 
shambolic ABCC represents value 
for their tax dollars or an attack on 
their rights.” 

ABCC has illegally 
interrogated 203 people

Victoria celebrates the 1500th 
Edition of The Guardian
The CPA Melbourne Branch held 
a successful event to mark the 
1500th edition of The Guardian on 
Saturday July 30 at the Victorian 
Trades Hall. The event saw a lively 
discussion of current media trends 
in regard to The Guardian and to 
the internet.

Denis Doherty, CPA National 
Organiser, was the keynote speaker. 
He drew on the history of the party 
in Victoria to stress the importance 
of the Party paper.

The present Guardian was 
named after The Guardian which 
was the Victorian party paper that 
ran from 1939 to 1966.

Denis harked back to the illegal 
period of the party when it was 
reported: “The underground party 
did some fairly effective work. 
They had big meetings and spent a 
lot of money on leafl ets and posters. 
The Victorian CPA weekly news-
paper, The Guardian, dropped only 

2,000 in circulation during the ban 
– from 10,000 to 8,000.

He stressed the achievements 
of The Guardian and the challenges 
it faces.

“The achievement of 1500 
issues boils down to 31 years of 
hard work in hostile territory

“Keeping The Guardian going 
and paying for its production alone 
is a feat that is extraordinary.

“We are here to celebrate its 
existence and work for its extension 
and improvement,” Denis said.

“Our Guardian has been on the 
right side of history as Professor 
Jake Lynch of Sydney University 
said recently. He pointed out that, 
even with our limited resources, 
we were correct on union issues, 
on South Africa, on East Timor and 
there are many more examples.

“We get it right when the well 
resourced other media just indulge 
in propaganda and hearsay.”

“Our Guardian educates and 
informs the Australian public,” he 
said.

Andrew Irving, CPA Victorian 
Secretary, discussed and illustrated 
various internet publications that 
are presently used by progressive 
forces around the country.

Later Comrade Dean Turner 
contributed a discussion of blogs 
and their uses.

The event concluded with an 
impressive talk by Comrade Pauline 
Mitchell on the value of commu-
nity radio. As a community radio 
announcer and programmer since 
1974, her insights and historical 
recall made fi tting conclusion to 
Victorian celebrations of the 1500th 
issue of The Guardian.

The Victorian comrades are no 
slouches when it comes to media of 
all varieties, old and new. 

Inquest into 
prison van death
A coronial inquest into Mark 
Holcroft’s death in custody has 
moved to the Glebe Coroner’s 
Court in Sydney. Mr Holcroft was 
a low security inmate who died 
of a heart attack while travelling 
in a NSW prison van between 
Bathurst Correctional Centre and 
Tumbarumba on August 27, 2009.

The Public Interest Advocacy 
Centre (PIAC) is representing three 
members of Mr Holcroft’s family at 
the inquest.

The inquest began in Wagga 
Wagga. It heard evidence from the 
guards who were driving the van, 
and also from a former prisoner, 
Andrew Bond, who was one of several 
prisoners inside the van when Mr 
Holcroft died.

Mr Bond told the inquest there 
was no way to communicate with 
the guards who were driving the van, 
so inmates started to yell, wave at 
security cameras and rock the prisoner 
compartment to alert them.

One of the guards, Clive 
Bateman, told the inquest he heard 

the noise but assumed the commo-
tion was because the inmates were 
getting bored.

PIAC chief executive offi cer, 
Edward Santow, said the Inquest is 
expected to hear evidence this week 
about Mr Holcroft’s medical condi-
tion and the treatment he received in 
prison in the week before his death 
after he complained of chest pains.

“Mr Holcroft’s death not only  
raises questions about the transport 
of prisoners; it also raises questions 
about of the quality of health care 
received by prisoners in NSW,’ Mr 
Santow said.

“Mr Holcroft’s death again raises 
questions about the transport of pris-
oners, especially over long distances,” 
said Mr Santow.

“The Holcroft family have waited 
two years for this Inquest.

“PIAC and the Holcroft family 
hope the inquest will shine a light on 
the conditions of long-distance trans-
port for prisoners and lead to changes 
that will prevent such deaths occurring 
in future,” Mr Santow said. 

Demonstrators outside Sydney’s Supreme Court as David Hicks fi ghts seizing 
of profi ts from his book on his torture and mistreatment in the US military 
prison at Guantanamo Bay Cuba. The Federal Government did nothing while 
David was being tortured and now they are continuing the pain by suing him 
for the profi ts from his Guantanamo Bay memoirs. The Supreme Court froze 
David’s assets later on in the day. (03-08-2011)

The dropping of 
the atomic bomb 

on Hiroshima was 
observed at the 

special monument 
in Adelaide’s Peace 
Park on Saturday at 

8:15am.

Performance of 
traditional Japanese 

Taiko Drum and 
Dance began the 
public march and 

rally for Hiroshima 
Day in Sydney.
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This interesting book has been 
published at the time of the 66th 
anniversary of the dropping of an 
atomic bomb by the United States 
on the Japanese city of Nagasaki 
at the end of World War Two. 
Nagasaki is sometimes forgotten, 
overshadowed by the more destruc-
tive bomb dropped on Hiroshima 
three days earlier.  

The book covers the period from 
the bombing of Hiroshima on August 
6, 1945 to August 10, 1945, one day 
after the bombing of Nagasaki.

It brings us the perspectives of 
the Japanese, US and Soviet High 
Commands. It brings to life for us 
the ordinary Japanese who were the 
victims in the cities of Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki. It portrays the Australian 

and Dutch POWs living in Nagasaki 
as well as the crews of the US bomb-
ers who dropped the bombs.

The descriptions make a fascinat-
ing contribution to the literature on 
the atomic bombing of Japan. This 
is not an analytical book. Instead the 
different perspectives contribute to 
an understanding of the times and the 
revolting devastation of the bombs.

The unluckiest people in the 
world must have been the survivors of 
the Hiroshima bombing who travelled 
to Nagasaki, only to be again irradi-
ated. One survivor who was covered 
in bandages from Hiroshima radiation 
burns had the bandages ripped off by 
the blast from the Nagasaki bomb. 
These people are followed as they 
try to put their lives together after 
the blasts.

The book follows other victims as 
they recover in a dazed fashion only to 
see familiar surroundings turned into 

a hell of burning buildings, blackened 
corpses and melted metal.

In Nagasaki nothing was recog-
nisable. Houses and their fences were 
no longer there. The green hillside 
sloping down towards the entrance 
to a shelter had turned to brown clay.

Two survivors, Seiki and Tomita, 
were confronted by a sea of fi re 
spreading across a once familiar 
neighbourhood. Immediately in front 
of them were lifeless and near-lifeless 
bodies of students. They had been 
helping build a shelter, but had gone 
outside for the morning break.

Okamoto was the nearest. Tomita 
tried to lift him by his shoulders, 
but his fl esh peeled off and he slid 
back onto the ground. Murayama lay 
alongside groaning. Tomita didn’t 

recognise his friend. As the professor 
held him with his skin hanging in 
strips, Murayama rolled over and died. 
Araki was swollen like a pumpkin. 
His eyes opened slightly and he said, 
“I’m fi nished”.

The original US plan was for 
atomic bombs to be dropped every 
fi ve days. The bomb that destroyed 
Nagasaki was due to be dropped on 
August 11. However, weather offi cers 
warned Air Force chiefs that fi ve days 
of bad weather would set in from the 
10th so a quick decision was made to 
drop the bomb on August 9.

This momentous decision was 
made by a junior offi cer intent on 
showing his superiors his “can do” 
approach so his military career would 
be enhanced.

Organisation for the bombing was 
a shambles. There was not enough 
time to properly prepare the plane 
or the bomb. The bombing plane 

had a fuel blockage and the bomb 
had wrong parts soldered together. 
Everything was hurriedly repaired in 
order to keep the artifi cial deadline 
of August 9.

The bomber fl ew towards the city 
of Kokura but bad weather drove the 
plane onto the target of Nagasaki. A 
break in the heavy cloud cover gave 
the US airmen the opportunity to 
bomb the city.

One of the bitter ironies was that 
the bomb was blessed by a Catholic 
priest and it then wiped out a huge 
percentage of the indigenous Catholic 
population of Japan. Nagasaki was 
the only place in Japan where the 
Catholic Church had gained a foothold 
in 400 years.

The pilot of the bombing plane 
was also a Catholic who had qualms 
of conscience about using the bomb 
and had asked a padre for advice on 
moral grounds.

The United States military sent 
other planes with scientifi c instruments 
to measure the impact of the blasts. 
The odour of a macabre experiment 
permeates the bombing of Nagasaki 
as it does the Hiroshima bombing.

The callousness of the American 
position comes through clearly 
in a conversation recorded in the 
book between Admiral Purnell and 
Sweeney who commanded the plane 
that bombed Nagasaki. 

Do you know how much that 
bomb cost? said the Admiral.

No Sir.
The admiral paused for dramatic 

effect. Two Billion dollars, he even-
tually informed the command pilot.

That is a lot of money Admiral.
Do you know how much your 

plane costs? 
Slightly over half a million dol-

lars, Sweeney replied.
I suggest you keep those relative 

values in mind for this mission, con-
cluded the Admiral.

If conscience and morality were 
missing in this mission, also miss-
ing was Truman who had no part 
in the decisions to drop the bombs 
on Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Most 
people believe Truman ordered the 
use of these horrendous weapons 
but Collie demonstrates that was not 
true. The decisions were being made 
by the military.

Senator Russell of Georgia, 
well known as a hawk, commented 
after the Hiroshima bombing: “I 
know Japan is a terribly cruel and 

uncivilised nation in warfare but I 
can’t bring myself to believe that, 
because they are beasts, we should 
ourselves act in the same manner.”

On August 10 at a cabinet meet-
ing President Truman ordered that 
no more atomic bombs were to be 
dropped without the express permis-
sion of the president.

At the time it was claimed that 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki were oblit-
erated with atomic bombs to bring 
a quick end to the war and to save 
Allied lives. This claim has been 
contested and Collie deals with this 
controversy obliquely but effectively.

Near the end of the war the 
Japanese High Command was split 
between peace and war factions. 
The peace faction wanted immediate 
surrender and peace. The war faction 
believed that by fi ghting on Japan 
could get a better peace. Both groups 
knew victory was not possible.

The Japanese government had for 
some time been trying to negotiate 
peace deal through the Soviet Union. 
The Japanese had one non-negotiable 
condition: the survival of the Emperor.

These efforts were blocked by the 
intransigence of the Allies who were 
demanding unconditional surrender. 
The Allies accepted the condition 
later anyway.

There is little evidence that the 
bombs shortened the war. The appall-
ing effects of the atomic bombing of 

Hiroshima and Nagasaki were poorly 
understood in Tokyo at the time. In 
a Decree to Soldiers and Sailors on 
August 17, the Emperor stressed the 
impact of the Soviet invasion on the 
decision to surrender and made no 
reference to the bombs. 

The men who created the 
bomb did not prosper after the war. 
In the climate of the Cold War, 
Oppenheimer, the creator of the 
bomb, was suspect because of his 
Communist Party ties.

The irascible General Groves, 
whose drive and energy gathered the 
team that made and assembled the 
fi rst bomb, was pushed aside for even 
tempered coordinators.

Oppenheimer appealed for 
a security clearance in 1953 and 
Groves made this telling statement at 
the hearing: “There was never from 
about two weeks from the time I took 
charge of this project any illusion on 
my part that Russia was our enemy, 
and that the project was conducted 
on that basis.”

Communists and peace activists 
have always said the bombs were 
dropped to intimidate the Soviet 
Union and to make it easier for the 
US to dominate the post war world 
strategically and economically.
Nagasaki – the massacre of the 
innocent and the unknowing is 
published by Allen and Unwin, 
2011. 

Nagasaki – the massacre of the 
innocent and the unknowing 
By Craig Collie

Book review by Denis Doherty
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The odour of a macabre 
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bombing of Nagasaki as it 
does the Hiroshima bombing.
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The history of the peace movement in 
Australia parallels the history of our 
engagement in war, but whereas histories of 
Australians at war – whether recounted in 
books, TV documentaries, museum exhibi-
tions or other commemorative forms – con-
tinue to proliferate, constituting a veritable 
fl ood of military history. The history of the 
peace movement – from the opposition to 
the Boer War through to “Save Our Sons” 
to the present day – is neglected and would 
be forgotten except for the living memories 
of those who participated. One reason for 
this history being forgotten, perhaps, is 
that women were always to the forefront 
of peace movements, whereas men are the 
main subjects of histories of Australia at war.

When Australian women won full political 
rights in 1902 they participated in a world 
historic event: all at once Australia became 
the most democratic country in the world. 
Australia had participated in a turning point in 
world history. Never before or since has this 
happened. Never before had women enjoyed 
equal political rights anywhere in the world. 
Contemporary commentators in other countries 
were aware of this radical innovation – more 
aware perhaps than Australians then and since 
– and drew inspiration and guidance from it.

The eminent leader of the American suffrage 
movement, Carrie Chapman Catt, was reported 
in the New York Times in 1902 as observing: 
“While the principles of democracy were fi rst 
enunciated in the United States, Australia has 
carried them furthest and nearest to their logical 
conclusion”. She predicted that 1903 – the fi rst 
year in which the women of a nation voted 
in the national election – would go down in 
history with 1776 – as key years in the history 
of democracy.

American feminist Josephine Henry 
rhapsodised over the extension of political rights 

to women for “the fi rst time in the history of 
the world” as she noted. This was “an object 
lesson” that would help “the cause of human 
liberty throughout the earth”. And then she 
added: “The Australian civilisation is the fi rst in 
the history of the race to erect a nation without 
rebellion, revolution, war or compulsion and 
the fi rst nation in the history of the race to 
give liberty to women”. A nation born not in 
war but peace. A nation too in which women 
might participate as equals. Did the two things 
go together? Were they related?

Centenary of WILPF

Certainly it seemed so during World War I. 
In the exact same month that saw Australians 
join British and Allied forces in advancing on 
Gallipoli, to assist their ally Czarist Russia, 
WILPF was born, the Women’s International 
League of Peace and Freedom, the longest 
lasting women’s peace organisation in the world, 
also celebrating its centenary in 2015, alongside 
ANZAC, but who would know it?

In many ways these events complement 
each other and should be commemorated as 
such: one anniversary is nationalist, the other 
internationalist; one celebrates war, the other 
peace; one honours the achievements of men, the 
other highlights the role of women. In Australia, 
WILPF had its foundation in the Sisterhood of 
International Peace. As we wrote in our book 
What’s Wrong with Anzac? published in 2010, 
in the chapter called “Whatever happened to 
the Anti-War Movement”:

Just as the ANZAC legend was born in 
an attempt to comprehend and transcend the 
terrible loss of life in World War I, so too was 
the widespread anti-war movement. Indeed 
revulsion against war and the rejection of long-
held ideas that a nation’s worth must be proven 
through blood sacrifi ce were among the most 
signifi cant outcomes of Australian participation 
in World War I. As Eleanor Moore, who became 
a leader of the Women’s International League 
for Peace and Freedom wrote of the effect of 
the study circles she joined: “Our hearts had 
told us the war business was all wrong; now 
we began to see it with understanding also”. 

One reason we wrote our book about the 
myth of ANZAC was to promote historical 
understanding and debate, including discussion 
of why the history of the anti-war movement 
in Australia has virtually been lost to public 
memory. While histories and tributes to our 
endless engagement in foreign wars proliferate 
at every turn and in every medium: books, 

statues, museums, TV documentaries, feature 
fi lms, newspapers, text books, new editions of 
old books, school curricula, posters, web pages, 
study kits ... on and on, so with the effect that 
Australia’s condition of always being at war is 
both valourised and naturalised. We calculated 
that the publication of books on Australians at 
war increased from less than 60 in the 1970s, 
to over 250 in the 1980s, to more than 360 in 
the 1990s, to more than 400 in the past decade. 

By contrast, in the decades following World 
War I, at a time when people still remembered 

the bloodbath and wastefulness, when people 
knew relatives or friends or neighbours who 
died or lived with terrible wounds and painful 
memories, it was explicitly anti-war books that 
boomed. Indeed, the RSL then called for all war 
books to be censored but when people spoke of 
war books in the 1920s and 1930s, they meant 
anti-war books.

As Lord Robert Cecil, founder of the League 
of Nations Union and patron of the worldwide 
disarmament movement noted, the “horror of 
war” was itself “an argument for peace”. Surely 
this observation is still relevant but we are now 
protected by a new form of censorship from ever 
witnessing the horror of war – its obscenity and 
destructiveness – as we did during Vietnam. 

Eleanor Moore, a key fi gure in the post-war 
anti-war movement attempted to keep alive a 
record of their work in her book The Quest 
for Peace as I have Known it in Australia, a 
wonderfully informative memoir and account 
of Australian history, now almost completely 
forgotten. The book includes a number of 
historical documents as appendices, including 
long lists of the many people active in the 
peace movement in Australia and the numerous 
organisations affi liated to peace alliances: 
teachers, trade unions, church groups, the 
League of Nations Union.

In 1915, horrifi ed by the indiscriminate mass 
slaughter unleashed by the great war in Europe, 
over 1,000 women activists (the vast majority 
from the Netherlands) gathered in The Hague 
between April 28 and May 1, at the behest of the 
prominent Dutch suffragist, Dr Aletta Jacobs, 
at a conference representing both neutral and 
belligerent nations, to demand the war be ended 
through negotiations – a negotiated settlement – 
and to devise ways to prevent such catastrophes 
ever happening again.

They resolved that international disputes 
should be settled by pacifi c rather than violent 
means, through arbitration and negotiation, 
talking rather than fi ghting and that the franchise 

should be extended to the women of Europe, 
because they thought women would be more 
likely to insist on peace. 

Australian women were among the minority 
who already had the vote by World War I, 
who sent delegates to this historic occasion. 
In their opening statement, the participants 
protested “against the madness and horror of 
war, involving as it does a reckless sacrifi ce 
of human life and the destruction of so much 
that humanity has laboured through centuries 
to build up”. A destruction of families, homes, 
communities and civilisations.

They also argued in their own self-defence, 
denouncing the prevalence of rape in war: 
“Protesting vehemently against the odious 
wrongs of which women are the victims in 
time of war and especially against the horrible 
violation of women which attends all war”. They 
demanded that belligerent countries embark on 
peace negotiations based on the principles of 
justice, including that there be no transfer of 
territories without the consent of the people of 
those territories, there be no secret treaties and 
that all future confl ict be referred to arbitration 
courts.

Goodwill and friendship
In Melbourne, in that year, feminist anti-

war activists had formed the Sisterhood of 
International Peace, in reaction to the outbreak 
of jingoistic win-the-war propaganda on the part 
of WM Hughes and others and moves towards 
military conscription.

Eleanor Moore, then 40 years old, recalled: 
“It is pleasant to record the charm of 

working with this exceptional group, most 

of whom were then in the full beauty and 
intelligence of fresh young womanhood. Nearly 
all of them were already leading busy lives, 
either running households without assistance 
or engaged in some kind of salaried work, yet 
they managed to give an amazing amount of 
time and energy to their self-chosen cause”. 
Their stated aim was:

To promote mutual knowledge of each other 
by the women of different nations, goodwill 
and friendship; to study the causes, economic 
and moral, of war, and by every means in their 

power to bring the humanising infl uence of 
women to bear on the abolition of war, and 
the substitution of international justice and 
arbitration for irrational methods of violence.

At Gallipoli, that year, the older son of 
one of the Vice Presidents, Mrs Kerr, was 
killed, and she consoled herself by thinking 
that he had perished before he had done any 
harm to any other boy. Rather than seeking to 
avenge her son’s death she determined, like 
HB Higgins, president of the Commonwealth 
Arbitration Court, who also lost his son and was 
similarly affl icted, to devote the rest of her life 
to abolishing war and promoting peace.

The British leader Winston Churchill, one 
of the architects of Gallipoli, had said about the 
Gallipoli campaign: “No operations in history 
are more worthy of being pushed on with the 
utmost vigour and an utter disregard for life 
than those at Gallipoli. I regard it as a legitimate 
war gamble for a prize of inestimable value”. 
Outraged at his callous “disregard for life”, Mrs 
Kerr wrote a pamphlet called “An Appeal to 
Women” to mobilise them in which she testifi ed:

I think it was then that the iron entered 
my soul and I fi nally decided what my life’s 
work should be. Was it my loved one’s life 
they gambled with? What a degradation to 
motherhood! “Australia makes no complaint”. 
I read elsewhere. Women have you no hearts 
who can “utterly disregard” this? 

Of Gallipoli and ANZAC, Eleanor Moore 
wrote: “It was true enough that Australia, in 
general, made no complaints, even though the 
lads of Australia and New Zealand, who had 
enlisted in all good faith to deliver Belgium 
from the invader, were thus thrown away on an 
invasion of Turkey. The ‘gamble’ was not even 
justifi ed by success, and it is deeply unfortunate 
that an incident in which there is nothing to be 
proud of from any point of view should by some 
strange error of evaluation, be held in sacrosanct 
remembrance every ANZAC Day”.

A few days after the landing at Gallipoli, a 
play by feminist and socialist Mary Fullerton 
called “Punch and Judy Modernised” was 
performed in Melbourne by the Women’s 
Peace Army, at a celebration of the inter-
national women’s conference in The Hague. 
Internationalist in orientation they felt free to 
criticise ANZAC Day as a nationalist event.

The women at The Hague had formed the 
Committee for Permanent Peace; in 1919 they 
adopted a new name, the Women’s International 
League for Peace and Freedom, of which the 
Melbourne Sisterhood of International Peace 
would form a chapter.

In 1919, a second conference in Zurich 
was attended by Eleanor Moore and also Vida 
Goldstein and Cecilia John of the Women’s 
Peace Army. Upon their return to Australia, 
branches of WILPF were also formed in New 
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South Wales, Queensland, Tasmania and Western 
Australia, in addition to that in Victoria. As 
their historian, Rhona Ovedoff has written, its 
members had mixed interests: “Some members 
were strict pacifi sts; there were some for whom 
feminism was a primary motivation; others 
focused equally on the need to change the 
political system to achieve a more equitable 
society”. All were committed to the prevention 
of war; and all were internationalists.

WILPF had always recognised that a larger 
social transformation was necessary to achieve 

its goals of peace, justice and democracy. Thus 
the founders in The Hague and then at Zurich 
had lobbied hard for women’s rights.

Conscription NO vote 
The Australians liked to believe that one 

source of the “NO” vote in the conscription 
referenda in 1916 and 1917 was Australian 
women’s enjoyment of “full” political rights, 
with so many men gone to war, they exercised 
greater infl uence in the electorate. Certainly 
Prime Minister WM Hughes feared this would 
be the case when he issued his special “call 
to women voters” to recognise their duties as 
citizens even as they contradicted their instincts 
and duties as mothers and wives. He implied 
that Australian women were on trial as citizens: 
would they rise to the occasion?

That NO vote meant that Australia was alone 
among Allied nations in resisting militarism 
to the extent of having to rely on a voluntary 
army to fi ght. Still, more than 60,000 died. 
How many more young Australians would have 
lost their lives if Australians had voted YES? 
The anti-conscriptionist movement should be 
commemorated as having saved lives.

WILPF saw education as crucial to their 
task. Members set up study circles, went 
on the lecture circuit, wrote pamphlets, and 
established a peace library. The Misses Clara 
and Dora Baker, professional musicians, took 
charge of the library. At their own cost, they 
bound scores of booklets in neat blue cardboard 
covers, and carried the whole collection to and 
fro in a huge suitcase for the convenience of 
members at meetings. (I wonder where that 
collection is now?) They also sent deputations 
to the Education Department with regard to 
the contents of the Victorian School Paper and 
inaugurated a peace scholarship.

This list of activities reminds me of the 
work now carried out for a different purpose 
and with far more resources at its disposal – 
millions of dollars in fact – by the Department 
of Veterans” Affairs (DVA), which since the late 
1990s has educated Australian schoolchildren in 
the history of Australian military engagements, 
and the so-called national values produced by 
those engagements. They run essay competitions 
with the prize being a trip around the world to 
Gallipoli or the battlefi elds of France, where 
children are encouraged to identify with the 
dead soldiers. DVA named one of its educational 
programs, unashamedly: “Targeting Initiatives 
at Young People”. 

In 1918, the Victorian Educational Gazette 
went in a similar direction when it instructed 
teachers to replace its current list of inspiring 
“notable deeds” – including the bringing of 
Christianity to Saxon England and Wilberforce’s 
abolition of slavery – with “stirring stories 
of heroic deeds in the present confl ict”. “Do 

not,” the Gazette advised, “dwell on the 
horrors inseparable from war, but emphasise 
the qualities which will make such stories 
immortal”. Qualities such as courage, sacrifi ce, 
mateship.

WILPF noted indignantly that the April, 
May and July editions of the School Paper for 
1918 contained no lessons on any other subject 
matter than war. Widespread protests arose. 
The subject matter of school curricula became 
a hotly debated issue in the 1920s.

Many groups including the Women 
Teachers’ Association and the Methodist 
Church called for military material to be banned 
from schools. WILPF was active in educating 
themselves and others and invited speakers 
including Professor W Harrison Moore, Maurice 
Blackburn MP, Frank Brennan MHR, John A 
Brailsform BA, Reverend F Sinclair and Nettie 
Palmer, the poet and writer, to speak to their 
meetings.

In chapter six of What’s Wrong with Anzac? 
we detail the vast sums spent by the DVA and 
associated agencies such as the Australian War 
Memorial, in the last ten years, in promulgating 
particular Australian history lessons to 
schoolchildren.

As the young historian Anna Clark has noted 
in her book History’s Children, “ANZAC history 
certainly generates more education funding than 
any other areas of Australia’s past”. Once the 
province of the ageing pressure group, the RSL, 
a sectional interest group representing returned 
soldiers, ANZAC has been taken over by the 
nation state through the federal government and 
its agencies. History, as we have seen during 
the past 15 years or so, has become a key site 
for the contest over national traditions and the 
defi nition of national values and identity. And 
national traditions, we know, rely on forgetting 
as well as remembering.

The women’s movement recognised 
this when its leaders – Rose Scott, Jessie 
Street, Bessie Rischbieth – deposited their 
papers in national and state libraries with the 
explicit intention of preserving the memory 
of their struggles and achievements and their 
contribution to the national story. WILPF 
stood for different values: peace rather than 
war, internationalism and recognition of our 
common humanity, surely values worthy of 
emulation today.

They saw artifi cial national boundaries 
– and border protection – as a key cause of 
confl ict signifying the triumph of collective 
aggression, greed and hatred. Eleanor Moore 
always wrote about the ways in which national 
loyalties and nation states disrupted people’s 
natural sympathies with other human beings, 
with foreigners.

This was how she told her story of her 
time travelling in Europe in 1919. One of the 
key fi gures in the international women’s peace 
movement, the American Jane Addams, who 
would serve as International President of WILPF 

until her death in 1935, famously appealed to the 
desire for “the fruitful processes of cooperation 
in the great experiment of living together in a 
world become conscious of itself”.

If national pride could be taught, so too 
she wrote could “international understanding 
and love”. The most pernicious effect of the 
recast the ANZAC story of the last decades 
has been its rampant nationalism. ANZAC Day 
inculcates national pride based in a colonial 
experience that, far from bringing about national 
independence, paradoxically bound us ever more 
closely to the British Empire. The claim that 
Gallipoli is where Australian nationhood began 
– that it was the “birth of a nation” – represents 
a compensatory fantasy that is dangerous and 
delusory in its implications.

The anti-war movement did not represent 
a minority position in the 1920s and 1930s. In 
1931, WILPF took responsibility in Australia for 
mobilising support for the world-wide petition 
for disarmament and secured 118,000 signatures. 
It is time, I think, to remind our fellow citizens 
of these alternative national traditions and these 
different visions of an Australian future.

I received an email from a troubled school 
teacher who wrote: 

I am a Head Teacher at a multicultural 
school in Sydney’s west. Yesterday our school 
had the Anzac Day assembly. I am happy to 
support Anzac Day if it is about Gallipoli 
and what is being symbolised is the waste 
of human life, futility of war, exploitation of 
young men, etc. What I do not support is how 

this was hijacked as a vehicle for government 
propaganda i.e. that we are also commemorating 
and supporting the efforts of our soldiers in 
Afghanistan and Iraq.

This also occurred last year and when I 
complained I was told the students had prepared 
it themselves. This year I confronted the students 
and the teacher and I was informed that I would 
be disciplined if I criticised a teacher in front of 
students again. When I rang my previous school 
yesterday I was told that they had a similar 
mention of our current confl icts and that I was 
just being left wing. If both schools are doing 
this I suspect that it may be widespread or even 
there was some memo sent out at some stage 
by the Ed Dept.

I would like to take this further so if you 

could suggest some support articles. I am not 
interested in tackling the commemoration of 
Anzac Day but rather the inclusion of references 
to current confl icts. As the person responsible 
for confl ict resolution and bullying at my 
school, I feel it is inconsistent if we are obliged 
to demonstrate “respect” for our country’s 
invasion of other countries. 

Many other correspondents have expressed 
similar misgivings about the inculcation of 
military values in Australian schoolchildren. 

The former federal government recently 
established a committee chaired by former 
prime ministers Malcolm Fraser and Bob Hawke 
to consider submissions as to how we should 
commemorate the centenary of Gallipoli in 2015. 
It will certainly be bigger than any ANZAC Day 

we have known. I think though that this provides 
an opportunity to those who are concerned 
about the militarisation of Australian history 
and national values to write in and express their 
misgivings, to ask that the truth be told about 
the cost of war and that equal time and funding 
be offered to those who wish to research, write 
and commemorate the history of the anti-war 
movement, which was one of the most heartfelt 
responses and signifi cant legacies of that terrible 
unprecedented waste of human life.
* Professor Marilyn Lake is 
Charles La Trobe Professor in History, 
La Trobe University and President, 
Australian Historical Association
The Beacon 

Magazine

vements

The anti-conscriptionist movement 
should be commemorated as having saved lives.

or of war” 
itself 
nt for peace”.
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Rick Gunderman

“Speaking to the Observer last 
week, Noam Chomsky (MIT pro-
fessor and noted political analyst) 
has accused the socialist leader 
(Hugo Chávez) of amassing too 
much power and of making an 
‘assault’ on Venezuela’s democ-
racy.” – UK Guardian.

Accompanied by a photo of 
President Chávez riding a horse 
and pointing skyward, fl anked by 
three llanero-looking individuals, 
the UK’s Guardian ran an article 
entitled “Noam Chomsky denounces 
old friend Hugo Chávez for ‘assault’ 
on democracy”.

Aside from being a typical 
example of editorialising through 
photographs, the article proceeds to 
go in depth on how Noam Chomsky’s 
friendship with Hugo Chávez (“Hugo 
Chávez has long considered Noam 
Chomsky one of his best friends in 
the west”) has been compromised 
by the imprisonment of Venezuelan 
judge Maria Lourdes Afi uni, head of 
the 31st Control Court of Caracas.

The Guardian’s explanation of 
why Afi uni was jailed: “Afi uni earned 
Chávez’s ire in December 2009 by 
freeing Eligio Cedeno, a prominent 
banker facing corruption charges. 
Cedeno promptly fl ed the country.”

Not a word more of detail, but 
conspicuously followed by: “In a 
televised broadcast the president, 
who had taken a close interest in the 
case, called the judge a criminal and 
demanded she be jailed for 30 years. 
‘That judge has to pay for what she 
has done.’ ”

The casual reader could be for-
given for concluding that Afi uni’s 
detention was totally arbitrary and 
without cause.

Imagine if, in the Conrad Black 
case, or the Scooter Libby trial, 
a judge had not only allowed the 
accused to slip out of the back of 
the courthouse and escape, but had 
personally summoned the accused 
for a hearing without notifying the 

prosecutor, all in order to allow the 
escape. The judge would be arrested 
for assisting a fugitive, at the very 
least.

This is analogous to what hap-
pened in Venezuela. Eligio Cedeno 
was a Venezuelan banker arrested 
in 2007 for allegedly circumventing 
government currency rules to gain 
US$27 million. Cedeno is now liv-
ing it up in Miami (no explanation 
necessary).

According to Edward Ellis of 
Correo del Orinoco International 
(which, unlike the Carr Institute, 
actually operates in Venezuela): 
“While it is true that Cedeno had 
indeed been held beyond the stipu-
lated time for pre-trial detentions, 
it is also true that Afi uni’s rogue 
actions were made in violation of 
all judicial protocols and legal pro-
cedures. In fact, hundreds of trials in 
Venezuela fall victim to bureaucratic 
slowdowns and judicial delays that 
prevent the timely delivery of justice 
in the country.”

And in fact, the judicial system 
managed to secure Afi uni’s arrest 
without any intervention from Chávez, 
although the Guardian would have it 
framed otherwise. Chávez went on 
television condemning corruption in 
the justice system, used Afi uni’s case 
as an example, and described how 
she would be punished, i.e. how the 
legal system works, which a presi-
dent certainly ought to know. To the 
Guardian, this is proof of Chávez’s 
tyrannical ways.

Nor would Chomsky have us 
believe Venezuela’s judicial system is 
impartial: “I’m sceptical that [Afi uni] 
could receive a fair trial. It’s striking 
that, as far as I understand, other 
judges have not come out in support 
of her – that suggests an atmosphere 
of intimidation.”

To Noam Chomsky, the lack of 
judges willing to speak out in favour 
of a corrupt public offi cial who helped 
a known criminal escape justice must 
be a sign of Chávez’s totalitarian 
agenda. Implicitly, we should have 

expected this. All socialist countries 
destroy democracy and succumb to 
Stalinism sooner or later.

Continuing through the list of 
international human rights groups 
joining in the chorus of anti-Chávez 
voices that makes up the rest of the 
Guardian article, one arrives at the 
much-lauded Chomsky letter.

Helpfully enough, he refers to the 
Carr Centre for Human Rights Policy 
at Harvard University as the source of 
his alarm over Afi uni’s detention. The 
Canadian reader would be interested 
to know that the Carr Centre was 
headed from 2000-2005 by our own 
Michael Ignatieff, former Liberal 
Party leader and open admirer of 
American imperialism.

Following this vain attempt to 
establish institutional credibility, 
Chomsky sheds crocodile tears for 
Afi uni’s situation. She has been in 
prison for a little over a year, and 
on top of having cancer is a single 
mother. Nobody doubts that this is 
a bad situation. With poor health 
and young children to care for, one 
wonders why Afi uni would put herself 
in the business of assisting fugitives.

Chomsky and the Guardian fail 

to mention that the Attorney General 
managed to intervene to have Afi uni 
transferred fi rst to isolation from 
the general population to ensure her 
safety (she was sharing a cell block 
with inmates she had sentenced), then 
to house arrest so she could receive 
cancer treatment. Some “cruelty”.

Nor is it evidently worth not-
ing that neither Afi uni nor Cedeno 
were known to be supporters of the 
opposition, which compromises the 
claim that this is a case of political 
persecution. Noam Chomsky has 
great infl uence on the petit-bourgeois 
left. His books are widely available 
at Chapters and Indigo, and every 
university has a political science 
professor who salivates at the mention 
of Chomsky’s name. The liberal pro-
gressive mentality can be summed up 
as “it’s a war of information - we win 
the revolution through education!”

This is a noble maxim for a 
socialist bookstore or education 
centre. It can be useful as a very 
specifi c slogan for a very specifi c 
group or campaign. But it is useless 
as a slogan that is central, defi ning 
or paramount.

This mentality confi nes our roles 

and duties as activists to debates, dem-
onstrations and maybe the occasional 
leafl et. Without real mobilisation of 
large numbers of people, under the 
leadership and initiative of the most 
dedicated activists, nothing gets 
done. The policies of government 
and business become more vicious, 
more reactionary, and more damaging 
to workers, youth, students, women, 
visible minorities, recent immigrants, 
children, First Nations peoples, etc. 
That is the practical effect of the 
Noam Chomsky mentality, which 
romanticises “political prisoners”, 
such as disgraced judge Maria 
Lourdes Afi uni.

The 5.7 million members of the 
United Socialist Party of Venezuela, 
and their thousands of comrades in the 
Communist Party of Venezuela, will 
not put the brakes on the progress of 
their revolution just because an MIT 
professor, high in his ivory tower, 
shouts at them.

But here at home, where we’re in 
the embryo stages of getting things 
going, the liberals in our ranks keep 
stopping to ask directions from the 
enemy.
People’s Voice 

Chomsky’s words will not 
stop the revolution

Fight to end sex trafficking
Brian McAfee

One of the most signifi cant scourg-
es continuing to befall humanity 
worldwide is the ongoing exploita-
tion and sexual abuse of over 2 
million girls, and sometimes boys, 
through sex traffi cking. UNICEF 
estimates that 2.5 million children, 
most of them girls, are tricked or 
forced into the multibillion-dollar 
global sex industry.

While the struggle to save, 
protect and defend the safety and 
wellbeing of at risk children is and 
will remain an ongoing, some-
times uphill battle, it is a neces-
sary fi ght. One of those fi ghting 
this battle is Nepalese writer and 
journalist Kamala Sarup. In one 
of her articles, “Lost Daughters: 
An Ongoing Tragedy In Nepal,” 
Kamala describes the situation in 
Nepal: “Nepal girls are cheaper to 
buy, much more cooperative and 
much easier to control and enslave. 
Girls from the rural regions are 
known to be much more obedient 
and considered more attractive for 
brothel owners who may want to 
resell them.”

In recent years Kamala has 
organised activities addressing 
issues of HIV/AIDS and sex traf-
fi cking in Nepal. Another recent 
media exposé covering the issue 
of sex traffi cking in Nepal and 
India was CNN’s Nepal’s Stolen 
Children, which highlighted and 
exposed, particularly to US view-
ers, the plight of South Asian vic-
tims of sex traffi cking.

Southeast Asia is another loca-
tion where large numbers of girls 
are forced into the sex traffi cking 
industry. There have been ongo-
ing reports of girls in the north of 
Thailand being sold into prostitu-
tion by one or both parents.

Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia 
also have many girl victims of the 
child sex trade. One of Cambodia’s 
victims of sex traffi cking, Somaly 
Mam, sold into prostitution at age 
12, escaped after over 10 years of 
ongoing abuse. Her story can be 
found in her unforgettable book, 
The Road of Lost Innocence, a must 
read for everyone.

Trustlaw (www.trust.org) ranks 
the most dangerous countries for 
women and girls as Afghanistan, 

Congo and Pakistan, with India and 
Somalia ranking fourth and fi fth. 

Human Traffi cking: The Facts 
website states that 56 percent of 
those traffi cked are in Asia or the 
Pacifi c, 10 percent in Latin America 
and the Caribbean, 9.2 percent in 
the Middle East and North Africa, 
5.2 percent in sub-Saharan Africa, 
10.8 percent in industrialized coun-
tries and 8 percent are in countries 
in transition.

The US is one of the top three 
destination points for traffi cking, 
and California, New York, Texas 
and Nevada are the top destination 
states.

About 300,000 American 
children work as prostitutes in the 
United States. Traffi ckers prey 
on the 1.6 million to 2.8 million 
children who run away annually 
in the US. 50 percent of runaways 
are girls, and one-third are forced 
into prostitution or involved in 
pornography.

In December, Congress passed 
the Domestic Minor Sex Traffi cking 
Deterrence and Victims Support 
Act.
People’s World 

Noam Chomsky.

Perth
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Bruce A. Dixon

The phoney debt ceiling crisis 
was, from beginning to end, a 
con. It was an elaborate and suc-
cessful hoax in which the nation’s  
president, the Democratic and 
Republican parties, Wall Street 
and corporate media all played 
indispensable parts. The object of 
the supposed “crisis” was to short 
circuit public opinion, existing law, 
democratic process and traditions 
of public oversight, in order to deal 
fatal blows to Medicaid, Medicare, 
social security, job growth and 
public expenditures for the com-
mon good. It worked. We’ve been 
conned.

Barack Obama first 
actor in the con 

The key actor in the con was 
and is Barack Obama, leader of the 
Democratic party and president of the 
United States. When the Bush and 
Obama administrations bailed out 
the banksters in 2008, 2009 and 2010 
they didn’t print new warehouses of 
greenbacks and send them over in a 
fl eet of trucks. The Federal Reserve 
simply opened its spreadsheets, and 
wrote numbers with lots of zeroes 
crediting the banksters’ accounts. It 
literally created the new money by 
giving it away, and next proceeded 
to borrow those funds back from the 
banksters at interest. The debt ceiling 
crisis was nothing but those same 
banksters twirling their moustaches 
and oinking “Well, we don’t think 
you (the government that created the 
money by giving it to them) can really 
afford to repay all these loans you’ve 
been taking out ... We might have to 
downgrade your credit rating ...” 

The whole notion of excessive 
government indebtedness, or that 
government might not be able, as the 
president threatened, to issue or cash 
social security cheques was always a 
crock, a sham. There was never, ever 

a moment when Barack Obama didn’t 
know that his homey analogies about 
government having to live within its 
means just like a family were just 
cynical fairy tales.

The president could have pre-
vented this “crisis” by passing a 
debt ceiling when he had a 50 vote 
majority in Congress for all of 2009 
and 2010. He could have avoided 
it again by allowing the Bush tax 
cuts to expire. Instead the president 
renewed the Bush tax cuts when he 
had a 50 vote majority in Congress. 
The president could have defused it 
in the last month by any of a number 
of means, including simply calling it 
fake. But giving away the game is not 
what actors in a con do.

The second actor: 
corporate media 

The second key actor in the 
con was and is the corporate media 
establishment. Media is nothing 
less than the sum total of the public 
conversation. Our corporate media 
is owned by a tiny group of greedy 
billionaires and soulless corpora-
tions who get to decide what most 
of us see and hear, what gets in and 
what gets left out of that supposedly 
public conversation. So corporate 
media cynically repeated the bank-
ster’s doubts about getting their free 
money paid back.

Over the years, corporate media 
moguls had manufactured an entire 
Matrix-like world of fake “money 
experts” and economists who assured 
us in the 90s that tech stocks would 
never go down, and in the 2000s 
that real estate prices would never 
decrease, and always that lower taxes 
on the rich would trickle down to 
create jobs for the poor.

For these masters of alterna-
tive realities, rebranding the white 
nationalist wing of the Republican 
party as “the tea party” portraying 
it as a mass movement, and riffi ng 
on a new/old set of lies about the 

government going broke were par 
for the course. Corporate media set 
the limits of the political discourse 
inside a false reality – one where the 
myths that the US government could 
and might go broke, and where trickle 
down economics are unquestioned 
facts. It portrayed the only political 
choices available in that universe as 
the president’s accommodation vs the 
“tea party’s” extremism.

The third actors: 
Republicans and their 
tea party faction

Every Jeff needs a Mutt, every 
good cop needs a bad cop. This 
was the role played by Republicans. 
Throughout the Obama presidency 
their job has been to refuse the 
president’s pre-emptive compromises 
to meet them fi fty, seventy, ninety 
percent of the way, moving the goal 
ever rightwards. 

Along the way a secondary 
function is to gratuitously insult 
the president, sometimes in openly 
racist terms, thus enabling some of 
the president’s backers to try to rally 
black and progressive support around 
him despite his utter abandonment of 
any progressive agenda.

The power of Republicans and 
their tea party subsidiary to dictate 
the course of events has always been 
exaggerated. During the fi rst two 
years of the Obama presidency they 
had no legislative majorities anywhere 
and could not even call a committee 
meeting. Even with a majority in the 
House since the beginning of this 
year, Republican power to do damage 
is always limited by the combined 
power of the Democratic White House 
and a large Democratic minority in 
Congress.

Despite the insistence of 
Republicans and the power of cor-
porate media the imaginary “debt 
crisis” would not have existed unless 
the White House and Congressional 
Democrats co-signed it into existence.

The fourth actors: 
Hand wringing 
Democrats, 
progressives

Last week we decided that Barack 
Obama, far from being weak, vacil-
lating, and too spineless to stand up 
for the tens of millions of working 
and poor people who elevated him to 

offi ce, was simply smarter than they 
were. Barack knows what side he’s 
on – only Democrats and so-called 
“progressives” don’t know, or pretend 
not to know. 

Every abusive relationship has 
two parts. There’s an abuser, who 
does what he does, and there’s an 
enabling victim who forgives and 
makes excuses for the abuser. When 
Democrats and progressives waste 
ink and air on President Barack 
Obama trying to “make him do it” 
or discoursing on his “weakness” and 
lack of progressive backbone, they are 
effectively enabling his serial abuse 
by ascribing it to curable causes open 
to democratic remedies, rather than 
deliberate intent and the people-proof 
mechanisms of their own party and 
of US governance in general. They 
enable their abuser.

The most pitiful and sometimes 
the most unprincipled of these are 
members of the Black Misleadership 
Class who support President Obama. 
The only card they have left is to point 
to the daily stream of racist quips 
and quotes from Republicans and tea 
partyers or Glen Beck.

The directors of the 
skit: Wall Street and 
corporate America

Was there every really any danger 
of the US going broke? The stock 
market didn’t crash. The holders 
of US Treasury bonds didn’t try to 
unload them with this horrifi c train 
wreck a mere 24 hours distant. That 
was because they knew the train 
and the tracks were imaginary, they 
knew it was a hoax. They knew that 
President Obama could have declared 
it a foolish stunt and ignored it. They 
knew they would get their money any 
damned way.

President Obama expects to raise 
more than US$1 billion in direct 
fi nancing of his 2012 presidential 
campaign alone, most of it from cor-
porate sources and from Wall Street. 
This doesn’t count the money going 
to other Democrats in the House and 
Senate, or Democratic candidates for 
governor, for state and county level 
judges and other offi ces, for state leg-
islatures and the like. Substantially the 
same contributors not only fund and 
own both parties, but also bankroll 
and dictate the policy positions of 
organisations like the Urban League, 
the National Council of LaRaza, and 
the NAACP.

If you don’t think dependence 
on corporate money, as a politician, 
or say as the National Urban League, 
whose keynote address this weekend 
was delivered by billionaires Bill 
Gates, makes you subservient to a 
corporate agenda, you’re living in 
some other world. All the actors in 
this drama live at the corporate trough. 
That’s it, and that’s all.

The Deal: 
Supercommittees, 
default governing

With all the players acting their 
parts, the rigged game produced its 
expected outcome. Contrived in the 
imaginary universe where trickle 
down economics are the accepted 
norm, The Deal contains no new taxes 
on corporations and the wealthy.

President Obama announced that 
he has averted a crisis with more 
than a trillion dollars in immedi-
ate spending cuts, a number much 
higher than the value of the stimulus 
package passed at the beginning 
of his administration. A bipartisan 
“super-committee” of perhaps only 
a dozen Senate and House members 
will earmark a further $3 trillion in 
near term budget cuts, which will be 
submitted to Congress as up-or-down 
no-amendment, take-it-or-leave-it 
votes.

And should Congress reject them, 
a round of automatic budget cuts 
dictated by some unknown formula 
will ensue. Medicare, Medicaid, social 
security, environmental protection and 
much more will inevitably fall.

Thus on the strength of a single 
vote in Congress drummed up by this 
fake crisis, the will of the American 
people has been subverted. Medicare, 
Medicaid and social security, if put up 
for popular votes, would all win. If 
Congress had to debate them under 
scrutiny and take votes in public on 
them, Wall Street and the corporations 
would lose and the people would win. 
But that’s the purpose of a modern 
political “crisis”: to engineer the 
enactment of measures on behalf of 
elites that normal political processes 
would not allow.

Welcome to the future, where a 
black president has been the indis-
pensable anchor player in the con 
game that ended the New Deal and 
Great Society. 
Black Agenda Report 

Barack Obama & the debt crisis
A successful con game explained
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Capitalism and 
imperialism

I would like to comment on Michael 
Parenti’s article “Imperialism 101” 
(part 1) (The Guardian 20-7-2011). 
Parenti claims imperialism is older 
than capitalism, that somehow 
there is capitalist imperialism 
and a pre-capitalist imperialism. 
Yet, this contradicts the Leninist 
teaching on imperialism in which 
comrade Lenin describes imperial-
ism as the highest stage of capital-
ism. That imperialism emerged 
not at the dawn of capitalism, but 
only at a later, developed stage of 
capitalism.

Using dialectical materialism, 
Lenin saw how capitalism changed 
into its opposite, i.e. free competi-
tion to monopoly. Imperialism is the 
middle, transitory stage between free 
trade capitalism and socialism. Lenin 
defi ned imperialism with fi ve distinct 
characteristics:

(1) The concentration of 

production and monopolies (2) crea-
tion of fi nance capital, i.e. the merg-
ing of bank capital and industrial 
capital, with the creation of a fi nancial 
oligarchy (3) export of capital takes 
precedence over export of commod-
ity’s (4) formation of international 
monopolies (5) division of world 
among monopolies.

Parenti states imperialism has 
existed for centuries, citing ancient 
empires as proof. Yet, Lenin’s fi fth 
characteristic illustrates the differ-
ence between colonial policy and 
imperialist policy. Imperialism isn’t 
just about annexations. Its main 
feature is fi nance capital. Partition 
of territory existed pre-imperialism. 
Imperialism seeks re-division which 
leads to rivalry with fellow powers 
and seizure of territory, not only to 
benefi t themselves but to undermine 
rivals.

Parenti makes a complete break 
from Marxism-Leninism with the 
remarkable comment that capitalism 
could survive without imperialism! 
He seems to suggest that imperial-
ism is a policy of capitalism! This 
brings to mind comrade Lenin’s 
dispute with Karl Kautsky. I believe 
Parenti has made the same mistake 
as Kautsky, namely, separating the 
politics and economics of imperialism, 
as if the politics and economics can 
be divorced from its source. Lenin 
described this not as Marxism, but 
as bourgeois reformism.

To me, Parenti seems to indi-
cate that it’s possible to “reform” 

imperialism. As Lenin defi ned it, 
imperialism is “reaction everywhere 
and increased national oppression” 
(Imperialism, The Highest Stage of 
Capitalism). Parenti almost nails it 
when he says “imperialism ... seems 
to be an inherent tendency and natural 
outgrowth of advanced capitalism”. 
Free competition leads to expansion 
of trade, which leads to greater con-
centration of production and capital, 
which must lead to monopoly. Thus 
imperialism is the natural growth of 
free trade capitalism.

One fi nal point is on Parenti’s 
comment that “super profi ts may 
not be necessary for capitalism’s 
survival”. In fact, super profi ts (that 
is profi ts derived far and above usual 
levels of exploitation) are imperative 
for capitalism to survive.

One of the fundamental reasons 
that super profi ts are critical to pro-
long capitalism’s rule, is the role 
they play in engendering a split in 
the proletariat. Imperialism uses a 
portion of its super profi ts to buy 
off, to bribe, the “upper stratum” of 
workers (white collar workers, trade 
union offi cials, etc.), who form an 
“aristocracy of labour”, which is the 
root of the current imperialist Labor 
Party. This creation of a labour aris-
tocracy leads to horrifi c opportunism 
within the working-class movement, 
which we can see all around us.

In Imperialism The Highest Stage 
of Capitalism, Lenin quotes from a 
British bourgeois economist, John 
Hobson, to highlight the parasitism of 

imperialism which leads to opportun-
ism. Hobson notes how “the ruling 
state uses its provinces, colonies, 
dependencies, to enrich the ruling 
class and to bribe its lower classes 
into acquiescence”.

As Lenin summarises, all this is 
possible due to super profi ts. Thus, 
super profi ts are essential to imperial-
ism. And fi nally, Mr Parenti should 
bear in mind that imperialism is the 
eve of the social revolution of the 
proletariat.

Mark Window
SA

Ban the use of 
nuclear weapons
The face of civilization was 
changed forever when a nuclear 
bomb almost incinerated the 
Japanese city of Hiroshima on 
August 6, 1945, instantly killing 
tens of thousands of people.

This year on the anniversary of 
the Hiroshima bombing, Australian 
Red Cross begins a campaign to 
re-ignite the push for a ban on the 
use of nuclear weapons – calling on 
young Australians to fi nish what their 
parents started. We want Australia 
to lead the world in a renewed call 
for an unequivocal ban on the use of 
nuclear weapons.

The anti-nuclear weapons debate 
helped defi ne a generation in the 
60s and 70s, but fi zzled out before 
concrete change was achieved. The 

problem hasn’t gone away and today, 
more than ever, nuclear weapons are 
a uniquely destructive threat to the 
future of humanity.

It is estimated there are at least 
20,000 nuclear weapons in existence 
worldwide, about 3,000 of them on 
a launch-ready alert. Combined they 
have a destructive force equivalent 
to around 150,000 Hiroshima bombs.

If even one of those nuclear weap-
ons were to be used, the humanitarian 
and environmental consequences 
would be devastating. A nuclear 
confl ict would not only result in an 
enormous loss of life, but also the 
destruction of huge tracts of land, 
mass starvation and the disruption of 
global food distribution.

The people and governments of 
the world have shown that progress 
can be made by putting in place 
signifi cant new international humani-
tarian law conventions targeting land 
mines and cluster munitions, but the 
challenge of nuclear weapons has so 
far eluded us.

The debate about nuclear weapons 
is ultimately about human beings, 
our environment and the future of 
humanity. It is time for the global 
community – Australians included – to 
decide if we want nuclear weapons to 
continue to be a threat to our future, 
or to become part of our history.

To learn more about nuclear 
weapons and the Australian Red Cross 
campaign go to www.redcross.org.au 

Robert Tickner 
Australian Red Cross CEO

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Although I disagree with Bob 
Treasure’s letter in the last issue 
of The Guardian (August 3), I 
welcome it because it raises some 
vital questions in the carbon tax 
debate.

Assessing policies is always a 
complex question. Which of them are 
reforms which can take us forward, 
which is an acceptable compromise, 
which gives us part of what is needed, 
which are reactionary and will take 
us backwards?

Bob writes: “The carbon tax is 
by no means perfect, but the Greens 
among others have realised that purist 
grandstanding has achieved nothing 
over the past several years, and that 
compromise is necessary to set wheels 
in motion and to at least get serious 
political debate in the arena.”

The carbon tax is not something 
less than perfect. It is not a compro-
mise. It is a con trick.

Polluting corporations are 
working with governments to avoid 
regulations that may compromise their 
profi ts and the economic system that 
created the environmental crisis in 
the fi rst place.

To achieve this they argue that 
environmental problems are techni-
cal problems that can be “effi ciently” 
dealt with through market-based 
“solutions”. The carbon tax is one of 
these market-based con tricks.

Referring to “purist grandstand-
ing” is incorrect (and unfair). Policies 
and campaigns intended to keep the 
situation from worsening and pos-
sibly begin to deal with the problem 
are necessary.

We do not have to support social 
democratic government policies 
because they present something that 
is apparently possible. We have to 
fi ght for what is necessary. We cannot 
afford to go down the wrong path.

What wheels will the carbon 
tax set in motion? It will not bring 
about any signifi cant reduction in 
carbon emissions. It will, according 
to the government, take us down 

the path to an emissions trading 
scheme (ETS).

But an ETS gives corporations 
the right to pollute, even though the 
exact amount of pollution may be 
limited by a government-imposed cap. 
The corporate sector will pass on the 
additional costs and go on polluting 
as before.

Emission trading schemes encour-
age trading in carbon credits, deriva-
tives and other forms of fi nancial 
speculation, to the detriment of soci-
ety, the economy and the environment. 
They are the neo-liberal takeover of 
the environmental agenda.

Bob writes that: “The essential 
class basis of the current debate is 
that state intervention is immediately 
necessary to save the planet, and that 
this intervention is necessary on a glo-
bal scale. We cannot allow capitalist 
anarchy to ruin the Earth’s climate.”

I agree.
However, state intervention in a 

capitalist society is rarely progressive 
or pro-working class, unless imposed 
by struggle. Just because the carbon 
tax involves some state intervention 
does not necessarily make it progres-
sive or likely to contribute to slowing 
down or stopping global warming.

In fact, state intervention to 
introduce the carbon tax is a piece 
of market fundamentalism intended 
to divert attention away from the 
causes of the climate crisis, to protect 
the capitalist system and to protect 
profi t levels.

We argue for a different form of 
state intervention that can and must 
be won by a united movement of 
working class and other social forces.

Bob write: “To dismiss the Labor 
government’s proposal is a cop out 
on this debate. We need to stand 
together, unify the working class and 
turn the present, badly handled, anti-
progressive situation around.”

To reject the carbon tax would 
be a cop out if the CPA did not offer 
an alternative. But we do, and it is a 
clear, workable alternative that could 

unify the working class and its allies 
and turn the present situation around.

We put the case for regulation. 
(There is not enough space here to go 
into detail but the CPA will publish 
a pamphlet on these questions in the 
near future).

Regulation is not unusual or radi-
cal. DDT was banned because of its 
effects on humans and the environ-
ment. Asbestos is banned because 
it kills people. Building regulations 
are accepted, including new green 
building codes. CFCs and other ozone 
depleting substances were banned.

Regulation is effective if it is 
backed up by government will, well-
funded and properly enforced.

The Zero Carbon Australia 2020 
plan shows that a transition to 100 
percent renewable energy in ten years 
in Australia is feasible using existing 
technologies.

If the Labor government can 
spend $45 billion on the national 
broadband network and $27 billion a 

year on the military, it can spend $37 
billion a year to avert an environmen-
tal and human catastrophe.

It would cost $4 billion to build 
four solar power stations in NSW. The 
project would generate about 4,000 
jobs in construction and about 2,000 
in operation and maintenance.

Bob writes: “To align ourselves 
with Tony Abbott’s ‘Big Bad Tax’ 
line wins us no credit, does not even 
begin to stop global warming, and 
helps re-elect the ruling class toadies.”

Of course we would never align 
ourselves with Tony Abbott. But is 
an objective fact that the carbon tax 
will do nothing or almost nothing to 
cut carbon emissions. Experiences in 
Europe with carbon taxes demonstrate 
that this statement is correct.

Abbott calls it a big bad tax 
because he is speaking on behalf of 
corporations mad for profi t who don’t 
give a damn about their impact on 
people and the environment.

The CPA acknowledges that the 

carbon tax won’t work, analyses 
why, and offers alternatives within 
the capitalist system that can work 
and could be implemented by a large, 
united movement.

Bob writes: “We must fi ght the 
class issue in alliance with progres-
sives everywhere.”

I agree that we have to fi ght this 
issue.

Many progressive and left people 
think the global warming situation 
is so urgent and so dangerous that 
something, almost anything, should be 
done now. But we must not, because 
of the urgency of the climate crisis, 
because we feel that something must 
be done now, grasp at straws and build 
unity in action around bad policies.

The struggle to solve the environ-
mental crisis is in essence a struggle 
to restrain and restrict capitalist 
corporations, to compel an end to 
environmentally damaging production 
processes. That is the united campaign 
we have to build. 

Taking Issue – Dr Hannah Middleton, General Secretary, CPA

Carbon tax a capitalist con
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Gareth Malone is the young 
English choir-master who 

took kids who’d never sung before all 
the way to the Choir Olympics. On 
another occasion, a group of novice 
boys under his direction ended up 
singing at the Albert Hall. In his last 
effort, Unsung Town, he moulded an 
entire community – underprivileged, 
working class, inexperienced – into a 
mass choir they could all be proud of.

His work with untried choirs has 
made him a star (he even has his name 
in the title of his new project) and 
he was sought out by the prestigious 
Glyndebourne Opera House to be 
chorus master for a new opera Night 
Crew by Julian Philips, an urban 
retelling of the King Arthur myth.

Gareth’s job was to recruit 
suitable youths (“with an edge”) from 
the local community to appear in a 
two-hour opera in six months’ time. 
His initial 450 were fi nally whittled 
down to fi fty.

Glyndebourne is one of Britain’s 
most prestigious opera houses, 
but Gareth also persuaded them to 
incorporate a large-scale children’s 
chorus into the new opera. The 

result is Gareth Malone Goes To 
Glyndebourne (ABC2 Sunday 
August 14 at 7.30pm).

The question however is where 
will Gareth go from here? 

The earthquake that struck 
Japan on March 11 this year 

was initially announced as reaching 6 
or 7 on the open-ended Richter scale, 
quickly revised to 8 and then to an 
unprecedented 9. The “jolt” of the 
quake, usually measured in seconds, 
actually lasted for a full fi ve minutes, 
which must have been utterly terrify-
ing for the hapless people cowering 
in doorways.

The ground along the east side of 
Japan dropped an astonishing three 
metres, effectively rendering useless 
some of the massive sea walls that had 
been erected specifi cally to protect the 
population from tsunamis.

The earthquake actually moved 
Japan three to four metres closer to 
the USA, and changed the rate of the 
Earth’s rotation.

It left a death-toll in the tens of 
thousands, utterly wiping out many 
towns and villages.

Because of the sensitivity of 
the Pacifi c Rim to seismic activity, 
scientists had numerous measuring 
stations in position to monitor the 
quake and the resultant tsunami from 
the moment it struck.

The availability of such 
unprecedented scientific data, 
augmented by video news coverage 
of the wave and the accompanying 
destruction, has allowed scientists to 
reconstruct and analyse the event in 
great detail.

In Japan’s Tsunami: How It 
Happened (ABC1 Tuesday August 
16 at 8.30pm), Britain’s Channel 
4 looks at this scientifi c evidence 
and uses it to soberly recount what 
happened during the catastrophe 
without recourse to melodrama 

or personal accounts of survivors 
snatched from the jaws of death.

This is a recounting of dry facts, 
and all the more chilling for it. No 
one can forget the TV footage of 
that great surge of liquid inundating 
fi elds and houses, but one does not 
realise just how horrifi c it was until 
a geologist points out that it is not a 
wave of water (like the tsunami that 
slammed into Phuket so spectacularly 
not so long ago).

This was not a wave you could 
hope to swim with. It was more like 
an avalanche, an inexorable surge of 
water, mud, smashed buildings, and 
large objects like fridges and cars. 
Anyone caught up in it would be 
battered or crushed to death.

The initial quake was followed 
by hundreds of after shocks, dozens 
of which measured an awesome 7 

on the Richter scale. The scientifi c 
date makes two things very clear: 
the build-up of tension in the 
tectonic plates that caused this 
earthquake is still going on and further 
“adjustments” of the plates are certain. 
And if the epicentre of the quake had 
been only a relatively short distance 
further down the coast, the full force 
of the quake and the tsunami would 
have fallen on Tokyo itself.

Next time it might. And there will 
be a next time.

When I reviewed the fi rst 
episode of Restoration 

Man (ABC1 Thursdays at 6.00pm) 
I derided the way the program’s 
presenter, architect George Clarke, 
tries to put himself at the front of 
other people’s restoration projects, 
when as far as the viewer can see his 
personal contribution has in fact been 
very slight.

In episode three however, a 
talented builder Clive Bolton is 
engaged on restoring an early 19th 
century windmill on the island of 
Angelsey in Wales. The windmill has 
lain derelict since the 1920s, has lost 
its sails and its roof, and in truth is a 
bit of a wreck.

Clarke throws himself into 
designing a sweeping spiral staircase 

for the project, but unfortunately has 
not been given up to-date information 
on the state of the building and his 
planned staircase won’t fi t. But at 
least he did try to be helpful.

Fortunately, Clive is resourceful 
as well as talented and takes the 
problems of designing a vertical 
modern home with conical walls in 
his stride and it must be said the result 
is quite striking. It’s not a house for 
anyone with bad knees, though.

There is more emotion in this 
episode than usual. Clive and his 
wife were planning on retiring to 
the restored windmill when it was 
fi nished, but Clive’s wife dies of 
cancer before it is finished. He 
completes the project, so that his 
children can use it as a weekender, but 
he decides not to live there himself.

Once covered in agricultural 
windmills, there is now only one 
working mill left on the island, 
the others having been left to fall 
into disrepair and decay. Ironically, 
however, from the upstairs balcony of 
Clive’s restored building, the sails of 
numerous modern power-generating 
wind turbines can be seen, as the 
21st century embraces wind once 
again. 

Rob Gowland
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This month marks the 48th anniversary of the 
West Papuan struggle for independence from 
Indonesia. Thousands have taken to the streets and 
international lawyers are making a strong case for 
West Papuan self-rule.

It is a grief-stricken path that has been followed for 
generations. It stretches from when the Dutch colonised 
the region in the 19th century and cruelly continued 
when control was handed to Indonesia by a United 
Nations Temporary Executive Authority in 1963. And 
this week the journey towards independence has led 
thousands of West Papuans onto the streets to demand 
the international community acknowledge their right 
to be free.

“West Papuans will never recognise their homeland 
as being part of Indonesia and we have a fundamental 
right to self-determination under international law,” 
says Benny Wenda, a West Papua independence leader 
living in exile in Britain. “West Papuans have marched 
peacefully this week and have shown again that they 
can meet violence with peace to achieve this [aim], no 
matter how much [Indonesia] tries to intimidate us.”

Protestors and human rights campaigners are 
regularly harassed and arrested in West Papua and, 
according to Amnesty International, reports of torture 
whilst in detention and other human rights violations 
are commonplace. But with momentum building for 
the cause, the police have been reluctant to intervene 
in the recent protests.

“The demonstrations were so big this time they 
know if they act violently towards the protestors it 
would be noticed internationally,” says Wenda. “We have 
been trying for 48 years now and, just like the Middle 
East, we need people power to change the world – but 
we also need people from around the world to notice.”

One of the biggest obstacles that the Free West 
Papua campaign faces is a lack of interest, let alone 
support, from the outside world.

Forgotten conflict
“West Papua is a forgotten confl ict,” says Charles 

Foster, spokesperson for International Lawyers for West 
Papua. “A blind eye has been most cynically turned by 
the international community towards the situation of 
the people there.”

As part of efforts to raise the profi le of the region, 
a conference was held in Oxford (UK) this week by 
the Free West Papua campaign. International lawyers 
and activists spoke at the event to highlight the case 
for an independent West Papua under international law.

“In legal terms, the region has a clear right to 

self-determination,” says Foster. “If you look at the 
New York Agreement [a treaty signed in 1962 by the 
Netherlands and Indonesia regarding the political status 
of West Papua, then known as West New Guinea] the 
United Nations was given trustee status over the region 
which was supposed to lead to self-determination in 
1969.Indonesia has never disputed the fact it put its name 
to this agreement; therefore it implicitly acknowledges 
that it was bound by it.”

But the New York Agreement was followed in 1969 
by the ironically titled Act of Free Choice, a vote by 
a tiny section of the population of West Papua, hand-
picked by the Indonesian military, on whether the region 
should become independent or remain part of Indonesia. 
Although it has since been widely recognised that the 
process was a sham, calls for a revote have consistently 
been ignored.

“There is no serious legal scholar anywhere in the 
world who thinks the Act of Free Choice was a genuine 
expression of the free will of the West Papuan people,” 
says Foster. “When Indonesians talk about this they try 
to steer clear of what actually happened on the ground 
in 1969. They’re not stupid, they realise how embar-
rassing it is.”

As long as the international inertia continues, the 
situation for West Papuans continues to worsen.

Yet even if the New York Agreement is somehow 
forgotten and the circumstances surrounding the Act of 
Free Choice somehow ignored, international law still 
falls heavily on the side of the West Papuans. In 1960 
the UN General Assembly passed a crucial agreement, 
the Declaration of Granting Independence to Colonial 
Countries and Peoples, which states: “All peoples have 
the right to self-determination; by virtue of that right 
they freely determine their political status and freely 
pursue their economic, social and cultural development.”

This fi rm legal ground has yet to translate into any 
meaningful concessions to the West Papuan people. 
And as long as the international inertia continues, the 
situation for West Papuans continues to worsen.

Clemens Runawery is an exiled independence 
activist who has been unable to return to his country 
for more than 40 years.

“The longer we stay part of Indonesia the more 
our status will suffer both physically and demographi-
cally,” he says. “Back in 1961 the vast majority of the 
people in West Papua were West Papuan, with only a 
minority from other places. Today this situation has 
been completely reversed. How much time do we 
really have left?”
New Internationalist 

West Papua: 
The road to freedom

Agribusiness and the environment
Dear EarthTalk: I’ve been hearing 
more and more references to the 
need to clean up our agricultural 
practices for reasons pertaining to 
health, food quality, even global 
warming. What are the major envi-
ronmental issues today associated 
with agriculture? – Tony Grayson, 
Newark, NJ 

What amazes many environ-
mental advocates to this day is 
how the widespread adoption of 
synthetic chemical pesticides, her-
bicides and fertilisers for use in 
agriculture was dubbed the “Green 
Revolution,” when in fact this post-
World War II paradigm shift in the 
way we produce food has wreaked 
untold havoc on the environment, 
food quality and human health.

Agricultural output has cer-
tainly increased as a result of 
these changes, but with the vast 
majority of the world’s farms now 
relying on petroleum-derived syn-
thetic chemicals to grow crops and 
petroleum-derived fuels to drive the 
engines of production — modern 
agriculture has become overwhelm-
ingly toxic to the atmosphere and 
is hastening global warming. The 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC) reports that agricul-
tural land use contributes 12 percent 
of global greenhouse gas emissions; 
here in the US almost 20 percent of 
our carbon dioxide emissions come 
from agricultural sources.

Intensive use of chemicals isn’t 
good for our nutrition intake, either. 

Overworked, depleted agricultural 
soils generate fruits and vegetables 
with fewer nutrients and minerals 
than those produced by farmers 
decades ago. And much of the food 
we eat is laced with chemicals that 
end up in our bloodstreams.

Beyond its effect on the food 
we put in our bodies, modern agri-
culture generates large amounts 
of nitrogen, phosphorous and 
other fertilisers running off into our 
streams, rivers and oceans, com-
promising not only the quality of 
our drinking water and the health 
of riparian ecosystems, but also 
causing those huge oxygen-depleted 
ocean dead zones we hear about in 
coastal areas such as the Gulf of 
Mexico.

Yet another issue with modern 
farming is the amount of animal 
waste generated and concentrated in 
small areas, which creates unsani-
tary and potentially dangerous 
conditions for the animals and 
humans alike. And the widespread 
use of antibiotics on farm animals 
to keep disease in check results in 
the development of stronger strains 
of bacteria that resist the antibiotics 
used by humans to ward off infec-
tion and sickness.

Also, many worry about the 
potential impacts of the widespread 
use of genetic engineering, whereby 
genes in plants, animals and micro-
organisms are manipulated to select 
for specifi c traits. These geneti-
cally modifi ed organisms, reports 

Greenpeace, “can spread through 
nature and interbreed with natural 
organisms,” thus contaminating the 
natural environment in unforesee-
able and uncontrollable ways.

Organic farming, which 
eschews chemical fertilisers and 
pesticides in favour of more 
natural choices, holds consider-
able promise for greening up our 
agricultural systems. According to 
the US Department of Agriculture, 
organic cropland acreage averaged 
15 percent increases between 2002 
and 2008, although certifi ed organic 
cropland and pasture accounted for 
only about 0.6 percent of US total 
farmland in 2008.
E - The Environmental 
Magazine 


