
Anna Pha

On average one worker a week is killed and 
thousands seriously injured every year in the 
building and construction industry – most 
of these deaths and injuries are avoidable. 
The Construction Division of the CFMEU 
and its members have been fi ned over $6 
million in the courts in the past two years. 
Their crime? Taking action to defend 
workplace health safety and ensure workers 
receive their legal entitlements. Every day, 
innocent trade unionists and their offi cials 
are being hounded, spied on, and subjected 
to intimidation by the Australian Building 
and Construction Commission (ABCC) and 
the employers it protects.

The ABCC is a political weapon which has 
the aim of destroying militant trade unionism. 
The legislation under which it operates sets out 
to criminalise legitimate trade union activity and 
use the courts to bleed unions of their funds.

Union offi cials attempting to recruit mem-
bers, speak to their members or organise in the 
workplace are hounded and prosecuted by the 
ABCC. Workers who take industrial action to 
protect their wages and working conditions or 
refuse to work in unsafe conditions are pursued 
by the ABCC. The ABCC uses its draconian 
powers to call workers in for secret interrogation 
sessions. Failure to attend or refusal to inform on 
who said what at a union meeting is punishable 
by huge fi nes and up to six months jail.

The ABCC was set up by the Howard gov-
ernment and retained by the Rudd and Gillard 
Labor governments. As well as having drained 
CFMEU members of more than $6 million 
of their money, it is also wasting $30 million 
a year of taxpayers’ money and costing the 
court system millions more. Unions have been 
hit with $45,000 fi nes just for holding routine 
safety meetings.

The real criminals in the industry – the boss-
es – go untouched. Well, almost untouched. The 
ABCC has fi ned one employer $12,000 for deny-
ing union access to a construction site for a safe-
ty check! (CFMEU, Six reasons why the ABCC 
must go in 2011 (www.cfmeuvic.com.au). No 
one has been fi ned or jailed by the ABCC for 
all the deaths and injuries or safety breaches 
that building unions are being fi ned for trying 
to prevent.

“The CFMEU estimates that income tax 
revenue leakage attributable to sham contracting 
in the construction industry may be in the order 
of $2.475 billion per annum. That fi gure does 
not include revenue lost through income which 
is not declared at all or non-payment of payroll 
tax or superannuation contributions.” (Race to 
the Bottom, CFMEU March 2011)

Sham contracting is a device that attempts 
to disguise an employment relationship as one 

of client and independent contractor. Employers 
use it to avoid legal obligations to make annual 
leave, sick leave and redundancy payments. 
Statutory obligations such as payroll tax, work-
ers’ compensation insurance and superannuation 
payments are systematically ignored under these 
arrangements.

Under considerable pressure for its inactiv-
ity regarding the illegal practices of employers, 
the ABCC in 2010 began investigating sham 
contracting. However, employers continue to 
act with apparent impunity when it comes to 
underpayment of workers, especially 457 Visa 
workers, and safety breaches. The union has 
been heavily involved in trying to prevent the 
exploitation of Chinese and Korean workers 
employed under sham contracting arrangements.

CFMEU singled out
At present the ABCC’s main target is the 

left-wing, militant CFMEU. Just last week the 
union was hit with a multi-million dollar fi ne 
in a settlement. Two thousand workers had 
walked off the job in the motelling dispute over 
signifi cant downgrading of their accommodation 
at Karratha in WA. The original claim against 
the union and its offi cial was for $7 million! 
The workers have been threatened with $22,000 
individual fi nes. All they did was take industrial 
action to defend their conditions.

One telling part of the story is that only 450 
of the 2,000 workers involved were CFMEU 
members. Around 800 were non-members – 
they were not touched. Nor were the remaining 
workers – members of other unions.

In another recent case the magistrate 
commented on the waste of time and public 

funds involved in a case where an organiser 
was accused of swearing at a boss. Magistrate 
Raphael commenting on the drawn out hear-
ings, said: “We have had one witness today 
about a case whether a bloke took his hat off 
or didn’t take his hat off and whether he said, 
f-ck off, to somebody or he didn’t say, f-ck off 
to somebody. One wonders. One wonders about 
the motive for all this.”

Nonetheless the offi cial was found guilty 
and the union received a combined total of 
$12,500 in fi nes and the organiser lost his right 
of entry to building sites for 12 months. The 
organiser was on the site because it was unsafe 
and workers were instructed to work in pour-
ing rain on the unsafe site. The ABCC did not 
charge the employer. It also turned a blind eye 
to the fact that a worker was injured on the site 
two weeks after the fi rst visit by the organiser. 
Workcover attended and issued notices for the 
boss to comply.

It pays to be union
It is not hard to work out why the CFMEU 

is the main target. Over the past 18 months 
the union has collected over $1.7 million for 
workers who were ripped off by unscrupulous 
employers. “That’s a lot of hard earned money 
back in the pockets of workers for them and their 
families that they otherwise wouldn’t have,” the 
Winter issue of the Construction Worker reports 
(www.cfmeuwa.com).

Of the 31 ABCC cases currently before the 
courts, for all but one the prime target is the 
CFMEU – the other is the electrical and plum-
ing union (CEPU). It featured in the majority 
of the 100 or so cases that have been fi nalised.

Act now
The ABCC is a tool of the bosses funded 

by the public purse. The government plans to 
legislate for the ABCC to be incorporated under 
the Fair Work Australia umbrella, with a new 
name and a few cosmetic changes. Urgent action 
is required to:
• Abolish the ABCC
• Repeal the legislation governing it
• Cancel all court cases
• Unrestricted access for union 

representatives to sites
• Restore all permits and rights to union 

offi cials and members
Not just union coffers, but many workers 

and families have been hard hit by the actions 
of the ABCC. They should receive full compen-
sation. The International Labour Organisation 
has repeatedly found its provisions in breach 
of international law.

This struggle affects all unions, not just 
the CFMEU or other unions in the industry. If 
the employers and ABCC succeed against the 
CFMEU, they will come after the other unions 
in the industry. The government will then try 
to turn the union call “One law for all” on its 
head, and extend the powers of the Commission 
to cover other industries.

The struggle to defeat the ABCC is the 
struggle to defend trade unionism in Australia.

Guardian readers are urged to write to the 
Prime Minister, Workplace Relations Minister 
Chris Evans, their local MP, Senators includ-
ing the Greens and Independents and contact 
media outlets and social networks to demand 
the abolition of the ABCC. 
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Obsessed by its policies of detaining asylum seekers off-shore and 
repaying its debts by 2013, the Gillard government will doubtless 
cut into welfare, education, health and environmental budget 
allocations. It’s now considering the purchase of a special ship to 
transport asylum seekers to Malaysia, for $150 million. What a mad 
idea! Scrapping the cruel redneck policies of off-shore processing 
and mandatory detention would probably save the government 
enough money to pay off the debt with no pain whatsoever. They 
should take a leaf from the Press Fund, which is a marvellous 
example of making ends meet. Mind you, it would be very nice not 
to have to struggle quite so much each week to reach our annual 
target, so please if you possibly can, send us something for the 
next issue. We extend our sincere thanks this week to the following 
contributors:
Carlos Elzaurdia $20, GMH $19.25, Ian Macaulay $50, 
Mark Mannion $10, “Round Figure” $10.75
This week’s total: $110 Progressive total: $11,645

Preparing for WorkChoices Mark II
The working class in Australia is facing a massive onslaught on 

all fronts. They are being hit hard by an economy that, with the 
exception of the mining and fi nancial sectors, is in crisis. The sack-
ing of thousands of workers in steel, other areas of manufacturing, 
retail and the public sector is set to continue if the government 
does not take strong action to protect Australia’s economy and jobs. 
The scene is being set for an all out attack on wages and working 
conditions which will not only hurt workers and their families but 
have a serious contractionary effect on the economy.

Essential services are being privatised by stealth and are leaving 
many families facing huge medical and hospital bills, school fees and 
higher housing and transport costs. According to Treasurer Wayne 
Swan the “future for Australia is bright but there are challenges 
with a patchwork economy and some people will be facing some 
painful adjustments.”

The Australian newspaper is using its pages to push the anti-
worker offensive. It featured front page Reserve Bank of Australia 
(RBA) governor Glenn Stevens calling for faster productivity growth 
and greater fl exibility in the workplace (29-08-2011). Stevens’ line is 
that replacing the Howard government’s WorkChoices has reduced 
the “fl exibility” of the workforce. The term “productivity” is code 
for profi tability. It is a thinly veiled call for reducing the cost of 
labour through such means as reducing wages; slashing manning 
levels; speeding up work; and attacking workers’ entitlements such 
as penalty rates, paid overtime and leave entitlements. “Flexibility” 
is a reference deregulation of the labour market – fl exibility for 
employers to dictate wages and conditions. This is the same RBA 
that played a major role in sending retailers to the wall and pushing 
up mortgage repayments with interest rate rises.

Former Australian Building and Construction Commission 
(ABCC) head John, Lloyd, who has taken up an appointment at 
the right-wing Institute of Public Affairs, is calling for a return to 
the individual employment contracts, Howard’s AWAs. As building 
and construction workers are aware, Lloyd is no friend of workers 
or trade unions. The ABCC is currently carrying out a concerted 
attack on building industry workers (see page 1).

The industrial relations system is now “almost exclusively collec-
tive bargaining”, Lloyd complained to The Australian. “When you 
get employers and employees engaging directly, that’s the best way 
to improve the productivity of a business,” Lloyd said. In practice, 
individual workers “engaging directly” with an employer (and no 
trade union representation) means “sign what’s on the table or there’s 
the door”.

Lloyd refers to the current “workplace relations regime’s layered 
national standards, modernised awards and collective agreements 
on top of each other as another matter to be tackled.” He calls for 
simplifi ed “standards” to replace them. Lloyd is calling for absolute 
employer power, employers dictating wages and working conditions 
to boost profi ts.

Lloyd and Stevens are two of the front runners for the big end of 
town preparing the way for a Coalition government and WorkChoices 
Mark II. They sense Labor’s days are numbered. With a massive 
war chest at their disposal the big end of town is determined to 
drive down wages and working conditions to the point where they 
are competitive with those of low paid workers in poorer nations.

It is not surprising that the Labor government is on the nose – 
its popularity ratings amongst the lowest on record – when it fails 
to take the necessary action to prevent the “painful adjustments”. 
The people of Australia are sick of neo-liberal “market-based” and 
“export-oriented” “solutions”. They want change, real progress in 
their interests.

A Coalition government and WorkChoices Mark II (by another 
name to hide its intent) are not what they want, are not what is 
needed for the people or the economy. Yet this is what lies ahead 
if the labour movement, progressive community organisations, the 
Greens and left political parties and other progressives, including 
members of the ALP, fail to unite and build a broad movement for 
a government of a new type.

Dear Friends of Jeju Island an 
Island of World Peace,

Last week, we heard reports that 
700 police from the South Korean 
mainland arrived at Jeju Harbour 
with buses and trucks bearing three 
large water cannons. The villagers 
have been vigilantly waiting for the 
police to strike.

They did the morning of August 
24.

At 2 pm that day, Gangjeong 
Village Mayor Kang Dong-kyun 
approached military contractors who 
started the operation of a 250-ton 
crane that had been smuggled into 
the village in the middle of the night 
years ago. In asking that the illegal 
crane be dismantled and removed, 
the Mayor was forcefully taken into 
a police van along with a villager, 
Kim Jong-Hwan, and other civil 
society activists. For 10 hard and 
long hours, 100 villagers and peace 
activists used their bodies and cars 
to prevent the police from taking 

away the Mayor and others. While 
two activists have been released, the 
Mayor, Kim Jong-Hwan and Father 
Moon are still detained.

Why now? Because we are 
starting to win the battle of public 
opinion. In one week, The New 
York Times published an Op Ed and 
the International Herald Tribune 
published another, both supporting 
the peaceful four-year resistance of 
the villagers with facts showing that 
this naval base would destroy unique 
environments, provoke China by sur-
rounding it with a US anti-ballistic 
system.

As the world learns more and 
more about the danger to its treasure 
of global environment and culture, 
Jeju Island, and also more about the 
heroic efforts by ordinary farmers, 
fi shermen, the legendary women sea 
divers and children to preserve their 
home and way of life, all are inspired 
and emboldened to believe that the 
side of peace, the environment and 

democracy does have a chance of 
prevailing.

In order to stay one step ahead, 
we need the support of friends far 
away, just as the military has friends 
in the Pentagon.

Nearly 5,000 people from 50 
countries have signed the petition to 
President Lee urging him to stop the 
naval base and are building global 
awareness of the danger to our global 
natural and cultural heritage on Jeju 
Island.

We have an urgent appeal to all 
of you to join us in our effort to Save 
Jeju Island.

Please go to this website to get 
more information on how you can 
act now: savejejuisland.org

Just as no human being is an 
island, Jeju belongs to us all.

With hope,
Global Campaign to 

Save Jeju Island 
Advisory Board 

Solidarity call

Sydney

Defend your rights and protect our services
Rally and March Thursday 8th September

Assemble at the Domain Sydney at 11.30am
Barry O’Farrell told us to trust him. But since his electi on he has taken away the rights of NSW 
Public Sector workers. He is now threatening to sack thousands of public sector workers across 

NSW. This will put pressure on our vital public services. We need to tell the O’Farrell Government 
that this is not good enough. NSW deserves Bett er. Make your voice heard and att end the rally!

Gerry Georgatos

The Commonwealth Heads of 
Government Meeting (CHOGM) 
in Perth during the last week of 
October will welcome various 
brutal human rights abusers. 

The Commonwealth of 
Australia is degenerating into its 
own ugly cascade of human rights 
violations and outright abuses. 
For instance the incarceration of 
100 of the world’s most impover-
ished children in Australian adult 
prisons, the clandestine manda-
tory detention network which has 
taken six lives, fi ve by suicide, in 
the last 11 months, with more to 
occur post-release as the induced 
traumas tragically play out. Also 
Australia’s separation and neglect 
of Aboriginal peoples.

Australia cannot criticise others 
when it haunts the Australian land-
scape with a myriad of ugly human 
rights abuses, and when it consigns 
itself to open discrimination and 
racism.

Prime Minister Julia Gillard 
will be in the company of Sri 
Lanka’s President Mahinda 
Rajapaksa.

Gambia’s Yahya Jammeh is 
another low profi le dictator with 
high profi le abuses - the abduction 
of citizens and the torture of politi-
cal prisoners are the culmination of 
a country where freedom of speech 
is denied, and violence and lawless-
ness rebuke community prospects.

Cameroon’s President Paul 
Biya, from 1982 onwards, is sup-
ported by his security forces who 
when they deem it necessary 

arbitrarily kill, literally, political 
dissent. Corruption is rife.

Prime Minister Julia Gillard, 
who hung on by a whisker to gain 
the Prime Ministership, will be 
entertaining dictators long accused 
of electoral frauds, of recurring rig-
ging of elections such as Paul Biya 
and such as Kenya’s Mwai Kibaki. 
Unlawful killings, detention and 
judicial corruption are a concern 
about Kenya.

CHOGM Australia is symbol-
ised by the disgraceful treatment of 
our homeless - shoved from the city 
squats and traps where they sleep 
in the darkest of nights, coldest 
of winters, sharpest of winds and 
chilliest of rains.

Human Rights Alliance 

CHOGM welcome mat to 
brutal human rights abusers

The Communist Party of Australia 
in South Australia expresses its 
great sadness at the news of the 
passing of Elliott Johnston. 

Elliott’s was a towering fi gure in 
the history of the Communist move-
ment in SA and a pillar of strength for 
the oppressed and marginalised. His 
career in his beloved legal profession 
is legend – a judge on the SA Supreme 

Court Bench, controversial appoint-
ment as Queen’s Counsel, head  of the 
Royal Commission into Aboriginal 
Deaths in Custody. Elliott’s loyalty to 
the Communist cause was unswerv-
ing and his support of worthy causes 
widely known. He was regularly 
called upon to speak at events where 
a respected and authoritative voice 
was needed. His burning desire as he 

approached the end of his well-lived 
life was that the forces striving for a 
brighter future, for socialism, should 
unite. Let’s carry on in that spirit of 
unity in action in honour of Elliott 
Johnston.

Vale Comrade
A more comprehensive tribute 
will appear in The Guardian next 
week. 

Obituary

Elliott Johnston
February 26, 1918–August 25, 2011
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Peter Mac

Across Eastern Australia disputes 
are erupting between coal mining 
corporations and farmers over 
extraction of coal seam gas (CSG). 
Under current legislation farmers 
only own their topsoil. Licensed 
mining companies are entitled to 
enter farms to carry out drilling 
or other operations.

Farmers may take legal action, 
but if they lose the case their only 
safeguards are the minor restrictions 
imposed in some states. CSG min-
ing is banned within 200 metres of 
a house or 50 metres of a garden in 
NSW. The government of Queensland 
(which now has $46 billion in CSG 
investments) has imposed a ban on 
mining within two kilometres of 
towns, and other states have limita-
tions, but none of them pose a real 
obstacle to the mining juggernauts.

CSG extraction is also proposed 
for cities. One company wants to 
operate in the former brickfi elds site 
at St Peters, an inner Sydney suburb.

People have good reasons to be 
concerned about the extraction of 
coal seam gas (also known as coal 
bed methane). Extraction involves 
a hydraulic fracturing or “fracking” 
process. This requires pressure injec-
tion of fl uids containing many toxic 
elements, including benzene, toluene 
and xylene, which can cause severe 
burns and rashes.

Corporation representatives have 
admitted that fracking fl uids penetrate 
aquifers, but they claim that pressure 
injection occurs at great depths, so 
water extracted for drinking and 
agriculture from aquifers at higher 
levels is unaffected.

However, many cases of ruined 
water supplies in Australia, Canada 
and the United States have disproved 
this. In some towns near CSG min-
ing sites piped water can even be 
set alight because of the presence 
of methane and fracking chemicals.

Each fracking operation consumes 

huge quantities of water, nearly 20 
million litres according to one report. 
Methane, which is about 23 times 
more damaging as a greenhouse 
gas than carbon dioxide, frequently 
escapes from gas wells, destroying 
nearby vegetation. The US environ-
mental Protection Agency is studying 
risks associated with fracking, includ-
ing the triggering of earthquakes.

The energy race
The reason for the rush to extract 

CS gas lies in energy generation. Most 
of Australia’s electricity comes from 
coal-fi red power stations, which pro-
duce almost fi fty percent of Australia’s 
emissions of carbon dioxide, the main 
contributor to climate change.

Environmental groups, left and 
progressive parties and a growing 
section of capital want Australia’s 
energy to be derived from renewable 
sources, not fossil fuels.

Large-scale renewable power is 
currently more expensive compared 
to coal-fired power, because of 
differences in economies of scale, 
technological development and estab-
lishment costs.

But that’s changing. Near Alice 
Springs a private company is using 
standard solar technology to produce 
power at almost the same cost as coal-
fi red plants. Large scale base load 
solar power plants already operate 
in Europe and the US.

Coal-fi red power production costs 
should also begin to rise because of 
the slight impact of the federal carbon 
tax, whereas the cost of renewable 
energy should fall because of techno-
logical development, with assistance 
from government funding as part of 
the carbon tax arrangements.

When the cost of energy from 
renewable sources reaches parity with 
that of coal, capital investment in 
domestic power generation will begin 
to desert the coal industry. There are 
no friends in business.

Many of Australia’s coal-fi red 
power plants will require replacement 

within twenty years. CS gas occurs 
in many coal deposits, so the mining 
corporations are promoting the use 
of gas, which they claim emits only 
half the carbon dioxide produced by 
coal-fi red plants, as an alternative to 
coal for power production.

There is not suffi cient natural gas 
in major conventional gas deposits 
such as South Australia’s Moonbah 
fi eld to act as a substitute for coal – 
hence the rush by corporations to lay 
their hands on the smaller coal seam 
gas deposits. Other non-conventional 
gas extraction includes shale gas and 
“tight” gas mining. The corporations 
are even backing coal seam gas at 
the expense of coal itself, because 
the extraction of coal is usually not 
feasible after fracking has collapsed 
the seams.

Claims about low emissions from 
gas-fi red power plants have been chal-
lenged by the Greens. They maintain 
that if the escape of gas during extrac-
tion is taken into account there is 
very little difference during the total 
industrial cycle between emissions 
from gas-fi red and coal-fi red plants.

Moreover, the corporations are 
sidestepping the major issue, i.e. if the 
combustion of coal produces harmful 
emissions, why not replace it with 
an energy source that produces no 

emissions at all, rather than one that 
produces less?

Seismic shifts
Farmers are now vigorously 

opposing the fossil fuel industry, 
because of the threat posed to their 
livelihoods, health and environment 
by coal mining (particularly open cut) 
and coal seam gas extraction.

This trend, combined with the 
growing political strength of the 
renewable energy industries, consti-
tutes a major headache for the Liberal 
Party. It has benefi ted from the sup-
port of more conservative rural voters, 
but it’s also beholden to the mining 
industry as the dominant sector of 
capital within Australia.

Opposition leader Tony Abbott 
recently declared that farmers should 
be entitled to bar the entry of mining 
personnel if they wanted to, but the 
next day he made a sullen retreat. 
NSW Liberal Premier Barry O’Farrell 

said all wind farms should be banned, 
but hastily added that this was not 
necessarily his party’s opinion.

In contrast, National Senator 
Barnaby Joyce says prime agricultural 
land must be protected, and there has 
even been a hint from the Nationals 
of a possible future alliance with the 
Greens. The disproportionately high 
voting power of rural electorates has 
historically favoured the parties of 
town and country capital, but a swing 
to left and progressive forces would 
reverse the conservatives’ advantage.

At stake is Australia’s contribu-
tion to the global struggle over climate 
change, as well as our potential to 
feed ourselves and the world. The 
land grab by CSG mining corpora-
tions threatens to ruin vast areas of 
agricultural land, all for the profi ts of 
an industry that may well be largely 
superseded in twenty years.

It is a dangerous but exciting time 
in Australian politics. 

Australia

Behind the 
coal seam 
gas battle

Pete’s Corner

Perth
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Bob Briton

BlueScope Steel announced last 
week that it was stopping steel 
exports forthwith. The company 
insists the high exchange rate of 
the Australian dollar has made it 
unprofi table to produce steel for 
the overseas market. Company 
chief Paul O’Malley said 800 jobs 
would be axed at Port Kembla, 200 
at Western Port in Victoria and 
another 400 from local contractors 
employed by the metal giant. The 
announcement followed another 
recent bombshell that local rival 
OneSteel was also stripping 400 
jobs from its workforce.

Bluescope is closing its No 6 
blast furnace at Port Kembla – not 
mothballing it, shutting it down 
for good. This symbolises a major 
restructuring of this sector of 
Australian manufacturing industry. 
Corporate heads have decided that 
the future of steel manufacture lies 
elsewhere, mostly in Asia, and that 
Australian manufacturing is not 
worthy of their continued commit-
ment or investment. Of course, as 
on every such occasion, BlueScope 
Steel’s public statements drip with 
concern and undertakings to their 
soon-to-be ex-employees. They will 
be joining the dole queues in a city 
with an officially acknowledged 
unemployment rate of 7 percent and 
youth unemployment of 19 percent.

The federal government is rush-
ing to the “rescue”. Minister for 
Innovation Kim Carr has announced 
a $30 million fund to create “new 
sustainable jobs and diversify the 
economy”. The region could be 
another centre of excellence for tour-
ism, education or even hi-tech indus-
tries. It is the offi cial incantation at 
every wake for the increasing number 
of manufacturing industries being 
shut down. The Rann Government 
in South Australia said similar things 

when Mitsubishi closed its Adelaide 
car factory. Three years on, most of 
the 930 workers thrown out of work 
have still not found new permanent 
jobs. The knock-on effect for locally 
based component suppliers has been 
devastating.

The Steel Transformation Plan – 
originally designed to bolster “trade 
exposed” steel manufacturers’ profi ts 
as the carbon tax was introduced 
– has been brought forward. The 
Commonwealth will provide $100 
million out of its $300 million fund 
to help relocate and re-train workers. 
Nobody on the bosses’ or government 
side is talking about saving these 
manufacturing jobs.

The future of ex-Prime Minister 
Kevin Rudd’s vision – Australia as 
a country where its people “make 
things” – looks bleak. It does not 
look bright for retailing, tourism or 
even the education sector, either. The 
distortions created by the economy’s 
dependence on mineral resource 
exports are biting hard.

Resistance is brewing. Unions 
are calling for change; a reversal 
of the overall policy direction pur-
sued with fanaticism by successive 
governments since the early days 
of neo-liberalism in the 1980s. The 
Australian Manufacturing Workers’ 
Union has a campaign underway to 
“Make It Here or Jobs Disappear”. 
Australian Workers’ Union national 
secretary Paul Howes has also called 
on Australian governments to com-
pel resource companies to use local 
products, including steel.

Chevron’s huge Gorgon gas 
project required 260,000 tonnes of 
steel but most of it came from over-
seas – local tenderers were “uncom-
petitive”. Neither Federal Treasurer 
Wayne Swan nor Resources Minister 
Martin Ferguson is interested in trim-
ming the gargantuan mining sector 
profi ts by obliging transnationals 
to buy locally produced steel. Their 

commitment to the core beliefs of 
neo-liberalism and globalisation is 
unshaken.

Industry media reps are exploit-
ing the wave of job losses to put 
in a log of claims: more taxpayer 
funded training, infrastructure, grants 
for innovation and, of course, more 
“fl exible” industrial relations arrange-
ments. Australian governments and 
the corporations are going to stay 
aboard the neo-liberal ride to the very 
end – that end being the destruction 
of Australian manufacturing.

Over the decades, the architects 
of global capitalism have called on 
Australian governments to give up 
control of the levers of the economy 
to transnational-dominated markets. 
They have dutifully complied. The 
dollar was fl oated in December 1983 
and since then its exchange rate has 
been determined by the whims and 
scheming of speculators (notice that 
the government of China has stead-
fastly refused to step into that noose). 

Tariff barriers were progressively 
lowered with predictable results. 
Policy favouring local production 
over imports was made “illegal”.

Repairing the damage caused 
by these policies will not be a mat-
ter of tinkering. It will require a 
major change of policy direction. 
The resource sector will have to be 

brought under public ownership and 
control for a start. Planning of the 
economy will have to be wrenched 
out of the hands of the representa-
tives of profi t-hungry corporations 
and taken over by a government of 
a radically different type – a govern-
ment acting in the interests of the 
people. 

BlueScope/OneSteel – 
neo-liberalism’s twisted logic

Public housing 
under attack

Members of the Aboriginal community in Bankstown joined over 100 people at a lunch time protest outside 
the offi ce of Tanya Plibersek, Minister for Social Inclusion, on Friday, 26 August. The protest was held on 
the anniversary of the famous 1966 Gurindji walk off from Wave Hill cattle station in the Northern Territory. 
Protesters demanded an end to the intervention in the NT and insisted that the Federal Government’s plan to 
extend income management to the Bankstown community and three other communities should not proceed.

Michele Fraser

Sydney’s Millers Point is back 
in the news with Housing NSW’s 
announcement that the sale of 99 
year leases has raised $34 million, 
to be invested in new social housing 
units, and that they intend to sell 
another 20 leases. Adding to their 
delight is the prospect of being 
saved the cost of maintaining the 
properties they have, or will, get 
rid of.

The NSW government appears 
to be intent of selling off the choic-
est bits of inner city real estate 
under the guise of raising funds for 
new housing.

As well as the sale of leases 
at Millers Point, tenants are 
being pushed out and their homes 
destroyed in Glebe and Redfern/
Waterloo. These were solid double 
brick fl ats built in the 1950s and 
1960s that needed little in the way 
of maintenance and repair. Not that 
housing does much in the way of 
maintaining and repairing these 
days.

But are additional homes being 
built for those on public housing 
waiting lists? The answer appears 
to be no.

The most recent annual report 
of the Department of “De-Housing” 
shows the number of public hous-
ing tenancies was 120,382 in 
2006/07. In 2009/10 it was 114,469.

The total number of tenancies, 
including community housing and 
Aboriginal housing was 139,194 in 
2006/07. In 2009/10 it was 137,206.

The number of public tenants 
has been further depleted because 
the homes that are being demol-
ished, have, on average, been larger 

homes than the ones being rebuilt. 
Almost all the new units to be built 
at the Cowper Street site in Glebe, 
for example, are one bedroom. 
There will be a loss of over 100 
bedrooms compared to what was 
there before. So not only are there 
fewer dwellings, they will house 
fewer tenants.

The new fl ats at Cowper Street 
are to be built on a much smaller 
piece of land, as the bulk of the 
site is to be sold off for private 
development. Not only will the fl ats 
be smaller but they will lack the 
amenity of the older units. The new 
fl ats will be high rise, high density, 
and will lack solar access, gardens 
and trees, and parking that graced 
the older fl ats. This pattern is being 
repeated in Redfern/Waterloo, 
where a loss of 700 public housing 
tenancies is anticipated.

There have always been hous-
ing shortages in Sydney, and a 
tension between providing decent 
housing to those in need and pro-
viding shoebox housing to whoever 
can afford to buy or rent it, but this 
is the fi rst time as far as I am aware 
that a government has implemented 
a widespread program to demolish 
decently planned and built housing 
and replace it with high rise slums.

The government’s program 
dovetails with the City of Sydney 
Council’s “2030 Vision”, which 
aims to reduce the number of public 
tenancies  within the city council’s 
boundaries from 10.4 percent in 
2006 to 7.5 percent.

This is social cleansing by 
stealth. In a city where the numbers 
of homeless seem to grow daily, 
why is it happening? 

Port Kembla.

Photo: Denis Doherty
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Rise of the Planet of the Apes, 
directed by Rupert Wyatt, is by far 
one of the most entertaining fi lms 
released this summer. The movie 
highlights a host of social issues, 
including how a profit driven 
corporation, which uses scientifi c 
research and testing chimpanzees 
for fi nancial gain, actually goes 
terribly wrong.

In the movie, actor James 
Franco plays Will Rodman, a genetic 
researcher whose aim is to fi nd a 
cure for Alzheimer’s and help his 
father Charles (John Lithgow), who 
is affl icted with the disease.

Rodman begins to make headway 
on his formula by testing it on chim-
panzees in a concealed laboratory. 
Through scientifi c tests, the apes 
seem to be reacting to the formula 
positively and even display hyper-
intelligence and cognitive growth.

As Rodman is presenting the 
progress of the potential Alzheimer’s 
cure to a board meeting, one of the 
apes breaks free and begins attacking 
everyone and everything in sight. 
The ape is fi nally put down. Later, 
it’s revealed that the female ape was 
only trying to protect the baby she 
secretly gave birth to while detained.

However, the research is imme-
diately shut down and all of the 
apes used in the tests are put down, 
except the unnoticed baby chimpan-
zee, which Rodman takes home and 
names Caesar. Caesar carries the gene 
treatment passed on from his mother 
and soon enough displays rapid brain 
development.

For several years, Rodman and 
Caesar live happily together along 
with Rodman’s father. But Rodman 
is determined to continue his research 

after seeing how bad Alzheimer’s is 
taking a toll. He decides to test the 
formula on his father. The results are 
positive and Rodman’s father seems 
to be cured. But years later the experi-
ment backfi res and the condition of 
his father deteriorates.

After an altercation Rodman’s 
father has with an obnoxious neigh-
bour, Caesar is ordered into a primate 
shelter with other apes, of which he 
has never had any contact with before.

Thus begins the interaction 
between Caesar and his new ape-
mates, and at fi rst the apes do not 
accept the newcomer. The apes of all 
kinds are mistreated by their keepers, 
especially one guard who at one point 
hoses Caesar down with a high pres-
sured water hose in his cell.

As time passes Rodman tries eve-
rything he can to bring Caesar back 
home, but the highly intelligent ape 
feels abandoned and alone.

Caesar manages to steal a pock-
etknife from one of the guards and 
resents how he and the other apes are 
being treated. He frees himself from 
his cage and befriends a silverback 
gorilla. The two become the supreme 
leaders of the bunch.

Soon, Caesar evolves into more 
than your average chimp: he becomes 
the main organiser, agitator and revolt 
leader.

Caesar outsmarts his capturers 
and eventually frees himself from 
the shelter and manages to steal 
some of Rodman’s formula at his 
former caretaker’s home. He uses 
the gas-like formula to infect his new 
primate friends back at the shelter and 
heightens their intelligence.

Through planning and plotting the 
apes break free and incite a primate 

revolution as the band of apes take to 
the streets causing chaos and havoc.

Actor Andy Serkis under the wiz-
ardry technology of digital creation 
plays the computer animated Caesar. 
Serkis nails the performance.

Sources say Director Rupert 
Wyatt based Caesar’s character 
on the international revolutionary 
Argentinean guerrilla leader Ernesto 
Che Guevara, who helped lead Cuba’s 
1959 socialist revolution.

Viewers will sympathise with 
Caesar who becomes the fi lm’s hero 
along with his comrades, the silver-
back gorilla, an orangutan and dozens 
of other primates who fi ght for their 
freedom.

This fi lm speaks about everything 
that’s wrong when animals or even 
humans are mistreated and abused for 
capital gain at the expense of science 
over nature.

The connection between Rodman, 
his father and Caesar in the movie is 
touching.

But the powerful relationships 
that develop between Caesar and 
his fellow primates is deeply mov-
ing as they heroically fi ght for their 
independence.

The societal parallels explored 
throughout this fi lm are striking. 
Although the movie is considered a 
prequel to the original 1968 Planet of 
the Apes, this version of all the fi lms 
is exceptional and worth seeing on 
the big screen. Several questions are 
answered about how the apes came 
to conquer earth. Viewers also learn 
how millions of humans die due to 
Rodman’s formula, which fatally 
infects one of the scientists during the 
testing and the contagion continues 
to spread from one body to the next.

Rise of the Apes also makes you 
think twice about how real-life scien-
tists use apes and other animals for 
lab experiments. More importantly, 
the fi lm is pure entertainment with 
great action scenes, dramatic suspense 
and visually stunning special effects.

The film makes you wonder 
how far humans have come. But it 
also asks how far we have to go. For 
example, humans and really all of the 
world’s natural habitats continue to 
live with the deadly effects of global 
warming on the rise, not to mention 
man-made social ills like mass pov-
erty, war and oppression. Maybe we 
could use a Caesar-like revolutionary 
to help us fi ght and change the world 
for the better. Go see this movie!
People’s World 

How to defi ne the violation of sovereignty? The bombing of a 
nation by an imperialist war-making machine, NATO? Apparently 
not. A bounty placed on a head of state as reward for his assas-
sination? Again, no. How about the invasion of a country by 
foreign forces to help a murderous rabble overthrow a gov-
ernment? It emerged last Friday that members of the British 
special forces, the SAS, have been in Libya for at least sev-
eral weeks (in fact from the beginning of the fi ghting there) 
coordinating the NATO-backed rabble’s entrance into Tripoli. 
NATO has ordered all available surveillance aircraft, includ-
ing British spy planes, to focus on fi nding President Gaddafi . 
Meanwhile, the vigilante rabble has burnt civilian and military 
planes claiming they are preventing Gaddafi  leaving the coun-
try, even though Gaddafi  has stated he intends going nowhere.
And if anyone is still wondering why the major western pow-
ers are bombing and invading Libya this one paragraph from 
an article in The New York Times might be a pointer: “The 
resumption of Libya (oil) production would help drive down oil 
prices in Europe and, indirectly, petrol prices in the United States.”

The idiocy of the slanging match between Liberal and 
Labor over the carbon tax was highlighted last week when 
the superannuation fund Industry Funds Management 
announced a $2 million ad campaign highlighting invest-
ments in clean energy. Let’s get on with saving the planet.

Remember Kevin Rudd’s emotional apology to the Stolen 
Generations of Aboriginal people? Those who suspect-
ed they were empty words will not be surprised to hear that a 
report just out shows, among other things, that Indigenous 
imprisonment and chronic diseases have worsened since 
Rudd’s 2009 speech. Overcoming Indigenous Disadvantage 
shows only 13 of 45 indicators monitored by the government. 
Indigenous imprisonment soared 35 percent in the decade 
to 2010. The rate for women jumped 59 percent. Indigenous 
households earn $300 less than other Australian households.

Every service, no matter how important or fundamental, has to 
be outsourced or privatised according the neo-liberal mantra. 
For example, in Victoria Community Services has stripped Orana 
Uniting Care of its contracts after earlier this year it left a child 
by Coburg Lake. The company runs three residential units for 
children in out-of-home care which were shut down in July after 
the boy was left alone in a park. Worse, the Community Services 
Minister said there was “a very real chance” that other child wel-
fare agencies would lose their funding. What a disgraceful mess.

In a repudiation of the federal government’s veto on David 
Hicks receiving any royalties from his book Guantanamo: My 
Journey, it is one of fi ve shortlisted for Queensland’s Premier’s 
Literary Award. It puts him in the running for the $15,000 
prize. Though the Attorney-General Robert McClelland stat-
ed that the prize money would be covered by the Proceeds 
of Crime Act, the fact that it is one of fi ve books short-
listed is a blow against the continued persecution of Hicks.

Rise of the 
Planet of the Apes

Film review by Pepe Lozano

Guatemalan 
Solidarity Tour
Melbourne Sunday August 28
URNG/Maiz is facing its greatest 
challenge in the upcoming general 
elections on September 11 2011.

URNG Representative Ovidio 
Orellana concluded his national tour 
with a well attended function in 
Melbourne at the Trades Hall. Over 
$500 was raised for the URNG.

Please send letters yourself 
and get the organizations you are 
associated with to send letters to 
the Guatemalan Government and to 
the Acting Foreign Affairs Minister 
Graig Emerson. For sample let-
ters and more information go to: 
www.cpa.org.au/campaigns 
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In 1940, after the capture and execution of 
Yang Jingyu, Kim Il Sung had a price of 
200,000 Yen on his head: he was the most 
wanted guerrilla in Manchuria, and was 
hounded, ultimately, into Soviet territory 
where he found succour and inspiration. 
Soon he was in the “Eighty-Eighth Special 
Independent Sniper Brigade” of the Red 
Army, carrying out harassment actions 
against Japanese units venturing near or 
over the Soviet border. When the Red Army 
ultimately came to smash the Japanese and 
liberate Korea, however, Kim’s unit was 
left in reserve.

As the Russian candidate for Korean 
leadership, Kim too, was “parachuted in” 
over more senior members of the Korean 
Communist Party. He was certainly not charis-
matic, and even had diffi culty with the Korean 
language, having been schooled in Chinese 
and militarily trained in Russian: his opening 
speech at a Pyongyang rally was faltering and 
lacked inspiration because he was reading it. 
This, according to Halberstam, placed Kim 
in a puppet role for the leadership of Korea: 
he was not up to the job and was merely a 
Soviet pawn.

But there are several reasons why, in the 
period between 1945 and 1950, Kim Il Sung 
emerged as a more popular and credible leader 
than Syngman Rhee. Firstly, Halberstam seeks 
to portray Kim as a total unknown, brushed 
up and presented as a brand new intruder into 
Korean politics by Soviet manipulators. This is 
simply not true. Kim’s exploits as a guerrilla 
fi ghter were already widely known throughout 
Korea, and he was the only real candidate who 
had had any success whatsoever in confronting 
the Japanese – all others could rightly hang their 
heads on this score.

Second, Kim Il Sung was a younger man 
and represented the future, whereas Syngman 
Rhee was aging and most of the other locals 
were tainted with the darkness and timidity 
of the past.

Finally, and this is the most important point, 
Kim’s policies in the North struck a chord with 
most anti-colonial Koreans. Kim acted against 
the Japanese and collaborationist ruling classes, 
and set up a genuinely independent Korean 
administration, whereas Syngman Rhee, thanks 
to US overseers and his own politics, was 
obliged to rely on Japanese and collaborationist 
ruling class support (many of whose names are 
still extant today in the upper echelons of South 
Korean society), which in turn meant repression 
of the poorer classes.

If the much vaunted UN-supervised elec-
tion had taken place in 1947, it is more than 
likely that Kim Il Sung would have won. But 
the Soviets opposed it because at that time the 
UN was a vehicle of US policy, and to accede 
to “UN supervised elections” in North Korea 
would be tantamount to allowing UN supervised 
elections anywhere. To the Soviets, Korean 
unifi cation was a matter for the two occupying 
powers and the Korean people, not a matter for 
further interference from another party.

War: 1950
It is generally conceded today that North 

Korean forces, provoked or otherwise, crossed 
the 38th parallel in an organised attack on June 
25, 1950. But the wealth of new evidence also 
fl attens the notion of a world-wide Stalinist 
plot to confront the West. In fact, Kim Il Sung 
was not, as Halburstam suggests, a mere pawn 

of Stalin’s policy, the reverse was closer to 
the truth.

Both Korean leaders, Kim Il Sung and 
Syngman Rhee, sought the nationalist kudos of 
unifying their country, and both were exceed-
ingly confi dent of their military’s capacity to 
win, but Kim was the more successful organiser. 
He had been pestering both Mao and Stalin 
for support for a quick, decisive, civil war. His 
troops were ready and able, many of them battle-
hardened from fi ghting the Japanese and the 
Guomindang in the Chinese revolution: all they 
needed was equipment and diplomatic backing.

The People’s Republic of China had just 
completed their revolution in 1949, and the 
Chinese Party was focused on building social-
ism there: they did not want any distractions, 
nor any excuses for US forces to be back on 
the Asian mainland. The Soviets were preoc-
cupied with Europe, and Stalin was anxiously 
trying not to offend the Western allies, although 
since the successful communist revolution in 
Czechoslovakia in 1948/49, this was becoming 
a futile attempt.

Finally Stalin relented, saying that Kim 
needed the assent of Mao fi rst. When both had 
reluctantly agreed, Kim sought military aid, 
primarily in the form of T-34 and Joseph Stalin 
tanks as well as some air support in the form 
of propeller–driven planes and some new jet-
powered MIGs. All of this was on the proviso 
that the war would be brief, did not involve 
“foreign” (ie Chinese or Soviet) troops, and 
thus did not allow any massive deployment of 
US power on the Asian mainland.

Early success 
At fi rst, the North Korean People’s Army 

(the “In Min Gun” as it was known) achieved 
stunning success. It swept aside Republic of 
Korea (ROK) forces as if they weren’t there. 
In many cases, they weren’t, having dissolved 
in the face of a determined and well-drilled 
army. The sight of tanks usually created panic, 
for the South Koreans had no weaponry to stop 
them, being told by their US advisers that Korea 
(being mountainous), was not “tank country”. 
In two days, the capital Seoul was taken and a 
headlong trail of refugees was heading South.

In the face of total meltdown Syngman 
Rhee panicked. Halburstam does not mention 
the “Bodo League Massacre”, but he should 
have, because US forces (as well as British 
and Australian observers) witnessed it and 
photographed it, and in some cases endorsed it.

The “Bodo League” was a “re-education” 
facility set up by the South Korean state to 
imprison and “turn around” communists and 
their sympathisers. There were also lists of 
known sympathisers drawn up by the secret 
police. These people were rounded up and 
executed on June 27 and 28 at Daejeon and other 
places in classic Nazi fashion: mass graves were 
dug, victims lined up, shot in the head, and then 
hurriedly buried to prevent their liberation by 
rapidly advancing In Min Gun forces.

The South Korean police were prepared 
to concede 10,000 people died in this way, 
but a “Truth and Reconciliation Commission” 
(2005-?) led by Professor Kim Dong-Choon 
put the fi gure at 100,000, although several 
South Korean civilian organisations claim some 
1,200,000 victims. For decades, the blame for 
this massacre was placed on the Communists 
but for Halberstam the event did not occur since, 
plainly, he agreed with Macarthur’s assessment 
of it as an “… internal South Korean matter”.

Meanwhile, American units hastily sent 
across from Japan failed dismally to stop the 
North Korean advance. Bazooka and light 
artillery shells simply bounced off the Korean 
Peoples’ Army (KPA) tanks and the poorly 
prepared US troops promptly turned and fl ed. 
Their poor preparation was largely the result of 
“A-Bomb” thinking on the part of US strategists. 
This strategy had failed to take into account the 
possibility of destroying the very people the US 
military was meant to save (including their own 
troops!) – suddenly orthodox warfare was back 
on the agenda.

UN intervention
The war for the unifi cation of Korea could 

have been over by Christmas 1950 if the In Min 
Gun had been successful in taking the port of 
Pusan quickly. Pusan was a port city on the 
southern tip of South Korea and by August all 
American and ROK troops were bottled up in 
a perimeter around it. By now the Americans 
were pouring troops and materiel into this 
foothold to stave off North Korean success, 
and they were seeking to involve the world 
in the confl ict.

From the outset, the Soviet Union and 
China had regarded the war as a civil war and 
had wanted to confi ne it to the Koreans them-
selves. But since 1948 the US had sought to 
bring the United Nations into the ambit of US 
global policy, specifi cally, the “containment” 
of Communism. To the US, the crossing of the 
38th Parallel by KPA troops was an “invasion” 
and the “aggressor” had to be stopped.

When the Korean War broke out, the Soviet 
Union had vacated its place on the Security 
Council in protest at the UN’s failure to rec-
ognise “Communist” China as the country’s 
legitimate government – thus they failed to 
veto the US call for a combined UN military 
commitment. Consequently, British, French, 
Australian and a hotch-potch of contributions 
from 16 other nations supplemented the US com-
mand of Douglas MacArthur, based in Tokyo.

Kim Il Sung had miscalculated. The US, 
despite its contemptuous disregard of the penin-
sular and its focus on Japanese reconstruction, 
was in fact prepared to fi ght for a capitalist 
Korea. The KPA’s rapid success in advancing 
southward had stretched Kim’s own lines of 
supply, and US jets had established command 
of the air. The attack on the Pusan perimeter had 
to succeed before overpowering reinforcements 
and technology arrived – it did not. The In Min 
Gun was still battling to cross the Naktong 
River when MacArthur’s infamous amphibious 
landing took place on September 15. They now 
faced being cut off.

Inchon and MacArthur
Inchon is a peninsular on the west coast of 

Korea with road and rail access to Seoul, as well 
as an airport nearby. Commander in Chief, WW2 
hero Douglas MacArthur was hailed as a military 
genius for choosing the spot so far behind KPA 
lines. In fact, it was a fairly obvious amphibi-
ous landing site, and Kim was warned of the 
danger by the Chinese well before it occurred. 
If he had reinforced his troop strength around 
Seoul MacArthur’s “brilliant stroke” could have 
been stopped in its tracks, but of course he did 
not, at least not suffi ciently.

As soon as American marines had secured a 
foothold at Inchon and supplies and reinforce-
ments began pouring in, the whole picture of 
the confl ict on the peninsular changed. If UN 

forces secured a line across the middle of the 
peninsular, KPA troops could not be saved by 
sea or air ... both dominated by US power. 
Hastily retreating In Min Gun soldiers, forced 
to move from the Pusan perimeter in the south 
in daytime, were strafed and napalmed merci-
lessly – there was no opportunity for surrender.

Kim rushed 40,000 troops to Seoul, and 
MacArthur demanded that the city be taken. In 
effect, the vast bulk of the KPA could have been 
trapped if the Americans had simply by-passed 
Seoul and sealed off the line of retreat of the 
fl eeing northern troops, but MacArthur wanted 
the glory of a retaken capital: it was razed to 
the ground in the process, underlining the vast 
superiority of US fi repower. Meanwhile, the 
core of the KPA scrambled north, but they were 
in headlong retreat.

Another “invasion”?
The American-led UN forces now faced 

a dilemma: having driven KPA troops from 
South Korea and stopped its “invasion” by other 
Koreans, should they now pursue the In Min 
Gun across the 38th Parallel themselves and 
commit the same crime, namely, “invasion of 
a sovereign state”?

There was no serious argument. The 
Communists were going to pay. First, ROK 
and US troops surged across the 38th Parallel, 
then UN troops. There was a headlong rush to 
take Pyongyang, and thence the whole Korean 
peninsular up to the Yalu River (the border with 
China) and feasibly, beyond, if MacArthur was 
to have his way.

This, to the liberal Halberstam, was 
the greatest mistake of the Korean war. 
MacArthur’s hubris from the “genius” of 
the Inchon landing and his WW2 reputation 
blinded him to the possibility of Chinese entry 
into the war. They would not dare challenge 
the full might of US power and if they did, 
the US would be able to win back the China 
they “lost” in 1949. Many of his own staff and 
intelligence reports warned MacArthur of pos-
sible Chinese retaliation, but he ignored them: 
US and ROK units were encouraged further 
northward with the confi dent refrain that it 
would all be “over by Xmas”.

The Korean War: 1950 - 1953
The Coldest Winter, America and the Ko
by David Halberstam

(Part 2) Into Soviet territory

Chairman Mao.

Book Review by Bob Treasure
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The Chinese position

According to Halburstam Mao and the 
Chinese Politburo were not impressed by Kim 
Il Sung, nor his management of the war. Most 
of the old veterans of the Long March, the war 
against Japan, and the costly revolutionary 
struggle from 1945 to ’49, were weary of war 
and desperate for the socialist achievements 
that could be gained from prolonged peace. To 
many, Kim was an upstart whose impetuosity 
had got the DPRK into its current fi x, and he 
would have to fi ght his way out of it, by guer-
rilla methods if necessary.

Even before the fall of Pyongyang on 
October 14, however, Mao had become con-
vinced that entry on behalf of their small and 
reeling Communist ally was a necessity. From 
the outset, the Peoples’ Republic of China (PRC) 
had warned that a hostile army on its border 
would not be tolerated. And the US had made 
its hostility clear. From persistent right-wing 
calls to retake “lost China” in Washington, 
to the intervention of the US fl eet to protect 
Chiang’s remnants in Taiwan, to threats of 
nuclear obliteration – already practice fl ights 
of nuclear-delivery bombers beyond the Yalu 
River had been carried out by the USAF – all 
meant that the PRC was under no illusions on 
that score.

It was clear the Soviets would not commit 
troops to the fi ghting: they had even restricted 
the use of the new MIG Fighter jets to defensive 
operations north of the Yalu River. If China 
was to assert its own profi le in the world and 
demonstrate its new-found independence under 
socialist leadership, it must take on the might 
of US imperialism itself, and have a decisive 
impact.

Mao gradually won over the Politburo, 
and Peng Dehuai, a peasant general from the 
Long March and close associate of Mao, was 
appointed Commander of the several hundred 
thousand-strong “Peoples’ Volunteer Army” 
(PVA), which secretly crossed the Yalu into 
the mountains of northern Korea on October 
19, 1950.
This is the second of a three part review
Next week: The tide turns, again. 

Magazine

orean War 

Bill Myer

Last year, Michael Moore and the people 
of Traverse City, Michigan, created a Cuba 
Film Fund to help revive a stalled project by 
young Cuban director, Ian Padron. Within 
two weeks the local people raised enough 
money to allow Padron to fi nish his fi rst 
feature fi lm. He returned this year with not 
only the fi rst Cuban-Traverse City produc-
tion, but also one of the highlights of the 
Traverse City Film Festival. Habanastation 
was a surprise hit and won the Founder’s 
Best of the Fest Award.

It’s a heart warming tale about Mayito, a 
young boy whose wealthy jazz pianist father 
(is that an oxymoron?) showers him with 
the latest PlayStation games. Accustomed 
to being driven to school with a TV in the 
car, he is the epitome of the successful stu-
dent who does everything proper and usu-
ally receives whatever he wants. When he 
gets lost during the May Day Celebration 
in Revolution Square, he fi nds himself in a 
poorer neighbourhood outside Havana, where 
a fellow schoolmate, Carlos, lives.

At fi rst uncomfortable in the strange set-
tings, he soon discovers the simple joys that 
Carlos and his friends experience without 
the latest electronic games and TV shows. 
Carlos lives with his grandmother ever since 
his mother died, and his father is serving a 
long term in prison for unfortunate reasons. 
Playing soccer in the rain, fl ying a special 
kite made for Carlos by his father and meet-
ing interesting people in the neighbourhood 
bonds Mayito with his formerly competi-
tive schoolmate as he gains valuable new 
friendships.

He meets his fi rst “girlfriend” on this 

same fateful day, and eventually gives her 
his “fi rst kiss” before being located by his 
panicked parents. It’s a rare view of everyday 
Cuban life and locations that few Americans 
ever see, and Padron lovingly dedicates the 
fi lm “to the children of the world, especially 
the children of Cuba”.

Cuban fi lms are known for addressing 
serious social issues and challenging govern-
ment policies. From Death of a Bureaucrat 
to Guantanamera, directors have poked fun 
at the failings of their experiment in building 
a different and more humane social system. 
Granted, it’s a stretch to use Cuba to portray 
the class struggle, but it seems like Padron is 
really addressing those Miami Cubans who 
visit the island and swamp their family mem-
bers with the riches of the “free world.”

Although Cuba is a relatively poor coun-
try, their own riches abound in extensive 
social benefi ts and deep cultural and political 
awareness among the masses. Habanastation 
is the rare Cuban fi lm that shows the realities 
of the highly praised Cuban educational sys-
tem and the excitement in Revolution Square 
during May Day, as they serve as a natural 
backdrop to the unfolding drama.

The fi lm has already gone on to break 
box-offi ce records in Cuba, with long lines 
forming outside theatres where people claim 
to have seen it two or three times already. 
Somewhat similar to another recent children’s 
fi lm, Viva Cuba, Habanastation could be the 
fi rst Cuban fi lm since the classic Strawberries 
and Chocolate to gain worldwide attention 
and accolades.

Director Ian is the son of the well-loved 
Cuban director Juan Padron, who made 
the popular animated classic, Vampires 
in Havana. Ian Padron infused his fi lm 

with input from members of La Colmenita 
Children’s Theatre Company, which num-
bers over 12,000 young actors across the 
island. Seasoned veterans, Luis Alberto 
Garcia (Guantanamera), who plays Mayito’s 
father, and famed Cuban actress Blanca 
Rosa Blanco (Lisanka), who accompanied 
Padron to Traverse City, both stated they all 
developed a strong empathetic relationship 
with the two young leads and the director. 
They became good friends on the set and 
it shows on the screen, with marvellous 
performances from the entire cast of mostly 
young actors.

The fi lm was screened in a high school 
auditorium that has been refi tted with 700 
new chairs, and a large screen with state of 
the art projection and sound, all a result of 
the success of this festival.

On stage together after the screening, 
Moore was visibly moved and stunned by 
the quality of the production about youth in 
Cuba, completed in such a short amount of 
time. Referring to the speed at which the fun-
draising process went forth he mused, “We 
have potholes here in Traverse City that are 
still not fi lled from a year ago, but we got a 
fi lm made in Cuba!”

When receiving the Best of the Fest 
Award, Padron said, “Last year they gave us 
the key to the city and they told us we could 
come back. And here we are again. This is 
our fi rst festival with the movie, my fi rst 
feature fi lm, thanks to the people of Traverse 
City.” And in reference to the dynamic role 
of Michael Moore in promoting cultural ties 
with Cuban fi lmmakers, he stated, “There’s 
an award that’s called The Oscar. We will call 
this ‘The Michael.’ ”
People’s World 

Cuban film 
Habanastation 
wins top film 
festival award
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Deena Stryker

An Italian radio program’s story 
about Iceland’s on-going revolution 
is a stunning example of how little 
our media tells us about the rest of 
the world. We may remember that 
at the start of the 2008 fi nancial 
crisis, Iceland literally went bank-
rupt. The reasons were mentioned 
only in passing, and since then, 
this little-known member of the 
European Union fell back into 
oblivion.

As one European country after 
another fails or risks failing, imperil-
ling the Euro, with repercussions for 
the entire world, the last thing the 
powers that be want is for Iceland 
to become an example. Here’s why:

Five years of a pure neo-liberal 
regime had made Iceland, (population 
320,000, no army), one of the richest 
countries in the world. In 2003 all the 
country’s banks were privatised and, 
in an effort to attract foreign investors, 
they offered on-line banking whose 
minimal costs allowed them to offer 
relatively high rates of return.

The accounts, called IceSave, 
attracted many English and Dutch 
small investors. But as investments 
grew, so did the banks’ foreign debt. 
In 2003 Iceland’s debt was equal to 
200 times its GNP, but in 2007, it 
was 900 percent. The 2008 world 
fi nancial crisis was the coup de grace. 
The three main Icelandic banks, 
Landbanki, Kapthing and Glitnir, 
went belly up and were nationalised, 
while the Kroner lost 85 percent of 
its value with respect to the Euro. At 
the end of the year Iceland declared 
bankruptcy.

Contrary to what could be 
expected, the crisis resulted in 
Icelanders recovering their sovereign 
rights, through a process of direct 

participatory democracy that eventu-
ally led to a new Constitution. But 
only after much pain.

Geir Haarde, the Prime Minister 
of a Social Democratic coalition gov-
ernment, negotiated a US$2,100,000 
loan, to which the Nordic countries 
added another US$2,500,000. But 
the foreign financial community 
pressured Iceland to impose drastic 
measures. The IMF and the European 
Union wanted to take over its debt, 
claiming this was the only way for 
the country to pay back Holland and 
Great Britain, who had promised to 
reimburse their citizens.

Protests and riots continued, 
eventually forcing the government 
to resign. Elections were brought 
forward to April 2009, resulting in a 
left-wing coalition which condemned 
the neo-liberal economic system, but 
immediately gave in to its demands 
that Iceland pay off a total of three 
and a half million Euros. This required 
each Icelandic citizen to pay 100 
Euros a month (or about US$130) 
for 15 years, at 5.5 percent interest, 
to pay off a debt incurred by private 
parties vis a vis other private parties.

It was the straw that broke the 
reindeer’s back.

What happened next was extraor-
dinary. The belief that citizens had 
to pay for the mistakes of a fi nancial 
monopoly, that an entire nation must 
be taxed to pay off private debts was 
shattered, transforming the relation-
ship between citizens and their politi-
cal institutions and eventually driving 
Iceland’s leaders to the side of their 
constituents. 

The Head of State, Olafur Ragnar 
Grimsson, refused to ratify the law 
that would have made Iceland’s citi-
zens responsible for its bankers’ debts, 
and accepted calls for a referendum.

Of course the international 

community only increased the pres-
sure on Iceland. Great Britain and 
Holland threatened dire reprisals 
that would isolate the country. As 
Icelanders went to vote, foreign 
bankers threatened to block any aid 
from the IMF. The British government 
threatened to freeze Icelander savings 
and chequeing accounts. As Grimsson 
said: “We were told that if we refused 
the international community’s condi-
tions, we would become the Cuba of 
the North. But if we had accepted, 
we would have become the Haiti of 
the North.”

In the March 2010 referendum, 
93 percent voted against repayment of 
the debt. The IMF immediately froze 
its loan. With the support of a furious 
citizenry, the government launched 
civil and penal investigations into 
those responsible for the fi nancial 
crisis. Interpol put out an international 
arrest warrant for the ex-president of 
Kaupthing, Sigurdur Einarsson, as the 

other bankers implicated in the crash 
fl ed the country.

But Icelanders didn’t stop there: 
they decided to draft a new constitu-
tion that would free the country from 
the exaggerated power of interna-
tional fi nance and virtual money. (The 
one in use had been written when 
Iceland gained its independence from 
Denmark, in 1918, the only difference 
with the Danish constitution being 
that the word “president” replaced 
the word “king”.)

To write the new constitution, 
the people of Iceland elected 25 
citizens from among 522 adults not 
belonging to any political party but 
recommended by at least 30 citizens. 
This document was not the work of a 
handful of politicians, but was writ-
ten on the internet. The constituent’s 
meetings are streamed on-line, and 
citizens can send their comments and 
suggestions, witnessing the document 
as it takes shape. The constitution that 

eventually emerges from this par-
ticipatory democratic process will be 
submitted to parliament for approval 
after the next elections.

Some readers will remember that 
Iceland’s 9th century agrarian collapse 
was featured in Jared Diamond’s book 
by the same name. Today, that coun-
try is recovering from its fi nancial 
collapse in ways just the opposite of 
those generally considered unavoid-
able, as confi rmed by the new head of 
the IMF, Christine Lagarde to Fareed 
Zakaria. The people of Greece have 
been told that the privatisation of their 
public sector is the only solution. And 
those of Italy, Spain and Portugal are 
facing the same threat.

They should look to Iceland. 
Refusing to bow to foreign interests, 
that small country stated loud and 
clear that the people are sovereign. 

That’s why it is not in the news 
anymore.
Dailykos 

Iceland’s on-going “revolution”

Mexico: Attacks against electrical workers
Emile Schepers

The government of Mexican 
President Felipe Calderon, of the 
right-wing National Action Party 
(PAN), has launched a new attack 
on the militant Mexican Electrical 
Workers Union (SME, Sindicato 
Mexicano de Electricistas). The 
SME is calling for worldwide 
solidarity.

The SME has managed to keep 
its independence from Mexico’s 
system where unions are often 
subordinate to the party in power. 
When the Mexican government 
signed on, after 1982, to the full 
neo-liberal program of free trade, 
privatisation and austerity, the SME 
was one of the few unions that con-
sistently protested. In particular, the 
SME was a bulwark in opposition 
to what its leaders suspect is a plan 
of privatisation by stealth of electri-
cal services.

In 2009, the government 
refused to recognise the results of 
the SME’s internal elections. This 
right to toma de nota (literally “tak-
ing note”) has been used by the 
Mexican government to withhold 
recognition of offi cers elected by 
other recalcitrant or independent 
unions.

Then on the night of October 
10 and 11 in 2009, federal police 
entered workplaces represented by 
the SME in the government-owned 
company “Luz y Fuerza del Centro” 
(LFC, Central Light and Power), 
and ousted the union members.

The government then declared 

LFC dissolved. Services to Mexico 
City and the centre of the country 
formerly provided by SME mem-
bers were handed over to another 
company, the CFE (Comision 
Federal de Electricidad), whose 
workers are represented by one of 
the nationally approved unions.

This left 44,000 active SME 
workers and 22,000 retirees in the 
street. The government launched 
a vicious media campaign against 
SME, and exerted every kind of 
pressure on the fi red workers.

But the SME leadership has 
hung on, as have 16,000 workers 
who would not accept severance 
pay in exchange for quitting the 
union. SME challenged the legality 
of the dissolution of the LFC and 
has been carrying out militant direct 
action, including a planton (long 
running sit-in) in the Zocalo, or 
main downtown plaza, of Mexico 
City. The current demand is for the 
government to obey a law which 
requires it to fi nd an “alternate 
employer” for the people laid off by 
the closing of LFC.

On September 16, Mexico cel-
ebrates its national independence 
by a ceremony, the grito (shout) 
in the Mexico City Zocalo, pre-
sided over by the president of the 
Republic. But the SME planton is 
still there, in spite of federal gov-
ernment demands that Mexico City 
regional Governor Marcelo Ebrard, 
of the centre-left Democratic 
Revolutionary Party (PRD) force-
fully remove it, which he refuses 
to do.

The question arises as to how 
the grito can happen in the same 
place where the electrical workers 
are protesting. This may have been 
part of the motive for the latest 
repressive actions against the SME, 
though the mere refusal of the 
SME to lie down and die sticks in 
President Calderon’s craw.

In July, the SME held internal 
elections again, and the leader-
ship that has been carrying on the 
resistance, headed by SME General 
Secretary Martin Esparza, was 
handily re-elected. The Federal 
Minister of Labor, Javier Lozano 
Alarcon, refused the toma de nota 
once more.

SME members began to report 
increased incidents of harassment, 
in at least once case (in Nexaca, in 
Puebla State) by military person-
nel. Then, the week before last, the 
government announced that it has 
ordered the arrest of Esparza as 
well as the union’s Labour Affairs 
Secretary, Eduardo Bobadilla, and 
Legal Counsel, Amalia Vargas Rios. 
The reason is laughable: 

After the October 2009 govern-
ment coup, the union offi cers tried 
to access money in the SME’s bank 
accounts in the National Savings 
and Financial Services Bank, which 
had been frozen by the government 
(and still are), an action which, 
according to a judicial ruling, they 
had the right to do. So the govern-
ment accuses the union of trying to 
steal its own money.

The union and its allies are 
mounting a spirited resistance. In a 

press release, the SME accused the 
government of escalating repres-
sion against it, and issued a list of 
demands including respect for the 
union’s autonomy and for Article 
87 of the International Labour 
Organisation treaty of the UN, to 
which Mexico is signatory.

They also demand that the 
union’s funds be un-frozen, and 
of course that the charges against 
the three offi cers be dropped. 
The SME is already being sup-
ported in this by the AFL-CIO 

and the United Electrical, Radio 
and Machine Workers Union in 
the United States, as well as the 
World Federation of Trade Unions 
and at least 40 other unions and 
civic organisations in Mexico. The 
SME has joined forces with other 
organisations fi ghting against the 
Calderon administration’s policies 
and will announce in the coming 
weeks a new united front political 
organisation of the left to carry on 
the struggle.
People’s World 

Mexican Electrical Workers 
Union (SME – Sindicato 
Mexicano de Electricistas) 
logo.
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Dennis Kucinich

Libyan opposition forces have 
entered Tripoli. As gun battles 
break out across the city, it is 
timely to enter into a discussion 
as to how they arrived there. It 
is time to review the curious role 
of NATO and the future of US 
interventionism.

A negotiated settlement in Libya 
was deliberately avoided for months 
while NATO, in violation of UN 
Security Council (UNSC) Resolutions 
1970 and 1973, illegally pursued 
regime change. NATO chose sides, 
intervened in a civil war and morphed 
into the air force for the rebels, who 
could not have succeeded but for 
NATO’s attacks.

NATO acted with impunity. The 
NATO command recklessly bombed 
civilians in the name of saving civil-
ians. Usurping the United Nation’s 
traditional role, NATO looked the 
other way as the arms embargo was 
openly violated by UN member 
nations.

NATO’s top commanders may 
have acted under colour of interna-
tional law but they are not exempt 
from international law. If members 
of the Gaddafi  regime are to be held 
accountable, NATO’s top command-
ers must also be held accountable 
through the International Criminal 
Court for all civilian deaths resulting 
from bombing. Otherwise we will 
have witnessed the triumph of a new 
international gangsterism.

The reasons for the US/NATO 
intervention in Libya keep changing. 
First it was about the potential for 
a massacre in Benghazi. When the 
massacre did not materialise and once 
the war against Libya was underway, 
the reasons for intervention changed.

We were reminded Libya had 
spent “40 years under a tyrant”. We 
were urged to remember the destruc-
tion of Pan Am Flight 103 over 

Scotland, which occurred 23 years 
ago this December 21. Yet almost 
20 years later, on November 18, 
2008 the Associated Press reported 
that President George Bush called 
Colonel Gaddafi  personally “to voice 
his satisfaction that Libya has settled 
a long-standing dispute over terrorist 
attacks, including the bombing of a 
Pan Am jet over Scotland.” 

On December 19, 2003 Libya vol-
untarily gave up its nuclear weapon-
making capability and on January 6, 
2004 ratifi ed the Comprehensive Test 
Ban Treaty. Its relationship with the 
US on the mend, Libya then opened 
up to international investment and 
began the wholesale privatisation 
of its industries, leading to massive 
unemployment and dissatisfaction 
with the state of things, particularly 
among younger Libyans.

I mention this not to sympathise 
with Colonel Gaddafi’s brutality 
or to minimize the great tragedy of 
Flight 103. But if the US had come 
to terms with Gaddafi ’s past violence, 
why does the Obama Administration 
invoke it as justifi cation for an attack 
on Libya? One conclusion could be 
that the reasons for the March 2011 
attack were bogus.

Once into the war,  the 
Administration promptly passed off 
nominal responsibility for the war 
to NATO, after beginning the war 
without congressional authorisation. 
NATO became the benefi ciary of US 
funds, US war planes, US drones, US 
bombs, and US intelligence assets.

NATO violated UNSC resolu-
tions. The Obama Administration 
violated the US Constitution by 
bypassing Congress on the war. These 
are not mere academic matters. They 
have moved the world community 
from the rule of law to the rule of 
force and have set a precedent for 
NATO to become the new global 
cop. Far from bringing a new level 
of security to the world scene, NATO 

has brought a new level of insecurity 
and unaccountability.

The question of the reason for 
United States’ involvement in Libya 
remains.

Was the United States’ Central 
Intelligence Agency involved in plan-
ning for regime change prior to events 
in February and March in Benghazi? 
Did the CIA and its assets have a role 
in fomenting a civil war?

Was the United States, through 
participation in the overthrow of the 
regime, furthering the aims of inter-
national oil corporations in pursuit of 
control over one of the world’s largest 
oil resources?

Did the United States at the incep-
tion of the war against Libya align 
itself with elements of Al-Qaeda, 
while elsewhere continuing to use the 
threat of Al-Qaeda as a reason for US 
military intervention, presence and 
occupation?

The foreign policy objectives 
of the Obama administration are 
cloudy. Pledges to end the wars in 
Afghanistan and Iraq are in doubt. 
The Iraq war is supposed to be over at 
the end of this year, yet that promise 

appears to be fading. The US presence 
in Afghanistan appears to be open-
ended. The latest reports describe 
a US commitment in Afghanistan 
through 2024. This raises the ques-
tion as to whether the administration 
has full control over the military and 
intelligence apparatus.

In the case of Libya, now that 
NATO, with the help of the US, has 
brought the opposition forces into 
the streets of Tripoli to fi ght, what 
follows? What’s the plan? Who gov-
erns and for whose sake? Will Libya 
become NATO’s protectorate?

It is not only the Gaddafi 
compound in Tripoli that will be 
left in ruins by NATO’s actions; it 
will also be the Obama administra-
tion’s relationship with the African 
Union (AU). The AU and its mem-
ber nations have been repeatedly 
rebuffed by the US in its efforts to 
bring about a peaceful, negotiated 
settlement for the regime’s transi-
tion out of power. While the US, 
through NATO, has been bombing 
Libya, China has spent time building 
commercial opportunities across the 
African continent.

As the administration indulges 
itself with wars in Libya, Iraq and 
Afghanistan – spending hundreds 
of billions of dollars on military 
adventurism – the United States has 
massive economic problems at home. 
Resources which should be spent 
creating jobs in America are going 
to perpetuate war abroad. Resources 
which should be used to build bridges 
in America continue to be used to 
bomb bridges elsewhere.

Millions of Americans are beg-
ging for a chance to earn their daily 
bread while the government spends 
its money on daily bombing. While 
the government has yet to produce a 
viable jobs program to put millions of 
unemployed back to work, the waste 
of resources on war is guaranteed to 
continue: the Iraq and Afghanistan 
wars are NOT subject to spending 
caps in the budget. 

The American people get myths, 
rhetoric and unemployment while 
war profi teers get the gold. Can you 
imagine what the people of Libya 
will get?
Information Clearing House 

NATO pursued 
regime change in Libya

South Africa: Joburg airport goes into lockdown
Israeli delegation’s arrival disrupted
Johannesburg’s international 
airport was put on red alert after 
its National Key Point status was 
activated due to the expected 
arrival of a delegation from Israel. 
Plans of the delegation’s local 
host, the South African Union 
of Jewish Students, to welcome 
their Israeli “Hasbara” delegation 
were thwarted, with the Israeli 
delegation arriving at OR Tambo 
International Airport amidst much 
controversy.

Earlier, the South African 
Students Congress (SASCO) issued 
a communiqué to its provincial 
branches urging “all students in 
all institutions of higher learning 
across Gauteng to boycott any 
activity organised by these [Israeli] 
agents. Any student who chooses to 
cooperate with the apartheid [Israel] 
regime is an enemy of progress.”

Expecting that their arrival 
to Johannesburg would not be a 
welcome affair, the Israeli delega-
tion was forced to change their 
travel arrangements: the expected 
welcoming committee had to be 
cancelled; the airport was placed 

on high security alert, with the 
National Key Points Act being 
activated; members of the Israeli 
“Hasbara” group had to be escorted 
through back entrances and under 
disguises. None were able to 
walk freely into the public area of 
the terminal sporting any Israeli 
paraphernalia.

SASCO and the Young 
Communist League, who had called 
for its members to be present at the 
airport, creatively bypassed all the 
obstacles put in place to limit any 
actions. SASCO had a 50 person 
strong team deployed at strategic 
points in the arrivals terminal of 
the airport. SASCO members were 
instructed to converge in pickets 
if the local hosts had made any 
attempts to welcome their Israeli 
counterparts.

On hearing that the Israeli del-
egation had to “come in like spies,” 
SASCO and YCL students rejoiced 
outside the international arrivals 
terminal. Joined by students from 
Wits University and the University 
of Johannesburg, the group simulta-
neously revealed red T-shirts (under 

their jackets) stencilled with various 
bold messages, including “Israeli 
apartheid unwelcome!”; “Israeli 
war criminals unwelcome!”; and 
“Israel guilty of war crimes”. They 
carried hand-crafted posters with 
similar messages and chanted in 
celebration.

Themba Masondo, a student 
at Wits University addressed the 
crowd: “Today we have made clear 
to these Israeli propagandists and 
indeed any supporters of Israeli 
apartheid that this agenda is not 
welcome in South Africa. We 
will protest. We will boycott. And 
we will call on our prosecuting 
authorities to arrest those involved 
in Israeli war crimes ... [W]e are 
many, our cause is just and we will 
win.”

The visiting Israeli delegation 
advertises to be a group of students 
wanting to dialogue, however the 
Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions 
Working Group (a Johannesburg 
based organisation) challenged this 
framing and revealed at a press 
conference that most of the Israeli 
delegates were not in fact students 

but part of an Israeli government 
trained PR group. For example, 
they showed that two of the Israeli 
student delegates claiming to be 
students worked at the Israeli par-
liament. One is a deputy spokesper-
son and another is an offi cial policy 
advisor.

Further, the BDS Working 
Group pointed out that virtually the 
entire delegation have served or are 
serving in the Israeli Defence Force 
(IDF), several in elite combat units 
and one even in the Israeli assault 
on Gaza in 2009.

A progressive Israeli organi-
sation together with a European 

Union Human Rights laureate 
delivered a letter to the South 
African prosecuting authorities 
also reiterating the visiting Israeli 
group’s involvement in the IDF and 
probable connection to war crimes 
and crimes against humanity.

Kate Joseph, Wits Palestine 
Solidarity Committee member 
present at the airport commented: 
“If this [Hasbara] group came to do 
Israeli PR, they are doing a hope-
less job. If anything, their arrival in 
South Africa has bolstered Palestine 
solidarity in general, and the grow-
ing call on our campuses for a 
broad-based boycott of Israel.” 

Designed to provide an introduction to 
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Stop the scourge of 
coal seam gas mining

Coal seam gas is a relatively new 
form of mining, but it’s spreading 
like a cancer across the eastern 
seaboard, with over 700 new wells 
a year in Queensland alone. 

Huge amounts of water are 
removed from natural aquifers to 
force gas out of the ground then 
pumped back into the earth fi lled 
with industrial contaminants. Gas can 
escape, contaminating water supplies. 
People get sick. Agricultural land and 
water supply is spoiled. And once an 
aquifer is contaminated there is no 
known way to fi x it.

This month, the community hall 
in Lynches Creek, Queensland, was 
full of residents from the Northern 
Rivers in NSW who had driven up to 
hear from locals in Queensland who 
have already experienced fi rsthand the 
devastating impacts of gas mining. 
The hall was packed, the atmosphere 
tense. People here are scared and 
angry, and they are organising to stand 
up for their land, the environment and 
their communities.

Locals here are calling on the 
federal government to stop coal seam 
gas expanding – at least until they 
research and regulate the practice. But 
this is an issue of national importance 

– and only together can we stand up 
to the powerful mining interests who 
want to expand unchecked.

We can’t let other politicians back 
away from this important national 
issue. If Australians from right across 
the country show our concern, we can 
prove to the government that this is 
an issue of national concern – and 
we expect them to act. Let’s call 
on Health Minister Nicola Roxon, 
Environment Minister Tony Burke 
and Agriculture Minister Joe Ludwig 
to step in and protect our farmland, 
water, health and communities.

Coal seam gas mining in Australia 
has expanded faster than it can be 
regulated. The industry is without 
safeguards in place to protect the 
livelihoods of communities, the qual-
ity of our water, and the sustainability 
of the farmland. With coal seam gas 
reserves right across our country, it’s 
not just those next to the wells who 
have to be concerned. 

The community is mobilising – 
neighbours are uniting to fi ght the 
expansion of coal seam gas in their 
community. A group of concerned 
residents collected over 300 signatures 
for a petition in just one day outside 
the local supermarket. Landowners are 
“locking the gate” to stop the industry 
getting access to their property. Day in 
day out, they are doing what they can 
to stand up to this enormous industry.

Paul, 
Justine, 

Simon DW 
and the GetUp team

Pie in the sky 
democracy
A middle-class BBC propagandist 
was horrifi ed that anyone would 

compare the Egyptian uprisings 
for democracy with the riots in 
Britain. Well, people will compare 
them as the same uprising for 
“democracy” because they are.

In the Middle-Eas t they believe 
that fi ghting for democracy will give 
answers to their problems but they 
are to learn that they will only have 
achieved bourgeois democracy which 
means a continuation of unemploy-
ment, food shortages and suppression 
such as us in Australia witnessed at 
Palm Island.

Capitalist democracies are a bit 
like “pie in the sky” religion – they 
offer you hope but fi ve years later 
at the next election the hope fades 
when the politicians continue to bow 
down to the capitalist dictatorship 
that owns the means of production 
and the imperialist dictators which 
control the world. In other words the 
only people enjoying democracy are 
the capitalists.

This lack of democracy in capi-
talism is clearly on display in Britain 
where bourgeois polite society had no 
idea that parts of the working class 
would dare rise up on mass. That they 
had no idea is because the working-
class rioters had no voice to express 
their grievances which proves that 
democracy is really only an illusion 
pushed by the capitalist’s middle-
class propagandists. Unfortunately 
the rioters were in desperate need of 
communist leadership to give them 
a better course to take, intellectually 
and physically.

Middle Eastern and British upris-
ings are about the lack of democracy 
that is endemic to a capitalist dictator-
ship controlled by one dictator or a 
class of dictators.

Helen Brown
Vic

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
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Sliding into 
the depths
The gall and hypocrisy of the US 
government and its NATO bud-
dies continues to beggar belief. 
Using their own “special forces” 
and assorted mercenaries from 
such bastions of democracy as 
Saudi Arabia, they invaded Libya 
without even bothering to fi nd a 
pretext.

Arming and fi nancing a motley 
crew of “pro-democracy fi ghters”, 
amongst whom you can be sure are 
a plentiful number of US, British, 
French and Saudi agents, they sub-
jected the country to a savage bomb-
ing campaign. After all, it worked in 
Yugoslavia.

Libya, which under Gaddafi  had 
an excellent public hospital system 
funded from oil revenues, suffered 
thousands of casualties thanks to 
NATO’s war. Its hospital system 
was simply overwhelmed. But while 
Libya’s Health Minister appealed 
desperately to NATO to stop its war 
against his country, US politicians 
and media alike congratulated them-
selves on “overthrowing the dictator 
Gaddafi ”.

As if the US government ever 
cared tuppence about whether a for-
eign leader was a dictator or not. The 
US has armed and supported more 
dictators than any other country on 

Earth. Being slave-owning, brutal 
barbaric dictators has never harmed 
the Saudis’ relationship with the US, 
has it?

The US, which has made assas-
sination state policy, sent its special 
forces to kill bin Laden as a macabre 
PR exercise. (Imagine the embar-
rassing revelations that could have 
come out if he’d been captured and 
put on trial!)

Not to be outdone, the USA’s 
junior partner in NATO’s military 
adventures – Britain – has followed 
suit. As I write this, a headline in The 
Sydney Morning Herald reads “British 
SAS hunt for Gaddafi ”.

I caught an American news com-
mentator congratulating President 
Obama for the US “getting” bin Laden 
and Gaddafi : “and they both happened 
on his watch”.

This is the modern day version of 
“gunboat diplomacy”: in the old days, 
when an imperial power wanted some-
thing from a smaller country, they sent 
a gunboat to its port and threatened 
to reduce the place to rubble unless 
they got what they wanted. The US 
has refi ned the practice by adding the 
rider: “Leave no witnesses”.

Morally we are assuredly in a new 
age of barbarism.

And yet there are causes for opti-
mism, still. Imperialist powers once 
could send a gunboat at will, almost 
on a whim, and get away with it.

Today, they must seek to morally 
justify their barbarous actions. The 
world holds them accountable and 
they must explain away their war 
mongering as supporting people’s 
democratic aspirations – their rightful 
and legitimate democratic aspirations, 
at that.

They still get away with murder, 
but they have to jump through a lot 
of hoops and squeeze through a lot of 
narrow places to do it, and it’s getting 
harder all the time (I know it doesn’t 
look like it some of the time but it is 
true for all that).

There was a time when imperial-
ism had things entirely its own way 

always. That is no longer the case and 
it will never be the case again.

Meanwhile, the US spends a 
mint of money every year on wars, 
in pursuit of that strange policy 
President Bush enunciated as “con-
tinuous war”. There is no doubt that 
a particular coterie of companies 
involved in arms, oil, electronics 
and related fi elds make a gargantuan 
amount of money out of this policy. 
But the USA as a whole slides back 
further into the depths with each 
passing year.

For instance, only a small amount 
of the money that goes into the pock-
ets of the arms industry would be 
suffi cient to fi nally make good the 
ravages of hurricane Katrina. Yes, 
Katrina. I know, it was six years ago, 
but the US, that wealthiest of nations, 
has still not recompensed thousands 
of people for the damage that was 
done, the homes that were lost, the 
jobs that vanished.

And let’s not forget the ever-
present racism. The current population 

of the city of New Orleans is about 
110,000 less than when Katrina hit. 
The majority of those that have left 
the city permanently are poor African 
Americans.

Over 3,000 public housing apart-
ments occupied before Katrina plus 
another thousand under renovation 
were bulldozed after Katrina. Only 
half of the 3,000 plus families dis-
placed from the public housing have 
even made it back to New Orleans. 
All were African-American.

Seventy percent more people are 
homeless in New Orleans today than 
before Hurricane Katrina, which – let 
us remember – was six years ago.

And here’s a statistic that really 
gets me: according to the US char-
ity the Annie Casey Foundation 
34 percent of the children in New 
Orleans today live in poverty com-
pared to the US national average 
of 20 percent. That’s a whopping 
indictment of the US Bush and 
Obama administrations’ failure to 
cope with a national crisis.

Not to mention that other statistic 
buried in that paragraph: 20 percent of 
all US children live in poverty. They 
don’t boast about that too often when 
they are trying to convince us all that 
the US leads the world.

Meanwhile, a year after the mas-
sive spill from BP’s Deep Horizon 
deep-water oil-rig off the US Gulf 
Coast, the New York Times and 
National Geographic report that 
more people in the area are reporting 
medical and mental health problems. 
At the same time, environmental 
groups monitoring the health of the 
Gulf report evidence of new spills 
possibly coming from around the 
“capped” well.

Even disregarding the evidence 
of new spills, the US Gulf Coast is 
now heavily polluted from offshore 
deep water oil drilling. What do you 
reckon are the prospects that the 
US government will compel the oil 
companies to pay to restore the Gulf 
environment? Yes, remote, to say the 
least. 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

The US has armed and supported more dictators than any other country on Earth. 
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Write a letter 
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Each year a temporary city 
twice the size of Oxford 

or Bath emerges on a farm at 
Glastonbury in England. In 1970, 
the owner of the farm decided that he 
would go broke if he stuck to farming 
so he diversifi ed into staging a music 
festival á la Woodstock. Thirty years 
later the Glastonbury Festival is still 
going strong.

This year 150,000 people 
attended, but an estimated fi ve times 
that number would have bought 
tickets if they could. The BBC does 
live coverage of the whole weekend, a 
telecast that is watched by more than 
fi ve million viewers.

The Glastonbury Festival 
originally was heavily infl uenced by 
the ethos of Woodstock – peace and 
love, hippies and dope, nudity and 
music. Today, no doubt refl ecting the 
present day reality of life in Britain, 
the folk songs have given way to punk 
rock and rap.

There is much more hostility 
and anger towards the organisers 
as authority fi gures, more boastful 
threats from some of the participants. 
Many of them still look like hippies, 
but there is a marked lack of the 
original non-violence. This no 

doubt also refl ects the organisers’ 
own changes: high chain link 
fences around the perimeter, cops 
everywhere, the British police state 
atmosphere.

However, despite the changing 
times, the Festival continues to 
fl ourish, while various competing 
festivals have fallen by the wayside. 
Glastonbury (ABC2 Sunday 
September 4 at 8.30 pm) celebrates 
the Festival’s thirty-year history with 
a fi tfully interesting coverage that 
plays like a glorifi ed home movie. If 
large popular events are your thing, 
you should love this.

The third episode of Fake Or 
Fortune (ABC1 Tuesdays at 

8.30 pm) deals with the most famous 
art forger of the 20th century, the 
Dutchman Hans Van Meegeren. In 
1945, Van Meegeren was charged 
with selling Dutch masterpieces to the 
Nazis during the War, in particular to 
Herman Goering himself.

Put on the spot, Van Meegeren 
was forced to reveal that the paintings 
he had sold to the Nazi boss were 
forgeries, painted by himself. So 
skilfully done were his fakes that it 
is believed that half of them still hang 
on the walls of galleries and in private 
collections undetected to this day.

Fiona Bruce and Philip Mould 
this week seek to assist the prestigious 
Courtauld Institute to prove whether a 
painting on their walls is by Vermeer 
or by Van Meegeren.

In the process they learn quite a 
bit about the art of forging. One fact 
stands out: up to forty percent of 
works of art on the market are faked. 
And if you want to take up forgery 
as a career, modern art is more easily 
faked than “old masters” and less well 
authenticated.

In 2007, Jess Harris and Josh 
Schmidt endeavoured to break 

into television in Victoria by writing 

and starring in their own sitcom, 
shown on Channel 31. It was called 
twentysomething and apparently 
developed a cult following. It has 
now become a professionally-made 
ABC series.

I found it tiresome. Very quickly 
tiresome in fact. People as incredibly 
self-centred as Jess are not amusing 
or even likeable. Sympathising with 
their predicaments – being evicted, 
jobless, etc – requires some degree 
of empathy which is hard to rake up 
for such a feckless person.

For his part, Josh has no backbone 
at all. He is just a gormless doormat 
for Jess. Who cares what happens to 
him – or her?

The series struck me most 
forcibly as a middle-class urbanite’s 
view of working class youth: always 
on the lookout for a scam that will 
make them some money for the least 
amount of effort.

I expect Jess and Josh’s friends 
at university and in the advertising 
industry thought its depiction was 
spot on.

Religious fanaticism is the 
enemy of humanity, as it is 

also of common sense. And if you 
want to fi nd plentiful varieties of 

religious crazies, you need only go to 
the USA, where they seem to abound.

In a compound in a wealthy 
suburb of Topeka, Kansas, live the 
71 members of the Phelps family. 
They constitute the members of the 
Westboro Baptist Church, and they 
live for picketing.

They abhor gays (one of their 
slogans is “fags die – God laughs”) 
and they are convinced that the USA’s 
tolerance of gays has doomed it in the 
eyes of God (“America is doomed” 
and “God is your enemy” adorn the 
placards they hold up).

They picket any newsworthy 
event in the area (even the funerals 
of soldiers killed in Afghanistan) to 
display their idea of the word of God. 
And don’t try any of that “God is 
love” stuff with them: these people 
are bigots.

For Louis Theroux: The Most 
Hated Family In America (ABC2 
Wednesday September 7 at 
8.30 pm), Theroux moves in with the 
Phelps and tries to understand them. 
His verdict: “As individuals they are 
hard to dislike – but as a group they 
are hard to stomach.”

His attempt to argue with the 
group’s present leader, Shirley, that the 

Bible does not prohibit homosexuality 
(Theroux is gay) gets nowhere: 
apparently the commandment against 
adultery covers it!

Amanda Bishop has done her 
Julia Gillard impression 

for the Wharf Revue, Double Take
on channel Seven and Q&A on the 
ABC. It was inevitable that someone 
would decide to make it into a satirical 
comedy series. A sitcom with bite, 
as it were.

Julia’s live-in partner Tim is 
played by Phil Lloyd. Also on hand 
are Paul Keating (Jonathan Biggins), 
Kevin Rudd (Paul McCarthy), 
Wayne Swan (Alan Dukes), Bob 
Katter (Drew Forsythe), Tony Abbott 
(Nicholas Casim) and Rob Oakeshott 
(Jim Russell).

There are four episodes in this 
fi rst series (and the way things are 
going for Labor there probably won’t 
be a second series). I cannot give 
you an assessment of the calibre of 
the writing, since the preview disc 
from the ABC consisted of a few 
brief snippets only (basically it was 
just a trailer).

It did look like it would be worth 
trying, at any rate. 

Rob Gowland

previews
ABC & SBS

Public Television

Björk 
performing at the festival 

– Glastonbury (ABC2 
Sunday 

September 4 
at 8.30 pm)
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Steve Mavrantonis

In an article of mine about the situation in 
Greece published in The Guardian last year, 
I had argued that the crisis unfolding in 
Greece was not an exclusive Greek problem 
but part of a broader European crisis.

Developments since then and especially the 
current situation in a number of countries namely 
Portugal, Ireland, Spain, Italy and before long 
Belgium will be added to that list, confi rm the 
correctness of this view.

Far from being an isolated Greek phenom-
enon, the crisis embraces the whole of Europe 
and indeed the whole of the capitalist world. 
The crisis is a systemic capitalist crisis created 
by the operations of transnational monopolies 
and especially the speculative operations for 
super profi ts of the international fi nance capital.

The current crisis, as was the case with 
similar previous ones, has two main features: 
a) overproduction and b) trade and monetary 
wars between the imperialist centres. 

Some people conceive the term overproduc-
tion to mean the plethora of goods which are 
more than what is needed to satisfy the needs of 
the people. Nothing is further from the truth than 
this assertion. In terms of capitalist economics 
overproduction actually means that the goods 
available in the market in a given time span, 
cannot be sold at a price that would bring the 
optimum profi t for the capitalists. It is therefore 
the drive for maximum profi t that is the core of 
the problem in all capitalist crises.

US dollar vs the Euro
The drive for maximum profi t is also the 

underlying reason for the trade and monetary 
wars between the various imperialist centres of 
fi nance capital. This war has for some time now 
assumed the form of an ongoing war between 
the US dollar and the Euro. Following the initial 
successes of the Euro and the partial displace-
ment of the US dollar as the universal currency 
in the international trade, the dominant circles 
of US fi nance capital planned a strategy of 
undermining the Euro and restoring the dollar 
to its former dominance.

In their efforts to undermine the Euro, lead-
ing fi nancial speculators and powerful players of 
US fi nance capital sought to exploit the inherent 
contradiction and weakness of the European 
Union. The fact, in other words, that the EU 
was a monetary union without a corresponding 
political union and that every member state of 
the EU was at a different level of economic 
development. In these circumstances the com-
mon currency, the Euro, was not backed up by 
a single, unifi ed economy and it was therefore 
vulnerable to uncontrolled situations that could 
arise in the weaker economies of the European 
Union.

The basic planning of US fi nance capital 
therefore was to unleash a concerted attack upon 
the weaker economies of the EU, to drive some 
of them to the point of bankruptcy and thus bring 
the Euro under pressure and undermine its posi-
tion and destroy its stability. Greece was chosen 
as the testing ground of this new strategy. The 
leading sections of US fi nance capital which 
control the international fi nancial markets fi rst 
attacked the credit rating of the country making 
it virtually impossible for Greece to borrow 
urgently needed money to pay previous debts 
and to cover its budget defi cits.

Consequently they forced Greece to apply 
to the European Union and to the IMF for large 
sums of money at an affordable interest rate. The 
IMF accepted the offer to intervene in Greece 

and ultimately forced its will and its rules upon 
the country. It took the European Union longer 
to respond in view of the contradictions between 
the various EU countries, especially by the 
countries of the Euro zone. Finally the EU had 
to improvise a mechanism of lending Greece 
the money needed, in collaboration with the 
IMF to draw up the harsh conditions the Greek 
people had to suffer so that the country’s ruling 
class, that had created the public debts and the 
budget defi cits, could be bailed out.

Why Greece?
The obvious question is why was Greece 

chosen as the fi rst battle ground for experiment-
ing the affects of the new strategy? The answer 
to this question lies in the country’s historical 
development and the specifi c conditions created 
as a result of this development.

Greece gained its independence and became 
a nation state in 1828, following an eight-year 
bloody war of independence against the Ottoman 
Empire.

From the very beginnings of its national life 
the new state, being small, weak and devastated 
by the war, fell easy victim to dependence on 
the big powers of the time, mainly Britain. The 
struggle for independence even though fought 
by the popular masses, was none the less led 
by the local bourgeoisie with the remnants of 
feudalism. In fact a colonial regime was set up 
by Britain in the new state which lasted for a 
long period. Greece never gained full independ-
ence because after WW2 the British domination 
was replaced with that of the US.

The other determining factor was that 
Greece did not go through the European 
Renaissance and the industrial revolution, 
being at the time a backward province of the 
Ottoman Empire. The combination of these 
two factors resulted in Greece never actually 
developing the necessary infrastructures and the 
basis for an industrialised country. It remained 
rural with a low level of development and an 
economy dominated by and subservient to the 
big imperialist powers. Even the post-war rapid 
industrialisation because it was done without 

proper planning or taking into account the 
country’s real needs. It missed the mark and 
never really developed the stable base for a 
modern high tech industrial state.

The country’s rural economy that had main-
tained a strong position for a long time, took 
a downturn with the restraints put upon it by 
the Common Agrarian Policy of the European 
Union. As a result of the application of this 
policy many vital and hard currency earning 
products were destroyed and gradually Greece’s 
current account with respect to agricultural 
products, which always had a surplus, turned 
into defi cit. If to all this we add the destruction 
of the Greek light industry, especially textile, 
clothing, leather goods and furniture sectors 
which were relocated to neighbouring countries 
with lower labour costs, as a result of the impe-
rialist policies of “completion” and “freedom 
in the move of capital”.

Also the tendency of the Greek ruling class 
to be subservient to imperialism, to engage in 
large scale fraud and misappropriation of public 
funds, the squandering of huge sums in unpro-
ductive projects and the excessive proportion of 
the GDP allocated for military expenditure (the 
highest in Europe). In addition the huge sums of 
borrowed money used for staging the Olympic 
Games in 2004 and the huge public debt, that 
has now surpassed 150 percent of GDP. It is 
not diffi cult for one to realise why Greece was 
chosen as the weak link in the Euro chain.

The price the people 
have to pay

The European Union, having been forced 
to lend to Greece in order to avoid the eventual 
collapse of the Euro, sought in collusion with 
the IMF to extract the maximum benefi t by 
imposing upon the Greek people unrealisable 
conditions and rules that have already led to 

unprecedented austerity measures. This includes 
wage and salary cuts by almost 30 percent in 
both the public and private sectors, cuts to pen-
sions by 25 - 30 percent, increase of prices of 
all consumer goods, unemployment levels not 
experienced since 1974.

Unemployment by the end of the year will 
reach the 20 percent mark, according to fi gures 
published by the General Confederation of 
Greek Labour. This means that 1,150,000 people 
will be out of work out of an economically active 
population of 5 million. It is worth noting that 
in some sectors, like women and young people 
between 18 and 25 years, the unemployment 
rate is over 40 percent. 

The destruction of industrial relations, the 
massive privatisations, the imposition of elas-
tic forms of employment, the undermining of 
collective agreements, the dramatic reduction 
of public servants, with many dismissals, the 

destruction of self-employed people and sec-
tions of the middle class complete the picture 
of contemporary Greek society.

It is no wonder therefore that Greek work-
ers and other sections of society led by the 
militant trade union front PAME, supported by 
the Communist Party of Greece, are putting up 
stiff resistance to these unpopular measures.

However these developments do not stop in 
Greece. As soon as the EU and the IMF entered 
into arrangements for preventing the default of 
the Greek economy, the fi nance capital vultures 
turned their attention to the other European 
countries already mentioned. The rationale of the 
big fi nancial players is that creating simultane-
ous crises in a number of European countries 
will limit the capacity of the EU to support them 
fi nancially and consequently the Euro will be 
undermined suffi ciently and the US dollar’s 
international domination will be restored.

At the same time, however, there is another 
process developing, exposing the ultimate 
aim of imperialism to use the fi nancial crisis 
enveloping Europe and  also the US and the 
rest of the capitalist world, to reduce the liv-
ing standards worldwide and to safeguard the 
profi tability and the long term interests of 
imperialism. If, in other words, the peoples 
of the world could be subdued and made to 
think that in order to save their country from 
bankruptcy they should accept a dramatic drop 
of their income, the erosion of their living 
standards and the denial of their basic civil and 
democratic rights, then international capital 
safeguard’s its uninhibited profi tability and 
its long-term domination.

What is sought by this strategy is to have 
a bigger and bigger piece of the social product 
created by labour appropriated by the impe-
rialists while the world’s people live in utter 
misery and poverty: to create a situation where 
the rich would become richer and the poor very 
much poorer!

For the implementation of this strategy all 
centres of imperialism, European, American and 
Asian, work in unison and we now face a situa-
tion that if these plans go unchallenged we will 
witness the imposition of wage and salary levels 
of 400 – 450 Euros a month (AUD $550 -620). 
This is the price the people have to pay so that 
the very rich amass new wealth and power. The 
only way for this catastrophe to be avoided is 
the development of strong mass action by the 
working class in all countries. 

The fi nancial crisis in Greece

Part of a broader European scene

The EU was a monetary union without a corresponding 
political union and every member state of the EU was 

at a different level of economic development. 


