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The decision of the High Court last 
Wednesday was a great victory for the 
human rights of asylum seekers. By a vote 
of six judges to one it found that under the 
current Migration Act the Gillard govern-
ment had no right to forcibly transport 
asylum seekers to Malaysia for indefi nite 
detention, as the government had proposed.

The Court found that the Malaysian proposal 
was inconsistent with the Act, which requires the 
government to ensure the well-being of those 
who seek asylum here. It found that asylum 
seekers had to be processed and protected dur-
ing assessment, and protected after their status 
as refugees was verifi ed, and that this could 
not be guaranteed under current conditions in 
Malaysia, despite assurances from the Minister 
for Immigration.

The Court was also concerned that imple-
mentation of the proposal would in general 
contravene the UN Refugee Convention, to 
which Australia is a signatory, and with par-
ticular regard to the transport of unaccompanied 
minors to third countries.

The decision was a great moment for asylum 
seekers and their supporters, but it certainly 
hasn’t signalled the end of the off-shore process-
ing policy, and it is now under a major threat 
because of the Liberal’s offer of a bipartisan 
change to the current immigration legislation.

Big parties get it wrong – 
again

The Gillard government and the Liberal/
National opposition parties have reacted to the 
court’s decision in ways that are totally different 
but equally mistaken.

The government greeted the news with 
horror, confusion, hostility and a number of 
remarkably ill-considered statements. Prime 
Minister Julia Gillard declared that Chief Justice 
Robert Clark’s decision was inconsistent with 
his previous rulings regarding comparable cases, 
even though there has never been a similar 
case in which the brutal human rights record of 
Malaysia in particular was the key consideration.

Labor MP David Bradbury let fl y with a 
vitriolic declaration that it would not be the 
High Court judges who were woken up by a 
message that another boat had been wrecked on 
the Christmas Island’s rocky coast.

He ignored the fact that signing the asy-
lum seeker agreement with Malaysia had not 
“stopped the boats”, that the government’s 

primary intention was to win the electoral sup-
port of xenophobic voters, not to protect asylum 
seekers, and that sending them to Malaysia was 
not only grossly inhumane, but was also about 
the worst possible way of ensuring their security.

For its part the Liberal opposition has 
rejoiced, interpreting the Court’s decision as 
a vindication of the Howard government’s 
“Pacifi c Solution”, under which asylum seek-
ers were sent into indefi nite exile on Nauru 
and Manus Island. It is true that the judges 
compared Malaysia unfavourably with Nauru, 
but that certainly does not mean they would 
necessarily agree with a proposal to reopen the 
former detention centres on Nauru or Manus 
Island, even though the governments of both 
Nauru and Papua New Guinea have signed the 
UN Refugee Convention.

The High Court ruled in favour of the Pacifi c 
Solution in 2001. However, it would certainly be 
entitled to change its mind, especially in light of 
the evidence of psychological damage infl icted 
on the former Nauru detainees, which included 
cases of psychological trauma, self-harm and 
attempted suicides.

The government has already received advice 
that in view of last week’s High Court decision 
the proposed reopening of the Manus Island or 
Nauru detention centres would also be rejected 
by the Court, if subjected to a legal challenge.

Abbott offers a 
poisoned chalice

Despite the Court’s decision, implementa-
tion of the Malaysian proposal is still a possibil-
ity. This would require amending the Migration 
Act to exempt Malaysia from its humanitarian 
requirements, or deleting or weakening those 
requirements.

This could happen if the Labor government 
acquired a parliamentary majority (impossible 
to envisage in the current circumstances), in 
order to govern in their own right. However, it 
could also happen under a bipartisan agreement 
with the Liberals, and last Sunday Liberal leader 
Tony Abbott offered to enter into an agreement 
with the government to amend the legislation, 
providing that it specifi cally included Nauru as 
a detention centre site.

That is doubtless a tempting offer for the 
government, but there are a number of excellent 
reasons why it is in the government’s interest 
to reject it.

For a start, Abbott has taken this initiative 
because of mounting pressure on the govern-
ment to abandon off-shore processing altogether. 

Medical and legal organisations and even a 
group of big name capitalists have joined the 
ranks of the opponents of this policy and/or 
mandatory detention.

Left-wing ALP parliamentarians have 
declared their determined opposition to off-shore 
processing, and according to Senator Doug 
Cameron a revival of the Malaysian proposal 
by means of legislative change would lead to an 
explosion within the ALP parliamentary caucus.

Secondly, an acceptance of the infamous 
Pacifi c Solution is possible, but it could alienate 
the Greens and Independents, split the govern-
ment itself and virtually ensure the government’s 
defeat at the next elections. Why vote for an 
imitation of a totally ruthless conservative party 
when you can have the real thing?

Moreover, the Court’s decision made it clear 
that a revival of the Malaysian proposal would 
contravene the 1951 UN Refugee Convention, 
unless Malaysia signed the Convention, guar-
anteed access to its detainees to verify their 
protection, and rewrote its own domestic laws 
to ensure the universal protection of human 
rights. And that won’t happen.

Renunciation of the Convention has been 
publicly canvassed as a possibility, but it’s 
highly unlikely that even the most ruthless 

right-wing politician would be willing to risk 
the public backlash against such a move. As 
Melbourne lawyer Michael Pearce observed 
caustically: “It would signal to all that we, one 
of the richest countries in the world, with envi-
able space and resources to spare, did not want 
to share with the bedraggled and desperate few 
who by good fortune wash up on our shores.”

At the cross roads
Abandoning off-shore processing would 

enable the government to assume the moral 
high ground, which the two biggest parties 
in federal politics have long since deserted in 
their competition for the support of the most 
reactionary sector of the voting public.

Moreover, it would cement their coalition 
with the Greens, and probably with the two 
independents as well. 

Gillard herself has stated that the future use 
of other off-shore destinations is in doubt as a 
result of the court’s decision. Does this mean that 
the long period of national shame, in which a 
succession of Australian governments have used 
some of the world’s most desperate people in a 
cynical and callous game of electoral manipu-
lation, is about to end? Watch this space! 
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Last week unions nominated innovation as a key element in the 
nation’s ability to maintain a manufacturing sector. How ironic, 
then, that ABC TV management recently terminated The New 
Inventors, a fascinating program devoted to innovation, and that the 
Victorian government has ceased subsidising the innovative solar 
power industry.  But speaking of such matters, we need to keep up 
with technological innovations in order to continue bringing you 
The Guardian, and that in turn means that we need your support 
by way of contributions to the Press Fund. So please, do the right 
thing and send us in something for the next issue. Many thanks to 
this week’s contributors, as follows:
AJ Fox $20, Ian Macaulay $5, KM $10, “Round Figure” $10
This week’s total: $45 Progressive total: $11,690

Manufacturing a crisis
Australia is experiencing the biggest mining boom in its history 

with record levels of raw resource exports and investment in new 
projects. The price of commodities being exported is at record highs. 
Yet 90 percent of the vast volumes of steel used in Australia’s largest 
resource projects is imported from Asia. Last month the BlueScope 
Steel plant announced it was going to sack 1,400 workers.

The sackings add to the hundreds of thousands of workers whose 
jobs in the traditional manufacturing industries have gone up in 
smoke, or more accurately gone offshore. Long gone are the days 
when one in three workers were employed in the manufacturing 
sector. It is now around 10 percent. Tariff reductions, free trade 
agreements, technological change and industrialisation in Third 
World countries have all contributed to the present situation. The 
textile, clothing and footwear sector is a shadow of its past self; abat-
toirs and food processors have closed with the rise in live exports; 
the auto industry lurches from crisis to crisis, from one government 
package to another; and imported tinned and frozen food is increas-
ingly displacing Australian products.

This process commenced in the mid-1970s under the Whitlam 
Labor government and continued under the Hawke and Keating 
governments under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 
(GATT) and its successor the World Trade Organisation (WTO). 
Tariffs, import quotas and other measures protecting Australian 
industry were wound back. The transnational corporations (TNCs) 
found it more profi table to transfer their manufacturing ventures 
to lower wage Third World countries and import products back 
into Australia. Industry adjustment packages and government local 
content purchasing policies initially eased some of the pain, but 
they are once again being fought for by the trade union movement.

The Australian economy has undergone fundamental structural 
change – change driven my “markets”, not planned for with the 
future needs of the nation in mind. Successive governments – Labor 
and Liberal – have focused on the parasitic fi nance sector, tourism 
and education industries to the detriment of the manufacturing sector.

PM Gillard opportunistically visited the workers at BlueSteel, 
promising them assistance but ducking the key questions of protect-
ing Australian industry and job creation. Instead she hid behind the 
government’s blind faith in economic rationalist deregulation and 
trade liberalisation. Gillard is prepared to stand by and watch more 
jobs and plants go offshore. There is growing unease on Labor’s 
backbenches over the fate of manufacturing and within sections 
of the union movement who are calling for government action to 
protect Australian jobs and industry.

The big end of town are blaming Australian workers and their 
trade unions for the sacking of steel and other workers. They argue 
that the wages of Australian workers are too high, that they have 
priced themselves out of the market. Employer representatives 
complain about poor productivity and claim a return to individual 
employment contracts and the abolition of unfair dismissal laws 
would make Australian manufacturing viable. These demands are 
part of global offensive for an averaging of wages globally – at 
around $3 or $4 an hour.

It is time the Australian government considered the interests of 
the Australian people and took a strong stand to exercise our sover-
eign rights in defence of our own economic interests. Governments 
have a responsibility to plan economic development, to determine 
which industries should be developed, what goods and services are 
traded and on what basis. Manufacturing is a vital sector of the 
economy and should be supported by the government as part of a 
balanced economy. It could save the steel industry and protect jobs 
by nationalising it.

The Australian Manufacturing Workers Union (AMWU) is cam-
paigning under the slogan: “Manufacturing Australia’s future: Tell 
your MP to make sure Australia keeps making things.” They are 
calling for Australian-made materials to be used on major govern-
ment infrastructure and projects, a demand which deserves support. 
With planning and government intervention, there are many new 
areas for development such as in clean, renewable energy technology, 
low-emission public transport and innovative products for low energy 
homes. We have the resources on hand; we should use them to our 
benefi t and look to establishing trade relations with other nations 
on a mutually benefi cial basis.

Triumphant reports in the media 
about the fall of a “dictator” in 
Libya and the victory of “rebel” 
forces mask a dramatically dif-
ferent reality. The US, Britain 
and NATO have notched up a 
major geo-strategic objective in 
the region through long-term plan-
ning, including the cultivation of 
opposition forces in Libya.

Military and political advisers 
were in the country guiding events 
even before the outbreak of protests 
in what was portrayed as the continu-
ation of the “Arab Spring” that had 
previously broken out in Tunisia, 
Egypt, Bahrain and elsewhere.

Then came the reckless NATO 
bombardment of the country under the 
deceitful guise of the imposition of a 
“no fl y zone”. In a piece of cynical 
disinformation and perverted logic 
it was claimed this was to “protect 
civilian lives”.

The people of the world should 
harbour no illusions about the reac-
tionary turn of events in Libya.

Unless the favoured forces now 
claiming government of Libya shift 
allegiances and assert their country’s 
sovereignty against the wishes of their 
imperialist backers – a very unlikely 

scenario – Libya, its resources and 
strategic assets will be handed over to 
the former colonial and neo-colonial 
powers that once held them.

Syria and Iran are now squarely 
in the imperialists’ sights. Another 
extremely negative precedent has 
been set with this exercise that carries 
grave implications for anti-imperialist 
governments elsewhere, including 
Latin America.

The government of Muammar 
Gaddafi  unquestionably had a cheq-
uered record. The protests that were 
hijacked and used as a pretext for a 
NATO-sponsored and supported mili-
tary uprising had legitimate demands.

The government of President 
Assad is also fl awed, as is that of the 
repressive theocracy holding power 
in Iran. Nobody, however, should 
entertain the idea that NATO forces 
will foster a democratic fl owering 
in Libya or any other country that 
becomes subjected to its military 
might. The opposite is the case.

The peace movement internation-
ally was well aware of this reality 
before the US and its allies invaded 
Iraq in 2003. But it appears, even 
though events have proven the move-
ment right in the case of post-Saddam 

Iraq, that many have been deceived 
by the imperialists’ spin doctors con-
cerning events in Libya. The peace 
movement must not repeat this error 
as the US and NATO move onto their 
next military objective.

There are many lessons to be 
learnt from events in Libya. An 
important one is that the people of 
the world must demand more of the 
United Nations in protecting the 
sovereignty of nations.

This may not happen until the 
UN’s structures are democratised to 
stop the globe’s military and economic 
giants calling the shots in international 
affairs.

Countries who reject the self-
interested intervention of imperialist 
powers must not sit on the sidelines. 
An abstention on these issues is not 
enough.

They must join the peace move-
ment throughout the world in rejecting 
the increasingly aggressive behaviour 
of imperialism.

Bob Briton
Secretary

International Department
Communist Party of Australia

international@cpa.org.au

Reactionary turn of 
events in Libya
Statement, Communist Party of Australia

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!

Left and progressive forces allied 
in a coalition called URNG/MAIZ 
are standing candidates in elec-
tions to be held in Guatemala 
on 11 September. URNG repre-
sentative Ovidio Orellano has just 
completed a tour of major cities 
with the aim of raising fi nancial 
support for URNG and alerting 
Australians about the problems 
of Guatemala. Ovidio achieved 
both objectives admirably (see 
page 12).

The tour was funded by the 
Communist Party of Australia and 
in each city he visited – Perth, 
Adelaide, Melbourne, Sydney and 
Brisbane) – Ovidio’s program was 
co-ordinated by Party members. 
Ovidio was also able to introduce 
many members of the Australian 
Guatemalan and wider Latin 
America communities to the Party.

The situation in Guatemala as 
it approaches the elections is dire 
for the people. Even now, 25 years 
after a brutal civil war and military 
repression ended with a truce, the 

people continue to suffer from pov-
erty, brutality and repression.

Guatemala is dominated by 
the army and narcotics traffi ckers, 
supported by the United States and 
suffers from a host of underdevel-
opment problems. The front runner 
for the position of president is a 
former army man General Perez 
Molina. General Perez is widely 
condemned for his participation 
in human rights abuses during the 
civil war and is implicated in the 
murder of Guatemalan Catholic 
Bishop Geradi.

The URNG’s presidential can-
didate is the famous Nobel Peace 
Prize Rigoberta Menchú. She heads 
up a coalition that is fi ghting to 
bring about much needed reforms 
and more people centred policies. 
The URNG hopes to win a few 
parliamentary seats and a number 
of mayoral positions and to use this 
as the basis for further victories in 
later elections.

Ovidio and the Party thank eve-
ryone who donated to the fund for 

the URNG election campaign – but 
there is more that you can do.

You can help
Letters: Guardian readers are 

asked to go to the Party’s website 
where letters to the Guatemalan 
Government and the Australian 
Foreign Minister are avail-
able for you to send. Please see 
www.cpa.org.au (check out the 
banner at the top of the home 
page.).

Tablecloth auction: One last 
chance to contribute to the progres-
sive side Guatemalan politics is 
available. Ovideo has donated a 
beautiful embroidered Guatemalan 
tablecloth with six matching ser-
viettes. You can bid for this table 
cloth in a silent auction over the 
next few weeks. Contact Denis for 
more information 0418 290 663.

We await the elections in 
Guatemala on September 11 hoping 
for an increase in the URNG vote 
as well as fair and violence free 
elections. 

Guatemalan solidarity tour 
finishes on high note
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Anna Pha

The reality for many people with 
long-term disabilities and their 
carers is a nightmare – lack of sup-
port services, inadequate income 
to purchase basic needs and little 
or no respite. The Productivity 
Commission’s (PC) proposals for 
a National Disability Insurance 
Scheme (NDIS) have raised the 
hopes of many. In its report, 
Disability Care and Support, the 
PC says an NDIS would give all 
Australians full coverage for the 
cost of long-term disability care 
and support.

“Cruel lottery”
As PM Julia Gillard points out 

about the present situation: “It’s 
under-funded and it’s fragmented … 
and access to services is a very cruel 
lottery: it depends on where you live; 
it depends on the kind of disability 
you have; and it depends on how 
you got that disability – a very cruel 
lottery with too many Australians 
missing out on the basic services that 
they need.” It also depends on your 
personal wealth, availability of family 
to care for you, and the generosity of 
other volunteers and charities.

No one could deny the need for a 
radical overhaul of the present system 
(or more accurately lack of a system). 
The provision of universal coverage 
for the costs associated with serious 
disability is long overdue and should 
be supported. The NDIS would no 
doubt be an improvement for many 
disabled and their carers, but is it up 
to the task?

As the saying goes, the devil is 
in the detail, and the details of the 
PC’s scheme unfortunately have all 

the hallmarks of a neo-liberal agenda. 
It is a market-based scheme, centred 
around “choice”, “effi cient prices”, 
“competitive risks” for providers 
and “fee for service” (fee paid by 
the NDIS). It relies heavily on the 
for-profi t private and non-government 
sectors.

Eligibility for payments is restrict-
ed to people with serious disabilities 
that are deemed permanent or likely 
to be permanent. According to the 
PC, around half of those currently on 
the disability support pension would 
qualify for access to its provisions.

The NDIS would pay for a wide 
range of products and services, includ-
ing assistance with integration into 
the community and entry into the 
workforce.

The PC claims that changes to the 
present funding model will make the 
scheme more “person-centred” and 
“service-centred”. Block funding cur-
rently provided to centres and other 
service providers will be replaced 
by a fee-for-service model, with the 
NDIS paying a nationally determined 
“effi cient price” for each service. To 
the extent that it provides for plan-
ning and development of individual 
packages according to needs, it is 
centred on the individual. But the 
funding model with its one-price-
for-all is far more likely to result in a 
one-size-fi ts-all service. The fees are 
service-centred.

National Disability 
Insurance Agency

Overall responsibility for coor-
dination of the system would be in 
the hands of a new bureaucracy, the 
National Disability Insurance Agency. 
Its responsibilities include:

• determining “effi cient prices” for 
services

• assessing needs and determining 
individual plans and budgets

• authorising funding of services 
and supports

• central purchasing of some goods 
and services

There are strong parallels with the 
case-fi x model being used in hospitals, 
where funding is set at an “effi cient 
price” per procedure and “perform-
ance” is a measure of cost-cutting and 
speed of patient turnover.

The PC claims the NDIS will cre-
ate a “greater incentive for employers 
to offer better wages and conditions”. 
But logic would suggest that private 
operators seeking to maximise profi ts 
would have an incentive to cut wages 
and conditions.

There will be new “disability 
support organisations” (DSOs) that 
offer people brokering, management 
and other services so that they can 
“exercise choice” in selecting serv-
ice providers. DSOs will assemble 
free “packages” of “supports” from 
specialist and mainstream providers. 
(There is also an option to cash out 
the value of the package and for the 
disabled person or other responsible 
person to pay providers directly.)

Together with local area coor-
dinators they will match specifi c 
people to community groups, such 
as Scouts or Rotary, that are recep-
tive to the inclusion of people with 
disabilities.

There will be publicly available 
measures of performance of service 
providers. A model has still to be 
determined. It sounds a bit like the 
MySchool and MyHospital websites 
with crude, number-based measure-
ments of performance.

Public sector jobs & 
wages threatened

The NDIS involves a federal 
takeover from the states in manag-
ing the disability system but states 
will have “the potential to continue 
as service providers – but on a com-
petitively neutral basis with other 
providers.” (Emphasis added) There 
is no suggestion that the government 
should fund equal pay in the low paid 
non-government community sector to 
create a “level playing fi eld” in wages 
and working conditions. Rather, it 
could result in a race to the bottom.

The future of unionised and 
higher paid public sector workers will 
largely hang on the level at which 
“effi cient prices” are set. If they are 
not high enough (very cost-cutting 
likely), states will be under pressure to 
slash salaries and working conditions 
of its community sector employees to 
the level of those in the private-for-
profi t and charitable sectors. Or they 
will simply sack community workers 
and withdraw from the area.

The scheme looks set to open up 
new profi t-generating opportunities 
for the large private operators. There 
are fears in the non-government sector 
that it could squeeze out the small 
community organisations. There 
are other suggestions that as lower-
cost providers, they might play an 
increased role as the state withdraws.

The NDIS is  in  effect 

market-based and designed to create 
competition between providers. In 
the corporate sector, the disabled will 
be the losers as a consequence of the 
inherent confl ict of interest between 
profi ts and quality of service. And, 
of course, for workers in the sector, 
there are all the resultant pressures on 
jobs, wages and working conditions.

The scheme cuts out at pension 
age (at present 65) with recipients 
having to transfer to whatever 
arrangements are in place under the 
government’s policy for aged care. 
(See Guardian No 1514, 17-08-11)

Some of the concepts put forward 
in the PC’s report are highly desirable 
and if properly implemented would 
bring about fundamental improve-
ments, in particular the principle of 
universal coverage and free access 
to a broad range of valuable services 
and equipment.

Unfortunately, the market-based 
approach of the PC undermines these 
admirable aims. While the govern-
ment rightly takes responsibility for 
funding, the main thrust of the NDIS 
is tragically to move away from 
government responsibility for the 
provision of services to the private 
and church sector – privatisation by 
stealth.
Next week, in part 2, the funding 
of the NDIS, government 
commitment and the role 
of the finance sector in its 
development. 

Australia

Disability 
insurance 
scheme 
falls short

Pete’s Corner

Perth
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William Hodge, a 37 year old 
bricklayer, has been waging a 
lone battle in the back streets of 
Parramatta (Sydney) for 11 years 
unpaid superannuation. William 
is picketing outside the Skytons 
company offi ces in Hassall Street, 
Parramatta, and his lone vigil is 
fast approaching 30 days. The 
Construction Division of the 
CFMEU has provided support 
and encouragement and William 
is accompanied by members of the 
union and the community from 
time to time.

William worked for a sub contrac-
tor of Skytons which is a moderately 
sized building company. Skytons 
employs subcontractors for many of 
its projects. The CFMEU believes 
that Skytons has a moral duty to use 
only those contractors who pay their 
workers properly.

William is a so-called ABN 
(Australian Business Number) worker 
who has worked for over 11 years 
for one employer. He worked as 
an individual contractor for a fi rm 
which provides bricklaying services 
for Skytons.

Once a worker comes under 
the direction and control from an 
employer, he or she is entitled to be 
paid superannuation.

However, William’s super has 
not been paid and when he asked for 
it he was brushed aside.  When he 
insisted, the boss sacked him on the 
spot over the phone.

William’s boss claims he has no 
money and has closed down his sub 
contracting fi rm.

William has received a letter from 
Australian Tax Offi ce that the fi rm has 
been declared bankrupt and is not a 
legal entity.

William has been caught up in 
changes to industrial laws which force 
many workers to work on contracts. 

Individual workers, even apprentices 
at TAFE, are forced to get Australian 
Business Numbers (ABN) and to 
become contractors.

This allows employers to employ 
workers without having to provide 
entitlements such as sick leave, holi-
day pay and super entitlements. This 
loophole has allowed large numbers 
of bosses to escape paying super to 
their workers.

In the construction industry vari-
ous rights have been extracted from 
employers such as bad weather pay-
ments, long service leave and payment 
during delays in building materials 
arriving on site.

All these rights won by the col-
lective actions of unions are being 
circumvented by employers using 
ABN contractors. The buzz word for 
these arrangements is ‘fl exibility’. 
When “fl exibility” is used in relation 
to industrial relations, it is code for 
ripping off workers.

The CFMEU’s NSW Construction 
Division has been pursuing the cases 
of ABN workers with its usual vig-
our. The union has urged all parties 
involved in William’s case to come to 
the negotiating table. This has been 
met with sullen silence.

Asked if the Australian Building 
and Construction Commission had 
been of any help, William replied 
that only the CFMEU has helped 
him. Other industries, including 
cleaning, metals and transport, have 
similar schemes which means there 
are literally hundreds of thousands of 
workers in Australia being deprived 
of their entitlements.

“William is not the tip but a speck 
on top of an iceberg of disadvantage 
for Australian workers,” said the 
CFMEU’s Andrew Ferguson. It is 
well and truly time this arrangement 
is banned and employers pay workers 
their correct entitlements. 

Time to end ABN workers 
being ripped off

BER: Subbies and workers ripped off
Thousands of workers and over 
500 small businesses are owed over 
$7 million on Building Education 
Revolution (BER) work. Bovis 
Lend Lease (BLL) project man-
aged Catholic primary schools 
sites in Sydney.

Two inexperienced build-
ing companies (Project Kendell 
and Perle Constructions) were 
awarded over $20 million worth 
of economic stimulus work. These 
companies were pushed to the wall 
by BLL and ultimately collapsed. 
In the lead up to the collapse in 
December 2010, Bovis management 
were alerted by sub contractors 
working for these builders of late 

payments, outstanding payments and 
underpayments.

In all cases, BLL management 
ignored these concerns and did 
nothing.

Both companies went into 
receivership at the start of this year. 
At that time BLL had withheld pay-
ments of over $2.5 million. To put it 
very simply, Bovis has pocketed the 
subcontractors’ money. There has 
been no attempt to negotiate a fair 
settlement or any acknowledgement 
of their responsibility.

Many of the subcontractors are 
small family businesses. These sub-
bies and building workers have not 
been paid for the work they did. The 

laws are supposed to protect honest 
hard working people and not allow 
them to be ripped off.

In a statement the Construction 
Division of the CFMEU says these 
were government projects. “They 
provided much-needed libraries, 
halls, toilet blocks and classrooms etc. 
Helping build our children’s futures 
with public money.

“So why are these workers going 
to lose their homes and or livelihood? 
Who does the buck stop with?

“The CFMEU is prepared to 
standby these workers and secure 
fi nancial justice for the thousands of 
Aussies affected by this rip-off.” 

William Hodge with his one man picket in Hassall St Parramatta determined to get his super.

John Holland Constructions 
fail in their case against 
the CFMEU
Leighton’s subsidiary, John 
Holland Constructions has failed 
in its case against the Construction, 
Forestry, Mining and Energy 
Union (CFMEU) for inciting and 
causing strike action at its Worsley 
operation south of WA following 
the dangerous collapse of a giant 
crane boom in January 2010.

Holland’s had charged the union 
under the BCII Act (Building and 
Construction Industry Improvement 
Act) which carries maximum pen-
alties to the union of up $110,000 
and $22,000 for each union offi cial 

involved. CFMEU assistant secre-
tary Graham Pallot and organiser 
Troy Smart were both charged for 
inciting the strike. The workers had 
genuine fears for safety procedures 
resulting from the accident, which 
led to a volatile situation.

The union and its offi cers 
had travelled to the site to hold a 
meeting advising the worker not 
to strike, according to CFMEU 
state secretary Kevin Reynolds. 
“Our advice to the workers was to 
go back to work and go through 
the normal safety and dispute 

procedures. A total of around 51 
workers walked off the job and 
Holland’s thought they would get 
a free kick under the BCII Act by 
blaming the union and going for 
maximum penalties.

“Holland couldn’t even prove 
that any of those 51 workers were 
at the meeting.” Justice Barker 
said he was satisfi ed that the union 
had not acted to incite or vote up a 
strike action. Holland’s also with-
drew a damages claim against the 
union resulting from an article in 
the Collie Mail. 

Safety fears after 
Rio worker killed 
in mine accident
The death of a man last month in a 
workplace accident at Rio Tinto’s 
Pilbara operations near Tom Price 
in WA has led to criticism over the 
industry’s commitment to safety.

A Rio Tinto spokesman has 
confi rmed that a 27-year-old worker 
was fatally injured at the Brockman 
2 mine near Tom Price just after 
8pm.

The man was changing a 
hydraulic cylinder on a front-end 
loader at the time of the incident. 
One other worker was with him, the 
spokesman said.

Work at the Brockman 2 mine 
and the neighbouring Nammuldi 
mine site has been suspended.

Police, the Department of 
Mines and Petroleum and other 

authorities have been notifi ed and 
an investigation is underway.

CFMEU mining division secre-
tary Gary Wood said the death was 
a tragedy and action needed to be 
taken after a recent spate of serious 
injuries and deaths in the industry.

“The industry continually tells 
us that they are working more 
safely but we are still managing to 
have fatalities on a regular basis,” 
Mr Wood said.

“Clearly they have got safety 
wrong.”

Mr Wood said workers needed 
to be consulted on risk and safety 
management and believed WA pen-
alties for serious workplace inci-
dents were not harsh enough. 
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Bob Briton

Wikileaks is never far from the 
headlines. The latest uproar 
concerns the decision by the online 
publisher of leaked information to 
put its whole, unedited collection 
of US diplomatic cables online. 
Blame for the unexpected decision 
to publish has moved back and 
forth between Wikileaks and the 
UK Guardian newspaper. A writer 
for that journal, David Leigh, had 
included a password to Wikileaks’ 
encrypted files in his book 
Wikileaks: Inside Julian Assange’s 
War on Secrecy. Columnists in the 
corporate press have gone berserk 
about the supposed threat to the 
safety of people who have cooper-
ated with the US, especially in the 
Middle East. Wikileaks insists the 
Guardian was the reckless party 
and had scuttled efforts underway 
to redact the documents to protect 
at-risk individuals.

Meanwhile, the public has been 
given another set of insights into the 
way international affairs are really 
conducted. Australia has again come 
to the world’s attention with more 
embarrassing revelations. Cables iden-
tify at least one senior ASIO offi cer 
– names of such persons are usually a 
well-kept and legally protected secret 
in Australia. But worse, the slavish-
ness of the “special relationship” 
Australian governments have had 
with successive US administrations 
is evident again in this latest dump 
of confi dential cables.

Through previous cables between 
the US Embassy in Canberra and 
controllers back in Washington, we 
learned that Australian political fi g-
ures drop by to give their assessment 
of their colleagues and the likely 
course of political events. Right-wing 
Labor powerbroker Mark Arbib calls 
by the embassy for a chat. “He under-
stands the importance of supporting 
a vibrant relationship with the US 
while not being too deferential. We 
have found him personable, confi dent 
and articulate,” an embassy profi le 
said. “He has met with us repeatedly 
throughout his political rise.” Former 
ALP frontbencher Bob McMullen 
pops in for the occasional debrief, as 
does Member for Melbourne Ports, 
Michael Danby.

Mr Danby appears in the latest 
cables, too. He offered to write an op-
ed piece for The Australian Financial 
Review in 2008 to promote the US 
government’s “Day of Solidarity with 
the Cuban people” or, rather, a day for 
hysterical anti-Castro outpourings and 
threats of US-backed regime change. 
Former US President George W Bush 
set out the intentions of the day of 
“solidarity” in a press release:

“The United States is rallying 
the free world to the cause of Cuban 
liberty. We continue to shine a bright 
light on the Castro regime’s abuses 
– and America calls on the govern-
ment of Cuba to immediately and 
unconditionally release all prisoners 
of conscience.

“We keep these prisoners, their 
families, and all Cubans in our 
prayers. Especially on this Day of 
Solidarity, we ask the Almighty to 
comfort and strengthen those who 
suffer under the Castro dictatorship 
– and to hasten the day when Cuba’s 
suffering comes to an end.”

Danby (who is chair of the 
Australia-American Parliamentary 
Friendship Association) reportedly 
offered to circulate a statement in 
support of the day.

But the US Embassy is not simply 
the object of the affections of ardent 
admirers. It is hands-on in Australian 
political affairs. Its Public Affairs 
Counsellor lobbied metropolitan 
newspapers to get other anti-Cuba op-
ed pieces published. A member of the 
Victorian parliament with links to the 
Hispanic community was approached 
to do some smearing of the Cuban 
government on behalf of the US.

Most disturbing of the latest batch 
of cables are those dealing with the 
perfectly legal and peaceful political 
activities of the Australian people. 
The US Embassy secretly assessed 
groups taking part in protests of 
interest to the US and which had 
some supposed link to or potential 
for “violence”. Ethnic groups such 
as the Greeks, Malaysians, Lebanese, 
Serbians, Indonesians, Pakistanis. 
Ethiopians, Somalis and Sudanese 
were listed as having potential for 
embarrassing, large demonstrations 
such as occurred in 2006 over Israel’s 
attack on Lebanon.

Various protests, their locations, 
the sponsoring organisation and 

numbers attending were shown for 
the period from February 2008 to 
February 2009. Groups such as Stop 
the War Coalition, Socialist Alliance 
and the Australia Cuba Friendship 
Society are listed. Inaccuracies and 
speculation abound in the document, 
which appears to reply to a number 
of questions regarding the “security 
environment” in Australia. ASIO, law 
enforcement agencies and “anti-ter-
ror” legislation all get big ticks from 
the embassy in Canberra but care is 
taken not to eliminate completely the 
existence of bizarre, shadowy threats:

“… there have been incidents 
of extremists with an anti-western 
agenda coalescing into cells that 
intended to strike Australian interests. 
Such cells could just as easily decide 
to attack US interests, but there are 
no indications that any such cells 
currently exist.”

And further down:
“It is also worth mentioning that 

although only anecdotal evidence 
exists, there are indications that 
incarcerated indigenous persons are 
adopting a brand of radical Islam 
while imprisoned. To date there is 
no evidence that once released from 
incarceration these groups continue 
following these beliefs, indicating it 
may be a method of obtaining favours 
while incarcerated.”

Also instructive about the role 
of the US Embassy is a cable dated 
December 11, 2009 revealing that 
BHP, Chevron and Shell had com-
plained to the US government about 
a decision of federal resources min-
ister Martin Ferguson. They believed 
they were being forced to use the 
Liquefi ed Natural Gas processing 
plant planned for James Price Point 
in the Kimberley in WA. Company 
reps reportedly said the decision 
favoured competing resource devel-
oper Woodside, which is still locked 
in battle with local Indigenous peo-
ple and environmentalists over the 
controversial proposed development. 

The fact that the companies would 
choose to whinge to the US govern-
ment betrays another awful truth about 
the “special” relationship between 
Australia and the US. When it comes 
to legislation by the Australian gov-
ernment, the US administration is 
regarded by the transnationals as a 
“higher court”. 

There was an informative and revealing interview piece in 
the Australian Financial Review on September 1. Australia’s 
ambassador to the US, Kim Beazley, was forthcoming about 
Australia’s utter subservience to the US. On the 60th anniver-
sary of the signing of the ANZUS treaty, Beazley stated that it 
and the alliance in general was more important than ever. He 
lauded America’s military power over the rest of the world say-
ing that Australia is “buying just about an entire air force” from 
the US. “It’s just monstrous, huge – we’re their fourth big-
gest customer,” he announced, with manifest Americofi le pride. 
“Monstrous” is the right term, when considered relative to the 
outrageous running down of basic services such as health and 
education. The purchases include $16 billion for Lockheed 
Martin Joint Strike Fighters plus 24 Boeing Super Hornets, 
Boeing airborne warning and control system aircraft, Chinook 
helicopters and Boeing P-8 anti-submarine jets. “This is much 
more important to us now than at any other to this point in the 
history of the agreement,” said Bomber Beazley, defence min-
ister in the Hawke government. On the US military’s world 
dominance he stated, “Probably the United States is fur-
ther ahead – technologically in its weapons systems – of the 
rest of the world, including China, than it was ten years ago.”

The full page Legacy Day ads that ran last week are a prime 
example of how capitalism “works”. Legacy, of course, is there 
to help out the families of soldiers killed in war, but where there’s 
tragedy, there’s opportunity … for product promotion. In this case 
Billy Tea with the callous and opportunistic line, “Tea from a time 
when men were willing to fi ght for a cause”. Never miss a chance 
to turn a profi t, even if it’s over the bodies of dead soldiers.

The bottom line driving the protests in a place like Egypt is 
economics. They are also driven by the accompanying politi-
cal aspirations and objectives. Around 40 percent of Egypt’s 
population live on or below the US$2 a day poverty line. Three 
million children are living homeless on the streets of Egyptian 
cities. Eleven million Egyptians live in shanty towns on the 
fringes of cities. One quarter of the population are slum dwell-
ers. Since the military kicked out Mubarak monies from the 
country’s biggest earner, tourism, are down by 30 percent.

The federal tax summit in October will be looking at raising the 
GST above 10 percent. One of the authors of the Henry tax 
review, Greg Smith, said last week that the idea that the GST 
could not be increased without the agreement of all Australian 
governments was “rubbish’. The inequitable tax is applied 
at the same rate on all goods and services regardless of peo-
ple’s incomes and capacity to pay. On going beyond the 10 
percent, Smith touchingly looked to the democratic nature 
of the system: “No law can restrain a future government; it’s 
a basic principle of Western democracy, well established.”

Member for Melbourne Ports, Michael Danby.

Wikileaks
Insights into the “special relationship”

Melbourne

Fighting for 

free public education

Chile 

remembers 

September 11

On Sunday September 11, Melbourne supporters of Chilean students fighting 

for free and public education will show their solidarity and commemorate 38 

years since the military coup that ousted Salvador Allende. Since September 

11 in 1973, Chileans have struggled against Pinochet’s military dictatorship 

and the neo-liberal policies of privatisation and corporatisation pursued by 

subsequent governments.

Today, students in Chile are leading the battle against neo-liberalism and 

providing an example worldwide for all of us wanting to take a stand against 

the destruction of public services and community values. The students of 

Chile are saying no to corporate profit and yes to public education.

We call on members of the Chilean, Latin American and Australian 

communities to support the students of Chile and in this way pay tribute also 

to the tens of thousands of people that were tortured, killed, disappeared and 

forced into exile in the 17 years of military dictatorship and the struggle for 

the democracy Chilean students are now modelling.

1 pm 

Sunday 

September 11

The Old GPO 
on Bourke & Elizabeth

Latin American Forum – Victoria 

The Pablo Neruda Cultural Centre

Latin American Renaissance Collective
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Chinese entry into the Korean peninsular 
was hidden from MacArthur for weeks, 
largely because he simply didn’t want to 
know. On October 26, 1950 and into early 
November advance units of the ROK and US 
armies had probed deep into North Korea, 
and some had actually seen (crossed?) and 
“pissed in” the Yalu River and engaged 
in small fi refi ghts with the enemy. Their 
supply lines were stretched gossamer thin. 
But Chinese troops were all about them. 
According to Halberstam, there was an 
eerie calm to match the growing cold of the 
terrain. The Chinese had been travelling at 
night, on foot, in the mountains and away 
from roads, making all effort to avoid detec-
tion and capture. They had taken great care 
to be invisible: when a reconnaissance plane 
fl ew overhead, all movement would cease.

When the Chinese fi rst struck fully on 
November 25, the surprise was complete. 
ROK units in particular were targeted and sent 
reeling. At Unsan, Kunuri and the Chongchon 
River in the West, and at the Chosin Reservoir 
in the East, a pattern emerged. First, American 
positions would be overwhelmed with mortar 
and small arms fi re, causing them to retreat, 
necessarily (and predictably) on roads suitable 
for trucks and heavy equipment. These would 
already be lined by fortifi ed Chinese troops, 
ready for ambush. The result was chaos and 
utter panic. The US Army engaged in the long-
est rapid retreat of its history – back to the 38th 
Parallel and beyond, before UN command could 
restore some degree of order and dig in.

In retreat, UN forces exacted a terrible price. 
A vengeful “scorched earth” response devas-
tated every fi eld, village and town left behind. 
Pyongyang was reduced to rubble. US bombing 
became desperate, intense and indiscriminate, 
and infrastructure such as bridges and railways 
was pulverized: normal economic life could not 
return for years ...

MacArthur had lost all credibility, and was 
reduced to babbling incoherence about lack 
of government support. As a last resort, he 
demanded the authority to use nuclear strikes 
against China. Truman, rightly according 
to Halberstam, retained such power for the 
Presidency, and sacked MacArthur who still, 
even at this stage, hadn’t spent an overnight 
stay in Korea. He was replaced by General 
Matthew Ridgway, a soon-to-be-dubbed “sav-
iour” of the situation.

The war bogs down 1951-53
Ridgway at least respected his enemy. The 

strategy was to dig in at critical positions such 
as Chipyongni and Wonju and then supply the 
defenders with overwhelming fi repower. Crucial 
to such a strategy was domination of the air, 
which was still in fl ux at this point.

Jet fi ghters had replaced propeller-driven 
aircraft in the Korean War, and the MIG-15 
supplied by the Russians could match the 
Americans’ F-86 Sabre: it had comparable 
speed, could climb faster and higher and was 
only slightly less manoeuvrable. The signifi -
cant difference was in the number of bombers 
available to the USAF (supplied from nearby 
bases in Japan) which continued to ground out 
“strategic” and “interdictory” bombing mis-
sions daily. In 1950 the daily tonnage dropped 
by B-29 Superfortresses rose from 625 to 800 
tonnes. University of Chicago academic Bruce 
Cummings estimated that more napalm and 
bomb tonnage was dropped on North Korea than 

in the whole Pacifi c campaign of the Second 
World War.

Thus the communist side focused on the 
interception of bombing and strafi ng raids over 
Korean territory whereas UN tactics were to 
destroy MIGs. The Chinese and North Koreans 
could ill-afford to lose trained pilots because 
they were rare to begin with and their training 
facilities were elementary. Combined Western 
and US industrial capacity simply meant that 
more of everything technological from aircraft 
carriers to pilots could be supplied more plenti-
fully, more often. This was a telling fact, and 
it made a difference to the progress of the war: 
the MIGs, restricted to bases beyond the Yalu 
River, could not adequately operate where the 
ground fi ghting was taking place, so UN planes 
had dominance there.

For their part, the KPA (North Koreans) 
and PVA (Chinese) had people, and plenty of 
them. Attacks involving hundreds of thousands 
of infantry were not unusual. They were coura-
geous, recklessly selfl ess, fi t, disciplined and 
politically committed. They moved at night 
or under cloud to avoid aerial attack. They 
bivouacked in caves. They travelled lightly 
and rapidly, but food supplies were always an 
issue: everything edible in northern Korea had 
gone. Basic rice supplies had to be carried long 
distances overland from China, under constant 
bombardment, but the transport lines continued, 
unabated.

Urged on by Mao, the peasant general Peng 
Dehuai moved on to the “Fourth Phase”: an 
attack through the Central Corridor of Korea 
at Wonju and Chipyongni – the path to Pusan. 
The fi ghting was in freezing mountains and was 
intense and incredibly costly, but the communists 
did not break through. When UN forces counter-
attacked, Peng and the communist forces fell 
back, roughly to the 38th Parallel, and dug in 
also – the “mobile war” was over.

Peace talks begin – 1951
A stalemate ensued similar to that of WW1. 

It was clear the US had now invested a huge 
amount to stop a unifi ed communist Korea, 
and could feasibly use nuclear weaponry if 
faced with total defeat. Yet they had lost the 
stomach for another drive into North Korea: the 
determination of their Chinese and In Min Gun 
adversaries had clearly established that losses 
would be horrendous. Thus, after yet another 
costly battle in July 1951, armistice talks began 
at the ancient Korean capital of Kaesong, just 
below the 38th Parallel.

The next two years were basically dismissed 
by Halberstam because the military position did 
not change signifi cantly. But this was the period 
of the most intense Cold War propaganda from 
both sides, and some murderous assaults and 
counter-assaults over steep mountainous terrain. 
They were the years of “MASH”  (“Mobile 
Army Surgical Hospital”) – a development of 
the rapid use of helicopters and surgical camps 
to reduce  casualty/death ratios – of charges of 
prisoner brainwashing, assassination attempts, 
germ warfare, of the death of Stalin and the 
defeat of Truman and his replacement with 
Eisenhower, who promised to “ … visit Korea”.

Yet, as Halberstam says “ … no one knew 
how to end it.” Instead of being the last issue to 
be resolved as it is in most confl icts, the release 
of POW’s (prisoners of war) became, at the 
insistence of US and South Korean negotiators, 
the primary one. There were countless breaches 
of cease-fi re lines and bombings of areas such 

as Kaesong, supposedly a Demilitarised Zone 
(DMZ), to such an extent that the negotiation 
space was moved to the smaller village of 
Panmunjom.

Armistice – 1953
Many, including Halburstam, claim the 

settlement was achieved because of the death 
of Stalin in March, 1953. This implies that the 
Soviet Union had been the main obstacle to 
peace: a bald falsehood. In April, May, June 
and July, massive battles took place on the front 
lines, but especially at a position held by the 
Americans called Pork Chop Hill or Hill 225. On 
the fi rst day of the US artillery barrage, 37,655 
rounds were poured onto their Chinese adver-
saries. The next day 77,349 shells went over. 
This surpassed Verdun and most battles since 
for sheer rapidity and intensity. Nevertheless, 
on July 16 the Chinese took Pork Chop Hill 
and the armistice was concluded 16 days later.

The UN coalition was wearing thin and there 
was global impatience with the pettifogging 
American insistence about where the ceasefi re 
line should be – in the end it was where the 
front-lines lay, with two kilometres’ separation 
on both sides, and a DMZ in the middle. On July 
27, 1953, a “permanent truce” now continued 
the separation of North and South Korea.

Syngman Rhee, furious at the US/UN 
capitulation, threatened that South Korea would 
fi ght on, alone. It was pathetic posturing. After 

the Chinese left North Korea in 1958, US troops 
have remained at 27 bases in South Korea 
ever since the Armistice – with the onset of 
the Vietnam, Iraq and Afghan wars many were 
redeployed, but there are still over 28,000 GI’s 
there to “coordinate” war games with their ROK 
(South Korean) “partners” near the border, 
every year.

Aftermath
So, David Halburstam has written an in-

depth, descriptive history of the Korean War, 
with one hugely signifi cant blind spot: the 
Koreans themselves. If this kind of history 
gains supremacy, most children would be for-
given for thinking the United States singularly 
fought this war against bestial communists in a 
backdrop of snow-covered mountains and Asian 
hordes. When ROK troops are mentioned, it is 
in the context of incompetence, fear and fl ight 
– “letting the Americans down”. After Inchon, 
the North Korean (KPA) army is not really 
mentioned in any military capacity at all – the 
enemy appeared to be all Chinese.

To gain some perspective, casualties ended 
up (very roughly) thus:
• US = 37,000 
• ROK = Between 200,000 and 300,000
• PVA = Between 150,000 and 200,000 

(including Mao Zedong’s son) 
• KPA = Between 300,000 and 400,000
• Plus some two million Korean civilians.

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

(Part 3) The tide turns, again

A napalm explosion over North Korea.

Book Review by Bob Treasure
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To conclude, Halburstam provided the usual 
“miracle story” of South Korean economic suc-
cess as compared with the North Korean basket 
case – more stereotypical generality. It overlooks 
the basic reality that the DPRK’s population 
has always been half that of the South, that 
its industrial capacity was utterly shattered by 
the war, that it was made an international trade 
pariah (as was China till the 1980s) and became 
reliant on Soviet economic integration, which 
then collapsed in 1990.

Both South and North have suffered energy 
debt, but when the DPRK sought to resolve its 
energy needs by going nuclear (it has its own 
supplies of uranium), the US raised a hue and 
cry about “rogue states” and “nuclear threat”. 
When the DPRK agreed to suspend nuclear 
development the US reneged on agreements 
to supply alternative carbon fuels – time and 
again. Every year, the US and ROK carry out 
war games as adjacent to DPRK borders as 
possible – all to ensure the DPRK continues to 
spend 20 percent of its GDP on defence.

Thus, we witness ongoing brinkmanship on 
the Korean peninsular today. The presence of 
the USA in the Far East is the greatest obstacle 
to peace and mutual cooperation in the whole 
region. It has no business to be there other than 
to preserve the interests of its global empire, and 
it is basically not wanted: repeated Gallup Polls 
over recent years reveal that South Koreans sim-
ply want them out. One day it will happen. 

Magazine

orean War Kimball Cariou

A Colombian trade union activist has passed 
the three-year mark in a Bogota prison. 
Liliany Obando, who has toured several 
countries to speak out against human rights 
abuses in her homeland, has yet to face trial, 
and the “evidence” against her is utterly 
discredited. But she and 7,500 other political 
prisoners remain jailed by the regime.

In a powerful statement released on 
August 8, the third anniversary of her impris-
onment, Liliany Obando vividly describes 
her ordeal: “I am a woman among more than 
7,500 Colombian political prisoners, both 
men and women, who suffer and resist with 
dignity the harshness of a judicial system, 
prisons and a state that denies us and dis-
qualifi es us, calling us ‘terrorists’ and which 
seeks to annul us as individuals and break us 
as social and political activists.”

Obando is one target of the so-called 
“FARC-politics” legal assault, which accused 
a wide range of democratic and labour activ-
ists of being supporters of the Revolutionary 
Armed Forces of Colombia (FARC).

“This personal nightmare” as Obando 
describes it, began on March 1, 2008, when 
the armed forces of Colombia unleashed 
Operation Phoenix on Ecuadorian territory. 
This operation, in violation of international 
law and the sovereignty of Ecuador, mas-
sacred insurgents including a leading FARC 
member, Raul Reyes, as well as several 
Mexican students.

Computers, removable hard drives and 
USB sticks were seized by the Colombian 
soldiers. These materials were turned over 
to prosecutors, but only after thousands of 
electronic fi les were manipulated. The fi les 
became the basis for the “FARC-politics” 
charges.

As Obando writes, “To my surprise, I 
heard my name on the lips of prosecutor 
Iguaran next to those of renowned person-
alities from politics, academia and journal-
ism. Among those mentioned were Polo 
Democratico Alternativo [Democratic Pole] 
congress members Gloria Ines Ramirez and 
Wilson Borja, Liberal Party Senator Piedad 
Cordoba, former minister Alvaro Leyva 

Duran, journalists Carlos Lozano Guillen, 
William Parra and Lazaro Viveros, the 
American academic James Jones and the 
Venezuelan parliamentarian Amilcar Figueroa 
... The common factor among those who were 
included in this line was the commitment 
taken up in the different areas of work of 
each one of us, some of us from the political 
opposition, to the defence of human rights, 
the search for scenarios of peace and humani-
tarian accords.

“ ... My life until then had passed 
between my professional work as a sociolo-
gist, my commitment to defending human 
rights, women’s and labour rights, my 
membership in the left as a political option; 
my academic pursuits in the Masters in 
Political Studies at the National University of 
Colombia (I was preparing my graduate the-
sis), and raising my children (4 and 15 years) 
as a single mother ...

“On August 8, 2008, while reading news 
online one item caught my complete attention 
– it was regarding the arrest warrant issued 
against me. Hours later my home was raided 
and I was led into the cells of the DIJIN and 
then to the Women’s Prison in Bogota where 
I remain still, 36 months later, with the sta-
tus of CHARGED, waiting for justice to be 
done in my case and a clear abuse of pre-trial 
detention.

“In the raid, heavily armed police suc-
ceeded in intimidating my elderly mother 
and my little children. At the site, they seized 
documents, including some belonging to my 
mother and children, which are among the 
evidence being used against me.

“Leading the raid was the same captain 
of the DIJIN, Ronald Hayden Coy Ortiz, who 
had participated in Operation Phoenix. He 
sarcastically said to me among other things, 
it would make me famous, nationally and 
internationally, while other police fi lmed 
everything around me, including my family 
members and myself from all angles ...

“The prosecutor laid charges of rebellion 
and managing resources for terrorist purposes 
against me, based on the alleged information 
obtained from the computing devices of the 
late leader of FARC, Raul Reyes. Charges I 
did not accept and consciously I prepared to 

subject myself to a trial to prove my inno-
cence. The prosecutor then decided to issue 
a security measure against me by placing me 
in a prison facility. I was denied the benefi t 
of home detention despite having fully dem-
onstrated my status as a single mother. Later 
I would be denied the benefi t a further nine 
times, being considered a ‘danger to society’ 
– something that does not happen to white 
collar criminals who are granted this benefi t 
without any obstacle ... ”

On May 18, 2011, Colombia’s Supreme 
Court of Justice (Criminal Division) issued 
a writ in the case against former congress-
man Wilson Borja, declaring that the physi-
cal evidence obtained in Operation Phoenix 
has no legal validity in any of these cases. 
On August 1, the Criminal Chamber of 
the Supreme Court of Justice unanimously 
upheld the May 18 ruling.

Based on the ruling, Professor Miguel 
Angel Beltran was released on June 3, and 
the extradition to Colombia of Chilean com-
munist leader Manuel Olate was stopped. 
But judges have rejected applications for 
Obando’s release.

As she writes, “Fortunately, since many 
people unfairly linked to this process have 
been acquitted, only Joaquin Perez Becerra 
and I are still deprived of our freedom. 
Meanwhile my days are spent in a high secu-
rity cell isolated from the rest of my fellow 
political prisoners, but with dignity, high 
morale and standing tall. We continue to fi ght 
for the freedom of all Colombian political 
prisoners. Someday it will be possible, and I 
will continue working freely once more for 
a truly democratic country enjoying political 
inclusion, social justice and peace.”

She concludes by thanking “each and 
every one” of her supporters and members of 
her family, signing off as “Liliany Obando, 
political prisoner; survivor of the genocide 
against the Patriotic Union.”
(To read the full text of Liliany Obando’s 
statement, visit the website of the 
International Network in Solidarity 
with Colombian Political Prisoners, 
www.inspp.org)
People’s Voice 

Colombian unionist 
marks three years in jail

Zero Hour
Tropical nights in Central America, 
with moonlit lagoons and volcanoes 
and lights from presidential palaces, 
barracks and sad curfew warnings. 
“Often while smoking a cigarette 
I’ve decided that a man should die,” 
says Ubico smoking a cigarette . . . 
In his pink-wedding-cake palace 
Ubico has a head cold. Outside, the people 
were dispersed with phosphorous bombs. 
San Salvador laden with night and espionage, 
with whispers in homes and boardinghouses 
and screams in police stations. 
Carías’ palace stoned by the people. 
A window of his offi ce has been smashed, 
and the police have fi red upon the people. 
And Managua the target of machine guns 
from the chocolate-cookie palace 
and steel helmets patrolling the streets.

Ernesto Cardenal
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Elements of Al-Qaeda and other 
Islamic extremist groups were 
known to be key players in the 
NATO-backed uprising in Libya 
from the beginning, but now it 
appears that prominent Jihadists 
and terrorists are practically lead-
ing it with Western support.

One terror leader in particular, 
Abdelhakim Belhaj, made headlines 
around the world over the weekend 
after it emerged that he was appointed 
the chief of Tripoli’s opposition 
Military Council. Prior to leading 
forces against Gaddafi’s regime, 
Belhaj was the founder and leader of 
the notorious Libyan Islamic Fighting 
Group (LIFG).

Eventually the terror “Emir,” as 
he has been called, was arrested and 
tortured as an American prisoner in 
the terror war. In 2004, according 
to reports, he was transferred to the 
Gaddafi  government – then a US 
terror-war ally.

By 2010, Belhaj was freed by 
Gaddafi  under an amnesty agreement 
for “former” terrorists. And more 
recently, the terror leader and his men 
were trained by US special forces to 
take on Gaddafi .

“We proudly announce the lib-
eration of Libya and that Libya has 
become free and that the rule of the 
tyrant and the era of oppression is 
behind us,” Belhaj was quoted as 
saying after his forces sacked one of 
Gaddafi ’s compounds. His leadership 
is now well established.

While most news reports about 

Belhaj acknowledged that the LIFG 
has been designated a terrorist organi-
sation by the US State Department, 
many accounts inaccurately down-
played the group’s links to terror and 
Al-Qaeda. But evidence suggests the 
two terrorist organisations actually 
merged several years ago.

A few reporters have highlighted 
the seriousness of the problem. “The 
new military dictator of Tripoli is 
none other than the infamous Abdul 
Hakim Belhadj, an international ter-
rorist, a famous, notorious ‘genocidal’ 
of Al-Qaeda who has carried out 
international terrorism all across the 
globe,” noted investigative reporter 
Webster Tarpley, adding that the ter-
rorist has boasted of killing American 
soldiers.

Journalist Pepe Escobar, one 
of the fi rst to report the news of 
Belhadj‘s rise to power, explained in 
the Asia Times that the repercussions 
would be widespread. “The story of 
how an Al-Qaeda asset turned out to 
be the top Libyan military commander 
in still war-torn Tripoli is bound to 
shatter – once again – that wilderness 
of mirrors that is the ‘war on terror’,” 
he noted. It will also compromise 
“the carefully constructed propa-
ganda of the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organisation’s (NATO’s) ‘humanitar-
ian’ intervention in Libya.”

Countless other “former” terror-
ists, many of whom are well-known 
to American offi cials, are also deeply 
embedded in the new regime. And 
according to CNN, hundreds of 
Al-Qaeda-linked Islamic extrem-
ists have been set free from Libyan 

prisons in recent days and weeks by 
opposition forces.

“Nobody knows what these 
released prisoners are going to do 
next,” explained Noman Benotman, 
identified as a “former Libyan 
Jihadist” and senior LIFG leader. 
“Will they take part in the fi ghting and 
if they do will they join pre-existing 
rebel brigades or form a separate 
fi ghting force?”

On top of that, because the oppo-
sition has already been recognised 
by Western governments, it will 
soon be receiving billions of dollars 
that were seized from the Gaddafi  
regime. Massive aid packages and 

overwhelming military support have 
been fl owing to them for months.

Al-Qaeda fighters and other 
Islamic extremists are also now in 
possession of huge stockpiles of 
advanced military weaponry including 
missiles and possibly even weapons 
of mass destruction. Concern about 
chemical agents falling into their 
hands is growing quickly.

NATO powers, which secretly 
armed the opposition before Western 
intervention became offi cial, also 
fl ooded the nation with arms. And 
Gaddafi ’s stockpiles have been thor-
oughly raided, adding even more fuel 
to the fi re as the weapons begin to fl ow 
toward Jihadists around the world.

And the battle is indeed expand-
ing. Al-Qaeda is now targeting 
regimes that did not back the Libyan 
rebellion. After an attack on an impor-
tant Algerian military academy that 
left 18 dead, for example, a statement 
released by Al-Qaeda said the strike 
was due to Algeria “continuing to 
support the Libyan dictator Gadaffi  
to fi ght against our brothers.”

Gaddafi  claimed from the start 
that the rebels were Western agents 
and Al-Qaeda leaders. But despite 

US Senators McCain and Lieberman 
having praised Gaddafi  several years 
earlier as an “ally” in the terror war 
deserving of American weapons, 
Gaddafi ’s statements were dismissed 
by most analysts.

The aftermath of NATO’s Libya 
war will almost certainly be bloody 
and fraught with problems. And even 
though the truth is diffi cult to discern 
amid a web of lies, what has been 
learned doesn’t paint a bright picture 
for the future.

Sharia law is enshrined in the 
draft Constitution, and the violence 
shows no signs of easing thus far. 
The rebel “Transitional Council” also 
announced early on that it had created 
a Western-style central bank to take 
over from Gaddafi ’s state-owned 
monetary authority.

Even as Libya spirals deeper into 
chaos and Gaddafi  vows to fi ght on for 
years, NATO may well be planning 
further “regime change” missions for 
other Middle Eastern nations. Islamic 
extremists, meanwhile, are arming 
and preparing themselves for more 
violence as they exploit the situation 
to gain more power.
New America 

Al-Qaeda and NATO’s Islamic 
extremists taking over Libya

Slovak government 
on anti-communist rampage
Emile Schepers

The government of the Slovak 
Republic, a coalition of four 
right-wing parties (led by Prime 
Minister Iveta Radičová of the 
Slovak Democratic and Christian 
Union-Democratic Party) has 
approved draconian legislation that 
could end up sending members of 
the country’s Communist Party 
and other leftists to prison for 
up to three years because of their 
beliefs and speech.

The law would criminalise any 
promotion of, or professions of 
sympathy for, communism, as well 
as denial of the crimes of the previ-
ous socialist governments of the 
former Czechoslovakia. It seeks to 
equate support for communism with 
support for Nazism. It is sched-
uled to go into force September 1, 
though constitutional challenges 
are being mounted and protests are 
planned. Besides the Communist 
Party of Slovakia, other democratic 
currents in the country are denounc-
ing the law.

This is not the fi rst attempt by 
the Slovak right to legitimise fas-
cism by attacking communists. A 
2006 law makes opponents of the 
former communist-led government 
eligible for special government 
fi nancial aid and includes anti-
communist actions going back to 
October 6, 1944.

Alexander Rehák, Emeritus 
Professor at the University of 

Bratislava, explains why this is 
troubling. After the Munich agree-
ment of 1938, Hitler invaded 
Bohemia and Moravia (the “Czech” 
part of Czechoslovakia) directly 
and set up a puppet state. The Nazis 
also fomented the breaking away 
of Slovakia, which came under the 
rule of a clerical fascist, Monsignor 
Jozef Tiso, who became a key ally 
for Hitler, and participated in the 
Holocaust by facilitating the depor-
tation of Slovak Jews.

In 1944, communists, Slovak 
military personnel and others organ-
ised the Slovak National Uprising 
against the German occupation and 
the collaborationist government of 
Tiso.

On October 6 of that year, 
Czechoslovak and Soviet troops 
attempted to force through the 
Dukla pass in the Carpathian 
Mountains, so as to move from 
Poland into Slovakia to link up with 
the Slovak National Uprising and 
defeat the Nazis and their Slovak 
collaborators. Unfortunately, the 
effort failed, and the uprising was 
crushed with many deaths.

Because of this, opponents of 
the 2006 law complain that people 
who were basically on the pro-Nazi 
side toward the end of the Second 
World War, even perhaps Tiso (who 
was hanged after the war), could 
end up being exonerated and even 
given material rewards.

The new anti-communist law 
in the Slovak Republic is one of 

several such attempts in former 
socialist bloc countries, including 
the Czech Republic, Poland and 
Hungary, where right-wing politi-
cians hold power. In each country, 
the left attributes the eagerness to 
attack the communists to a need to 
distract attention from the current 
rulers’ own failed policies. The 
Slovak Republic is a good example 
of this: the right-wing government 
is implementing a particularly fi erce 
program of austerity.

The World Federation of 
Democratic Youth issued a state-
ment on the Slovak anti-communist 
law, which summed this up:

“Aware that the current system 
is unable to provide the people of 
Slovakia the ‘well-being, justice 
and democracy that was prom-
ised during the early nineties, the 
dominant classes need to chase 
and eliminate all forces that, in an 
organised way, can fi ght against the 
destruction of social, political and 
democratic rights that the capital-
ist restoration has meant. On this 
occasion, we express our solidarity 
with all democratic formations in 
Slovakia, particularly with our com-
rades of the SZM [Slovak Socialist 
Youth League].”

Progressive people everywhere 
are asked to raise their voices in 
protest against this anti-democratic 
measure.
People’s World 

Abdelhakim Belhaj was appointed the chief of Tripoli’s opposition Military Council.

The cost of the war for Australia

This brings to 29 Australians killed, 184 wounded.

900 soldiers have been compensated as a result of their service 

in Afghanistan for injuries sustained in that country depression 

and so on. A cost that is ongoing.

In money terms the war has cost the Australian taxpayer $10 billion at an 

average of $1 billion a year, from 2011 the cost will go to $1.3 billion per year.

In 2011, 1500 Afghan civilians have lost their 

life an increase of 15% on 2010.

Bring the troops home now.
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John Bachtell

CHICAGO: Warning of a new 
“NAFTA for the Pacifi c Rim,” 
labour and its allies are demanding 
a new free trade deal being negoti-
ated for the Pacifi c region include 
protections for workers rights, 
health care and the environment.

Trade ministers from nine Pacifi c 
Rim countries will gather in Chicago 
on Labour Day weekend to negotiate 
the Trans-Pacifi c Partnership Free 
Trade Agreement (TPP).

Labour, environmentalists, con-
sumer, faith based, small business, 
farmers and public health organisa-
tions from the US and globally are 
outraged negotiations are taking place 
in secret. A Labour Day protest here is 
demanding transparency and a voice 
for workers and their communities in 
drafting the new treaty.

This is the fi rst trade agreement 
negotiations initiated by the Obama 
administration, which is already 
encountering stiff opposition to pas-
sage of Bush administration initiated 
free trade agreements with Korea, 
Columbia and Panama over similar 
issues.

The Citizens Trade Campaign 
(CTC) calls the TPP the next genera-
tion NAFTA and warns of job losses 
in the US, loss of tax revenues for 
struggling cities and states and a con-
tinued race to the bottom for workers 
here and in the Pacifi c Rim countries.

The CTC says the objective of US 
negotiators is to guarantee US-based 
transnationals maintain domination 
in the Pacifi c-Asian market. The US 
has dominated Pacifi c region trade 
since WW2, but the emergence of 
China and India as global powers is 
threatening that domination.

The TPP includes the US, 
Vietnam, Brunei Darussalam, 
Singapore, Malaysia, New Zealand, 
Australia, Peru and Chile. However, 
China, India and Indonesia are not 
part of the negotiations.

The US already has FTAs with 
several of the countries involved, 
but US negotiators hope the TPP will 
serve as the basis for a comprehensive 
free trade agreement covering all of 
Asia, and allow for other countries to 
join at a later date.

Presently, US trade with the TPP 
countries represents about 7 percent 
of total US trade with Asian and 2 
percent of global trade. Asian market 
constitutes 60 percent of global GDP 
and 50 percent of global trade.

The Obama administration has 
promised the TPP will a “be a 21st 
century trade agreement” and has 
promised to include labour and envi-
ronmental standards. But critics are 

wary since no draft treaty text has 
been made public and powerful cor-
porate lobbying groups have deeply 
infl uenced negotiations.

Labour and its allies have a 
number of concerns with the frame-
work being proposed for the treaty. 
Some of these issues are also conten-
tious among the nations involved.

A 2010 joint declaration of 
labour federations in four countries, 
including the AFL-CIO, stated, “The 
TPP must at a minimum require that 
each party adopt and maintain laws 
and regulations consistent with the 
International Labour Organisation 
core labour rights and effectively 
enforce those rights, as well as all 
domestic laws with regard to wages, 
hours of work and safety and health.”

One serious concern is inclusion 
of an “investor-state” resolution proc-
ess. This would allow corporations to 
challenge laws, regulations and court 

decisions of sovereign governments if 
they felt they interfered with the trade. 
Such provisions are part of NAFTA 
and other FTAs.

Another area is intellectual prop-
erty rights. The US-based pharma-
ceutical companies want to undercut 
competition from inexpensive generic 
drugs. They want to extend the pro-
tection for brand name drugs another 
seven years, longer than even the 
World Trade Organisation mandates. 
This could supersede domestic health 
care laws of Pacifi c Rim countries.

Other proposals would essen-
tially handcuff government’s ability 
to regulate or even ban regulations 
that limit the size of fi nancial institu-
tions, erect fi rewalls between them or 
prevent the sale of toxic derivatives, 
including those that brought on the 
mortgage crisis.

In another concern, the Australian 
Fair Trade and Investment Network 

maintains, “US corporations want 
unrestricted access to Australian gov-
ernment contracts. They want changes 
to Australian government purchasing 
policies, which allow for some local 
employment and which require all 
government contractors to implement 
workers’ rights.”

The treaty would also remove 
protections and rules that ensure local 
programming content in the media. 
Pacifi c Rim countries would be at the 
mercy of US media transnationals.

“When negotiations take place in 
the shadows they are a huge benefi t to 
corporations, because they talk among 
themselves,” said Arthur Stamoulis of 
the Citizens Trade Campaign. “But if 
we can drag the negotiations into the 
public light, it will send a message 
that enough is enough. We’ll either 
get a fair deal or no deal.”
People’s World 

Trans-Pacific Trade Pact 
called new NAFTA

NZ updates 
energy, mine safety
The ruling National Party in New 
Zealand took a correct industrial 
safety decision two weeks ago when 
the conservative government of 
Prime Minister John Key author-
ised NZ$1.5 million annually from 
an existing account to create a high 
hazards unit in the mining, and oil 
and gas industries. The decision 
comes in the wake of the tragic 
Pike River coal mine deaths nine 
months ago, a damning indictment 
on the National’s business-friendly 
agenda of the 1990s, but the deci-
sion also comes with a strong voice 
that more must come regarding 
regulations and stringent deter-
rents to protect all workers on the 
job in New Zealand.

New Zealand’s Labour Party 
also said more must be done, stat-
ing check inspectors must be re-
established on company payrolls to 
ensure monitoring and compliance. 
The Nationals eliminated manda-
tory worksite safety specialists 
in 1992 in deregulatory measures 
pushed by business.

The ICEM (International Centre 
for Environmental Management) 
states the hazards unit is a posi-
tive step coming just after fi rst-
phase hearings of the Pike River 
Royal Commission fi nished, and 
commends the New Zealand 

government for improving industri-
al safety in the country. The ICEM 
also encourages New Zealand 
through the Royal Commission 
to examine the safety structure at 
Pike River, compare it with best-
practice standards of the world, and 
then begin a process to ratify and 
implement the tenets inside ILO 
Convention 176.

Establishment of the high haz-
ards unit also comes a year after a 
government review of health and 
safety and environmental issues 
in the offshore petroleum indus-
try. The review recommended an 
increase in the number of safety 
inspectors.

The high hazards unit will 
have three inspectors, plus a chief 
inspector each in the mines and 
energy sector, and a support and 
research staff of three. In com-
parison, New Zealand has only two 
mine inspectors – one position now 
being vacant – and it has had only a 
single oil and gas inspector to cover 
upstream production over a wide 
expanse.

The NZ$1.5 million will be 
funded from a special levy that 
the government has collected over 
the years in a Health and Safety 
in Employment Memorandum 
Account.

Ged O’Connell, assist-
ant national secretary of the 
Engineering, Printing, and 
Manufacturing Union said it was a 
breakthrough for the government, 
“but more still needs to be done. 
There is the need for decent regula-
tions and reinstatement of the check 
inspector role to provide the full 
check and balance required.”

New Zealand Council of Trade 
Unions president Helen Kelly said 
fi rst-phase Pike River testimony 
before the Royal Commission made 
it clear that stronger mine safety 
regulations are critical. “We can’t 
wait and risk another disaster when 
we already know that other meas-
ures are also necessary,” said Kelly.

Phase one of the Royal 
Commission’s inquiry into the 
deadly string of Pike River Coal 
Mine explosions that took 29 lives 
ended on July 22, 2011. Phase 
two hearings started on September 
5 in Greymouth, near the Pike 
River mine on the South Island, 
and will run until September 23. 
Phase two will centre on time and 
circumstance of death for the 29, 
safety and rescue efforts, and site 
effectiveness in the horrid weeks 
after the November 19, 2010 initial 
explosion. 

Dust level limits must 
be reduced to protect 
workplace health
In new guidance which is being 
sent out to all union safety reps, 
Britain’s Trade Union Congress 
(TUC) outlines the case for 
stronger action against dust and 
shows that the current standards 
used for the assessment of dust 
exposure in the workplace are 
totally inadequate.

The TUC publication says that 
there is now clear scientifi c evidence 
which suggests that the current UK 
limits for inhalable and respirable 
dust should be much lower. It cites 
research showing that a considerable 
number of the cases of cancer and 
lung diseases caused by dusts come 
from exposure that is well below the 
current legal limit.

This view is supported by the 
Institute of Medicine (IoM), an 
independent, non-profi t organisation 
that works outside of government to 
provide unbiased and authoritative 
advice to decision-makers and the 
public. The IoM has said that the 
current British occupational exposure 
limits for airborne dust are unsafe and 
employers should attempt to reduce 
exposures to help prevent further 
cases of respiratory disease amongst 
their workers.

TUC general secretary Brendan 
Barber said: “Because disease and 
death caused by the various types of 
dust can take many years to develop, 
both employers and regulators take 
them far less seriously than deaths 
caused by injury, yet they are just as 
tragic for both the workers and their 
families.

“Each and every one of these 
thousands of deaths caused by dusts 
is avoidable. Given the scale of the 
problem we need an urgent examina-
tion of both the current standards and 
their enforcement.”

The TUC has looked at a range 
of dusts that are often found in the 
workplace, including silica, coal dust, 
talc and kaolin, and shown that even 
at current legal levels, a signifi cant 
number of workers could be devel-
oping signifi cant reductions in their 
lung function with profound results 
for future health.

As a result the TUC is seeking an 
urgent review of the legal standards as 
well as greater enforcement of exist-
ing ones. In the meantime it believes 
that employers and unions should 
agree to lower industry-wide exposure 
limits to protect workers. 



10 The Guardian
September 7 2011Letters / Culture & Life

Victory to Gaddafi
After 41 years of defying imperial-
ism, creating an independent and 
sovereign country, and providing 
a decent standard of living for 
its people, Libya has, tragically, 
fallen into the bloodthirsty clutches 
of imperialism. This has been a 
dark week for all of us who fi ght 
imperialism. Despite the propa-
ganda of the imperialist machine, 
delivered by the disgusting coterie 
of bourgeois mercenaries who have 
the temerity to pass themselves 
off as journalists, this is an impe-
rialist overthrow of a legitimate 
government.

Right to the moment Colonel 
Gaddafi  was forced to retreat from 
Tripoli, the military gangsters of US/
British/French imperialism directed 
the barbaric assault on Libya with one 
motive in mind; to overthrow Gaddafi .

As the Libyan patriots defended 
Gaddafi ’s compound, the contras 
required imperialism to strafe and 
bomb the structure. This allowed the 
dregs of Libyan society to invade the 
compound and trash and desecrate it, 
wilfully cheered on by the hirelings 
of imperialism i.e. the “journalists”.

What a contrast to the happenings 
in London, where the British prole-
tariat, with every right to be incensed 
at moribund British capitalism, were 
dismissed as thugs. Miraculously, the 
Libyan counter-revolutionary vandals 
become “freedom fi ghters”. This 
sickening hypocrisy only illustrates 
that those in the pay of imperialism 
to “report” events, belong in the 
docks with their imperialist masters 
for crimes against humanity.

No matter what the end result is, 
Gaddafi  will now enter the pantheon 
of great anti-imperialist fi ghters. For 
fi ve months, the Libyan government 
and its patriotic citizens have single 
handedly resisted and defi ed NATO’s 
murderous crusade to install their 
puppets.

If, as seems inevitable, the 
Quisling stooges assume power, it 
will be our duty as Communists to 
resist and oppose that “government” 
and offer support to Libya’s patriotic 
forces. The poorly-named National 
Transitional Council is nothing but 
an umbrella for CIA-puppets, feudal 
monarchists, religious obscurantists 
and general criminals from the gut-
ters of Libya.

If allowed to function, these trai-
tors will hand Libya’s natural wealth 
(especially oil) over to imperialism 
on a silver platter, and be just another 
outpost of imperialist reaction. In 
April, when that ultra-reactionary 
representative of US imperialist 
aggression, John McCain, visited his 
servants in Benghazi, the counter-
revolutionaries were so effusive 
with gratitude, they unfurled a huge 
banner which read “United States of 

America - You Have a New Ally in 
North Africa”! Victory to Colonel 
Gaddafi ! Death to imperialism!

Mark Window
SA

Open letter 
to Kevin Rudd
Dear Minister Rudd,
I draw your attention to the book 
The Israel Lobby and US Foreign 
Policy jointly authored by John 
J Mearsheimer and Stephen M 
Walt.

John J Mearsheimer is the R 
Wendell Harrison Distinguished 
Service Professor of Political Science 
and the co-director of the Program on 
International Security Policy at the 
University of Chicago.

Stephen M Walt is the Robert 
and Renee Belfer Professor of 
International Affairs at the John F 
Kennedy School of Government at 
Harvard University.

As the title of their work indi-
cates, the primary concerns of the 
authors centre on the matter of the 
pro-Israel lobby operating in the US 
and the power it has to manipulate 
US Foreign Policy direction. In detail, 
they describe the modus operandi of 
the American Israel Public Affairs 
Committee, AIPAC, an example of 
which follows.

Success in American elections 
now depends largely on who can 
spend the most on political advertis-
ing. AIPAC exploits this by fi nancially 
rewarding candidates who support a 
pro-Israel line. Representatives of 

AIPAC visit and quiz each candidate 
and those who demonstrate willing-
ness to support Israel’s objectives are 
handed a list containing the names of 
wealthy donors.

By this and other means described 
by Mearsheimer and Walt, America’s 
political houses are inhabited by those 
whose success depended on their sup-
port for Israel while their electors are, 
perhaps, not supported at all. This, I 
suggest, is one factor among others 
that has rendered American govern-
ance dysfunctional. Greg Felton put 
the matter succinctly with the title to 
his book: “The Host and the Parasite. 
How Israel’s Fifth Column Consumed 
America”.

Control over American Foreign 
Policy places a vast military complex 
at Israel’s disposal. We, therefore, 
should not be surprised to see hos-
tilities, both executed and antici-
pated, against countries which support 
Palestinians in their opposition to 
Israeli aggression and occupation of 
Palestinian land. While it might right-
fully be claimed that America was 
the fi rst to fall to Israeli aggression 
by subversion, Iraq, for its support 
for Palestine, was the fi rst to suffer 

physical aggression due to Israel’s 
control over American foreign policy.

With their troops safely at home, 
Tel Aviv looked on while those who 
were conned shed their blood for 
Israel. We are now witness to the 
further exploitation of that control 
with American-led aggression against 
Libya and the preliminary preparation 
for outright aggression; the demonis-
ing of governments which support 
Palestine.

A secure future for Australia 
depends on our cutting those ties 
which bind us to hostile, war-prone 
governments. Through Australia’s 
involvement in the wars against 
Iraq and Afghanistan we must now 
employ an expanded police force to 
protect us from the wrath of those 
whom we have infuriated with our 
unseemly behaviour. Our close prox-
imity to China and India, two rapidly 
developing economies, provides an 
opportunity to form peaceful relation-
ships in our region based on mutual 
advantage and respect. I implore you 
and through you, our government, to 
hasten toward this future.

Yours respectfully
EH Craill

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Famine 
and revolt 
in Africa
Over the years, the people of 
Africa have had a rough trot at the 
hands of the world’s great modern 
empires. Long before the carve up 
of empires that was the First World 
War, Africans were being killed, 
brutalised or enslaved by the forces 
of the various European empires.

Even while sections of the British 
ruling class were genteelly struggling 
to end the slave trade, other sections 
were setting out to stake a claim to 
African territory “from the Cape to 
Cairo”. At the same time Britain’s 
imperial rivals – France, Spain, 
Portugal, Germany, Belgium and the 
Netherlands – sought to gain a slice of 
this potentially very profi table action.

Africans who objected to being 
conquered were killed, often in large 
numbers (most notably by the British 
and the Belgians). After WW1, it took 
decades of often violent struggle to 
overthrow the colonial regimes and 
puppet monarchs that Europe had 
imposed on Africa.

The people of Algeria fought 
a long and bloody war for their 
independence, the people of 
East Africa a shorter but equally 
bloody one. The Belgians granted 
independence to the Congo but then 
fomented civil war and the murder of 
one of Africa’s brightest sons, Patrice 

Lumumba, leader of the Congolese 
people.

Progressive, socialist-leaning 
military offi cers overthrew venal 
“royals” imposed on their counties by 
imperialism, such as Faroukh in Egypt 
and the loathsome Haile Selassie in 
Ethiopia (who thought bathing in 
the blood of murdered virgins would 
prolong his life).

Thanks to imperialist greed, 
the promise that had been held out 
by decolonisation was thwarted in 
most of Africa, resulting in further 
travail for the African people, as 
neo-colonialism took control of their 
resources and their wealth.

Most recently, Nigeria and 
the surrounding region has been 
subjected to interference over its oil, 
while the diamonds of Sierra Leone 
have become the spoils of war. The 
Congo and the Sudan are still rent by 
internal wars fomented and prolonged 
by imperialist interests. Zimbabwe, 
which carried out land reform against 
the wishes of Britain’s ruling class, 
has had its economy effectively 
destroyed. 

Now this legacy of imperialist 
exploitation and neglect is being 
compounded by the effects of global 
warming. As Pan-African News 
Wire says, “The Horn of Africa and 
surrounding countries potentially 
face the worst drought in six decades. 
… [However,] drought does not 
necessarily translate into famine. …

“Today, famine is largely derived 
from the unequal distribution of food 
and water resulting from capitalist 
underdevelopment in Africa.” And 
this man-made famine is exactly 
what a number of African countries 
are already facing.

The Kenyan-based East African 
newspaper reports that in Somalia 
“2.85 million people – a third of the 
population – are in humanitarian 
crisis”. The Manila Bulletin says 
that “11 million people … across 
Southern Ethiopia, Northern Kenya 
and Somalia face famine because of 
food shortages.” The lack of water 
has caused large scale cattle deaths, 
“leaving families unable to cope with 
the loss of food and livelihood”.

The regime in Somalia, like those 

in Ethiopia, Kenya, Djibouti, Burundi 
and Uganda, is propped up by the 
US, receiving hundreds of millions of 
dollars annually from its imperialist 
protector. But apart from military 
aid, their cosy relationship with the 
US has not translated into success 
in other areas, such as feeding their 
populations.

Throughout Africa, people have 
been affected by steep rises in the 
prices of staple cereals, at a time when 
the aforementioned livestock mortality 
was hitting hard. High unemployment, 
low wages and general poverty have 
caused instability and widespread 
unrest.

Last December, there were strikes 
and demonstrations in Tunisia which 
eventually led to the ousting of 
US-backed President Ben Ali. Since 
then, the people’s pent up anger burst 
out in a number of countries in North 
Africa and the Arabian Peninsula. 
The US, Britain, France and other 
imperialist powers have endeavoured 
to ride the whirlwind by facilitating 
and supporting largely cosmetic 
changes in the administration of the 
countries affected.

Egypt’s dictator Hosni Mubarak 
got the shove in February, but 

little else of substance changed in 
Egypt despite a massive popular 
movement. With some astute juggling, 
imperialism was also able (at least for 
the time being) to contain the unrest 
in Yemen and Bahrain.

In March, the NATO powers took 
advantage of the unrest to launch 
their own regime change movement 
in oil-rich Libya, long a thorn in the 
side of imperialism. Fighting is still 
going on as Libyan patriots resist 
the overwhelming fi re-power of the 
US-British-French and Saudi backed 
“rebels”, but it looks like imperialism 
will again get its way by force of 
arms in a strategic part of Africa that 
it covets.

In Sub-Saharan Africa, strike 
struggles are being waged with vigour. 
Nigerian unions are demanding 
crucial wage increases. Nigeria is 
a major exporter of crude oil to the 
West, and yet per capita income in 
the country is very low.

In South Africa, strike activity 
has risen by a fi fth over last year. In 
July 200,000 members of NUMSA 
(National Union of Metalworkers of 
South Africa) went out, supported a 
week later by 70,000 members of the 
Chemical, Energy, Paper, Printing, 

Wood and Allied Workers Union. 
Their demand: a living wage.

However, all the stooges and 
puppet governments installed by 
Western intrigue and military might 
have one serious fl aw in common: 
they none of them have a viable 
solution to the problem of insuffi cient 
food, lack of control over water 
and raw materials, and predatory 
imperialist control over the market 
for agricultural commodities.

In short, capitalism can only 
exploit Africa; it cannot make it 
prosper. This truth will inevitably 
lead the people of Africa to increase 
their defi ance of imperialism and 
to turn in greater numbers towards 
socialism, which alone is able to 
hold out the prospect of not only 
feeding the continent’s people but 
of providing them with jobs and a 
satisfying, rewarding life.

This is one reason the West is 
so hostile to the spread of Chinese 
infl uence in Africa. Not only is China 
offering far more generous terms to 
African countries for their resources, 
but is also offering infrastructure 
projects on similar terms. No wonder 
the West is trying to bottle up Africa’s 
oil! 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland
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September 9
TROOPS OUT OF AFGHANISTAN – THE JUSTICE DILEMMA
Change of Venue – NOT at Gaelic Club – 
At the Marrickville Town Hall, cnr Marrickville & Petersham Rds.
Malalai Joya, Former Afghan MP, champion women's rights and key critic 
of Karzai Government. This will be a unique PinP event joining with other 
sponsors (Sydney Peace & Confl ict Studies, Sydney Peace Foundation, Stop 
the War Coalition)

September 16
JUSTICE FOR DAVID HICKS
Lizzie O'Shea, Head of Social Justice Practice, Maurice Blackburn Lawyers 
Melbourne; 
Ben Saul, Assoc. Prof. of Law, Sydney University

September 23
THE DEBT CRISIS OF US & EUROPE – WHAT WILL BE ITS 
EFFECTS GLOBALLY, INCLUDING AUSTRALIA?
Bill Dunn, Dr, Political Economy, Sydney University;
Michal Janda, ABC Business Online

September 30
ASSESSING THE UK RIOTS – COULD THEY HAPPEN HERE?
Annette Falahey Dr, and Craig Browne Dr, Department Sociology & Social 
Policy, Sydney University; 
Phillip Mar, Dr, Centre for Cultural Research, University of Western Sydney

October 7
CHINA – THE CHALLENGE OF ECONOMIC GROWTH
David Goodman, Beatriz Carillo and Minghu Chen from the China Studies 
Centre

October 14
FOOD SECURITY – THE LOOMING CRISIS
Bill Pritchard, Economic Geography, Sydney University;
Brigit Busicchia, Macquarie University

POLITICSin the pub

Sydney

Every Friday 6pm ’til 7.45
Gaelic Club

64 Devonshire Street Surry Hills

Charles Bradley 02 9692 0005
odl_bradley@pacifi c.net.au

www.politicsinthepub.org.au

Sun 11 Sept –
Sat 17 Sept

If US sources are to be believed 
(and I don’t suggest they should 

be), the terrorist attacks on the World 
Trade Centre and the Pentagon were 
the most catastrophic events in the 
history of the world since the Flood 
that landed Noah on Mount Ararat.

In actual fact, dreadful though the 
attacks were, and despite the great loss 
of innocent lives that they entailed, 
they pale into near insignifi cance 
when compared to the slaughter 
of innocents that the US itself has 
infl icted on other countries.

Beginning with the testing of 
nuclear bombs on Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki in an attempt to cow the 
Russians into submitting to American 
diktat in the post-war world, through 
numerous wars from Greece and the 
Philippines to Korea and Vietnam, the 
US has infl icted death and destruction 
on a vast number of people, and on 
an unimaginable scale.

Specifi c instances stand out: the 
carpet bombing of Vietnam by B52s 
fl ying so high they could not even see 
the targets and had to fi nd them by 
radar; the aerial slaughter of thousands 
of poor people in Panama during 

Reagan’s Presidency; the colossal 
slaughter in Iraq thanks to the use of 
depleted uranium and napalm.

The callous indifference of the US 
government to the suffering infl icted 
by it on the people of the Third World 
is what fuels the various terrorist 
groups and their desperate attacks on 
the US and its allies.

Having cultivated hatred all 
around the world, US offi cials always 
seem naively surprised by that hatred. 
Nor does hatred go away simply 
because the object of that hatred is 
well armed.

In fact, the US predilection for 
attacking other countries, interfering 
in their affairs, bullying them and 
generally acting like the boss of the 
world is the direct cause of the rise in 
terrorism around the globe as angry, 
frustrated people try to strike back 
and various intelligence services and 
other organisations take advantage of 
this mood for their own ends.

As far as US imperialism was 
concerned, 9/11 left it unscathed. In 
fact, as the recent program Top Secret 
America showed, it was able to use 
9/11 to justify the introduction of a 
series of police state laws it would 
never have been able to put in place 
otherwise.

A good case can be made for the 
Bush Administration itself being the 
ultimate perpetrator of 9/11, but of 
course at some remove and through 
various intermediaries, most of whom 
would be unaware of just who they 
were working for.

Be that as it may, there is no doubt 
that the event itself had a profound 
effect on the psyche of the US people. 
This is demonstrated most tellingly 
in the feature-length documentary 
Rebirth (ABC1 Sunday September 
11 at 8.30 pm).

Directed with great feeling by 
Jim Whitaker, of Walt Disney Studios 

(of all places), this is a moving, fi rst 
hand account of the event itself by 
fi ve people who were there or who 
lost friends and relatives there, and 
how they have coped and “moved 
on” over the ensuing decade.

What ever one thinks of the 
US propaganda around 9/11, this 
fi lm does drive home the point that 
the slaughter of non-combatants is 
a dreadful crime, which goes on 
affecting people for years. If only 
the US government, the Pentagon 
and the numerous US intelligence 
services could be made to appreciate 
this point. And, of course, the 
giant corporations that ultimately 
determine US policy.

Also concerned with 9/11 
is this week’s Compass, 

subtitled 9/11 Ten Years On (ABC1 
Sunday September 11 at 10.15 pm). 
Australian Ben Mathews was sup-
posed to have breakfast in the res-
taurant high up in the Twin Towers, 
but he slept in, which saved his life 
(no one in the restaurant survived).

Instead, he took dramatic 
photographs as he and his father fl ed 
the scene as the towers collapsed. 
In addition, Compass interviews 

an odd collection of people, from 
Greg Sheridan, Foreign Editor 
of The Australian, to articulate 
Muslim engineering student Yassmin 
Abdel-Magied, and Philip Almond, 
Professor of Studies in Religion at 
the University of Queensland.

The program’s concern is whether 
9/11 rendered multiculturalism null 
and void, or not. It thinks not and in 
the process it has some interesting 
things to say about the Cronulla riots.

The British eccentrics who 
want to live in difficult, 

expensive and just plain awkward 
domiciles rather than a normal house 
continue to fascinate in Restoration 
Man (ABC1 Thursdays at 6.00pm).

This week, the self–reliant Laird 
Henderson fi nally (after ten years) 
gets to convert his 19th century 
Scottish ice-house (basically a stone 
fridge) into a comfortable, modern 
house, with a stunning all-glass 
extension at one end.

Presenter (and architect) George 
Clarke’s contribution is to persuade 
Laird to build the extension out of 
heated glass – at twice the cost of 
normal glass. One must say, however, 
that the result certainly seems worth it.

In the series The Next Big 
Thing (ABC1 Thursdays at 

9.30 pm), inventors and designers 
get the chance to pitch their wares 
directly to buyers from major British 
retailers, Boots, Habitat and Liberty. 
The program is not nearly as crass as 
it sounds, and it is undeniably inter-
esting to watch capitalism at work.

The buyers from one chain tell a 
designer that his product is much too 
expensive (it was about £140) and to 
be handled by them would have to 
retail for less than £100, which meant, 
they pointed out, that it would have 
to cost them no more than about £30.

Another designer has been 
working for years on a fl imsy-looking 
shelf that stands on a stick in the 
corner. He demonstrates that it is 
surprisingly strong and the retailer 
is interested, but I just couldn’t see 
how many people would want to 
buy a shelf that stood on a stick in 
the corner.

Next week the program moves 
from ingenuity and design fl air to 
business, and the harsh reality (not 
to mention the inherent chaos and 
heartlessness) of capitalism will no 
doubt come to the fore. 

Rob Gowland

previews
ABC & SBS

Public Television

Ice House at 
Lochgilpead Scotland 

– Restoration Man 
(ABC1 Thursdays 

at 6.00pm).

Perth

Politics in the Pub: 
Can Western Australia afford the mining boom?
5:30 until 7.30pm Thursday September 15
43 Below – 43 Barrack Street Perth CBD
The Western Australia mining industry is getting bigger 
but is its growth really benefi ting the rest of the State?

Does a bigger mining industry deliver more pain or 
big gains to the broader economy?
Australia Institute’s Executive Director Dr Richard Denniss and Greens MLC Robin Chapple 
will examine how increasing world demand for our resources has driven down demand for 
tourism, made mortgages more expensive for millions of Australians and made achieving 
greenhouse gas emission reduction targets that much harder. They will also discuss the way 
fl y-in-fl y-out workforces exacerbate the difference between the winners and losers.

Chaired by Elizabeth Hulm, Communist Party of Australia

Hosted by the Communist Party of Australia and The Australia Institute

Free – No RSVP required

For more info call 0419 812 872 Email: perth@cpa.org.au
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Bob Briton: Could you give readers some 
background and explain why the upcoming 
elections in Guatemala are so important?

Ovidio Orellana: I am conducting this 
tour and these activities as a representative 
of the URNG – the Guatemalan National 
Revolutionary Unity – and MAIZ, which means 
the broad movement of the left. This broad front 
starting working with the URNG from 2006 
with the idea of getting more members of the 
left working together because in the civilian 
movement after signing the peace accords with 
the government and the army of Guatemala 
[in 1996] there were still many on the left 
who were very good activists but, for various 
reasons, were separated from us in those times 
after the civil war.

They have now formed the Frente Amplio 
(the Broad Front of the left) and we are try-
ing to set out taking the same steps as taken 
by others in Latin America. Latin America is 
reaching, bit by bit, a situation where the people 
are getting what they need – more freedom to 
fi nd the true way for a true democracy, not the 
sort of democracy through which the US would 
always like to dictate.

Some years ago at meetings of leaders 
such as Fidel, Lula and now Hugo Chàvez 
they decided to establish the Sao Paulo Forum, 
which enabled the renewal of the left forces in 
Latin America. There was a special necessity 
to establish the Forum in the light of what had 
occurred in the former Soviet Union and the 
socialist countries for all the countries of the 
region that were experiencing severe exploita-
tion by the bigger economies, chiefl y the US. 
We have seen the results of the forum in country 
after country.

In Guatemala, having all this experience to 
draw from, the fruits of the Sao Paulo Forum 
have been excellent. That is why we formed the 
Frente Amplio – the Broad Front. Going to the 
elections this year with the Frente Amplio is a 
huge advance for the left forces in Guatemala.

The Frente Amplio was formed out of four 
political organisations from the left – the URNG/
MAIZ, which has been leading this front, the 
ANN (the New Alternative Alliance), Winaq 
or Noble People in the Indigenous language 
(Rigoberta Menchú’s party is rooted in the 
Indigenous people).

The leader of the ANN is Pablo Monsanto 
who was a very high-ranking commander in the 
guerrilla movement – one of the commanders 
who signed the peace agreement. Some time 
ago he split from URNG but now there is a 
good understanding.

Then there is the bloc of Aníbal García who 
was a member of the congress in Guatemala 
and who had previously worked with a centre 
right party and with Rigoberta Menchú. He 
started forming his new party called the MNR 
– Movimiento Nuevo Republica (New Republic 
Movement) whose thinking is more on the left 
and now, together with his party, he has come 
together with us.

With this team came the launch of the 
Frente Amplio. I was at the event and it was 
amazing to be there – meeting again with good 
comrades who had drifted away and had other 
experiences. A new understanding came about 
and when there was the launch of the Frente 
Amplio it was amazing to see comrades hand 
in hand like a big fi esta, a big party for us.

This broad front with four left parties has by 
now support of seventy different organisations 
around Guatemala. First are the organisations 
of Indigenous people, second are the peasant 
organisations and especially workers’ unions. 
There are women’s unions – women’s struggles 
have been developing rapidly in Guatemala. 
There are even unions of small farmers involved 
and people from cooperatives.

The decision taken by the assembly that 
the candidate for president has to be Rigoberta 
Menchú was a good one. It is important for the 
people of the country that the candidate should 
be an Indigenous woman. She has lived with 
heavy discrimination and racism her whole life 
and, as is well known, in 1992 she won the 
Nobel Peace Prize. She is an important fi gure. So 
she was nominated as the presidential candidate 
with Aníbal García as vice-president.

BB: What are the main points of the Frente 
Amplio’s program for the election and how 
radical is the program?

OO: First, the reform of the security 
apparatus in Guatemala to achieve safe living 
conditions for the people. Second is health 
because the health system in Guatemala is 
totally bankrupt, the education system, and the 
environment because that is an urgent task, also. 
For years the government has been selling land 
to foreign investors from Canada, the US, Spain 
and even Australia who are opening mines for 
exploitation.

This is a burning issue now in Guatemala. 
A lot of Indigenous people are dying as a result 
of the contamination of the water because they 
are often using open cut mining methods. They 
are damaging a lot of villages, tracts of jungle, 
the rivers and so the people from the villages 
have been getting together to have referenda to 
prevent the open cut mining. The government 

doesn’t care. That is a very important issue taken 
up in the campaign by Rigoberta Menchú and 
Aníbal García.

BB: What is the alternative for Guatemala 
if Frente Amplio doesn’t win?

OO: This is a most important question. The 
person favoured to win in the polls c onducted 
by the media – it must be remembered that the 
main media agencies are allied to the right wing 
and backed by the US – is a man who presents 
himself now as a civilian but is a retired army 
general. General Otto Pérez Molina is the 
extreme right wing candidate who probably 
also has the backing of the army – they say the 
army has demobilised from its political role but 
the higher ranks have always been keen to have 
power in Guatemala.

Pérez Molina is one of those fi gures 
involved in very grave incidents during the 
war; crimes supported by the US and the oli-
garchy in Guatemala. Pérez Molina has this 
sort of support. The CACIF [the Coordinating 
Committee of Agricultural, Commercial, 
Industrial, and Financial Associations] which 
rules the banks in Guatemala – support these 
political forces.

You must understand that at the moment 
Guatemala is what we call a kidnapped state 
because the other major and very danger-
ous issue, the thing taking power throughout 
Guatemala, form the judiciary to the ministries, 
from the president to low-ranking offi cials is 
drug traffi cking. This is a huge problem in 
Guatemala. The organisers of this drug traf-
fi cking are behind the staggering crime rate in 
the country and these individuals are supporting 
Pérez Molina. They are spending millions and 
millions of dollars.

If Pérez Molina takes power Guatemala is 
going to be pushed further and further backwards 
to the situation as it was in 1954. The main 
task today is to defeat those forces. He was a 
candidate in the last elections. Thankfully the 
people said “no” to the grab for power by army 

offi cers. Instead, Álvaro Colom won – a civilian 
centrist social democrat.

The other candidates this time come from 
the centre right. Baldizón is from the LIDER 
(Leader) Party and he has had some legisla-
tion passed for payments to the elderly but is 
generally right wing. He is in second position 
in the polls. Then there is Eduardo Suger, an 
academic, who is in third position. 

The other development is that for the fi rst 
time in Guatemalan history there will be no 
candidate from the party currently in power. The 
constitutional court has disallowed this because 
Sandra Torres de Colom, the wife of the cur-
rent president, decided to run as candidate. She 
presented herself as having initiated plenty of 
social programs for the people and so on, but it 
is prohibited for relatives of the president to be 
nominated as candidates. In this situation they 
did a funny thing – they decided to divorce.

The question is now where those 800,000 
to 1,000,000 votes will go. You can see the past 
of Pérez Molina. There are YouTube videos 
out there that show the massacres involving 
that man’s command. There is no way a man 
who has that sort of record, responsible for the 
deaths of hundreds upon hundreds of villagers 
and suspected to be involved in the death of 
Monsignor Gerardi should become president.

BB: What has the response to your 
Australian tour been like?

OO: This tour has been great. I am about to 
embark on the last leg of this tour in Melbourne, 
having started in Brisbane, then Sydney, Perth, 
now here in Adelaide and I can tell you there has 
been great support. There are people interested 
to know about our culture. This is another point; 
people strain to understand how Guatemala 
can be such a beautiful country with plenty of 
tourists visiting and yet there is such a tragic 
situation there.
For further information about 
the Guatemalan elections go to 
www.cpa.org.au 

Ovidio Orellana – 
the necessity for change 
in Guatemala

Ovidio Orellana.

Ovidio Orellana is the representative of URNG/MAIZ* in Australia. He arrived in 
the country in 1986 with his family as refugees from the horrendous civil war being 
fought by the military government of Guatemala against the people of that country. 
He settled in Brisbane and soon became active in the politics of his new country. He 
had been a member of the urban guerrilla movement, a member of the URNG and 
the Guatemalan Party of Labour – the Communist Party. Recently, he toured several 
cities throughout Australia to inform people of the situation in Guatemala and gather 
support for the campaign of the URNG/MAIZ and the Frente Amplio* in the national 
elections to take place on September 11. In Adelaide he spoke with Bob Briton of 
The Guardian.

*See below for explanation


