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Teachers, nurses, police offi cers, public 
servants, fi refi ghters, WorkCover inspectors, 
cleaners, community, children’s services, 
prison, transport, wildlife and parks, court, 
museum, state library and ferry workers 
were amongst the more than 35,000 public 
sector workers who took part in one of 
the largest trade union actions in Sydney 
for some years. They were united in their 
determination to defend their right to col-
lective bargaining, to protect public sector 
jobs and above all to defend public services.

The protest organised by Unions NSW was 
held on Thursday September 8, just two days 
after Liberal Treasurer Mike Baird handed 
down the NSW Liberal government’s fi rst 
budget. The placards, “Sack O’Farrell before 
he sacks you”, and “Barry – Public is not a 
dirty word but your name is!” left no doubt 
who the main target was.

Other placards covered the issues: “Stop 
work to stop government cuts”, “We are not 
fat cat lazy bludgers”, “Defend our rights at 
work”, “No IRC No Justice”, “Reinstate the 
right to negotiate”, “I’m not overpaid on $18.75 
per hour”, “Attacking teachers hurts students”, 
and “SOS – Save Our Ferries”.

They assembled in the Domain behind the 
state Parliament building. The Domain was 
covered in large expanses of red, blue and 
yellow union t-shirts and thousands of union 
banners waving in the wind. Primary, secondary 
and TAFE teachers wore red t-shirts carrying 
messages: “Shame Barry, Shame”, “Invest in 
TAFE = Better State”. The police wore blue, 
and carried “Cops Deserve Better” placards. 
The fi refi ghters wore their yellow and black 
uniforms. Public servants wore blue Public 
Sector Association shirts.

Rank and fi le speakers from a range of 
public services outlined what the government’s 
cuts and recently passed industrial relations 
laws would mean in practice – real wage reduc-
tions, sackings, loss of services and the social 
consequences.

Privatisation, sackings, cuts
After a sweeping victory in the state elec-

tions in March, the Liberal government wasted 
no time in attacking the public sector. The 
O’Farrell government passed legislation giving 
it the power to dictate wages and working con-
ditions through regulations and disempowering 
the Industrial Relations Commission’s (IRC).

The fi rst such regulation restricts wage rises 
to 2.5 percent per annum – anything above 
that must be achieved through trade-offs such 
as job losses or reductions in leave and other 

entitlements. In real terms this means a reduc-
tion in real wages.

Then, in last week’s budget, the treasurer 
Mike Baird announced 5,000 public sector jobs 
would go.

Baird claims the job losses will be “vol-
untary”. Under the government’s “managing 
excess employees” policy, positions are declared 
“excess”. Workers who take redundancy within 
two weeks of their job being declared “excess” 
will receive their full redundancy entitlements. 
Those who knock back “voluntary redundancy” 
are given three months in which to obtain 
another position if one becomes vacant. If by 
then, no new job is found they are sacked with 
reduced severance pay. At the same time job 
cuts will also be made through attrition – not 
replacing those who leave.

Departments are facing annual 1.5 percent 
“effi ciency dividends” – neo-liberal spin for 
budget cuts of 1.5 percent. This means job 
losses and fewer resources for schools, hospitals, 
children’s services, prisons and other institutions 
and departments.

The government has promised (if you can 
believe anything it says) that frontline workers 
such as nurses and teachers will not be sacked. 
It will be the support staff. As speakers at the 
rally pointed out, this only adds to the workloads 
of teachers and nurses, puts more pressure on 
them and drives more out of the workforce. 
Prison offi cers are extremely concerned that 
they will lose 350 workers, creating safety and 
other problems.

The government has announced the transfer 
of nursing home care services to the charity/
religious sector which would see low paid or 
unpaid voluntary workers take over jobs of 
higher paid, unionised public sector workers.

Ferry workers, members of the Maritime 
Union of Australia, pulled a surprise stop-
page and joined the rally and march. The state 
government is privatising the ferries and Port 
Botany. Port Botany is Australia’s second larg-
est container terminal by volume of trade. It 
will push up the cost of shipping. The port has 
extensive land holdings – prime real estate that 
developers are eagerly eyeing.

The Police Association, whose members 
were on the same side of the blue line as the 
protestors said the police were not going to be 
bought off with government announced exemp-
tions on the 2.5 percent wage cap and other 
cost-cutting. They will remain united with the 
rest of the union movement to defeat the cuts.

Teachers are set to be the fi rst cab off the 
rank with a pay claim. They are not prepared 
to take more cuts. As the activist teacher net-
work, Promotion of Public Education (POPE), 
pointed out in their leafl et Class Action: “We 

cannot take more cuts or trade-offs, particularly 
when students in our diffi cult-to-staff schools 
need more resourcing – individual attention in 
smaller classes, more support staff, and more 
incentives to attract teachers.

Part of the action included thousands of 
protestors simultaneously sending a “Not Happy 
Barry” SMS message from their mobiles to 
O’Farrell.

At the end of the rally, large orange and 
white balls bearing the face of Barry were 
symbolically bounced around above the heads 
of the crowd. The balls also carried the demands: 
“Hands off our services” and “Hands off rights 
at work”.

Protestors then marched along Macquarie 
St past the Parliament building to Hyde Park. A 
number of Labor MPs assembled on the balcony 
waving to the protestors.

One worker turned towards the Labor MPs 
on the balcony and shouted, “Don’t get the idea 
that this is to get you back!” Those around him 
agreed. There is considerable anger with Labor 
whose corrupt practices and policies, including 
a 2.5 percent pay cap and privatisation, put the 
Liberals in.

As the Communist Party of Australia (CPA) 

pointed out in a leafl et distributed during the 
rally: “The massive defeat of the former Labor 
government in NSW shows the lack of credibil-
ity and the stench of corruption that surrounded 
them, it is open for all to see that the O’Farrell 
Liberal government is little different and will 
only increase the hardship for ordinary work-
ing people.”

The task now is to build the movement 
against the sackings, the cuts and privatisation, 
to support the teachers and other unions as they 
fi ght for their rights, protect services and defeat 
the O’Farrell government. Replacing it with 
another Labor government will not halt the cuts, 
the privatisations or sackings.

The CPA is calling for the building of a 
broad, united political movement with a vision 
for a future that looks after the public good, 
which puts people and the public need before 
the private profi ts of big corporations.

As the CPA leafl et put: “Our challenge is 
to provide working class people with a credible 
alternative to the two-party dominated electoral 
system.

“Our party sees itself as a part of this alter-
native political force. If you share our vision, 
we invite you to join us.” 
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On a recent TV interview program a member of the guest panel 
was asked about inconsistencies in the US government’s official 
version of September 11, 2001. Rather than responding directly, he 
turned to the audience and demanded to know how many of them 
thought the attacks were carried out by Al-Qaeda. The audience 
was stunned. No one put their hand up and the subject was 
immediately dropped. The job of the press and the media is to ask 
the hard questions, to answer them, if that’s possible, and tell the 
truth. That’s what we intend to do, but we need your help, so please 
send in a Press Fund contribution if you possibly can, for next 
week’s edition. Many thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:
June Ayres $5, CJJ and PJJ $10, “Round Figure” $10, 
Mark Window $10.
This week’s total: $35 Progressive total: $11,725

Why you should 
be a Communist!

For the past twenty years or so, the corporate media in 
Australia has stuck loyally one of its central messages – that 
Communism is dead and buried as a political force. No oxygen 
is given to the idea that Communists are still active and effective 
in the labour movement or the broader community. The line is 
related to other underlying themes – that there is no alternative 
to capitalism, individualism trumps collective effort and there is 
no point joining with others to change things. In fact, there is a 
connection between all these points. Killing off the very idea of 
the socialist alternative depends in large part on defeating its most 
coherent and consistent advocate – the Communist Party.

Next week will be the 60th anniversary of the defeat of the 
referendum held in Australia to ban the Communist Party. The 
referendum was necessitated because the Menzies government’s 
bill to ban the Party was found to be unconstitutional by the High 
Court. The fact that the High Court had stayed the hand of the 
government of the day was mentioned in passing during a recent 
television interview with former Prime Minister Howard while 
discussing the court’s rejection of the “Malaysian Solution” for 
the offshore processing of asylum seekers.

The good sense and democratic spirit of the Australian people 
was refl ected in the voting down of the referendum. Sixty years 
after the defeat of the referendum, it is clear that it is still no holds 
barred in the contest of ideas between capitalism and socialism.

The savage way the defenders of capitalism conduct themselves 
in the ideological battle is a constant. It has been on display in 
recent times with the treatment of Senator Lee Rhiannon. Her 
former membership of the Socialist Party of Australia (the pres-
ent Communist Party of Australia) has been raised in the media 
as if to cast doubt on her integrity and judgement. Mark Aarons 
went to some effort in his book The Family File released last year 
to raise once more Senator Rhiannon’s past membership of the 
Party. To her great credit the Senator took time during her fi rst 
speech to the upper house to pay tribute to the contribution of her 
late parents and other veterans of the socialist and Communist 
movement in this country.

The fact that the smears don’t appear to be work won’t stop 
the critics. Others, like former NSW Premier Bob Carr, will keep 
on blogging about their admiration for the US and their contempt 
for Cuba and Communism in general. For a movement that is 
supposedly dead and of no consequence, it is odd that Communism 
still stirs so much passion on the other side of the ideological divide.

The determination to neutralise any “good press” for the 
Communist movement should be a clue for the rest of us. If the 
broadcasters and publishers who push the neo-liberal agenda of the 
wealthy also take the time to denigrate the Communist movement 
in this country, could it be that the Communist Party is actually 
the most consistent enemy of capitalism and the most reliable ally 
of the workers and other exploited people? Yes it is. We believe 
we will not see a challenge to monopoly dominance of the political 
life of the country until we build the CPA into a force capable of 
leading the anti-capitalist movement in Australia.

In 1956, celebrated Australian author Katherine Susannah 
Pritchard wrote a booklet entitled Why I am a Communist. She 
fi nished it with words which hold true today as they did then:

“I believe in Australia: the beauty of our country, the wealth 
and power of its natural resources.

“I believe in the Australian people: their grit and common-
sense, and their will to use the potentialities of Australia for the 
maintenance and development of a vigorous and cultured nation.

“I believe that more and more, as they understand what the 
Communist Party of Australia stands for, the working people will 
feel that they should work with it for socialism because socialism 
recognises human welfare as the supreme good.

“Only when our own and other peoples have established 
Socialist States will war be abolished, and a spiritual renaissance, 
based on love and service, unite the peoples of the world in an 
era of peace, and happier days than the doomed generations of 
capitalism have ever known.”

The fight to “save Catherine 
Hill Bay”, now entering its sixth 
decade, looks like ending sometime 
this year back where it began – on 
the desk of a Liberal government 
minister.

In 1969 the Liberal Minister for 
Lands instigated a report from NSW’s 
Hunter-Manning National Parks 
Association which proposed a “State 
Park” across the Wallarah Peninsula, 
south of Swansea, or what was later 
described in planning strategies as an 
inter-city buffer zone.

That report set in motion a series 
of events involving successive state 
governments, local councils, com-
munity and environmental groups 
which produced unanimous broad-
brush endorsement of the need for 
environmental and heritage protection 
of the Wallarah Peninsula, with the 
distinctive mining village of Catherine 
Hill Bay at its heart.

In May this year the NSW 
Planning Assessment Commission 
made public its determination that 
a large residential development be 
permitted on the southern edge of 
the now heritage listed Catherine Hill 
Bay village.

Was this the end of a half century-
long journey to protect the Peninsula?

Not quite.
Incredibly, after almost a decade 

of intense public campaigns and 
debate, the Commission produced 
what it believed to be a win-win-win 
solution.  However, the “solution” 
seems hurried and lacking certainty. 
Given concerns raised by the thou-
sands of opponents, the Council, the 
Commission itself and the extent of 
conditions proposed, it is surprising 
that the scheme was supported.

The developer got an approval 
which has eluded it for half a dec-
ade.  The approval is dependent on 
drastic revision and amendment of 
its proposal, but the fi nal outcome 
remains unknown.

The community is disappointed 
at the approval. While some concerns 

have been resolved by conditions 
imposed on the developer, these do 
not address the key issues of scale 
and heritage impact.

The state government got a 
political bonus: the politically volatile 
Catherine Hill Bay issue – virtually a 
short-hand term in media and politics 
for planning perfi dy by government  
– will disappear into negotiations 
behind closed doors while developer 
and Department of Planning sort out 
the Commission’s conditions. It will 
be tucked away while the government 
works on its amendments to plan-
ning laws (including the disgraced 
Section 3A of the Planning Act under 
which the development proposal at 
“Catho” has been assessed) and a 
major review of the Lower Hunter 
Regional Strategy (which opened the 
door in 2007 for development at the 
Bay against internal advice from  the 
planning department).

The Planning Assessment 
Commission left no doubt that no 
site work should be permitted unless 
the amendments proposed by the 
Commission meet its satisfaction. 
These conditions are far-reaching 
and include revised sub-division 
plans, site remediation, and a new 
development control plan for the site 
“providing specifi c controls relating 
to sub-division and urban design”.

The Assessment Commission saw 
a need for major changes to the road 
layout. It increased the size of buffer 
zones, ordered a larger set-back of 
houses from the headland, and identi-
fi ed the need for best practice urban 
design principles. Comments by the 
department’s director general suggest 
some bureaucratic watering-down 
already is under way.

Yet the Department of Planning 
itself had concerns about the pro-
posed development’s  impact on the 
heritage signifi cance of the area, 
compliance with relevant strategic 
and statutory authorities, consistency 
with earlier conditional approvals, 
visual impact, bushfi re issues, the 

subdivision design, traffi c issues, 
ecological impacts on conservation 
areas including wetlands, stormwater 
design, public transport and cumula-
tive impacts.

The Commission’s view of the 
proposal was dismissive: “The pro-
posed design does not refl ect that 
the site is located in a sensitive area 
within a Heritage Conservation Area 
and in a coastal location.”

In the past decade this devel-
opment (in its various forms) has 
produced a farrago of false starts, 
rejections, withdrawal, and failure 
at every turn to convince virtu-
ally anybody in authority of its 
merit. Such suspicions linger still. 
The Commission’s determination put 
a clear onus on the developer to do a 
better job, or at least a job that meets 
statutory requirements and expecta-
tions of the planning authorities and 
community.

The Progress Association does 
not oppose development (though it 
thinks this development is too large 
and threatens to swamp the small 
heritage village). In 2006 the Progress 
Association set three core strategic 
objectives:  heritage protection for 
the village, a national park on the 
Peninsula and any development 
confi ned to mined areas. Two of these 
objectives have been achieved, but the 
third is yet to be realised.

The quality and size of the pro-
posed development remain at issue 
and the Association will attempt 
to ensure that the Assessment 
Commission’s requirements on 
the developer are met in both 
the final documentation and in 
implementation.

This may promise a happier 
outcome for the current minister and 
community than for one of his 
recent predecessors who remarked 
after one rigorous exchange with the 
Association, “I wish I had never heard 
of Catherine Hill Bay”.
Save The Bay Campiagn 

The fight for Catherine Hill 
Bay enters sixth decade

The Australia-Cuba Friendship 
Society calls on President Obama 
to release the Five Cuban anti-
terrorists held in US prisons since 
1998.

Around 30 members of the ACFS 
and their friends and supporters rallied 
for the freedom of the Cuban Five in 
Fremantle, WA.

An enthusiastic group of speakers 
told the crowd and passersby about 
the plight of the fi ve men detained in 
Miami for fi ghting against terrorism 
organised, fi nanced and carried out 
from US soil.

The Cuban Five as they are 
known internationally were sentenced 
to inhumane and ridiculous sentences 
from 15 to double life imprisonment 
plus 15 years.

What was the crime committed by 
these men? NONE! There was never 
a crime committed by the Cuban Five 
whose only task was to monitor the 
activities of the Miami mafi a whose 
long list of terrorist activities against 
Cuba has cost the lives of more than 
3,000 people.

Cuba’s right to self-determination 
has been undermined by the actions 
of these terrorist groups who are 
tolerated on US soil. These terrorist 
acts included the bombing mid-air 
of Cubana 455 fl ight that killed 73 
people in 1976.

In 1997 a wave of bombing that 
targeted tourist installations including 
hotels rained down on Cuba. One of 
the actions resulted in Italian tourist 
Fabio De Celmo being killed at the 
Copacabana Hotel in Havana.  

To defend against these attacks 
and protect the lives of Cubans 
and visitors, Cuba sent these brave 
volunteers to gather the information 
needed to prevent further killings and 
bombings against their homeland.

They never sought or gathered 
information that could endanger US 
national security or hurt anyone nor 
did they carry any weapons. Their 
task was solely to prevent terrorist 
activities.

The time has come for President 
Obama to exercise his powers and 
release these fi ve Cuban heroes who 
have had even their basic rights to 
see their families denied in breach of 
international conventions. ACFS Perth 
joins the millions of people around 
the world in demanding their imme-
diate release. Watch on YouTube: 
youtube/vXkeZTuh39k

As part of our campaign for 
the freedom of the Cuban Five, 
ACFS will exhibit the political car-
toons by Gerardo Hernandez from 
1-7 October 2011 at the KURB 
Gallery, Northbridge, WA. Visit 
our blog site for more information: 
acfs-perth.blogspot.com 

Free the Cuban Five!
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The Gillard government has agreed 
to a National Heritage Council pro-
posal to place 19 million hectares 
of Western Australia’s Kimberley 
region on the National Heritage 
List, but has excluded an adjacent 
portion of pristine coastline which 
is the site of a proposed natural gas 
processing hub.

The area proposed to be listed 
is of great cultural and natural sig-
nifi cance. It demonstrates Aboriginal 
Wandjina and rainbow serpent tradi-
tional beliefs and contains evidence 
of early European exploration. It 
hosts a great diversity of natural 
fauna exclusive to the area, as well 
as remnant ancient coral reefs and 
dinosaur footprints. The strikingly 
beautiful coastal region includes the 
King George River and Falls, the 
Gelkie and Windjana Gorges and the 
King Leopold Ranges.

The listing decision has been wel-
comed by members of the Kimberley 
Aboriginal Land Council. However, 
local traditional owners and environ-
mental organisations of Broome have 
bitterly criticised the exclusion of a 
proposed gas facility site at James 
Price Point, which is just as signifi cant 
in terms of its natural qualities as the 
area proposed for listing, and just as 
beautiful.

The gas facility proposal has also 
angered residents of nearby Broome, 
who see it as a massive blot on a 
beautiful landscape and a major pol-
lution hazard. Their campaign against 
the proposal has included continuing 
pickets and a series of road blockages, 
during which protesters have chained 
themselves to mining equipment or 
heavy objects.
Heritage plays second 
fiddle to business

In terms of protecting the region’s 
natural qualities, the logical decision 
would have been to include the coast-
line immediately north of Broome 
(where the footprints are located) 
within the area proposed for listing.

Under national environment laws 
the government still has to approve 
the proposal to build the gas facil-
ity, but the possibility of it being 

rejected is virtually zero. The federal 
Environment Minister Tony Burke 
has stated proudly that heritage list-
ing would not preclude corporations 
from undertaking major development.

Nevertheless, the government felt 
it could not ignore the signifi cance of 
the dinosaur footprints, so it decided 
to grant a formal level of protection 
to the small intertidal area in which 
they lie, by also making it a proposed 
addition to the Heritage List.

If the gas facility is approved, the 
footprint area will end up within the 
proposed gas facility site, and will 
thus be very vulnerable to industrial 
damage.

The level of protection for the 
other main area proposed for listing 
also seems pretty unreliable. Burke 
appeared to equivocate by focusing 
on protecting its “values” rather than 
the material evidence of those values. 
He stated:

“National heritage legislation 
will not stop development, but it will 
provide an extra layer of protection 
to ensure the Indigenous cultural 
values of the region are retained and 
enjoyed by future generations. A 
heritage listing is not a lock-out, (it) 
is a way of recognising particular 
values and making sure those values 
are respected.”

As Emma Belfi eld, acting head 
of community group Environs 
Kimberley commented: “Though 
(the) announcement (of the listing 
proposal) will formally recognise the 
national signifi cance of the Kimberley, 
it will not stop large scale industrial 
development.”
The buck stops 
somewhere else

The Commonwealth has power to 
override the states, as demonstrated 
by former PM Bob Hawke’s ban on 
fl ooding Tasmania’s upper Franklin 
River, and Malcolm Fraser’s protec-
tion of Fraser Island.

Nevertheless, Burke absolved 
himself from ultimate responsibility 
for protecting the Kimberleys, by 
commenting that those wanting to 
ban mining there should approach the 
state government to have it declared 
a national park.

That’s not a good sign. The 
Western Australian government 
took an identical line to the mining 
lobby, which vigorously objected to 
the heritage listing of the western 
Kimberley region.

Even Woodside Petroleum, the 
company behind the gas process-
ing proposal, and the benefi ciary 
of the decision to exclude the 

lower coastline, grumbled about the 
Government’s decision to include the 
small protected area within which the 
dinosaur footprints lie.

They claim that the footprints 
are not as good as examples of other 
footprints in the Dampier Peninsular, 
and are “not of museum quality”. 
According to the company, it seems, 
the fact that the footprints are 130 
million years old, and may repre-
sent a different species from those 
at other sites, does not justify them 
being protected from its industrial 
operations.

Other options
If the west Kimberley case is an 

example of the government’s priorities 
when it comes to protecting heritage 
sites, the future does not look good 
for other areas affected by proposed 
mining developments – and there are 
lots of them.

But it’s not all bad news. Burke 
has a few months to make up his mind 
over the gas proposal, and there are 
other options for Woodside to process 
the gas. As Kimberley resident Marion 
Lester suggested, the company could 
carry this out on a fl oating platform 
off the coast. This would doubtless 
cost the company a lot more money, 
but it would save the coast from 

ruining the beautiful, untouched James 
Price Point.

Moreover, some fi nancial backers 
of the gas proposal are said to favour 
piping the gas southwards to Karatha. 
The Wilderness Society, which man-
aged to talk fi nancial institutions out 
of investing in the Gunns pulp mill in 
Tasmania, has already had discussions 
with one of the Kimberley scheme’s 
potential backers about the ethical 
issues involved in the James Price 
Point site.

Meanwhile, the Gillard govern-
ment is also under fi re for the release 
of an area of Kimberley coastal sea 
one eighth the size of Tasmania for 
trawling. The area hosts exquisite 
coral reefs and sponges and sea grass 
areas, which lie at 30 metres below 
the surface and would be destroyed 
by trawling.

One thing is for sure, if the 
government gives the proposed gas 
facility at James Price Point the go-
ahead, it will simultaneously stamp 
itself as perfectly willing to override 
conservation requirements, as well 
as the wishes of local residents, 
environmental groups or anyone 
else who is willing to stand up to the 
grasping initiatives of the minerals 
industry. 

Australia

Government short-changes 
Kimberley heritage

Pete’s Corner

Windjana Gorges.

Perth
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Great volumes in working class history
Civil War in France: The Paris Commune
Karl Marx & V I Lenin
Part 1 of this volume contains the complete edition of Marx’s three addresses 
on the Franco-Prussin War of 1870-71 and the Commune with Frederick Engels’ 
introduction to the German edition in 1891. Part 2 comprises Lenin’s writings on the 
Paris Commune. Nikita Federovsky’s essay, “Marx’s Civil War in France” as part 3 
completes the volume. The editor has supplied detailed and very useful explanatory 
notes.
International Publishers, 1993, pb, 182 pp
$12 plus $6 p&p

The Philippines: Colonialism, Collaboration, and Resistance!
William J Pomeroy
On May 1, 1898 a US fl eet of nine warships steamed into Manila Bay in the Spanish 
colony. This event marked the emergence of the US on the world scene as an 
imperialist power. The Philippines, with all its people, became a possession of the US. 
This Marxist history maps out the struggle for national independence, freedom and 
the democratic development of the Philippines. Pomeroy and his wife Celia Mariano, 
a Huk leader, were deeply involved in the struggle of the Philippine people. They were 
captured in 1952 and served 10 years as political prisoners until pardoned after a US 
campaign for their release. He now lives in exile in England.
International Publishers, 1992, pb, 352 pp
$15 plus $6 p&p

They Shall Not Pass
The Autobiography of La Pasionaria
Dolores Ibarruri
They Shall Not Pass is a most powerful and moving account of the Spanish Civil War 
by an outstanding, courageous revolutionary who was always at the side of workers 
and peasants. It tells the story of the people, the poor and exploited, their exploiters 
including Rio Tinto and their struggle to build a future of peace and democracy. In 
writing the book, she set out to “offer written testimony to the traditions of struggle 
of the Spanish people, and to set forth the truth about our war in answer to the lies 
of reactionary propaganda of yesterday and today.” Apart from being an important 
historical record, the book gives a valuable insight into capitalism and how it responds 
in times to progressive and democratic resistance, in particular, during times of 
economic crisis.
International Publishers, 2005, pb, 351 pp
$15 plus $6 p&p

Kwame Nkrumah
Yuri Smertin
This is an extremely interesting book about a farsighted African leader with a world 
outlook and concept of African unity and development along socialist lines. He 
occupies a special place in the history of the African continent’s national liberation 
struggles during the 1950s and ‘60s, when African nations gained their political 
independence from their Western colonisers. He recognised that the struggles in 
Africa were part of the global anti-imperialist movement. Known as the “Father of 
the Nation”, Nkrumah died in exile, having been previously deposed in a reactionary 
coup. He left an extensive theoretical legacy. Smertin’s study of Nkrumah’s life and 
work explains his contribution to Ghana’s independence and development, including 
errors and miscalculations.
International Publishers, 2002, pb, 180pp
$10 plus $6 p&p

Two or more books, postage is $12. 
Special offer, four books including postage for $60.

Some of the many books available at 

Shop@CPA

A challenging new CPA pamphlet which 
argues that neither Abbott’s “direct action” 

polluter welfare policy nor Gillard’s carbon tax 
can solve the climate crisis.

Australia, as the highest per capita emitter 
of CO2 in the world, needs a powerful mass 
movement to compel an end to corporations’ 

destruction of the environment through 
planning, regulation and penalties.

We have only 10 to 15 years to address 
the crisis of climate change and prevent 

catastrophe. What we do now will determine 
the future of planet Earth.

Phone Denis on 02 9699 8844 
for your free copy (pp $2)

Several hundred Construction, 
Forestry, Mining and Energy 
Union (CFMEU) members in four 
states have been locked out by their 
employer in a disproportionate 
response to the union’s protected 
two day stoppage.

Corinthian Doors, owned by the 
American company Jeld-Wen and 
with factories in St Mary’s Sydney, 
Dandenong, Campbellfield and 
Scoresby Victoria, Regency Park 
South Australia and Canningvale 
Western Australia have been negoti-
ating since July for a new enterprise 
agreement.

The Company’s current wage 
offer is 2.5% for the fi rst year of the 
agreement, which is more than 1% 

below current CPI. In addition, the 
company is pursuing the removal of 
current conditions of employment 
including an attendance bonus worth 
up to $1500 per worker.

In a parallel negotiation, Stegbar, 
another Jeld-Wen company, has 
locked out CFMEU members at its 
Pooraka, South Australia, door and 
window manufacturing site. CFMEU 
members at Stegbar rejected the same 
2.5% wage offer which was tied to a 
demand that members give up a paid 
afternoon tea break. At that site the 
company responded to the union’s 
protected four hour stop work with a 
three day lock out notice.

The Jeld-Wen group sponsors 
the James Courtney V8 racing team 

and the St Kilda AFL foot ball club 
and operates the Corinthian, Stegbar, 
Regency and Airlite, door and window 
manufacturing brands in Australia.

Employers throughout the Jeld-
Wen group in Australia have made a 
pattern offer of 2.5%, 2.6% and 2.9% 
for a three year agreement, which they 
have described as a non-negotiable 
offer. During the last EBA round in 
2008 Corinthian asked CFMEU mem-
bers to moderate their claim, as at the 
time the global fi nancial crtisis was 
looming. The expectation was that 
the workforce would be ‘looked after 
next time”. Well this is the next time 
now and the workforce who loyally 
helped build the business through the 
GFC is being dudded. 

Lockout at giant door and 
window manufacturer

Impasse ... Phil Davies, CFMEU Forestry National Negotiator.
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The Productivity Commission’s 
(PC) proposals for a National 
Disability Insurance Scheme 
(NDIS) have raised the hopes of 
many disabled people and their 
carers. In its report Disability 
Care and Support, the PC presents 
a blueprint for an NDIS which it 
says will give all Australians full 
coverage for the cost of long-term 
disability care and support. The PC 
is recommending a market-based 
model with greater emphasis on 
competition between providers 
and the possible withdrawal (or 
winding back) of governments 
from providing services. See last 
week’s Guardian for details.

The Gillard government is fi rmly 
committed to an NDIS but has not 
indicated which of the PC’s spe-
cifi c provisions it supports and what 
amendments it might make.

PM Gillard publicly launched 
the PC’s report on August 10 and the 
Council of Australian Governments 
(COAG) meeting on August 19 gave 
it high priority. COAG set up a Select 
Council to immediately commence 
work on the details. They have agreed 
on foundation reforms for the NDIS, 
including a national assessment 
framework; nationally consistent 
service and quality standards for 
the disability services sector; and a 
comprehensive national disability 
services workforce strategy.

The federal opposition and state 
and territory governments, with the 
exception of the West Australia, have 
indicated support. The NDIS is fi rmly 
on the agenda with little public debate 
or awareness of its details.

At present people whose disabili-
ties arise through a motor accident 
or in the workplace have some cover 
through third party insurance or 
workers’ compensation. Those born 
with a disability or have one that 
arises later in life have no protection. 
It is a “cruel lottery”, to use Gillard’s 
description. Universal coverage is 
long overdue.

The NDIS will cover people 
with “signifi cant disabilities arising 
from non-accidents”. The PC is also 
proposing no-fault insurance cover-
age under a National Injury Insurance 
Scheme (NIIS) to cover disabilities 
arising from catastrophic accidents 
excluding motor and workers’ comp 
cases which would remain under 
existing schemes.

The NDIS would be state-based 
and primarily funded by premiums 
from insurance policies and by local, 
state and territory governments. It 
would offer life-long funding and 
while extinguishing common law 
rights to sue for lifetime care and 
support, it would not prevent other 
damages claims such as for income 

loss or pain and suffering if a negli-
gent party were identifi ed.

The NDIS is not the brainchild 
of the PC but has its origins within 
the fi nance sector. The political proc-
ess has been driven by Bill Shorten, 
assistant treasurer and minister for 
superannuation and fi nancial services. 
On his initiative, in 2008 when he 
was parliamentary secretary for dis-
ability services, the Labor government 
appointed a committee, the Disability 
Investment Group (DIG), to make 
recommendations for a new disability 
policy framework for Australia.

The seven members of the 
Group came from the big end of 
town, mostly from the fi nance sec-
tor. The companies they held posi-
tions in included AustralianSuper, 
Philanthropy Australia, Kathleen 
Townsend Executive Solutions, 
ANZ Trustees, MossCapital, 
PricewaterhouseCoopers, and the 
Allen Consulting Group. The Group 
also included Allan Fels, former chair 
of the Australian Competition and 
Consumer Commission.

The government’s terms of 
references centred on identifying 
“opportunities to increase private 
sector involvement and investment in 
the funding of disability services and 
related infrastructure… .” And that is 
what the Group did.

The Disability Investment 
Group’s The Way Forward report was 
released by the Rudd government on 
December 3, 2009. The report identi-
fi ed huge opportunities for private 
sector investment and adopted three 
pillars for reform:
• a National Disability Insurance 

Scheme
• a strong income support system 

for those who cannot work
• a range of measures to enable 

increased private contributions
It suggested that the Productivity 

Commission carry out a more detailed 
study to develop these pillars, and 
that is what the PC did. Its report is 
essentially an in-depth development 
of the Group’s recommendations.

The fi nance sector clearly sees 
new opportunities for profi t-making 
through a national insurance scheme 
covering every Australian. There 
are still some details to be resolved, 
key among them how the system is 
funded.

The PC’s preferred option is for 
an NDIS funded by central govern-
ment revenue. This has a progressive 
element as those on higher incomes 
would make a larger contribution 
(to the extent that they actually pay 
higher taxes) and there would be a 
contribution from corporate profi ts. 
The government has not indicated 
its preference.

There are calls from the corpo-
rate sector for a levy on individuals, 
along similar lines to the present 1.5 

percent Medicare levy. This would let 
the corporate sector off making any 
contribution.

Currently, governments spend 
around $7 billion on disability and 
support services. Of that, about $2.3 
billion is federal and $4.7 billion from 
state and territory governments. Under 
the NDIS, the estimated cost is $13.5 
billion. The PC is recommending the 
federal government foot the total bill 
and manage the scheme. However, it 
would not provide services.

The PC proposes the government 
raise the additional funding required 
through budgetary cuts, including a 
large reduction in the number of peo-
ple on the disability support pension 
(DSP). It also forecasts a net positive 
economic outcome as many carers 
and disabled would be able enter 
the workforce. Early intervention in 
conditions such as multiple sclerosis 
would also reduce longer term costs.

The government has already 
tightened eligibility for the DSP, with 
just 55.6 percent of applicants suc-
cessful last year. At present around 
815,000 people receive disability 
support. Around half of those on the 
pension would be eligible for funding 
under the NDIS according to the PC. 
The focus would be on “those most 
in need”.

The PC wants the ongoing level 
of funding guaranteed, in particular, 
quarantined from budgetary pressures. 
It proposes that the government make 
payments into a National Disability 
Insurance Premium Fund, accord-
ing to rules set in legislation. This 
would be a fi nancial institution run 
by “experts” from the fi nance sector.

The PC rules out means testing 
and the individual payment of insur-
ance premiums, but this is something 
that could be introduced at a later date 
when the scheme is up and running. 
As Shorten told the media, “we are 
building the foundations”.

It needs to be asked why, if the 
government is to fund the scheme, 
costs are not paid directly out of 
government revenue without the 
complexities of a separate fund and 
the other agencies being proposed 
(See part 1 last week’s Guardian).

If direct payments are later intro-
duced, it is likely they would be for 
top-up coverage, for services that cost 
more that the “effi cient price” under 
the NDIS and gradually move towards 
a classic insurance model offering 
different levels of risk.

What is clear is that state and 
federal governments are winding 
back their provision of services and 
support, and the NDIS as proposed 
by the PC will be another step in the 
direction of privatisation. The private-
for-profi t, the church and other charity 
organisations and philanthropists have 
their eyes on a takeover, as does the 
fi nance sector. 

With a government review on the public dental health sector due 
out in December, the Greens are pushing the Gillard govern-
ment to fund the fi rst phase of a substantial upgrade in public 
dental services in next year’s budget. The Greens point out that 
increased funding is crucial to the nation’s health, with more than 
500,000 Australians who cannot afford dental care. “Poor dental 
health is one of the biggest causes of preventable presentations 
to the emergency room,” said Greens health spokesperson 
Richard Di Natale. “We need to have a more universal scheme. 
In the long term we need to look at providing much broad-
er access to dental care. He cited fi gures such as more than 
17 percent of those on the lowest income have no teeth; the 
public system treats about 80,000 a year, but these represent-
ed only about 11 percent of people eligible for such services.

It’s the same old story. While Qantas is in the throes of wide-
spread job cuts and offshoring, its chief executive, Alan Joyce, 
is being rewarded for that skulduggery with a total salary of $5 
million, up from $2.29 million last year. As the airline’s unions 
lashed out at the greed and hypocrisy, a Qantas spokes-
person sought to justify the grab: “Mr Joyce’s salary is not 
excessive compared with other large Australian companies.”

A survey conducted for the ACTU has found that almost half of 
41,500 workers surveyed, were working extra hours without 
receiving additional pay. Half also reported either going to work 
sick or while they were supposed to be caring for a dependent 
who was sick. This was because of concern that their work would 
pile up. Those under the most pressure were full-time working 
mothers: more than 60 percent said fl exibility to balance work and 
family commitments would improve their working lives. “Insecure 
youth” were particularly vulnerable in the workforce, reporting 
high levels of fi nancial stress when trying to live away from home.

Last week the O’Farrell government handed down a scorched 
earth NSW budget, including a vicious attack on the state’s 
public sector workers, a criminal move that will gut ser-
vices to the public. But it was a couple of weeks back that 
it was revealed Barry O’Farrell approved the appoint-
ment of a hotel industry lobbyist to the Casino, Liquor and 
Gaming Control Authority. The lobbyist, Brian Ross, it turns 
out had previously lobbied O’Farrell about a bill under which 
hotels face a loss of their licences for three breaches of the 
Liquor Act, something the hotel industry is totally against.

Disability insurance 
scheme falls short (Part 2)

Perth
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Libya is a small country of just over six 
million people, but it possesses the largest 
oil reserves in all of Africa. The oil produced 
there is especially coveted because of its 
particularly high quality.

As of writing US Air Force along with 
Britain and France has carried out 7,459 bomb-
ing attacks since March 19. Britain, France and 
the United States sent special operation ground 
forces and commando units to direct the military 
operations of the so-called rebel fi ghters – it is 
a NATO-led army in the fi eld. 

The troops may be disaffected Libyans, but 
the operation is under the control and direction 
of NATO commanders and Western commando 
units who serve as “advisors”. Their new weap-
ons and billions in funds come from the US 
and other NATO powers that froze and seized 
Libya’s assets in Western banks. Their only 
military successes outside of Benghazi, in the 
far east of the country, have been exclusively 
based on the coordinated air and ground opera-
tions of the imperialist NATO military forces.

In military terms, Libya’s resistance to 
NATO is of David and Goliath proportions. 
US military spending alone is more than 10 
times greater than Libya’s entire annual Gross 
Domestic Product (GDP) which was US$74.2 
billion in 2010, according to the CIA’s World 
Fact Book.

In recent weeks, the NATO military 
operations used surveillance-collecting drones, 
satellites, mounting aerial attacks and covert 
commando units to decapitate Libya’s military 
and political leadership and its command and 
control capabilities. Global economic sanctions 
meant that the country was suddenly deprived 
of income and secure access to goods and 
services needed to sustain a civilian economy 
over a long period.

“The cumulative effect [of NATO’s coor-
dinated air and ground operation] not only 
destroyed Libya’s military infrastructure but 
also greatly diminished Colonel Gaddafi ’s com-
manders to control forces, leaving even com-
mitted fi ghting units unable to move, resupply 
or coordinate operations,“ reports the New York 
Times in a celebratory article on August 22.

A false pretext
The United States, Britain, France, and Italy 

targeted the Libyan government for overthrow 
or “regime change” not because these govern-
ments were worried about protecting civilians 
or to bring about a more democratic form of 
governance in Libya.

If that were the real motivation of the NATO 
powers, they could start the bombing of Saudi 
Arabia right away. There are no elections in 
Saudi Arabia. The monarchy does not even 

allow women to drive cars. By law, women 
must be fully covered in public or they will 
go to prison. Protests are rare in Saudi Arabia 
because any dissent is met with imprisonment, 
torture and execution.

The Saudi monarchy is protected by US 
imperialism because it is part of an undeclared 
but real US sphere of infl uence and it is the larg-
est producer of oil in the world. The US attitude 
toward the Saudi monarchy was put succinctly 
by Ronald Reagan in 1981, when he said that the 
US government “will not permit” revolution in 
Saudi Arabia such as the 1979 Iranian revolution 
that removed the US client regime of the Shah. 
Reagan’s message was clear: the Pentagon and 
CIA’s military forces would be used decisively 

to destroy any democratic movement against 
the rule of the Saudi royal family.

Reagan’s explicit statement in 1981 has, 
in fact, been the policy of every successive 
US administration, including the current one.

Libya and imperialism
Libya, unlike Saudi Arabia, did have a 

revolution against its monarchy. As a result of 
the 1969 revolution led by Muammar Gaddafi , 
Libya was no longer in the sphere of infl uence 
of any imperialist country.

Libya had once been an impoverished 
colony of Italy living under the boot heel of 
the fascist Mussolini. After the Allied victory 
in World War II, control of the country was 
formally transferred to the United Nations and 
Libya became independent in 1951 with author-
ity vested in the monarch King Idris.

But in actuality, Libya was controlled by 
the United States and Britain until the 1969 
revolution.

One of the fi rst acts of the 1969 revolution 
was to eliminate the vestiges of colonialism 
and foreign control. Not only were oil fi elds 
nationalised, but Gaddafi  also eliminated foreign 
military bases inside the country.

In March of 1970, the Gaddafi  government 
shut down two important British military bases 
in Tobruk and El Adem. He then became the 
Pentagon’s enemy when he evicted the US 
Wheelus Air Force Base near Tripoli that had 
been operated by the United States since 1945. 
Before the British military took control in 1943, 
the facility was a base operated by the Italians 
under Mussolini.

Wheelus had been an important Strategic Air 
Command base during the Cold War, housing 
B-52 bombers and other front-line Pentagon 
aircrafts that targeted the Soviet Union.

Once under Libyan control, the Gaddafi  
government allowed Soviet military planes to 
access the airfi eld.

In 1986, the Pentagon heavily bombed the 
base at the same time it bombed downtown 
Tripoli in an effort to assassinate Gaddafi . That 
effort failed, but his two-year-old daughter died 
along with scores of other civilians.

The character of the 
Gaddafi regime

The political, social and class orientation 
of the Libyan regime has gone through several 
stages in the last four decades. The government 
and ruling establishment refl ected contradictory 
class, social, religious and regional antagonisms. 
The fact that the leadership of the NATO-led 
National Transition Council is comprised of top 
offi cials of the Gaddafi  government, who broke 

with Gaddafi  and allied themselves with NATO, 
is emblematic of the decades-long instability 
within the Libyan establishment.

These inherent contradictions were exac-
erbated by pressures applied to Libya from the 
outside. The US imposed far-reaching economic 
sanctions on Libya in the 1980s. The largest 
western corporations were barred from doing 
business with Libya and the country was denied 
access to credit from Western banks.

In its foreign policy, Libya gave signifi cant 
fi nancial and military support to national libera-
tion struggles, including in Palestine, Southern 
Africa, Ireland and elsewhere.

Because of Libya’s economic policies, liv-
ing standards for the population had jumped 

dramatically after 1969. Having a small popu-
lation and substantial income from its oil pro-
duction, augmented with the Gaddafi  regime’s 
far-reaching policy of social benefi ts, created a 
huge advance in the social and economic status 
for the population.

Libya was still a class society with rich and 
poor, and gaps between urban and rural living 
standards, but illiteracy was basically wiped 
out, while education and health care were free 
and extensively accessible. By 2010, the per 
capita income in Libya was near the highest in 
Africa at US$14,000 and life expectancy rose 
to over 77 years.

Gaddafi ’s political orientation explicitly 
rejected communism and capitalism. He cre-
ated an ideology called the “Third International 
Theory,” which was an eclectic mix of Islamic, 
Arab nationalist and socialist ideas and pro-
grams. In 1977, Libya was renamed the Great 
Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya. 
A great deal of industry, including oil, was 
nationalised and the government provided an 
expansive social insurance program or what 
is called a welfare state policy akin to some 
features prevalent in the Soviet Union and some 
West European capitalist countries.

But Libya was not a workers’ state or a 
“socialist government”. The revolution was 

not a workers’ and peasant rebellion against 
the capitalist class per se. 

As in many developing, formerly colonised 
countries, state ownership of property was not 
“socialist” but rather a necessary fortifi cation of 
an under-developed capitalist class. State prop-
erty in Iraq, Libya and other such post-colonial 
regimes was designed to facilitate the social 
and economic growth of a new capitalist ruling 
class that was initially too weak, too deprived of 
capital and too cut off from international credit 
to compete on its own terms with the dominant 
sectors of world monopoly capitalism. The 
nascent capitalist classes in such developing 
economies promoted state-owned property, 
under their control, in order to intersect with 

Western banks and transnational corporations 
and create more favourable terms for global 
trade and investment.

The end of the Soviet Union and the socialist 
bloc governments of central and Eastern Europe 
in 1989-91 deprived Libya of an economic and 
military counter-weight to the United States, and 
the Libyan government’s domestic economic and 
foreign policy shifted towards accommodation 
with the West.

In the 1990s, some sectors of the Libyan 
economic establishment and the Gaddafi -led 
government favoured privatisation, cutting back 
on social programs and subsidies and integration 
into western European markets.

The earlier populism incrementally gave 
way to the adoption of neo-liberal policies. This 
was, however, a long process.

In 2004, the George W Bush administration 
ended sanctions on Libya. Western oil compa-
nies and banks and other corporations initiated 
huge direct investments in Libya and trade with 
Libyan enterprises.

There was also a growth of unemployment 
in Libya and in cutbacks in social spending, 
leading to further inequality between rich and 
poor, and to class polarisation.

But Gaddafi  himself was still considered a 
thorn in the side of the imperialist powers. They 
want absolute puppets, not simply partners, 
in their plans for exploitation. The Wikileaks 
release of State Department cables between 
2007 and 2010 show that the United States 
and Western oil companies were condemning 
Gaddafi  for what they called “resource national-
ism”. Gaddafi  even threatened to re-nationalise 
Western oil companies’ property unless Libya 
was granted a larger share of the revenue for 
their projects.

As a recent article in the New York Times 
business section said honestly: “Colonel 
Gaddafi  proved to be a problematic partner for 
the international oil companies, frequently rais-
ing fees and taxes and making other demands. 
A new government with close ties to NATO 
may be an easier partner for Western nations 
to deal with.”

Even the most recent CIA Fact Book pub-
lication on Libya, written before the armed 
revolt championed by NATO, complained of 
the measured tempo of pro-market reforms 
in Libya: “Libya faces a long road ahead in 
liberalising the socialist-oriented economy, 
but initial steps – including applying for WTO 
membership, reducing some subsidies, and 
announcing plans for privatization – are lay-
ing the groundwork for a transition to a more 
market-based economy.”

The beginning of the armed revolt on 
February 23 by disaffected members of the 
Libyan military and political establishment 

The truth about the situation in Lib
Cutting through the government propaganda and media lies

Not only were oil fields nationalised, 
but Gaddafi also eliminated foreign 
military bases inside the country.
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provided the opportunity for the US imperial-
ists, in league with their French and British 
counterparts, to militarily overthrow the Libyan 
government and replace it with a client or 
stooge regime.

Of course, in the revolt were workers and 
young people who had many legitimate griev-
ances against the Libyan government. But what 
is critical in an armed struggle for state power is 
not the composition of the rank-and-fi le soldiers, 
but the class character and political orientation 
of the leadership.

Character of the National 
Transition Council

The National Transitional Council (NTC) 
constituted itself as the leadership of the upris-
ing in Benghazi, Libya’s second largest city. 
The central leader is Mustafa Abdel-Jalil, who 
was Libya’s Minister of Justice until his defec-
tion at the start of the uprising. He was one of 
a signifi cant number of Western-oriented and 
neo-liberal offi cials from Libya’s government, 
diplomatic corps and military ranks who joined 
the opposition in the days immediately after the 
start of the revolt.

As soon as it was established, the NTC 
began issuing calls for imperialist intervention. 
These appeals became increasingly panicked as 
it became clear that, contrary to early predictions 
that the Gaddafi -led government would collapse 
in a matter of days, it was the “rebels” who faced 
imminent defeat in the civil war. In fact, it was 
only due to the US/NATO bombing campaign, 
initiated with great hurry on March 19, that the 
rebellion did not collapse. 

The last fi ve months of war have erased 
any doubt about the pro-imperialist character 
of the NTC. One striking episode took place on 
April 22, when Senator John McCain made a 
“surprise” trip to Benghazi. A huge banner was 
unveiled to greet him with an American fl ag 
printed on it and the words: “United States of 
America: You have a new ally in North Africa.” 

Similar to the military relationship between 
the NATO and Libyan “rebel” armed forces, the 
NTC is entirely dependent on and subordinated 
to the US, French, British and Italian imperialist 
governments.

If the Pentagon, CIA, and Wall Street suc-
ceed in installing a client regime in Tripoli, it 
will accelerate and embolden the imperialist 
threats and intervention against other independ-
ent governments, such as Syria and Venezuela. In 
each case we will see a similar process unfold, 
including the demonisation of the leadership of 
the targeted countries so as to silence or mute 
a militant anti-war response to the aggression 
of the war-makers.
ANSWER Coalition 

Magazine

bya

Gerry Georgatos 

There are near one hundred of the world’s 
most impoverished children incarcer-
ated, whether on remand or sentenced, in 
Australian adult prisons. The biggest num-
bers are in West Australian adult prisons.

It has been confi rmed to me by various 
authorities and by an Indonesian Vice-Consul 
that at least 16 of the age-disputes are in 
HAKEA Correctional facility, a maximum 
security prison which I have visited on a 
number of occasions over the years. There 
may be up to 40 age-disputes in West 
Australian adult prisons.

On July 20 I spoke in person to Prime 
Minister Julia Gillard about what she has 
long known about, and that is the fact of 
children in Australian adult prisons. We were 
surrounded by the various news media and as 
we held our handshake her smile froze into a 
startled lingering silence, as if she expected 
a full-blown scandal; however a scandal-in-
waiting it remains.

After many months of behind the scenes 
campaigning by people like myself and vari-
ous lawyers throughout the country, some 
children have now been released. Even 
after some high profi le campaigns for those 
who we believe to be children, such as 
Hadi Kurniawan who continues to languish 
in HAKEA, and of Ardi in Brisbane, and 
of the three boys from Brisbane’s Arthur 
Gorrie Prison who were bailed out and then 
released after charges were dropped by the 
Queensland Commonwealth Prosecutors, 
the majority of age-disputes continue to 
remain in prison. (See Guardian #1509, 
13-07-2011.)

These children are having their ages dis-
puted by the Australian Federal Police and 
hence by the Commonwealth purely through 
the “results” of “wrist-bone age-scans”.

The only remedy offered is piecemeal 
and insulting, and that was from the Home 
Affairs Minister Brendan O’Connor who 
declared that the ‘wrist-bone age-scans’ 
would be coupled with ‘dental x-rays’ so as 
to improve the determination of age.

Child Commissioners world-wide, child 
health experts, paediatric endocrinolo-
gists and radiologists have discredited this 
approach.

Firstly, the wrist-bone x-rays cannot 
accurately determine age and radiologists 
should not be using them to do so, nor 
should they be paid to do so. These x-rays 

determine skeletal growth, that is they meas-
ure bone fi ssures, and assumptions exist as to 
the age that bone fi ssures may close. There 
is a non-specifi c measure for well-nourished 
Australian youth that this may occur therea-
bouts at 17.7 years of age. This is a median 
rather than a specifi c measure.

Age is not measured on mature bones, 
only estimations on bones such as the ulna 
in terms of growth and when the closing of 
fi ssures may occur. However, for under-nour-
ished youth, or those who may suffer exces-
sive illnesses and progeria-like conditions, 
their bone fi ssures may close years earlier. 
Simply, these scans are not measures of 
age and rather evidence of skeletal growth. 
Furthermore, when it comes to children and 
in better detemining their physiological age 
it should be paediatric endocrinologists who 
are consulted and certainly not radiologists. 
Radiologists are not paediatric experts.

Secondly, the dental x-ray scan, which 
is yet to be used in Australia, although put 
out as the “solution” by Minister O’Connor, 
is not failsafe in terms of age-determination. 
This is the problem, neither of the x-ray 
scans are failsafe.

I have contacted the Offi ce of the 
Commissioner of the Australian Federal 
Police and asked his Offi ce to lead the way 
with advocating for appropriate age-determi-
nation protocols as they are the ones caught 
in the middle of the Commonwealth’s indis-
criminate policies.

I have contacted the Australian Human 
Rights Commission and they are now con-
sidering a National Inquiry – I can only hope 
they launch it, otherwise people like myself 
and various lawyers will be encumbered in 
what we can and can’t do, and we will be 
limited in working in piecemeal ways to free 
the children, one at a time. What about the 
children who are incarcerated and we do not 
know about?

There has been no political leadership 
at the federal level, and this includes the 
Australian Greens, who have shied away 
from taking on this horrifi c situation – not 
one Australian Senator has raised a question 
in the Senate. Believe you me, I have been to 
everyone.

As I said to our Prime Minister, we need 
appropriate age-determination protocols, and 
these include working with the Indonesian 
consular offi cials, whom I personally do 
know are affronted by the thus far discourte-
ous disregard by the Australian government 

and various bureaucracies, and for our 
authorities to work with the relevant authori-
ties in Indonesia to ascertain the ages of 
those who present themselves on our shores.

It is incorrect for anyone to state that 
there is no evidence of their ages or dates of 
birth in Indonesia – there is evidence. There 
is always evidence, whether of a provincial, 
village based or on a National Census type 
record. It may take some time to acquire 
these records but let us put in the effort.

Our authorities need to err on the side 
of caution, and either place these young folk 
in appropriate care or within an appropriate 
jurisdiction till such time as we have ascer-
tained age beyond a reasonable doubt. This 
is not rocket science.

Australia has shattered its party to the 
UN Convention on the Rights of the Child.

I am not aware of anyone who claimed 
to be a minor who has been proven to have 
“lied”, only of the fact that the courts do 
not consider that there has been adequate 
evidence placed before them to displace the 
presumption of evidence from the wrist-bone 
age-scan. We are all aware of a number of 
children, as young as 14, who have spent a 
year in an adult jail and who were proven to 
be minors and hence released.

If in time a few are proven to have 
falsely stated that they were minors the 
majority will be proven children, and let us 
err on the side of caution so that no one slips 
into injustice. Let us amend our policies and 
laws in such a way as we get this right. The 
burden of proof in terms of ascertaining age 
beyond a reasonable doubt must be with the 
Commonwealth.

I hope to work with AFP and various 
bodies to put together a complete register 
of the age-disputes Australia-wide and to 
travel to Indonesia to aggregate the certi-
fi ed evidence admissible to our courts so as 
to expedite the release of children from our 
adult prisons. However, should we have been 
placed in this position to do so? That is the 
predicament.

In time, as with the High Court deci-
sion that damned the Malaysian “Solution” 
so will we one day realise that cooks and 
deckhands who assist in the safe passage of 
asylum seekers to our shores are lawful in 
their actions. For some of us, we deem their 
actions humanitarian and heroic.
Gerry Georgatos is the convener of the 
Human Rights Alliance. 

Release children 
from adult prisons

Our authorities need to err 
on the side of caution, and 
either place these young folk 
in appropriate care or within 
an appropriate jurisdiction 
till such time as we have 
ascertained age beyond 
a reasonable doubt. 
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Blake Deppe

As global warming threatens the 
wellbeing of Alaskan walruses, 
the government has exacerbated 
the issue. The Department of 
Interior has approved an Arctic 
drilling program by Royal Dutch 
Shell, allowing the company to 
potentially drill into four shallow 
water wells beginning in the sum-
mer of 2012.

The area Shell is eyeing is the 
Beaufort Sea, located off the North 
Slope of Alaska.

According to the Environmental 
News Network, the initial ongoing 
problem at hand is thus: With climate 
change causing Arctic sea ice to melt, 
desperate walruses in the Chukchi Sea 
have been heaving themselves onto 
shore, causing them to become – in 
rapid numbers – more vulnerable. As 
a result, they are frequently crushed 
to death by stampedes, or attacked by 
predators, putting them at severe risk.

Rebecca Noblin, Alaska director 
of the Centre for Biological Diversity, 
said the Department of Interior 
declared that no further assessment 
was needed on the impacts drilling 
could have on Arctic wildlife, the 
report continued.

“It’s a painful irony,” said 
Noblin, “that on the very day [they 
said this], distressed walruses were 

seen hauling themselves onto shore 
because there’s no ice where they 
need it. The Arctic is reeling from 
climate change, but the Obama 
administration has a head-in-the-sand 
approach to looking at the impacts 
of oil drilling in the region.”

The risks oil drilling poses to 
these walruses not withstanding, 
environmental groups also argue that 
tampering with the Arctic’s sensitive 
ecosystem in order to access its vast 
oil reserves could have unthinkable 
consequences.

One silver lining, however, in 
this looming cloud of environmental 
uncertainty, is the fact that the approv-
al of Shell’s plan is conditional – Shell 
must also receive permits from other 
agencies, such as the Environmental 
Protection Agency and the US Fish 
and Wildlife Service.

Environmentalists’ concerns are 
not without legitimacy; on August 
10, the UK saw the worst oil spill in 
its waters in a decade, thanks to the 
Shell company. The leak stemmed 
from a faulty pipeline in the North 
Sea, and persisted for about 10 days 
before Shell was able to stop it.

In a post-BP oil spill world, oil 
companies’ “black gold rush” is 
surely not to be taken lightly, nor are 
the worries regarding it unwarranted.

A report by the LA Times con-
ducted a crucial examination of the 

worst-case scenario – should an oil 
spill occur in the Arctic, what would 
the aftermath look like? It noted that 
cleaning up a spill in the Beaufort Sea 
would be quite diffi cult.

Between July and October, when 
drilling mostly takes place, ice-free 
open water occurs only 54 to 88 per-
cent of the time. What this means is 
that little to no cleanup measures are 
really possible about 20 percent of the 
time in June, 40 percent in August, 

and 65 percent of the time in October. 
These fi gures were part of a report 
prepared for the National Energy 
Board by SL Ross Environmental 
Research, a consulting fi rm that spe-
cialises in oil spills.

In short, what this suggests is that, 
in all probability, neither the govern-
ment nor Shell really have adequate 
means of dealing with an oil spill in 
this region.

Meanwhile, Vicky Wyatt, sen-
ior oil campaigner for Greenpeace, 
remarked, “While we’ll be keeping a 
careful eye on whether the leak [in the 
North Sea] really is plugged as Shell 
claims, it’s obvious that the more we 
learn about what is supposed to be a 
gold standard operation, the more you 
worry whether Shell can be trusted to 
drill in the remote and fragile Arctic.”

Even if an oil spill does not occur 
in the Arctic, all is not necessarily 
well.

According to the LA Times, while 
not entirely knocking offshore drill-
ing, Interior Secretary Ken Salazar 
commented, “[While] there is signifi -
cant potential for oil and gas devel-
opment in US Arctic waters, this is a 
frontier with harsh weather conditions, 

as well as unique fi sh and wildlife 
resources that Alaska’s indigenous 
people rely on for subsistence.

“To make responsible decisions, 
we need to understand the environ-
mental and social consequences.”

As for the walruses, in addi-
tion to having a potential BP-esque 
disaster headed their way someday, 
the Department of Interior said, not 
in so many words, that the animals, 
while at risk, will have to wait to 
make it onto the Endangered Species 
List. Instead, the Department has 
placed it on the “warranted but not 
precluded” list. Of course, had the 
walrus indeed been placed on the 
Endangered Species List, it would 
have put quite a hiccup in Shell’s 
offshore drilling project.

Noblin added, in a press release 
for Biological Diversity, “If the 
Obama administration had a rational 
energy policy that actually addressed 
the threat of global warming, it 
wouldn’t be green-lighting risky oil 
development in the Arctic, which not 
only places a sensitive ecosystem at 
risk, but will also further our addiction 
to fossil fuels.”
People’s World 

Walruses on thin ice as 
Shell pursues Arctic drilling

Dramatic humanitarian 
situation in Ban Walid
TRIPOLI: Cut off from the outside 
world, with no electricity, water or 
gas, the inhabitants of Bani Walid 
have been enduring a dramatic 
situation for more than a week, 
after subversive forces took up 
positions at entrances to the city 
and fruitlessly demanded that the 
forces loyal to Muammar Gaddafi  
should hand over their weapons.

The siege of the city came as a 
result of a supposition on the part 
of the subversive forces that the 
Libyan leader is in the area with 
other government offi cials.

Meanwhile, NATO forces have 
intensifi ed their attacks on Sirte (in 

the north), Gaddafi ’s birthplace and 
one of the principal points of resis-
tance to the self-appointed National 
Transition Council (NTC). The 
bombings hit 20 military targets in 
that city, according to the imperial-
ist alliance.

NATO has additionally bombed 
Sebha (in the west), where a 
ground-to-air missile installation 
was destroyed, Telesur reports.

NATO aircraft hit three radars 
and three anti-aircraft batteries 
in Hun (in the central region of 
Fezzan, between Sabha and Sirte) 
and another eight in Waddan (north-
east of Fezzan).

The African Union demanded 
that the NTC end its violence 
against the country’s African popu-
lation, members of which are being 
pursued for allegedly being merce-
naries under Gaddafi ’s orders.

Jean Ping, president of the 
African Union Commission, asked 
from Paris if it was normal that, in 
a country with a one-third black 
population, Africans should be con-
fused with mercenaries.

The last few days have seen 
growing condemnation of the perse-
cution of Sub-Saharan Africans by 
armed opposition groups.
Granma 

Ireland
Public opinion against sale of state assets
The 2011 Equality Survey car-
ried out by Independent think 
tank, TASC, has found that more 
people oppose the sale of state 
assets, such as the Electricity 
Supply Board (ESB), Bord Gáis 
or Bórd na Mona, than support 
the controversial proposal. Just 
31%, or fewer than one-in-three, 
of respondents to the 2011 Equality 
Survey believe that state assets 
should be privatised, as against 
42% who strongly disagree with 
the proposition, while 27% did 
not know or expressed no opinion.

Publication of the results comes 
on the day the cabinet discussed a 
memorandum detailing which state 
assets could be sold to raise revenue. 
It has been reported that among those 
under consideration for possible 

disposal are the government’s remain-
ing 25% stake in Aer Lingus and a 
stake in the ESB.

TASC director, Dr Nat O’Connor 
said: “Public opinion is clearly 
sceptical of privatisation. Instead 
of merely focusing on potential 
once-off yields, the privatisation 
debate needs to focus on the full 
costs and benefi ts to the public and 
the economy from the current and 
potential future deployment of state 
assets and enterprises. These calcula-
tions must comprise the triple bottom 
line of economic, environmental and 
social costs and benefi ts.

“The once-off benefi t accruing 
from such sales must be weighed 
against the risks, for example poten-
tially higher energy costs, lost income 
streams and reduced employment.

“The IMF’s latest suggestion – 
that we sell off €5 billion worth of 
assets, the implication being that 
some or all of this should go towards 
paying down Ireland’s debt – would 
have marginal impact on our overall 
debt sustainability, given our debt is 
projected to reach around €200 billion 
at its peak.

“There is a need for caution when 
it comes to privatisation given the 
experience of privatised entities act-
ing contrary to the public good with 
grave implications for Irish businesses 
and consumers, such as in the case 
of Eircom.

“Our state assets, in particular 
successful indigenous enterprises 
such as the ESB, have the potential 
to help drive our economic recovery,” 
O’Connor added. 

7 pm September 26
Ensemble Theatre 78 McDougall St, Kirribilli

Tickets $20
Bookings 02 9929 0644
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Reza Pankhurst

Twenty years ago, the Berlin Wall 
fell. But the optimism and trium-
phalism within the United States 
after the collapse of communism, 
the end of the Cold War, and the 
establishment of the “New World 
Order” are now in scarce supply.

Ten years after the start of the War 
on Terror, Francis Fukuyama has been 
forced to revise his proclamation of 
the “End of History”. Whilst George 
W Bush’s “Mission Accomplished” 
and “Iraq is Free” look, in hind-
sight, so premature that the obstetric 
term “miscarriage” would be more 
appropriate.

“Brand America”, in a political 
sense, has become toxic all over the 
World. Once upon a time, people in 
the Muslim world looked at America 
and Western Europe as their role 
models. They aspired for their own 
countries to be Muslim capitalist 
democracies, with varying degrees of 
Islam thrown in to satisfy the religios-
ity of the masses.

But a combination of long stand-
ing support for Israel, Desert Storm/
Iraq ’91, and the 10 year-long War on 
Terror – Afghanistan, Iraq, Somalia, 
Yemen and Pakistan – has diminished 
the standing of the United States and 
its allies across the whole world.

This is particularly true in the 
Middle East, where recent polling 
showing that across six Arab coun-
tries, an average of only 15 percent of 
the people gave America a favourable 
rating. The fact that the lowest ratings 
were in Egypt (5 percent), and the 
highest in Saudi Arabia (30 percent), 
should be a further cause for refl ec-
tion. About 12 percent considered 
that America contributed to peace in 
the Middle East, and only 8 percent 
agreed with the policies pursued by 
Obama – tiny minorities amongst the 
overwhelmingly negative perceptions, 
which also extended to views regard-
ing both the American conduct in the 
killing of the alleged sponsor of 9/11, 
Osama Bin Laden.

Bush had claimed that the 9/11 
attackers hated America because of 

their “freedoms”. But it has not been 
lost on Muslim populations the world 
over that these American “freedoms” 
are for America alone (and even that 
is under scrutiny due to legislation 
such as the Patriot Act) – since suc-
cessive administrations have, for 
the purpose of securing material 
and strategic interests, been on the 
side of the dictators in the Middle 
East, who have been responsible for 
suppressing any political dissent and 
expression for decades. The Obama 
administration has continued rather 
than broken from these policies, as 
evidenced by their actions throughout 
the Arab Spring.

But it is not just “Brand America” 
which has suffered since 9/11. The 
whole systemic range of “Brand 
Capitalism” is also doing badly.

Just as violent, inhumane and 
repressive policies employed used to 
secure a “Pax Americana”, “human 
rights” and “freedom” damaged 
“Brand America” and Western-
promoted liberal democracy, the 
fi nancial crisis of 2008 and subsequent 
economic downturn, and currency cri-
ses of the last few years have shattered 
worldwide confi dence in the so-called 
free market philosophy. This has once 
again been exposed as a useful stick 
to employ by the elite when seeking 
markets to exploit (such as the vari-
ous diktats issued to less developed 
economies by the IMF in the 80s and 
90s) but quickly discarded when their 
own interests are at stake.

BBC polling in 2009 showed 
only 11 percent across 27 countries 
believed that capitalism was doing 
well, with almost a quarter believing 
it to be fatally fl awed. It is surprising 
these numbers are not even more 
negative given that people across 
Europe and America were (and con-
tinue to be) direct witnesses to how 
little the majority reaped of the profi t 
in times of growth with the justifi ca-
tion that the market decides. This in 
contradiction to those same free mar-
ket principles which would have seen 
the banks allowed to fail, that same 
majority have been forced to pay the 
price of private sector failure in the 

time of decline through the imposed 
funding of bailouts.

While American and British 
aggression post-9/11 exposed the 
hollowness of claims by these gov-
ernments to human rights and moral 
values, the reaction to the fi nancial 
crisis exposed the emptiness of the 
adoption of the mantra of the free 
market as governments clamoured to 
make their citizens pay for the sins of 
the fi nanciers. 

Growing social unrest in the West 
due to the huge disparity in wealth 
between the rich and poor is likely 
to further undermine the lure of the 
Western economic model which has 
seen bankers and their colleagues 
maintain their privileges while the 
general population mostly suffers 
in silence.

Ten years on, the vulnerability 
that America felt as a result of 9/11 
is compounded today by the eco-
nomic crisis that it faces. And yet the 

proposed 2012 budget allocates a lop-
sided 19.7 percent for “Defence”. To 
put the amount in context, the United 
States spent more on its military in 
2010 than the next 19 in the top 20 of 
largest spenders combined (with 20th 
on the list being Greece), highlighting 
the staggering extent of the American 
war machine.

It is not inaccurate to state that 
they are now paying for their imperial 
overstretch, something that is surely 
unsustainable in the future and which 
is driving the pace of the drawdown in 
Afghanistan – a retreat necessitated by 
fi nancial and domestic considerations 
rather than meeting any apparent stra-
tegic or military objectives. “Mission 
accomplished” yet again. But this time 
remotely operated predator drones 
will remain and continue to murder 
the natives whether in Afghanistan 
or Pakistan – a much cheaper option 
fi nancially, politically and morally 
than keeping American boots on the 

ground and meet their opposition 
face to face.

At the same time, the fi nancial 
crisis made in America has been 
exported elsewhere. By printing more 
money to offset the huge expenditure 
to bail out banks, the United States 
has affected the wealth of people who 
had saved in dollars or US Treasury 
bonds. The modern fi nancial system 
has allowed speculation and trade in 
food that has seen global food prices 
rise, which costs lives in other parts 
of the world. When America sneezes, 
everyone catches a cold.

Ten years after 9/11, the unipolar 
age of the American hyper-power 
is over; US-style capitalism and its 
professed free-market ideology which 
has been exposed as a myth is now 
being challenged by state capitalism; 
the West, in particular the United 
States, has been greatly diminished 
in the eyes of the world.
Information Clearing House 

9/11 and the decline of 
Brand America

Libya to be made 
safe for plutocracy
Harry Goslin

Change in Libya has been under 
the protective power of NATO and 
the United States.

Recently, the US fi red more 
than a dozen unmanned drones in 
the fi nal push to oust Gaddafi .

The cost to the US taxpayer for 
the Libyan operation now exceeds 
US$1 billion.

That’s okay. More drones and 
bombs means a better GDP at the 
end of the year.

NATO and US military assist-
ance was never intended to ensure 
that the people of Libya succeeded 
in gaining control of their govern-
ment. “Rebel” forces would have 
never gotten the help they did if 
it wasn’t clear from the start that 
they were willing to swear fealty to 
Western plutocrats.

The Libyan story is the same 
tale that’s been told since Western 

governments and their well-con-
nected benefactors started pushing 
their weight around the last 500 
years. It’s just the latest chapter in 
this tale.

Whenever there’s a valuable 
resource or strategic location to be 
exploited, the standard plan has 
been to make sure the guy in power 
is on your payroll and willing to 
take orders. It doesn’t matter what 
he does to his people or his neigh-
bours, so long as he’s giving you 
access to whatever is valuable.

If he refuses to play the game 
or goes rogue after being a loyal 
employee for many years, like 
Saddam Hussein, Manuel Noriega 
or Ngo Dinh Diem, you get rid 
of him. Count on state-controlled 
media to send past associations 
down the Memory Hole.

It really works the same in this 
country, except that the transition of 
real power and control to the elites 

was gradual and far less violent. 
The American people reaffi rm and 
support this silent coup every elec-
tion day.

Predictability is what matters. 
Look at Wall Street. They don’t 
care who sits in the White House or 
Congress so long as they know that 
whenever they take a serious hit the 
taxpayers will be shaken down to 
make good their losses. They have 
already got the Federal Reserve on 
their side. The federal government 
is extra insurance. Heads they win; 
tails we lose. It’s the same idea 
projected into every corner of the 
Earth.

Libya will be purged of 
Gaddafi . Its government will be 
reformed by Libyan people. They 
just won’t really represent the “peo-
ple.” They can’t. The guys in the 
West who write the cheques won’t 
allow it. 
EAC 

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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An open letter on 
cluster bombs

Dear Mr Andrew Leigh MP,
I have heard the ALP is having 
renewed discussions about the 
Cluster Munitions Prohibition Bill. 
I am very glad to hear this good 
news. I am writing to let you know 
that I am not at all happy with the 
current wording of the bill.

In particular, I think it is totally 
unacceptable that the legislation 
allows foreign forces to stockpile 
cluster bombs on Australian soil.

No way should this be allowed!  I 
agree with the treaty banning cluster 
bombs which states that these weap-
ons need to be eradicated, and I can-
not understand why our government 
wants to let the US stockpile these 
awful weapons here, especially when 
we’ve never had ANY stockpiles 
here before.

I am also concerned about the 
weak wording, which the International 
Red Cross says will allow Australian 
troops to actively and directly help US 
troops to keep using cluster bombs.

Why are we letting this happen? 
This wording should be tightened 
up so our troops are NOT allowed 

to directly help the US drop cluster 
bombs.

Our troops should not be put into 
a position where they could directly 
help US troops to drop cluster bombs. 
The legislation allows Australian 
troops to directly and actively assist 
in the use of cluster bombs. It also 
explicitly allows non-state parties to 
stockpile cluster bombs on Australian 
soil and permits them to transit clus-
ter bombs through Australian ports 
and airspace. No other ratifying 
country has provided such a blanket 
exemption.

These exemptions are unneces-
sary at best and add little or nothing 
to our national security. At worst, they 
run directly counter to the treaty’s 
intent by setting a precedent which 
explicitly facilitates the ongoing use 
of cluster bombs.

The goal of the Convention on 
Cluster Munitions is clear. It aims to 
eradicate cluster bombs and put an 
end to the suffering they cause for 
all time. I therefore strongly urge you 
to ensure that Parliament amends the 
draft legislation to refl ect and fulfi l 
that aim.

Yours faithfully,
Irene Gale AM

Green Wedges and 
Melbourne’s liveability
Much of Melbourne’s liveability 
status is intimately bound up with 
its bushland areas and green 
places. I hope the local govern-
ment and people of Melbourne 
are truly aware of the essential 
importance of the woodland of the 

outer fringe areas, like Nillumbik’s 
Green Wedge and the Yarra Valley 
to the city.

The region’s dams and weirs 
provide the unpolluted water the 
people of Melbourne drink. Its trees 
and other vegetation act as a natural 
water purifi er, with the forest fl oor 
fi ltering the mountain water that runs 
into the dams, keeping our water very 
clear and pure. The region’s trees also 
contribute to Melbourne’s good air 
quality, inhaling carbon dioxide and 
releasing oxygen, they fi lter and clean 
the air we breathe.

The region also provides habitat 
for wildlife and most importantly 
stores carbon and thereby reduces the 
effects of global warming. These are 
just some of the myriad valuable ways 
the Green Wedges and their natural 
environment assist Melbourne, the 
country and the planet.

We need to treasure and protect 
these precious natural assets and 
not allow the state government and 
developers to destroy them. The 
Green Wedges are in fact vital to our 
wellbeing and quality of life.

Steven Katsineris
Vic

Julia Gillard and 
“left-wing ideology”
The corporate media in Australia 
seems to have something to fear 
from genuine, “left-wing ideol-
ogy”, that it might actually take 
root in the masses after Francis 
Fukuyama’s increasingly pre-
mature declaration of the end 
of history when the Berlin Wall 

crumbled in 1989 and the Soviet 
Union disintegrated in 1991.

Channel Nine’s Sixty Minutes 
program editorialised about the High 
Court decision to end the Malaysia 
Solution saying that “it was time to 
call an end to the left-wing ideology 
of Julia Gillard.”

The bipartisan support for off-
shore processing from the Liberal 
leader Tony Abbott has exposed that 
lie – there is not a left-wing ideologi-
cal bone in Julia Gillard’s body let 
alone her entire cabinet.

Paul Murray’s opinion piece in 
Saturday’s West (September 3), that 
on the failure of the Gillard govern-
ment’s immigration detention policy 
lies at the feet of Senator Bob Brown 
and the Australian Greens is another 
attempt to marginalise a left position 
on a political issue. The Greens how-
ever, while more left and progressive 
than the ALP, still belief in the reform 
of capitalism is hardly the beacon of 
“left-wing ideology”.

While many West Australians are 

keen to see the Greens continue on 
their left-leaning progressive push on 
political issues from climate change to 
industrial relations, public transport, 
public housing and gay marriage it is 
not from behind a banner of socialism.

The political parties which are the 
true defenders of, “left-wing ideol-
ogy” in Australia are the Communist 
Party of Australia, Socialist Alliance, 
Revolutionary Socialist Party of 
Australia and the Socialist Alternative 
which, all being true Marxist or 
Marxian parties frequently take policy 
decisions which are directly opposed 
to the ALP.

These political parties see the 
ALP not only as a reformist party but 
also a class collaborationist party that 
is prepared to do deals with capital 
and the right-wing parties against the 
interests of the working class.

Workers of the world unite; you 
have nothing to lose but your chains.

Richard Titelius
WA

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

The big 
oil grab 
in Libya
Before the US and NATO launched 
their “humanitarian” war against 
Libya, that country’s oil produc-
tion was 1.6 million barrels a day. 
That’s 2 percent of the world’s 
total, unquestionably a prize worth 
grabbing.

The world’s big oil companies – 
the so-called “seven sisters” – were 
very interested in securing major 
stakes in Libya’s oil industry. So too 
were oil importers outside the orbit 
of the seven sisters: Russian, Chinese 
and Brazilian oil fi rms were rivals of 
the big Western oil giants.

However, Muammar Gaddafi ’s 
government, despite the claims of 
corruption, was committed to using 
the country’s oil income to fi nance 
major public works projects, health 
care, etc. Giving a free rein to foreign 
oil companies did not fi t in with the 
Gaddafi  government’s agenda. And 
that was a major impediment to big 
oil’s agenda, which echoes the ideas 
of John D Rockefeller: the really big 
profi ts come when you control all of 
the production and supply.

Gaddafi , like Saddam, was too 
much of a loose cannon, and cer-
tainly wanted too much of Libya’s oil 
income to stay in the country. Until 

regime change could be arranged 
however, big oil co-operated with 
Libya’s government.

BP committed itself to spend 
more than US$1bn on further oil 
exploration and was about to drill its 
fi rst well when the NATO war began; 
other trans-national corporations also 
active in the country prior to the war 
were Shell (originally Royal Dutch 
Shell but today basically a British 
TNC – Shell had been employed 
to upgrade a liquefi ed natural gas 
terminal) and the French TNC Total 
which operated the al-Jurf fi eld in the 
Mediterranean.

Fighting was still going on when 
the UK Guardian reported that Alain 
Juppé, the French Foreign Minister, 
had staked a claim for a share of 
Libya’s oil, saying it was “fair and 
logical” for French companies to 
benefi t. He was referring to the blatant 
involvement of French military and 
“special forces” in arming, supplying 
and reinforcing the so-called “rebels”.

On September 1, the French 
daily newspaper Libération pub-
lished a letter dated April 3 from 
the National Transitional Council 
(the NATO-backed Libyan opposi-
tion government) and addressed to 
the government of Qatar acting as 
intermediaries between the opposition 
“rebels” and France. The rebels and 
the French have both been quick to 
either denounce the letter as a forgery 
or to deny any knowledge of it. Why?

Because it authorises Mahmoud 
Shammam, the interim government’s 
information minister, to sign a deal 
with France that would reserve “35 
percent of total crude oil in exchange 
for the total and permanent support for 
our council”. A secret deal by which 
French companies would control more 
than a third of Libya’s oil produc-
tion in return for Paris’s support for 
overthrowing the Gaddafi  government 
must have seemed like a good idea 
at the time but was never going to 
sit well with France’s NATO allies.

Hence the denunciation of the 
“forgery”, I assume. A strait-faced 
Shammam joined in, telling Reuters: 
“It’s a joke. It’s false.”

However, no one has attempted 

to deny that, as the UK Guardian 
reports, “Rebel leaders had already 
made clear that countries active in 
supporting their insurrection – notably 
Britain and France – should expect to 
be treated favourably once the dust of 
war had settled”.

That must surely be one of the 
great understatements of our time, 
mustn’t it?

So keen were the players in this 
grotesque farce called “Bringing 
Democracy to Libya” to make sure the 
right people got the oil, that “rebel” 
oil companies were set up while 
the fi ghting still raged. Chinese and 
Russian companies had a signifi cant 
presence in the country under Gaddafi , 
but as the UK Guardian so demurely 
put it, they “could face diffi culties 
after being equivocal early on about 
the rebel plan to unseat Gaddafi ”.

Abdeljalil Mayouf, identifi ed as 
“an executive at Libyan rebel oil fi rm 
Agoco”, told Reuters: “We don’t have 
a problem with western countries like 
the Italians, French and UK compa-
nies. But we may have some political 
issues with Russia, China and Brazil.”

I wouldn’t be surprised.
Meanwhile, a reader using the 

nom de plume dreamjoehill com-
mented on the events in Libya in 
terms of “the dynamics of oil war. 
The idea is to control the governments 
that control the oil reserves, in order 
to maximize profi ts for the oil com-
panies. That might mean increasing 
or decreasing production depending 
upon circumstances. 

“Qaddafi  was not considered con-
trollable, but the new ‘government’ 
will be dependent upon its NATO 
patrons and much more pliable.”

Which sounds about right. On 
the other hand, another reader of 
that paper, who had swallowed the 
NATO line completely, repeatedly 
berated those readers who criticised 
the US or NATO, proclaiming that 
“I support the UN mandate and for 
NATO forces authorised by law to 
take whatever action is necessary to 
prevent Gaddafi  from committing 
genocide”. He also asserted that the 
people fi ghting for Gaddafi  were not 
Libyan patriots but “mercenaries on 
drugs” and “zombies”.

Which elicited the response: 
“Regime-change makes it pretty 
obvious that America’s corporate 
government is looking to put a puppet 

in power so they can pay minimal 
royalties for stealing the oil out of 
the ground. 

“This is the ONLY explanation 
for this murderous atrocity. The West 
is littered with declining oil-addicted 
states with big guns, and no integrity.”

And this from tomcarberry: “This 
was a pure war of aggression in viola-
tion of all international norms against 
the most prosperous country in Africa 
with by far the highest standard of 
living.

“You and other war mongering 
Americans cannot see anything wrong 
with war against Muslims, because to 
Americans, Muslims are not complete 
human beings. To you, a dead Muslim 
child means no more than a dead 
squirrel on the road.”

I was taken by a post from a cor-
respondent called Obedient Servant 
who wrote: “There’s oil in Libya? 
Wow! Who knew?

“And Amerika and a bunch of its 
oil-hungry allies just had a humani-
tarian intervention there to help out 
a popular uprising against a ruthless 
and tyrannical dictator!

“What are the freaking odds?”
What indeed, Obedient? 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland
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Who would expect a docu-
mentary about a school 

concert to be released theatrically 
in Australia, let alone to take over a 
million dollars at the box offi ce? But 
that is just what Bob Connolly and 
Sophie Raymond’s feature-length 
documentary Mrs Carey’s Concert
(ABC1 Sunday September 18 at 
8.30 pm) did.

And did very well, I might add. 
The school in question is private, the 
reasonably well endowed Methodist 
Ladies’ College (these days more 
commonly just MLC School), 
Burwood.

The school is fee-paying and 
has facilities most state schools can 
only dream about. Mrs Karen Carey 
has been Director of Music at MLC 
since 1989. The music program 
is compulsory for all students and 
includes composition as well as 
performance. There are presently no 
less than four professional composers 
on the school staff.

To maintain its standards and to 
ensure its record of achievement, the 
school provides music scholarships 
to gifted girls whose parents could 

not otherwise afford to send their 
daughters to MLC. As the fi lm freely 
admits, “scholarship girls” are looked 
down on by the majority of other 
MLC students.

Karen Carey insists on a classical 
repertoire and a high performance 
standard. Although this dictatorial 
style produces excellent results 
overall, with some of Mrs Carey’s 
students there is a profound disconnect 
between teacher and pupil. Her 
attempt to reason with the group of 
girls who do not share her enthusiasm 
for either her choice of music or her 
style of instruction boils down to the 
argument: “Your parents paid a lot of 
money to give you this opportunity.”

It does not seem to be a very 
successful argument with most of 
them.

Her failure to get on the 
wavelength of all the students is 
shown most graphically in the fi lm 
through 16-year-old Iris Shi. Mrs 
Carey recognises Iris’ intelligence 
but seems totally unable to inspire or 
stimulate her. Iris lets us know that 
she does not respond well to being 
told what to play. It is noticeable 
throughout the fi lm that Mrs Carey 
is solely concerned to get Iris to 
respond to Mrs Carey’s music choices 
and never seems to feel any need to 
enquire into Iris’ music preferences.

Frustrated, Iris’ responds with 
a mixture of apathy and sullen 
rebelliousness.

The school concert, held at 
the Sydney Opera House, no less, 
demonstrates Mrs Carey’s high 
standards in action, and is certainly 
impressive, although I suspect that in 
much of Europe as well as in China 
and Japan, it would be regarded as no 
more than average.

As a record of a particular concert 
the fi lm is exemplary, giving the 
performers and the performances 

adequate time to be properly 
appreciated, while also acquainting 
us intelligently with the ever-present 
back stage dramas.

On the same night as the above 
and at the same time, ABC2 

is showing a music fi lm of a different 
type: Jimi Hendrix: Voodoo Child 
(ABC2 Sunday September 18 at 
8.30 pm). Taking its title from his 
posthumous hit that reached number 
one in the UK on a wave of mourning 
after Hendrix’ untimely death at just 
27 in 1970, the fi lm is a biography of 
the famed acid-rock guitarist, although 
it concentrates mostly on the last four 
years of his short life.

We could always depend on a 
good house at the Mandolin Cinema 
when we played a Jimi Hendrix 
performance fi lm. The air would be 
thick with the fumes from what were 
probably illegal substances, and some 
of the audience were clearly already 
stoned out of their skulls when they 
arrived (“Is this where Jimi’s on?” 
was as lucid as they got).

The son of a gardener, Hendrix 
was of mixed Native American 
(Cherokee) and Mexican descent. 
At 18 he was in the US army as a 
paratrooper, but was mustered out 
after an injury in training.

Getting nowhere in the US, he 
went to England, where he formed 
the Jimi Hendrix Experience trio, 
“which rapidly made its mark playing 
high-volume, largely improvised rock 
that had at its core the screaming, 
unrestrained and unbelievably rapid 
electronic guitar-work of Hendrix 
himself”. (David Pickering, 20th 
Century Music).

For Hendrix, music was “a safe 
kind of high”. He was a star performer 
at the Monterey Pop Festival in 1967 
and was also a headliner at Woodstock 
two years later. That was probably 
enough, together with his reputation 

as an exponent of sex, drugs and rock-
n-roll (not to mention the fact that he 
was “coloured”) to get him in bad 
with the arch conservative Daughters 
of the American Revolution.

Indeed, the DAR kicked up such 
a fuss about the supposedly “explicit” 
nature of his live stage act that a US 
tour was abandoned. Undaunted, 
Hendrix and his new group (the 
ironically named “Band of Gypsies”) 
went to the Isle of Wight festival in 
1970, but he died suddenly soon 
afterwards.

All the Hendrix afi cionados who 
came to the Mandolin seemed to have 
their favourite guitar riffs. Certainly, 
his talent was formidable. To quote 
David Pickering again: “… Hendrix 
explored the possibilities of electronic 
feedback and other effects and 

stretched the boundaries of accepted 
guitar technique (all this despite 
the fact that he was left-handed and 
played a right-handed instrument).”

His many admirers included 
respected British rock guitarist of the 
late ’sixties and ’seventies, Jeff Beck; 
the extremely infl uential Bob Dylan; 
jazz great (and campaigner against 
racism in the music industry); Miles 
Davis; and Pete Townshend, guitarist 
and songwriter for British rock group 
“The Who”.

The three festivals Monterey, 
Woodstock and the Isle of Wight are 
all featured in Voodoo Child, along 
with performances of Sgt Pepper’s 
Lonely Hearts Club Band, Purple 
Haze, Hey Joe, And The Wind Cries 
Mary and an acoustic version of Hear 
My Train A-Comin’ .

Rob Gowland

previews
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James Dryburgh*

David Rodriguez was a Catholic 
priest. In the early ’80s he took 
up arms and led guerrilla fi ght-
ers during El Salvador’s 12-year 
civil war. Today he is a member of 
parliament. This is his story.

It’s dark now, as I begin chatting 
to David outside his home in Los 
Marranitos, a rural village in the 
Department of La Paz, El Salvador. 
The weekly community meeting held 
outside David’s house, which involves 
community-elected leaders from 14 
villages in the area, has just fi nished. 
He has had a long day, but then he 
generally does. Parkinson’s Disease 
shakes his body as he sits down.

We have a couple of hours before 
David gets into a battered old Nissan 
and heads to San Salvador for tomor-
row’s parliament. Our discussions are 
sporadically punctuated by mangos 
falling from the ancient tree which 
during the day provides welcome 
shade. The house is modest. It is 
adorned by a portrait of David with 
the FMLN fl ag and a large poster of 
El Salvador’s best known face, that 
of Archbishop Oscar Romero.

In March this year President 
Obama became the fi rst US president 
to visit Romero’s tomb, which lies 
below the cathedral in San Salvador. 
David believes Romero was a prophet, 
and that in him, Jesus Christ crossed 
El Salvador. In the late seventies, 
whilst he was Archbishop of San 
Salvador, Romero stood against the 
brutal, US-backed repression of El 
Salvador’s poor majority. In 1980, 
after the order from senior govern-
ment offi cials, he was assassinated 
by a death squad whilst giving Mass. 
The day before his death, he had these 
words for his country’s government 
and armed forces:

“In the name of God, in the name 
of this suffering people whose cries 
rise up to Heaven more urgently with 
each day that passes, I beseech you, 
I beg you, I order you to stop the 
repression.”

His death marked the transition 
from social unrest and repression 
to the civil war that would last for 
the next 12 years and claim around 
80,000 lives. Romero’s death and the 
massacre of mourners at his funeral 
had a profound effect on David, who 
was a priest at the time. “Romero 
was four things,” David explains. “A 
Christian, a humanist, a Salvadoran, 
and a revolutionary.” The same could 
be said of David Rodriguez.

The priest
David grew up in the village of 

Caldera, in El Salvador’s volcanic 
zone. His parents owned a sugar cane 
plantation and a mill for processing 
the sugar. He recalls a happy atmos-
phere where the workers were treated 
as part of the family and everyone ate 
their meals together. David’s father 
was very religious and a respected 
community leader. There was only 
a primary school in the village, so 

David’s father arranged for David to 
live in the church in town, to attend 
high school in the morning and church 
teachings in the afternoon.

David later went to Madrid to 
study an extremely conservative 
teaching of canonical law. “I was of 
the right, formed of the old school. I 
was one of the last of the Council of 
Trent,” David tells me. “We used to 
give mass in Latin with our backs to 
the people.” David became a priest 
and was soon posted to Tecoluca 
Church, in San Vicente, a region of 
coffee and cotton plantations. This 
immersion in the rural realities of his 
country began to trouble him. He saw 
fi rst-hand the “hunger wages” and the 
abuse of peasant workers. He saw 
communities denied access to their 
rivers and land, and, when the elite 
offered money to his church in return 
for turning a blind eye, he saw how 
power buys silence.

“I began seeing the problems 
without connecting the causes,” 
David confesses. “But then I saw 
the aerial fumigation of the cotton 
fi elds. It killed the fi sh in the rivers, 
the domestic animals, polluted the 
wells and made people very sick. 
This was the reality.” For David, it 
was this experience that created “an 
internal crisis” between his religious 
conservative teaching and the realities 
fl ooding his eyes and ears.

In 1969, with this confl ict in his 
mind, David went to a seminar with 
priests from all over Latin America 
to analyse the Vatican and discuss 
the theology of liberation. Suddenly 
he realised his crisis was the crisis of 
many. The priests discussed the causes 
and “began to discover reality”.

A movement began with priests 
meeting each month for discussions 
and beginning to do “real com-
munity work”. Traditional Mass 
continued, but for those who wanted 
to stay behind afterwards, there was 
a deeper analysis of the teachings of 
the church, known as “Bible Circles”.

Some priests, including David, 
began to denounce injustice, but soon 
the horror intensifi ed. A massacre of 

peasants took place near Tecoluca. 
As David tells me that priests had 
to become revolutionaries, I wonder 
how this could be reconciled with 
the teachings of the Church. As if 
reading my thoughts, David explains, 
“I began to have a new vision of the 
Bible. The Bible has a lot of revolu-
tionary chapters. I began to think that 
the more Christian you are, the more 
revolutionary you are, and vice versa.” 

A few years after this realisation, 
Romero was killed and David joined 
the guerrillas. “We priests were like 
sheep without a shepherd,” he refl ects.

The revolutionary
A very emotional meeting of 

the country’s priests took place after 
Romero’s funeral and caused them 
to split into three groups. One group, 
which included David’s brother, 
decided to leave the country. The 
second group decided to stay in El 
Salvador, but to ignore reality and 
simply teach from the Bible as they 
always had, and the third group 
decided to stay and support the strug-
gle of the guerrillas.

Initially, David was providing 
Mass for guerrillas, marrying people 
and helping to hide them, but as the 
war grew, passivity was no longer an 
option. In 1981, David was named 
boss of a militia that had the task of 
trying to take a strategic barracks near 
the national treasury buildings in the 
capital, San Salvador. This was the 
fi rst of many major roles for David 
during the 12-year war.

After the peace accords of 1992, 
David felt lost coming down from 
the mountain camps. He had no 
family left in the country and had 
lost many friends. He went to see 
the new Archbishop, hoping to rejoin 
the church. He was told that if he left 
the country for three years, did not 
speak of events in El Salvador and 
gave a public apology and statement 
of regret for what he had done, he 
could become an unoffi cial helper at a 
church, but never again a priest. “But 
what I did, I did with consciousness 
and thought, and I do not regret it,” 
declares David.

The politician
As part of the peace process 

people were offered land and grants. 
With the support of his friend Jose 
Luis, who is still his neighbour in 
Los Marranitos, David took a small 
grant to rear cows. In 1997, David ran 
as a parliamentary candidate for the 
FMLN in the La Paz region. He was 

elected and still holds this post today.
The Archbishop saw David 

entering politics as dangerous for the 
Church and sent an excommunica-
tion request to Rome. The request 
complained that David, “adapted the 
Bible to fi t reality”.

Though David is technically for-
bidden to enter a church or celebrate 
Mass, he would like the Catholic 
Church to recognise his marriage and 

let him use his vocation for communi-
cating with people again. He believes 
the Church has double standards, and 
remarks, “the old apostles were mar-
ried and free to express themselves”.

His religious beliefs inform 
his political views: he argues that 
Christian principles are socialist in 
nature. “Sometimes the concept we 
have is of the Soviet Union, but these 
are models, and I disagree with these 
models. The State should not own 
and control everything, people have 
to own things.”

David compares humanity to the 
human body. If a body is healthy it 
distributes food to every part: even the 
toe nails get some nutrients, not just 
the heart and brain. ‘Our country is 
like a sick body; when it has worms 
in the stomach, the food is not getting 
to all parts of the body.” He calls this 
“radical capitalism” and claims that a 
country has to produce laws to control 
the distribution of wealth.

David explains his four political 
priorities for a healthy body. “We 
need to make State institutions work 
for poor people, combat corruption by 
organising people to tackle it together, 
make complying with our constitu-
tion part of our culture and, fi nally, 
reactivate our agriculture.”

David is acutely aware of the 
problems facing his country, and of 
their complexity. Unlike many politi-
cians, he does not lead a life sheltered 
from everyday people and everyday 
struggle.

It’s now 9.30pm and we’ve 
survived the falling mangos. David 
hugs me before getting into his car 
and starting the long drive back to 
San Salvador. He’ll drive through his 
beloved country that so often looks as 
though the war ended only yesterday.

“If I am killed, I will rise again in 
the Salvadoran people,” said Romero, 
just days before he was murdered. 
Like Romero, David has devoted and 
risked his life to help El Salvador’s 
poor, defending the message of equal-
ity and hope. The journey has lost 
David his pulpit, but not his passion.
James Dryburgh is a Scottish-
born Tasmanian writer passionate 
about truth and helping the 
world’s muffled voices to be 
heard. He has lived in Scotland, 
Spain and Latin America 
and is associate editor of 
tasmaniantimes.com 
New Internationalist 

Walking in the footsteps of 
Archbishop Romero

David Rodriguez.

“I began to have a new vision of the Bible. The Bible has a lot of 
revolutionary chapters. I began to think that the more Christian 

you are, the more revolutionary you are, and vice versa.”


