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In a betrayal of Australian interests and 
our future security, decisions at last week’s 
AUSMIN talks, the annual meeting of 
Australian and US foreign and defence 
ministers, risk bringing war to our doorstep. 
As more US ships, aircraft and troops move 
from North Asia to the southern hemisphere 
to be based at Australian military facilities, 
the level of Australian military integration 
with an aggressive and destabilising US 
government will rise, further undermining 
Australia’s independence and security.

Speaking in San Francisco after the talks, 
US Defence Secretary Leon Panetta made the 
situation clear when he said: “The goal here is 
to strengthen that relationship as best we can 
to send a clear signal to the Asia-Pacifi c region 
that the US and Australia are going to continue 
to work together to make very clear to those 
that would threaten us that we are going to 
stick together.”

Indian Ocean
Attention to the Indian Ocean has been 

limited among US policy makers in recent 
years, with the exception of the base at Diego 
Garcia.

However, with India emerging as a major 
regional power, this situation is changing as 
Washington and Canberra both seek to maximise 
their leverage and connections with India.

Speaking recently to the Asia Foundation 
in San Francisco, Foreign Minister Kevin 
Rudd said:

“The critical region for our future now 
extends to include the Indian Ocean as well. It 
is in the interests of both the US and Australia 
for India to play the role of a major interna-
tional power. India is increasingly looking east 
with interest, both for strategic and economic 
reasons, and because of long-standing cultural 
connections.”

However, the US position on India is contra-
dictory. US policy makers have explicitly stated 
in the past that their country will not tolerate 
competition that threatens their economic or 
military hegemony.

The US has recently declared the BRICS 
(Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa) 
countries as a security risk.

Voice of Russia (12/9/2011) reported: “The 
BRICS countries, which include Brazil, Russia, 
India and China, have been listed among those 
posing a threat to the US national security along 
with terrorism, cyber attacks, and the nuclear 
programs of Iran and North Korea. Secretary 
of Defence Leon Panetta urged Washington 
to protect the planet against these countries’ 
attempts to ruin global stability.”

China
The Gillard government’s decision to 

escalate its military relationship with the US 
is intended to strengthen US efforts to contain 
China as well as to strengthen Australia’s role 
in the region. It is all about strategic, political 
and economic dominance, directed fi rst and 
foremost against China.

Defence Minister Smith refused to name 
China as the “enemy” although the AUSMIN 
talks clearly underline the position in the 
Defence White Paper that Australia is acting 
in coalition with the US to contain China, our 
major trading partner.

This is not new. When Australia purchased 
F35 planes, the then Defence Minister Faulkner 
said they were for use in a future coalition war 
in our region. However, military integration is 
being ramped up to a new and dangerous level.

It is madness for the Gillard government 
to risk escalating tension and even war in the 
region, not to mention good relations with a 
major trading partner, for the sake of an alliance 
with the United States.

The US is a dangerous ally, an aggressive 
state which has gone to war every 14 months 
since the end of World War II.

Sending a signal
The communiqué at the end of the AUSMIN 

talks lists steps the Australian government is 
prepared to take to enhance US dominance in 
the “Indo-Pacifi c” region and to send a signal 
to China.

They include more use of Australian mili-
tary bases and ports as well as pre-positioning 
supplies for the US war machine.

Details of these arrangements are being 
held back so Prime Minister Gillard can stand 
beside US President Obama and announce them 
against the backdrop of the visit by “the most 
powerful man in the world”.

Steps are already being put in place. A treaty 
will soon be signed to allow the US Navy back 
into North West Cape in northern WA.

The base will be used to communicate with 
the US fl eet of 18 guided missile attack sub-
marines each capable of launching 24 nuclear 
tipped missiles.

The Australian government is conducting 
a force posture review which could move the 
bulk of Australia’s military to the west.

The offi cial spin is that this is to protect 
Australia’s oil, gas and mineral wealth. It is 
actually another signal to the expanded region 
that US dominance should not be challenged.

ANZUS anniversary
The annual meeting of foreign and defence 

ministers from Australia and the US – respec-
tively Kevin Rudd, Stephen Smith, Hillary 
Clinton and Leon Panetta – was held in San 
Francisco on the 60th anniversary of the signing 
of the ANZUS treaty in the same city.

Much was made of the anniversary of a 
treaty but it is a shameful alliance. It has brought 
nothing but misery and death in US wars includ-
ing Korea, Vietnam, Iraq and Afghanistan.

Australia, already the sixth biggest spender 
per capita on the military in the world with an 
annual defence budget of almost $30 billion, 
also spent $20 billion over the last ten years 

on the military for the “war on terror” and 
another $10 billion on ASIO and the Australian 
Federal Police.

The war against Afghanistan alone has cost 
$10 billion and the cost is creeping up by $1.3 
billion a year.

Sixty years of ANZUS was nothing to 
celebrate!

Ballistic missiles
After the talks Minister Smith emphasised 

the need for “defence” but the US missile 
defence system is in reality an offensive 
strategy which allows attack without fear of 
retaliation.

As Admiral Noel Gayler, former 
Commander-in-Chief US Forces Pacifi c, said, 
there is neither room nor necessity for long-
range strike weapons in current forces: “They 
are not instruments of protection or security. 
They can only be used offensively. Their very 
existence heightens the terrible tensions existing 
in a major political crisis.”

Missile defence development will increase 
insecurity and tension in our region. Instead, 
peaceful forms of relationship and confi dence-
building that can contribute to peace and security 
in Asia, the Pacifi c and the Indian Ocean are 
required.

It is time for Australia to have a govern-
ment which recognises that military power is 
no longer regarded by most nations as the only 
or best basis for security.

The Gillard government is spending $30 
billion a year on the military, but there is no 
comparable signifi cant investment in diplomacy, 
aid programs and other peaceful means to avoid 
the nightmare scenario of military confrontation 
between the US and China.

Seeking peace with justice and cutting 
military spending is a more effective and con-
structive way of making Australia more secure 
than investment in militarism and military 
alliances. 
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Last week federal Liberal MP Malcolm Turnbull declared that Julia 
Gillard had no credibility because of the way she had taken power 
by force. His message was surely directed at Tony Abbott, who did 
precisely the same thing to him. Turnbull has still not indicated how 
he will vote on the government’s proposed revised immigration law, 
which is causing rebellion within the ranks of the government and 
the opposition. Whichever way the cat jumps, we intend to keep 
you posted on developments, but we really need your help, so please 
send us in a Press Fund contribution for the next edition. Many 
thanks to this week’s contributors for their generous support, as 
follows:
Burt Blackburne $88, Bob Brown $200, H Patterson $100, “Round 
Figure” $12, Mark Window $10
This week’s total: $410 Progressive total: $12,135

Media inquiry will not get far
The federal government is to hold yet another inquiry into the 

Australian media. This time the government is said to have caved 
into pressure from the Greens to conduct a probe into the domi-
nance of newspaper monopolies and the political bias they show. The 
Greens are right. The Murdoch press, in particular, runs an editorial 
line throughout its publications that is hostile to the Greens, action 
to address climate change and opponents of “let it rip” resource 
development. Murdoch dailies have screamed that the inquiry is a 
witch-hunt designed to shut down dissenting opinion.

The hyperventilating editorials about reporting “without fear 
or favour” and big brother controls over the media can be ignored. 
The Greens might have been able to press home an advantage to 
hold an inquiry – an opportunity presented by the still unfolding 
phone-hacking scandal involving Murdoch newspapers in the UK 
– but this inquiry appears doomed to be added to the pile of other 
probes successive governments have held into the media in this 
country over the years.

The obvious reason for this likely failure is that the media mo-
nopolies in Australia hold such enormous power. They are not merely 
mouthpieces for giant corporations, they are giant corporations. In 
addition, they can infl uence public opinion and steer approval for or 
against government policy like no other force in society. The classic 
demonstration of this arrogance of power was given by the late Kerry 
Packer when he appeared before a House of Reps Select Committee 
inquiry into the print media in 1991. He treated the parliamentarians 
on that panel like naughty school children for daring to suggest that 
some controls should be put on media acquisitions.

The arrival and proliferation of new media, such as online 
newspapers and the blogosphere, has not substantially changed this 
lamentable situation.

The fact that Murdoch’s News Limited can own 70 percent of the 
Australia’s newspapers is a scandal. But Communications Minister 
Stephen Conroy has been quick to respond to media speculation 
a bout the inquiry that there will be no consideration given to break-
ing up the newspaper giant to ensure greater diversity of opinion. 
The focus will be on the “grey areas” of regulation thrown up by 
the more traditional media’s convergence with new online forms, 
the need to beef up media codes of practice and the regulatory 
authorities overseeing the media.

At the moment the broadcast media are overseen by the govern-
ment’s Australian Communications and Media Authority (ACMA). 
A major plank of ACMA’s charter is to promote “self-regulation” 
of the sector. The print media are supposedly controlled by the 
Australian Press Council – a body established by the newspaper 
owners themselves. It has a reputation for extremely light intervention 
in the face of complaints. Self-regulation is the neo-liberal byword 
in Australia’s heavily monopolised media and that is not about to 
change with this latest inquiry. Suggestions that ACMA and the Press 
Council should be rolled into one government appointed body with 
teeth are not likely to get up.

An opportunity for some public scrutiny of the workings of pow-
erful media is a good thing. Submissions from trade unions and other 
community organisations will contain ideas for implementation when 
the balance of forces in society shifts away from the monopolies and 
in favour of the people. But until such a shift occurs, we should expect 
little from the latest government inquiry into the press. There has 
been talk about mechanisms for the quick response to complaints 
and the publication of corrections or retractions. That would be a 
worthwhile but a very minor outcome given the size of the problem 
of media concentration and bias in Australia.

Success in the quest for media diversity will come when the left 
and progressive forces in Australian politics become stronger and 
more united. Ultimately, a government of people’s unity will legislate 
for media that refl ects the actual character of the Australian people.  
As the program of the Communist Party of Australia points out 
“… the best way to break up this monopoly is for the mass media 
to be owned and run by the democratic and progressive organisa-
tions such as trade unions, environmental, cultural and community 
organisations. Such organisations would be encouraged and assisted 
to run media outlets. These changes would bring about a greater 
degree of progressive views from the media.” An inspiring goal. 
Let’s work towards it.

Denis Doherty

C u r r e n t l y  t h e  C F M E U 
Construction and General divi-
sions of both NSW and Victoria 
are under severe pressure from 
employers and governments. The 
NSW Branch has three members 
on picket lines from various sites 
campaigning against non-payment 
of benefi ts and unfair dismissal 
of a union rep from a building 
company. Meanwhile in Victoria 
the state government has come up 
with the novel idea of setting up 
a state version of the anti-union 
ABCC (Australian Building and 
Construction Commission). Finally 
the outrages of employers that 
inflict unsafe and unfair work 
practices get off scot free from 
the ABCC.

The campaign to close this unjust 
and unfair organisation which was a 
creature of the Howard government’s 
WorkChoices continues. The CPA 
calls on all to keep up the fi ght against 
the ABCC (visit our website for form 
letters on this issue).

In Victoria the Premier Ted 
Bailleu, enraged by problems at the 

state’s desalination plant has sug-
gested there is an element of union 
thuggery at the site and he was going 
to do something about it. What he 
suggested amounted to a mini-ABCC. 
The Victorian branch of the CFMEU 
has cut to the chase with its reply: the 
Victorian government has no plan, no 
vision and no policy initiatives except 
a tired knee jerk attack on unions on 
behalf of its mates in the building 
industry said the CFMEU secretary 
Bill Oliver. He went on to say ‘“The 
last state government handed over 
inspectorate rights when using fed-
eral funding for state projects to the 
ABCC, who already treat workers like 
second class citizens. Is Mr Baillieu 
going to remove these powers from 
the ABCC? Or is he saying that they 
don’t go far enough? It’s not very 
clear.”

Meanwhile, in Sydney the 
CFMEU has raised two more cases 
of construction companies’ mistreat-
mentof workers, bringing to three 
the workers that the CFMEU NSW 
is campaigning around. Last Monday 
morning union organisers addressed 
sites in the inner city Pymont area 
where two workers at the heart of 

the CFMEU campaign were able to 
let other workers know what was 
happening to them.

The union organisers told their 
fellow members that the companies 
who wanted work had to bid low to 
get the contracts and that to recoup 
that they were underpaying their 
workers and taking short cuts with 
safety. A union rep at St Hilliers 
company, Warren Whitney had 
been given the sack in a clear case 
of victimisation. The pressure from 
Warren and his union has seen him 
reinstated. A victory for collective 
action by the union.

William Hodge spoke also of 
how he was given the sack when he 
asked for his superannuation benefi ts 
(see Guardian September 7). William, 
an ABN worker, is owed 11 years 
of super.

The last word belongs to the 
Victorian CFMEU: “Victoria’s build-
ing industry is booming, and it plays 
a strong role in the state’s economy. 
The only people with an issue at the 
moment are the government’s mates in 
the construction industry so of course 
they will attempt to crack down on 
unions.” 

Attacks on construction 
workers and their 
rights continue

Warren Whitney talking to a workplace meeting about his predicament with the St. Hilliers Company. A few days later 
he was reinstated after being unfairly dismissed in a clear case of union victimisation.
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Members of the revived national Australia Vietnam Friendship Society converged on Adelaide on Saturday for 
their inaugural national conference. A new committee and executive were elected and ambitious plans made 
for the next twelve months. MUA SA state secretary Jamie Newlyn was on hand to present a cheque marking 
the union branch’s affi liation to AVFS. Fundraising efforts will assist the National Fund for Vietnamese Children 
and the Vietnamese Association for the Victims of Agent Orange/Dioxin. Links with the very well organised 
Vietnamese International Students Association will be strengthened.
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Peter Mac

The future of asylum seekers, the 
people who come to Australia seek-
ing our protection and a peaceful 
future, is at stake in the current 
cynical and opportunistic struggle 
over immigration policy being 
waged by the Gillard government 
and the federal opposition.

Two weeks ago the High Court of 
Australia found that the government’s 
proposal to send asylum seekers to 
detention in Malaysia was not con-
sistent with the current wording of 
the federal Migration Act.

The government now intends to 
revise the Act, to allow the Minister 
for Immigration to nominate any 
country he or she chooses as suitable 
for the off-shore detention of asylum 
seekers, including unaccompanied 
children. The government is still 
intent on deporting asylum seekers 
to Malaysia, by force if necessary, 
or to the reopened detention centre in 
Papua New Guinea’s Manus Island.

In response, the leader of the 
federal opposition, Tony Abbott, is 
threatening to reject the government’s 
new legislation on the perfectly 
legitimate grounds that Malaysia is 
not a signatory to the UN Refugee 
Convention. Abbott favours reopening 
the detention centre in Nauru, which is 
about to sign the Convention, but has 
expressed misgivings about reopen-
ing the Manus Island centre because 
Papua New Guinea has failed to fully 
implement the Convention. 

The opposition proposes to move 
an amendment to the government’s 
revised Immigration Act, so that 
only those nations that have signed 
the Convention can be approved as 
destinations for detention, or else to 
simply oppose the revision altogether, 
with the support of the Greens and 
independents.

However, Abbotts’s real concern 
is not the preservation of human 
rights. As a rising federal MP, he 
fully supported the “Pacifi c Solution” 
policy of the former Howard govern-
ment under which asylum seekers 
were detained in Nauru, which had 
not signed the Convention. Last 
week human rights advocate Julian 

Burnside described him as “a hypo-
crite of Olympian proportions”.

Abbott’s real commitment is to 
serve the interests of big capital in 
Australia. That includes protecting 
them from any inroads (no matter 
how meagre) into their profi t levels 
because of government legislation 
such as the mining and carbon taxes. 
However, to do that the conservative 
coalition must take government at the 
federal level.

The Liberals could back down 
and pass the government’s revised 
immigration bill. But the govern-
ment’s rigid commitment to the 
Malaysian plan has given the Liberals 
a God-sent opportunity to reject the 
revised immigration bill on humani-
tarian grounds. This would force the 
government to reintroduce the Pacifi c 
solution, call a double dissolution of 
federal parliament, or revert to on-
shore processing.

An early election would suit the 
Liberals, who believe they would 
romp into government because of the 
disastrous unpopularity of the Gillard 
government.

Rebellion in the ranks
While the leaderships of the 

Liberal and Labor Parties both 
continue their single-minded com-
mitment to offshore processing there 
is the growing opposition to the 
policy, including from within their 
own ranks.

Labor left-wing MPs have stiff-
ened their resistance to off-shore 
processing. Right-wing Labor MP 
John Murphy has openly declared 
that the government should process 
asylum seeker applications on shore, 
and has bluntly reminded the Cabinet 
that this policy is actually endorsed 
as part of the Labor Party platform.

Former Liberal MP Petro 
Georgiou recently wrote: “Who 
could have imagined that the Prime 
Minister would end up defending the 
Malaysia solution on the grounds 
that it was tougher than the Nauru 
solution, which she condemned as 
being wrong?”

Last week Former Liberal Prime 
Minister Malcolm Fraser declared: “If 
the government has the wit to see it, 

this High Court case would give it the 
opportunity to re-establish Australia’s 
humanitarian program on a sound 
basis with on-shore processing … and 
to end the demeaning debate that has 
created a toxic atmosphere between 
our political parties, a debate which 
has been watched overseas and which 
has affected our reputation in serious 
ways. While these issues would not 
have been part of the High Court’s 
consideration, they do provide an 
opportunity for Australia to recapture 
the high ground.”

A moment of truth
The leaderships of the Labor 

and Liberal parties are facing other 
problems regarding immigration 
policy. In the wake of the High Court 
decision refugee advocates have been 
investigating the possibility of suing 
the Commonwealth for damages on 
behalf of asylum seekers previously 
detained on Nauru under the Howard 
regime, including the families of 

those who were deported back to 
Afghanistan and died there.

Regarding the severe psychologi-
cal problems experienced by many of 
the Nauru detainees, Petro Georgiou 
commented: “Eventually, despite all 
the threats that no one sent to Nauru 
would reach our shores, 60 percent of 
those who were resettled were brought 
to Australia. Overwhelmingly, they 
were brought here by the Howard 
government – as people tragically 
damaged by their detention”.

Moreover, opinion polling has 
indicated that about 54 percent of 
Australians now consider that off-
shore processing should be dropped. 
In another poll, 78 percent of respond-
ents described the government’s 
handling of asylum seeker issues as 
bad. A declaration from 200 charities, 
welfare groups and other organisa-
tions has been published nationally, 
stating their opposition to the policy.

Nevertheless, driven by their 
obsessive competition over the “best” 

off-shore destination for processing 
asylum seeker applications, both the 
government and the opposition are 
moving further and further away from 
a principled policy position, and from 
the support of the public and their 
own members.

The Greens and Independents are 
also taking a strong stand against off-
shore processing of asylum seekers.

Petro Georgiou has warned the 
government: “Implementing off-shore 
processing will stretch caucus unity 
to the utmost and drive more Labor 
votes to the Greens.”

As The Guardian goes to press, 
no one knows how the government 
and opposition’s cat and mouse game 
will play out. But what is certain 
is that Georgiou’s warning applies 
to both parties. If they stick rigidly 
to their positions, the movement of 
voters towards parties that have more 
humane principles will gather pace 
and become a fl ood. 

Australia

Battle over asylum seekers 
ignores mounting opposition

Pete’s Corner Perth
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Rank and fi le Rio Tinto iron ore 
workers in the Pilbara have deci-
sively voted up the fi rst collective 
agreement in almost 20 years. 
This historic revival of collective 
bargaining is due to the courage 
and commitment of the CFMEU’s 
Mining Division and its members. 
Despite the diffi culty posed for 
many of the rank and fi le working 
as fl y-in, fl y-out, a majority of the 
workers voted in the ballot with 80 
percent of them voting in favour 
of the historic new collective union 
agreement. Alex Bukarica, national 
legal offi cer of the CFMEU, reports 
on this historic victory:

Rio Tinto, like the other major 
Pilbara mining companies, BHP 
and Fortescue Metals, operates an 
extensive,privately owned rail net-
work that transports iron ore from 
its inland mines to its Pilbara coastal 
ports. The loco drivers employed 
by Rio Tinto have historically been 
covered by the FED&FA (now part 
of the CFMEU), but took a battering 
when Rio virtually wiped out union-
ism at its operations in the Pilbara in 
the early 1990s.

This position began to change in 
2008, when a group of rank and fi le 
train drivers inspired by the defeat 
of WorkChoices decided that they 
wanted to unionise. Led by loco driver 
Dennis “Sharkey” Jones, the activists 
began the hard slog of promoting the 
idea that workers should be able to 
deal collectively with their employer 
to have a say over their working lives.

After contacting Western 
Australian district secretary of the 
CFMEU, Gary Wood, the Rio Tinto 
loco drivers found that with the sup-
port of a professional union, workers 
responded well to approaches to 
unionise. For all the Rio Tinto propa-
ganda regarding “direct relationships” 
with workers, it became clear that 
there was a deep well of resentment 
amongst Rio Tinto’s own employees 
against management.

As one of the loco drivers put it to 
me: “The way I see it, Rio Tinto think 
that because we are on good money 
that they own us. Well, they might 
own my time at work, but they don’t 
own my opinions or who I associate 
with, or what I do outside of work. 
The whole company approach is about 
control of workers. When it comes 
right down to it, Rio doesn’t actually 
trust its own workers”.

As the organising effort at Rio 
Tinto gathered pace and a majority 
of drivers signed up, the CFMEU 
approached Rio Tinto to collectively 
bargain. However, the company 
refused to even meet with the union 
for the entire period leading up to the 
Fair Work Act being introduced in 
2009. This response led to the loco 
drivers staging the fi rst industrial 
action at Rio Tinto in the Pilbara in 
nearly 20 years to try to force the 
company to the bargaining table.

It was only in early 2010 with 
the union likely to win a “majority 
support” declaration under the Act 
that Rio Tinto reluctantly agreed to 

bargain for a collective agreement. 
What followed was described by the 
right-wing Australian newspaper as 
the union conducting a “particularly 
canny negotiation”. This negotiating 
approach led to an in-principle agree-
ment being reached with Rio Tinto 
that was formally approved by loco 
drivers on August 14.

The first union agreement in 
Rio Tinto’s operations since the 
early 1990s had come into opera-
tion prompting this headline in The 
Australian newspaper: “Union storms 
the citadel with landmark Rio deal”.

Bargaining gets a 
further boost

In addition to pursuing unionisa-
tion on the ground, the CFMEU also 
conducted a focused legal strategy that 
aimed to remove any impediments to 
collective bargaining. The obvious 
target in this campaign was a dodgy 
“non-union” collective agreement 
that Rio Tinto entered into with 10 
new-starter employees that would 
apply to all workers subsequently 
engaged by the company. This was 
how the company intended to continue 
its WorkChoices style arrangements 
into the future.

However, the agreement was put 
together on the highly illogical basis 
that a business or part of a busi-
ness could be defi ned as employees 
engaged after a particular date. This 
was done so that existing workers 
could not vote on the agreement.

The CFMEU took the agreement 
to the Federal Court, arguing that it 

was never validly made. Initially, a 
single judge of the Federal Court dis-
missed the union application, siding 
with Rio Tinto. However, confi dent of 
their case, the union appealed to a Full 
Court of the Federal Court consisting 
of three judges.

On July 25, the Full Court handed 
down its judgement, fi nding unani-
mously in favour of the CFMEU. 
The dodgy non-union agreement 
was declared void, and the workers 
covered by it were free to bargain 
under the much fairer provisions of 
the Fair Work Act.

While there is much hard work to 
be done, the recent breakthroughs at 
Rio Tinto in the Pilbara present real 
steps towards reversing the long-term 
decline of unionism in this critical 
region of Australia.
Common Cause, August-
September 2011, journal of 
Mining and Energy Division of 
CFMEU 

Labour Struggle

Jeld-Wen lockout continues
Several hundred Forestry Division 
CFMEU members in four states 
remain on strike in response to a 
lock out initiated by their employer 
(see last week’s Guardian). 
Corinthian Doors, owned by 
American company Jeld-Wen, has 
sent text messages to its workers 
threatening a further lockout if 
they do not come back to work on 
their next shift.

The company began to use 
labour hire workers as strike 
breakers at the St Mary’s site in 
Sydney. The union understands 
that the strike breakers are sup-
plied by the same fi rm of indus-
trial consultants who have advised 
Corinthian throughout the dispute.

In recent negotiations the 
company changed its wage offer 
to a fl at rate amount instead of 
the 2.5 percent it had previously 
offered. The union’s analysis of 
the new offer is that for most 
workers covered by the agreement 

the new offer is only 0.1 percent 
more than the Company had 
previously offered and for some 
workers it actually amounts to 
less than had previously been 
offered.

The company’s new wage 
offer for the fi rst year of the 
agreement is still 1 percent below 
CPI for most workers covered by 
the agreement. The company con-
tinues to insist that workers must 
give up conditions like tea breaks 
to justify a higher wage increase.

The union’s lead negotia-
tor Phil Davies said: “This is an 
attempt to starve these workers 
into submission. Instead of work-
ing with us to fi nd a solution they 
have reduced their offer to some 
workers this week.” Corinthian 
have threatened the union with 
legal action and alleged that it 
is not bargaining in good faith 
while at the same time they have 
cancelled a meeting, structured 

their new wage offer in a decep-
tive manner and have engaged in 
a range of practices designed to 
threaten and intimidate members.

The union believes the com-
pany has condoned the use of 
unlicensed security guards to 
patrol the union’s peaceful assem-
bly at some sites.

The union and its members 
welcome international support 
from the BWI and from local 
unionists who are invited to visit 
the peaceful protest in their state. 
Any other offers of support or 
assistance from the trade union 
movement will be greatly valued.
To offer support or assistance 
for the Corinthian and Stegbar 
workers in NSW, SA, VIC or 
WA as the lockout continues 
contact NSW district secretary 
Craig Smith on 0414 225 592 
or CFMEU National Secretary 
Michael O’Connor on 
03 9274 9200. 

Union revival at 
Rio’s Pilbara mines

Perth

Coalition can’t see 
manufacturing jobs 
for the trees
The Australian manufacturing 
Workers’ Union (AMWU) says 
it is disappointed federal shadow 
minister for industry Sophie 
Mirabella missed an opportunity 
to outline any Coalition policies 
on manufacturing in the clean 
technology sector.

Speaking at the National Press 
Club, Mirabella today said that her 
number one ambition for manu-
facturing would be to repeal the 
$10 billion Clean Energy Finance 
Corporation and the additional $4.8 
billion worth of industry invest-
ment and technology development 
schemes contained in the Clean 
Energy Future legislation.

The AMWU believes that these 
schemes are vital if Australia is to 
win our slice of the $6 trillion glo-
bal clean technology industry.

“Climate change is one area 
where Coalition manufacturing 
policy is extremely disappointing, 
in that its major carbon reduc-
tion strategy is to plant 20 mil-
lion trees – a dubious plan for the 

environment – but more signifi cant-
ly, one which ignores the possibili-
ties for Australian manufacturing,” 
said AMWU national secratry Dave 
Oliver.

“A manufacturing and technol-
ogy-led solution to climate change 
would mean Australia’s one million 
manufacturing workers could look 
forward to another generation of 
prosperity based on researching, 
designing, making and exporting 
clean and effi cient technology to 
the world.

“Mirabella showed she cannot 
see the opportunities in manufactur-
ing sector for the trees.”

The Coalition have expressed 
concern about the 1,400 workers 
who lost their jobs at BlueScope, 
but in the same breath opposed the 
steel industry plan.

Tony Abbott has visited car fac-
tories stirring up fears of job losses, 
despite having opposed, and still 
planning to scrap hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars of investment in the 
automotive sector. 
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Richard Titelius

The Communist Party of Australia 
invited the Australia Institute’s 
executive director Dr Richard 
Denniss and Robin Chappel, 
Greens MLC for the mining 
and pastoral region of Western 
Australia, to address a public 
forum, Politics in the Pub, on the 
impact which the mining boom 
is having on the WA and on the 
national economy, climate change 
and tourism.

National CPA President Vinicio 
Molina introduced the proceedings 
and reminded the 40 plus people 
who attended that in the fi nancial 
year 2010-11 over $100 billion were 
generated in net profi ts by mining 
companies in Australia. Most of that 
wealth went into the pockets of only 
a handful of people rather than for the 
benefi t of all Australians.

As an organiser for the 
Construction, Mining, Forestry and 
Energy Union, Vinnie has travelled 
much of the state and witnessed some 
of the harsh conditions which men 
and women work under in Western 
Australia. “Many of these communi-
ties are isolated and isolating”, and 
many of the workers who are brought 
into the state’s northwest are being 
brought in on 457 immigration work 
visas which are used to drive down 
local wages and conditions.

Robin Chappel spoke about the 
mining boom in the northwest with 
which he has had a long association 
having lived or worked there since 
starting with BHP in the early 1980s. 
In those days, about 40 million tonnes 
of iron ore was shipped out per year 
from BHP’s mine at Mt Newman 
and elsewhere. Today BHP’s mines 
ship out 480 million tonnes per year 
followed by 330 million tonnes by 
Rio Tinto. This does not include the 
contributions by Fortescue Metals 
Group and other smaller miners.

What Robin Chappel would like 
to see is a resource rent tax which was 
unilaterally determined by govern-
ment in consultation with the mining 
companies.

There are also problems with the 
provision of water for consumption 
by both domestic and industrial and 
mining use. Currently water use is up 
to 200 gigalitres per annum which is 
obtained from the Hardy Dam and 
underground bores at Millstream 
and other locations in the Pilbara. 
Water usage in the Pilbara is currently 
approaching unsustainable levels 
to which the current government’s 
response is to propose the construction 
of a desalination plant in Karratha. 
This is the wrong solution as it would 
be expensive to run and substantially 
increase greenhouse gas emissions.

There is also a human cost to the 
mining boom. This is most easily seen 
through the shortage of affordable 
housing in the Pilbara where those not 
connected to a mining company must 
frequently be fl own in and fl own out.

Fly in-Fly out presents its own 
problems and challenges for the 
mining industry, workers, their 
communities and families. For min-
ing companies it is the high cost of 
training and developing staff only to 
see most of them leave in less than 
two years. This is causing BHP to 
reconsider having more workers live 
closer to their place of employment 
and be able to bring their families 
and children – like it used to be in 
the 1970s and 1980s.

Richard Denniss opened his 
presentation with criticism of the 
mining companies’ mantra that the 
mining industry creates jobs. Of a 
population of 22 million, only 1.9 
percent or about 200,000 people 
are directly employed in the min-
ing industry including only 27,000 
in WA (state government fi gures). 
Although in decline, there are more 
people employed in manufacturing 

than in mining. Even if one were to 
include indirect employment such 
as contracting there are still other 
industries that employ more people 
directly and indirectly.

Denniss also spoke of the impact 
of the high exchange rate caused by 
the mining boom on economic activity 
in other industries such as manufactur-
ing and tourism.

In these industries an opportunity 
cost is at work which forces jobs to 
be lost at a greater rate than those 
created in the mining sector.

Mining profi ts are the only big 
things that come from the mining 
boom and like all economic booms 
this one will also be followed by a 
bust.

Robin Chappel stated that data 
he had seen indicated that 81 mil-
lion tonnes of CO2 currently came 
out of WA which was projected to 
increase to 150 million tonnes with 
the increase in coal, gas and other 
mineral extraction and processing.

Those in attendance were also 
concerned at the signifi cant role and 
impact of the Chinese economy has 
on the resources boom. If China 
were to experience a downturn in 
economic activity this would have a 
signifi cant impact on the economies 
of the developed world. The manner 
in which the global fi nancial crisis is 
playing out suggests that this is not 
a question of if but when.

Finally, there were changes pro-
posed to the Aboriginal Heritage Act 
which would remove the ability of 
Aboriginal groups to make submis-
sions about sacred sites, materials 
and law which have an impact on 
mining claims. If this were to become 
law it would render it impossible for 
Aboriginal groups in WA to make 
claims to their land under the Federal 
Native Title Act and it would for-
malise the dispossession which has 
largely been characterised by the 
operation of Native Title in WA. 

The battle for the sports dollar is a bitter one. The Federal 
Court last week heard a request by Optus to stop the AFL 
and NRL from suing it for breach of copyright. The dispute 
came out of Optus providing telecasts of games to its inter-
net and phone customers. Telstra has warned that it will throw 
out the new deal – $153 million – on broadcast rights if Optus 
isn’t stopped by the court. Telstra is also threatening to pull 
the plug on a proposed deal with the NRL. Telstra’s deal is for 
exclusive broadcast rights over the internet. Copyright law-
yers say Optus is relying on exemptions to the Copyright Act 
that allow individuals to record for watching at more conve-
nient times and … ah, look, it’s our game, let’s take it back.

There is a widespread push by employers to increase the exploi-
tation of labour. Sometimes this is the name of “increased 
productivity” and so the objective is to get rid of “restrictive labour 
regulations”. In addition employers are using so-called evidence 
from economic think tanks like the World Economic Forum sur-
vey that showed “heightened concerns” from top executives over 
the Gillard government’s Fair Work Australia rules “contributing 
to a fall in Australia’s overall competitiveness”. Treasurer Wayne 
Swan responded, “We’re up for a productivity agenda. We under-
stand its importance to dealing with many of the challenges that 
we face in our country.” President of the ACTU Ged Kearney, 
responding to a statement by former BHP chairman Don Argus 
calling for “greater fl exibility” in workplace laws, made the point 
clear: “I challenge Don Argus to look in the face of someone who 
is on a starting retail wage of $17 an hour and say ‘you’re to 
blame, and by the way we’ve decided to cut your wages, and we 
want you to work a few extra hours on the weekend, and we’re 
not going to pay you any more for them’. Because that’s what they 
really mean when they talk about ‘freeing up the labour market’.”

The establishment of the UN after WW2 was to be a buffer 
against wars, a way of resolving differences differences by nego-
tiation and reasoned debate. But the UN has become a victim of 
large and powerful interests that coerce, economically blackmail 
and control many votes. Resolutions passed by the UN in recent 
times have been used to justify interference in the affairs of indi-
vidual nations (witness Libya). As Mark Twain put it: “Next the 
statesman will invent cheap lies, putting the blame on the nation 
that is attacked and every man will be glad of these conscience-
soothing falsities, and will diligently study them, and refuse to 
examine any refutation of them, and thus he will, by and by con-
vince himself that the war is just, and will thank God for the better 
sleep he enjoys after this process of grotesque self-deception.”

Can WA afford 
the mining boom?
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I acknowledge that we are standing 
on the lands of the Ngunnawal and 
Ngambri peoples. I pay my respects 
to their elders past and living and 
I recognise that the crimes com-
mitted against Aboriginal peoples 
across this nation require urgent 
redress.

I dedicate this speech to Simone 
Morrissey. She died suddenly on 
August 5 this year. She was 24 
years old. Simone was a friend, a 
unionist, a member of Marrickville 
Greens and a Greens NSW candidate. 
Simone’s wisdom, commitment and 
independence of mind and spirit are 
deeply missed. I extend my condo-
lences to her family, friends and work 
colleagues.

Thank you, Mr President. It is 
wonderful to be sharing today with 

so many friends.
History demonstrates that while 

parliaments make the laws, people are 
the driving force for social change. I 
believe one of the great strengths of 
the Greens is our constructive par-
liamentary work, combined with our 
commitment to amplify in this place 
the voice of progressive people’s 
movements.

I am passionate about working 
with people – helping to improve 
their everyday lives, learning about 
their good experiences and how they 
cope with tough times.

In this chamber, while there is a 
divide on some fundamental issues 
critical to the future of the planet, I 
still believe that our shared humanity 
means that on many causes – often 
more than we realise – we do agree. 
I look forward to working with all 
senators to fi nd common ground 
wherever we can.

Much of our quest for social 
justice has its roots in the industri-
alisation of Europe in the fi rst half 
of the 1800s, when many started to 
question the inequality in power and 
wealth distribution. These struggles 
by people who were marginalised, 
victimised, and in some cases sent 
to penal colonies in Australia, played 
a key role in the development of the 
tenets of modern-day democracy.

Tribute
I pay tribute to our forebears 

whose courageous work and sacrifi ce 
has helped to build our democratic 
institutions and our rich legacy of pro-
gressive campaigning. The Chartists 
and the Irish rebels sent here as con-
victs were political prisoners whose 
voice for democracy and the liberation 

of Ireland from British colonialism 
were early examples of radical causes 
that became mainstream.

The Eureka Stockade extended 
far beyond the Ballarat goldfi elds, 
also adding to our fi ne tradition of 
people’s actions that lead to parlia-
mentary reforms. Mark Twain on a 
visit to Australia in 1895 summed up 
this great event:

“It was revolution – small in size, 
but great politically; it was a strike for 
liberty, a struggle for principle, a stand 
against injustice and oppression.”

In my life’s journey my work at 
times has brought me into contact 
with members of the federal parlia-
ment. The fi rst time was in 1968. 
The Vietnam War was raging and 
peace talks were about to be held 
in Paris.

I came to Canberra aged 16 years 
with about 100 high schools students 
carrying our message “Paris must 

mean peace”. Former Labor MPs Dr 
Jim Cairns and Tom Uren met us on 
the steps of the old Parliament House 
and hosted our visit. I remember their 
words of encouragement. These two 
great Australians urged me and all the 
young school students at that protest 
to always speak out to expose injus-
tice. On May 14, 1968 Dr Cairns and 
six other MPs presented our petitions 
to the House of Representatives.

Forty-three years after my fi rst 
visit, I am proud to stand here as a 
Greens senator. My public school 
education has been critical to defi n-
ing who I am today. My principal, 
Doreen Wane, at Sydney Girls High, 
my science teacher, Ruby Komon, 
my English teacher, Colette Tucker, 
and so many others inspired me about 
learning.

My science classes were a joy. 
They led me to study botany and 
zoology at university. Mrs Komon 
opened up the world to my inquiring 

mind. She insisted her pupils read 
Rachel Carson’s Silent Spring, which 
reveals the damage humans were 
infl icting on the earth and its spe-
cies. Across disciplines we explored 
the interconnection of the planet’s 
living and non-living cycles. I learnt 
that these beautifully tuned systems 
are to be studied, marvelled at, but 
disturbed at our peril.

Climate change
We are now living with the dis-

turbance of the earth’s natural cycles 
– human induced climate change. We 
know solutions are at hand: a multi-
tude of renewable energy systems, 
effi cient public transport and low 
energy use buildings. Direct public 
investment in clean energy and more 
resources for TAFE to expand our 
skilled workforce will be critical to 
managing the transition to a zero 
emissions economy. No one needs to 

be fi nancially disadvantaged in this 
restructuring.

My family and friends bring me 
great happiness and love. I had a 
wonderful childhood and was encour-
aged to be an active citizen in my 
community. My working-class family 
placed great stock on education – not 
just formal schooling. It was about 
“getting skills under my belt”, as mum 
and dad would say. Dad taught me 
to surf and about self-defence. Mum 
taught me that women are strong. I 
was fortunate to grow up surrounded 
by generous people, like my parents, 
deeply committed to making the world 
a fairer, more peaceful place for all. 
My parents, Bill and Freda Brown, 
are no longer alive but would have 
supported me here today, as they did 
in all things.

I am still surrounded by the love 
of my family: my partner, Geoff; 
my children, Rory and his partner 
Brooke, Kilty and her partner Peter, 
and Conor; and their children, my 
grandchildren, Jack, Kira, Rocco, 
Mimi and Jaya. Thank you for your 
love and support. I am so happy my 
Uncle Rae is with us today. These 
days he is the elder of our family and, 
importantly, a former Easts fi rst grade 
rugby league player.

On my political journey, I joined 
the Socialist Party and I am proud 
of the campaigns on unemploy-
ment, women’s rights and nuclear 
disarmament that I was involved in. 
Over recent months, there has been 
a revival of cold war rhetoric and 
McCarthyism style politics with the 
intent to discredit my work and in 
turn that of the tens of thousands of 
Australians who have joined social-
ist and communist parties. By far 
the majority of these people were 
motivated by altruistic values and a 
desire to serve the best interests of 
Australia and all humanity.

It means a great deal to me that 
Jack Mundey is here today. The 
green ban movement, initiated by the 
Builders Labourers Federation when 
Jack was the NSW state secretary, 
is one of the world’s great social 
movements that inspired the politics 
of the Greens and it is from where 
the Greens take our name. The face 
of Sydney would be quite different if, 
in the 1970s, the criticism of the green 
bans by conservative federal and state 
MPs had been accepted and acted 
on—the Rocks and Woolloomooloo 
were slated to be covered in offi ce 
towers.

Achievements
Although environmental chal-

lenges are growing, the achievements 
are monumental. When I was educat-
ed in the 1960s and 1970s, the word 
“environment” was rarely found 
outside a science textbook. Today 
we have environment ministers, 
numerous international environment 
treaties and most political parties 
know that, come election time, a 
policy on the environment is a must. 
Likewise, respected economists now 
agree that environmental damage is 
no longer an externality that can be 
ignored. These developments are a 
credit to the many courageous folk 
who have protested, written letters, 
staged tree-sits, organised banner 
drops and all the myriad of creative 
actions that have been the key to 
promoting environmental considera-
tions into the body politic.

By the end of the 20th century, 
neoliberalism had successfully repo-
sitioned the public discourse around 

the dominance of the free market, 
unconstrained by appropriate regula-
tions. Public provisions in housing, 
education and health had declined, 
bringing hardship to many. Laws 
protecting the environment had also 
been weakened under this infl uence. 
Recent history has shown us that 
without a strong regulatory environ-
ment the market leads to speculation 
and practices that undermine fi nancial 
stability and security.

I am deeply troubled by the 
increasing power of large corpora-
tions. The infl uence of lobby groups, 
political donations and advertising 
campaigns, which are undermining 
good policy proposals including a 
mining tax and a price on carbon, is 
affecting our democratic processes. 
But I still feel confi dent in the future. 
The Greens’ policies are my anchor; 
they provide a solid base for my work 
as a senator.

The Greens are committed to 
addressing economic inequality. The 
burden of debt, both personal and 
through mortgages, for too many has 
become a permanent fi xture of daily 
life. This stands in sharp contrast 
with the many CEOs who receive 
astronomical bonuses on top of their 
salary package, sometimes granted 
after the CEO has successfully shifted 
the fi nancial crisis their company 
faced onto the public purse.

I am looking forward immensely 
to my portfolio of work and to the 
opportunity to build on some of our 
wins from my time in the New South 
Wales parliament. I pay tribute to 
former and current New South Wales 
state MPs. As a result of working 
with communities, we helped save 
Callan Park, create more national 
parks, win a funding boost for rural 
rail branch lines and lots more. We 
campaigned to transfer funding from 
the elite wealthiest private schools 

“People are the driving force 
for social change”

Greens Senator Lee Rhiannon attends Tamil New

Without a strong regulatory environment the 
market leads to speculation and practices that 
undermine financial stability and security.

Why I am a Communist
Katherine Susannah Pritchard 1956
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 commonsense, 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 following is a slightly abridged version of 
Greens Senator Lee Rhiannon’s First Speech, August 24.
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to public schools and we pushed 
the legislative reforms to deliver 
equality to lesbian, gay, bisexual and 
transgender people.

Electoral funding 
reform

The New South Wales Greens 
effectively put the case for electoral 
funding reform by campaigning to 
expose the infl uence of corporate 
donations on politics. The reforms 
achieved in New South Wales need 
to go national. In my home state we 
now have a ban on political donations 
from the property industry, tobacco 
companies and the for-profi t alcohol 
and gambling industries. I would like 
to congratulate and thank Dr Norman 
Thompson for his years of hard work 
on the Greens’ Democracy4sale 
project.

My work with farmers and 
regional communities affected by 
mining expansion across New South 
Wales has again taught me the impor-
tance of building alliances. Farmers, 
environmentalists, city and country, 
people from differing ends of the 
political spectrum are joining together 
to say that our nation’s food bowl is 
too valuable to sacrifi ce to short-term 
mining interests.

Now is the time to legally protect 
agricultural lands and their water 
resources. During my time in the 
New South Wales parliament I added 
my voice to the call for the aboli-
tion of the Australian Building and 
Construction Commission. There is no 
justifi cation for laws that give some 
workers fewer rights than accused 
criminals, let alone other workers.

I am honoured to have this oppor-
tunity to represent New South Wales 
as a senator and I look forward to 
working to protect its forests, coasts, 
rivers, farming lands and the rights of 

all residents. Among recent signifi cant 
achievements of the Greens, the stan-
dout for me was gaining two lower 
house seats. Hearing the titles “Greens 
MP for Balmain, Jamie Parker” and 
“Greens MP for Melbourne, Adam 
Bandt” still gives me a buzz. If we 
had proportional representation in 
the House of Representatives, the 
Greens nationwide vote at the last 
election would have translated into the 
election of 17 federal Greens MPs. A 
Greens priority is greater democracy 
in our parliaments, workplaces and 
communities.

One year and four days ago, 
443,913 people in New South Wales 
voted for the Greens. I thank the vot-
ers and our hardworking campaign 
team. To all Greens members and 
supporters, I love your passion and 
commitment and I will do everything 
I can to take forward our platform 
during my term as a Greens senator. 
To the people of New South Wales, I 
will proudly serve you as a senator of 
our state. To all Australians, I believe 
that the Greens’ work in parliament, 
in cooperation with communities, will 
build the next chapter in Australia’s 
history, where we will move to a 
zero-emissions economy, achieve 
greater equity and a fairer society for 
all, improve environmental protection 
and win justice for refugees.

I commenced this speech high-
lighting my great faith in people and 
my belief in our shared humanity 
and common decency. In the com-
ing months and years I look forward 
to working with people across this 
country. That is where I draw strength 
and inspiration. I love this work, and 
I am so fortunate that when the meet-
ing or parliament or the event that I 
have been attending is over, I have 
my lovely family to head home to. 
That is pure happiness. Thank you, 
Mr President. 

Magazine

w Year celebrations.

John Pilger

On September 13, one of the 
world’s biggest arms fairs opened 
in London, backed by the British 
government. On September 8, the 
London Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry held a preview enti-
tled “Middle East: A vast market 
for UK defence and security com-
panies”. The host was the Royal 
Bank of Scotland, a major investor 
in cluster bombs. According to 
Amnesty international, the victims 
of cluster bombs are 98 percent 
civilians and 30 percent children. 
The Royal Bank of Scotland has 
received £20 million (AUD $30.7 
million) in public money. The 
blurb for the bank’s arms party 
reads: “The Middle East is one 
of the regions with the greatest 
number of opportunities for UK 
defence and security companies. 
Saudi Arabia ... is the world’s top 
defence importer, having spent 
US$56 billion (AUD $54.7 billion) 
in 2009 ... a very worthwhile region 
to target.”

Such are the Cameron govern-
ment’s priorities following the 
great “humanitarian” victory in 
Libya. As Margaret Thatcher once 
declared: “Rejoice!” And as the 
bankers and arms merchants raise 
their glasses, let us not forget the 
heroic RAF pilots who made Libya 
ours again by incinerating count-
less “pro Gaddafi  elements” in their 
homes and cots and clinics. And 
the unsung stalwarts of the British 
drone industry at Menwith Hill in 
Yorkshire who, before and after 
lunch, provide the information for 
drone targets so that Hellfi re mis-
siles can fl atten homes and suck the 
air out of lungs, a specialty. And 
cheers to QuinetiQ’s drone test-
ing site at Aberporth and at UAV 
Engines Limited in Lichfi eld.

The west’s humanitarian mis-
sion is not quite fi nished. Nearly six 
months after securing a UN resolu-
tion authorising “the [protection] of 
civilians and civilian-populated are-
as under the threat of attack”, Nato 
is raining fragmentation bombs on 
civilian-populated Sirte and other 
“Gaddafi  strongholds” where, says 
a Channel 4 News reporter, “until 
they cut off the head of the snake, 

Libyans will not feel safe”. I quote 
that not so much for its Orwellian 
quality but as a model of journal-
ism’s role in justifying “our” blood-
baths in advance.

This is Rupert’s Revolution, 
after all. Gone from the Murdoch 
press are pejorative “insurgents”. 
The action in Libya, says The 
Times, is “a revolution... as revolu-
tions used to be”. That it is a coup 
by a gang of Muammar Gaddafi ’s 
ex cronies and spooks in collu-
sion with NATO is hardly news. 
The self-appointed “rebel leader”, 
Mustafa Abdul Jalil, was Gaddafi ’s 
feared justice minister. The CIA 
runs or bankrolls most of the rest, 
including America’s old friends, the 
Mujadeen Islamists who spawned 
Al-Qaeda.

They told journalists what 
they needed to know: that Gaddafi  
was about to commit “genocide”, 
of which there was no evidence, 
unlike the abundant evidence of 
“rebel” massacres of black African 
workers falsely accused of being 
mercenaries. The secret transfer 
of the Central Bank of Libya from 
Tripoli to “rebel” Benghazi by 
European bankers in order to con-
trol the country’s oil billions was an 
epic heist of little interest.

The entirely predictable 
indictment of Gaddafi  before the 
“international court” at The Hague 
evokes the charade of the dying 
“Lockerbie bomber”, Abdelbaset 
Ali Mohmed al-Megrahi, whose 
“heinous crime” has been deployed 
to promote the west’s ambitions 
in Libya. In 2009, al-Megrahi was 
sent back to Libya by the Scottish 
authorities not for compassionate 
reasons, as reported, but because 
his long-awaited appeal would 
have confi rmed his innocence and 
described how he was framed by 
the Thatcher government, as the 
late Paul Foot’s landmark expose 
revealed. As an antidote to the cur-
rent propaganda, I urge you to read 
a forensic demolition of al-Megra-
hi’s “guilt” and its political mean-
ing in Dispatches from the Dark 
Side: on torture and the death of 
justice (Verso) by the distinguished 
human rights lawyer, Gareth Peirce.

This is not to detract from 
Gaddafi ’s awful dictatorship, a 

“rendition” destination for MI6, 
we now learn. But his odium is 
unrelated to the rape of his country 
by imperial caricatures such as 
Nicholas Sarkozy, a Napoleonic 
Islamophobe whose intelligence 
services almost certainly set up the 
coup against Gaddafi . 

US diplomatic cables released 
by WikiLeaks disclose the west’s 
panic over Gaddafi ’s refusal to hand 
over the greatest source of oil in 
Africa and his overtures to China 
and Russia.

Propaganda relies not only on 
Murdoch but on apparently respect-
able voices inducing historical 
amnesia. The Observer, which has 
yet to apologise for its catastrophic 
promotion of Iraq’s non-existent 
weapons of mass destruction, is in 
thrall to the “honourable interven-
tion” of Sarkozy and Cameron and 
their “humanitarian and emotional” 
motives. Its political columnist 
Andrew Rawnsley completes an 
impressive double. As Media Lens 
reminds us, in 2003, Rawnsley 
wrote of Iraq: “The death toll has 
been nothing like as high as had 
been widely feared.” A million dead 
Iraqis later, Rawnsley insists that, in 
Libya “Britain got it right” and “the 
number of civilian casualties infl ict-
ed by the air strikes seems to have 
been mercifully light”. Tell that to 
Libyans with loved ones obliterated 
by corporate-friendly Hellfi res.

NATO attacked Libya to coun-
ter and manipulate a general Arab 
uprising that took the rulers of 
the world by surprise. Unlike his 
neighbours, Gaddafi  had come to 
power by denying Western control 
of his country’s natural wealth. 
For this, he was never forgiven, 
and the opportunity for his demise 
was seized in the usual manner, 
as history shows. The American 
historian William Blum has kept 
the record. Since the Second World 
War, the United States has crushed 
or subverted liberation movements 
in 20 countries, and attempted to 
overthrow more than 50 govern-
ments, many of them democratic, 
dropped bombs on 30 countries, 
and attempted to assassinate more 
than 50 foreign leaders.

Rejoice!
Information Clearing House 

Hail to the true 
victors of Rupert’s 
Revolution

Rupert Murdoch.
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Emile Schepers

Guatemala held presidential and 
parliamentary elections September 
12 and, as expected, the far 
right was the biggest winner. A 
November 6 presidential runoff 
is now scheduled between General 
Otto Perez Molina, of the Patriot 
Party (PP) and Manuel Baldizon of 
the Renewed Democratic Freedom 
Party (LIDER). Both are right-
wingers. Perez Molina received 36 
percent of the vote, while Baldizon 
received 23 percent.

Perez Molina, who held high mili-
tary rank, including head of military 
intelligence, during periods when 
the Guatemalan armed forces and 
right-wing militias were carrying out 
genocidal attacks against the half or 
more of the country’s approximately 
13 million people who are Indigenous 
Mayans, campaigned on the slogan of 
“mano dura” (hard hand) against the 
country’s terrifying crime problem. 
Baldizon, a businessman, stressed 
using the death penalty for kidnapping 
and other crimes.

The largest centre-left party, 
incumbent President Alvaro Colom’s 
UNE (National Unity of Hope), 
fi elded no presidential candidate. They 
had tried to run Colom’s popular wife, 
Sandra Torres, as Colom himself is 
prohibited by the constitution from 
running for a second term. But the 
same constitution forbids the close 
relatives of sitting presidents from 
running for the presidency. To get 
around this, Ms Torres formally 
divorced Colom earlier in the year. 
But the courts did not buy this 
manoeuvre, and she was excluded 
from the ballot.

The only other left-wing candi-
date for the presidency, Nobel Peace 
Prize winner Rigoberta Menchu Tum, 
ran under the banner of the Broad 
Front including the Winaq, Alliance 
for a New Nation and National 
Revolutionary Unity of Guatemala 
parties, the last being the party set up 
by the guerrillas when the civil war 
ended in the 1990s. Menchu got only 
3.3 percent of the presidential vote.

In the parliamentary vote for the 
unicameral legislature, the picture 
was slightly different. Candidates of 
Perez Molina’s PP got 26.2 percent of 
the vote, and those run by Baldizon’s 
LIDER party only about 9 percent. 
Candidates of President Colom’s 
UNE took 22.6 percent, while the 
candidates of the Broad Front got 3.2 
percent.  How this will play out in 
terms of congressional seats remains 
to be seen, but it is also an advance 
for the right. Of the 158 seats, 29 are 
chosen by proportional representa-
tion, and at writing were yet to be 
apportioned.

How could this happen in a poor 
country where people like Perez 
Molina have wrought so much car-
nage over the years, with a death 
toll of at least 200,000 people in the 
wars that began with the US Central 
Intelligence Agency’s overthrow of 
leftist president Jacobo Arbenz in 
1948?

Most public opinion polls name 
the people’s fear for their personal 
safety, which, in Guatemala as well 
as the United States and elsewhere, 
makes a “tough on crime, law and 
order” campaign attractive to many. 
Guatemala’s crime rate was very high 
to begin with, and its rate of convic-
tions was ridiculously low.

Now added to this mix is the 
infi ltration of Guatemalan society at 
many levels by drug cartels based in 
Mexico, especially the ultra-violent 
Zetas. Guatemala happens to be on 
the direct line of importation of drugs 
from Colombia and to Mexico and 
then north to the United States. So 
the drug barons have been building 
their bases throughout the country, 
in the process buying up estates and 
other properties from which to base 
their operations, and also politicians.

Drug money has so flooded 
Guatemala that many commentators 
wonder if perhaps it did not fuel some 
of the candidacies in the election. 
Certainly a number of parties ended 
up spending far more money on the 
elections than the law allowed, and 
campaign fi nancing is so lacking in 
transparency that one cannot exclude 

the possibility that some of this money 
came from the cartels.

The run-up to the election saw 
signifi cant violence, with 36 candi-
dates for lower offi ce murdered.

Rigoberta Menchu was quoted in 
the press as saying that the elections 
produced “many anomalies; in many 
places votes were bought, in many 
places things were given away, some 
people were subjected to extortion.” 
This, says Menchu, demonstrates that 
Guatemala is a failed system... “We 
have to transform the state, we have to 
prosecute illicit businesses, we have to 
say ‘no’ to corruption.” Menchu says 
she will not recognise any winners of 
the election until electoral authorities 
investigate reports of corrupt cam-
paign fi nancing and other anomalies.

At any rate, the winner of the 
presidency will be decided November 
6, but the Guatemalan workers, peas-
ants, poor people and youth may have 
already lost. If history is any indica-
tion, “mano dura” policies will soon 
degenerate into attacks on the political 
opposition.
People’s World 

After elections, 
Guatemala turns right

Sharp rise in foreclosures in US
Joe Sims

Notices of home foreclosures 
increased sharply in August, a 
marked 33 percent rise after 
slowing to a trickle over the last 
year. This was the sharpest rise 
in four years. The increase sug-
gests that loan institutions may 
again be aggressively reclaiming 
defaulted properties in the wake of 
the “robo-signing” scandals where 
banks anxious to maximise profi ts 
forged signatures on foreclosure 
documents or allowed them to be 
signed without adequate scrutiny.

State attorneys general have 
fi led suit against the big banks for 
such practices.

While labour, community 
groups and civil rights organi-
sations called on banks like JP 
Morgan Chase, Bank of America 
and Wells Fargo to declare a mor-
atorium on foreclosures, the delay 
was due to efforts to avoid legal 
entanglements.

The Obama administra-
tion has sought to address the 
mortgage crisis by providing 
struggling home owners with 
fi nancial assistance and urging 
banks to renegotiate contracts. 
Such efforts, however, have had 
meagre results. Additionally, the 
Republican Party earlier in the 
year attempted to gut the admin-
istration’s mortgage assistance 
programs.

White House offi cials, how-
ever, have not given up and 
included in their new jobs bill 
a proposal that will provide 
employment repairing foreclosed 
homes: a measure in President 
Obama’s jobs bill could relieve 
some of the downward pressure 
on the housing market caused by 
the abundance of foreclosures. 
The measure, known as Project 
Rebuild, calls for US$15 billion 
to be set aside for refurbishing 
foreclosed and vacant properties, 
including residential buildings.

Over 800,000 homes are 
expected to be foreclosed upon by 
the year’s end.

The troubled Bank of 
America, which recently received 
a several billion dollar bailout 
from Warren Buffet, is leading the 
pack in seizing distressed homes 
in states where court action is 
not required. For example, in 
California, Bank of America 
ratcheted up the number of 
notices of default on homeown-
ers by 182.4 percent from July to 
August.

Similarly JP Morgan Chase 
has resumed foreclosure action in 
43 states.

The mortgage crisis began 
with defaults on sub-prime loans 
but as the recession deepened 
quickly spread to standard loans.

As a double-dip recession 
looms, nagging high unemploy-
ment is now the chief cause of 
home loan defaults.
People’s World 

General Otto Perez Molina.

Poland trade union raps EU ministers
WROCLAW, Poland: About 15,000 
trade unionists staged a protest 
march last weekend against neo-
liberal economics and in support of 
greater European solidarity after 
EU fi nance ministers rejected calls 
to spend more to revive the bloc’s 
fl agging economy.

Blowing toy trumpets and wav-
ing banners, the protestors marched 
peacefully through the Polish city 
of Wroclaw where earlier European 
Union ministers had discussed ways 
to end the bloc’s debt crisis and to 
restore economic growth.

“The [ministers’] meeting was 
very disappointing,” said Ignacio 
Toxo, president of the European 
Trade Union Confederation 
(ETUC), which organised the 
demonstration.

“Given the situation we are 

in, there was no U-turn in crisis 
resolution policy ... It is neo-liberal 
ideology that is being imposed on 
Europe. But one thing that is clear 
for Europe is that the austerity 
measures being promoted are not 
helping to solve the crisis, quite the 
contrary.”

Union leaders called for the 
introduction of euro bonds to help 
resolve the debt crisis engulfi ng 
Greece and other weaker euro zone 
economies, a tax on fi nancial trans-
actions and a big increase in the 
EU’s common budget.

“For us (Germans) it is very 
important that other EU countries 
can come out of the crisis,” said 
Gabriele Bischoff, head of the 
European Department of German 
trade union DGB.

“If Greece goes bankrupt it will 

cost a lot, much more than helping 
it now. We do not understand the 
opposition to euro bonds among 
some of the German parties ... help 
for Greece is also in our interest.”

Many of the protestors were 
Polish but there were representa-
tives from about a dozen other 
countries including Germany and 
Hungary.

They carried banners that read 
“Jobs and prosperity instead of 
cuts” and “European priorities: 
Jobs, workers, social rights and 
solidarity”.

“We are the ones who end 
up having to pay the costs of the 
crisis,” said a 34-year-old Polish 
hospital worker. “We want the state 
to provide better living conditions, 
better policies.” 
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The UN Palmer Report, which 
largely exonerated Israel for 
murdering nine unarmed Turkish 
civilians in international waters 
on May 31, 2010, seemed in some 
ways like the last straw. Prior to 
its publication, the camel’s back 
had already mostly broken, and 
a collapse in Turkish-Israeli ties 
was looming.

Turkey’s sin was seeking an apol-
ogy for the killing of its citizens – on 
their way to deliver essential, life-
saving supplies to malnourished and 
besieged Palestinians in Gaza – at the 
hands of Israeli army commandos.

If the civilians had been Israelis, 
and the commandos part of a Turkish 
force, all hell would have broken 
loose. Israel and the US would have 
declared Turkey a pariah state. Turkey, 
however, merely demanded an apol-
ogy, and it was affronted further for 
doing so.

Of course, this is not the fi rst 
time that Israel deliberately provoked 
and tested Turkish patience. Israel 
has attempted to infi ltrate Turkey’s 
own political spaces by supporting 
its regional opponents and arming 
various rebel groups with the aim of 
destabilising Turkey.

Instead of acknowledging the 
country’s rising significance and 
accommodating to the rules of the 
“new Middle East” political game, 
Israel resorted to intimidation and 
insults. It repeatedly placed Turkey 
– a thriving [bourgeois] democracy 
and a proud regional power of 80 
million – in a very sensitive standing.

However, the anti-Turkish attitude 
in Israel was not an outcome of the 
Mavi Marmara incident last year. 
“The height of humiliation” is how an 
Israeli newspaper described a scene 
in which Israel’s Deputy Foreign 
Minister Danny Ayalon summoned 

Turkish Ambassador Ahmet Oguz 
last January to humiliate him before 
Israeli media. Oguz was reprimanded 
over a fi ctional Turkish TV show 
that was critical of Israel. To ensure 
that the point has been successfully 
made, Ayalon “urged journalists to 
make clear that the ambassador was 
seated on a low sofa, while the Israeli 
offi cials were in much higher chairs,” 
according to the BBC (January 13, 
2010). Ayalon noted that is “there is 
only one fl ag here” – the Israeli fl ag 
– and “we are not smiling.”

How did Turkey respond? A state-
ment issued by the foreign ministry 
“invited” their counterparts in “Israeli 
foreign ministry to respect the rules 
of diplomatic courtesy.” Hardly 
outrageous. The gist of the Turkish 
message that followed the murder of 
the Turkish humanitarian activists a 
few months later was not much differ-
ent. It basically asked for an apology.

Turkey was shunned for the 
seemingly unreasonable demand. 
An unnamed senior Israeli offi cial 
explained the Israeli logic to Ynet 
news on September 2, following 
Turkey’s decision to downgrade ties 
with Israel. “Turkey is an important 
country in the Middle East, but an 
apology is a very strategic precedent 
for Israel in this region,” he said. 
That is true, Israel’s diplomacy is 
predicated on unfair trade, violent 
storming of humanitarian boats, 
subservient activities, espionage and 
much more. Indeed, an apology for 
the murder of Turkish’s civilians 
would be a precedent.

Even after the recent publishing 
of the Palmer Report – a contradictory 
and obvious attempt at exonerating the 
Israeli army while implicating Turkish 
humanitarian activists – Turkey acted 
responsibly. But it also acted with the 
poise and dignity that is expected 
of a democratic country expressing 
the wishes of the vast majority of its 

people. It downgraded military, trade 
and other ties with Israel. Why should 
Turkey share military intelligence 
with a country that murders Turks, 
humiliates its diplomats and refuses 
to apologise?

Still, from Israel’s point of view, 
Turkey has crossed all the limits 
of acceptable behaviour. “Turkish 
warships will escort any Turkish aid 
vessels to Palestinians in the Gaza 
Strip,” said Turkish Prime Minister, 
Recep Tayyip Erdogan, in an inter-
view with Al Jazeera. At the same 
time, Turkish diplomacy continued 
to offer a window of opportunity 
to deter further escalation. “Our 
embassy in Israel is open, and the 
Israeli embassy in Ankara is open. 
The relations would return to the old 
days if Israel apologises and accepts 
to pay compensation,” said Huseyin 
Celik, deputy chairman of the ruling 
Justice and Development Party.

Since an apology is a “precedent”, 
Israel responded in the only way it 
knows how. An accusatory campaign 

was launched against Turkey with out-
landish insinuations and direct threats.

“This is part of the Islamization 
spreading there, and we must rec-
ognise it,” said the senior offi cial to 
Ynet. The leading Israeli news source 
also published a column by one Ron 
Ben-Yishai, calling the Turkish prime 
minister a “short-tempered thug”. 
In “Turkey no great power”, Yishai 
accused the country of failing on 
most fronts. “Turkey under Erdogan’s 
leadership is neither a reliable ally nor 
a credible rival,” he charged.

These views are hardly marginal, 
and were matched by specifi c threats 
by Israeli Foreign Minister Avigdor 
Lieberman. “We’ll exact a price from 
Erdogan that will prove to him that 
messing with Israel doesn’t pay off,” 
Lieberman reportedly said. More 
specifi cally, he “urge[d] all Israeli 
military veterans to refrain from 
travelling to Turkey and facilitate 
cooperation with the Armenians – 
Turkey’s historic rivals.” He said he 
also plans to meet with the Turkish 

rebel group PKK to “cooperate with 
them and boost them in every pos-
sible area.”

Per this logic, demanding an 
apology for murder equals a thuggish 
act, while stirring regional instability 
and admitting to supporting armed 
militias is an acceptable diplomatic 
manoeuvre.

Turkey had no other option 
but to escalate before an obstinate 
“ally”. And considering the latter’s 
existing isolation in the region – and 
the growing anti-Israeli sentiment in 
Egypt and elsewhere – it is likely that 
Israel, not Turkey, will lose out in this 
political tussle.

It is these very dangerous policies 
that guide Israel’s brewing confl ict 
with Turkey amid complete lack of 
political wisdom in Tel Aviv. But if 
extreme militancy was not enough to 
intimidate or weaken the resolve of 
a tiny and besieged place like Gaza, 
why should it work against a great 
and rising power like Turkey?
Information Clearing House 

Taking on Turkey: 
Israel’s “dangerous” game

French nuclear site 
rocked by explosion
Blake Deppe

On September 12, an explosion 
at Marcoule, a nuclear facility 
in southern France, killed one 
person and injured four, The Envoy 
reported.

According to Business Insider, 
in what was described as an indus-
trial accident, an oven blew up dur-
ing the processing of radioactive 
waste. While Marcoule is set to 
be decommissioned by the French 
Atomic Energy Commission, the 
blast instilled fear of potential 
leakage for hours afterward.

However, after it was con-
fi rmed that there was no leak, the 
issue was soon resolved. And yet 
the political and ethical aftermath 
is only just setting in: long-term 
solutions to dealing with nuclear 
waste must perhaps be reconsid-
ered in what was called a growing 
generational dilemma.

The ongoing issue can be 
exemplifi ed by fi erce anti-Nuclear 
protests in France.

In June, thousands of dem-
onstrators in Fessenheim, France 
demanded the closing of the 
country’s oldest nuclear plant, and 

formed a human chain outside of 
the facility. Meanwhile, the gov-
ernment continues to contemplate 
whether to extend its life by ten 
more years.

Moreover, the Fessenheim 
protest was located near the bor-
der of Germany, a country that 
is altogether abandoning nuclear 
energy in the wake of the events in 
Japan. As such, reported Common 
Dreams, the event created tension 
for France, which continuously 
relies on and defends its 58 nuclear 
reactors, which are essentially the 
bread and butter of the country’s 
energy sustenance.

Protestors also felt that the site 
could be exposed to, and damaged 
by, seismic activity and fl ooding.

A month after the protest, an 
explosion prior to Marcoule’s 
occurred at the Tricastin nuclear 
power plant in Drome. In this 
instance, an electric transformer in 
the non-nuclear part of the plant 
malfunctioned. There was how-
ever, no environmental damage, as 
a result.

And yet, a 2007 report by 
France’s nuclear safety authority 
confi rmed that “the site must make 

improvements in management and 
training”, and suggested that the 
plant’s procedure for dealing with 
fi res was substandard. A year after 
this report, a uranium leak at one 
of the plant’s reactors contami-
nated local rivers.

About 74 percent of France’s 
energy comes from nuclear 
sources.

Kash Burchett, a European 
energy analyst, said, “The loss of 
nuclear power would increase ener-
gy costs substantially for house-
holds and businesses alike.”

French president Nicolas 
Sarkozy declared that the coun-
try will devote US$1.4 billion to 
the research and development of 
nuclear power. However, France 
will also commit over US$1 billion 
to renewable energy products.

Nuclear safety concerns after 
the Fukushima tragedy have been 
agitated by the recent Marcoule 
mishap, and in an era where the 
idea of nuclear disaster is a hot 
button on peoples’ minds, anti-
nuke protests may draw greater 
attention and analysis in the com-
ing period.
People’s World 

7 pm September 26
Ensemble Theatre 78 McDougall St, Kirribilli

Tickets $20
Bookings 02 9929 0644
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PETAxxx coming
With so many media outlets and 
individuals anticipating the launch 
of the new adult website from 
PETA US, PETA.xxx this spring, 
it seems only fair to give everyone 
a “sneak peak” at what the site 
will include. The “not safe for 
work” site will feature uncensored 
graphic material – videos too 
explicit to show on TV – and it 
will also help open people’s eyes 
as to what’s happening to animals 
in the meat, fur and circus trades.

The sexy PETA.xxx stars chose 
to participate in PETA US’ campaigns 
because they want to help expose 
animal abuse. They hope that people 
visiting PETA.xxx for cheap thrills 
will also come away knowing how 
chicks on factory farms have their 
beaks seared off and how foxes are 
electrocuted and skinned by the fur 
industry.

Getting people to think about 
these issues often requires tactics that 
some might consider bold or contro-
versial. PETA has learned from expe-
rience that provocative campaigns 
often make the difference between 
keeping important yet depressing 
subjects invisible and having them 
widely seen. PETA and our affi liates 
want to reach everyone, whether they 
like risqué material, are total prudes 
or are somewhere in between.

We invite everyone who enjoys 
online erotica to take a peep at 
PETA.xxx. Those who might fi nd 
it objectionable are invited to visit 
PETAAsiaPacific.com for tips on what 
they can do to stop animal suffering.

Ashley Fruno
Campaigns Manager

PETA Australia

Organise now for 2013

I was very impressed with the 
demonstration in The Domain on 
September 8. I would have been 
even more impressed had more 
CPA members been there.

However what we should all 
be most concerned about was the 
arrogant response adopted by Barry 
O’Farrell to it. His obvious determi-
nation to go ahead with job cuts is 
an indication of what would happen 
federally if Tony Abbott came to 

power and brought back the few areas 
of work choices abolished by Labor.

The Labor Party was not much in 
evidence at the demonstration either, 
but I was pleased to see The Greens 
contingent there. It seems to me 
that as part of fi ghting O’Farrell, we 
should be preparing now for the 2013 
federal election to get more Greens 
and other progressives into Federal 
Parliament in order to defeat Abbott.

Ron Barrett
Sydney

Destabilising elements

The conservative bourgeois 
establishment have been in a state 
of frenzy since the Labor govern-
ment has been in offi ce due to its 
policy on taxing the miners and its 
carbon tax.

The media almost daily reported 
that fi rstly Rudd and now Gillard 
are unpopular and would not get re-
elected in an attempt to scare them 
into backing away from the carbon 
tax. The daily destabilising process 
of the existing government is to also 
appeal to backbenchers to replace 
the “failing” leadership of the ALP 
because of their policies if they 
want to get re-elected next time and 
to intimidate the independents into 
abandoning support for Labor.

All elements of the conservative 

establishment play their role in 
sending out to the public the mes-
sage that the ALP are incompetent, 
including one suspects, the Howard 
appointed judiciary in regards to off 
shore processing, the NSW cops and 
all means of communications to the 
population.

This daily destabilising process 
of an elected government is also what 
happened with the Labor government 
in the ’70s who brought in policies 
that the conservatives believed to be 
not acceptable. The only ALP govern-
ment that they have not destabilised in 
power was the conservative (or what 
they described as “pragmatic”) ALP 
government of the ’80s which left the 
establishment in admiration of Hawke 
and Keating who attacked the union 
movement as well as forcing on the 
electorate  draconian neo-liberal poli-
cies. (One assumes this is why one of 
the establishment gave Hawke enough 
money to buy a Sydney waterfront 
property.)

So even if conservative bourgeois 
society are not successful at keeping 
the Labor Party out of offi ce such as 
they did for nearly quarter of a century 
after WW2 they still control the ALP 
in offi ce by destabilising an elected 
government which in turn has them 
thrown out of offi ce early and hence 
sending a message to all future ALP 
people that the only policies that are 
acceptable are conservative policies 
if the ALP wishes to get elected 
another time 

This is not a letter in defence of 
the pro-capitalist ALP or its policies 
but to point out how undemocratic 
the system is and how it controls 
the ALP. The other point to make 
is that if members of the CPA were 
elected to parliament the establish-
ment as a dictatorship would also do 
a job on us.

H Patterson
Vic 

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

The vote 
that 
stopped 
Menzies
It is an axiom of modern life, under capital-
ism, that whenever reactionary political 
forces seek to take over the government of 
a country – whether by coup d’état or by 
running a rabble-rousing demagogue in an 
election – the fi rst essential act of the new 
regime will be to neutralise (preferably by 
outlawing or – if feasible – simply killing) 
the Communists.

Hitler did it in Germany, Suharto did it 
in Indonesia, Pinochet did it in Chile; in fact 
dictators of all sorts did it across Asia, Latin 
America and Africa. The notorious Senator 
McCarthy (with infl uential backing) tried to 
do it in the USA, and in 1951 Robert Gordon 
Menzies tried to do it in Australia.

All of them recognised that, as the most 
class conscious and politically developed 
section of the working class, the Communists 
would always be the core of the opposition to 
big business control of government and the 
economy. 

Menzies had tried to ban the Communist 
Party some years before, in 1940. He had always 
been a supporter of British Prime Minister 
Chamberlain’s policy of appeasement, fi nding 
Hitler’s authoritarian approach to trade unions 
and other troublemakers very much to his taste. 
He clearly saw the Soviet Union as the main 
threat to the kind of world he favoured, and 
just as clearly thought that Nazi Germany and 
Militarist Japan between them would be able 
to defeat and carve up the USSR after which 
Britain and its allies would be able to resume 
business as usual.

To Menzies’ chagrin, his ban on the 

Communist party was eventually declared 
unconstitutional by the High Court. He never 
disguised his hatred for the USSR, nor his 
contempt for the world’s fi rst workers’ state. 
When the Nazis invaded the Soviet Union in 
June 1941, Menzies rushed to assure everyone 
that “Russia won’t last two weeks!” The 
subsequent astonishing resistance put up by 
the Red Army and its defeats infl icted on the 
previously invincible Werhmacht, along with 
the tremendous prestige and popularity that 
accrued to the Red Army in both Britain and 
Australia, must have been very galling to him. 

In 1949, thanks to sectarian errors on the 
part of the left in Australia (see Edgar Ross’ 
book Of Storm And Struggle) and a scare 
campaign against Labor’s proposal to nationalise 
the banks, Labor was defeated and Menzies’ 
Liberal Party was put in power. He immediately 
began the process of selling off profi table state 
enterprises to private companies, opposing trade 
unions and tailing after the US and Britain in 
their various neo-colonial military adventures.

Also in 1949, the USA was shocked to 
discover that it no longer had a monopoly 
on nuclear weapons. A climate of fear and 
paranoia was fostered. At the time, the USA 
was leading the other capitalist states in trying 
to “roll back Communism”. By skilful use of 
bribery and terrorism, they had largely defeated 
the Communists in Western Europe, and in 
the course of the next couple of years had 
sent troops to wage wars of re-colonisation in 
Malaya, the Philippines and Indo-China.

Beginning in December 1950, the US, 
Britain, Australia and other US allies were 
engaged in a full-scale war trying to do the same 
in Korea. Menzies was an ardent supporter of the 
Korean War and some months later introduced 
legislation for a referendum to change the 
constitution specifi cally to allow the banning 
of the Communist Party.

Menzies and his big business backers clearly 
hoped to whip up anti-Communist hysteria 
around the Korean War to get the referendum 
passed. One prominent radio ad at the time, that 
seemed to be played a lot of times, began with 
a male voice declaring: “I hate Commos!” and 
ended by urging everyone to vote Yes in the 
referendum. Curiously, it summed up Menzies’ 
own sentiments to a T.

The Communist Party, of course, launched 
an all-out campaign to defeat the referendum. 
The danger it presented was very real. If passed, 
it would have allowed the government to “name” 
members of parliament as Communists and 
remove them from Parliament. Lesser people 
faced jail for possession of Communist Party or 
Soviet or other proscribed publications.

The capitalist media – newspapers and 
radio, there was no TV in Australia then – were 
solidly in support of the Yes vote. It was a 
formidable foe that faced the Labor/Communist 
Party forces.

A police state was in the offing. The 
Communist Party was to be driven underground, 
its elected union offi cials would be ousted and 
probably jailed as well.

Progressive unionists and others recognised 
that although the referendum was nominally 
aimed at Communists, the real target was much 
wider, and included progressives of all types, 
the left wing of the ALP, anti-war activists, and 
militant trade unionists.

I heard many years later that to secure the 
ALP’s active support in the Vote NO campaign, 
the Communist Party had to make some deals 
with the ALP, probably involving agreements 
not to oppose certain ALP fi gures in union 
elections. But that is only conjecture as I have 
no hard evidence to support the claim.

What is undisputed is that the Party 
conducted a magnifi cent and massive campaign 
to oppose Menzies’ hate campaign. Everything 
was used, from street and cottage meetings to 
specially compiled propaganda comic books. 

Australians’ democratic rights were at stake 
and the climate of hate made it easy for people 
to see the urgency of the struggle that was 
being waged.

In the end, the referendum was defeated. In 
political terms and in terms of what it meant for 
the democratic rights of people in this country, 
it was a magnifi cent victory. But in terms of 
actual numbers, the result was scarily close. The 
reactionaries lost, but not by much.

Nevertheless, they lost, and the key to their 
defeat was the breadth of the campaign for a 
NO vote, the embracing of all who opposed or 
were simply dubious about Menzies’ motives 
or further intentions.

Although couched in the form of a 
referendum, this was an attempt to impose 
fascism on Australia, to make the country’s 
constitution that of a police state. Its defeat 
saved the people of this country from what 
could well have been decades of repression, 
violence and misery. 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

Part of the Communist Party’s “Vote NO”campaign to defeat the referendum.
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The new series The No. 1 
Ladies’ Detective Agency 

(ABC1 Sundays from September 
25 at 8.30pm) is based on the novels 
of Alexander McCall-Smith. Born 
in that part of Rhodesia that became 
Zimbabwe, McCall-Smith now lives 
(and writes) in Scotland. 

His novels about Botswana 
resident Precious Ramotswe and her 
Ladies’ Detective Agency have proved 
very popular with English readers. 
The feature-length fi lm that launches 
this television adaptation was directed 
by the late British fi lm-maker Anthony 
Minghella who co-wrote it with 
Richard Curtis. US soul singer Jill 
Scott stars as Precious Ramotswe.

The series, a joint effort by the 
BBC and Home Box Offi ce, lasted 
only one season. It captured the ambi-
ence and style of McCall-Smith’s 
books to perfection, but that was 
probably its downfall. I found the 
series, despite its virtues, singularly 
patronising: a colonial outsider’s idea 
of how the people of Botswana would 
talk and behave. It got decidedly 
mixed reviews in England.

Kathryn Flett, in The Observer, 

confessed that she “loathed” the 
series, decrying “its ontological reduc-
tionism, patronising neo-colonialism 
and relentlessly cloying tweeness”. 

The British Guardian’s reviewer 
noted that although it was faithful to 
the novel, it was also “twee, quaint 
and shallow”. The Times’ reviewer 
said (accurately in my opinion) “The 
problem is that Precious Ramotswe 
does not really live in Africa but 
in a verbal universe that is McCall 
Smith’s own. His dialogue, so natural 
on the page, turned out to be unutter-
able, at least by the actors assembled 
here, who struggled to attain end-of-
term play standards.” (That’s a bit 
harsh, but the dialogue does rankle 
throughout.)

This Is England ’86 (SBS One 
Monday Septembe 26 at 

10.00pm) by British fi lmmaker Shane 
Meadows is a bleak fi ctional look (in 
four parts) at a group of skinheads and 
former skinheads eking out an exist-
ence in Thatcher’s Britain. It is clearly 
meant to be realist, but is actually 
only naturalist (very accurate-looking 
naturalism, admittedly, but lacking 
that sense of what is going on behind 
the scenes, what underlies the events, 
that is the hallmark of realism).

Nevertheless, it’s a perceptive 
picture of the kind of rebellious youth 
that rioted recently in Britain: here, 
rejecting the values of Thatcherism, 
they nevertheless have no idea what 
to put in their place. Frustration, anger 
and violence logically follow. They 
are the lumpen proletariat whom the 
ruling class have successfully cut off 
from the organised working class.

However, for a drama series to be 
successful, the viewer should want to 
spend some time in the company of 
the characters. I found it hard to be 
very sympathetic for these discards 
of capitalism. The feeling that the 
fi lmmakers thought the characters’ 

predicaments (like the heart attack 
in the loo) were comic, didn’t help.

The series is a follow-up to 
Meadows’ own BAFTA award win-
ning fi lm This Is England.

Made for the US Public 
Broadcasting System 

(PBS), The Meth Epidemic (SBS One 
Tuesday September 27 at 8.30pm) 
is not shy about nailing the US 
pharmaceutical companies for their 
profi t-driven campaigns to prevent 
the US government from restricting 
the sale of the chemical components 
of the drug “chrystal meth”, a drug 
that is devastating communities across 
the USA.

The program does not investigate 
why so many people in the USA feel 
the need to take drugs (of any sort) 
but is unashamedly critical of corpora-
tions (and their lobbyists) that seek to 
profi t from the drug trade. Should be 
seen by everyone.

Stealing Shakespeare (ABC1 
Tuesday September 27 at 

8.30pm) is the story of the recovery 
of a copy of Shakespeare’s fi rst folio 
which had probably been stolen in 
1998 from a glass case in the library 
of Durham University. The thief was 
apparently a rather sad local man 
Raymond Scott, a fantasist who, in the 
words of one of the detectives on the 
case, saw himself as a sort of James 
Bond character. Unemployed, Scott 
smoked imported Cuban cigars, had 
a Ferrari parked in his little garage, 
and went around Durham dressed in 
Cuban army fatigues as a pale copy 
of Fidel Castro.

Heavily in debt on his credit 
card, he apparently decided to sell 
the stolen book. All surviving copies 
of the First Folio are unique and well 
catalogued.

When Scott marched into the 
Folger Shakespeare Library in 
Washington, claiming to have found 

the book in his fi ancée’s family home 
in Cuba where it had allegedly been 
for “many years”, the copy was soon 
identifi ed as the one stolen from 
Durham. 

The tragedy of the tale is that 
he mutilated this extremely rare and 
important book in an unsuccessful 
attempt to disguise it before taking 
it to the Folger. 

The collapse and bankruptcy 
of Enron, at one time the 

USA’s seventh biggest company, 
epitomises the “casino capitalism” 
that typifi es imperialism today. The 
bosses of Enron, nominally an energy 
company, quickly realised that they 
could make more money playing the 
stock market. Then came the realisa-
tion that if the energy industry was 
totally deregulated from any govern-
ment controls they could make a mint 
of money manipulating the price of 
electricity. They were only able to 
do this in California, but that – along 
with some truly creative accounting 
– was enough.

The fi lm Enron: The Smartest 
Guys In The Room (ABC2 Sunday 
September 25 at 8.30pm), written 
and directed by Alex Gibney, is a 
feature-length account of the way 
greed and corruption and easy profi ts 
led to a capitalist disaster that cost 
Enron’s employees the loss of their 
pensions but left the key executives 
with millions of dollars in “bonuses” 
and profi ts from the sale of their share 
options before the collapse became 
public knowledge.

The fi lm is a very interesting and 
informative account of big capital in 
action. GW Bush doesn’t even blush 
while he protects Enron’s interests 
and refuses to intervene in California 
– even while Enron is cutting off the 
supply of electricity to the USA’s 
biggest economy in order to push up 
the price of electricity to make more 
money!

This is monopoly capitalism 
exposed for all to see – by people 
who support the system. 

Rob Gowland

previews
ABC & SBS

Public Television

Raymond Scott dressed as Che Guevara with cigar – Stealing Shakespeare 
(ABC1 Tuesday September 27 at 8.30pm).
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Peter Symon

The defeat of the attempts of the Menzies 
Government to outlaw the Communist 
Party of Australia (CPA) must rank as one 
of the great democratic rights victories in 
Australia.

Menzies had introduced legislation called 
the Communist Party Dissolution Bill. It had 
been passed by parliament with the support 
of the Labor Party leaders of that time. But 
when challenged in the High Court it had been 
declared illegal and contrary to the Australian 
Constitution.

To get over this legal hurdle, Menzies 
attempted to have the Australian Constitution 
altered by way of a referendum. This would 
have allowed the Government to proceed with 
its plan to outlaw the Party.

As in all referenda, the question posed is a 
simple one – and one either votes “Yes” or “No” 
to a question determined by the government of 
the day. The Menzies government sought pow-
ers to deal with Communists and Communism.

Lance Sharkey, who was the General 
Secretary of the CPA at the time, said that the 
Menzies government was “out to fascise the 
country and to embark on a staggering arma-
ment program.

“The Referendum,” he said, “is intended 
to hoax the Australian people, to get them to 
vote away their liberties ... by means of the ‘red 
bogey’, non-existent ‘communist plots’ and the 
equally mythical threats of ‘communist aggres-
sion’ from abroad.”

The referendum was intended to give the 
government powers to deal with “communism”, 
meaning by that the ideology of communism. It 
was not just an organisational question of ban-
ning the Party and dissolving its organisations.

It is worthwhile recalling the fi rst words 
of the “Communist Manifesto” published 
just 100 years earlier – “A spectre is haunting 
Europe — the spectre of Communism. All the 
powers of old Europe have entered into a holy 
alliance to exorcise this spectre, Pope and Czar, 
Metternich and Guizot, French Radicals and 
German police-spies.”

At that time there were no Communist 
Parties but the genie of Marxist ideas was out 
of the bottle and desperate attempts have been 
made ever since by the protagonists of the 
old, desperately sick and anti-people capitalist 
system, to imprison Marxist ideas or to impale 
them on the point of a bayonet.

Despite their countless repressions and the 
murder of communists (such as the massacre in 
Indonesia) the ideas of Marx and Engels have 
spread worldwide and now inspire millions of 
people enrolled in or supporting communist 
parties.

Menzies in his assault was attempting to not 
only dissolve the Communist Party of Australia 
but also to exorcise “communism” as such.

At that time, in 1950-51 Churchill and 
Truman had launched the Cold War at a meet-
ing in the US – the infamous Fulton speech by 
Churchill.

The US still had a monopoly of atomic 
weapons and Churchill urged the Americans 
to use them against the cities of the Soviet 
Union. He was still out to stifl e “Bolshevism” 
as he had attempted in the 1920s’ Wars of 
Intervention.

The Soviet Union had emerged from the war 
against Nazism as a great power with immense 
political prestige and a rapidly restored and 
growing economy.

In 1949 the Chinese revolutionaries had won 
power and established the People’s Republic 
of China.

The Dutch colonialists had been thrown 
out of Indonesia and although the French had 
returned to Vietnam and other emerging states 
of the region, their occupation was being chal-
lenged by the Vietnamese, Cambodian and 
Laotian people.

The Vietnamese Communist Party had been 
formed and was leading the Vietnamese people 
in their struggle for liberation.

Various communist-led governments had 
been formed in a number of East European 
states.

Menzies was pedalling the line that the 
“yellow hordes” were about to sweep down 
from the north and occupy Australia.

War had erupted on the Korean peninsular 
and was, in fact, a counter-revolutionary military 
aggression directed at the People’s Republic 
of China.

These events provided the backdrop on 
which Menzies attempted to dissolve the 

Communist Party and carry on his campaign 
to exorcise communism.

But this attempt of the Menzies govern-
ment with the support of worldwide reaction 
was defeated.

Richard Dixon, who was the President 
of the Party at the time, said the Referendum 
“resulted in a great and glorious victory for the 
working people of Australia, which will have a 
profound infl uence upon further developments 
throughout the country.”

The Australia people “saw through the 
fraudulent arguments and understood that what 
was involved in the Referendum was an attack 
upon the traditional freedoms of the Australian 
people”, he said.

Given the overall intense anti-communism 
of the times the strength of the “NO” vote and 
the defeat of the Referendum is even more 
remarkable.

It is not without its signifi cance that the three 
main industrialised states of NSW, Victoria and 
South Australia all registered solid “NO” majori-
ties and there was an overall majority for “NO”.

Whereas the ALP had voted for the initial 
Dissolution Bill in parliament, when it came 

to the Referendum the Labor Party leadership 
was split. Keon and Mullins supported a “Yes” 
vote, while Dr Evatt, Arthur Calwell and Eddie 
Ward who were the main Labor Party leaders 
at the time, supported a “NO” vote.

Ministers of religion, university staff, 
business-people and many other social groups 
also advocated a “NO” vote.

This provided the possibility of a very broad 
movement against the Referendum. “Workers, 
farmers and middle class people joined forces 
to defeat the Referendum,” said Richard Dixon.

He said, “In the course of the campaign 
there took place a considerable shifting of 
classes ... a people’s movement appeared in the 
course of the Referendum.

“We also saw the beginnings of a united 
front between members of the Labor Party and 
the Communist Party. This was basic to the vic-
tory. This unity and the fact that the trade union 
movement swung solidly for a ‘NO’ vote were 
the determining factors in securing a majority 
vote for ‘NO’.”

Dixon also said, “The Communist Party 
played a decisive part. In the greatest mobilisa-

tion of forces and the biggest and best campaign 
ever waged, the Communist Party drew thou-
sands of working people who stood for freedom 
into action and stimulated the Labor Party rank 
and fi le and the trade unions to mass activity.”

So, there we have it. These were the 
ingredients of the victory and they retain their 
relevance to this day.

There is one more comment of Dixon’s 
that has to be mentioned. He said, “During the 
Referendum campaign there were instances of 
sectarianism on the part of some Communists 
who sought to thrust our whole program down 
the necks of ‘NO’ supporters, who regarded as 
enemies any who did not accept our views on 
all major questions. In the main, however, the 
Party members worked on broad, non-sectarian 
lines, side by side with people who did not share 
all our views ...”

There are those who still remember this 
campaign. The remarkable united front, the 
Vote “NO” committees that sprang up across 
the country, the mountains of leafl ets distributed 
and meetings held.

The campaign became almost tangible 
in the political atmosphere. From a position 

where none would have given the “NO” vote 
a chance, one could feel the swing taking place 
in popular opinion.

And so it was. Australia became, as far as I 
know, the only country where the legality of a 
Communist Party has been upheld in a national 
referendum.

But this victory is only one struggle in what 
is turning out to be a centuries long confl ict 
of ideology, politics, class power and even 
military action. The struggle for liberation and 
real freedom continues with revolution and 
counter-revolution contending in an extremely 
complicated pattern and on a worldwide scale.

The Cold War did not end, the class strug-
gle between corporate power and working class 
power was not resolved; colonialism has and is 
attempting to reassert itself in new forms. The 
defeat of the attempt by the Nazis to impose 
world domination made way for a new pretender 
– far more dangerous and far better armed than 
the Nazis ever were.

The attacks on the conditions and rights of 
the working class did not end.

Another great victory of the period was 
the defeat of the industrial legislation – the 
“pains and penalties” legislation as Ben 
Chifl ey described them. The Australian trade 
union movement came out on strike in support 
of Clarrie O’Shea, a communist trade union 
leader who was jailed because of his refusal to 
accept the dictates of the anti-union legislation 
of that time.

But although that legislation was defeated 
and anti-trade union legislation was relegated 
for years, it has been replaced by the Howard 
government’s repressive anti-union laws, more 
extreme than anything previously experienced 
in Australia.

While the attempt of Menzies to exorcise 
communism was defeated world reaction did not 
give up and they achieved their own victory in 
the dismemberment of the Soviet Union.

On this occasion the conservatives, the 
representatives of the corporations, proclaimed 
the “end of communism” but once again this 
has proven to be false.

The spectre of communism continues to 
haunt the boardrooms of the corporations and 
the think-tanks of their political mentors.

Why? Because communism is on the side 
of the oppressed, it stands for a real people’s 
democracy, for friendship between peoples and 
nations, for multiculturalism as against racism, 
for mutual benefi t in all the relations between 
the people of the world and for peace.

The question of war and peace is an issue 
that is again before us now in all its grim 
reality. 

A great 
democratic 
rights victory

“Workers, farmers and middle class people 
joined forces to defeat the Referendum.”

This article appeared in The Guardian in 2001 to mark the 50th anniversary of the 
defeat of the Menzies’ government attempt to ban the Communist Party of Australia.


