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Obama visit spells 

DANGER!
Bob Briton

US President Barack Obama will visit 
Australia on Thursday. It will mark 60 years 
of post-WW2 Australia-US military relations 
and the President will take time out in 
Canberra to lay a wreath at the Australian 
War Memorial. The military theme will 
dominate the visit, including the deploy-
ment of up to a dozen F/A-18 Hornets and 
other RAAF aircraft as part of a massive 
security mobilisation. The main point of 
the visit, however, will be the establish-
ment of a permanent base for US Marines 
in Darwin – another staging point for the 
US military in the region directed against 
Australia’s biggest trading partner, China. 
Obama’s visit spells danger for the people 
of Australia and the region.

The US president is expected to announce 
an overall increase in military ties, what 
Australian Defence Minister Stephen Smith has 
called “the biggest operational additions to the 
alliance since the 1980s.” The Marine base at 
Robertson Barracks will also warehouse mas-
sive amounts of US war-fi ghting materiel. Joint 
training and military exercises will increase. 
Foreign Minister Kevin Rudd has refused to tell 
the media whether or not he had informed the 
government of China about this sharp increase 
in the US’s militarisation of the Indo-Pacifi c.

Pentagon strategists have long been imple-
menting a military response to the growing 
prestige of China, which has widely recognised 
and mutually advantageous economic ties 
with countries in the region. The US is deeply 
troubled economically and its government has 
sought to shore up its geo-strategic aims for 
privileged access to markets and resources 
with increasingly reckless military interven-
tion. Libya is only the latest example of this 
heightened aggressiveness and other countries 
of the Middle East live in the shadow of its 
awesome, destructive power.

Progressive governments in Latin America 
can count on greater efforts at destabilisation 
sponsored by the US and military attacks cannot 
be ruled out. President Obama and Secretary 
of State Hillary Clinton have both presented 
themselves in the media enjoying the spectacle 
of the cold-blooded murder of enemy leaders and 
a foreign head of state. Pilotless drones attack at 
will causing appalling collateral damage among 
civilian populations from the safety of remote 

bases. Obama the Nobel Peace Prize recipient 
does not symbolise a lessening of these horrors; 
he has overseen and approved an escalation.

Time to reflect … 
and protest!

The Australia-US alliance has cost the 
people of both countries dearly. For Australia, a 
defensive alliance against imperial Japan during 
WW2 was twisted into a subservient pact with 
a nuclear-armed superpower hell-bent on global 
dominance. Australia now has a deputy-sheriff 
role in our immediate region and can be relied 
on to vote for US military intervention around 
the world.

The toll in lives in the countries subjected 
to this aggression has been criminal. Australian 
troops have died in these US-led adventures 
in Korea, Vietnam, Iraq and Afghanistan. The 
latest deaths of Australian troops in Afghanistan 
demonstrate that Afghanis consider our soldiers 
part of a hostile occupying force. Australians 
want them withdrawn. They must be brought 
home immediately.

Australia now spends over $80 million every 
day on the military. The 2009 Defence White 
Paper is the blueprint for the purchase of new 
submarines, air warfare destroyers, joint strike 
fi ghters, land cruise missiles and other hugely 
expensive, aggressive military equipment. It 
increases interoperability with US forces and 
heightens tensions with our neighbours. It also 
starves services and job creating industries of 
necessary investment.

While Australia increases its military spend-
ing in line with the White Paper, the US is look-
ing to boost its budget to a staggering US$741 
billion. No austerity here. In the meantime, 
health, education and other social services on 
both sides of the Pacifi c continue to decay for 
lack of funds. Public sector workers are losing 
their jobs. Profi t bloated industries are not being 
called upon to pay. In Australia there is only a 
token mining super-profi ts tax. Wayne Swan is 
bringing the budget back to surplus by 2013 on 
the backs of working people.

Investment in green jobs, in industries that 
would enable a sustainable future, continues 
to lag while the military diverts billions of 
government dollars. Studies show that invest-
ment in civilian industries delivers many more 
jobs than in military ones. Those industries are 
highly polluting – the military is responsible for 

65 percent of the Australian government’s total 
energy use. The waste represented by surging 
military budgets is a scandal and successive 
Australian governments’ commitment to the US 
alliance and its war plans is to blame.

Gillard/Rudd serve 
US interests

Obama has not delivered on the promise for 
change in these matters in the US and neither 
have Rudd or Gillard in Australia. Gillard’s 
speech before the US Congress, where she pro-
fessed life-long admiration for the superpower, 
made many Australians cringe. Rudd has been 
a full time servant of US economic interests 
including at international forums dealing with 
climate change. Copenhagen was the pinnacle 
in this regard.

As The Guardian goes to press, Gillard has 
touched down in Honolulu for the 2011 APEC 
forum. Top of the agenda is the so-called Trans-
Pacifi c Partnership that would place nine of the 
21 members into a closer economic lock-step 
with the US. The Australian Pharmaceutical 
Benefi ts Scheme, which survived the Australia 
US Free Trade Agreement of 2004, is not out 
of the woods yet.

Rudd has also supported the anti-China 

manoeuvring of the US in military matters and 
urged the hardest line possible. While prime 
minister he paraded his supposed desire to rid 
the world of nuclear weapons. Obama pedals 
the same fi ction. Documents obtained by the 
International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear 
Weapons backed Defence Department advice 
that “Australia has an abiding interest in a 
safe, secure and reliable United States nuclear 
stockpile.”

Obama’s visit is a reminder of other 
examples of hypocrisy and slavishness. The 
Gillard government has done nothing to protect 
Australian citizen Julian Assange as he fi ghts 
extradition to Sweden from where he could be 
extradited to the US for the sort of treatment 
dealt out to terror suspects. Assange has broken 
no Australian law and is not charged with break-
ing any US law, either. His mother is going to 
Canberra to make her feelings about her son’s 
ordeal known to the US President.

Christine Assange will not be the only 
person protesting during Obama’s visit. Protests 
against the war plans of the US will be taking 
place across the country. The visit is no occa-
sion for celebration. It is an opportunity for the 
people of Australia to deliver the message that 
we want to live in an independent country at 
peace with our neighbours. 
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PRESS FUND
How ironic it was to see one US republican presidential candidate 
declare on TV that he was determined to eliminate three US 
government departments. i.e. “commerce, education and- er- I 
can’t recall the other one”. It’s surely appropriate for policies 
involving deregulation of commerce and a private sector takeover 
of education to be confined to the pit of oblivion! The Guardian 
intends to cover the promotion of these reactionary policies in 
every country, including Australia. However, to do so we rely on 
contributions to the Press Fund. Alas, there are only two supporters 
this week, so come on everyone, please send us a contribution for 
the next issue. Many thanks to the following:
Theo Markou $50, “Round Figure” $10
This week’s total: $60
Progressive total: $13,690

China’s partnership with Africa
China’s partnership with Africa was set on solid founda-

tions at the Beijing Summit of the Forum on China-Africa 
Co-operation in November 2006. The Summit established “a 
new type of strategic partnership between China and Africa 
featuring political equality and mutual trust, economic win-win 
co-operation and cultural exchanges.” The 48 African states that 
recognise China attended, including 41 heads of state or gov-
ernment. The themes of the Summit were “friendship, peace, 
cooperation and development.”

This “new type of strategic partnership” covered political 
relations, economic cooperation, international affairs and social 
development. China’s president Hu Jintao announced a package 
which included doubling its assistance by 2009; setting up a 
China-Africa development fund (to rise to US$5 billion); US$3 
billion in preferential loans and US$2 billion in buyers’ credits 
to Africa over the next three years. China would cancel certain 
debts owed by the most heavily indebted poor countries and least 
developed countries. It promised to remove tariffs on many items 
imported from the poorest countries. There would be training 
programs and scholarships for African students.

China’s commitments proved to be more than the rhetoric 
they were used to from US presidents and other Western lead-
ers. China also adhered to its principles of peaceful coexistence: 
solidarity, non-interference in internal affairs, and mutually 
benefi cial co-operation.

Gourmo Abdul Lô, international secretary of the Union of 
Progressive Forces of Mauritius, said about China’s relations 
with Africa: “… it is the fi rst time in modern history for Africa 
that a massive presence of a foreign power has been accompanied 
by many immediate benefi cial effects … without the slightest 
trace of violence or shameless exploitation, of contempt or con-
descension.” (“Africa faces China”, in Arise in Unity, People’s 
Democracy Publications, 2011)

China is playing a critical role in the development of pubic 
infrastructure. It not only lifted tariffs on more than 4,700 prod-
ucts, it limited its exports of some products such as clothing. 
China has provided invaluable assistance across many areas 
including agriculture, education, water, transport, and health. At 
the same time it has gained valuable investments. The “new type 
of strategic partnership”, is overall proving to be the promised 
“win-win” situation.

China’s stands out against the colonial experience and more 
recent conditions imposed by the International Monetary Fund 
and World Bank that have held back genuine economic and 
social development by African nations. It also stands out from 
Rudd’s “development aid” model centred around the needs of 
Australian, US and other Western-based mining corporations.

Sino-African trade and economic co-operation have expanded 
rapidly since the Beijing Summit, increasing many times over. 
Bilateral trade volume exceeded US$122 billion in the fi rst nine 
months of 2011 – an increase of more than 30 percent in 12 
months, and continues to rise at an even faster rate.

In the battle for Africa, there is another player, one whose 
whole future depends on the outcome, one that is so often omitted 
from this list of competitors. It is Africa and its people. One of 
the most important factors in this struggle for survival and true 
independence, and one of the most powerful weapons against 
imperial domination and exploitation, is its unity and integration. 
That is where Australia’s assistance should be directed and the 
model of “mutual benefi t”, and the model set by China would 
be a good starting point.

Yindjibarndi people 
take message to 
Fortescue Metals 
Group AGM

Richard Titelius

On November 9, a group of 
Yindjibarndi Aboriginal people 
from the Pilbara region of Western 
Australia travelled to Perth to 
stage a protest outside the Annual 
General Meeting of the third 
biggest iron ore miner in Western 
Australia, Fortescue Metals Group 
(FMG).

FMG and its founder and owner 
of 30 percent of the company, Andrew 
Forrest, and the Yindjibarndi people 
have been embroiled in a long running 
dispute over the custody and care of 
their land. Their country to them is not 
a pit to be mined and exploited; it is 
their spiritual temple and the wellhead 
of their religious and cultural beliefs.

In an earlier issue of The 
Guardian (August 3) and on an 
ABC Four Corners program in July, 
the details of their struggle to date 
were outlined; a David and Goliath 
struggle by the Yindjibarndi people 
against FMG and its founder Andrew 
Forrest who sought to turn large tracts 
of sacred Yindjibarndi land into an 
“industrial landscape”.

On October 23 representatives 
of the Yindjibarndi Aboriginal 
Corporation (YAC) travelled to the 
Firetail mining lease of the Solomon 
Hub project being operated by FMG 
to check on the safety and integrity 
of their sites, but were denied access 
by FMG security guards for “safety 
reasons”, because a blasting program 
and massive ground disturbance was 
under way. On October 28, YAC 
Chairman Michael Woodley took 
time out from Birdarra ceremonies 
to travel to the area with other senior 
Yindjibarndi lawmen, avoiding FMG 
checkpoints by using an ancient 
“freeway” – known only to the most 
senior carriers of Yindjibarndi law. To 
their horror they found the landscape 
mutilated and sites damaged.

Mr Woodley said, “FMG has done 
this against all warnings and advice 
from the Yindjibarndi Aboriginal 
Corporation, the authorised repre-
sentative of the Yindjibarndi people. 

They were clearly advised by the state 
Minister Peter Collier, who is respon-
sible for the Aboriginal Heritage, that 
they should conduct heritage surveys 
with YAC but have failed to do so. 
Instead they have given misleading 
reports to the Aboriginal Cultural 
Materials Committee and Department 
of Aboriginal Affairs designed to 
confuse the regulatory process, and 
to dismiss the religious, cultural and 
historic importance of our sacred sites 
in the Firetail lease.”

At the FMG AGM which was 
chaired by “a typically ebullient” 
Andrew Forrest, he was able to 
continue with these misrepresenta-
tions and falsehoods by claiming 

that he had been negotiating and had 
made signifi cant concessions with 
representatives of the Yindjibarndi 
people, but only the ones in his pay, 
the Wirlumurra group and not the 
bona-fi de group the YAC.

Despite a request by Michael 
Woodley to address the shareholders’ 
meeting about their concerns over 
how FMG were riding roughshod 
over their concerns, he was not able 
to do so as he held no shares in 
FMG. Woodley responded by saying 
he wouldn’t sink that low to hold 
even one share in FMG. Despite his 
resolve other Yindjibarndi support-
ers who held proxy voting rights 
in FMG were able to be inside the 
meeting to observe proceedings 
and ask questions. YAC has also 

rejected Fortescue’s offer of cash 
payments and vocational opportuni-
ties in exchange for access to land 
at the Solomon project, although a 
rival indigenous group has accepted 
the offer.

A group of about 40 Yindjibarndi 
people which included elders and their 
families with young children together 
with several non-Aboriginal people 
held a vigil outside the AGM venue 
at the Hyatt Regency Hotel complex 
where FMG also has its headquar-
ters. They also handed out fl yers 
which informed the shareholders 
and employees of FMG’s scurrilous 
activities which were being carried 
out in their name to generate legiti-

mate profi ts – highlighting indeed the 
nature of capitalist exploitation that 
rarely stops at anything in the name 
of profi t!

The Yindjibarndi people now 
plan to travel to Canberra in the next 
few weeks to address Tony Burke, 
Federal Minister for Sustainability, 
Environment, Water, Population and 
Communities. They will “call on him 
to take action under the emergency 
powers of the Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander Heritage Act to stop the 
destruction by FMG of Yindjibarndi 
sacred sites and ‘living heritage’ areas 
that are used each by Yindjibarndi 
people each year for their Birdarra 
religious ceremonies, which date back 
thousands of years.” 

Their country to them is not a 
pit to be mined and exploited; 
it is their spiritual temple and 
the wellhead of their religious 

and cultural beliefs.
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Peter Mac

Increasing criticism is being 
directed at the Gillard government 
and the federal opposition since 
their shock bipartisan introduction 
of new legislation that threatens the 
human rights of asylum seekers 
and Australian citizens.

The new legislation is intended 
to prevent asylum seeker boat crews 
from claiming they entered Australian 
waters in order to help others achieve 
their right to seek asylum here. That 
is what Jeky Payara, a 20-year old 
Indonesian man has claimed in a case 
before the Victorian Court of Appeal.

By signing the UN Refugee 
Convention Australia has formally 
recognised the right of people to seek 
asylum here. However, the legisla-
tion is intended to deny people (in 
particular the crews of asylum seeker 
boats) the right to help others achieve 
this, even if they themselves are also 
seeking asylum.

The government and opposi-
tion are blaming crew members for 
people smuggling, even though the 
real people smugglers always remain 
back in the port of departure, count-
ing their profi ts. Crew members are 
usually impoverished young men or 
boys from rural areas in Indonesia 
or other Asian countries, who accept 
an offer of work from the real peo-
ple smugglers, in order to provide 
desperately-needed fi nancial support 
for their families.

Jeky Payara was charged under 
the newly-created crime of “aggra-
vated people smuggling”. His appeal 
was to have been led by Debbie 
Mortimer, one of the brilliant bar-
risters who successfully argued in 

the High court that the government’s 
“Malaysian solution” was illegal 
under the current Migration Act. In 
order to prevent the court fi nding in 
favour of Payara, which would set a 
precedent for all such cases in future, 
the government wants the legislation 
to act retrospectively. And that’s the 
most dangerous precedent of all.

Retrospective, 
reactionary, ruthless 

As human rights lawyer Julian 
Burnside commented, retrospective 
legislation “makes a crime out of 
something which was not a crime 
when it was done”, and would enable 
any future government to prosecute 
anyone over any matter it wanted, as 
long as it could get the numbers in 
parliament to make it a crime. The 
numbers are currently within easy 
reach for the combined bipartisan 
forces of Labor and the Liberals with 
regard to the current asylum seeker 
legislation.

The Payara case has been held 
over pending the outcome of Senate 
debate over the legislation. Last week 
Saul Holt, Payara’s legal counsel and 
the senior public defender of Legal 
Aid, declared “Retrospective legis-
lation in criminal law is an extraor-
dinary step ... hardly ever taken by 
parliaments.” High Court judge Dyson 
Heydon described the legislation as 
“getting retaliation in fi rst”.

Allan Asher, the former 
Commonwealth ombudsman who 
was forced to resign recently, has 
described the government’s imple-
mentation of its asylum seeker 
policies as “riven by fear”, “a form of 
moral cowardice” and characterised 

by “hatred and accusations”. He 
commented that in some quarters 
the asylum seeker issue is “a subject 
about which rational discourse seems 
impossible”.

He is right. The government is 
fearful of losing support from the 
most reactionary minority of voters, 
and is determined to frighten potential 
“boat-people” with the prospect of 

being sent to indefi nite detention in 
Malaysia.

The government seems intent 
on ignoring increasing evidence of 
psychiatric problems among asylum 
seeker detainees. During a recent 
Senate inquiry the company that pro-
vides psychiatric counselling services 
to immigration detainees revealed that 
with current resources it simply can’t 
cope with its enormous workload.

The mandatory detention policy 
has caused overcrowding and long 
delays in processing, and a large 
proportion of detainees are suffer-
ing severe mental health problems. 
Detainees can wait up to six weeks 
before receiving mental health treat-
ment, and nearly 500 of them are now 
regularly receiving anti-depressant 
medication.

Ian Rintoul, a spokesperson for 
the Refugee Action Coalition, com-
mented grimly: “The Darwin deten-
tion centre is becoming a theatre of 
the absurd. Guards are posted for 
24 hours, noting when the detainee 
sleeps, wakes, sneezes, eats – this 
cannot be dressed up as any kind of 
psychiatric support program.”

There have been well-justifi ed 

calls for more extensive psychiatric 
health services, and for detention 
centres to be more spacious and open, 
and to incorporate gardens. However, 
the real solution lies in ending man-
datory detention, as recommended 
recently by former Prime Minister 
Paul Keating, who introduced the 
policy originally.

Ian Rintoul recently spoke out 
on behalf of members of Burma’s 
Rohingyan minority, three of whom 
have been detained for more than two 
years because of the government’s 
requirement to detain people while 
ASIO carries out security checks. 
He declared:

“The Immigration Department 
should immediately release 
Rohingyans and all other asylum 
seekers from detention while ASIO 

conducts their security checks. ASIO 
itself told a parliamentary inquiry in 
October that it is not a requirement 
under the ASIO Act for boat arriv-
als to be detained during security 
processing.

“There is no excuse for keeping 
people locked up. We urge the gov-
ernment to follow the advice of Paul 
Keating … and welcome refugees.”

Alas, neither the government nor 
the opposition is taking his advice. 
Both have seized on the recent tragic 
sinking of an asylum seeker boat to 
justify their obsessive commitment 
to off-shore detention.

Neither has considered the pos-
sibility of preventing asylum seekers 
risking their lives in leaky boats, by 
opening special offi ces in Indonesia 
and elsewhere to process refugee 
status applications, and/or by offering 
assisted passages to the most destitute 
refugees.

Moreover, both appear to be 
ignoring a recent opinion poll in 
which 53 percent of respondents 
favoured dumping off-shore process-
ing, a policy area in which the govern-
ment is demonstrably failing.

This week an opinion poll indi-
cated that since the 2010 election 
support has fallen by about 23 percent 
for the government, and has risen for 
the conservative coalition – but only 
by just over two percent. On the other 
hand, support has risen by about 16 
percent for the Greens and has dou-
bled for the independents.

The writing is on the wall, but 
neither the Liberals, the Nationals, 
nor the ALP has taken any notice of 
it. They will reap the whirlwind in 
due course, and a good thing too. 

Australia

Asylum seeker 
legislation:
Labor, Liberals 
turn the law 
backwards

Pete’s Corner
When US President Obama visits

SAY NO
to US and Australian military plans

Join the
MARCH OF THE DRONES

4-6pm Thursday 17 November
Sydney Town Hall Square
• No to US drones raining death from 

the skies in Afghanistan and Pakistan •

· No to Australian troops in Afghanistan •

• No to Australia spending $80 million every day on the military •

• No to more US ships, aircraft and troops 
based at Australian military facilities •

• No to bringing war to our doorstep •

Drones on sticks supplied. Bring your own banners and placards
Organised by Australian Anti-Bases Campaign Coalition

Contact Denis on 0418 668 098 or go to www.anti-bases.org

“There is no excuse for 
keeping people locked up. 

We urge the government to follow 
the advice of Paul Keating … 

and welcome refugees.”
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Police bust 
through 
picket line
Last Friday night, at about 11 pm, 
a peaceful crowd of members 
and community picketers were 
ambushed by police at the call of 
the Baiada poultry company in 
Melbourne.

After the company took the 
National Union of Workers (NUW) 
to the Supreme Court to have offi cials 
of the union ejected from the picket 
line – police were called in to forcibly 
remove the workers. 

They again had to make the deci-
sion of whether to stand together on 
the picket line in order to try and 
take a message to Baiada that they 
will not be disrespected any longer. 
Baiada Poultry is the major supplier 
of chickens to the Coles supermarket 
chain.

Even after their offi cials had been 
forced off the actual picket line, many 
workers made their own decision to 
continue with the strike action.

A majority of the workers had 
never been on strike before, but they 
have been bullied and intimidated for 
so long they said they felt they had no 
other option but continue to remove 
their labour and stand united.

NUW members continue to tell 
the union movement, community 
supporters and the media at large that 
they want cash in hand contractors 
gone, they want a safe workplace, 
they want respect from management 
and they want secure jobs. They 
continue to struggle for this. Their 
stories matter.

It is shameful that the company 
used 80 police to try and drag their 

workers from a picket line, when they 
could fi x the problem very quickly 
and easily by amending their enter-
prise bargaining agreement to hold 
standard rights that all Australian 
workers deserve.

Tragically, NUW member and 
Baiada Poultry worker, Phong Nguyen 
had his legs crushed by police when 
they moved in. He was taken to 
hospital in an ambulance in a neck 
brace. Thankfully he is now at home 
recovering, but his workmates were 
terrifi ed that he may have suffered 
permanent damage. 

The violence reminded many of a 
fatal accident at the factory last year, 
when contract cleaner Surel Singh was 
decapitated while cleaning a line. On 
the night that police attacked, workers 
remembered their fallen workmate 
with chants of “Surel Singh, here 
present”. How many workers have 
to be hurt or die before the company 
listens to them?

The extreme tactics used by 
Baiada to intimidate and repress 
workers has to stop. Why won’t they 
ensure a safe factory for their work-
ers to work in? Why won’t they pay 
all workers a minimum wage? Why 
won’t they hire workers in secure jobs 
that will enable them to plan their 
future, get a home loan, and contribute 
taxes to our community? 

These are the real questions that 
need answers, and it is clear that the 
workers at Baiada have the courage 
to keep fi ghting for these things – for 
their workmates, for their families and 
for their community. 

The company used 80 police to try and drag their workers from a picket line.

Women, Race & Class
Angela Davis
An extremely interesting book on women’s issues. 
It contains fascinating historical background on 
slavery, the emancipation struggle of Black women 
in the US, Communist women and women’s 
rights. It provides an excellent insight into the links 
between women’s issues, racism and the class 
struggle. Strongly recommended to our male as well 
as female readers.
Vintage Books, NY, pb, 271pp
$20 plus $6 p&p

Angela Davis: 
An Autobiography
Angela Davis describes in full the story of her life: 
from elementary school through to the Communist 
Party; from her political activity in high school to 
the Soledad Brothers; in hiding on the FBI’s Ten 
Most Wanted Fugitives to one of the most famous 
political trials of the 20th century. A powerful story, of 
turbulent times.
International Publishers, NY, pb, 400pp
$22 plus $6 p&p

The Nature of Democracy, Freedom 
and Revolution Herbert Aptheker
Herbert Aptheker discusses the origins of the 
bourgeois concepts of democracy and freedom in 
their historical development. The fi rst chapter deals 
with the ideas of John Milton, Thomas Jefferson, 
John Stuart Mill and democracy and class. Other 
chapters look at the nature of and various concepts 
of freedom. The fi nal four chapters deal with 
aspects of revolution, including defi nitions, non-
socialist and socialist, the questions of violence and 
democracy.
International Publishers, NY, pb, 128pp
$10 plus $2 p&p

Some of the many books available at 

Shop@CPA 74 Buckingham Street, Surry Hills, NSW 2010 Ph 02 9699 8844 shop@cpa.org.au
All payments by Cheque or Money Order to “CPA”. Credit Card – min purchase $20 (incl card type, name, number & exp date).

Special offer: All three books including p&p for $55

NEW 

STOCK

Victorian nurses’ state-wide action
Victorian public sector nurses 
and midwives from across the 
state began implementing pro-
tected (legal) industrial action 
across the public health system 
on November 12 in an effort to 
demonstrate how important it is 
to them to maintain and improve 
nurse/midwife ratios.

Just over 400 beds have been 
closed since the bans started. 
This includes beds that have been 
reserved for emergency patients. 
The Australian Nursing Federation 
(ANF) understands no elective sur-
gery was cancelled as a result of the 
nurses’ action.

Important exemptions to the 
bans are: neo-natal and paediatric 
patients, haemodialysis patients, 
haematology patients, maternity 
patients, oncology patients, pallia-
tive care patients, terminations of 
pregnancy, intensive care unit, cor-
onary care units, high dependency 

patients (including medically indi-
cated telemetry) and the Royal 
Children’s Hospital and the Peter 
MacCallum Cancer Centre.

The protected industrial action 
can only be stopped when nurses 
and midwives vote to accept an 
offer at a state-wide members’ 
meeting. 

Conciliation talks between 
the ANF, Baillieu govern-
ment representatives and the 
Victorian Hospitals’ Industrial 
Association with the assistance of 
Commissioner Anne Gooley con-
tinue at Fair Work Australia.

ANF Victorian Branch secretary 
Lisa Fitzpatrick said: “I would like 
to reassure the public that nurses 
and midwives would never cause 
harm to patients and that they are 
taking industrial action as a last 
resort to protect their patients from 
understaffi ng in a hospital system 
under pressure. I would also like to 

thank the community for the over-
whelming number of messages of 
support we’ve received thus far par-
ticularly from those who anticipate 
that they are going to be affected by 
the nurses’ industrial action.

“Nurses and midwives are 
angry that Health Minister David 
Davis doesn’t understand that his 
health system needs more nurses 
each shift in pressure areas like 
emergency departments, palliative 
care, coronary care, rehabilitation 
and aged care and more midwives 
in birthing suites,” Ms Fitzpatrick 
said.

“The patient care issues in these 
areas will not be fi xed by Minister 
Davis asking nurses to be more 
productive, they will only be fi xed 
with more nurses and midwives on 
each shift,” she said.

“Empty beds have been closed 
as patients are discharged,” she 
said. 
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During the recent Commonwealth 
Heads of Government Meeting 
(CHOGM) in Perth foreign 
minister Kevin Rudd presented 
the Africa Foreign Ministers’ 
Mining Breakfast (27-10-2011) 
with the example of Australia’s 
development as a model for them 
to follow: “the Australian economic 
development story is very much 
a story of the Australian mining 
industry.” (Guardian 02-11-2011) 
“And the secret to this country’s 
economic success in large part 
has been we have maintained an 
open investment environment in 
the mining industry, and broadly 
across the economy ... .” There 
were 20 African nations present 
at CHOGM.

Rudd paternalistically lectured 
the African ministers on how Africa 
could also develop like Australia, on 
the back of foreign investment in the 
mining sector and an open investment 
environment. He announced increases 
in overseas development aid to Africa 
(mostly assisting the mining sector) 
and then answered his own question 
as to why the government is offering 
this aid to Africa: “We in this country 
have a deep affection for the continent 
of Africa. ... Because it will help lift 
your continent from poverty ...”! 
He made no mention of the massive 
corporate profi ts that BHP, Rio Tinto, 
Fortescue Metals, etc, who were there 
alongside him at CHOGM, stand to 
make. Nor did he mention the ques-
tion of competition with China which 
is foremost in his mind.

Rudd’s key target is the People’s 
Republic of China. It is central to 
his commitment to the US-Australia 
military and political alliance and 
the government’s involvement in the 
US’s dirty war in Afghanistan. It is 
the main reason why US facilities in 
Darwin are being upgraded to such a 
high level. (See page 1)

The West is waging an all out 
war with China for markets and 
investment opportunities in Africa. 
For decades following decolonisation 
of the African continent, European 
powers held on to their infl uence 
through some of the worst dictator-
ships imaginable. In recent decades 
their power has been diminished, new 
governments have attempted to assert 
their infl uence. US writer on national 
security matters, John Stanton, points 
out that the military strategies of 
such big powers as the US, France, 
Britain and Belgium require a naval 
presence in African waters as well as 
troop stationing on African ground. 
(Pravda.ru, 10-11-2011).

Take for example the Nile River 

Basin where there is growing US, 
European and Israeli involvement. 
The Nile Basin involves 11 coun-
tries: Egypt, Sudan, South Sudan, 
Ethiopia, Uganda and portions of the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo, 
Rwanda, Burundi, Tanzania, Kenya, 
and Eritrea. Its population was 372 
million in 2005 and is expected to 
increase to 654 million in 2030.

“The competition [in the Nile 
Basin] between France and the US 
in the fi elds of trade, investments, 
culture, education, and arms sales 
has sharpened to a razor’s edge,” 
Stanton notes.

US ambitions
The US aims to increase its 

exploitation and extraction of the con-
tinent’s rich resources; to curb China’s 
activities there; and to develop a 
strong military presence.

“It will not be long before [the 
US’s newest geographic combatant 
command] AFRICOM has some 
sort of Bagram Air Base location 
in the Nile Basin region. Such a US 
military base will house USSOCOM-
SOCAFRICA and CENTCOM units 
(Egypt remains in CENTCOM’s 
AOR),” Stanton warns.

“The Nile Basin provides the 
perfect operational environment for 
the US Navy Brown Water Riverine 
Forces and USSOCOM Special Boat 
Teams. American special operators 
and CIA paramilitary forces will roam 
up and down portions of the Nile 
River and its Basin (and already are). 
Defence and non-defence contractors 
stand to make a fortune as the USA 
makes its economic and military move 
into the Nile Basin region which has 
become a focused concern of US 
national security.

“… the USA is staking a claim, 
drawing a line. US national security 
interests exist within the Nile River 
Basin and the Nile River. The move 
has begun in earnest.” The US’s 
involvement in the overthrow of 
Egypt’s president and installation 
of a military dictatorship is just one 
example.

The economic side of the equa-
tion is control over fertile soils with 
a regular rainfall, oil, gold and other 
mineral deposits.

Chinese model
Chinese banks during 2009 and 

2010 lent more than the World Bank 
to emerging economies. This alone 
is a threat to US imperialism and of 
concern to Rudd, but of even more 
concern are the conditions under 
which these loans and other assistance 
are provided.

For centuries, prior to the success-
ful post-World War national liberation 

struggles, the African continent had 
been carved up by European colonis-
ers, its people brutally exploited and 
its resources plundered. The US has 
largely overlooked Africa as a “cot 
case”, focusing its imperial ambitions 
more on Asia. But now, as Stanton 
points out, “The move has begun 
in earnest.” It is faced not just with 
competition from Europe but a far 
more worrying “competitor” on the 
block: China.

There is no shortage of attacks 
in the Western media on China’s for-
eign investment practices. There are 
accusations that it brings no benefi t 
to the country where investments 
are taking place, does not contribute 
to economic development. That the 
Chinese corporations import their 
own cheap labour and technology, 
that they contribute nothing to job 
creation, skill development or tech-
nology transfer. China is also accused 
of exploiting Africa’s resources. This 
is a very distorted representation of 
what is taking place.

China’s recent record in Africa 
includes the creation of 350,000 jobs, 
the training of 350,000 technical staff, 
30,000 scholarships, 100 clean energy 
projects, development of tourism 
and assistance with the building of 
schools and hospitals. China does 
mine and export resources but the 
forces that attack it for that do not 
criticise Western mining corporations 
for their investments there (see edito-
rial page 2). 

Woolworth’s plan to double its home brand product in super-
markets will lead to further losses in the manufacturing sector 
and should be rejected by the ACCC (Australian Competition 
and Consumer Commission), said Michael O’Connor, CFMEU 
national secretary. The plan to increase the volume of home 
brand products will effectively price local suppliers out of 
the market, drive jobs offshore and limit consumers’ choice. 
The CFMEU ran a successful campaign against Woolworths 
in 2007 and 2008, when the company used its Homebrand 
line to threaten the jobs of thousands of pulp and paper man-
ufacturing workers who were producing those products for 
Homebrand. At the time the company started to import prod-
ucts made by Asian Pulp & Paper, a company that had been 
repeatedly accused of deforestation of Indonesian rainforests.

The Greens celebrated the fi rst Australian Greens bill ever to 
pass Parliament and become law. Last week Bob Brown’s pri-
vate member’s bill to remove ministerial veto power over Territory 
laws (Territories Self-Government Legislation amendment /
Disallowance and Amendment of laws / Bill 2011) became law. As 
Senator Bob Brown said in his newsletter: “No longer will a single 
federal minister be able to step in and, with the stroke of a pen 
and without reference to Parliament, dismiss laws passed by the 
democratically elected representatives of the Territory Assemblies 
(as the Howard government did when it overrode the civil part-
nerships laws passed by the ACT Assembly fi ve years ago).

Australian businesses are cooling their attitude to offshor-
ing customer service for the present time, according to new 
research. A survey of Australian and North American and 
European senior executives found that a massive 80 percent 
said they had no plans to offshore their contact centres. There 
are four key issues of concern – quality of the interaction with 
the end users, stability of the offshore destination, pressure 
from consumers to keep work in the domestic country, and 
fears over the safety of data. Customers’ dissatisfaction was 
the main reason. When not getting quick and effective results 
of their enquiries they shifted their business somewhere else.

Consumer group Choice claims Qantas customer service did 
not cope with the needs of passengers stranded by the carrier’s 
decision to ground its fl eet. Stranded Qantas customers com-
plained the airline’s phone services could not handle the volume 
of calls. Some customers were on hold for more than two hours. 
Qantas did nothing to reduce the impact on its passengers.

Battle for Africa

The Nile River looking like a long stemmed fl ower – taken from an orbiting space craft.
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Regarding the formation of a new govern-
ment from the forces of the two bourgeois 
parties of the country, the Social-democratic 
PASOK and the right-wing ND (New 
Democracy), which also has the support 
of the nationalist LAOS party (Popular 
Orthodox Rally).

A government of the front of the parties 
of capital is being formed, of capital itself, 
with the EU in the role of chief maestro. This 
government is being formed in order to impose 
the interests of Greek and European capital in 
conditions of crisis and competition, to deal 
with the friction in the EU and to subjugate the 
people. Ostensibly the EU pressured ND and 
PASOK to form this government. In reality the 
pressure is being turned against the people. We 
state with certainty that this government is not 
going to deal with the debt or the defi cits or the 
depth of the crisis,  is not even going to deal with 
the possibility of an uncontrolled bankruptcy.

The avoidance of uncontrolled bankruptcy 
in the following months or/and the following 
years does not depend on the formula of politi-
cal management, which the various bourgeois 
governments implement, nor whether it will 
be a coalition or single party government etc. 
The question as to whether there will be more 
parties in the coalition, we reiterate, is chiefl y 
related to the disciplining and subjugation of 
the people, because the problem of the crisis is 
deeper: it concerns the capitalist system itself 
and not its management.

The people must know the following: that 
what it has experienced in the previous period 
it will experience now. To begin with they 
will take anti-worker anti-people measures 
and afterwards the instalment will be paid and 
indeed we will now begin the new cycle of 
instalments of the new memorandum. We do 
not believe in the slightest that the initiative of 
Prime Minister George Papandreou to proceed 
with a referendum “Euro or Drachma” is what 
led to the formation of the coalition government. 
They had been preparing it for a long time. Of 
course this was the opportunity.

Capital in our country and the EU wanted 
to impose a dynamic and strong government. It 
did not want to have ND as an offi cial opposi-
tion. It wanted a unifi ed alliance government.

Liberation from 
monopoly power

A large section of the people feel humili-
ated by the interventions of the EU and the 
statements of Merkel and Sarkozy. We make 
the following clear. If the people want to stop 
feeling this humiliation, if the situation does 
not change in the years to follow it will be 
even worse. If they want to be liberated from 
this humiliation they must, fi rst of all, be liber-
ated from the power of the monopolies in our 
country, to disengage from the EU. Otherwise 
such humiliations will remain and we reiterate 
that they will be even worse.

Contemporary patriotism for us is this: 
Socialisation of the monopolies, working class-
people’s power, disengagement from the EU, 
which in today’s conditions, in contemporary 
conditions also entails the unilateral cancella-
tion of the debt.

This government will not be for a few weeks 
only. They intend to drag it on for as long as 
possible. But even if it is for a few weeks it 
will take measures which concern the life, the 
living standards and the rights of the people for 
at least 10 to 15 years.

And, indeed, the IMF talks about a two-year 
government. We call on the working class, the 
popular strata to cast down this government with 

their struggle as quickly as possible, to make its 
life diffi cult, to utilise whatever diffi culties the 
new alliance government has (with old material, 
but new in terms of its joint composition) and 
to shorten its stay as far as possible, before fi nal 
decisions are made, and to impose elections. Of 
course what is needed here is an unprecedented 
struggle and particularly that the workers, the 
popular strata who still believe in PASOK and 
ND, should not have any inhibition about this. 
They must not hope that this alliance will bring 
about something better.

It took place in order to bring about a situa-
tion much worse than we have yet experienced. 
The people have an additional weapon today, 
not only their just cause and experience which 
they have acquired in the past and recent period, 
but also the fact that the EU is experiencing 
serious diffi culties. The governments of the EU 
cannot manage the crisis. The political system 
in Greece has friction, and for this reason they 
were forced to make an alliance government 
while they were still struggling to maintain 
the regime of the rotation of the two parties in 
government.

The people must not be anxious about 
the weaknesses of the bourgeois system, the 
anxieties and dilemmas which it has. The debts, 
the defi cits, the memoranda, the medium-term 
programs, whether they will be passed or not, 
is the anxiety of the ruling class of our country 
and the parties which serve it and the people 
must not be anxious as to how these things 
will proceed.

The people must be anxious about one thing: 
how it will be able to prevent and overthrow 
measures, how it will be able to be victorious.

They are threatening the Greek people that 
they will expel Greece from the Eurozone. The 
people must use this threat, to lift their heads 
and say: With our decision, with our strength, 
with our project from now on we will disengage 
from the EU.

The nation state
It is not impossible; it is possible that in the 

following years the EU might not look as it does 
today. Countries might be expelled from the 
Eurozone, from the EU, the EU might be split, 
and something else might appear in its place. 
Indeed there was a discussion to transform the 
EU to an organisation like the USA. They think 
that they can abolish the nation state through 
political decisions. The reason is that this is a 
way to subjugate the people, to suppress their 
militancy. And secondly, it is a way to ensure 
that the struggle between the monopolies is car-
ried out in the best possible way for them. Nor 
can this plan abolish the crises in the capitalist 
system, the rivalries and the divisive splits.

As regards the question Euro or Drachma, 
specifi cally our answer was that there are sec-
tions of capital, not only in Greece but in other 
countries as well, which are interested in Greece 
remaining in the EU and leaving the Eurozone 
because their economic position in the system 
is appropriate for speculation.

However our answer is: disengagement. 
Because we will not take sides with the specula-
tors of the Euro or the speculators of Drachma. 
Thus, we consider that the people’s interests will 
not be served by a general “anti-memorandum” 
front, no matter if it is called progressive, 
patriotic or left. Until now ND classifi ed itself 
amongst the forces against the memorandum 
and you see where it has ended up. What is the 
meaning of a front against the memorandum, 
left, progressive?

The front we need today must not be 
simply an “anti” front. It must say where the 
people should go. And this determines its 

“anti” character. So we are talking about a 
social popular front for the overthrow of the 
power of the monopolies, for their socialisa-
tion, for the workers’ and people’s control, 
for the disengagement of Greece from the 
EU and NATO and of course all these entail 
the cancellation of the debt. We do not want 
the anti-worker policy either with the Euro or 
with the Drachma.

From this point of view any fronts against 
the memorandum like these are not only tem-
porary – they will split sooner or later – but 
they also constitute one of the ramparts to 
protect the bourgeois class which on the one 
hand wants a clear reactionary conservative 
front but at the same time it can utilise a front 
for struggle as a form of protection. Because, 
anyone who fi ghts within the framework of the 
EU in terms of negotiation and changes in the 
political formula does not constitute a threat to 

the system. The joint action with the KKE – a 
social people’s front – constitutes one of the 
irreplaceable preconditions. We do not claim 
that it is the only one, but it is an essential 
precondition in order for this social people’s 
front – seeds of it already exist – to be able to 
form itself and counterattack.

At the same time, we believe that fronts 
of struggle must develop immediately, tomor-
row morning if it is possible, with updated 
demands on the basis of the seven points of 
the road map. New specifi c demands arise. 
We won’t say in detail. For example: social 
security funds, the austerity program provides 
a 50 percent cut for the banks and the social 
security funds; sectoral collective bargaining 
agreements.

The forthcoming budget will cuts expendi-
ture even further, it does not leave anything for 
education, healthcare, welfare, nurseries, for 

The deep crisis concerns
the capitalist system itse
Statement, Communist Party of Greece (KKE)

Parliament in Athens.
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the elderly, for the persons with special needs, 
for the special problems of women and youth; 
unemployment, labour reserve, the so-called 
liberalisation of professions. Furthermore, the 
fronts of struggle arise from the people them-
selves in the neighbourhood, in the factory.

The programmatic statements of the gov-
ernment are well known. The developments 
will be worse than in the previous days. 
Consequently we need to struggle immediately 
using all forms of struggle – strikes, demon-
strations, people’s committees at the ground 
level, social alliance at the ground level. There 
cannot be any factory or people’s neighbour-
hood without centres for action and struggle. 
All of these must gather together in a massive 
torrent for the overthrow of the power of the 
monopolies. There is no other alternative solu-
tion today. 

s 
elf

In an unprecedented event, a large group 
of left-wing Palestinian and Israeli parties, 
unions and civil soci ety groups has issued 
a joint statement in support of the Israeli 
struggle for social justice, and against the 
Israeli state’s occupation of Palestine. The 
signatories demand unity in the struggle 
against occupation and racism.

This development follows the launch 
over the past summer of the J14 social justice 
movement in Israel, a broad campaign against 
the high cost of housing and other necessities. 
In the course of the huge J14 rallies, some 
reactionary forces attempted to turn the strug-
gle into a demand to expel Palestinians from 
Israel, on the grounds that this would solve 
the housing problem for Jewish Israelis. This 
racist, divisive tactic was defeated by the 
united response of left and progressive groups 
in both communities.

Perhaps for the fi rst time in regional his-
tory, offi cial Palestinian parties and NGOs 
are showing their support for an Israeli 
civilian struggle against neo-liberalism and 
capitalism.

Alongside their general statement of 
support, signatories mentioned the infl uence 
Arab revolutions have had on the Israeli 
movement, and stressed the importance they 
see in the ground-breaking widespread coop-
eration between Jewish and Arab citizens of 
Israel.

In addition, the signatories call upon J14 
to connect their struggle with the one against 
the illegal settlements and the occupation, 
and to stop Israeli governments from attempt-
ing to sideline the struggle in the face of 
“outside security threats” such as the upcom-
ing vote on recognition of Palestinian state-
hood at the United Nations.

Beyond these messages of support, the 
statement reaffi rms the signatories’ com-
mitment both to the Palestinian Authority’s 
attempt to gain UN recognition for a 
Palestinian state, and to the joint popular 
struggle against the occupation. Yet another 
notion on the agenda is the message of soli-
darity with all peoples of the region who are 
currently fi ghting for freedom and independ-
ence from totalitarian regimes.

The full statement of this historic text 
reads as follows:

Together for putting an end to occupa-
tion and racism, in support of the strug-
gle of the Palestinian people to attain their 
national rights and against national and social 
oppression.

Even in light of the encouraging develop-
ments in the Middle East, the wave of social 
protests and the awakening of the peoples’ 
struggles for freedoms and the right to live in 
dignity, the Palestinian people still live under 
the yoke of the Israeli occupation, despite 
their persistent and ongoing struggle for free-
dom. The international community, for its 
part, demonstrates its helplessness and does 
not lend a hand to support the Palestinian 
struggle for liberation and justice.

The protest movements and the winds 
of change blowing in the Arab world have 
aroused excitement throughout the world 
amongst freedom seekers, encouraging many 
to adopt the model of popular struggle. These 
protest movements have had a deep impact 
on various groups in Israel, amongst both 
Jews and Palestinians, and made an important 
contribution to the rise of the popular protest 
movement within Israel for social justice.

Moved by our aspiration to attain a just 
and fair peace in the region, a peace that is 
truly essential for the peoples of the region 
and can assist in promoting the struggle 

for justice and progress for everyone, we – 
Palestinian and Israeli social and political 
forces, representatives of women’s associa-
tions and young people from both sides of 
the Green Line – emphasise the need for a 
joint struggle, with the goal of liberating 
the peoples of the region from colonialism 
and hegemony. Particularly that of Zionism, 
halting the occupation and Israeli military 
aggression and supporting the just struggle 
of the Palestinian people for fulfi lment of 
its right for self-determination in accord-
ance with the decisions of the international 
community.

We look forward to the liberation of all 
the region’s peoples from dictatorship, ruling 
tyranny and from all forms of national, social 
and economic oppression. Therefore, we the 
signatories on this document, emphasise:

1. We support the Palestinian September 
initiative in the United Nations, the body 
which carries responsibility for laying 
the foundations of peace internationally, 
in order to demand full membership for 
Palestine in the UN and recognition of a 
Palestinian state in the borders of June 4, 
1967 with East Jerusalem as its capital, and 
to strengthen the efforts to end the occupa-
tion of the Palestinian people’s lands, with 
preservation of the right of the Palestinian 
people to oppose the occupation and the 
right of return of the refugees in accordance 
with United Nations Resolution 194. In this 
context, we emphasise that the Palestinian 
Liberation Organisation (PLO) is the sole and 
legitimate representative of the Palestinian 
people, deriving its legitimacy both from the 
Palestinian people in the homeland and exile 
and from the recognition it received from the 
Arab League and the United Nations.

The UN initiative is a legitimate step. The 
United Nations must fulfi l its responsibility 
to realise its responsibility to establish peace 
and justice on the international level. This 
is a step that strengthens the rights of the 
Palestinian people and in no way represents 
a threat to Israel, despite the great efforts of 
the Israeli government to present this step to 
the Israeli people as a declaration of war or 
harming the legitimacy of the existence of 
Israel.

2. We understand that one of the primary 
reasons for the social and economic distress 
of citizens in Israel, in addition to the capi-
talist economic policies, is the continuation 
of the occupation and excessive security 
budgets, which Israel’s government seeks to 
justify as needed for defending the security of 
the settlements on the one hand and the state 
borders on the other. We therefore believe 
that an end to the occupation and establish-
ment of a fair and just peace are essential for 
a life of peace and welfare.

We welcome the participation and inte-
gration of the Palestinian population in 
Israel in the social protest. This is an impor-
tant opportunity to present before various 
groups within Israeli society the distresses 
of the Palestinians and the injustices caused 
to them, protesting exorbitant housing 
costs at a J14 rally in Tel Aviv so that these 
groups can take responsibility in the struggle 
against the marginalising policies and on-
going discrimination against the Palestinians 
in Israel.

For putting an ending to confi scation 
of lands and full equality, and an end to the 
occupation of the Palestinian lands that were 
occupied in 1967. We warn again the familiar 
attempts by the occupation government to 
evade the crises and its internal crises and 
the pressure of the protest waves through the 
politics of fear which point to an external 
threat: whether by presenting the Palestinian 
appeal to the UN as a “danger” or by military 
actions, as we have witnessed in the past few 
days in light of the harsh escalation in blood-
letting of the Palestinian people in Gaza.

3. We recognise the right of the 
Palestinian people, living under occupation, 
to make use of all the legitimate forms of 
resistance in accordance with international 
norms for removing of the occupiers from its 
land and for self- determination. In this con-
text, we emphasise the importance of the joint 
popular struggle of Palestinians and Israelis. 
A popular joint struggle is one of the central 
guiding principles in the struggle against the 
occupation, the settlements, racism, colonial-
ism, against policies of exclusion, weakening, 
impoverishment, and racist separation within 
Israel. 

“We need 
a joint struggle 
for liberation”
Left-wing Palestinian and Israeli groups issue joint statement
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John Pilger

Alameda Park is Mexico City’s 
languid space for lovers and open-
air ballroom dancers: the gents in 
two-tone shoes, the ladies in fi nery 
and heels. The cobbled paths undu-
late from the great earthquake of 
1985. You imagine the fairground 
sinking into the cobwebs of cracks, 
its Edwardian organ playing for-
lornly. Two small churches nearby 
totter precariously: the surreal is 
Mexico’s facade.

Hidden behind the poplars is 
the museum where Diego Riviera’s 
mural Dream of a Sunday Afternoon 
in Alameda Park occupies the entire 
ground fl oor. You sink into sofa chairs 
and journey for an hour across his 
masterpiece. Originally painted at the 
Hotel Prado in 1947, it was rescued 
and restored when the earthquake 
demolished all around.

More than 45 feet long and 14 
feet high, it presents the political 
warriors of Mexico’s past, from the 
conquistador Hernando Cortes to 
Rivera himself, depicted as a child 
holding the hand of a fashionably 
dressed skeleton, the iconic symbol 
of the Day of the Dead. Standing 
maternally beside him is his wife, 

Frida Kahlo, Mexico’s artistic heroine. 
Around them parade the impervious 
rich and unrequited poor.

What is it about Mexico that is 
a universal political dream? As in a 
Rivera mural, nothing is held back: no 
class martyrdom, no colonial tragedy. 
The message is freedom next time. 
The autocracy that emerged from 
the revolution of 1910-19 gave itself 
the Orwellian-name Party of the 
Institutionalised Revolution.

This was eventually replaced 
by businessmen promising a pseudo 
democracy, which in 1994 embraced 
Bill Clinton’s rapacious North 
American Free Trade Association. 
Within a year, a million jobs were 
destroyed south of the border, along 
with Emiliano Zapata’s revolutionary 
triumph, the constitutional protec-
tion of indigenous land from sale or 
privatisation. At a stroke, Mexico sur-
rendered its economy to Wall Street.

The benefi ciaries of the new, 
privatised Mexico are those like 
Carlos Slim, now ahead of Bill Gates 
as the world’s richest man, whose 
fi ngers are lodged in every imagina-
ble pie: from food and construction 
to the national telephone company. 
A US diplomatic cable released by 
WikiLeaks says, “The net worth of 

the 10 richest people of Mexico – a 
country where more than 40 percent 
of the population lives in poverty – 
represents roughly 10 percent of the 
gross domestic product.”

The last election, in 2006, was 
won by Felipe Calderon, Washington’s 
man, followed by persistent allega-
tions that it was rigged. Calderon 
declared what he calls “a war on drug 
gangs” and 50,000 dead are the result. 
No one doubts the menace of the drug 
cartels, but the real “security issue” is 
more likely the resistance of ordinary 
Mexicans to an enduring inequity and 
a rotten elite.

For most of this year, thousands 
of los indignados have taken over the 
massive parade ground known as the 
Zocalo facing the National Palace. 
The occupations in Wall Street and 
around the world have their genesis 
in Latin America. The difference here 
is there is none of the angst about the 
protestors’ “focus”.

As in all places where people 
live on the edge and the state and 
its cronyism cast lawless shadows, 
they know exactly what they want. 
Ask some of the 44,000 employees 
of the national power company, who 
prevented the fi re sale of the national 
grid until Calderon sacked them 

all; and the striking copper miners 
of Cananea, whose owners funded 
Calderon’s campaign; and the former 
pilots and stewards of the national 
airline, Mexicana, dissolved in a 
sham bankruptcy that was a gift to 
the private airline industry.

These angry, eloquent and often 
courageous people have long known 
something many in Europe and the 
United States are only beginning to 
realise: there is no choice but to fi ght 
the economic extremism unleashed 
in Washington and London a genera-
tion ago.

Employment, trade unionism, 
public health, education, “life itself”, 
says Manuel Lopez Obrador, the 
former mayor of Mexico City who 
ran against Calderon, “has since been 
struck by a political and economic 
earthquake”. Since Calderon came 
to power, 30 journalists have been 
killed, ten this year alone, says the 
Committee to Protect Journalists. 
Again, the drug cartels are blamed, 
but suppression of a national resist-
ance, co-ordinated with the United 
States, is also the truth.

Unlike in the US and Britain, many 
journalists, some of them inspired by 
the rise of the Zapatistas in the 1990s, 
have thrown off the patronage of the 

political and business elite and pursue 
what they call “civic journalism”. The 
second largest newspaper in Mexico 
is La Jornada, famous for its fearless 
investigations and campaigns and for 
surviving mostly on subscriptions; it 
carries no commercial advertising. 
Reminiscent of newspapers before 
they were consumed by corporations, 
there is nothing like it in Britain; it 
refl ects much about Mexico City that 
is surprising and enlightened.

In the National Palace the pres-
ence of Robocop guards is at once 
overwhelmed by Diego Rivera’s most 
epic mural. Painted between 1929 
and 1945, it follows the walls of the 
staircase, spilling, like his Alameda 
work, spectacles of revolution and 
tragedy, hope and defi ance.

When I fi lmed it 30 years ago, I 
tried unsuccessfully to write a nar-
rative to the pictures. In condensing 
and bringing alive 2,000 years of 
history, it is art of which Europeans 
and North Americans are sometimes 
disdainful yet envious; for it charts the 
struggle of ordinary people, uniting 
and celebrating them, and identifying 
their true political enemies. Seeing it 
again, I am struck by how it speaks 
for us all.
Information Clearing House 

Guatemala to be under “hard hand”?
Emile Schepers

Guatemalans went to the polls on 
November 6 for a runoff presiden-
tial election between a military 
man who promised to rule with a 
“hard hand” (“mano dura” ) and 
a businessman who promised to 
carry out public executions. With 
a choice like that, it is perhaps not 
surprising that turnout was low, 
about 50 percent.

The Patriotic Party’s General 
Otto Perez Molina, the one with the 
hard hand, won with 53.7 percent 
over the execution-happy busi-
nessman, Manuel Baldizon of the 
LIDER Party, who got 46.3 percent.

In a region where the left has 
considerable strength, how did it 
come about that the runoff was 
between two right wingers? Perez 
Molina is credibly accused of 
involvement in massive human 
rights abuses during the long period 
of US-supported military dictator-
ships that began with the CIA’s 
overthrow of left-wing President 
Jacobo Arbenz in 1954. Baldizon, 
besides his enthusiasm for public 
executions, has been accused by his 

opponents of having ties to drug 
cartels.

In the fi rst place, the main 
centre-left political alliance, the 
National Unity of Hope-Grand 
National Alliance, of incumbent 
President Alvaro Colom, made 
a miscalculation. Under the 
Guatemalan constitution, Colom 
could not succeed himself, so 
his party decided to run his wife, 
Sandra Torres, as their candidate. 
But the constitution also forbids 
relatives, including the spouse, of 
the incumbent president from run-
ning. Colom and Torres tried to get 
around this by having her divorce 
him, but the courts did not buy this. 
So the centre-left ended up with no 
candidate at all.

Further to the left, the “Broad 
Left” alliance consisting of 
the Winaq, URNG-MAIZ and 
Alternative New Nation organisa-
tions ran Nobel Peace Prize winner 
and indigenous Maya rights activ-
ist Rigoberta Menchu. However, 
she only got about three percent 
of the vote on September 11. 
Given Menchu’s international and 
national fame and the fact that the 

organisations backing her candidacy 
were, in part, derived from the old 
guerrilla movement, which at one 
time had considerable grassroots 
support, such a low fi gure may 
seem surprising.

But although the wars that were 
set off by the 1954 CIA-led coup 
were “settled” by negotiation in 
the 1990s, Guatemala is still the 
land of impunity, where the rich 
and powerful rule the impoverished 
majority by violence and fear. Rural 
Guatemalans especially are vividly 
aware that political activism on the 
left can get you killed.

The major reason for the move 
to the right, however, is the con-
sternation generated among the 
Guatemalan people by a massive 
increase in violent crimes dur-
ing Colom’s tenure as president. 
This is a regional phenomenon, 
seen also in El Salvador and 
Honduras. Mexican drug cartels 
have been colonising whole areas 
of Guatemala, especially the Peten, 
which sticks up into the jungles of 
the Yucatan Peninsula, and along 
the border with Mexico, so as to 
control the routes by which cocaine 

is transported up through Central 
America and Mexico and into the 
United States.

Gangs like the infamous 
“Zetas” eliminate anybody who 
gets in their way. Very seldom are 
any of the murderers brought to 
book. Evidently there was a feeling 
that Colom’s government was inad-
equate to the task of dealing with 
this crime wave.

Perez Molina promises that 
he will use the same methods of 
dealing with crime used by former 
Colombian President Alvaro Uribe 
and Mexican President Felipe 
Calderon, in spite of the fact that 
in both cases a military approach 
(supported materially by the United 
States) has led to much greater 
violence. Perez Molina is going to 
increase the size and presence of 
the military and police. What he 
will do about Guatemala’s strug-
gling economy and endemic pov-
erty is unknown.

The new president is likely 
to get support for this from his 
158 seat unicameral Congress. In 
the September 11 general elec-
tion, his Patriotic Party picked up 

26 new seats (for a total of 56), 
while Colom’s National Unity of 
Hope-Grand National Alliance lost 
37 (leaving them 48). Rigoberta 
Menchu’s leftist coalition picked 
up a seat, giving them only three 
in total. Baldizon’s LIDER Party 
picked up 14 seats to give them a 
total of 14. Most of the other parties 
represented in Congress are also 
right wing.

How hard will the hard hand 
be? Among the fi rst cabinet 
appointments announced by Perez 
Molina was of Colonel Mauricio 
Lopez Bonilla as Minister of 
Interior, in charge of internal secu-
rity. Lopez Bonilla was an advisor 
to dictator Efrain Rios-Montt, who 
ruled Guatemala from 1982 to 
1983. Rios-Montt, with the full sup-
port of the Reagan Administration, 
unleashed a genocidal wave of 
repression against the indigenous 
Maya population of the highlands, 
killing around 70,000.

So chances are the “hard hand” 
will be very hard indeed.
People’s World 

Dream of 
a Sunday 

Afternoon in 
Alameda Park.

In Mexico, a struggle against 
power and forgetting
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Franklin Lamb

BENGHAZI: The “new Libya” has 
entered its own “Terror” which 
is spreading inexorably, aided by 
NATO member states including 
American, French and British SAS 
units known locally as “disappear-
ance squads”. This is one of the 
rapidly developing consequences of 
the UN’s rush to “protect Libya’s 
civilian population” last Spring.

And it is why human rights 
investigators are arriving in Benghazi, 
Libya this week.

“Approximately 1,085 kilometres 
from Cairo to Benghazi” is what the 
travel agent who works a couple of 
doors down from the Swedish Café 
off Tahir Square reported as she 
wanted this observer to take a fancy 
high rise double decker luxury bus 
to Benghazi where I was headed 
from Cairo.

I needed to leave right away to 
meet some people who were being 
held in one of Benghazi’s teeming 
jails.

Until the National Transition 
Council (NTC) announced changes, 
anyone bearing an American passport 
did not need a visa to enter Libya, 
so grateful has been the NTC for 
all the fi nancial help that American 
taxpayers, largely unknowingly, 
have supplied to NTC offi cials in 
addition to presenting them with a 
country with vast oil reserves and 
zero national debt.

One of the fortunate language 
usages in this part of the world is 
the liberal transliteration tolerances 
applied to Arabic which helps those 
challenged by the language. As is 
widely known there are many ways 
to write Arabic words in roman char-
acters and most are accepted.

But one has to listen carefully in 
Libya these days to grasp the impor-
tant distinction between certain 
English words when referring to the 
fate of increasing numbers of sup-
porters of the Gadhafi  regime. In the 
current atmosphere one often hears 
that someone “has disappeared” 
which, depending on one’s political 
views is usually good news and it 
means the person is in hiding or left 

the area or fl ed the country to safety. 
Alternatively, it might be said that 
a person “is disappeared” meaning 
that she or he was caught by the 
new regime and is gone, probably, 
forever without a trace for loved ones 
to pursue.

Following meetings with Libyan 
evacuees (disappeared) from NATO’s 
nine months of bombing who are now 
present in nearby countries and from 
meetings inside Libya with incarcer-
ated former offi cials and some of their 
family members as well as fugitive 
opponents of the new “government” 
it is clear that the current period is 
cascading into paroxysmal revenge 
attacks and political cleansing.

Those increasingly being targeted 
by “disappearance squads” are family 
members and associates, even former 
domestic employees such as garden-
ers, handymen, and household staff 
of former regime affi liates. Homes, 
cars, furniture, of the former Gaddafi  
government affi liates are being sys-
tematically confi scated. Torture has 
become the normal means to elicit 

information regarding the wherea-
bouts of individuals thought to still 
be supporting the former regime. 
The reason, according to one former 
Libyan offi cial who barely escaped 
one of the French squads and who 
now resides in Egypt, “is the same 
reason drones are so popular with 
your US military, torture works. Not 
100 percent but it’s better than the 
other options.”

Even Libya’s NATO-managed 
NTC members are worried that 
they may be investigated by the 
International Criminal Court after its 
prosecutor said allegations of crimes 
committed by NATO in Libya would 
be examined “impartially and inde-
pendently.” Some Western lawyers 
currently in Libya who are here to 
help victims of NATO crimes are 
oddly being approached by members 
of the new regime for discussions 
relating to the possibility that the ICC 
may come after them. This is also 
one of the reasons why rumours that 
Gaddafi ’s son Saif al Islam is about 
to surrender to the ICC are false. 

Saif is being advised to wait and rest 
because the ICC case will collapse as 
more facts of NATO crimes surface. 
Former Libyan offi cials in hiding 
are also well advised to stay safe if 
possible as time may be on their side.

Government offi cials of countries 
bordering Libya are being advised to 
allow sanctuary for supporters of the 
former Libyan government and to 
refuse extradition requests because 
activity currently taking place in 
The Hague may well pre-empt a war 
crimes investigation.

Tunisia is today under great 
pressure from NATO not to change 
its mind and not to decline the 
NTC extradition request for Libya’s 
former Prime Minister Baghdadi 
al-Mahmoudi. NATO is concerned 
because US lawyers recommended 
last month that Baghdadi apply for 
UN political refugee status with the 
UN High Commissioner for Refugees 
to try to prevent his extradition 
from Tunisia. On November 11 the 
UN acknowledged receipt of Dr  
Baghdadi’s petition.

Another reason the NTC and 
NATO are concerned is that there 
is currently being undertaken in the 
Hague an encompassing internal 
legal review of all incidents in which 
NATO bombing or other NATO 
or NTC actions caused civilian 
casualties. An American-led team is 
nearing completion of its six month 
investigation which is expected to 
be forwarded to the ICC and made 
public soon.

A main reason former interim 
Prime Minister Mahmoud Jibril 
resigned recently, and others will, 
is the pressure he has been under 
from Islamists and many others who 
remember his record as the Gaddafi ’s 
Minister of Justice and Jibril’s concern 
that he may be investigated himself 
by the ICC for many decisions he has 
made over the past eight months that 
are now coming to light.

It is this atmosphere that is sig-
nifi cantly fuelling the Terror across 
Libya.
CounterPunch 

Veterans say: We are part of the 99 percent
Tim Wheeler

WASHINGTON: Veterans 
observed Veterans Day by joining 
the “99 percent” in Occupy Wall 
Street and denouncing deadly wars 
fought to enrich the wealthy “one 
percent.” Thousands of veterans, 
and even some active duty soldiers, 
have joined the grassroots occupa-
tion movement, often serving as a 
protective shield standing between 
the mostly youthful protestors and 
the police.

Joseph Carter, 27, leader of Iraq 
Veterans Against the War joined the 
Wall Street occupation. “For too 
long our voices have been silenced, 
suppressed an ignored in favour of 
Wall Street and the banks and cor-
porations,” he said.

For ten years, Carter added, 
“we have been fi ghting wars that 
have enriched the one percent, 
decimated our economy and left our 

nation with a generation of trauma-
tised and wounded veterans who 
will require care for years to come.”

Marine veteran, Scott Olsen, 
still languishing in an Oakland 
hospital with a fractured skull, still 
unable to speak, has come to sym-
bolise war veterans’ participation in 
that movement for economic justice 
that is sweeping the nation.

Olsen was struck in the head 
by a teargas canister fi red by 
Oakland police as they attempted 
to evict Wall Street occupiers from 
a city park. Olsen had joined the 
occupation.

Bay Area Veterans For Peace 
leader, Adele Carpenter, visited 
Olsen and posted a report on the 
VFP web site. “Scott would like 
to ... put out a statement for Vets 
Day but doesn’t want to rush him-
self because he doesn’t know how 
much energy it is going to take,” 
Carpenter wrote.

When Olsen was wounded, 
VFP issued a statement assailing 
the brutal police assault. “Occupiers 
are conducting themselves peace-
fully,” the statement said. They 
were “protesting current economic, 
social and environmental conditions 
in the US brought about by decades 
of corporate control, a criminal 
fi nancial industry, and wars in Iraq 
and Afghanistan that are driving the 
US empire into bankruptcy.”

The occupiers are “telling us 
something we desperately need to 
hear. They should be listened to, not 
arrested and brutalised.”

Jim Baldridge, a Vietnam-era 
US Navy veteran, an activist in 
the Baltimore chapter of VFP, told 
the World, the organisation has 
raised $20,000 to help defray Scott 
Olsen’s medical expenses.

Baldridge said VFP refers to 
November 11 as “Armistice Day,” 
an effort to revive the original 

purpose of the holiday commemo-
rating the end of the World War 
One. “Armistice Day was dedi-
cated to the cause of world peace. 
Veterans Day glorifi es the wars vet-
erans have fought and died in.”

Baldridge said he drove 
into Washington DC and visited 
the Washington Occupation in 
McPherson Square where hundreds 
of protestors are living in tents.

“We’re the 99 percent,” 
Baldridge said. “We identify with 
the Occupation Movement and 
the movement to rebuild America. 
Veterans realise that the heart of the 
economic problems we face is not 
just the banks and the fi nanciers but 
also the arms industry.”

War veterans, he said, greet 
President Obama’s plan to remove 
US troops from Iraq by the end of 
the year “but we also recognise that 
not all those troops will be coming 
home. Some will be re-deployed 

to Afghanistan or somewhere else. 
We need to continue the struggle 
against war. That struggle doesn’t 
end. I’m a member of the Vietnam 
war generation of veterans. We are 
becoming fewer and fewer.”

The goal now is to focus on 
a new generation of veterans, he 
said. Veterans are suffering very 
high unemployment on top of the 
wounds they have suffered, the post 
traumatic stress that makes it so 
diffi cult for them to reintegrate into 
civilian life and fi nd jobs. There is 
also a shocking level of homeless-
ness among veterans, he said.

Veterans have a long history 
of struggling against job discrimi-
nation. “Remember the Bonus 
Marchers,” he said. “We need to 
step up the struggle to bring the 
younger generation of veterans 
home and work to protect them 
when they get here.”
People’s World 

Terror and revenge 
engulfs NATO’s Libya
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Outdated and 
oppressive

While I would concur that the 
CHOGM Taskforce may have ful-
fi lled its role of having a CHOGM 
run smoothly and without incident 
I cannot help but wonder if the 
overwhelming security presence 
in Perth also contributed to its 
ongoing demise.

I was part of the peaceful non-vio-
lent protest on October 28, against the 
model of imperialism which CHOGM 
seeks to foster, and I couldn’t help 
wondering why the massive security 
presence was necessary. There was 
police surveillance on the sides of 
the rally and march and in the march 
itself. When the protest arrived at the 
Wesley Church in William Street there 
were row after row of mounted and 
foot patrols of police to ensure that the 
message of dissent from the protest 
did not get within two city blocks 
of the Convention Centre where 
CHOGM was being held.

US and British imperialism of 
which CHOGM is a part are no longer 
representative of the world which the 
majority of the masses want and need 
which has been highlighted by the 
revolts and occupations around the 
world in recent months.

It was this outdated and oppres-
sive world view which Julian 
Assange sought to expose to the 
world and for which he ultimately 
may face extradition beyond Sweden 
to the, “bowels of the monster” as 
Cuban revolutionary hero Jose Martí 
referred to the USA.

The CHOGM held in Perth was, 
as noted in Monday’s West Australian 
by Steve Pennells, through its inabil-
ity to move on human rights adding 
another nail into its coffi n of its 
irrelevancy just as the US and other 
imperialist powers are proving with 
their pursuit of Julian Assange over 
WikiLeaks.

Richard Titelius
WA

No Minister
They are showing “Yes, Minister” 
on one of the commercial channels 
and at the same time news pro-
grams are showing NSW minister 
responsible for environment and 
heritage protection, Robyn Parker. 
I tell you what – the accents are 
different but the messages … 

Ms Parker, Minister for the 
Environment, was previously quoted 
as saying that cutting trees down is 
good for koalas. Yesterday, in the 
aftermath of ammonia discharge from 
the Orica plant in Newcastle which 
put several people into hospital after 
an ammonia gas leak, she made a 
complete fool of herself when she 
could not answer any questions and 
had to rely on prompts. Questioned 
by reporters it became clear she 
didn’t even know the name of the 
company’s chief executive. The 
government has since been forced 

by public pressure to close the plant 
in Newcastle.

God knows why she had been 
appointed into this position by 
Premier Barry O’Farrell. As far as 
I am concerned it just goes to show 
how little the present NSW govern-
ment thinks of the importance of both 
the environment and heritage protec-
tion if it chooses to appoint such an 
incompetent person to this portfolio.

Whereas I enjoy “Yes, Minister”, 
I can’t say I appreciate Ms Parker in 
this position.

Mati English
Sydney

A chance to develop

When UNESCO accepted Palestine 
as its 195th member the USA 
immediately retaliated by with-
drawing funds from the organisa-
tion which had been created to 
promote education, science and 
culture.

Any fi nancial cutbacks mean that 
there will be cutbacks in UNESCO’s 
programs. However it was so very 
good to fi nd out that countries which 
are not all that fl ush with money 
have found some to contribute to 
UNESCO.

Gabon announced that it would 
donate $2 million; India, Madagascar, 
Guatemala, Cameroon, Gambia said 
they would discuss how they could 
help fi nancially. While Nobel Peace 
Prize winner Obama is busy travelling 
the globe to set up additional military 
bases the rest of the world is trying to 
give people a chance for development 
and peace.

T Southern
Brisbane

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Suspicious 
deals and 
square meals

When Labor was in offi ce in NSW, 
Liberal leader Barry O’Farrell 
was a relentless denouncer of the 
chicanery and corruption that was 
such a trademark of the Labor 
Right. He presented himself as an 
honest man combating sharks and 
shysters. 

However, the Libs are by 
defi nition at least as right wing as the 
right wing of the Labor Party. They 
too regard government as a branch of 
business, subject to the same ethics 
(or lack of them) as the business deals 
they lust after so determinedly.

Their reasoning appears to be, 
if you can get away with it in the 
commercial world then it’s OK to 
try to get away with it in the political 
world. And since the ones trying 
to “get away with it” are the ones 
making the laws, who is going to 
stop them, eh?

So, the whiff of corruption that 
persistently hung around the Labor 
government’s property deals, around 
its big ticket infrastructure deals, 
around anything involving large 
amounts of public money being paid 
out to private companies, still hangs 
around, but now it’s around the 
O’Farrell Liberal government.

And right on cue, the O’Farrell 

government has floated the idea 
of massive structural changes to 
Sydney’s rail transport system, to 
fix “newly identified problems”.  
Apparently, rail transport experts have 
informed the government that in a 
relatively few years’ time, Sydney’s 
train system will be unable to move 
enough people during morning and 
evening peak periods to prevent 
bottlenecks from forming.

Various options have been 
proposed for dealing with this “crisis”, 
including the hideously expensive one 
of one or more additional harbour 
crossings. Property developers 
will already be licking their lips in 
anticipation of a killing – or two.

Sydney has an extensive urban 
rail system using double-deck 
carriages, so that although it carries 
a lot of people for often quite long 
distances, most of those passengers 
are seated, for some if not all the 
journey. Only a small part of Sydney’s 
rail system is underground, so the 
seats are reversible to allow people 
to sit facing forward (which most 
passengers prefer) and to watch the 
view out the windows.

Except in the busiest part of 
the peak period, it’s a relaxed and 
civilised way to travel.

However, several of the 
expensive options being canvassed 
by the NSW Liberal government 
include replacing the double-deck 
trains with single-deck “metro” 
trains. Designed for predominantly 
underground systems, these trains 
have fewer seats (ranged sideways 
facing inwards with their backs to 
the carriage windows) and more 
space for standing passengers. The 
supposed advantage of these trains 
would be that they could pick up 
and disgorge more passengers in less 
time than the present trains. So more 
“services” could be run.

That would not be so bad if 
Sydney’s trains ran only within 
the CBD: a short trip squashed 
and standing would be bearable if 
uncomfortable. But that is not the 
situation in Sydney, one of the world’s 

worst examples of suburban sprawl. 
Strap-hanging for long distances is 
not a pleasant experience.

What Sydney’s workers need 
to make their daily journeys to 
and from work pleasant and not 
a trial, is an all-round approach 
that looks at not only the rolling 
stock but also the possibilities for 
staggered and fl exible hours of work, 
decentralisation, and other ways of 
meeting the needs of workers rather 
than forcing people to meet the needs 
of industry.

I look forward confi dently to 
revelations in the not too distant future 
of more suspicious deals on the part of 
NSW government ministers – change 
of government notwithstanding.

It is not only the protestors 
marching in the US and around the 
world under variations of the banner 
“OCCUPY WALL STREET!” who 
have identifi ed the capitalist system 
itself as the principal source of the 
present global fi nancial crises. That 
the leading capitalist economies are 
in deep trouble is obvious to any one 
who bothers to look.

Where it used to take an 

unem ployed US worker over fi ve 
weeks on average to fi nd another 
job, now it takes 22 weeks, and union 
jobs (i.e. jobs where the rates and 
conditions have been agreed by a 
major union) are even harder to fi nd.

The offi cial unemployment rate 
in the US is over nine percent, public 
debt is close to 100 percent of GDP 
(even in Britain, another basket case, 
the corresponding fi gure is only 60 
percent), bankruptcies are rampant 
as are foreclosures, homelessness is 
growing rapidly among people with 
jobs, bosses are now routinely looting 
their employees’ pension funds before 
declaring bankruptcy and leaving their 
workers with nothing.

The employer response to this 
economic turmoil is to increase the 
number of layoffs. (How reducing 
workers’ spending power is supposed 
to help the economy is a secret known 
only to capitalists, but crazy though it 
is it’s a favourite response all the same 
of capitalists who think their profi ts 
may be about to decline.) A survey 
of major corporate CEOs at the end 
of September found that the number 
planning job cuts had doubled since 
the preceding quarter.

According to Radio Havana, 

“experts say that the US has lost half 
a decade in terms of growth. Simon 
Johnson, former chief economist of 
the International Monetary Fund, 
questioned how much longer the US 
dollar would remain in circulation.”

A survey conducted by the 
Washington Post found that 73 percent 
of respondents believe the country is 
headed in the wrong direction.

Meanwhile, on the other side 
of the Atlantic, gas and electricity 
prices in Britain have risen almost 
ten percent in one month. The average 
increase in wages has been just one 
percent, but the latest fi gures from 
Britain’s regulatory body, Ofgem, 
show that “annual profi ts per customer 
rose from £15 in June to £125 in 
September”.

Brendan Barber, general secretary 
of Britain’s Trade Union Council 
pointed out that “the cost of living 
is now rising three times faster than 
wages, squeezing people’s living 
standards even tighter”. FareShare, 
which redistributes waste food from 
major British food manufacturers and 
supermarkets to social care charities, 
has seen a 20 percent rise in the 
number of people it is feeding.

No wonder protests are rising. 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland
Overcrowding on 

Sydney trains
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By one of those blunders 
that newspapers tradition-

ally blame on gremlins, the most 
signifi cant program this week – The 
Most Dangerous Man In America: 
Daniel Ellsberg And The Pentagon 
Papers (ABC2 Sunday, November 
20 at 8.30pm) – was written up in 
this paper last week. So this week, 
we’ll deal with the next two most 
interesting shows.

The Ellsberg program was a 
documentary, but the two in today’s 
Guardian are both period dramas. It 
is a sign of the times that although 
the settings of all three are spaced out 
over little more than three decades, 
each not only takes place during a 
war, but a different war in each case.

Slotted opposite the Ellsberg 
program on the ABC’s other channel 
is a BBC adaptation of Sarah Waters’ 
well-regarded novel of lesbian love in 
the 1940s, The Night Watch (ABC1 
Sunday November 20 at 8.30pm). 
The novel may be well regarded, but 
the reaction to the TV movie was 
decidedly mixed, dividing British 
viewers into those who loved it, those 
who hated it, and more or less every 
position in between.

Even the one element most view-
ers criticised – the over intrusive 
and over loud music – was actually 
praised by some viewers. The novel 
is in three parts, each set a few years 
earlier than the part that preceded it. 

This reversal of the usual structure 
of a novel, apparently works well on 
the page, but on screen tends to dis-
sipate any build-up of tension or even 
expectation of “what happens next”.

There was general agreement 
among British critics, however, that 
having to “shoehorn” the events of 
this crowded novel into one 90-minute 
fi lm meant some unfortunately ruth-
less editing. Several critics wondered 
why it had not been made into a mini 
series instead.

I suspect that some of the book’s 
appeal is to bright young middle class 
things who fi nd the portrayal of les-
bian love even today both revolution-
ary and curiously daring. However, 
as far as I can see, lesbian passion 
adds nothing signifi cant to the plot 
or the characterisation, and yet it is 
placed at the heart of the novel (and 
the fi lm). One gets the impression 
that although the girl-on-girl action 
here (including full frontal nudity, 
etc) might be up to the minute, its 
girl-meets–girl plot is every bit as 
arbitrary as the standard Hollywood 
boy-meets-girl plot.

The Hour (ABC1 Mondays 
from November 21 at 

8.30pm) is a 2011 BBC drama series 
(part historical political drama, part 
thriller), set at the BBC itself during 
the Suez crisis of 1956.

There is scope for real drama 
here: A TV newsroom allows topical 
events – even issues – to be legiti-
mately fore-grounded without feeling 
that they have been “dragged in”. 
Until Margaret Thatcher, herself a 
fossil from a past era, went to war 
with Argentina over some tiny islands 
in the South Atlantic, the Suez crisis 
was effectively the last gasp of British 
imperialism, which had dominated 
the world for almost two centuries, 
but which was now obliged to yield 
its global hegemony to US imperial-
ism on the one hand and to the non-
capitalist socialist bloc on the other. 
Being a modern BBC drama series 
The Hour takes a balanced position, 

featuring the inevitable Communist 
spies plus chicanery on the part of 
the British government.

In the best BBC tradition it is 
beautifully produced, with some 
excellent performances, especially 
from Romola Garai and Ben Whishaw 
as the dazzling youngsters facing an 
exciting future in a new-style news 
environment.

Although the critics’ reception 
of the fi rst episode in Britain was 
mixed, a second series was quickly 
lined up. The British Guardian’s 
critic sneeringly likened the series 
to “Drop the Dead Donkey meets 
Spooks”, but had the grace to admit 
that “there’s enough intrigue there to 
whet the appetite for more”. However, 
AA Gill in Murdoch’s The Sunday 
Times called it “self satisfi ed guff” 
with “a script that would shame a 
Bruce Willis movie”. Responding to 
other criticisms of the script as being 
insuffi ciently strong, the show’s writer 
Abi Morgan admitted that some lines 
“haven’t worked”.

American critics were more 
forgiving when the series premiered 
on BBC America. Reviewing it for 
The New Yorker magazine, Nancy 
Franklin wrote that it is “almost 
absurdly gratifying. With its cast-
ing, its look, its unfolding mysteries, 

its attention to important historical 
events, its sexiness, The Hour hits 
every pleasure center.”

Sex has become such an integral 
part of modern historical TV dramas 
that they resemble more and more the 
Carry On series without the jokes.

One reviewer who definitely 
liked The Hour was English blogger 
rhysmann2008.

“The Hour is an intriguing new 
drama”, he wrote, “that spans several 
genres and weaves them together 
cleverly and effectively. There is 
espionage, murder and suspense on 
the one hand; romance on another 
hand; comedy on yet another hand 
[that is presumably why the UK 
Guardian likened it to Drop The 
Dead Donkey]; and political drama 
on the fi nal hand.” In the opinion of 
rhysmann, “the funny and confi dent 
Freddie Lyon, one of the show’s jour-
nalists [is] one of the best characters 
of recent years”.

He also thought the acting was 

“uniformly excellent; Romola Garai 
and Ben Whishaw especially shine 
as Bel and Freddie. There are other 
superb performances from the seedy 
Julian Rhind-Tutt and the suave 
Dominic West, along with my per-
sonal favourite Anna Chancellor 
(Four Weddings and a Funeral) as 
Lix, an acid-tongued feminist in the 
newsroom.

“The story does start off a little 
slowly, but prepare for a roller-
coaster ride later on, particularly in 
the extremely tense fi nal episode, 
where the drama is perfectly pitched. 
The loose ends are nicely tied up, and 
the conclusion is suitably ambiguous, 
ready for the second series which has 
been commissioned. The only quibble 
is the sometimes anachronistic dia-
logue; but one tends not to notice this 
as everything else is so good. Overall, 
this is an intriguing, intelligent drama 
with plenty of strands, twists and 
turns, and fantastic acting all round. I 
await series two eagerly.” 

Rob Gowland

previews
ABC & SBS

Public Television

The Hour (ABC1 
Mondays from 
November 21
 at 8.30pm) – 
Freddie Lyon 

(Ben Whishaw) 
and Bel Rowley 

(Romola Garai).

Enmore Newsagent
195 Enmore Rd (near Edgeware Rd) 

Enmore, NSW

This Sydney newsagent 
regularly stocks The Guardian

November 18
AUSTRALIA'S ONE-SPEED ECONOMY – 
RECESSION OR RECOVERY?
Ian Verrender, economic journalist SMH; 
Steve Keen, University of Western Sydney

POLITICSin the pub

Sydney

CPA Melbourne Offi ce
The CPA offi  ce in Melbourne will be open on 

Wednesdays and Thursdays from 12:00 pm to 3:00 pm. 
Come in for a chat.

Books and Party publicati ons also available.

Room 0 Trades Hall, Lygon St, Carlton
03 9639 1550

Brisbane

Australian Solidarity with Latin America

El Salvador & Guatemala flood relief
Saturday November 26

Start from 4:00pm 

Party 7:00 till midnight 

Spanish Centre – 244 Mortimer Rd Acacia Ridge

Family event and party night program

Children entertainment

Raffles • Auction • Balloons • Iceblocks • Face painting

Magician (5:00pm) – Julian and his big red box of magic tricks

Info: 0447 612 508

You’re invited
to a gathering to mark the

23rd SA State Conference of the 
Communist Party of Australia

4:30pm, Saturday November 19, 2011
Royal Park Doghouse Club – 66 Watt le Ave, Royal Park

Speakers from the trade unions and the community
Toast the 60th anniversary of the defeat of 

the referendum to ban the Communist Party

Entry free - snacks provided - bar service available

Further info: Bob Briton 0418 894 366 sa@cpa.org.au

Adelaide



12 The Guardian
November 16 2011

Communist Party of Australia
Central Committee:
General Secretary: Dr Hannah Middleton
Party President: Vinnie Molina
74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010
Ph: 02 9699 8844 Fax: 02 9699 9833
Sydney District Committee:
Tony Oldfi eld
74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010
Ph: 02 9699 8844 Fax: 02 9699 9833

Newcastle Branch:
PO Box 367
Hamilton NSW 2303
Ph:  02 4023 8540 / 0401 824 386
newcastle@cpa.org.au
Riverina Branch:
Allan Hamilton
2/57 Cooper St Cootamundra 2590
riverinacpa@live.com.au

Melbourne Branch:
Andrew Irving viccpa@netspace.net.au
PO Box 3 Room 0 Trades Hall
Lygon St Carlton Sth 3053
Ph: 03 9639 1550 Fax: 03 9639 4199
West Australian Branch: 
Vinnie Molina perth@cpa.org.au
PO Box 98 North Perth WA 6906
Ph: 0419 812 872

Brisbane Branch: David Matters
PO Box 33, Camp Hill, Qld 4152
Ph: 0419 769 129
cpabris@live.com.au
South Australian State Committee:
Bob Briton, PO Box 612, Port Adelaide BC, 
SA 5015 Ph: 0418 894 366
www.cpasa.blogspot.com
Email: sa@cpa.org.au

Website: www.cpa.org.au
Email: cpa@cpa.org.au

Website: www.cpa.org.au/guardian
Email: guardian@cpa.org.auThe Guardian

Michel Chossudovsky

In November 2005, the New York Times 
(NYT) published a report by William J 
Broad and David E Sanger entitled “Relying 
on Computer, US Seeks to Prove Iran’s 
Nuclear Aims”. Washington’s allegations, 
reported in the NYT hinged upon documents 
“obtained from a stolen Iranian computer 
by an unknown source and given to US 
intelligence in 2004”. (See Gareth Porter, 
Exclusive Report: Evidence of Iran Nuclear 
Weapons Program May Be Fraudulent, 
Global Research, November 18, 2010).

These documents included “a series of 
drawings of a missile re-entry vehicle” which 
allegedly could accommodate an Iranian pro-
duced nuclear weapon.

“In mid-July, senior American intelligence 
offi cials called the leaders of the international 
atomic inspection agency to the top of a sky-
scraper overlooking the Danube in Vienna and 
unveiled the contents of what they said was a 
stolen Iranian laptop computer.

The Americans fl ashed on a screen and 
spread over a conference table selections from 
more than a thousand pages of Iranian computer 
simulations and accounts of experiments, saying 
they showed a long effort to design a nuclear 
warhead, according to a half-dozen European 
and American participants in the meeting.

The documents, the Americans acknowl-
edged from the start, do not prove that Iran 

has an atomic bomb. They presented them as 
the strongest evidence yet that, despite Iran’s 
insistence that its nuclear program is peaceful, 
the country is trying to develop a compact war-
head to fi t atop its Shahab missile, which can 
reach Israel and other countries in the Middle 
East.”(William J Broad and David E Sanger 
“Relying on Computer, U.S. Seeks to Prove 
Iran’s Nuclear Aims”)

These “secret documents” were subse-
quently submitted by the US State Department 
to the International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA), with a view to demonstrating that Iran 
was developing a nuclear weapons program.

While their authenticity has been questioned 
on several occasions, a recent article by investi-
gative reporter Gareth Porter confi rms unequivo-
cally that the mysterious laptop documents are 
fake. The drawings contained in the documents 
do not pertain to the Shahab missile but to an 
obsolete North Korean missile system which 
was decommissioned by Iran in the mid-1990s.

How stupid!
In July 2005, Robert Joseph, US undersec-

retary of state for arms control and international 
security, made a formal presentation on the 
purported Iranian nuclear weapons program 
documents to the agency’s leading offi cials in 
Vienna. Joseph fl ashed excerpts from the docu-
ments on the screen, giving special attention to 
the series of technical drawings or “schemat-
ics” showing 18 different ways of fi tting an 
unidentifi ed payload into the re-entry vehicle 

or “warhead” of Iran’s medium-range ballistic 
missile, the Shahab-3.

When IAEA analysts were allowed to study 
the documents, however, they discovered that 
those schematics were based on a re-entry 
vehicle that the analysts knew had already been 
abandoned by the Iranian military in favour of 
a new, improved design. The warhead shown 
in the schematics had the familiar “dunce 
cap” shape of the original North Korean No 
Dong missile, which Iran had acquired in the 
mid-1990s.  

The laptop documents had depicted the 
wrong re-entry vehicle being redesigned.

Who was behind the production of fake 
intelligence? Gareth Porter suggests that Israel’s 
Mossad has been a source of fake intelligence 
regarding Iran’s alleged nuclear weapons 
program:

“The origin of the laptop documents may 
never be proven conclusively, but the accumu-
lated evidence points to Israel as the source. As 
early as 1995, the head of the Israel Defence 
Forces’ military intelligence research and 
assessment division, Yaakov Amidror, tried 
unsuccessfully to persuade his American coun-
terparts that Iran was planning to ‘go nuclear’. 
By 2003-2004, Mossad’s reporting on the Iranian 
nuclear program was viewed by high-ranking 
CIA offi cials as an effort to pressure the Bush 
administration into considering military action 
against Iran’s nuclear sites, according to Israeli 
sources cited by a pro-Israeli news service.”

Lies and fabrications

The laptop documents were essential to 
sustaining America’s position in the UN Security 
Council. 

We are dealing with a clear case of fake 
intelligence comparable to that presented by 
Colin Powell in February 2003 on Iraq’s alleged 
weapons of mass destruction. The fake intel-
ligence presented to the UN Security Council 
was used as a justifi cation for the March 2003 
invasion of Iraq.

“The evidence or lack thereof, speaks for 
itself. In the months leading up to the war in 
Iraq, the Bush administration produced hundreds 
of pages of intelligence for members of Congress 
and for the United Nations that showed how 
Iraq’s president Saddam Hussein possessed tons 
of chemical and biological weapons and was 
actively pursuing a nuclear weapons program.

The intelligence information, gathered by 
the CIA and the Defence Intelligence Agency, a 
Department of the defence agency that gathers 
foreign military intelligence for the Pentagon, 
was used by the Bush administration to con-
vince the public that Iraq posed a threat to the 
world.” (See Jason Leopold, “Powell Denies 
Intelligence Failure In Buildup To War, But 
Evidence Doesn’t Hold Up”, (Global Research, 
June 2003)
globalresearch.ca 

Using fake intelligence 
to wage war on Iran

I say the peace pale and sudden
Like a happiness long dreamt of
Like a happiness you barely
Believe you’ve found

I say the peace like a woman
I’d open the door then all at once
Her two arms around my soul and
Around my neck

I say the peace an old window
That rattles on a fi ne morning
When the whole world has only the
Fragrance of thyme

I say the peace so it can light
Your steps during this new season
But like an ordinary thing
In any home

For the birds and for the brushes
Green and black above the waters
And for the busy little fi sh
In the rushes

I say the peace for all the stars
For every hour of the day
Every roof tile and for you
Shadow and love

I say the peace for childhood games
Where you run and jump, laugh and cry
Where you lose your train of thought on
The wide prairie

I say the peace but this is strange
This feeling of fear that I have
Because my heart itself changes
Lightly lightly

I say the peace howsoever
Precarious fragile voiceless
Because it’s like a bee who works
Though it’s unseen

Just a sudden breeze through the leaves
Just a simple hesitation
Ray of sunlight on the threshold
Of our passions

Peace falters as though uncertain
Like steps of a convalescent
Still attuned to disabling wounds
And how they bled

The war lets its tight reins go slack
The war has even lost its fi ght
What’s left is a dull silence
Poorly cushioned

Wagons that go to the barracks
Are still making a little noise
We will dance in the alfalfa
Until night falls

You will see tomorrow you will
The school children on the playgrounds
And lovely weather though not what
Was predicted

Now we will fi ght for a new youth
Of houses and some happy days
And for lovers who want to have
Lots of children

We will pull it back together
Through the burnt marvels of our world
Life will come around without your
Having to beg

Soon now you will want me to name
The new palaces we will make
The tunes in the people’s minds
And our pipedreams

And the immense laboratory
Where the miracles are human
And the pillars of history
Are in our hands

I know I know it’s all to do
In this century where Death made camp
And to look for Peace at all
Is so far out

Brief scattered fi res die dully down
One can easily see how it is
Someone always offers the wolf
A place to live

Someone somewhere always dreams of
Being the fi st on the table
And thus beneath the cloth of truce
Nothing happens

I know I know what one can say
And the risk of falling asleep
How man at his best and his worst
Is the problem

I know but it’s the Peace even so
The monster retreats before us
This that I defend that I love
Lives forever

It’s the Peace people know about
Vaguely everything more or less
Against the master for the slave
To be witness

It’s the Peace of the people
Deaf from roar of deepest liberty
It’s a silence of drumbeats
When May’s begun

It’s the Peace hued by evidence
Where the murderer left his name
To whom the veil of the widow
Cries out her No!

It’s the Peace that forces murder
Down to its knees for confession
And that cries out with the victims
Stop the killing!

Louis Aragon (1954)

Song of Peace


