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US president Barack Obama used his short 
visit to Australia (November 16-17) to warn 
the People’s Republic of China that the US 
is the sole great power in the Asia-Pacifi c 
region and to lock in Australia more tightly 
than ever to its war plans. Citing the 60th 
anniversary of the US-Australian alliance, 
he told the Australian parliament and people 
that the alliance was being strengthened, 
and that there would be an increased US 
military presence in Australia and the Asia-
Pacifi c region.

Obama sent a thinly veiled message to 
China: that it needs to change its economic 
policies, its political system and accept US 
domination in the region or else!

Or as Paul Kelly from The Australian 
summed it up: “The US will keep its ‘unique 
ability to project power’. Nations are expected 
to abide by the rules, largely America’s. China 
needs to change its ways and its policies.”

The US will increase its military presence, 
including a new base in Darwin with the estab-
lishment of a 2,500-strong Marine Air-Ground 
Task Force by 2016. Australian defence forces 
will be further integrated into the US military 
under US command. Perhaps more important 
than the additional personnel, there will be a 
build up of US warships, submarines, B-52 
bombers, fi ghters, other aircraft and equipment, 
supplies and weapons (possibly nuclear) based 
in Australia.

The Tindal base in the Northern Territory 
(NT) will be used for training and joint exercises 
with Australian, US and other regional forces. 
Garden Island in Western Australia (WA) and 
HMAS Stirling will also play an increased role.

The new base or bases will provide a launch-
ing pad for wars in the Indian Ocean and South 
China Sea.

Australia has already undertaken a reloca-
tion of its own military forces with two thirds 
of the Army’s combat forces now in the NT 
and nearly half the fl eet in WA, in line with 
US strategic plans.

Australia is spending billions of dollars on 
new equipment and weapons to increase its 
contribution. (See “Preparing for war – Defence 
White Paper”, Guardian 13-05-09)

The Australian government denies that the 
Darwin facilities will be a US base, that they 
are Australian with US visitors. In other words, 

it appears the Australian taxpayers will fund the 
new US base. Australia already spends $80 mil-
lion a day in its role as deputy sheriff to the US.

Obama warns China
During the years of the Obama administra-

tion, the number of provocations and signals 
being sent to China on economic, military 
and territorial issues has increased. Although 
China was not named directly, Obama’s speech 
to the Australian Parliament went far further 
than sending signals. It was a warning not to 
challenge US domination. It was a warning to 
comply or else.

The message was centred on domination by 
the US in the Asia-Pacifi c region, with the US 
shaping the region’s future and enforcing its 
“values”. It was a reaffi rmation of US imperial-
ism’s wishes as the centrepiece of Australia’s 
foreign policy.

Obama described the Alliance as “unbreak-
able”. He said, that as US president, he had 
made “a deliberate and strategic decision – as 
a Pacifi c nation, the United States will play a 
larger and long-term role in shaping this region 
and its future, by upholding core principles and 
in close partnership with our allies and friends.”

Explaining what this means, Obama said: 
“We stand for an international order in which 
the rights and responsibilities of all nations and 
all people are upheld. Where international law 
and norms are enforced. Where commerce and 
freedom of navigation are not impeded. Where 
emerging powers contribute to regional security, 
and where disagreements are resolved peace-
fully. That’s the future that we seek.”

The norms will be determined by the US and 
the upholding and enforcing will be done by the 
US with help from Australia and other allies.

“My guidance is clear. As we plan and 
budget for the future, we will allocate the 
resources necessary to maintain our strong 
military presence in this region. We will pre-
serve our unique ability to project power and 
deter threats to peace.” The “threats to peace” 
are China, the Democratic People’s Republic of 
Korea (North Korea) and any force that asserts 
its independence and does not submit to the US.

“Our enduring interests in the region 
demand our enduring presence in the region. 
The United States is a Pacifi c power, and we 
are here to stay.

“Meanwhile, the United States will continue 
our effort to build a cooperative relationship with 

China,” Obama says hypocritically. In the next 
breath, he warns China, “We will do this, even 
as we continue to speak candidly to Beijing 
about the importance of upholding international 
norms and respecting the universal human rights 
of the Chinese people.”

In another attack on China: “We need 
growth that is fair, where every nation plays by 
the rules; where workers’ rights are respected, 
and our businesses can compete on a level play-
ing fi eld; where the intellectual property and new 
technologies that fuel innovation are protected; 
and where currencies are market driven so no 
nation has an unfair advantage.”

Obama lectures on democracy and workers’ 
rights as if the US were the embodiment of all 
things wholesome. He equates Communism 
with fascism.

The US’s future for the Asia Pacifi c will be 
pursued “in partnership with allies and friends, 
and with every element of American power.”

The Australian Greens were the only 
parliamentary party to raise questions about 
the new base and heightened presence of US 
marines, war ships, aircraft, weapons and other 
equipment in Australia. They also questioned 
the undemocratic fashion in which the US 
president informed the elected representatives 
of the Australian people of the US’s decision.

“Australia should have an independent 
relationship with its neighbours, its own region 
and the world on its own terms,” Greens leader 
Bob Brown said.

Globalisation and militarism
The massive armed forces that are being 

continually built up are the military arm of 
globalisation. Militarism is an essential part of 
the drive for world domination by the United 
States and Australia has signed away its political 
and military independence to US imperialism.
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PRESS FUND
The Italian government’s new cabinet is reported to include “no 
politicians” – presumably meaning they’ve all been appointed, 
rather than elected. The former Prime Minister of Greece acceded 
to demands from the IMF and finance institutions to implement 
economic “reforms” rather than submitting them to a referendum, 
which would certainly have resulted in their rejection by the 
Greek people. So much for government by the people! We need 
contributions to the Press Fund to help us keep you informed about 
the global struggle for democracy, so if you possibly can please send 
us something for the next issue. We offer our thanks to this week’s 
contributors, as follows:
Anonymous $35, Mark Mannion $10, Scott Manwaring $12, 
Mick Power (Guardian tin) $50.35, “Round Figure” $17.65, 
Dennis White $5
This week’s total: $130 Progressive total: $13,820

Agenda for war
The tough, assertive and aggressive tone of Obama’s speeches 

on his Asian tour was much more than rhetoric for a US domestic 
audience where his popularity stakes are low. The Obama administra-
tion is raising the US’s already aggressive military posture to new 
and extremely dangerous heights, far beyond the usual references 
to “containing” China. The Asia Pacifi c region will be given “a top 
priority” as forces are wound back in Afghanistan and pulled out 
of Iraq. The defence budget will suffer cuts, but not at the expense 
of the Asia-Pacifi c mission.

In many respects the US’s strategic objectives are not new; it is 
a question of intensity and heightening of war preparations. Obama, 
in a conscious political act, is rachetting up regional tensions and 
strengthening America’s military might in the region, with Australia 
its most loyal ally and an important launching pad for aggression.

The US’s encirclement of China has been underway for some 
time. On the west fl ank of China it is seen in its war in Afghanistan 
and attacks on Pakistan; the buying of support from India and now 
most recently Burma; and interference in the internal politics of 
former Soviet republics. Following recent elections, the future of its 
huge Manas base in Kyrgystan is in doubt.

On the east fl ank, the US has recently escalated tensions on the 
Korean peninsula, increasing the risk of war. The US has bases in 
South Korea, Japan, Guam and Diego Garcia. Obama also signed 
up the Philippines for stronger military ties during his Asian tour. 
The US was forced to remove its bases from the Philippines in 1991.

Obama’s claims to be “protecting vital sea lanes in the Asia-Pacifi c, 
including in the South China Sea” on the south-eastern coast of China. 
The US has rehearsed military exercises simulating the blockade of 
China’s waterways to cut off the country’s maritime trade routes.

The South China Sea lies between China and Vietnam to its west 
fl ank, the Philippines and Brunei to the east and Malaysia to the 
south. It is already a point of tension with confl icting territorial claims 
between China, Vietnam, Brunei, Malaysia and the Philippines. The 
situation is made even more dangerous by US attempts to infl ame 
the situation, trying to build opposition to China’s claims.

The South China Sea, as well as being seen as strategically im-
portant to the US militarily, is also of interest because it is believed 
to have large oil, gas and mineral deposits.

The US and its lackeys in the media accuse China of becoming 
more assertive and being responsible for increased tensions. China 
has shown no signs of aggression, no indication of expansionism, no 
desires of being a “super power” dominating the globe or a region. 
It has remained calm in the face of serious provocation in the South 
China Sea and in relation to Taiwan. It has however, refused to bow 
to the demands of the West; refused to surrender its independence. 
In this sense it is “assertive”, asserting its democratic and sovereign 
rights under international law.

In the various international forums and in bilateral relations it 
seeks co-operation based on friendship, peace and mutual benefi t. 
China clearly is not looking for war. China has nothing to gain from 
war. Whereas for the Obama administration war is a means towards 
outright global domination (eliminating China as a competitor). It 
might also be seen as a way out of its present economic crisis. After 
all, US corporations stand to make a killing from a new big war, a 
war, possibly nuclear, that could spread to the Middle East.

It would not be the fi rst time that war has served such an economic 
purpose. It took the Second World War for capitalism to eventually 
fi nd its way out of the ongoing crisis following the Great Depression. 
Comparisons are being made with the present economic crisis, which 
has still a long way to unfold, and the Great Depression.

The Occupy movement in the US is an expression of the anger of 
millions of Americans suffering high unemployment, insecure jobs, 
homelessness, low wages and the threat of more austerity measures 
as over one trillion dollars in budget cuts are being lined up for next 
year. Obama has little time left to turn public opinion around.

The US’s aim is to remove the Communist Party of China from 
power, break up the territorial integrity of China into compliant 
capitalist states (the Yugoslav model) and so eliminate China as a 
competing economic power, while gaining access to its people and 
markets for exploitation and investment.

Islamic Republic of Iran 
is responsible for Ali 
Nejati’s life and safety
The anti-workers regime of Iran has arrested and 
jailed Ali Nejati, a board member of the Syndicate 
(Union) of Haft Tapeh Sugar Cane Company. On 
November 12, he submitted his medical records to 
the court and judge. These documents proved his 
poor health including a note from his doctor stating 
that he is not able to bear a year in jail. The Islamic 
regime paid zero attention to these documents and 
ignored all statements made by Labour organisations 
with regards to Mr Nejati’s situation.

This is a barbaric act on Islamic regime’s part. 
It’s against all international treaties and humanitarian 
principles.

We, the Solidarity Committees in Support of Workers 
in Iran, condemn the sentence. This is the second time 
that Ali Nejati has been sentenced to one year in prison. 

We condemn the sentences issued against him and other 
labour activists of other movements. We urge the Iranian 
government to revoke those sentences and free Ali Nejati 
immediately and unconditionally! We hold the Islamic 
Republic and particularly its justice system and the 
prosecutor responsible for Ali Nejati’s health and safety.

Hands off from Workers Movement!
Free all Worker Activists!

Solidarity Committees with Workers Movement in 
Iran- Abroad

November16, 2011

nhkommittehamahangi@gmail.com
www.nahadha.blogspot.com/
boltanxaberi@gmail.com
www.youtube.com/user/NahadhayHambastegy

Consumer backlash 
against Coles’s 
killer chicken supplier
Melbourne - In just 24 hours, more 
than 1,000 Australians have joined 
an explosive campaign on Change.
org calling on supermarket giant 
Coles to live up to its own ethical 
sourcing policy and stop buying 
chicken from a company accused 
of exploiting its largely migrant 
workforce.

Young mum Jade Cruse started 
the petition on Change.org after 
learning about the decapitation 
death of Indian migrant Sarel Singh 
at the Baiada Select Poultry chicken 
factory, west of Melbourne, in 
August last year.

Jade said Sarel’s death was the 
second fatality in six years and the 
latest in a string of incidents at the 
controversial chicken producer that 
prompted her to take action. Baiada 

– which has annual revenues of 
more than $1 billion – is involved 
in a major dispute with workers 
after allegations of unsafe working 
conditions, bullying, sexual harass-
ment, and cash-in-hand contracts 
below minimum wage.

“I always shop at Coles and so 
do the rest of my family,” said Jade, 
a mother of one from Reservoir. 
“It is my understanding that Coles 
guarantee that all of their suppli-
ers adhere to their ethical sourc-
ing policy, which ensures workers 
have basic wages, health and safety 
standards in their factories.

“I’m not going back into a 
Coles store until they put some 
meat into their ethical sourcing pol-
icy – guaranteeing that when I buy 
a chicken or any other product from 

Coles, it isn’t produced by workers 
being exploited for profi ts.”

Change.org is the world’s fast-
est growing platform for social 
change, empowering millions of 
people to start, join and win cam-
paigns on issues they care about in 
their community.

“The consumer backlash we 
have seen against Coles in the 
less than 24 hours since Jade 
launched her campaign is remark-
able,” said Change.org Australian 
Director Nick Allardice. “Change.
org is about empowering anyone, 
anywhere to demand action on the 
issues that matter to them, and it 
has been incredible to watch Jade’s 
campaign take off.” 

Stateless asylum seekers 
hospitalised
Another desperate protest has hit 
the Darwin detention centre. Five 
stateless Fali Kurd asylum seekers, 
calling themselves “IMR victims” 
have staged protests and self 
harmed throughout last Monday. 
(IMR is the so-called “Independent 
Merits Review”, the appeal hearing 
after asylum seekers have been 
rejected at their initial interview.)

During the day, three of them 
stitched their lips together in a protest 
over the length of time they have been 
held in detention.

Then, on Monday night around 
9 pm Darwin time, the fourth Kurdish 
asylum seeker was taken to hospital 
by ambulance after he collapsed after 
taking an overdose. The fi fth, who 
also took an overdose, collapsed 
around forty minutes later and was 
also taken to hospital. Their condition 
is not known.

Shouting and screaming could 
be heard in the compound where the 
Kurds had collapsed.

The fi ve Fali Kurds have been 
in detention for between 18 and 

22 months. All of them have been 
rejected at both their initial assess-
ment and at their IMR appeal. But 
none of them have proceedings in 
the Federal Magistrates Court and 
are now in limbo.

The fi ve sent letters to their case 
managers a few days ago asking when 
they will get their Federal Magistrates 
Court hearing, and to be sent back 
if they cannot stay in Australia or 
released on bridging visa or com-
munity detention.

“Their case manager just tells 
them, ‘Be patient. Be patient’, but 
they can’t take it any more,” a fel-
low asylum seeker told the Refugee 
Action Coalition.

“They are waiting almost two 
years while new arrivals are being 
released. Nobody knows what is 
going on. People from boat 250 are 
being released, but what about boat 
150?” he said.

The protest highlights the arbi-
trariness of the off-shore processing 
system and plight of stateless asylum 
seekers in detention. The government 

knows that it cannot send the Fali 
Kurds anywhere, yet they are being 
kept in detention. There are also huge 
anomalies in the processing of Fali 
Kurds. Some assessors recognise 
the repression and state persecution 
they suffer and grant refugee status, 
while other assessors deny they are 
refugees effectively condemning them 
to indefi nite detention.

All of them are on sleeping tab-
lets and other medication. “We take 
medicine to sleep, and medicine to 
eat, medicine to live the day. They are 
keeping their lips stitched until they 
get an answer,” the Refugee Action 
Coalition was told.

“There are hundreds of stateless 
asylum seekers and Iranians in exactly 
the same situation,” said Ian Rintoul, 
spokesperson for the Refugee Action 
Coalition. “The off-shore process-
ing system must be reviewed. All 
the stateless asylum seekers, and all 
those still waiting for security clear-
ances should be immediately released. 
Prolonged detention is destroying 
their physical and mental health.” 
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Continued from page 1
The government may have also 

signed away the future profi ts of 
mining corporations and fi nancial 
institutions. Australia needs China. 
China is not dependent on Australia. 
This is clearly a concern of a section 
of Australia’s ruling class who feel 
the Gillard government has gone 
too far.

The CEOs of mining (including 
BHP), banking and airline companies 
are reported to have declined invita-
tions to a state dinner for Obama. 
They attended in force when China’s 
vice-president Xi Jinping visited last 
year. “Corporate Australia recognises 
our economy is fundamentally tied 
to China, not America”, said BC 
Iron managing director Mike Young, 
refl ecting the sentiments of a section 
of Australia’s ruling class who know 
where their economic future is to be 
found.

The US is treading a precarious 
path economically. It is the largest 
debtor nation in the world. China is 
its largest creditor. The US economy 
is in deep crisis, with no obvious way 
out for the ruling class there. The 
usual economic “remedies” such as an 
expansionary budget are not possible. 
Europe cannot provide the markets 
and new sources of investment it 
needs, but China can. The bankruptcy 
of capitalism and the “Empire”, in 
particular, are becoming more evident 
to masses of people.

China concerned
People’s Daily, the offi cial news-

paper of the Communist Party of 
China, published an opinion piece 
from its English language Global 
Times (16-11-2011):

“Australia surely cannot play 
China for a fool. It is impossible for 
China to remain detached no matter 
what Australia does to undermine 
its security. There is real worry in 
the Chinese society concerning 
Australia’s acceptance of an increased 
US military presence. Such psychol-
ogy will infl uence the long-term 

development of the Australia-China 
relationship.

“Some Australians have been 
arguing that China does need 
Australian resources to fuel its own 
economy, and thus the two countries 
rely on each other. It is true that China 
does not have many cards to play to 
respond to Australia. The US military 
presence in Australia will not change 
matters in the short-term. It remains to 
be seen how Australia will behave in 
the future and how China is going to 
respond. But one thing is certain – if 
Australia uses its military bases to 
help the US harm Chinese interests, 
then Australia itself will be caught in 
the crossfi re.

“Australia should at least prevent 
things from growing out of control. 
China values its friendship with 
Australia, and people here under-
stand Australia’s diffi culty in seeking 
the balance between two powers. 
However, there is a certain line that 
neither side should cross. Australia 
should cherish its friendship with 
China and show this, not merely spout 
soothing words.”

Then on November 18, the Global 
Times carried another piece, “US 
Asia-Pacifi c strategy brings steep 
price”:

“Coupled with strengthened 
US-Australia and US-Philippines 
military alliances, this move is only 
a part of US new Asia-Pacifi c strat-
egy. These acts bring great pressure 
to China and it is now expected that 
China will take some countermeas-
ures. The US is carrying out smart 
power diplomacy that takes China as 
its target in Asia.”

Foreign Minister Kevin Rudd 
responded forthrightly to China’s 
concerns: “Let’s just be very blunt 
about it: we are not going to have 
our national security policy dictated 
by any other external power. It’s a 
sovereign matter for Australia. We 
don’t seek to dictate to the Chinese 
on what their national security policy 
should be.”

What hypocrisy! China’s 

objection is to the US, with Australia 
under its wings, attempting to dictate 
policy to China. And who is dictat-
ing policy to Australia, Mr Rudd? 
Australia’s sovereignty was torn to 
shreds last week in Canberra.

Indonesia worried, 
India roped in

Australia’s neighbour to the 
north, Indonesia, also has concerns. 
Indonesia’s foreign minister Marty 
Natalegawa said the deal could cre-
ate a “vicious circle of tension and 
mistrust.”

TG Hasanuddin, vice-chair-
man of Indonesia’s parliamen-
tary Commission that oversees 
security and foreign affairs policy 
also expressed concerns: “The place-
ment of 2,500 US mariners in Darwin 
would create new tension in ASEAN 
which has been known as a peace 
zone, not a confl ict zone.”

Gillard’s about-face on the ban 
on selling uranium to India – because 
it had not signed the nuclear non-
proliferation treaty (NNPT) – was 
neatly timed the day before Obama’s 
arrival. With the support of the right-
wing, including (jobs at any price) 
Paul Howes, leader of the Australian 
Workers’ Union, Gillard is confi dent 
that the forthcoming ALP conference 
will lift its ban.

She defended the sale of ura-
nium on the basis that India had an 
agreement with the US, which had 
been approved by the International 
Atomic Energy Agency (bypassing 
the NNPT). The US, in total disre-
gard of international law, signed the 
agreement with India as part of its 
campaign to fi rmly embed India as 
a military and political ally in the 
region.

The argument used by Foreign 
Minister Stephen Smith and Gillard 
that Australia’s uranium would be 
tracked and not used for nuclear 
weapons is rubbish. Australia’s ura-
nium frees up uranium from other 
sources to be used in the manufacture 

of nuclear weapons. Australia’s deci-
sion adds to the risk of nuclear war.

Wrong move
China poses no threat to Australia. 

But an Australia tightly integrated in 
the US war machine must be seen 
as threatening to China and to the 
stability and security of the region. 
Australia has nothing to gain from 
war with China, in fact a great deal 
to lose in lives, economically and in 
damage to its international reputation.

The Sydney Morning Herald 
weekend editorial (November 19-20) 
urged caution: “Australia would have 
had much to gain from keeping to 
its middle course between two great 

powers. Having taken sides early, 
though, we have taken a risk. We 
will fi nd out in coming years how 
much was at stake in that premature 
decision.”

The Australian government is 
captive to the same interests that 
dominate the US Administration. It 
cannot be expected to stand up for 
Australia’s independence or peace-
ful relationships with our neighbours 
based on mutual benefi t. A truly rep-
resentative government would have 
taken the opportunity presented by 
last week’s visit by Barack Obama 
to make it clear that we won’t be 
dragged into the US’ plans for domi-
nation and war. 

Australia

Obama visit

US’s deadly plans 
for Asia Pacific

Pete’s Corner

A protestor carrying a mock drone during a protest against 
US war plans in Sydney on Thursday November 17. 
The message to Obama was: “Say NO to US and Australian military plans”.

Photo: Anna Pha
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Vic government 
rejects ANF offer 
to fix dispute
The Baillieu government has 
snapped the Australian Nursing 
Federation (ANF) olive branch 
extended last week by rejecting 
ANF’s offer to fi x the dispute.

The ANF offer focused on how 
to fi x the dispute through consent 
arbitration with all of the claims to 
be decided by Commissioner Gooley. 
This process would have included 
deciding on the critical issues in 
the dispute – nurse/midwife patient 
ratios, the requirement for registered 
and enrolled nurses, rosters and shift 
length – and would have been binding 
on both parties.

Consent arbitration is different to 
the type of arbitration exposed in the 
Baillieu government’s secret plot. The 
arbitration the Baillieu government is 
pursuing cannot include ratios, quali-
fi cations, skill mix, or hours of work.

ANF (Victorian Branch) legal 
representatives made a conditional 
proposal to call a halt to the industrial 
action if the hospitals agreed to have 
the dispute decided through consent 
arbitration under Section 240 of the 
Fair Work Act.

Acting on ANF’s behalf, Warren 
Friend SC made the proposal in 
the Fair Work Australia Full Bench 
hearing into the Victorian Hospitals’ 
Industrial Association’s application to 
terminate the nurses’ and midwives’ 
industrial action.

ANF branch secretary Lisa 
Fitzpatrick said: “By rejecting consent 
arbitration Minister Davis has shown 
he is doggedly sticking to his leaked 
strategy, that he signed in May, to 
abolish ratios and make $104 million 
in savings by cutting 1,758 full-time 
nursing and midwifery positions.”

The ANF said it is disappointed 
in Fair Work Australia’s decision to 
suspend Victoria’s nurses’ and mid-
wives’ protected industrial action.

“None of the action nurses and 
midwives took over the last four days 
compares with what the Victorian 
public health system will look like 

into the future if there were no 
nurse/midwife patient ratios,” Ms 
Fitzpatrick said.

“A health system without ratios 
will be much worse than anything that 
was presented to Fair Work Australia 
during the proceedings,” she said.

“Whilst the hearing never had the 
potential to resolve this dispute, it did 
put the spotlight on the failings of our 
public health system and the pressure 
it’s under because of underfunding, 
understaffi ng and a lack of beds,” 
she said.

“Nurses and midwives are 
incensed that Minister Davis misled 
the public and blamed nurses for 
all emergency department delays, 
surgery cancellations and ambu-
lances ramping as if these are new 
problems in the system because it 
suits his leaked strategy to abolish 
ratios,” she said.

“Nurses and midwives fi nd it 
unbelievable Minister Davis claims he 
is concerned about patient safety but 
rejects ANF’s proposal which would 
have led to a fi x to this dispute,” Ms 
Fitzpatrick said.

“Over the last six days we’ve 
done so much work in the concilia-
tion talks in Fair Work Australia with 
Commissioner Gooley, with more 
scheduled for the rest of the week. 
This is where the dispute will be 
resolved,” Ms Fitzpatrick said.

“Every step of the way ANF has 
negotiated in good faith, we’ve given 
ground to accommodate the employ-
ers’ claims and we’ve refi ned our 
claims in an attempt to get the issues 
that matter to nurses, midwives and 
their patients resolved,” she said.

ANF members resolved at their 
November 11 meeting to take indus-
trial action until a new agreement is 
reached and accepted by a further 
statewide members’ meeting.

Late last week there were 698 
ANF beds closed (including 545 
reserved for emergencies) and 185 
Baillieu government beds that were 

closed by hospitals prior to the start 
of the industrial action.

Important exemptions to the bans 
are: emergency, neo-natal and paedi-
atric patients, haemodialysis patients, 
haematology patients, maternity 
patients, oncology patients, palliative 
care patients, terminations of preg-
nancy, intensive care unit, coronary 
care units, high dependency patients 
(including medically indicated 
telemetry) and the Royal Children’s 
Hospital and the Peter MacCallum 
Cancer Centre.

The ANF says the dispute is now 
in a legal limbo, with no arbitration 
clock ticking. The government had 
planned since May 2011 (as described 
in its Cabinet submission signed by 
Minister Davis) that we be bullied 
into arbitration. 

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. An 
excellent insight into the 
links between women’s 
issues, racism and the 
class struggle. 
Vintage Books, 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, 
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, 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

Parklea shows jail privatisation 
linked to escapes, deaths
Prisoner escapes and deaths in 
custody would rise if the state 
government continues to pursue a 
privatisation agenda in NSW jails, 
the prison offi cers’ union said. A 
privatisation hit list, published 
in the Sydney Morning Herald, 
identifi es a number of jails which 
could be sold off in the interests 
of “greater contestability” in the 
sector.

But privatisation would lead to 
worse outcomes for prisoners and 
prison offi cers – a scenario already 
playing out in Sydney’s Parklea jail 
which was privatised last year, said 
Public Service Association (PSA) 
senior industrial offi cer Stewart 
Little.

“Privatisation leads to less 
accountability and transparency, 

meaning the government can cover 
up a litany of sins.

“Our information coming out 
of Parklea is that there has been an 
increase in escapes, leading to fi nes 
for the private operator. We are 
also hearing that deaths in custody 
have risen. These are not accept-
able trade-offs for saving money 
by selling off the operation of our 
prisons.”

Prisons are a central part of 
the justice system, like courts and 
policing, said Mr Little. “The state 
government could decide to priva-
tise particular NSW Police local 
area commands to drive effi ciencies 
and introduce more competition 
into the system. But would the 
community accept that?

“Administering justice is core 

government business. Prisons are 
a critical component of the justice 
system.”

Prison offi cers have worked 
with government to introduce effi -
ciencies and work practices that 
save money and lead to better out-
comes for prisoners. “We will con-
tinue to do that. However we are 
not willing to stand by and watch a 
race to the bottom in terms of staff-
ing levels and cost savings.

“Lowering staffi ng levels might 
be an easy way to save money – 
but it poses unacceptable risks to 
the safety of prisoners and prison 
offi cers. The PSA is calling on the 
NSW government to release fi g-
ures on serious incidents, escapes 
and deaths in custody at Parklea 
prison.” 
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Under the contract signed between 
Serco and the Department of 
Immigration (DIAC), which New 
Matilda has obtained under FoI, 
Serco is under no obligation to 
comply with any form of independ-
ent audit.

The fi nancial management section 
of the contract does give DIAC wide 
ranging abilities to conduct audits 
of Serco’s management of detention 
centres but these can be conducted 
“by a department or its nominee” and 
there is no periodic requirement for 
this to occur.

Serco is required to be part of a 
“Joint Executive Report” compiled 
with DIAC regional management 
on a monthly basis that examines its 
management and performance. But 
the contract doesn’t specify how this 
reporting is conducted and in what 
capacity DIAC is involved.

Serco is required to submit 
monthly reports on security exer-
cises, OH&S, emergency breakdown 
and repairs, illegal items, industry 
development, damage by people in 
detention and care-taker services.

Serco is also required to submit 
an annual report for each facility to 
DIAC. But the content requirements 
for this report are not onerous.
(a)  The Service Provider must 

submit an Annual Report for 
each Facility that:
(i)  summarises key events 

during the year;
(ii)  sets out the lessons learned; 
(iii)  establishes targeted goals 

for the subsequent year.
A recent investigation by 

Corpwatch reported that even though 
Serco receives hundreds of millions of 
dollars in contracts from governments 
around the world, it has a poor track 
record as far as fi nancial account-
ability is concerned. 

New Matilda asked DIAC why 
Serco is not required to comply with 
an independent audit in the terms 
of the contract, whether any audits 
had occurred and if so whether they 
were conducted by an independent 
organisation.

A spokesperson for the depart-
ment said, “Under the contract the 
department can periodically conduct 
audits of the detention service pro-
vider’s compliance with its perform-
ance obligations.

“At the department’s option, the 
audit can be undertaken by a review 
team comprising of the follow-
ing: departmental representatives, 
departmental facilities personnel, 
departmental regional or state offi ce 
personnel, and/or an independent 
third party.

“We ensure that Serco’s per-
formance is rigorously monitored. 
We undertake an ongoing internal 
audit program to ensure that Serco 
meets its contractual obligations,” 
the spokesperson said.

Serco is also required to compile 
“Incident Reports” to be fi led with 
DIAC when certain events occur. 
The contract details three major cat-
egories of incidents: critical, major 
and minor. Critical incidents include 
death, bomb threats and suicide – but 
they also include “unauthorised media 
access” and “high profi le visitor 
refused access”.

Curiously, this was reported 
several months ago as having been a 
later amendment to the contract but 
the document reveals that in fact these 
categories were always listed in this 
way and were agreed on by DIAC. 
These incidents need to be reported 
verbally within 30 minutes and in 
writing within four hours to DIAC.

Worryingly, some of the incidents 
considered “minor” include serious 
events that could be life-threatening. 
Clinical depression, substance abuse, 
voluntary starvation for less than 24 
hours and the birth of children are 
only considered to be minor and only 
need to have a written report after 24 
hours. All critical and major incidents 
are required to be audited but only 10 
percent of minor incidents need to 
be audited per month. These audits 
are internally conducted, and are not 
required to be independent.

Given there’s no independent 
oversight, this system relies on Serco 
fulfi lling its reporting obligations. 
This, in turn, opens the possibility of 
incident reports simply not being fi led.

During the Christmas Island leg 
of the recent Senate inquiry into 
Australia’s immigration detention 
network, Kaye Bernard, the general 
secretary of the Union of Christmas 
Island Workers, told the committee 
hearing about an incident in which a 
Serco worker was stabbed – and no 
incident report ever reached DIAC:

Ms Bernard: The incident report 
was fi led by the offi cer and when he 
went to get a copy of it, it had been 

put in bin 13. Bin 13 is commonly 
referred to by the detention workers 
as “the shredder”.

Mr Scott Morrison: Tell me a 
bit more about bin 13 then.

Ms Bernard: Bin 13 is when 
you have a completely overworked 
and understaffed facility, because of 
this client-detainee ratio. You have 
a huge reporting requirement and 
paperwork stacked up in boxes under 
the manager’s desk. It was put through 
a shredder.

Mr Morrison: So you are tell-
ing me that, even though an incident 
report was fi led, to your knowledge, 
those incident reports are actually not 
refl ected in the number of incident 
reports that may have been reported 
by DIAC or Serco?

Ms Bernard: Correct. 
Mr Morrison: How many inci-

dents are we talking about here? 
Given that there are thousands of 
incidents, albeit ones have been 
reported already, which is alarming 
enough, how many incidents do you 
think are not being reported?

Ms Bernard: If you take one 
incident – a riot with 200 people, 
one offi cer getting stabbed and others 
being injured, which was described 
in the media by DIAC as a tiff with 
unaccompanied minors – I do not 
know how many reports you could 
write up about that.

DIAC relies on incident reporting 
by Serco for real-time updates of what 
is happening in detention centres. In 
the absence of other real-time meas-
ures to log events, it is worrying if, 
as the above exchange suggests, the 
“Incident Management Log” is not an 
accurate refl ection of what is happen-
ing inside detention centres.

We have spoken to a number of 
former Serco staff, who worked in 
many detention centres. They confi rm 
that many incidents are not accurately 
reported – if at all – to avoid confl icts 
with management anger over potential 
fi nancial sanctions from the federal 
government.

The Labor government pledged 
upon winning government in 2007 
to implement humane and transpar-
ent policies towards asylum seekers. 
The lack of formal independent audit 
requirements make it impossible to 
know exactly what is happening inside 
immigration detention centres and to 
achieve the promised transparency.
New Matilda 

The Asbestos Diseases Foundation of Australia (ADFA) 
has called on all TV networks to follow the lead of Channel 
Nine which has announced it will broadcast warnings 
about the dangers of asbestos on its home renovation pro-
gram. “We have been worried for some time that the home 
renovation craze could produce a second wave of asbes-
tos related illness, so Channel Nine’s decision is absolutely 
vital,” ADFA President Barry Robson said. He added that the 
other networks “need to show a similar level of responsibil-
ity”. Seven hundred people die from mesothelioma every year 
and preventing further deaths is more important than ever.

Qantas has not got any brownie points for its boss’ decision to 
ground all the planes as part of an industrial dispute with the three 
unions representing Qantas employees. The latest Herald/Nielsen 
poll found 60 percent of voters disapproved of the decision to 
ground its entire domestic and international fl eet. Thousands 
of people were stranded across the world and it would be inter-
esting to know what they think about such bullying behaviour. 
Since then Qantas has embarked on a public relations offensive 
offering all sorts of things to the inconvenienced passengers. It 
would have been much better for Qantas to deal with the indus-
trial dispute in a sensible and correct manner in the fi rst place.

There is an 18 percent rise in complaints from households about 
electricity supply cut-off due to fi nancial hardship. It follows steep 
rises to electricity prices which will continue over the next few 
years. From July 1, household electricity prices rose by a fur-
ther 17.3 percent, on average. A senior researcher with the St 
Vincent de Paul Society, Andy Marks said: “A multitude of rising 
costs have made it diffi cult to pay electricity bills. Issues of hous-
ing affordability, rising food prices and transport prices means 
there is often not the money left over to pay electricity bills”.

The Medicare dental program is proving less expensive the lon-
ger it lasts, according to new research. That is good news for 
supporters of dental reform who hope that the government might 
rethink its opposition to the scheme. The cost per patient of the 
existing dental scheme falls sharply after patients complete the 
expensive phase of their treatment and move into maintenance 
therapy. It is a strong argument in support of universal dental 
care. A universal system such as Medicare will offer “multiplier” 
benefi ts in reducing the need for people to require more exten-
sive medical care for problems triggered by poor oral health.

No audit requirement for Serco

Sydney
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Bob Treasure

“There was a problem for a Labor govern-
ment in attempting to sell the electricity 
industry. That problem was Labor policy.”

Without being aware of it, Rodney Cavalier 
has summed up the basic contradiction for all 
reformist politics in capitalist society. It has reso-
nance in Australia and NSW, but it also refl ects 
a global trend. Privatisation of state services has 
continued across the world in the face of popular 
grass-roots opposition. In NSW the situation was 
unique, because it brought down a government 
and destroyed the credibility of a party.

Rodney Cavalier is touted to be an elder 
of the NSW Labor Party and a member of the 
“Left”. He served in the Wran and Unsworth 
governments as Minister of Education, where, 
quite apart from a massive dispute with the 
Teachers’ Federation over the Dick O’Neill 
affair, his reputation as a “Leftist” still remains 
hard to prove.

Yet, in Power Crisis, Cavalier has written 
a frank assessment of the party he clearly loves 
and detests in the same breath. At times, espe-
cially when assessing its current dreadful state, 
it is searing in its honesty. It is certainly more 
objective and less self-serving in its analysis 
than former Labor minister Frank Sartor’s Fog 
on the Hill, and points to the guts of chronic 
decay in modern “liberal democracies”.

A brief history
Cavalier begins with the origins of the ALP 

itself. Yes, its political impetus was derived 
from failed strikes in the latter decades of the 
19th century, but the party itself formed around 
local “Labour Leagues” so its structure tended 
to be around local politics and welfare issues. 
The Local Leagues preselected their candidates 
for elections, and supervised their performance.

When the Leagues unifi ed and became state 
and federal party organisations, the situation 
became more complex. There were state and 
federal conferences to decide policy, and elected 
representatives to the various parliaments of the 
nation were required to take “The Pledge” to 
abide by the policies arrived at by the rank and 
fi le conferences.

When some leading federal Labor leaders, 
driven by WM Hughes, ratted on Labor policy 
(i.e. The Pledge) and tried to introduce con-
scription during WWI, the increasingly militant 
industrial wing of the ALP imposed its will. 
Unions demanded a bigger say in the formation 
and execution of Labor policy. Federally and 
in NSW, they achieved 60 percent representa-
tion at conferences, and were therefore able to 
dominate the State Executive and the election 
of permanent offi cers of the party machine.

To Cavalier, this was a catastrophe. 
Ironically for a “Leftist”, he clearly hates unions. 
For Cavalier, the future of the NSW ALP was 
handed to union offi cials rather than the true 
rank and fi le members from the Leagues (now 
called “branches”). This allowed people like 
JT Lang to do deals with key union leaders and 
assume complete power over the machinery of 
government.

Overlooking the fact that arguably the 
best reformist legislation in NSW history hap-
pened in the 1920s – reinstatement of locked 
out train and tram workers, widows’ pensions, 
child endowment, the 44-hour week, workers’ 
compensation, the Government Insurance Offi ce 
and massive expansion of public infrastructure, 
to name a few – it’s clear to see how corrupt 
and careerist union leaders might exploit the 
60 percent rule.

Many, especially right-wing, unions were 
undemocratic in their structure: delegates fol-
lowed the leaderships’ directions and ultimately 
allowed the ALP machine, the General Secretary 
and his cohorts, to dictate which policies were to 
be pursued, and which not. Candidates could be 
“parachuted” into electorates above the wishes 
of the local Electoral Councils. These were the 
seeds of innate political corruption.

The “McKell Model”
Of course, the underlying tension of all 

Labor governments is broader than the demands 
of the party membership. There is the demand 
to govern for the whole electorate, as well as 
pressures exerted by the media, the constraints 
of capitalist institutions (eg the law, private 
property) and the demands of the true ruling 
class for profi t.

Lang, for example, did not handle this 
broader constituency according to the rules. 
When the insurance companies refused to pro-
vide fi nance for workers’ compensation, and/or 
threatened to impose exorbitant premiums, he 
sidestepped them and created the Government 
Insurance Offi ce (GIO). When the Depression 
hit, he refused to curtail his welfare program 
and repudiated loan repayments to British banks. 
For this last piece of rude fi nancial cheek, he 
was sacked and Labor was left in the wilderness 
for a decade.

When Lang was fi nally packed off in NSW, 
the new political leadership under William 
McKell set up a system of delicate balances 
that allowed the parliamentary wing – Premier, 
Cabinet and Caucus – to run their own race, 
unfettered by interference from the party, and 
from unions. The conferences could still set 
policy, and the State Executive and General 
Secretary still had a role, which was to liaise 
between policy needs, membership, Trades Hall 
and the “politicians” and ensure the former were 
kept quiet and the latter did not become arrogant.

Cavalier’s verdict is that these were the hal-
cyon years. McKell was elected in a landslide in 
1944 and Labor ruled for the following 24 years. 
“Stability” had been achieved all throughout 
the worst of the Cold War and the Democratic 
Labor Party (DLP) split, and the ALP had found 
its “home” in NSW.

There was a cost, however. When one 
reviews those years and the reigns of Mckell, 
McGirr, Cahill, Heffron and Renshaw, there 
are not many notable “reforms” that leap into 
view. There was some “tinkering around the 
edges”. Working conditions and wages kept 
pace, and there was reasonably full employment. 
The public sector infrastructure grew, and was 
defended when criticism arose.

So that was it. Stability, political expediency 
and complacency became the norm. Worse, the 
ALP machine now considered the conquest and 
retention of power as its main purpose. Worse 
still, the continued success of the parliamen-
tary wing in elections meant the rank and fi le 
membership of the party was now effectively 
cut off from its representatives in government. 
They could pass all the motions they wanted, 
make all the policies they liked, but it was only a 
“maybe” when it came to be enacted. The “safe”, 
“middle” electoral road was the one to take.

This explains why the “socialisation” plank 
in the party platform remained on the books for 
most of the 20th century, but never really saw 
the light of day.

The loss of ideology
Two intervals of Coalition rule under fi rst 

Robin Askin and later Nick Greiner further 
convinced the NSW Labor machine that the 
Treasury benches were the glittering prize which 
had to be regained and kept at all costs. In the 
’80s and ’90s the political marketplace required 
younger faces and smoother talkers, a better 

presidential image to fi ll television screens. 
The “right people”, notably Neville Wran and 
Bob Carr, were selected, groomed and teed up 
for the parliamentary wing to accept as leaders: 
both achieved record terms as Premiers, which 
seems to be their most memorable feature.

Wran was a lawyer and Carr a journalist who 
had repeatedly argued in public for the deletion 
of the “socialisation” objective. Gone were the 
days when union fi gures worked loyally for the 
betterment of their members, then turned their 
focus to years of Labor apprenticeship in the 
“bear-pit” of state parliament to earn the respect 
of their peers, and thus election to leadership 
of their party – gone forever!

The 1980s also saw a global onslaught of 
neo-liberalism: Milton Friedman, Thatcher, 
“Reaganomics”, slash and burn. No-one seemed 
to want the reformist zeal of a Whitlam, who 
had projected state intervention in a hundred 
different and creative ways, but who had ended 
in the debacle of dismissal and landslide defeat. 
The rise of Hawke, Keating and Carr was also 
the rise of the new pragmatism, where now the 
politicians turned Labor tradition on its head.

Federally, the Commonwealth Bank, QAN-
TAS, the Commonwealth Serum Laboratories, 
the Commonwealth Accommodation and 
Catering Service, the Defence Service Housing 

Corporation and the Snowy Mountains Engi-
neering Corporation were privatised by Labor, 
paving the way for Howard to fl oat shares in 
Telstra in 1997. NSW got onto the fi re sale 
bandwagon as well: the Government Printing 
Service, the Government Cleaning Service, 
the State Bank, the GIO and TAB all went the 
way of the short-term revenue fi x, and budgets 
were “balanced”.

The irony is that practically all these 
Privatisations and ‘Public-Private Partnerships’ 
were done in mid-term, without reference to the 
people. They were never presented as policy in 
election campaigns because it meant electoral 
suicide, as happened in South Australia when the 
Olsen (Liberal) government revealed it wanted 
to sell South Australian Electricity, but was 
obliged under popular pressure to promise the 
retention of this asset before the 1997 election. 
After he scraped in, Olsen immediately reversed 
the policy and sold South Australian Electricity. 
At the subsequent election in 2002 the Liberals 
were booted into the wilderness.

During this whole period, the Left of 
the ALP in NSW remained cravenly mute. 

According to Cavalier, who is scathing of its 
token “socialist” tag, “ ... the Left was utterly 
routed in the battle of ideas. Post-1989 the Left 
did not offer a contest.” It remained a faction 
to procure positions according to pre-arranged 
formulas.

Without the Left contesting the economic 
sphere of wealth redistribution, the ALP lost 
its ideological rudder. It had become a political 
whore that paraded “gesture” announcements, 
and sold policy to the highest bidder or on the 
whim of the latest opinion poll. Now, increas-
ingly alienated from its founding ideology and 
its membership, NSW Labor had to survive in 
offi ce, on rat cunning.

Electricity
Treasurer Michael Egan and Bob Carr were 

the fi rst to try the sale of NSW Electricity, in 
1997. It was clearly going to be a struggle 
because the Electrical Trades Union (ETU) 
had gleaned the support of other unions, and 
it was, furthermore, affi liated to the ALP. Carr 
found that Annual Conference would reject the 
proposal by an overwhelming margin. Carr and 
Egan, resentfully, dropped the idea.

Eleven years later, new Premier Morris 
Iemma did his sums. Pressure was mounting for 
a big investment in health, transport and energy 

The Decline and Fall of the NSW
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infrastructure. For decades, refurbishment and 
construction investment had been ignored, while 
electricity was used as a revenue cash cow. To 
renew generators, poles and wires would cost 
the government at least $15 billion, whereas an 
undisclosed amount could be gained and spent 
if electricity were sold, and the investment deci-
sions left to the new (private) owners.

Although it isn’t mentioned by Cavalier, 
there was also pressure, constant pressure, from 
neo-liberal think tanks, News Ltd articles, and a 
variety of private energy interests, to be rid of 
the “ineffi cient” millstone of public ownership 
to prepare NSW for the forthcoming national 
power grid – the grand, slick, ultra-competitive 
ship-shape future.

Iemma and his Treasurer, Michael Costa, 
had no mandate. The issue had never been 
raised in the 2007 election campaign, so the 
Owen Inquiry was set up straight after the win, 
in effect, to recommend privatisation. The ETU 
smelled a rat, and confi rmed the support of 
Unions NSW and the President of the State ALP, 
Bernie Riordan – who also happened to have 
been in the leadership of the ETU – in again 

opposing the sale. In the months that followed, 
arduous “compromise” negotiations followed to 
secure the support of John Robertson, secretary 
of Unions NSW as well as the Labor machine, 
to no avail.

Several times, Iemma felt he had achieved 
a “deal”, but nothing concrete ever emerged. 
He and Costa resolved to take the matter to 
2008 Annual Conference. Iemma suspected 
that there was a wider agenda to undermine 
him but really, he had managed to unify both 
Right and Left factions against himself because 
he had no strategy to convince the people of his 
own basic constituency, the Labor Party, of the 
wisdom of selling out.

The truth was that there was a wider agenda: 
unions, ALP members and, in fact, the general 
public, were tired of being treated like mush-
rooms by arrogant, heedless politicians. They 
were sick of the double-dealing. Privatisation 
had simply gone too far. The mass of people 
wanted a halt. They were drawing a line in the 
sand. Only the Big End of town wanted the sale. 
Yet Iemma and the politicians ploughed on.

The 2008 Annual Conference tore up the 
tacit consensus of the McKell Model. Backdoor 
press releases had warned the government 
would go ahead regardless of what the party 
Conference did. A red rag to an enraged bull. 

When the Premier addressed the packed 
Conference hall at Darling Harbour no one was 
convinced. Ministers like Meagher, Roozendaal 
and Keneally were heckled and booed. Costa 
stood enraged on the podium, banged his fi st 
and abused the delegates. The motion to direct 
the government not to sell Electricity NSW was 
carried 702 to 107.

Iemma falls 
One of the ironic touches Cavalier inserted 

in Power Crisis was the record of press attempts, 
particularly News Ltd attempts, to paint black 
as white: Iemma’s defeat at Conference became 
“... Iemma and Costa have won the fi rst round.” 
and “... a mortal blow has been dealt to the union 
campaign against the state government’s power 
privatisation plans ...” and so on. Throughout 
the crisis, the media simply engaged in a pro-
gram of wish-projection, bearing absolutely no 
relation to reality.

Egged on by the press cheer squad and 
trusting the loyalty of the parliamentary wing 
(the Caucus), Iemma and Costa chose to push 
ahead with the legislation to sell Electricity 

NSW. This now put intense pressure on every 
MP who owed their position to factions in the 
party, and to their local branches, and to the 
unions who had campaigned for their election. 
Left members, nominally opposed to privatisa-
tion anyway, were now especially under pres-
sure. The sanctity of The Pledge was at issue. 
To ignore the wishes of Conference was to do 
exactly what Hughes had done over conscrip-
tion, back in 1916.

As soon as the Premier had made his 
intention to proceed clear, the “Mr Fixits” 
of the party, Karl Bitar and Luke Foley from 
the machine, Eddie Obeid and Joe Tripodi in 
Caucus and in the background, Mark Arbib, all 
began looking at the declining polls and plot-
ting Iemma’s exit. The unity of the party was at 
stake. Iemma was sliding. He was a handicap.

Meanwhile, Simon Benson from News Ltd’s 
Daily Telegraph wrote: “The campaign to dump 
Morris Iemma is dead in the water. Fini. Kaput. 
Terminado….”

In fact, for Iemma and Costa to survive, the 
sale legislation had to pass. This, however, relied 
on the assumed pro-privatisation ideology of 
the Liberal Party, to vote in favour of the Bill. 
Coalition leader Barry O’Farrell was no fool. 
He found problems with the provisions of the 
Bill. The Greens stepped up their opposition, 

exposed shonky holes in government sums, 
mobilised public opposition, and put pressure 
on Left Labor MLC’s. Scandals blew up under 
Iemma’s nose. Things began to unravel.

On August 28, 2008, the legislation was 
voted down in the Legislative Council. Costa 
became a loose cannon, publicly bagging 
every one within range. On Friday, September 
5, Morris Iemma was no longer Premier, Costa 
was no longer Treasurer, and the whole Cabinet 
had been put in a blender. Nathan Rees was the 
new Premier.

The charge to the bottom
The only reason Rees, a supposed “Left” 

candidate in a “Right” dominated party, became 
Premier was that he was about the only cleanskin 
that could be found. He was free of scandal, 
the taint of back-room shenanigans, a cabal of 
enemies, and any association with the privatisa-
tion of electricity. He also possessed a public 
face that might be okay.

Both Rees and Kristina Keneally were 
products of what Cavalier calls the new “politi-
cal class”. These are the post ’70s aspirationals 
who want to be Premier or Prime Minister from 
day one. They leave university to become union 
functionaries (despite minimal experience in 
the work covered by said unions), political 
staffers or campaign advisers. Pure careerists. 
Jobs of this kind expanded around politicians 
as taxpayer funding towards “effi cient govern-
ment” increased in the ’80s and ’90s. Cavalier 
estimates that their numbers outstripped those 
of union operatives – there were over 100 in 
the Premier’s Department alone under Carr, 
and Rees was one of them.

He started in 1997 and worked over 10 
years for Refshauge, Knowles, Iemma and 
Carr. He was “noticed” and a safe seat was 
found for him. He was elected to the Legislative 
Assembly in 2007, by 2008 he was Premier – a 
rocket rise, surely.

He was out of his depth, however. Now, 
the gloves of thwarted ambition were off, and 
bitter resentments against the “new boy” sur-
faced. Factional discipline disintegrated, and 
leaks designed to undermine Rees multiplied. 
Scandals, too many to list, erupted everywhere. 
Resignations, both of public servants and MPs, 
began to gain momentum.

Rees attempted to assert his authority by 
appointing the conservative, Eric Roozendaal, 
as Treasurer. His mini-budget axed the North 
West Metro, the South West Rail link, grants to 
parents, 20 percent of the senior public service 
and nurses’ overtime, while fees and taxes 
went up and public assets like NSW Lotteries 
as well as electricity retailers were put up for 
sale. So much for the “Left Wing” tag! Rees’ 
popularity, and that of the ALP, slumped to 
record lows.

At the 2009 Annual Conference Rees 
sought, and got, the power to ban donations 
from developers and select his own Cabinet. 
Conference delegates were now staring at elec-
toral slaughter and the meltdown of the whole 
party edifi ce – they voted for Rees’ measures 
as a last desperate bid for survival.

Nonetheless the Premier lasted no more than 
18 days beyond the Conference. The Mr Fixits 
could see their own heads on Rees’ chopping 
block. They moved rapidly to fi x him.

Of all the despicable acts carried out by 
the puppet-masters, the most despicable and 
transparent was the gambit of the “woman 
card”: Kristina Keneally, the “fi rst female 
Premier”, attractive and with a quirky accent, 
was handed a thoroughly poisoned chalice and 
set up to mollify the oncoming disaster. She had 
the ambition to take the job, she did her best, 
despite an avalanche of rats deserting the ship, 
and she walked the plank with a smile upon her 
face: the sacrifi cial woman of reformist politics.

The end of a party?
So, is this the end for the ALP? In the 

Appendices of Power Crisis, Cavalier provides 
some sobering fi gures: total fi nancial member-
ship of the NSW Labor Party had shrunk to 
15, 385 by 2009, a mere one fi fth of one percent 
of working people in NSW, and less than the 
supposedly “tiny” Communist Party membership 
of the 1940s (20,000). Over the past decade, over 
100 ALP branches have shut down throughout 
NSW, including such totemic working class 
branches as Glebe, Lakemba and Lambton.

In his Epilogue, a bitter and disillusioned 
Cavalier asks: “Does party membership mat-
ter?”, and answers with a resounding “NO”, 
because money and media have replaced the 
need for troops on the ground, and commitment 
has disappeared from the Australian ethos. He 
then picks up his bat and ball, and like so many 
aggrieved Labor desolates, heads off for the 
refuge of the Sydney Cricket Ground Trust and 
his special seat in the Members’ Stand.

Of course the ALP will continue. It will be 
a shell of its former self, without principle, pur-
pose or mass links to working people – purely 
opportunist. But in liberal “democracies” there 
will always be a need for a safe “alternative”, 
an “escape valve” for the excesses of the ruling 
class, until such time as the mass of people wake 
up to the game being played around them. There 
is evidence of disillusionment everywhere. In 
Britain, in Greece, in Japan, in the US, where 
less than 50 percent of eligible voters actually do 
so. The “Arab Spring” might well be pursuing 
‘liberal democracy’, but the rest of the world 
is looking beyond.

The last word belongs to Marx and Engels, 
from the Communist Manifesto:

“…Constant revolutionising of production, 
uninterrupted disturbance of all social condi-
tions, everlasting uncertainty and agitation 
distinguish the bourgeois epoch from all earlier 
ones. All fi xed, fast frozen relations, with their 
train of ancient and venerable prejudices and 
opinions, are swept away, all new-formed ones 
become antiquated before they can ossify. All 
that is solid melts into air, all that is holy is 
profaned, and man is at last compelled to face 
with sober senses his real condition of life and 
his relations with his kind.”
Cavalier, R, Power Crisis, 2010, 
Cambridge University Press, 
Melbourne 
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Gabe Falsetta

Across the nation, in all 50 states, 
hundreds of thousands joined 
Occupy Wall Street, the labour 
movement and their allies in 
demonstrations demanding jobs, 
taxation of the rich, curbs on the 
power of big fi nance and preserva-
tion of Social Security, Medicare 
and Medicaid.

Leaving behind their tents and 
tarps, the Occupy Wall Street dem-
onstrators brought their message to 
the people by marching through the 
nation’s fi nancial districts, through 
the streets of cities and towns coast 
to coast, and by occupying everything 
from mass transit hubs to the bridges 
that span the nation’s rivers, canals 
and lakes.

Coming just two days after 
protesters were evicted from their 
headquarters in many city parks and 
town squares, the mass demonstra-
tions amounted to the largest public 
outpouring of support for the move-
ment since it began as a picket line 
in the fi nancial district In New York 
on September 17.

Nearly 40,000 people from over 
one hundred groups jammed Foley 
Square here, alone. They poured into 
the square after having demonstrated 
at numerous other events around the 
city, including at the opening of the 
New York Stock Exchange.

Although they came in solidar-
ity with those who were evicted 
last week by court order from their 
Zuccotti Park encampment they, in 
effect, were launching an Occupy 
Wall Street movement far bigger and 
broader than it had been at any time 
before the eviction.

Billionaire Mayor Bloomberg had 
gone to the Appeals Court to overturn 
a Supreme Court ruling that allowed 
protesters to remain in Zuccoti Park 
with their tents and tarps. If there was 
ever any illusion that the mayor’s 
move would kill the movement, it 
evaporated at Foley Square.

The tens of thousands gathered in 
the square heard music and they heard 
testimony from speakers who, after 
having lost jobs, homes and hope, 
were fi ghting back. Hope for a better 
America, many said, was in the air.

Unions were out in force at Foley 
Square, as they were at demonstra-
tions across the country.

Michele Keller, speaking for the 
American Federation of State, County 
and Municipal Employees, declared, 
“We are part of the protest that’s let-
ting it be known quite clearly that we 
are the 99 percent. We are part of a 
union and blessed to have a job; we 
are linked by our brothers and sisters 
and our young people. We are being 
left behind and whatever we can do 
today and every day we will do.”

“We’re supporting Occupy Wall 
Street,” said Chris Rzonca of the 
United Auto Workers, Local 7902, the 
adjunct union at New York University. 
“Our union, the UAW, has come out 
strongly in favour of it. We are here 
to support these young people to make 
sure they know we are behind them.

“We have to fi nd out what people 
need and talk about economic justice. 
We’ve been doing the same thing as 
unions-- we marched on Wall Street 
many times but these young people 
put their bodies out there and I think 
that has made the difference.”

Eventually the crowd formed 
itself into a massive procession to 
the Brooklyn Bridge chanting, “We 
are the 99 percent,” “People united 
will never be defeated,” and “Whose 
streets? Our streets.”

In a planned act of civil diso-
bedience, Mary Kaye, president of 
the Service Employees International 
Union, and several members of the 
New York City Council were arrested 
on the bridge.

Kristin Schall, 27, passionately 
expressed her feelings, saying, “I’m a 
graduate student at Brooklyn College 
and I studied early childhood educa-
tion. I’m $100,000 dollars in debt. I’ll 
never pay off my student loans. My 
future students aren’t going to have 
the opportunity to go to college or 
own a home or to have a good job 
because Wall Street and capitalism 
have gutted the future. I’m here for 
that future.”

The crowds were so thick that 
it took several hours for the typical 
marcher to get from Foley Square to 
the Brooklyn side of the bridge. The 
people roared and cheered every time 
a passing car honked its support.

The day had begun in New York 
with more than 100,000 people, 
attempting a march on the New York 
Stock Exchange. They were held 
back, however, by lines of helmeted 
police.

Entrances to many build-
ings in the fi nancial district were 
needlessly blocked by the seem-
ingly overwhelmed New York Police 
Department, making it impossible for 
many workers to get to their jobs.

In the afternoon, there were 
demonstrations at subway stops all 
over the city. Occupy the Subway 
contingents later joined the rally at 
Foley Square.

Rebecca Myers, who is both a stu-
dent at General Theological Seminary 
and a social worker, said, “I’m here 
to give support. I’m excited because 
it creates conversation among a lot of 
people and that is very important in a 
democracy, to have that conversation. 
Occupy Wall Street has shifted the 
conversation.”
People’s World 

In Sydney the Communist Party was out supporting the Occupy movement.

Hundreds of thousands 
join Occupy movement

US test-flies global 
strike weapon
The US Defence Department has 
announced that it has successfully 
conducted the fi rst test fl ight of 
the Advanced Hypersonic Weapon 
(AHW) concept vehicle.

The test was conducted by 
Army Space and Missile Defence 
Command/Army Forces Strategic 
Command. A fi rst-of-its-kind glide 
vehicle, designed to fl y within 
the earth’s atmosphere at hyper-
sonic speed and long range, was 
launched from the Pacifi c Missile 
Range Facility, Kauai, Hawaii to 
the Reagan Test Site, US Army 
Kwajalein Atoll, according to the 
Pentagon.

The test objective is to “collect 
data on hypersonic boost-glide tech-
nologies and test range performance 
for long-range atmospheric fl ight,” 
with a mission emphasis on aero-
dynamics; navigation, guidance, 
and control; and thermal protection 
technologies.

A three-stage booster system 
launched the glide vehicle and suc-
cessfully deployed it on the desired 
fl ight trajectory. The vehicle fl ew 
a non-ballistic glide trajectory at 
hypersonic speed to the planned 
impact location at the Reagan Test 
Site. Space, air, sea, and ground 
platforms collected vehicle per-
formance data during the fl ight. The 
Pentagon said data collected will be 
used to model and develop future 
hypersonic boost-glide capabilities.

The Department of Defence 
said it is using AHW to develop 
and demonstrate technologies for 
Conventional Prompt Global Strike. 
As part of the effort, the Defence 
Advanced Research Projects 
Agency unsuccessfully conducted 
boost-glide fl ight tests in April 
2010 and August 2011, results from 
which were used in planning the 
AHW fl ight test.
Xinhua 

Qatar: No World Cup 
without labour rights
The International Trade United 
Confederation (ITUC), the 
Building and Wood Workers 
International (BWI) and the Swiss 
Union Unia met with FIFA General 
Secretary Jerome Valcke at FIFA 
headquarters, to inform him that 
unless Qatar upholds labour rights, 
the international trade union 
movement will campaign against 
the 2022 World Cup being held 
there.

ITUC general secretary Sharan 
Burrow said the ITUC has made it 
clear to FIFA that the international 
union movement “will not accept 
people working to build stadiums 
without respect for workers’ rights.”

“We took the message to FIFA 
and the meeting was constructive. 
We will work with FIFA in the 
coming months and are prepared to 
meet with the Qatari authorities to 

see if they will respect labour rights 
and decent work. We also agreed 
to discuss how labour rights can be 
included in the selection criteria for 
future bids from host cities for the 
World Cup.

“Migrant workers in Qatar have 
no labour rights, wages are exploit-
ative and occupational health and 
safety risks are extreme. Qatar is a 
country wanting to gain acceptance 
from the global community of gov-
ernments but refuses to acknowl-
edge their treatment of migrant 
workers,” said Burrow.

The BWI, representing building 
workers, is deeply concerned about 
the exploitation of workers building 
the stadiums in Qatar. As part of its 
bid to host the World Cup, Qatar 
pledged to build nine new stadiums 
and refurbish three others, all in ten 
years.

Together, the ITUC and the 
BWI are taking the fi ght for ILO 
labour standards up to the Qatari 
Authorities.

“The ball is now at the feet of 
the Qatari Authorities to respect and 
implement workers’ rights. Workers 
everywhere are entitled to the dig-
nity and respect of governments 
and corporations. If the extremely 
wealthy nation of Qatar wants to 
host this major international event, 
we expect civilized treatment of 
workers,” said Burrow.

The delegation also raised 
concerns about working condi-
tions in preparations for the 2014 
FIFA World Cup in Brazil and 
advised FIFA that the union move-
ment would continue to press 
for improvements nationally and 
internationally. 
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Tony Cartalucci

The “Free Syria Army” is literally 
an army of militant extremists, 
many drawn not from Syria’s 
military ranks, but from the 
Muslim Brotherhood, carrying 
heavy weapons back and forth 
over the Turkish and Lebanese 
borders, funded, supported, and 
armed by the United States, Israel, 
and Turkey. The latest evidence 
confi rming this comes in the form 
of a report out of the International 
Institute for Strategic Studies 
where Senior Fellow for Regional 
Security at IISS-Middle East, 
Emile Hokayem, openly admits 
Syria’s opposition is armed and 
prepared to drag Syria’s violence 
into even bloodier depths.

This report comes in sharp 
contrast to the propaganda fed via 
the corporate-media and the West’s 
foreign ministers on a daily basis, 
where the violence is portrayed as 
one-sided, with Syria’s President 
Bashar al-Assad “gunning down” 
throngs of peaceful, placard waving 
protesters.

Just as in Libya where these so-
called “peaceful protesters” turned 
out to be hordes of genocidal racist 
Al Qaeda mercenaries, led by big-oil 
representatives, fi ghting their cause 
upon a verifi ed pack of lies, so too is 
Syria’s “pro-democracy” movement 
which is slowly being revealed as yet 
another militant brand of extremists 

long cultivated by Anglo-American 
intelligence agencies. Whose lead-
ership is harboured in London and 
Washington and their foot soldiers 
supplied a steady stream of covert 
military support and overt rhetorical 
support throughout the compromised 
corporate media.

The unrest in Syria from the 
beginning was entirely backed by 
Western corporate-fi nancier interests 
and part of a long-planned agenda for 
region-wide regime change. Syria has 
been slated for regime change since as 
early as 1991. In 2002, then US Under 
Secretary of State John Bolton added 
Syria to the growing “Axis of Evil.” It 
would be later revealed that Bolton’s 
threats against Syria manifested them-
selves as covert funding and support 
for opposition groups inside of Syria 
spanning both the Bush and Obama 
administrations.

In an April 2011 CNN article, 
acting State Department spokes-
man Mark Toner stated, “We’re not 
working to undermine that [Syrian] 
government. What we are trying to 
do in Syria, through our civil society 
support, is to build the kind of demo-
cratic institutions, frankly, that we’re 
trying to do in countries around the 
globe. What’s different, I think, in this 
situation is that the Syrian government 
perceives this kind of assistance as a 
threat to its control over the Syrian 
people.”

Toner’s remarks came after the 
Washington Post released cables 

indicating the US has been funding 
Syrian opposition groups since at 
least 2005 and continued until today.

In an April AFP report, Michael 
Posner, the assistant US Secretary of 
State for Human Rights and Labour, 
stated that the “US government has 
budgeted $50 million in the last two 
years to develop new technologies to 
help activists protect themselves from 
arrest and prosecution by authoritar-
ian governments.” The report went 
on to explain that the US “organised 
training sessions for 5,000 activists in 
different parts of the world.

“A session held in the Middle 
East about six weeks ago gathered 
activists from Tunisia, Egypt, Syria 
and Lebanon who returned to their 
countries with the aim of training their 
colleagues there.” Posner would add, 
“They went back and there’s a ripple 
effect.” That ripple effect of course 
is the “Arab Spring,” and in Syria’s 
case, the impetus for the current unrest 
threatening to unhinge the nation and 
invite in foreign intervention.

Planted “speculation” was run-
ning through the corporate media 
that a recent explosion, amongst 
several other “incidents” in Iran, 
were the work of Western covert 
operations, and the Jerusalem Post 
all but admitted the entire Western-
backed destabilisation in Syria aims 
not at ushering in “democracy” or 
upholding “human rights,” but to 
weaken Iran by proxy. 

It is clear that everything within 

Wall Street and London’s power is 
being done to provoke Iran. Iran has 
downplayed the recent explosion at 
their military base as an accident 
and has thus far maintained a persist-
ent patience in the face of criminal 
provocations and overt acts of war 
by an alarmingly and increasingly 
depraved West.

It is quite clear that the stratagems 
spelled out in the corporate-funded 
Brookings Institute report “Which 
Path to Persia?” have been read and 
understood by both sides and that 
Iran realises that any act of retaliation 
not expertly played, only gives the 

West what it has stated it wants – an 
excuse to go to war with the Islamic 
Republic. Should the public in Syria, 
Iran, and throughout the West also 
read “Which Path to Persia?” and 
realise that the only threat Iran and 
its allies pose to the West is toward 
the extraterritorial ambitions of 
Wall Street and London, perhaps a 
bloody, entirely unnecessary war 
can be avoided, and the fi rst steps 
taken toward dismantling the parasitic 
corporate-fi nancier oligarchy that has 
misled the world for the past several 
decades. 
Information Clearing House 

Warning strikes in 
German steelworks
Metal workers’ union IG Metall 
is carrying out two-hour warning 
strikes in North Rhine-Westphalia, 
Lower Saxony and Bremen, and 
demanding rises of seven percent 
for the 75,000 steelworkers in the 
German states.

Other demands are that train-
ees be given permanent status, and 
that older employees are offered to 
work part time. The employers have 
so far refused to make a proposal. 
Negotiations continue until November 
21 in Düsseldorf.

A third of all German workers 
under the age of 35 have never had a 
permanent job. The IG Metall there-
fore wants to limit temporary employ-
ments, the use of work agencies and 
precarious working conditions in a 
new bargaining agreement.

At ThyssenKrupp Nirosta in 
Dillenburg on November 10 a total 
of 12,200 steelworkers downed 
tools for the second warning strike. 

Steel production was stopped in 
Bremen, Gelsenkirchen, Salzgitter, 
Peine, Bochum, Ennepetal, Hagen, 
Remscheid, Siegen and Dillenburg.

Around 3,500 steelworkers came 
to the main action in Duisburg.

In Bremen 1,200 employees 
at ArcelorMittal GmbH stopped 
work for two hours, and in Bochum 
2,000 steelworkers took action, the 
largest one in front of the gates of 
ThyssenKrupp Steel Europe AG.

On November 14, the centre 
of steel action was in Mühlheim, 
where employees at Vallourec & 
Mannesmann, the Pipe works of 
Mannesmann, Europipe and the 
Foundry of Friedrich-Wilhelm 
stopped work for two hours

On November 15 employees 
in Vallourec & Mannesmann in 
Düsseldorf-Rath downed tools. 
November 16 was the turn of steel-
workers in Schmolz-Bickenbach at 
Herzogenrath Kohlscheid. 

Members of the Free Syrian Army at a safehouse on northern Lebanon's 
border with Syria.

Syria’s opposition is armed

Venezuela’s Chávez blames US 
for possible “nuclear war”
Tamara Pearson

Venezuelan President Hugo Chávez 
has blamed the United States 
government for the danger of a 
possible nuclear war in the Middle 
East, as a result of “tensions over 
the last few weeks” between the 
West and Iran.

“There’s a nuclear war threat...
The most guilty [of this risk] is the 
United States government and its 
allies such as Israel, who have many 
nuclear bombs,” Chávez said.

Last week the International 
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) said 
it had “serious concerns” over Iran’s 
nuclear program and had supposed 
“credible” information that the coun-
try is looking to develop nuclear arms. 
The IAEA reports to the UN General 
Assembly and the Security Council. 
Iran says its nuclear program is purely 
for medicinal and peaceful purposes.

Last week the European Union 
increased its sanctions against Iran 
but for the time being has rejected 
military intervention. US president 
Barack Obama said the world was 
“united” in opposing Iran’s nuclear 
program. He said his “preference” was 
to resolve the issue “diplomatically” 
but he was “not taking any options 
off the table”.

Chávez said that Obama was not 
fulfi lling his electoral promises. “If 
President Obama had started to fulfi l 
10 percent or 20 percent of what he 
offered to do during his [electoral] 
campaign, they’d get him.” Chávez 
explained his point saying that US 
ex-President John Kennedy was 
assassinated in 1963 for not being 
“convenient”.

“Obama prefers to live and to 
become the anti-Obama to who 
he was as candidate, offering to 
put an end to war,” Chávez said 

referring to US intervention in Iraq 
and Afghanistan.

“It is worth calling on the world 
to refl ect about where they [the US] 
want to take us, a nuclear war could 
be the last war,” he said, adding 
that no countries should use nuclear 
weapons, as they do not just affect 
governments but “also the people... 
and the radiation that nuclear arms 
emit damages the planet’s life”.

The US invaded Iraq on the 
pretext of it having nuclear weap-
ons, though none were ever found. 
According to the Federation of 
American Scientists, the US has a 
total of 8,500 nuclear weapons and 
according to ex-US President Jimmy 
Carter Israel has 150.

In March this year Chávez ended 
the country’s nuclear energy program 
after the crisis that followed Japan’s 
earthquake.
venezuelanalysis.com 

Steelworkers, top British union, hold joint Congress
Mark Gruenberg

Carrying out their ever-closer alli-
ance, the Steelworkers and a top 
British union, Unite, held a joint 
congress in London on November 
11 to help fl esh out the structure 
and goals of their new joint group, 
Workers Uniting.

“Workers Uniting’s strength is 
built on its three million members 
on both sides of the Atlantic. In 
order to raise awareness among 
members of the severity of the 
situation, provide rapid support 
for those in danger and discourage 
those responsible from carrying 

out such attacks in the fi rst place, 
Workers Uniting will create an 
urgent action network,” one of 
the points in its initial framework, 
adopted several years ago, says.

Workers Uniting’s conven-
tion in London adopted a theme of 
“Fighting Back Globally.” In his 
opening speech there, Steelworkers 
president Leo Gerard added, 
“Standing up for the world’s 99 
percent is the Workers Uniting 
mission. We can globalise the fi ght 
for working people all around the 
world. We have the vehicle to fi ght 
back.”

Unite general secretary Len 

McCluskey said the Workers 
Uniting Congress “is taking place 
against a backdrop of global eco-
nomic chaos and a global attack 
against working people.”

Delegates in London discussed 
strategies each of Workers Uniting 
member unions adopted for sav-
ing manufacturing capacity in their 
respective countries, joint collective 
bargaining efforts with common 
employers in the paper, chemical 
and titanium industries and inter-
national solidarity to protect trade 
unionists’ rights elsewhere, notably 
Colombia and Mexico.

The Steelworkers already have 

a strong working alliance with 
Mexico’s leading independent 
union of metal workers and mine 
workers, Los Mineros. Gerard told 
a job safety and health confer-
ence in Washington DC that the 
United Steel Workers and Los 
Mineros “are talking about uniting 
our unions, so we have one union 
from the tip of Mexico to the top of 
Alaska.”

The London conference also 
discussed participation by rank and 
fi le delegations of activists in each 
other’s education, rapid response, 
health and safety, civil rights, and 
women’s conferences.

In his Washington remarks, 
just before he left for London, 
Gerard said, “You can’t allow glo-
balisation to cause deterioration of 
health and safety standards here.” 
But he quickly made it clear that 
wasn’t the only area of workers’ 
rights the wrong kind of globalisa-
tion harms.

“We can’t allow globalisation 
and rotten trade deals to cause dete-
rioration anywhere in the world,” 
he declared. “We don’t have too 
much globalisation – we have too 
little of the right kind.”
People’s World 
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Know the problem, 
know the solution

When I saw the headline in 
the Sydney Daily Telegraph of 
November 14 – “Hunger pains – 
Exclusive poll – Parents fear they 
can’t feed their kids” – I thought 
I had picked up the Communist 
Party Guardian by mistake. Has 
there been a radical change of out-
look? Are we likely to see Comrade 
Murdoch at an Occupy Demo?

If so, you had better let Piers 
Ackerman, Tim Blair, Miranda Devine 
and Andrew Bolt know as soon as 
possible so that they can do a crash 
course in Marxism Leninism.

Now we know the problem, 
the solution should be obvious. 
Nationalise all the big corporations 
and use their profi ts to raise living 
standards and eradicate poverty.

I look forward to presenting 
Comrade Ackerman with his fi rst 
Party Card.

Ronald Barrett
Sydney

Buying political power

The world’s bourgeois press call 
Berlusconi a “colourful character” 
rather than what he really is – a 
sexist, racist, mafi a, capitalist pig.

The reason the capitalist press do 
not refer to him as he is, is because he 

represents their glorifi ed and protected 
high offi ce of a “democracy” but 
doesn’t he highlight what a capitalist 
democracy really is. 

Basically it is a democracy that a 
wealthy person buys. He bought the 
Presidentsie. As a billionaire he uses 
his dominating press to propagate 
himself as the fearless leader of Italy 
who everyone takes their clothes off 
for (all why the country is going into 
fi nancial meltdown.)

A similar example recently hap-
pened in Thailand where a billionaire 
bought his Prime Ministership  but the 
royalists chased Shinawatra out of the 
country because they rightly saw him 
as having had too much of a control-
ling monopoly over the nation. But 
using his press to propagate his views, 
not even living in the country now, he 
could bring his sister to the number 
one position of power. Because the 
capitalist press only gives one story 
he probably could have brought his 
cat to power.

Usually we do not witness such 
obvious abuse of wealth by a billion-
aire putting themselves into power; 
they have traditionally been more like 
Kerry Packer who control the posi-
tion of Prime Minister from a hidden 
distance so we are fooled into attack-
ing the parliamentary system instead. 

This is to propagate the idea that 
we live in an egalitarian society and 
can make democratic decisions based 
on the press “informing” us. Packer 
had politicians lined up who were 
prepared to prostitute themselves to 
his desires.

But as the capitalists have been 
pulling the world further to the right, 
especially over the last 20 years, the 
bourgeoisie seem to feel more con-
fi dent of their world dominance and 
seem more inclined to fl aunt their 
pleasure in displaying their wealth and 
power such as Berlusconi, Shinawatra 
and even now Murdoch.

In the long run this serves our 
purposes because more and more 
working-class people will start to 
see through the propaganda of an 
“egalitarian” society.

Yours in solidarity,
H Patterson

Vic

Interlopers
The Age (14-11-2011) had an inter-
esting article about the increasing 
casualties in Afghanistan caused by 
the Afghan security and military 
forces attacking their Western 
allies. There was an honest descrip-
tion of what International Security 
Assistance Force (ISAF) which 
represents Western countries, 
thinks of Afghan troops.

“ISAF concerns about Afghan 
troops include their poor hygiene, 
poor discipline, ineffi ciency, treach-
ery, thieving, unreliability, illiteracy, 
technical incompetence, corruption, 
unwillingness to learn, poor treatment 
of animals and drug taking. To make 
it harder to bridge the gap, there is 
the language issue.

“From the Afghan perspective, we 
are infi dels and uninvited guests in 
their land who lack cultural sensitiv-
ity, cause unnecessary civilian casu-
alties, don’t know how to keep local 
women in their place (and disrespect 
theirs), drink alcohol, can’t handle 
hardship, and are too regimental and 
arrogant”.

Does not leave much room for 
cooperation, does it? With these 
attitudes on both sides one has to ask 
once again: why? Why do Australians 
have to be there at all? Never mind 
“we never cut and run”. It takes real 
courage to admit to a mistake and rec-
tify it. Our troops should be brought 
home. Alive.

Mati English
Sydney
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Foreign 
minister 
speaks with 
forked tongue
Did you see the news report about 
the recently declassifi ed documents 
exposing Kevin Rudd’s double 
dealing over nuclear disarmament? 
I am not surprised if you didn’t, 
because it was a truly tiny item 
measuring only a couple of inches 
by one column.

The documents in question related 
to Rudd’s period as Prime Minister. 
As The Sydney Morning Herald put it: 
Rudd “had made a campaign against 
nuclear weapons a hallmark of his 
foreign policy” but that apparently 
was strictly for public, domestic 
consumption. In reality, the newly 
available documents reveal, Rudd 
was privately sending messages to 
the US government urging them to 
maintain a “reliable” and “credible” 
nuclear arsenal.

It seems that, in 2009, at the same 
time that Rudd was big-noting his 
campaign to “rid the world of nuclear 
weapons”, he sent a confi dential 
submission to a US review of nuclear 

readiness in which he supported the 
idea that the US should retain its 
nuclear weapons for “deterrence”.

A bookie might say that Rudd 
was merely trying to “have a bit 
each way”, but what it reminds me of 
most clearly is the scene in so many 
Hollywood westerns where the Indian 
chief, fed up with being lied to all the 
time, growls out: “White man speaks 
with forked tongue.”

That’s certainly what Rudd was 
doing, but apparently a lying PM is 
not newsworthy anymore.

While on the subject of things 
you may have seen in the media, 
did you note the cool response of 
the Reverend Dr Giles Fraser, canon 
chancellor of St Paul’s Cathedral in 
London, to the occupation of St Paul’s 
churchyard by anti-Wall St protesters? 
The protesters had occupied the 
churchyard on their way to occupy 
nearby Paternoster Square, but the 
square it seems is private property 
and the police were waiting to thump 
them if they tried to take it over. So 
they simply stayed put and occupied 
the churchyard.

The City of London police took 
a hard line, surrounding the peaceful 
demonstration and refusing to allow 
anyone to enter or leave until late in 
the evening. The police maintained 
their action was to “protect” the 
cathedral, and zealously tried to 
prevent anyone from even sitting or 
standing on the cathedral steps. Enter 
the Reverend Dr Fraser, who asked 
the police to move on. He did not 
believe that St Paul’s needed “that 
kind of protection”.

He declared himself a supporter 
of the democratic right to peaceful 
protest and said the aims of the 
occupation movement were in 
keeping with Christian values. “This 
morning”, he said, “I read a bit from 
Matthew Chapter Six, about how you 
can’t serve God and money.” (With 
talk like that, the Reverend Dr Fraser 

is in danger of being outed as a closet 
Bolshie.)

His sentiments were in line with 
those of the protesters, at any rate. 
One demonstrator came dressed as 
Jesus Christ, with a placard declaring 
“I drove the money changers out of 
the temple for a reason.”

But while ordinary people all over 
the world are joining protests aimed at 
money changers (and the banks they 
own), others are struggling against 
war mongers and other corporate 
thieves as big business tries to reassert 
its dominance over the globe.

At the very time that the US and 
its main European allies – France 
and Germany – were fi nishing their 
destruction of the most developed 
North African country for refusing 
to toe the imperialist line, the US 
President was telling his people, with 
a completely straight face, that “the 
threat of war is receding”. Almost in 
the same breath he was boasting about 
US plans to put its military forces into 
four countries in Sub-Saharan Africa 
as well as into northern Australia, 
countries with strategic minerals 
and/or oil.

Last month only Chinese and 
Russian vetoes stopped the leaders 
of the US, the European Union and 
Turkey from pushing a resolution 
through the UN Security Council 
that would have enabled NATO to 
intervene militarily in Syria under 
the pretext of defending civilians and 
human rights (similar to the stunt they 
pulled in Libya). The US was furious 
at the Chinese and Russian action.

The US recently used its UN veto 
to block the admission of Palestine to 
the world body. Palestine’s admission 
would have been very inconvenient 
for the US stalking horse Israel. As 
Adnan Azzouz, of the Syrian General 
Federation of Trade Unions says: 
the US veto “is a cover for Israel’s 
settlement policies and the denial of 
the right of return of the Palestinian 
people”.

Not so long ago, the bloated US 
military budget meant mega profi ts for 
numerous US corporations coupled 
with dominance of global trade 
relations. But now, it is increasingly 
obvious that such a level of non-
productive military expenditure is 
unsustainable. It can only lead to a 

warping of the US economy and a 
huge waste of fi nite resources.

The calamitous rise in poverty, its 
devastating spread across the US from 
coast to coast, the obviousness of the 
decline in living standards for working 
Americans, all this adds up to a crisis 
in the US economy unprecedented 
since the Great Depression. The rich 
may be richer than they ever were 
before, but at the same time the 
number of dirt poor US citizens has 
climbed astronomically.

What’s more, it is more visible
than ever before. No amount of 
smoke and mirrors, no amount of 
glamorous Hollywood movies or 
escapist TV series can hide the reality 
that confronts Americans daily. The 
prevailing poverty that underscores 
that reality is so ever-present it has 
even been incorporated into the 
escapist fare that is supposed to take 
people’s minds off the reality.

That more and more people 
are saying “enough is enough!” 
is a very positive sign, as are the 
demonstrations against the banks. 
There is a long way to go yet, but the 
people are stirring. 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

Kevin Rudd while Prime 
Minister “had made a 

campaign against nuclear 
weapons a hallmark of 

his foreign policy” at 
the same time privately 

sending messages to the 
US government urging 

them to maintain a 
“reliable” and “credible” 

nuclear arsenal.
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Politics in the Pub – Perth

Australians are working longer and harder but life is not getting easier and jobs 
are becoming less secure. Australian businesses are recording record profits, so it 
is simply not fair that so many people are in casual and contract work – many of 
whom want the security of permanent work.



11The Guardian
November 23 2011 Worth Watching

The Guardian
Editorial Offi ce

74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010
Ph: 02 9699 8844 Fax: 02 9699 9833

Email:guardian@cpa.org.au
Editor: Tom Pearson

Published by
Guardian Publications Australia Ltd
74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010

Printed by Spotpress
24-26 Lilian Fowler Place Marrickville 2204

Responsibility for electoral comment
is taken by T Pearson,

74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010

Special offer subscription to The Guardian
10 issues: $10* 12 MONTHS: $88 ($80 conc.) 6 months: $45 ($40)
NAME:    ___________________________________________________
ADDRESS: ___________________________________________________

_______________________________________POSTCODE:____________

Pay by  Cheque Money order (Payable to “Guardian Publications”)

Phone in details on 02 9699 8844
Or send to: Guardian Subscriptions

 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010, Australia

or by credit card:  Mastercard  Visa *$20 minimum on cards

Card # _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _
Amount: ________ Expiry Date: ____/____  Date: ________
Signature:________________________________________

Sun 27 November –
Sat 3 December

Evelyn Waugh’s novel Brides-
head Revisited appeared in 

1945. In 1981, it was adapted for 
television as a widely acclaimed 
11-part serial. By virtue of its length 
and the sensitivity with which it was 
made, the serial was able to success-
fully retain the nuances and fl avour of 
Waugh’s book. One reason for its suc-
cess as televised literature was Jeremy 
Irons’ evocative reading of Waugh’s 
prose as a voice-over narration.

In 2008, Brideshead Revisited 
was remade again, this time as a 
feature-length movie. It is this most 
recent version that is being screened 
this week (ABC1 Sunday November 
27 at 8.30pm).

The 2008 movie had the misfor-
tune to be adapted for the screen by 
Jeremy Brock and Andrew Davies. I 
am not familiar with Brock’s other 
work, but Davies shot to fame with 
his script for the sumptuous BBC 
adaptation of Jane Austen’s delight-
ful classic Pride And Prejudice. But 
for all its sumptuousness, and its 
effective moments, that production 
revealed Davies’ utter failure to grasp 
the subtleties of Jane Austen’s artistry, 
or the depth and thoughtfulness of her 
observation.

Davies’ screenplay turned Mrs 
Bennett from a silly, empty-headed 
fl iberty-gibbit into a shrew, changed 
Austen’s rapier thrusts of irony into 
heavy blows with a blunt instru-
ment, made explicit references to sex 
(where Austen had barely hinted), and 

trivialised both the motivation and 
the social relationships of the main 
characters (“It’s a novel about sex 
and money,” he loudly proclaimed).

His screenplay for Brideshead 
Revisited shows that he has not 
changed: he still thinks he knows 
better than the author whose work 
he is adapting. Where Waugh sug-
gested homosexuality, Davies and 
Brock trumpet it to the heavens. 
Where Waugh was content to leave 
Sebastian’s sexual orientation (and 
the nature of his relationship with 
Charles) ambiguous, Davies and 
Brock deliberately make it explicit 
in order to meet what they see as the 
requirements of a modern audience 
(to hell with the author’s desire for 
subtlety).

They even go so far as to change 
the ending: where Waugh’s novel ends 
with Charles obviously converting 
to Catholicism, the movie omits this 
in order to leave his religious state 
vague. The reasons for this change, 
as with all Davies’ scripts, have to 
be purely commercial (converting 
to Catholicism might be a turnoff?).

At the same time, Waugh’s prose 
is omitted altogether: there is no 
voice-over narration in this version. 
It does have a top fl ight cast that 
includes Emma Thompson, Matthew 
Goode, Ben Whishaw, Michael 
Gambon and Greta Scacchi.

Wikipedia lists some interesting 
critical comments. “Comparing the 
fi lm to the earlier television adapta-
tion, AO Scott of The New York Times 
called it ‘necessarily shorter and less 
faithful to Waugh’s book, and also, for 
what it’s worth, more cinematic. It is 
also tedious, confused and banal.’ He 
blamed the director Julian Jarrold and 
screenwriters Davies and Brock ‘for 
fi nding so little new or interesting to 
say ... and for systematically stripping 
Waugh’s novel of its telling nuances 
and provocative ideas!”

He concluded, “The long experi-
ence of English Catholics as a reli-
gious minority, the subtle gradations 
of class in the British university sys-
tem, the crazy quilt of sexual norms 
and taboos governing the lives of 
young adults: all of this is what makes 

Brideshead Revisited live and breathe 
as a novel. None of it registers with 
any force in this lazy, complacent 
fi lm, which takes the novel’s name 
in vain.” 

Mark Olsen of the Los Angeles 
Times said, “The fi lm’s strengths are 
in Waugh’s story and not so much 
in the particular spin of these fi lm-
makers. Their decision to turn up the 
volume on the homosexual undertones 
between Sebastian and Charles feels 
like an unimaginative nod to our 
modern times.”

Green Wing (ABC2 Tuesdays 
from November 29 at 

9.30pm) is a new one-hour comedy 
series set in a hospital. It is advertised 
with a quote from SMH Online: “Like 
The Offi ce meets Scrubs – only more 
surreal, perverse and sexual.”

Well that is clearly what its mak-
ers would like it to be, but they have 
failed. Oh, they have tried – boy, have 
they tried – but surreal is not syn-
onymous with silly, and comedy that 
strains all the time is simply wearing.

What makes this really disap-
pointing is that every now and then 

there are fl ashes of inspiration that are 
really funny – but they are few and 
(too) far between. There are numerous 
familiar faces among the cast and as 
they settle into their roles the series 
might yet fi nd its niche. Let’s hope so.

If anyone had asked me what 
genre the British series The 

Thick Of It fi tted into, I would have 
said unhesitatingly “political satire”. 
After all, it is about British govern-
ment ministers and public servants, 
engaged in assorted acts of scheming 
and skullduggery. But apparently I 
would have been wrong, or at least 
not wholly correct. According to ABC 
publicity it belongs to a genre that is 
new to me: “satirical British govern-
ment procedural”. Say what?

Whatever genre it is, this week 
we have the series’ Christmas spe-
cial. But not this Christmas, or even 
last Christmas. No, The Thick Of It 
Special: The Rise Of The Nutters 
(ABC1 Wednesday November 30 
at 9.00pm) dates from Christmas 
2006. Which makes one wonder, 
why has the ABC waited fi ve years 
to run it? There is nothing especially 

good or bad about it: it is simply 
a one-hour indulgence in typical 
Thick of It backstabbing, conniv-
ing, plotting, lying, and deviousness 
amidst occasional attempts to retain 
some modicum of integrity and even 
honour.

In fact, the program’s defi ning 
characteristic, its cynicism, is so 
overdrawn that it is no more realistic 
than Yes Minister, it just has a lot 
more swearing.

For those of you who want to 
indulge vicariously in some 

beautiful settings, Monty Don’s 
Italian Gardens (ABC1 Saturdays 
at 6.00pm) has exquisite images of 
some really beautiful gardens; both 
formal and informal, colourful and 
ascetic. His informative commentary 
is a defi nite asset. 

Note how many of these gar-
dens are still in the hands of 

wealthy members of the ruling class. 
Workers and peasants may tend the 
garden beds and push the wheelbar-
rows around, but these expressions of 
the gardeners’ art are strictly private 
property. 

Rob Gowland

previews
ABC & SBS

Public Television

Villa Marlia – Monty Don’s Italian Gardens (ABC1 Saturdays at 6.00pm).

Enmore Newsagent
195 Enmore Rd (near Edgeware Rd) 

Enmore, NSW
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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’s entertainment

Raffles • Auction • Balloons • Iceblocks • Face painting

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

Info: 0447 612 508
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Finian Cunningham

Testy relations with China is 
nothing new for Washington given 
recent months of US haranguing 
over trade and fi nance, but what 
Barack Obama’s bombast signals 
is a sinister ramping up of the 
militarist agenda towards Beijing.

As if bouncing underlings and 
lackeys into his gang, the American 
president has moved on from 
Honolulu with stopovers in Australia, 
Indonesia and elsewhere. Given the 
primary economic power of China in 
the hemisphere, it might be thought 
appropriate for Obama to make a 
cordial visit to Beijing to discuss 
partnerships and policies to revive the 
global economy. But no. The omission 
of China on this major US tour seems 
to be a deliberate snub to Beijing and 
a message to the region: that China is 
to be isolated and ringfenced. This is 
the stuff of warmongering writ large.

The blatant aggression is naturally 
smoothed over and made palatable 
by the Western mainstream media. 
Reporting on Obama’s unilateral bel-
ligerence at the APEC, the Washington 
Post bemoans: “Try as he might to 
focus Asian and Pacifi c leaders on 
forging new economic partnerships 
during a regional summit here, 
President Obama has spent much of 
his time in private meetings with his 
counterparts discussing another press-
ing concern: national security [that is, 
US military power].”

The Financial Times (FT)reports 
breathlessly: “Barack Obama will not 
set foot in China during his swing 
through the Asia-Pacifi c region ... yet 
the country’s rapid economic ascent 
and military advances will provide 
the backdrop for almost everything 
he does on the trip.”

Note the assertion that it is 
China’s “military advances” that are 
prompting US concerns, not the more 
reasonable and realistic observation 
that Washington is the one beating 
the war drums.

The FT goes on to say: “The 
Pentagon is quietly working on a new 

strategy dubbed the AirSea Battle con-
cept, which is designed to fi nd ways 
to counter Chinese military plans to 
deny access to US forces in the seas 
surrounding China.”

In “seas surrounding China” it 
may be thought by some as entirely 
acceptable for Beijing to “deny 
access to US forces”. But not, it 
seems, for the scribes at the FT and 
other Western mainstream media, 
who transform US offence/Chinese 
defence into Chinese offence/US 
defence. One can only imagine how 
that same media would report it if 
China announced that it was intend-
ing to patrol nuclear warships off 
California.

As previously noted by Michel 
Chossudovsky at Global Research, 
the South China Sea’s untapped 
reserves of oil and other minerals are 
a major driver in US manoeuvring. 
China stands to have natural territo-
rial rights to these deposits and has 
much more valid claim to the wealth 
than the US, whose counter-claims 
on the matter seem at best arrogant 
and at worst provocative. Again, one 
can imagine the US and mainstream 
media reaction if China was eyeing 
oil and gas fi elds off Alaska.

But there is a bigger geopoliti-
cal agenda here. The increasing US 
militarism in the Asia-Pacifi c is apiece 
with the globalisation of war by the 
US/NATO and its allies. The shift 
in policy is, as the Washington Post 
lamely tells us, “the US reasserting 
itself as a leader in the Asia-Pacifi c 
after years of focusing on [illegal] 
wars in the Middle East.”

However, this is not a dynamic 
that should be viewed as somehow 
normal and acceptable. This is, as 
we have stated, an escalation of 
global aggression by powers that 
are “addicted to war” as a matter of 
policy.

Top of the US hit list is China. 
Washington’s criminal wars in 
Iraq and Libya have in particular 
been aimed at cutting China out of 
legitimate energy investments in the 
Middle and East and North Africa 

(and Africa generally). That in itself 
must be seen by Beijing as a fl agrant 
assault on its overseas’ assets. Not 
content, it seems, with achieving 
that dispossession of vital Chinese 
energy interests, Washington is now 
pushing its insatiable appetite all the 
way into China’s domain. But such 
unprecedented aggression is made 
to appear by the US government and 
the dutiful mainstream media as a 
natural entitlement where refusal by 
the other party is perversely presented 
as “military plans to deny access”.

Obama’s visit to Australia was 
undoubtedly aimed at further twist-
ing the threat to China. In Darwin, 
the US president oversaw the open-
ing of a base that will see for the 
fi rst time US Marines being able to 
conduct war games on Australian 
soil. Thousands of kilometres from 
China, this development may at fi rst 
seem inconsequential. But then we 
are told that the move is designed 
to station US military “out of the 
reach of Chinese ballistic missiles”. 
The insinuation is unmistakable and 
menacing: China is an imminent 
threat. Somehow, without issuing 
any such aggressive moves, Beijing 
is suddenly made to look as if it is 
prepared to launch ballistic missiles 
at US installations. 

It is tempting to call this US-led 
dynamic of global war “dysfunc-
tional”. But, disturbingly, it is not 
merely dysfunctional. The global war 
dynamic is a function of the collapse 
of capitalism and democracy in the 
US and Europe (the brutal police 
crackdown on Occupy protesters 
across the US is evidence of the lat-
ter). War on the world is the logical 
outcome of this failed system, as 
history has already shown us with the 
horrors of World War One and Two. 

Karl Marx once noted: “History 
repeats itself, fi rst as tragedy, then 
as farce”. To avert another “farce” 
in which the horrors of history are 
repeated, we need to once and for all 
challenge the root cause: capitalism.
globalresearch.ca 

US ramps up 
global war agenda

Obama’s visit to Australia was undoubtedly aimed at 
further twisting the threat to China.

ANTONY’S ORATION

Blood and destruction shall be so in use 
And dreadful objects so familiar 
That mothers shall but smile when they behold 
Their infants quarter’d with the hands of war; 
All pity choked with custom of fell deeds: 
And Caesar’s spirit, ranging for revenge, 
With Ate by his side come hot from hell, 
Shall in these confi nes with a monarch’s voice 
Cry ‘Havoc,’ and let slip the dogs of war; 
That this foul deed shall smell above the earth 
With carrion men, groaning for burial.

William Shakespeare
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