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Car Industry — battle for
Australian manufacturing

Bob Briton

The press’ business pages are full of predic-
tions that Ford, GMH and Toyota will take
their Australian car making operations
offshore. Almost every columnist is taking
a dry economist’s attitude to the prospect
— that it’s inevitable and that governments
should stop supporting the industry. The
Opposition agrees. Speculation has been
prompted by sackings at Toyota and a lack
of commitment from Ford or Holden to
produce vehicles in Australia when current
models end their cycle. The jobs of 50,000
workers employed in the car industry hang
in the balance along with the future of
Australia as a country where people “make
things”, to borrow a phrase from former
PM Kevin Rudd.

Most Australians don’t agree with the neo-
liberal stance taken by pro-corporate columnists.
Asurvey by Essential Media Communications
found that:

79 percent agree Australia should retain its
manufacturing sector

* 68 percent support current levels of
industry assistance to support jobs in the
Australian car industry

e 62 percent agree that other manufacturing
industries should receive similar assistance

Decisions of this magnitude are not made
by the Australian people, however. They are
made in boardrooms in distant locations by
companies determined to squeeze the biggest
profits possible from their global operations.
The car industry internationally has taken a hit
from the capitalist economic crisis that appears
set to worsen. Many sectors of the Australian
economy are performing badly and workers’
purchasing power is down.

Fewer cars are being sold and people are
scaling down the size of the cars they buy. Car
making in Australia, for export in particular, has
been rocked by the high exchange rate for the
Australian dollar. Manufacturing workers will
be forced to pay the price for all this chaos of
capitalist production.

Assistance through
the front door

Awustralia’s car making industry used to be
supported by tariffs of up to 60 percent. The
Whitlam government took an axe to protection
of locally based manufacturers for a time during
its term in office. The systematic reduction of
tariffs began in the early days of neo-liberalism
with the Button Plan — named after Bob Hawke’s
Minister for Industry and Commerce during
the 1980s.

The ultimate consequences of this policy
of unilateral disarmament became so alarming
to Australian governments in terms of reduced
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local sales and job losses that a new way to assist
carmakers had to be found. Protectionism was
still taboo for legislators committed to capital-
ist globalisation. “Industry assistance” — cash
bribes to manufacturers to stay in Australia —
became the by-word. The policy of cash grants
didn’t prevent Mitsubishi deserting its Adelaide
plants in 2008.

Undeterred, the Rudd Government unveiled
a New Car Plan. Gillard cut assistance back last
year as her government set out after another
neo-liberal Holy Grail — a budget surplus. The
Australian equivalent of the “cash for clunkers”
program was taken off the table. Other cutbacks
were announced. Nevertheless, the New Car
Plan with its core Automotive Transformation
Scheme is still worth $3.4 billion.

The poor carmakers

Toyota’s announcement of the sacking of
350 workers (or 10 percent of the workforce)
from its Altona plant provoked an outpouring
of official sympathy. Max Yasuda, the chief of
Toyota Australia painted a grim picture. “The
reality is that our volumes are down. What we
assumed would be a temporary circumstance
has turned into a permanent situation,” he said.

When the redundancies were announced,
industry minister Kim Carr was feeling Mr
Yasuda’s pain. “Ultimately, companies have to
take the tough decisions based on commercial
realities to ensure that their business model
remains sustainable, and that is what Toyota
has done today.”

He should be feeling sorry for the workers.
Toyota did not honour commitments to the
Australian Manufacturing Workers” Union to
make any redundancies voluntary. The redun-
dancy packages have been trimmed back. The

company is talking about how to make produc-
tion at Altona more “competitive”, i.e. how to
speed it up with a more “flexible workforce”.
It made public its “regrets” that workers took
industrial action last year after 16 years without
any such action.

Workers are right to look to their own col-
lective interests and be sceptical of company
and government pronouncements. Mitsubishi
workers were constantly being assured that the
latest sacrifice was necessary, that the transna-
tional was committed to its Adelaide workforce,
and so on. When it finally closed its doors in
2008, the Rann Government offered a range
of widely hyped “adjustment support”. The
assumption made by the corporate media was
that these workers would find new jobs as the
invisible hand of the market worked its magic.
Three years later a study revealed that most had
not found suitable employment. Many had been
bankrupted after taking on various franchised
small businesses.

What to do?

The Gillard government is in a trap set by
decades of neo-liberalism and commitment to
capitalism in general. It would be an exceed-
ingly difficult thing at this stage to establish a
nationalised car industry to take over where
Toyota, Ford and GMH leave off. The govern-
ment is stuck with a policy of offering bribes to
the monopolies to maintain their Australian base.
It is right when it says the Opposition leader
Tony Abbott’s threat to choke off assistance
would be a deadly blow to local jobs.

A list of incentives is being drawn up.
Holden may get between $100 million to $200
million to stay put for a while longer. The latest
announcement was made at the Detroit Motor
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Show earlier this month. Ford will get $34 mil-
lion of federal funds to improve fuel economy
and emissions on its Falcon and Territory mod-
els. The amount was topped up by $19 million
from the Victorian government and $50 million
from the parent company to complete a $103
million total package.

However, even with this sort of investment,
industry pessimists are in the majority. Industry
Minister Kim Carr was accompanied to the US
during his recent visit by the newly appointed
SA Premier, Jay Weatherill. He was on a mis-
sion to extend GMH’s production at Elizabeth
but his other courtesy calls give an indication
as to the state government’s vision beyond the
demise of local vehicle building. On his return,
the Premier announced a new contract for BAE
systems to make titanium components for the
tailfins of the US Joint Strike Fighter.

Defence industries and uranium mining
make up the government’s retrograde vision for
the future of the South Australian economy and
it appears other states and the federal govern-
ments are thinking along similar lines. Given
the class allegiances Australian governments
have taken up, it is unlikely they will engage in
any planning independent of the transnationals.
They will have to be forced to do so.

Australia has considerable manufacturing
prowess. As has been noted, it is only one of 13
countries with the capacity to bring cars from the
drawing board stage to full production. It could
just as easily be a centre for industries making
green energy and public transport infrastructure.
The battle to force Australian governments to
go down that sustainable path is now on. The
alternative is bleak — a deindustrialised, deskilled
country with few prospects. &
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Needed: a new system

The Great Transformation: Shaping New Models was the theme
of the World Economic Forum (WEF) held in Davos from January
25-29. The reference is to “new” models of capitalism. The “Arab
Spring” protests demanding democratic rights and social justice,
the Occupy Movement in the US and the millions of people across
Europe who have taken to the streets are worrying governments and
big business. People around the world are demanding jobs, social
justice, democratic rights, and some are even questioning the system
of capitalism. Inside the exclusive Swiss ski resort, 2,600 business and
government leaders, academics and “safe” (not going to question
the capitalist system itself) trade union and NGO leaders rubbed
shoulders.

Outside the conference, the 50 or so protestors who braved the cold
and camped in igloos, were prevented by 6,000 security forces from
going near the streets of Davos. The armed fighter jets that patrolled
the skies above proved ineffective when protestors decided to “occupy
the sky” above the conference with large red weather balloons.

WEF managing director Lee Howell warned, “It’s no longer simply
cyclical, with everybody down and everybody getting to go back up.
This time some people may not get up.” His comments reflected those
of many corporate and banking leaders, looking for ways to clean
up their image and the need to address the inevitable deepening of
the crisis and halt the growing protest actions by the victims of the
crisis and austerity measures.

Speakers blamed poor corporate governance, development of
technology, the greed of individual capitalists, anything but the
capitalist system itself. Likewise their solution, their “new” models,
included training more job-ready workers, the need to be “good
corporate citizens”, philanthropy to the poorer nations, economic
reforms within capitalism. But not a word suggesting the system
might be the problem. They regurgitated the old “capitalism with a
human face” in its various forms.

There was even a session on the future of capitalism which was
sponsored by Time Magazine. (Yes, even the sessions had corporate
sponsors — after all WEF is a massive money spinning capitalist
venture!) Former ACTU president and now International Trade Union
Confederation general secretary Sharan Burrow told delegates that
the business community had “lost its moral compass”. “We must
redesign the model. We must reset it. Stop the greed. Unless employers
and workers sit down with governments, the system will continue to
fail.” On the eve of the forum, Burrow had ruled out real change:
“It is too simplistic to say we need a new system. The system is not
working because of extraordinary greed, extraordinary inequality and
attacks on workers’ rights that are leading to a crash in demand.”

Burrow told delegates: “We need to say if capitalism is going to
sustain itself, if it is going to provide secure jobs, it has to distribute
wealth evenly and it has to make a contribution to the common
good.” Her comments only serve to mislead trade unions and workers
that under capitalism wealth can be “distributed evenly” and there
is such a thing as “the common good” between capitalists and the
workers they exploit.

Burrow put forward a set of five principles: jobs; social protection,
sustainable demand and decent work; financial regulation (dealing
with speculative trading on financial markets and registration of
credit rating agencies); fair and progressive taxation; and climate
action. These are all progressive and desirable reforms, but even as
reforms they are weak; they fail to address many of the pressing
issues — privatisation, sackings of public servants, lower pensions,
neo-liberal trade and financial deregulation, etc.

More importantly they divert attention from the cause of the
crisis. As the statement issued by the 13th Meeting of Communist
and Workers Parties in Athens last December stated, “... the crisis
is a crisis of the system. It is not faults within the system but the
system itself that is faulty, generating regular and periodic crises.

“It results from the sharpening of the main contradiction of capi-
talism between the social character of production and the private
capitalist appropriation and not from any version of the manage-
ment policy of the system or from any aberration based on the greed
of some bankers or other capitalists, or from the lack of effective
regulatory mechanisms. It highlights the historical boundaries of
capitalism and the need to strengthen the struggles for anti-monopoly
anti-capitalist ruptures, the revolutionary overthrow of capitalism.”
(See Guardian #1532, 25-01-2012)

PRESS FUND

If no news is sometimes good news, good news is sometimes bad
news, at least as far as the Press Fund is concerned. As frequently
demonstrated on previous occasions, last week’s great Press Fund
report for 2011 was immediately followed by a dramatic fall in
contributions - in fact, we only had one contributor! Come on
everybody, we need your help just as much this year as last year, so
please, please send us in something for the next issue! Many thanks
to the ever-reliable “Round Figure”, for his $10 contribution this
week.

Progressive total: $40

Speaking out for
the disenfranchised

Bob Briton

January 2012 saw the arrival of
Immortal Technique for his first
ever Australia and New Zealand
tour. Immortal Technique is a
Harlem based Hip Hop artist
of African-Peruvian descent.
He is well known for his politi-
cal lyrics and activism that are
deeply critical of, for example, US
imperialism.

| attended the show in my home-
town, Adelaide. There was an interest-
ing mix of the usual Hip Hop crowd
and people interested in an alterna-
tive in music and-or-society more
broadly. Supported in Adelaide by
Social Change and Dialect & Despair
and nationally by AKIR and Poison
Pen, Immortal Technique played
tunes from all four of his releases
(Revolutionary Vol.s 1 & 2, The Third
World and The Martyr). It was great
to see a supportive, enthusiastic and
peaceful crowd joining in with chants
of “Free Palestine” etc.

Technique told the story of when
he was seeking a deal to distribute his
second album “Revolutionary Vol. 2”.
An executive advised him to remove
politically “sensitive” songs from the
album in order to get a distribution
deal (songs such as The Cause of
Death, “the United States sponsored
the rise of the 3rd Reich/ Just like
the CIA trained terrorists to the fight/
Build bombs and sneak box cutters
onto a flight”, for example).

For artists working in any genre
this kind of censorship is at best
disturbing and totally undermines
both their integrity and the driving
force behind their art. The issue raises
interesting questions about the music
industry and how it works with the
media to misrepresent Hip Hop in
particular. Hip Hop culture has at

Immortal Technique.

its heart the interests of young black
people, people who are institutionally
marginalised and disenfranchised by
society: it was always going to be a
target for the establishment.

The controllers of music and the
media don’t want a strong and united
urban culture that advocates for black
power or people power. It is my belief
that the promotion of the so-called
Gangster Rap of the 1990s comes
from the need of the establishment to
prevent the audience, whether black,
white young or old, from listening
to anything that challenges the status
quo. Labelling music in this way not
only switches off the audiences” minds
to challenging the system but also
denigrates the makers of such music,
mostly young working-class black
men. What better way to manipulate

a culture than to label it as violent,
overtly sexual, misogynist and purely
concerned with crime?

Artists like Immortal Technique
have become successful in spite of
this through sheer hard work and
determination. No doubt the Internet
era has helped artists stay independ-
ent through direct downloads from
their own websites and social media
sites. It will be interesting to see what
develops from here.

At the end of the night, Technique
urged the audience to support inde-
pendent and underground Hip Hop
artists on the local scene. | have no
doubt that the culture in Australia is
strong and so long as artists commit
to keeping their integrity and refusing
to “sell out”, the culture will remain
strong. @&

The Martyr is available for free download from the Viper records website:
viperrecords.com/index.php/artists/immortal-technique

There is also a mixtape featuring AKIR and Immortal Technique available for free download at:
www.datpiff.com/AKIR-The-Secret-mixtape.119835.html

Sydney

investigation.

What does this say
about our democracy?

Don’t Shoot the Messenger:
WikiLeaks, Assange and Democracy

WikiLeaks, afree press publishing and
media organisation, has revealed human
rights abuses, war crimes and corruption
in governments across the world. Yet
the US Administration wants to close
WikiL eaks down and prosecute its
founder Julian Assange. International
financial services organisations have
blocked payments to WikilL eaks, denying
them vital income. The Australian
government has failed to take a stand
against the political persecution of
Assange. Australian Prime Minister
Gillard's assertion that WikiL eaks
activitieswereillegal was proved to be
false by an Australian Federal Police

Speakers:

Chaired by:

Gold coin donation

Scott Ludlam, Australian Greens Senator
Christine Assange, mother of Julian Assange
Humphrey McQueen, historian, ANU

Mary Kostakidis, journalist and Australia’s
first primetime anchorwoman

FRIDAY 17 February
6.30 pm to 8.15 pm

University of Technology, Sydney
Room 13 (Building 2)

Entrance level, UTS Tower, Broadway
Presented by the Support Assange & WikiLeaks Coalition

For more information:
Anne 0404 090 710 / Helen 0413 381 408
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Back to the bad old days
for Abbott

Peter Mac

Federal Liberal leader Tony Abbott
loves old fashioned political “solu-
tions”. Last week he provoked
anger when he declared, with
reference to Canberra’s Aboriginal
tent embassy that things should
“move on”.

Abbott later denied he had meant
nothing offensive. But how could
anyone interpret his statement other
than meaning that the embassy should
be removed?

He’s also reported to have said
that the embassy is an eyesore. On the
40th anniversary of its establishment,
his statements were bound to offend
Aboriginal people and others who
consider the treatment of Indigenous
Auwustralians an eyesore on the history
of Australia.

A jackass, but
dangerous

Not content with offending
Aboriginal people, Abbott also
sparked a domestic and international
furore by declaring that under a con-
servative coalition government the
Auwstralian Navy would force asylum
seeker boats back to Indonesia.

Richard Towle, regional repre-
sentative of UNHCR (the UN High
Commission for Refugees) tact-
fully pointed out: “Any such blanket
approach would potentially place
Australia in breach of its obligations
under the Refugee Convention and
other international law obligations,
and — as past experience has shown
— is operationally difficult and danger-
ous for all concerned.”

This didn’t worry Abbott. He
indicated that the Coalition would just
sort things out with the Indonesians,
and wouldn’t lose much sleep about
international treaty obligations. He
sneered: “The next Coalition govern-
ment will have a Jakarta focus to its
foreign policy, not a Geneva focus”.

Adopting the arrogant stance of
colonial powers, he stated imperi-
ously: “The (Australian) Navy has
done it before. [There’s] no reason
why they can’t do it safely again.
... The legal home of these ves-
sels, Indonesian flagged, Indonesian

crewed, Indonesian ported, is in
Indonesia.”

The Indonesian government was
less than impressed. The Indonesian
national police chief spokesman
stated: “You have to hand them
(asylum seekers) over for processing
to UNHCR, just like Indonesia.” A
spokesman for the president stated
bluntly that his country did not inter-
fere with Australian political affairs.
Hinting that Abbott’s policy had
the potential to damage diplomatic
relationships between Australia and
Indonesia, he said pointedly: “We
closely observe the long-term relation-
ship of the two countries”.

Following suicidal
precedents

Alarmed at Abbott’s approach,
the Australian Navy’s Admiral Barrie
pointed out that it was both impracti-
cal and highly dangerous for asylum
seekers and (by implication) for our
regional relationships.

He said: “lrrespective of any
government’s policy, I’m sure our
officers will act in accordance with
international law and the safety of
life at sea conventions. Policy can’t
override international law and cannot
tell a commanding officer what deci-
sions he must make at sea at the time.”

Admiral Barrie also noted that
under international law a boat must
be seaworthy and navigable, and its
passengers in good condition before
it can be turned around. His well-
intentioned advice was wasted. If
Abbott ever became Prime Minister
the evidence to date indicates strongly
that he would direct the Navy to
carry out his orders, regardless of any
potential breach of international treaty
obligations, or any risk of damage to
our international relations. However,
if a diplomatic row did break out,
he’d be the first to blame someone
else for it.

Since Abbott gained leadership
of the federal Liberals, his behaviour
has given the government plenty of
reasons to reject all his reactionary
policies. But it hasn’t done so. For
example, the Northern Territory
intervention, initiated by Abbott’s
idol John Howard, remains in place.

It was one of the prime underlying
causes of the resentment that erupted
in last week’s Canberra restaurant
demonstration.

The odious policy of processing
asylum seeker applications for asylum
off-shore has also been preserved as
official Labor policy. The govern-
ment doesn’t have the number of
parliamentary seats to implement
its infamous “Malaysian solution”,
because of the implacable opposi-
tion from the Greens, and from the
conservative Coalition who claim that
the equally infamous Nauru option is
a better deal.

It is, however, possible that the
government is cynically using the
off-shore processing impasse to its
electoral advantage. After all, the
fact that processing is now of neces-
sity taking place on the mainland
has taken some of the sting out of
objections to the off-shore policy,
which had been voiced by a very wide
range of organisations and individu-
als — including one former Liberal

prime minister. On the other hand,
each of the two major parties can
reassure redneck voters that the failure
to implement off-shore processing is
the other party’s fault.

The government has taken a
number of initiatives that have been
highly praiseworthy — for example
plain paper packaging for cigarettes.
However, it remains committed to the
same policies as the Liberals, with
only slightly modified variations, on
a wide range of issues.

It has, for example clung limpet-
like to mandatory detention of asylum
seekers. That policy has resulted in the
gross overcrowding of detention cen-
tres, agonising delays in processing of
applications, (sometimes for years),
suicides, mental breakdowns, riots,
and punishment that has included jail
sentences for some asylum seekers
who have rebelled against this grossly
unjust treatment.

The government has also adopted
a policy of charging members of the
crews of asylum seeker boats with

people smuggling, and has introduced
mandatory sentencing for this offence.
As a result the government has been
able to claim that dozens of people
smugglers have been apprehended,
whereas in reality most of those
imprisoned have been young men and
boys from impoverished rural fami-
lies, innocent of any serious offence.

Almost all the real people smug-
glers have remained secure in the
ports of origin of the boats. According
to Federal Police, only two percent
of those charged have actually been
involved in organising people smug-
gling, and most of that two percent
were extradited from other countries,
rather than arriving with the boats.
Moreover, the mandatory detention
regime has imposed enormous finan-
cial and managerial burdens on the
states’ courts.

The Labor government should
abandon these “copy-cat” con-
servative policies. If they don’t, the
electorate will certainly abandon the
government. &
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TJ Hickey
Eight years since his death

STILL NO

Fl

Rally
10:30am Tuesday February 14
Go to the fence line where TJ was impaled, cnr
George & Phillips St, Waterloo. March to the block.

Enquiries: Ray Jackson 0450 651 063,
Raul Bassi 0403 037 376 or isja01@internode.on.net

Organised by:
Indigenous Social Justice Association (ISJA), Aboriginal Leaders from Sydney
and Australia, and community organisations. Supported by: unions, Latin
America Social Forum, STICS, Socialist Alliance and Socialist Alternative.

JUSTICE!

Demand a memorial
place in the block to
remember TJ Hickey and
all other Aborigines who
have died in custody!
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Struggle and
working

class history
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WORKPLACE TRAGEDY
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Several thousand Ark Tribe supporters in Sydney, 2009.

“Should workers struggle?” was the theme of a meeting of trade
union and Communist Party activists held in Sydney towards the end
of 2011. The following article is the contribution to the meeting by
MALCOLM TULLOCH, NSW state secretary of the Construction and

General Division of the CFMEU.

The history of the working classes
has always been one of struggle.
There is no condition or entitle-
ment that we have today that
hasn’t been hard fought for.

Superannuation, long service
leave, an eight-hour day, rostered
days off, paid holiday leave, workers’
compensation, paid sick leave, acci-
dent insurance and pay rises were not
given to workers by generous bosses.

Instead, workers united around
these causes, put their pay packets
and jobs on the line and fought with
strikes and demonstrations to secure
justice in the workplace.

It is a historic fact that each of
these incremental victories by the
working class was fought against with
the fury of a world war by employ-
ers, big business and conservative
political forces. They were Hanrahans
who declared “we’ll all be ruined
before the year is out”. And that was
and remains the big lie that business
pushes.

Despite dire predictions, almost
60 years after the 40-hour working
week became law, it’s never been
a better time to be big business and
workers are fighting a rearguard battle
to defend even the right to a decent
day’s pay.

In 2011 we have the obscenity
of corporation after corporation in
Awustralia hitting record profits. Here’s
a few to contemplate:

BHP Billiton made $23.6
BILLION dollars profit — a corporate
record in Australian history.

Australian banks are among the
most profitable in the world. The
Commonwealth Bank alone made
a $6.83 billion full-year profit with
Westpac just pipping it in the history-
making stakes with a $7 billion profit.
The ANZ and NAB weren’t far behind
and the sector will have a combined
profit this year of $26 billion.

In construction, profits in
2010 increased 55.5 percent and
Australia’s biggest builder Leightons

the average CEO’s total pay packet is
now worth almost 100 times that of
the average worker. So Alan Joyce at
Qantas can give himself a 70 percent
pay rise, and at the same time refuse
to negotiate a fair pay rise for the
people that actually help keep the
planes in the sky.

So we have record profits and
obscene executive pays and big busi-
ness still wants more. When Joyce
shut down all Qantas flights, it wasn’t
about a pay dispute — it was about
crushing the union movement and
you could hear big business cheering
from the sidelines. It is no surprise
that the Qantas board is overloaded
with anti-union heavyweights from
mining multinationals, chief among

This lack of morality in busi-
ness is best exemplified by Albino
Albores, a carpenter who worked for
Bovis Lend Lease for 35 years. The
CFMEU is now fighting an unfair
dismissal claim for Albores after he
was sacked recently because of the
downturn in construction. It’s not so
much the loss of his job that has hit
Albores, but the manner in which it
was done.

This 60-plus-year-old was con-
vinced to come back to work from
a rare use of his sick leave because
Lend Lease needed him to work. So
he turns up at 7am and is told he needs
to clean out a container. He walks
around to the container and standing
there is a Lend Lease manager with

Despite dire predictions, almost 60 years
after the 40-hour working week became law,
sit’s never been a better time to be big business and
workers are fighting a rearguard battle to defend
even the right to a decent day’s pay.

made $300 million profit in the first
three months of this financial year
alone.

Qantas bosses tell us the company
is struggling yet it is one of the most
profitable in the world and despite
floods and earthquakes still pulled
in half a billion dollar profit in the
financial year just ended.

It’s not only corporate Australia
that is doing very well — the people
that run corporate Australia are hav-
ing the time of their life. In Australia

Support The Guardian
by donating to Press Fund

them chairman Leigh Clifford who
headed Rio Tinto during its push to
put workers on contracts.

Driving wages down

The truth is business in Australia
is intent on driving wages down.
Westpac’s profit was in large part
fuelled by getting rid of staff. They are
not the only ones shedding workers to
boost profits. Qantas has announced
1,000 job cuts and wants to send
jobs off-shore to Asia. We all know
the fate of Bluescope steel workers
in the Illawarra and there is BHP’s
record-breaking results.

There is in Australia a conga-line
of corporations that have no moral
compass when it comes to workers’
safety, job security and rights.

Albores’ termination papers.

So after 35 years of loyalty, the
company can’t show this ordinary
man enough respect to take him into
an office and offer him a chair while
they sack him.

That is how big business operates
in Australia today. The bottom line is
everything and humanity and dignity
cost too much.

In Australia, unions are fight-
ing a concerted bid by business to
drive wages down. They are doing
this by offering individual contracts,
using illegal immigrants and by turn-
ing workers into small businesses
through the use of Australian Business
Numbers and sham contracting. Not
only does this reduce the cost to
business it means ordinary workers

Photo: Anna Pha

are carrying the risks of injury and
sickness and safety.

World struggle

Across the world there is a desire
and a momentum for change coming
from the working classes. Nations are
still reeling from the global financial
crisis created by corporate excess and
corruption. The bonus system is still
operating on Wall St and trillions of
dollars has been spent propping up
the capitalist structure. So those that
created this crisis have walked away
unscathed. Yet the innocent in all this
— workers — are still paying.

Beside the drop in superannua-
tion income, in Greece huge cuts to
pay are being demanded to meet
debts. In the US, Republican States
are using their debt issues as lever-
age to cut health insurance to public
sector workers and ban collective
bargaining. In Australia, the Qantas
dispute has in many ways galvanised
and come to symbolise the working
class’s fears for the future of their
work and a sense of fatalism about
job security.

The union movement needs
to take up this challenge here and
overseas. We need to seek out our
brothers and sisters in developing
nations and stand by them as they
create labour movements. First world
businesses should not reap record
profits on the back of other people’s
poverty. Rather than a race to the
bottom, we should be demanding
first-world conditions, safety and
pay for third-world workers. Not
only will this help pull those nation’s
economies forward, it will negate the
need to move jobs offshore.

In first world nations like
Auwustralia, workers need to remember
the gains of collective struggle and
raise their voice politically to protect
that right. We cannot be apathetic.
We must honour the gains of the past
by continuing the fight. We are here
today asking should workers struggle?
The answer is, was, and always will
be, YES. &
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Don’t trade away health

The Australian government is negotiating a Trans-

Pacific Partnership (TPPA) free trade agreement with

the US, New Zealand, Chile, Peru, Brunei, Singapore,

Malaysia and Vietnam.

But the agenda on health issues is being set by giant

US pharmaceutical and tobacco companies. They have

made submissions stating that they want to use the

negotiations to:

 Impose US intellectual property laws which give
pharmaceutical corporations more rights to charge
higher prices for longer periods for medicines;

« Restrict the ability of governments to provide
medicines at affordable prices through systems like
the Australian Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme
(PBS);

 Give corporations like Philip Morris the right to sue
governments for millions of dollars when they try
to protect public health through negotiation like the
tobacco plain packaging legislation.

We need to ensure the Australian government stands
by its policies and does not agree to these proposals.

US pharmaceutical companies
want more intellectual property to
charge high prices for longer

Intellectual property law already gives the inventor
of new medicines the right to a patent, which means they
can charge monopoly prices for 20 years before anyone
else has the right to produce a cheaper generic form of
the same medicine.

US pharmaceutical companies want to use the TPPA
to get other countries to agree to changes that give more
rights to patent holders. This would mean more than
20 years of monopoly prices, and would delay cheaper
generic drugs from becoming available. This is not about
free trade, but about greater rights for these corporations
to charge high prices for a longer time. This would also
be a disaster for the developing countries in the TPPA,
as it would make many medicines completely unafford-
able for them.

In April 2011 the Australian government responded
to public pressure and announced in its new trade policy
that it would not agree to increase intellectual property
rights in trade agreements. But US corporations and the
US Trade Representative are still pushing for these rights
in the TPPA negotiations. The Australian government
should stand by its policy not to agree to increase intel-
lectual property rights and should not sign an agreement
that is not consistent with this policy.

US companies want to reduce
access to affordable medicines
through the PBS

In the US, where the government does not have the
same control over the price of medicines as the Australian
government does, the wholesale prices for medicines are
three to ten times the prices paid in Australia, and many
people cannot afford to buy medicines.

In contrast to the US, the Australian PBS is based on
the principle that everyone should have access to afford-
able medicines. Under the PBS, the wholesale price of
medicines is lower than in the US because health experts
compare the price and effectiveness of new medicines
with the price of cheaper generic medicines with the same
health effects. This results in a lower wholesale price for
the pharmaceutical companies, which is why they oppose
it. The government then subsidises the retail price we pay
at the chemist, currently $5.60 for pensioners and $34.20

for others. As well as keeping the prices of medicines low
for consumers, the lower wholesale price reduces the cost
to the taxpayer. This makes the PBS more sustainable in
the long term.

US pharmaceutical companies argue that the PBS is
a barrier to trade. They want to be able to charge higher
wholesale prices for new medicines, which would increase
the cost of the PBS and lead to higher retail prices at the
chemist. They want changes that would enable them to
appeal against PBS decisions more easily and argue for
higher prices for some medicines.

They also want to advertise their products direct to
consumers. But health experts generally agree that that this
leads to over-prescribing, and it is not an accepted practice
except in the US. Australian government policy says that
it will not agree to changes that would weaken the PBS,
but the companies and the US Trade Representative are
pushing for them in the TPPA negotiations. The Australian
government should not agree to these changes.

US Tobacco companies want
special rights to sue governments
for damages

US corporations like the Philip Morris tobacco com-
pany want special rights in the TPPA for individual com-
panies to sue governments for damages if their investments
have been harmed by a particular law or policy. These
disputes, known as investor-state disputes, are heard by
international investment tribunals, which give priority to
the interests of the corporations, not to the public interest.
There are no health experts involved in these tribunals.

Using these special rights in the North American Free
Trade Agreement, US corporations have sued governments
for millions of dollars over health and environmental
legislation.

International corporations can use their subsidiaries
to find a forum which allows them to sue. For example,
Philip Morris is an international company based in the
United States. However, it recently claimed to be a Swiss
company in order to use a Swiss investment agreement
with Uruguay to sue the Uruguayan government over
restrictions on tobacco advertising. It has also claimed to
be a Hong Kong company in ordered to sue the Australian
government for its proposed tobacco plain packaging
legislation, using an obscure 1993 Hong Kong-Australia
bilateral investment treaty.

Australian trade policy states that Australia will not
support these special rights for investors to sue govern-
ments and will not seek them from other trading partners.
But US companies and the US Trade Representative are
still pushing strongly for them in the TPPA. The Australian
government should not agree to investor-state dispute
processes being included in the TPPA.

What you can do

The TPPA negotiations are continuing through 2011
and a framework agreement is expected in November.
The negotiations are held in secret and the danger is that
the Australian government could agree to some of these
policies in return for access to other US markets. We
must hold our government accountable and ensure that
this does not happen.

The Australian Fair Trade and Investment Network
has a website (www.affinet.org.0u) with resources that you
can use to:

Send a message to the Trade Minister and the Health
Minister and get your organisation to do so;

Raise the issues with your local member of parliament.
Beacon, Dec/Jan 2012 &

There are complex issues that people have to deal with every
day. When you consider such matters as climate change,
food and water security, developments in medical scienc-
es and many others it helps to have some basic science
knowledge. However, the number of senior high school stu-
dents who have chosen not to study science is alarming.
The percentage of Year 12 students taking science peaked
at 94 percent in 1992 and was only 51 per cent in 2010.
It is a very poor result considering the importance of inno-
vation and development for the future of the country. The
community as a whole also loses out as the scientific vacu-
um is quickly filled with pseudo science. Informed public
discussions on serious problems require scientific literacy.

Bill Shorten, the new Employment Minister, has ruled out
an increase in the dole. Mr Shorten said the dole, worth
$243 a week, was just a safety net and was deliberate-
ly set at a level that encouraged people to take up paid
jobs. *“Australia’s social security system needs to pro-
vide a strong safety net for people who need financial
assistance to take up paid work,” Mr Shorten said. There is
no doubt that the best outcome for people is to have a sta-
ble, decent job with proper wages and conditions. However,
this is not always the case and there are many circum-
stances where the welfare system should provide proper
assistance. Politicians never hesitate to increase their own
wages — they should try out living on $243 a week with their
families without all the perks that the taxpayers are providing.

The International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons
(ICAN) has released a study claiming that the majority of
countries support a treaty to abolish nuclear weapons. The
ICAN study shows that every nation in Latin America, the
Caribbean and Africa is in favour of a treaty banning nucle-
ar weapons, as are most nations in Asia, the Pacific and the
Middle East. Support is weakest in Europe and North America,
particularly among members of the NATO nuclear alliance.

The Pentagon is to probe claims Obama officials gave
Hollywood filmmakers classified details about a mission to
kill Osama bin Laden, a mission that still remains shrouded
in secrecy. An article in the New York Times questioned the
decision to give top-level access to the most classified mis-
sion in history “from an administration that has tried to throw
more people in jail for leaking classified information than the
Bush administration”. The filmmakers in question are direc-
tor Kathryn Bigelow and screenwriter Mark Boal, who won
Oscars for their 2009 Irag war film “The Hurt Locker”. The
film was originally due to be released in the middle of this
year's presidential elections but the date of release has
been changed to December, after the presidential elections.
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The world war on democracy

John Pilger

Lisette Talate died the other day. | remem-
ber a wiry, fiercely intelligent woman who
masked her grief with a determination that
was a presence. She was the embodiment of
people’s resistance to the war on democracy.
I first glimpsed her in a 1950s Colonial Office
film about the Chagos Islanders, a tiny
creole nation living midway between Africa
and Asia in the Indian Ocean. The camera
panned across thriving villages, a church,
a school, a hospital, set in a phenomenon of
natural beauty and peace. Lisette remembers
the producer saying to her and her teenage
friends, “Keep smiling girls!”

Sitting in her kitchen in Mauritius many
years later, she said, “I didn’t have to be told
to smile. I was a happy child, because my roots
were deep in the islands, my paradise. My
great-grandmother was born there; | made six
children there. That’s why they couldn’t legally
throw us out of our own homes; they had to
terrify us into leaving or force us out. At first,
they tried to starve us. The food ships stopped
arriving [then] they spread rumours we would
be bombed, then they turned on our dogs.”

In the early 1960s, the Labor government
of Harold Wilson secretly agreed to a demand
from Washington that the Chagos archipelago,
a British colony, be “swept” and “sanitised”
of its 2,500 inhabitants so that a military base
could be built on the principal island, Diego
Garcia. “They knew we were inseparable from
our pets,” said Lisette, “When the American
soldiers arrived to build the base, they backed
their big trucks against the brick shed where we
prepared the coconuts; hundreds of our dogs
had been rounded up and imprisoned there.
Then they gassed them through tubes from the
trucks’ exhausts. You could hear them crying.”

Forced transport

Lisette and her family and hundreds of
islanders were forced onto a rusting steamer
bound for Mauritius, a distance of 2,500
miles. They were made to sleep in the hold
on a cargo of fertilizer: bird shit. The weather
was rough; everyone was ill; two women mis-
carried. Dumped on the docks at Port Louis,
Lisette’s youngest children, Jollice, and Regis,
died within a week of each other. “They died
of sadness,” she said. “They had heard all the
talk and seen the horror of what had happened
to the dogs. They knew they were leaving their
home forever. The doctor in Mauritius said he
could not treat sadness.”

This act of mass kidnapping was carried out
in high secrecy. In one official file, under the
heading, “Maintaining the fiction,” the Foreign
Office legal adviser exhorts his colleagues to
cover their actions by “re-classifying” the popu-
lation as “floating” and to “make up the rules
as we go along.” Article 7 of the statute of the
International Criminal Court says the “deporta-
tion or forcible transfer of population” is a crime
against humanity. That Britain had committed
such a crime — in exchange for a US$14 mil-
lion discount off an American Polaris nuclear
submarine — was not on the agenda of a group
of British “defence” correspondents flown to
the Chagos by the Ministry of Defence when
the US base was completed. “There is nothing
in our files,” said a ministry official, “about
inhabitants or an evacuation.”

Today, Diego Garcia is crucial to America’s
and Britain’s war on democracy. The heaviest
bombing of Irag and Afghanistan was launched
from its vast airstrips, beyond which the

islanders’ abandoned cemetery and church stand
like archaeological ruins. The terraced garden
where Lisette laughed for the camera is now a
fortress housing the “bunker-busting” bombs
carried by bat-shaped B-2 aircraft to targets
in two continents; an attack on Iran will start
here. As if to complete the emblem of rampant,
criminal power, the CIA added a Guantanamo-
style prison for its “rendition” victims and called
it Camp Justice.

Universal meaning

What was done to Lisette’s paradise has an
urgent and universal meaning, for it represents
the violent, ruthless nature of a whole system
behind its democratic facade, and the scale of
our own indoctrination to its messianic assump-
tions, described by Harold Pinter as a “brilliant,
even witty, highly successful act of hypnosis.”
Longer and bloodier than any war since 1945,
waged with demonic weapons and a gangster-
ism dressed as economic policy and sometimes
known as globalisation, the war on democracy
is unmentionable in Western elite circles. As
Pinter wrote, “it never happened even while it
was happening.” Last July, American historian
William Blum published his “updated summary
of the record of US foreign policy.” Since the
Second World War, the US has:
 Attempted to overthrow more than
50 governments, most of them
democratically-elected.
Attempted to suppress a populist or
national movement in 20 countries.
Grossly interfered in democratic elections
in at least 30 countries.
 Dropped bombs on the people of more than
30 countries.
Attempted to assassinate more than 50
foreign leaders.

In total, the United States has carried out
one or more of these actions in 69 countries. In
almost all cases, Britain has been a collaborator.
The “enemy” changes in name — from commu-
nism to Islamism — but mostly it is the rise of
democracy independent of Western power or a
society occupying strategically useful territory,
deemed expendable, like the Chagos Islands.

Criminality

The sheer scale of suffering, let alone
criminality, is little known in the West, despite
the presence of the world’s most advanced com-
munications, nominally freest journalism, and
most admired academy. That the most numerous
victims of terrorism — Western terrorism — are
Muslims is unsayable, if it is known. That half
a million Iragi infants died in the 1990s as a
result of the embargo imposed by Britain and
America is of no interest. That extreme jihadism,
which led to 9/11, was nurtured as a weapon of
Western policy (“Operation Cyclone”) is known
to specialists but otherwise suppressed.

While popular culture in Britain and
America immerses the Second World War in an
ethical bath for the victors, the holocausts arising
from Anglo-American dominance of resource-
rich regions are consigned to oblivion. Under
the Indonesian tyrant Suharto, anointed “our
man” by Thatcher, more than a million people
were slaughtered. Described by the CIA as “the
worst mass murder of the second half of the 20th
century,” the estimate does not include a third of
the population of East Timor who were starved
or murdered with Western connivance, British
fighter-bombers, and machine guns.

These true stories are told in declassified
files in the Public Record Office, yet represent an
entire dimension of politics and the exercise of

This s the first explicit legislation to
abolish habeas corpus (the right to
due process of law) and effectively
repeal the Bill of Rights of 1789.

power excluded from public consideration. This
has been achieved by a regime of un-coercive
information control, from the evangelical mantra
of consumer advertising to sound-bites on BBC
news and now the ephemera of social media.

It is as if writers as watchdogs are extinct,
or in thrall to a sociopathic zeitgeist, convinced
they are too clever to be duped. Witness
the stampede of sycophants eager to deify
Christopher Hitchens, a war lover who longed
to be allowed to justify the crimes of rapacious
power. “For almost the first time in two centu-
ries,” wrote Terry Eagleton, “there is no eminent
British poet, playwright, or novelist prepared to
question the foundations of the Western way of
life.” No Orwell warns that we do not need to
live in a totalitarian society to be corrupted by
totalitarianism. No Shelley speaks for the poor,
no Blake proffers a vision, no Wilde reminds us
that “disobedience, in the eyes of anyone who
has read history, is man’s original virtue.” And
grievously no Pinter rages at the war machine,
as in American Football:

Hallelujah.

Praise the Lord for all good things ...

We blew their balls into shards of dust,

Into shards of fucking dust ...

Into shards of fucking dust go all the lives
blown there by Barack Obama, the Hopey
Changey of Western violence. Whenever one
of Obama’s drones wipes out an entire fam-
ily in a faraway tribal region of Pakistan, or
Somalia, or Yemen, the American controllers
in front of their computer-game screens type
in “Bugsplat.” Obama likes drones and has
joked about them with journalists. One of his
first actions as president was to order a wave of
Predator drone attacks on Pakistan that killed 74
people. He has since killed thousands, mostly
civilians; drones fire Hellfire missiles that suck
the air out of the lungs of children and leave
body parts festooned across scrubland.

Remember the tear-stained headlines when
Brand Obama was elected: “momentous, spine-
tingling”: the UK Guardian. “The American
future,” wrote Simon Schama, “is all vision,
numinous, unformed, light-headed ...” The
San Francisco Chronicle’s columnist saw a
spiritual “lightworker [who can] usher in a new
way of being on the planet.” Beyond the drivel,
as the great whistleblower Daniel Ellsberg had
predicted, a military coup was taking place in
Washington, and Obama was their man.

Having seduced the anti-war movement
into virtual silence, he has given America’s
corrupt military officer class unprecedented
powers of state and engagement. These include
the prospect of wars in Africa and opportuni-
ties for provocations against China, America’s
largest creditor and new “enemy” in Asia.
Under Obama, the old source of official para-
noia Russia, has been encircled with ballistic
missiles and the Russian opposition infiltrated.
Military and CIA assassination teams have been
assigned to 120 countries; long planned attacks
on Syria and Iran beckon a world war. Israel,
the exemplar of US violence and lawlessness
by proxy, has just received its annual pocket
money of US$3 billion together with Obama’s
permission to steal more Palestinian land.

Troops on the streets

Obama’s most “historic” achievement is to
bring the war on democracy home to America.
On New Year’s Eve, he signed the 2012
National Defence Authorisation Act (NDAA),
a law that grants the Pentagon the legal right
to kidnap both foreigners and US citizens and
indefinitely detain, interrogate and torture, or
even kill them. They need only “associate” with
those “belligerent” to the United States. There
will be no protection of law, no trial, no legal
representation. This is the first explicit legisla-
tion to abolish habeas corpus (the right to due
process of law) and effectively repeal the Bill
of Rights of 1789.

On January 5, in an extraordinary speech at
the Pentagon, Obama said the military would not
only be ready to “secure territory and popula-
tions” overseas but to fight in the “homeland”
and provide “support to the civil authorities.” In
other words, US troops will be deployed on the
streets of American cities when the inevitable
civil unrest takes hold.

America is now a land of epidemic poverty
and barbaric prisons: the consequence of a
“market” extremism which, under Obama, has

Lisette Talate.

prompted the transfer of US$14 trillion in public
money to criminal enterprises in Wall Street.
The victims are mostly young jobless, homeless,
incarcerated African-Americans, betrayed by the
first black president. The historic corollary of a
perpetual war state, this is not fascism, not yet,
but neither is it democracy in any recognisable
form, regardless of the placebo politics that
will consume the news until November. The
presidential campaign, says the Washington
Post, will “feature a clash of philosophies rooted
in distinctly different views of the economy.”
This is patently false. The circumscribed task
of journalism on both sides of the Atlantic is
to create the pretence of political choice where
there is none.

The same shadow is across Britain and much
of Europe where social democracy, an article
of faith two generations ago, has fallen to the
central bank dictators. In David Cameron’s
“big society,” the theft of 84 billion pounds in
jobs and services even exceeds the amount of
tax “legally” avoided by piratical corporations.
Blame rests not with the far right, but a cow-
ardly liberal political culture that has allowed
this to happen, which, wrote Hywel Williams
in the wake of the attacks on 9/11, “can itself
be a form of self righteous fanaticism.” Tony



The Guardian
February 1 2012

Magazine 7

Blair is one such fanatic. In its managerial
indifference to the freedoms that it claims to
hold dear, bourgeois Blairite Britain has created
a surveillance state with 3,000 new criminal
offences and laws: more than for the whole of
the previous century. The police clearly believe
they have an impunity to kill. At the demand of
the CIA, cases like that of Binyam Mohamed,
an innocent British resident tortured and then
held for five years in Guantanamo Bay, will be
dealt with in secret courts in Britain “in order to
protect the intelligence agencies” — the torturers.
This invisible state allowed the Blair gov-
ernment to fight the Chagos islanders as they
rose from their despair in exile and demanded
justice in the streets of Port Louis and London.
“Only when you take direct action, face to face,
even break laws, are you ever noticed,” said
Lisette. “And the smaller you are, the greater
your example to others.” Such an eloquent
answer to those who still ask, “What can | do?”
| last saw Lisette’s tiny figure standing in
driving rain alongside her comrades outside the
Houses of Parliament. What struck me was the
enduring courage of their resistance. It is this
refusal to give up that rotten power fears, above
all, knowing it is the seed beneath the snow.
Information Clearing House &

Israel evicts

Bedouin villagers

More than 30,000 Bedouin, which the Israeli government

Ill

cal

Libby Powell.

The Israeli government plans to clear hundreds of Bedouin villages in the
Negev desert, to make way for new settlements and industry. The area is home
to over 30,000 Bedouin, who have lived here since before the foundation of
the state of Israel. But the government calls them “squatters”, and plans to
relocate families over the next six years to purpose-built townships. These
indigenous communities have access to just three percent of the land, despite
representing a quarter of the Negev population. Around half the population
lives in 46 villages, which Israel has dubbed illegal. The unauthorised villages
have no running water or electricity, making them unbearable in the arid
desert. Many children have no schooling, and access to healthcare is sporadic.

Villages are being demolished without reprieve. Israel issued 1,000
demolition orders between 2004 and 2006, despite the fact that the Bedouin
should be offered protection under the UN Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples.

Bulldozers have destroyed one village, al-Aragib, more than 20 times. “One
way Israel gets away with the demolitions is by classifying the Bedouin homes
as garbage,” says Jeff Halper, co-founder of the Israeli Committee against House
Demolitions. He describes the eradication of these villages as “cultural warfare”.

While the Bedouin are denied permits to build homes or shelters, the gov-
ernment has granted planning permission for the construction of vast Israeli set-
tlements, a nuclear reactor, a toxic-waste incinerator, 22 agro- and petrochemical
factories, an oil terminal and a prison. Mansour Nsasra, who was born in one of
the unrecognised villages and now lectures at Exeter University, says genera-
tions have repeatedly seen their cultural and territorial integrity compromised:
“The policy is to destroy the indigenous way of life by forcing them to live in
urban areas. Even the children know that they have land elsewhere: they are
taken to gaze at it on public holidays.”

The assault on the Bedouin way of life is not confined to the Negev. The
policy of forced migration affects Bedouin tribes living across Israel and the
West Bank. Israel has recently issued eviction orders to some 2,300 Bedouin
from the Jahalin ethnic group in the hills east of Jerusalem — where they settled
after being driven from the Negev in the 1950s.

Now they face displacement to the impoverished township of al- Azariya,
which lies just 300 metres from Jerusalem’s municipal rubbish dump and has the
highest crime and unemployment rates in Israel. A 2004 study by Ben Gurion
University reported alarming rates of cancer, birth defects and respiratory dis-
ease among those living around the dump.

The relocation of the Jahalin Bedouin would constitute a grave breach of
international law, which strictly prohibits the forced transfer of members of an
occupied population.

But Jeff Halper says there is no legal remedy. “There is nothing they can
argue in the courts that hasn’t already been struck down. There is nowhere left
for the Bedouin to go now — except, of course, to the court of public opinion.”
New Internationalist &

squatters”, face eviction to make way for settlements

Al Nakba*

Tents have given way to bricks and mortar,
but refugees they remain.

The years of waiting and neglect have
given way to a grim determination

to hold on against all odds.

For memories persist

of that ancient and beloved land.

Songs and stories have kept alive

the hope of return, through the long exile.
In the camps of the dispossessed

life rises from the ashes,

time after time,

revealing the resolute will of a people to resist.
These wronged, who will never give up
their just rights for morsels of land.

After fifty years of anguish and mourning
for the land they lost,

for Palestinians, there is still

only one place to go,

home to Palestine.

Steven Katsineris.

**Al Nakba” is Arabic for “The Catastrophe”.
Palestinians use this to describe the
1948 loss of their homeland.
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Al-Arakib villagers in the Negev Desert hold a protest march commemorating the first anniversary since demolitions commenced.
They have been targeted for demolition more than 20 times since.
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EU obediently pushes
toward war with Iran

Chris Floyd

Last week, the warlords of the
West took yet another step toward
their long-desired war against Iran.
(Open war, that is; their covert
war has been going on for decades
— via subversion, terrorism, and
proxies like Saddam Hussein.)
The European Union has obedi-
ently followed the dictates of its
Washington masters by agreeing to
impose an embargo on Iranian oil.

The embargo bans all new oil
contracts with Iran, and cuts off
all existing deals after July. The
embargo is accompanied by a freeze
on all European assets of the Iranian
central bank.

In imposing these draconian
measures on a country which is not
at war with any nation, which has not
invaded or attacked another nation in
centuries, and which is developing a
nuclear energy program that is not
only entirely legal under international
law but is also subject to the most
stringent international inspection
regime ever seen, the EU is “targeting
the economic lifeline of the regime,”
as one of its diplomats put it, with
admirable candour.

The embargo will have serious,
perhaps disastrous effects on many
of Europe’s sinking economies, which
are heavy users of Iranian oil. This is
particularly true in Greece, the poster
boy for our modern “Shock Doctrine
tber alles” global economic system.
For even as Greece writhes beneath
the blows of European bankers
determined to bleed the country dry
to avoid the consequences of their
own knowingly corrupt loan policies,
the Iranians have been giving the
Greeks substantial discounts on oil,

which have helped ease — at least in
some measure — the economic ruin
being imposed on the “birthplace of
democracy.”

Now this slender lifeline is being
cut, leaving Greece — and other
nations under assault by the plutocrats
and their political lackeys — to seek
a replacement for discounted Iranian
oil in what will be a seller’s market,
thanks to the shortages caused by the
embargo. The result will be higher
prices across the board, leading to

For example, who can forget
Barack Obama’s “major diplomatic
initiative” in 2010, when he pro-
posed a solution to the impasse: Iran
should ship its nuclear fuel to Brazil
and Turkey for processing. What
happened?

Well, Obama puts forth what is
purported to be a major “diplomatic”
solution to have Iran ship its nuclear
fuel to Brazil and Turkey for process-
ing. This was, of course, a hollow ges-
ture, meant to show how intransigent

Western warmongers: “[The sanctions
have] nothing to do with a desire to
strengthen nuclear nonprolifera-
tion. It’s aimed at stifling the Iranian
economy and the population in an
apparent hope to provoke discontent.”

That is a scenario often touted
by our high and mighty mongerers:
squeeze an enemy regime until the
people rise up and get rid of a ruler
you don’t like.

Of course, as we saw in lIraq,
a people driven to their knees by

A people driven to their knees by murderous
sanctions rarely have the strength or
capability to overturn a regime.

more economic ruin for all those
beyond the golden penumbra of the
One Percent.

And of course, the effects will be
even more catastrophic for millions
of innocent people in Iran. Already
the lives of these innocent people
— including all of the dissidents sup-
posedly so cherished by the West —
are being diminished and degraded
by the series of sanctions imposed
by the United States and its pack of
tail-wagging Europuppies.

The ostensible aim of all these
sanctions, we are told, is to “force
Iran back to the negotiating table”
on its nuclear program. This is patent
nonsense. Innumerable “negotiations”,
including major concessions by Iran,
have been rejected by Washington and
the puppies.

and untrustworthy Iran really is; the
nuke-hungry mullahs would naturally
reject the deal.

But when Iran made an agree-
ment with Brazil to do exactly what
Obama requested, this was immedi-
ately denounced — by Obama. Meet
a benchmark, and the masters simply
change the rules. That’s how it works
until they get what they want: regime
change in strategic lands laden with
natural resources.

The latter statement is the key.
The aim of this endless string of
sanctions, this constant tightening of
the noose, is not more “negotiations.”
It is regime change, by any means
necessary.

The Russian foreign minister,
Sergei Lavrov, laid out one possible
school of thought motivating the

murderous sanctions rarely have
the strength or capability to over-
turn a regime. In fact, the leaders
of sanctioned regimes are almost
always strengthened (and enriched)
by sanctions.

I think the current strategy here
is two-fold.

First, while long-running sanc-
tions do not in themselves overturn
a regime, they do make the entire
country much weaker. Infrastructure
falls apart, society crumbles, com-
munities wither, families fray, the
people themselves become physi-
cally weaker — indeed, they can die
in droves, in multitudes, as in Iraqg.
All of this makes for a much softer
target when you finally decide to pull
the trigger on military action.

Second — and | think much more

relevant to this case — there is the
hope that ever-tightening sanctions
will provoke a violent response from
the victim, thereby “justifying” a war
of “self-defence” against the “unpro-
voked” attack.

The series of escalating provoca-
tions being carried out by Washington
and its allies, chiefly Israel — includ-
ing an increasingly open program of
assassinations — is clearly designed
to goad the Iranians into a casus belli
retaliation.

So far, the Iranians have resisted
— a forbearance that has driven the
Western warmongers into ludicrous
attempts to manufacture casus belli
incidents, such as the recent “Gleiwitz
gambit”: the story that the super-duper
Iranian spymasters tried to hire a
goofball car dealer to kill a Saudi
diplomat on the streets of Washington.

But the matches our masters
keep throwing at this bone-dry pile
of tinder are getting closer and closer
to sparking the desired conflagration.
The Iranians have already threatened
to close the Straits of Hormuz if the
EU goes through with its embargo.
This, of course, would likely be the
“Pearl Harbor” moment the war-
whoopers are waiting for: an “unpro-
voked” attack aimed at — what else?
— “targeting the economic lifeline”
of the West.

But if this latest provocation
doesn’t do the trick, rest assured there
are more coming in the pipeline. For
the bipartisan goal, as noted above,
remains the same: regime change
in strategic lands laden with natural
resources. And our masters have
already demonstrated that they do not
care how many people are ruined — or
are killed — in pursuit of this aim.
Empire Burlesque &

Fracking

Blake Deppe

Following major protests by
environmentalists, lawmakers in
Bulgaria voted to ban fracking,
which thwarted plans for shale gas
exploration by oil giant Chevron.
On January 18, the vote was
166 to six for putting a stop to
the controversial gas retrieval
process known as fracking, or
hydraulic fracturing. Lawmakers
also established a 100 million-lev
(US$65 million) fine for those who
fail to obey this rule.

This development marks
Bulgaria as the second country in
the European Union to ban frack-
ing, after France. “The ban is for
an indefinite period of time and is
valid for the whole territory of the
country, including the Black Sea
territorial waters,” said lawmaker
Valentin Nikolov.

The legislation was passed four
days after major demonstrations,
in which several thousand people
gathered at rallies to protest frack-
ing. They had called for Parliament
to put a moratorium on shale gas
extraction.

The Chevron Corporation is
headquartered in the US, where
fracking has been criticised for the
hazards it poses to the environ-
ment and the wellbeing of peo-
ple. Environmental experts have
linked the drilling process with

banned in Bulgaria
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Several thousand Bulgarians demonstrated across the country.

underground water pollution, and a
confirmed fracking-triggered earth-
quake in Ohio has led to statewide
protests and a public hearing to
investigate the situation.

Bulgaria would not be pushing
the oil company out of the coun-
try entirely, as Energy Minister
Traicho Traikov remarked,
“Chevron can still have the right
to test for oil and gas, but without
using the controversial technology
of hydraulic fracturing.”

Chevron has recently decided
to further explore the shale gas

reserves of other countries, includ-
ing Poland and the Ukraine,

and is just one of several US oil
magnates to do so. Other major
companies pursuing international
fracking include Royal Dutch
Shell, which is also drilling in the
Ukraine, and Exxon Mobile.

The government of Bulgaria’s
fellow European Union state -
Poland - meanwhile seems unfazed
by these events and by the fracking
ban. The Polish Foreign Ministry
remarked that the Bulgarian
legislation wouldn’t sway the

energy aspirations of the Polish
government.

“This will not change Poland’s
existing position presented to the
EU,” said the Ministry in a state-
ment. “Every member state has
the sovereign right to define its
own position regarding energy
resources.”

Poland has some of the rich-
est shale gas deposits in Europe,
which are currently under exami-
nation by both Chevron and Exxon
Mobile. Though fracking protests
have taken place in the country,

they have so far not disrupted the
Polish government’s intention to
pursue the practice.

In Bulgaria, although the Blue
Coalition political party voted
against the anti-fracking legisla-
tion, the party’s co-leader Martin
Dimitrov backed the moratorium,
noting he was definitely “opposed
to experiments done on Bulgaria.
The time will come when the tech-
nology is [either proven] safe or its
risks are clarified.”

People’s World &
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After FTA passage,

US Unions turn to politica

prisoners and peace

WT Whitney

Increasingly, politically-motivated
incarceration threatens Colombian
unionists, human rights workers,
and political activists. They are
already too familiar with killings
and disappearances at the hands
of armed enforcers. International
solidarity with victims has grown
over recent decades, with the labor
movement in particular taking
on a prominent role in defending
human rights in Colombia. British
trade unions have been instrumen-
tal in bringing the fact of 7500
Colombian political prisoners to
the world’s attention.

Some time ago, the US and
Canadian United Steelworkers union
(USW) combined with the British
union known as Unite the Union
(itself the merger between British
Amicus and Transportation and
General Workers Unions) the USW
to establish the world’s largest union,
with 3.4 million workers, known
as Workers Uniting. The planning
agreement for that merger, signed in
Ottawa in 2007, outlined five overall
objectives. One identified, “Projects
[that] might include, but are not
limited to, support of Columbia’s
trade union movement in the face
of continued attacks on labor and
human rights.” (Other projects would
involve “partner unions in Africa,”
ship breakers in India, and outreach
in China.)

British unions created the Justice
for Colombia group, notable for
pushing Colombian authorities to
honor prisoners’ rights, and the USW
has joined the Justice for Colombia
group as well. One of the priorities
for Justice for Colombia and Workers
Uniting is the freeing of political
prisoner David Ravelo, and they have
called on the Colombian government
—as well as its chief military patron,
the U.S. — to “take all measures

necessary to protect his life and the
life of his family.”

As USW Senior Counsel Daniel
Kovalik explains, “Mr. Ravelo, a
human rights activist with CREDHOS
(a partner of Christian Aid) in
Barrancabermeja as well as a former
leader of the Patriotic Union —a politi-
cal party which has suffered literally
thousands of assassinations over the
years — has been held in jail, without
charge, for 14 months now.” Kovalik

A whopping punch
INn the public’s face

Louise Nousratpour

Prime Minister David Cameron
was accused of a “disgraceful fail-
ure of leadership” last week after
the taxpayer-funded Royal Bank
of Scotland boss pocketed nearly
£1 million in bonuses despite tough
talk on executive pay.

Stephen Hester is in line for
£963,000 in bonus shares plus a
massive £4.8 million under a so-
called long-term incentive plan
(LTIP).

Together with his £1.2 million
basic salary and £420,000 pension
his pay packet could reach a whop-
ping £7.38 million.

The £963,000 is less than
half the value of last year’s all-
shares bonus and comes after Mr
Cameron’s feeble intervention
last week that the bonus must not
exceed £1 million.

Treasury sources said they
were pleased at the reduction, but
Labour accused the government of
being “desperately out of touch”
with voters.

Labour leader Ed Miliband said
Mr Cameron had failed to live up
to his rhetoric on executive pay.

Unions and cross-party MPs
vented their anger, branding the
lavish payout “offensive” at a time
when thousands of families lived

below the poverty line and millions
of public-sector workers were fac-
ing pay freezes, lower pensions and
job losses.

The bank, which is 83 percent
taxpayer-owned, insisted the award
reflected that the turnaround of the
bank was “progressing well” under
Mr Hester.

But unions pointed out that
under his leadership thousands
of jobs had been lost at the bank,
lending targets had been missed
and the company’s share price had
dipped.

Unison assistant general sec-
retary Karen Jennings called on
Mr Cameron to stop dithering and
“prove he is serious” about curbing
excess by changing rules and regu-
lations around bankers’ pay.

“So much for Cameron’s talk
of moral capitalism. A bonus of
this size is utterly immoral,” she
stormed. “It is unjustifiable given
the job cuts at RBS, the missed
lending targets and the dip in the
company’s share price.

“A million could be better spent
keeping nurses on wards, keeping
Sure Start and day centres open.”

Unite national officer David
Fleming said: “Taking almost £1
million from taxpayers’ pockets as
a bonus is utterly disgusting and
offensive to every working person

across the country. How can a RBS
senior banker who is responsible
for sacking over 21,000 workers be
rewarded in this way?”

RMT general secretary Bob
Crow called the bonus “a kick in
the face” to millions of ordinary
people who deliver the nation’s
health, education and other vital
services — often for a modest wage
and no reward.

Left Labour MP Jeremy
Corbyn expressed his disgust at the
payout and called for “real public
ownership and control of these
banks.”
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further explains that “before being
sent to prison, Mr. Ravelo received
numerous threats against his life.”

Ravelo once publicized a video
showing ex-President Alvaro Uribe
hobnobbing with paramilitaries.
He had directed the local branch
of the Movement of Victims of
State Crimes, helped build the left-
leaning Alternative Democratic Pole
electoral coalition, and once served
as Barrancabermeja city councilor.
He belonged to the Communist
Party’s Central Committee. The
Catholic Church honored Ravelo
for 35 years of dedication to human
rights. Interviewed in April, 2011,
he explained, “They are getting
even for my long-standing, relent-
less work in defence of victims and
for my unbreakable position against
injustice.”

The pretext for Ravelo’s deten-
tion was conspiracy alleged in the
murder 21 years ago of mayoral
candidate David Nufiez Cala. That
accusation came from imprisoned
paramilitary chieftain Mario Jaimes
Mejia, who reportedly is seeking a
reduced sentence.

USW solidarity with Colombian
political prisoners, via Workers
Uniting, is no surprise. The USW had
long opposed the recently approved
US-Colombia free trade pact, con-
demned Drummond Corporation
impunity in the deaths of coal mine
workers, and sued Coca Cola for
complicity in the murders of unionists
employed by Colombian affiliates.

The Colombian regime
continues to jail trade
unionists and others

| who speak out.

Help us free them

Justice for
Colombia

www justiceforcolombia .org

USW Senior Counsel Dan Kovalik
has travelled to Barrancabermeja and
met with David Ravelo’s human rights
group CREDHOS on several occa-
sions. Questioned via email in con-
nection with this article, he replied:

“We are working in close con-
junction with Justice for Colombia in
Great Britain on the political prisoners
campaign. While there may be 7500
political prisoners and prisoners of
conscience in Colombia, Mr. Ravelo’s
case is particularly compelling as he
is a leading human rights advocate
being held without charge. We believe
that his release would be a crucial
part in the effort to begin releasing
the thousands of political prisoners
in that country.”

Kovalik added: “The US labor
movement has been unanimous in its
opposition to US military assistance
to Colombia since 2000 in light of
its abysmal labor and human rights
practices which, among other things,
has claimed the lives of over 2900
unionists — a figure unprecedented
in the world.

| believe that an important step
now is for US unions to join the
voices of labor, human rights and
other social groups in Colombia who
are calling for a peaceful, negotiated
settlement to the armed conflict in
that country.

That is probably the greatest con-
tribution we can make to Colombia
at this time, and the release of
political prisoners is a key step in this
direction.” &
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AIDS and the
“monkey” theory

I was pleased to read the article by
Paliani Chinquwa in The Guardian
of 14/12/2011 on the origin of the
AIDs virus.

In the *70s one of the research
programs at the USA germ labora-
tories at Fort Detrick was “Immune
Deficiency” and experiments were
carried out on US prisoners. Using
prisoners as guinea pigs was a com-
mon practice and prisoners who
subjected themselves to these experi-
ments were given greatly reduced
sentences or a pardon; that is why
the first cases of AlDs appeared in
US cities in 1981.

Early editions of the US paper
“UNITED Nations Courier” carried
reports of this, together with extensive
writings by the then East German
scientists.

However, all subsequent refer-
ences to this was dropped when the
then USSR Secretary Gorbachev and

US President Reagan became friends
and the “monkey” theory was the only
one spoken about.

I am fearful that many such
events in history are being rewritten
or entirely forgotten so was glad to
read this article and know that these
things will eventually come out.

Pauline Mitchell
Vic

“Thanks” to the
whale savers

It is disappointing that the three
Forest Rescue activists are receiv-
ing so much flak in letters to the
editors and in editorials.

They have done a great deed at
huge personal risk in re-focusing
attention on the unnecessary slaugh-
ter of whales. There had been a lull
in recent years and even the Sea
Shepherd’s continuum of efforts in our
southern oceans had been put aside by
the news media and likewise by our
governments. The ALP promised to do
much about whale poaching in 2007
however in 2012 they have done little.

Often real changes arrive on the
back of those who lead so far out from
the front that those standing far behind
can then negotiate the policy changes.
It is not those in “policy” and in the
“tiers” of governments who make a
difference, though they get all the
credit. It is those on the front line, like
Captain Paul Watson and his crew,
Simon Peterffy, Geoff Tuxworth and
Glen Pendlebury of Forest Rescue. It

is they who do the hard yards for the
cultural waves.

Who brought about the right of
women to vote? Was it governments
and policy makers or was it the suf-
fragettes and Emily Pankhurst? Some
pay with their lives as did Martin
Luther King, others with their best
years denied in incarcerations, such
as Nelson Mandela and Aung San
Sui Kyi.

Let us now focus on ending the
slaughter of whales, and to the Forest
Rescue and Sea Shepherd, thank you.

Gerry Georgatos
WA

Labor selects new
leader

Following much rumour, specula-
tion and innuendo in the corporate
media and especially the, West
Australian, the leader of the state
Labor Party in Western Australia
since 2008, Eric Ripper, announced
his resignation from the post on
January 18.

Though the move was made to
try and lift Labor’s flagging electoral
polling as it prepares for an election
in a little over a year’s time, it raises
a lot of disquiet about why he was
ousted, by whom and whose interests
are being served.

The ousting of Eric Ripper has
shades of the ouster of Kevin Rudd
as Prime Minister in June 2010,
when Rudd sought to persist with
the Resources Rent Tax despite much
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vocal and strident opposition from
the mining giants who wanted all the
super profits for themselves. At that
time Julia Gillard was tapped on the
shoulder and was only to happy to
take charge and quieten things down
for the ALP and help them to a victory
of sorts in the 2010 Federal election.

In WA we see the escalation of
the 44 year old former naval officer,
lawyer and member for the seat of
Rockingham, Mark McGowan to the
role of leading Labor to the polls in
the next election.

On the issue of uranium mining
Mr McGowan will prove to be the
most useful representative to the
captains of industry in WA, as he is
on record in both parliament and the
media as being prepared to overturn
the State ALP’s ban on uranium
mining.

For increasing numbers of the
working class in WA, they have to

deal with a raft of other more pressing
issues such as homelessness, mental
illness, rising crime often fuelled by
hopelessness and lack of opportunity
and lack of secure employment or
any employment at all. There are
also issues relating to a fair deal
for Aboriginal communities in their
Native Title dealings with mining
companies, land management for
agricultural purposes, stopping the
mess of GM cropping, water supply
management and getting on top of the
impacts of climate change.

Dealing with this raft of issues
which face the working class requires
bold, visionary and inclusive political
leadership to bring about a sustainable
society and a better world for all, not
just for those who benefit from the
current order of the world.

Richard Titelius
WA
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Hurrah
for a free
press!

Were you as surprised as | was by the
full page ad that appeared in The Sydney
Morning Herald on Friday January 6? This
pretentious page of self-adulation contained
few words, but left you gobsmacked none
the less.

The short text, printed on a page that was
coloured pale blue but was otherwise blank,
comprised these memorable sentiments:

e “IT’S MORE THAN A MISSION”
followed by

« It’s the ingredient that makes us stand out

from the crowd.

It’s the freedom to do what we’re

passionate about.

It’s impartiality, it’s fairness.

It’s the licence to pursue excellence, above

all else.

It’s our independence. And we’re proud of

it.

At the bottom of the page were the words
“Integrity/independence/every day” followed
by the name of the paper and its web address.

Now the only people likely to see this ad
are people who have already bought a copy of
the Herald. Preaching to the converted? Coals
to Newcastle?

Or was the ad intended to impress
advertisers? Is that really the sort of thing
advertisers care about?

The Herald might pride itself on being our
local journal of record, but as for “impartiality”

and “fairness” one has to say that that is
bullshit. The Herald is a capitalist newspaper
that unashamedly serves the interests of the
ruling class.

The owners of the corporations that control
“free enterprise” news media make a big song
and dance about their “independence and
freedom” being a cornerstone of democracy, but
the last thing they want is for the news media
to be taken over by the people, no matter how
democratic that might be.

No, monopoly control over access to news is
in fact a cornerstone of monopoly class rule, and
the ruling class has no intention of giving up that
control. In fact, maintaining private, for-profit
control over the mass media is fundamental to
capitalism.

Of course, the ruling class cannot expect
much support from the mass of the people
for that argument, so they dress it up in high-
sounding phrases about “free speech” and the
benefits of a “free press”, meaning free of
government or community control, not free of
corporate control.

To genuinely democratise the mass media
in this country would require some severe
shaking up. To begin with, the government
could establish a national newspaper commission
rather like the ABC, to run say The Sydney
Morning Herald and its stablemates, while The
Telegraph and The Australian could be given
to the trade union movement to run.

Since these papers could no longer
fund themselves from advertising without
compromising their independence from
corporate control, they would have to have
guaranteed funding from the state.

The nature of bourgeois democracy being
what it is, the ruling class knows only too well
that our much-vaunted “democracy” under
capitalism is anything but democratic. It is a
safety valve: by allowing the people to oust
one ruling class political party from office and
install another, it gives the people the illusion
that they are in control of their destiny.

But this is democracy within strictly
controlled parameters: in Australia, you can
elect either Labor or the Liberals. Occasionally
a coalition partner is admitted to vary the mix,
but nothing of significance is allowed to change.

In the past, the bourgeoisie has found it
expedient to provide the workers with their own
political party to support, for those occasions
when the policies of mainstream capitalist
political parties were just so on the nose that the
people would no longer tolerate them. Social
democratic or labour parties traditionally fill
this bill, parties that pose as workers’ parties
but actually support the capitalist system and
the rule of the exploiters.

FLORIDA HOME PRICES UNDER 0O

Republican candidate Mitt Romney.

In recent years however, beginning in the
USA, the capitalists have realised that they no
longer need these bogus workers’ parties: they
can get by quite well offering people a “choice”
between two overtly bourgeois parties, between
two millionaire (or even billionaire) candidates.
All it needs is control of the mass media, to put
the proper “spin” on the party or candidate.

In the presidential election campaign that
has just begun in the United States, millions
and millions of dollars are going to be spent
just to get nominated, many millions more to
get elected. Of course, only the very wealthy
can even try to be candidates these days.

Republican candidate Mitt Romney last
week released figures showing that his income
in 2010 was a cool US$21.7 million, which
because of the tough economic climate fell to
a mere US$20.9 million in 2011. Mitt and his
wife Ann collected most of these millions in
capital gains from *“a profusion of investments”
as well as stock dividends and interest payments.

The majority of Republican voters are
industrial workers and hard-hat construction
workers (stockbrokers also tend to vote
Republican but there are not as many of them).
Workers get their income from wages. None of
Mitt Romney’s income is from wages.

Obama is already campaigning on a
basically right-wing platform, dressed up with
some “progressive” rhetoric. Whoever wins the
Republican nomination will also campaign on
a right-wing platform, perhaps slightly further
to the right than Obama and the Democrats
(but not much).

Globally, the capitalist world is in deep
crisis. What the US government does will
affect us all. The global economic crisis has
caused a lot of soul-searching among bourgeois
forecasters and financiers, and while none are
advocating socialism outright, quite a few
are flying kites about the possible advantages
of “state capitalism”, government controls,
regulation, etc. They are looking to socialism
to bale them out.

But they want to bale out capitalism by
shifting the burden to the backs of the workers,
by making ordinary people carry the can the
way they did when the big banks got into strife.
Now, when the banks are once again staring at
humongous bad debts, caused by the conniving
of those same banks, they expect the people to
pay the debts for them.

It’s time to tell the capitalists: “No more
baleouts!” And let’s raise the issue of socialism
forreal. &
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Rob Gowland
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ABC & SBS

Public Television

Sun 5 Feb -
Sat 11 Feb

he tiger is the most magnifi-

cent big cat alive today. Once
common in different varieties across
Siberia, India and Indonesia, it is
today reduced to a bare 2,000 in the
wild, all of whom will likely be gone
in the next few years unless radical
action is taken to preserve them and
their habitat.

Despite being close to extinction,
tigers are still hunted and killed — for
money. Their bones are prized in
“traditional” Chinese medicine, and
until this situation changes they will
continue to be killed for profit.

Expedition Tiger (ABC1 Sunday
February 5 at 6.05pm) recounts an
expedition by conservationists to the
remote kingdom of Bhutan in the
foothills of the Himalayas in search
of any surviving tigers.

It is a very dubious project unex-
pectedly crowned with success. But
tigers are not safe yet.

hroughout its history, the

American cinema has reflect-
ed the ethos, morals and culture of
capitalism. American Grindhouse
(ABC2 Sunday February 5 at
8.30pm) is a surprisingly watchable
history of a perennial subgenre of
American cinema, the exploitation
picture.

Always out to shock, and to
simultaneously “part the suckers
from their money”, the overriding
aesthetic of exploitation movies
was “if it makes money it’s good”.

The makers of these films had few
illusions about the quality of their
product, but once again, if you can
get paid to do it, then it must be OK.

here’s an old saying, there’s

one law for the rich, another
for the poor. This is very evident in
the two-part Australian Story Road
To Nowhere (part one this week, part
two next week) (ABC1 Mondays at
8.00pm).

Examining a notorious 2003 hit-
and-run incident in South Australia
that killed a father of two and led
his widow to undertake a fight that
changed the law about leaving the
scene of an accident, the film makes
the viewer angry about the blatant
leniency shown by police and lawyers
to the driver: a high-profile lawyer.

His self-serving protestations of
concern for the family of his victim,
in which he tries to say that his family
has somehow suffered equally, are
just too much.

Filmmaker Celeste Geer, a

resident of the little Victorian
hamlet of Strathewen, was still
gripped by post-disaster shock when
she grabbed her camera after the
Black Saturday bushfires roared
through and she started filming Then
The Wind Changed (ABC1 Tuesday
February 7 at 8.30pm). “Amidst total
chaos, the camera gave me purpose,
a slight distance and a reason to
really look closely for the first signs
of new life.”

The film she has made of the
survivors’ slow rebuilding of com-
munity and belonging is a low-key,
moving tribute to human beings pull-
ing together, for the common good.

It is well worth watching.

n August of 1886 in Paris, the

famous photographer Felix
Nadar interviewed the even more
famous scientist and sceptic Michel
Eugene Chevreul on his 100th birth-
day. Nadar’s son Paul photographed
the interview and a stenographer took
down a shorthand record of it.

Using two extraordinarily well
made up actors (Nicholas Bell as

Chevreul and Tim Robertson as
Nadar), The First Interview (ABC1
Tuesday February 7 at 10.00pm)
reproduces the interview, complete
with deliberate blemishes on the
image and the soundtrack to simu-
late age.

The introduction and commentary
is given by the famous French film-
maker of the nouvelle vague, Agnes
Varda. As well as the re-enacted inter-
view itself, the program’s second half
consists of an account of the lengths
the crew went to in making it.

A curiosity, and an interesting
one.

utland (ABC1 Wednesdays

from February 8 at
9.30pm) is a six-part comedy series
about five gay members of a science-
fiction fan club. The Big Bang Theory
has shown that sci-fi geeks — straight
or gay — can certainly be the stuff of
a good comedy series.

But The Big Bang Theory has wit,
and that commodity is sadly lacking
in Outland. In fact, there were so
few laughs in the first episode one
could be forgiven for thinking it was
a light drama.

The makers of the series claim
disingenuously that it is “not at any
point about being gay”, and then fill
it with gay stereotypes, and little else.

ablo’s Hippos (ABC2

Wednesday February 8 at
9.30pm) is a glowing if backhanded
tribute to Colombian drug king Pablo
Escobar. The ABC says it is “satiri-
cal” but that appears to apply only to
the cartoon bits that are interspersed
among the actuality footage. For the
rest, it is reminiscences by former
associates, socialites, his maid, the
usual people journalists dig up for
this type of program.

Escobar is favourably compared
at one point to Al Capone, and
indeed there are strong similarities
between the American and Colombian
gangsters.

The hippos of the title were
imported for Escobar’s private zoo,
but inevitably escaped into the river
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American Grindhouse (ABC2 Sunday February 5 at 8.30pm) — “One Way

Ticket to Hell”, a Grindhouse style picture house marquee.

and now no one knows how many are
living there. | found the program’s
humour heavy-handed, its admiration
for Escobar odious, and its worth as
entertainment very limited.

Originality is not a common

commodity on television.
The TV station brass have a tough
time putting a commercial value on
anything original: they don’t have
anything to compare it with. But a
sequel or a remake, that they can put
a cash value on.

And so we have the phenomenon
where everything old is new again.
This week, it’s the turn of the George
Cole/Dennis Waterman series from
the 1970s, Minder, which is rein-
carnated in the new series Minder
(ABC1 Saturdays from February
11 at 6.00pm) in a contemporary
setting with a new cast: Shane Richie

as Archie (not Arfur this time you’ll
notice) Daley and the improbably
named Lex Shrapnel as taxi driver
Jamie Cartwright, who becomes
Archie’s “minder”.
I liked the original Minder. It was
a product of its time. By contrast, this
new version seems out of its period.
The lovable spiv seems passé now
more than ever.
t had to happen | suppose: a
reality TV show about capital-
ists being ruthless. In Dragons’ Den
(ABCL1 Thursdays from February
9 at 9.30pm), would be entrepreneurs
pitch new ideas and inventions to
five “hardnosed multimillionaires”
(the Dragons of the title). They must
convince one or more of the rich
dudes to invest money in their project.
What a jolly concept! &
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Bringing war to our doorste
US “pivots” to Asia, Pacific and Indian Ocean

“The United States is a Pacific
power, and we are here to stay,”
said US President Obama during
his visit to Australia late last year
as he announced the stationing of
2,500 US Marines in Darwin, more
visits by US ships and aircraft to
Australia, greater US access to
Australian military bases, more
joint military exercises, and storage
of more US military equipment in
Australia. Then on January 5 at
the Pentagon, President Obama
formally announced a new US
policy which will bring war to
Australia’s doorstep.

Sustaining US Global Leadership:
Priorities for the 21st Century Defence
outlines a “historic shift” in which the
US will maintain its military presence
in the Middle East and Europe but will
now give priority to Asia, the Pacific
and the Indian Ocean.

As more US ships, aircraft and
troops come to Australian military
facilities, the level of Australian
military integration with an aggressive
and destabilising US government will
rise, further undermining Australia’s
independence and security.

Over 160 years ago, Karl Marx
predicted that the Pacific Ocean —
“the great waterway of commerce”
—would serve as “the centre of gravity
of world commerce’, playing the same
role as the Atlantic did in his century
and the Mediterranean in Roman
times. Marx’s comments captured
the essence of the significant shift
in global political economy that we
are witnessing today, with increased
trade and investment across the
Pacific basin.

The Bush administration recog-
nised the growing economic, political
and strategic significance of the Asia-
Pacific region over two decades ago.
However, following the 9/11 attacks
it gave priority to its “war on terror”
to control the resources and political
direction of the Middle East.

Now the Obama administration
has ramped up the US interest in the
Pacific basin and Asia, but also added
the Indian Ocean.

The central US goal is control of
the planet, power to install govern-
ments subservient to its demands,
power to privatise and deregulate
the economies of every nation in the
world, the power to inflict on peoples
everywhere “free market” corporate
capitalism. US supremacy will be
ensured by preventing the emergence
of any other potentially competing
power or government independent
of its control.

The new US military policy is
clearly designed less to cut US mili-
tary spending than to reorder Pentagon
priorities to ensure full spectrum
dominance (dominating any nation,
anywhere, at any time, at any level

of force) for the first decades of the
21st Century. As President Obama
himself said, after the near-doubling
of military spending during the Bush
era, the new doctrine will slow the
growth of military spending but “it
will still grow, in fact by four percent
in the coming year.”

The new doctrine places China
at the centre of US “security” con-
cerns and prioritises expansion of
US war making capacities in Asia
and the Pacific and Indian Oceans,
This means greater involvement of
Awustralia, Japan, South Korea, the
Philippines and now India as the US
“pivots” from Iraq and Afghanistan
to the heartland of the 21st Century
global economy, Asia and the Pacific.

The US strategy is to first exag-
gerate the level of China’s present
military build-up, to encircle China
through the acquisition of military
bases in the Asian-Pacific region, to
establish anti-Chinese alliances, and
to deploy Theatre Missile Defence
(TMD) systems near China as a way
to negate their existing force of 20
nuclear missiles.

The US is making an effort to
woo India into the American orbit
by offering them help with nuclear
weapons and Star Wars technologies.
Australia is assisting with the supply
of uranium. US armaments companies
are facilitating India’s military expan-
sion, especially space development,
through an aggressive move into
South Asian markets to supplement
reductions in their Pentagon contracts.

Sustaining US Global Leadership:
Priorities for the 21st Century Defence
includes a focus on Iran, clearly
intended to ensure that Tehran cannot
jeopardise the West’s neo-colonial
control of the Middle East and its oil
which is so essential to their econo-
mies and militaries.

China’s military expansion is
actually small compared to the US
military. Australia’s intelligence
community has stated that China’s
current limited military build-up is
not a threat to Australia. Rather it
is China’s response to the huge US
military expansion in the Asia-Pacific
region.

China and Iran are the primary
targets of: weapons systems to be
developed; of expanded US military
alliances, bases, access agreements
and an increased tempo of military
exercises; as well as advanced cyber
and space war capabilities.

Despite the fact that China’s
military budget is less than one tenth
that of the US, China is providing the
“enemy” the US military-industrial
complex requires.

Preparing for war with China
provides additional super profits for
the US armaments corporations. It
will be the primary justification for

the acquisition of these costly new
weapons systems.

Dennis Muilenburg, President of
Boeing Defence, Space and Security
(BDS), has estimated that countries
such as Australia, South Korea, Japan,
India, and Malaysia will be strong
markets for its fighter jets, unmanned
systems, helicopters, energy systems
security and even cyber-warfare tech-
nology amid a slowdown in defence
spending in its US home market.

The new US thinking on the
region was foreshadowed in June
2005 when former Secretary of
Defence Donald Rumsfeld gave a
speech in Singapore in which he criti-
cised what he called China’s ongoing
military build-up and claimed that it
posed a threat to regional peace and
stability.

US strategy was spelt out in the
Pentagon’s 2006 Quadrennial Defence
Review (QDR). This said the US will
not allow the rise of a competing
superpower. “Of the major and emerg-
ing powers,” the QDR says, “China
has the greatest potential to compete
militarily with the United States and
field disruptive military technologies
that could over time offset traditional
US military advantages.”

The expansion of “missile
defence” systems in Australia, Japan,
South Korea and on US military plat-
forms near China is intended to assist
with these plans. It will actually create
more regional tension and instability,
increasing the possibility of war.

The US is engaged in an exten-
sive build-up of military forces
as part of a strategy to strengthen
and position US and allied forces

to contain or even militarily defeat
China. Victory from these efforts
would give the US its major eco-
nomic goal of securing the natural
resources, cheap labour and increas-
ing productive strength of the region
for the US transnationals.

With breathtaking arrogance,
Hilary Clinton wrote last November
in Foreign Policy that the Asia-Pacific
focus puts the US “in the best position
to sustain our leadership, secure our
interests, and advance our values ...

“Harnessing Asia’s growth and
dynamism is central to American
economic and strategic interests ....
Open markets in Asia provide the
United States with unprecedented
opportunities for investment, trade,
and access to cutting-edge technology.
Our economic recovery at home will
depend on exports and the ability of
American firms to tap into the vast
and growing consumer base of Asia.”

Liberal and Labor governments
have been obediently trotting after the
US, with a bloated “defence” budget
now costing taxpayers $80 million
every single day.

Labor’s opposition to missile
defence has been abandoned and
Australia may acquire its own lim-
ited missile defence capabilities — an
additional part of the noose being
tightened round China.

North West Cape (the Harold E
Holt military base at Exmouth in WA)
is the expected site for the establish-
ment of the US Space Surveillance
Network sensors. The Australian
government has recently signed an
agreement for US forces to return to
North West Cape.

It is madness for the Gillard
government to risk escalating tension
and even war in the region, instead of
good relations with a major trading
partner, for the sake of an alliance
with the United States.

The Gillard government’s deci-
sion to escalate its military rela-
tionship with the US is intended to
strengthen US efforts to contain China
as well as to strengthen Australia’s
role in the region. It is all about
strategic, political and economic
dominance, directed first and foremost
against China.

The ANZUS treaty underpins
Australia’s military relationship with
the USA.

Despite the views of the
Australian public, ANZUS does
not contain specific commitments
or any guarantees that the US will
assist Australia in times of need,
even though it speaks vaguely about
“consultation” and “action in accord-
ance with constitutional processes”.

The only times the treaty has been
invoked in the 60 years since its sign-
ing, Australia has ended up paying in
one way or another for US strategic
interests and US aggression.

It is not a mutual pact. It is a
treaty of Australian subservience and
a cover for aggression.

A 21st century US-China cold
war catastrophe must not be allowed
to happen. Because Labor and the
Coalition basically agree, there has
been relatively little public scrutiny
or debate about Australia’s military
strategy and military spending. It’s
time to begin one. &
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