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On Monday last week, Toyota commenced 
one of the most callous and insensitive 
“releasing” of 350 of its workforce at its 
assembly plant in Altona, Victoria. One 
by one, the targeted workers were tapped 
on the shoulder, escorted off the job by 
security guards and taken in a mini-van to 
a nearby reception centre to be told they 
were sacked. At the end of the day, the rest 
of the workforce was left waiting anxiously 
to see if it would be their turn the next day. 
Their union points out that the Tokyo-based 
transnational targeted injured workers, 
shop stewards and occupational health and 
safety reps.

More than a third of the sacked work-
ers have indicated they will challenge their 
dismissals and the Australian Manufacturing 
Workers Union (AMWU) is planning separate 
legal action.

Since the company announced back in 
January that it was going to sack 350 of its 
Altona workforce, 3,350 workers have been 
living under a cloud waiting to learn their future. 
The AMWU demanded that sackings be volun-
tary but Toyota insisted they be compulsory.

Toyota gave each sacked worker a brown 
folder with their redundancy details (four weeks’ 
pay for each year’s service up to 90 weeks) and 
a damning report on their work performance.

The report purported to give marks out of 
fi ve for attendance; corporate values and the 
“Toyota way” (sic); skills and teamwork; tech-
nical skills; work quality; and work standards. 
The assessment process was highly subjective, 
lacked transparency, was not understood by the 
workers and clearly a farce as can be seen by 
the results. Management didn’t even do them 
the courtesy of explaining the results.

Pre-arranged list
Toyota’s “Oh what a feeling” adverts 

took on a whole new meaning. The workers 
and their families feel angry, confused and 
betrayed. They are angry, not just at losing 
their jobs but at the way in which they have 
been selected for the bullet and stigmatised as 
slack or incompetent workers. Some had been 
there 20 or 30 years.

Ian Jones, national secretary of the vehicle 
division of the AMWU, said that 10 percent of 
the workforce was sacked but 16 of the union’s 
30 shop stewards and OH&S offi cers lost their 
jobs. Workers who had made WorkCover claims 

or raised work injury-related issues were also 
targeted.

“Whether I was perfect or not, they would 
have gotten rid of me,” Fadi Hassan told the 
media. Mr Hassan has been a union delegate 
for the past 11 years, and worked for Toyota for 
16 years. He said the assessment forms were 
fabricated to fi t a pre-arranged list of those 
management wanted gone.

Why else would Toyota refuse to call for 
voluntary redundancies if it did not have a pre-
arranged list? There are workers who would 
like to have taken the package, but they were 
refused the opportunity.

The sacked workers have families, mort-
gages and other commitments. How do they 
fi nd jobs after being sacked with a label attached 
saying “poor performer”?

A great thank you for the latest $100 million 
taxpayer handout to Toyota.

The response of the Australian government 
is disgraceful. The prime minister, the treasurer 
and minister for workplace relations have shed a 
few crocodile tears for the workers and indicated 
the government would give the sacked workers 
assistance in fi nding jobs. Not a word of con-
demnation of the sackings; not a call to Toyota 
to reinstate those workers; not even a call on the 
corporation to invite voluntary redundancies.

Corporate welfare
The industry is in crisis. The rise in the 

value of the Australian dollar has made it more 

diffi cult to export cars, but that is not the main 
issue. Years of attacks on workers’ wages and 
massive increases in productivity (output per 
worker) and production have resulted in a crisis 
of overproduction in the car and other manu-
facturing industries. Car sales are down, people 
are looking for smaller, more fuel-effi cient cars 
and competition is fi erce.

The employees of the big auto corpora-
tions are paying for poor management deci-
sions and neo-liberal economic policies, in 
particular, deregulation and removal of tariffs 
on imports by successive Labor and Coalition 
governments.

This has been compounded by the failure 
of the car companies to develop smaller and 
more fuel effi cient and greener cars. They were 
making big profi ts and cared little about the 
long-term future of the industry in Australia.

These corporate parasites have regularly 
threatened to shut plants and go offshore, if state 
and federal governments failed to pour more 
money into their coffers. Back in November 
2008, the then Rudd Labor government com-
mitted $6.2 billion in handouts to the industry 
over 13 years. At the time the head of Toyota 
Australia jubilantly declared that the corpora-
tion had got everything it wanted from the 
government!

The government failed to place obligations 
on Toyota regarding job security and working 
conditions. Ford is set to get another $53 million 
to improve fuel economy and emissions on its 

Falcon and Territory models. The government’s 
priority is exports, not job security.

Anti-union
Workers in the industry are under immense 

pressure to join an international race to the bot-
tom in working conditions and wages, in the 
name of being “internationally competitive”, 
“improving effi ciency” and increasing exports.

Clearing the decks of militant job delegates 
and unionists, Toyota aims to weaken its work-
force industrially, and at the same time issue a 
warning to its remaining employees, that if they 
resist, they too could be next.

It is important that Australia maintain a 
strong manufacturing base. But any industry 
assistance should be accompanied with guar-
antees of job security, union-negotiated wages 
and working conditions and trade union rights. 
It should also be in line with a government plan 
for developing and greening the economy, not 
left to boardrooms in Tokyo or Detroit to deter-
mine Australia’s economic future. In the case 
of cars, it should involve a shift in the focus of 
the industry, for example, the development of 
electric vehicles.

Where companies receive assistance, the 
government should receive shares in that 
company. In the event of plant closures the 
government should step in and look at how to 
use the plant and workforce for the develop-
ment of new models or alternative manufac-
tured goods. 
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PRESS FUND
At Easter the Anglican archbishop of Melbourne let rip with a 
biting criticism of the extreme difference between the incomes of 
Australia’s richest and poorest citizens. Perhaps he was thinking of 
that carpenter who grabbed a whip and drove the money-lenders 
out of the temple, a long time ago! The Guardian Press Fund annual 
target, which helps us meet our running costs, is even lower than 
the age pension, and that’s saying something. A modest $14,000, it 
hasn’t changed for years. Even so, we’re already a long way short 
of where we should be for this time of year, and that’s why we need 
your contribution for the next issue, please. Many thanks to this 
week’s supporters, as follows:
Mark Manion $10, “Round Figure” $15
This week’s total: $25 Progressive total: $1,430

Commemoration of war
In ANZAC Day week and with the announcement by the 

Gillard government of the pull-out of Australian troops from 
Afghanistan, The Guardian reprints the following editorial 
written by former CPA General Secretary, Comrade Peter 
Symon, in 2000.

This year’s ANZAC day commemorations are credited with 
being among the largest and most widespread. It is natural 
that families would wish to recall the memories of the tens of 
thousands who have been killed and wounded in the succession 
of wars in which Australian servicemen and women have been 
involved. This is the part that brings thousands onto the streets 
of cities and towns and attracts many tourists to visit Gallipoli 
and other former battle sites. Political leaders and the mass 
media, on the other hand, are clearly building up ANZAC day 
with another agenda in mind.

Australia has provided soldiers for the Boer war, World War 
I, for the wars of intervention in Russia following the Russian 
revolution of 1917, for World War II, the interventionist wars 
in Korea, Malaysia, Vietnam and Iraq. In the recent period 
Australian forces have participated in missions in East Timor 
and Bougainville.

The media and politicians present all these wars without any 
differentiation as to their cause or justifi cation. The Boer war 
was about establishing British colonial domination over South 
Africa. It was a colonial war and there was nothing glorious 
about it.

World War I was an imperialist war between Germany on 
the one hand, and Britain, France and Czarist Russia and their 
respective allies, on the other. It was a war between the ruling 
classes of these countries and there was nothing in it for the 
soldiers of either side.

The landing on Turkish soil at Gallipoli was a part of this 
war and this particular landing was an unmitigated disaster. 
Did Australian nationhood really arise from this disaster?

WW2 was a just war against German and Italian fascism and 
Japanese militarism. The defeat of fascism led to new socialist 
revolutions in a number of countries and to the collapse of 
colonialism. It became a real people’s war. The wars in Korea, 
Malaysia and Vietnam, however, were all dirty wars that had 
the objective of imposing British (in Malaysia) and American 
(Korea and Vietnam) colonial domination. They were fought 
against the people of these countries who wanted nothing more 
than independence for their countries.

Australian forces were sent at the behest of the Americans 
to take part in the war in Iraq. Air-Commodore John Kindler 
said in his ANZAC day address that “The greatest peace lovers 
are those who have suffered the horrors and barbarities of war.” 
Maybe! But it does not stop the political leaders of this and 
other countries from boosting military spending to ever-higher 
levels. They, and some journalists, are already busy lining up 
the next war. Sydney Morning Herald (25/4/2000) journalist 
David Lague, writes that “In the years since the Vietnam War 
it became unfashionable for Australia to have any meaningful 
military power. The fashion has changed.”

He seems to have already picked our next “enemy and theatre 
of war. “China, he writes, “has taken delivery of Russian-built 
conventional submarines, surface ships and strike aircraft that 
dramatically boost its military fi repower while India is also 
building up its military forces, including its navy.”

So there we have it!
The RSL can be assured that they will not lack for future 

members of their organisation if the likes of the Prime Minister 
and others have their way. For Australia’s political leaders 
ANZAC day is a commemoration of war, not an occasion to 
announce peace policies.

NZ PM urged to raise human 
rights issues in West Papua
Prime Minister John Key must not overlook the ongoing suffering, 
killings and gross restrictions of fundamental freedoms in West Papua 
when he talks to Indonesian government leaders. Indonesia Human 
Rights Committee has faxed him a letter on the eve of his departure to 
highlight recent gross injustices – including military sweepings and the 
arrest on trumped up “treason” charges of respected Papuan leaders.

Indigenous youth hit by Vic deficit
“Get Set For Work”, a program 
currently run in Queensland, 
successfully by Break Thru and 
funded by the Queensland govern-
ment, was set to expand and reach 
over 60 Indigenous youth aged 
15-17 years across 2012-2013. The 
Victorian government were set 
to support the expansion of the 
program into Victoria, until they 
announced a $341 million defi cit 
and now the youth will go without.

The question is, “Is it fair?” 
A program that concentrates on 
educating, enabling and empower-
ing Indigenous youth to enter the 
work force will not be feasible 

if the $1.5 million grant is not 
administered.

“With recent news of our 
Australian government announc-
ing the potential to encourage and 
allow skilled USA workers to fulfi l 
the demand in the country’s con-
struction industry, how does this 
play fair to the Australians that 
are unemployed and willing to be 
trained to work?” says Danielle 
Ballantine, executive manager, 
Break Thru. She said “With the US 
unemployment rate reported to be 
at 8.3%, against some regions in 
Australia having an unemployment 
rate between 9.4% to 11.6%, what 

I can’t understand is why these 
companies would not choose from 
our Australian unemployment pool 
fi rst?

“We not only believe, but know 
and trust the program works. We 
genuinely are asking for the com-
munity to help support such an 
amazing initiative that unlike utilis-
ing workers from overseas, it will 
up-skill the youth for our future and 
be a long term solution to a short 
term issue. We may not be able to 
change the future for our youth, 
however if we invest and up-skill 
them now, we can change our youth 
for the future.” 

Rt Hon John Key,
Prime Minister,
Parliament Buildings, Wellington.

Dear John Key,

We understand that you are about to visit 
Indonesia, and this morning’s media report 
suggests that you will seek to encourage a 
“warmer” relationship.

Your visit follows that of the British Prime 
Minister David Cameron, who chose the occa-
sion of his visit to announce the relaxation of 
arms exports to Indonesia as a recognition of 
Indonesia’s “democratic progress”. This move 
has been condemned by human rights groups 
as a threat to the interests of the people of 
West Papua, who have been on the receiv-
ing end of Indonesian military violence for 
decades.

New Zealand has a special responsibility not 
to forget our Melanesian neighbours in West 
Papua. We must not overlook ongoing human 
rights issues, in the rush to acknowledge the 
positive changes that have taken place in 
Indonesia post Suharto.

Indonesia maintains a hugely disproportionate 
military presence in West Papua – including 
crack Special Forces (Kopassus) troops – 
and restricts outside access, but these days 
with video and digital technology the reports 
of abuses cannot be easily suppressed. The 
Indonesian military has recently conducted 
“sweep operations”, in the Central Highlands 
of West Papua. These attacks destroy homes, 
churches, and traditional meeting places, while 
forcing villagers to fl ee into nearby forests for 
security, at the risk of starvation and disease.

According to the data collected by British 
human rights group, TAPOL, since 2008 at 
least 80 Papuans have been arrested and 
charged with “treason” or related offences 
simply for peaceful actions such as raising the 
Papuan Morning Star Flag. They have been 
imprisoned for terms ranging from 10 months 
to six years. For example, Filep Karma, a civil 
servant, and Amnesty International’s “prisoner 
of conscience” was arrested in December 
2004, convicted of treason and sentenced to 
15 years in jail.

We have been writing to you and to Foreign 
Minister McCully to urge you to speak out 
about the events in October 2011, when the 
Third Papuan People’s Congress was held 
in Jayapura, attended by hundreds of peo-
ple from across the country. This peaceful 
Congress was violently dispersed by police 

and troops who opened fi re without any provo-
cation and killed at least three people.

Since then some 17 police personnel have 
received “administrative sanctions” but no one 
was held accountable for the deaths, or for the 
unprovoked violence which caused injuries to 
at least 90 people or for the arbitrary arrest of 
some 300 people.

The Indonesian military continue to enjoy 
impunity, while the fi ve Papuan leaders 
(Selfi us Bobii, Agus Kraar, Dominikus Sorabut, 
Edison Waromi, and Forkorus Yoboisembut) 
who were taken into custody following the 
Congress were put on trial, found guilty of 
treason and last month sentenced to three 
years in prison.

We believe that the decision to convict and 
imprison these men for their involvement in 
an entirely peaceful event fl ies in the face 
of Indonesia’s professed commitment to inter-
national human rights norms. Declaring a wish 
or commitment to freedom and independence 
is not “treason”.

Indonesia is a signatory to International 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, which 
guarantees the rights to freedom of expression 
and peaceful assembly and Indonesia’s consti-
tution also protects these rights.

We understand that New Zealand diplomatic 
representatives have monitored events in West 
Papua and followed (but did not observe) the 
conduct of this trial. So you will be aware of 
the many criticisms of the trial process, and 
the heavy presence maintained by armed 
members of the security forces during the trial 
sessions. We urge you to raise these issues 
during your meetings with Indonesian govern-
ment representatives.

New Zealand must use its close relationship 
with the Indonesian government to urge it to 
release all prisoners currently serving sentenc-
es for peaceful political activities and exercis-
ing their freedom of expression. New Zealand 
should also urge open access to West Papua 
for journalists and humanitarian workers.

West Papuan leaders are calling for the oppor-
tunity to take part in a peaceful dialogue with 
representatives of the Jakarta government as 
a fi rst step towards addressing the territory’s 
deep problems and ongoing suffering. We 
urge you to support this constructive proposal.

Yours sincerely,

Maire Leadbeater (for the Indonesia Human 
Rights Committee)
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Peter Mac

The Gillard government’s proposed reform 
of Australia’s aged care system is running 
into criticism over a number of issues.

The present system involves enormous 
expenditure for many frail elderly people and 
their families. The government claims that 
because of extra government funding for the 
proposed reforms more aged people will be able 
to receive aged care while staying at home, and 
the poorest will still be able to access residential 
aged care.

Funds of $268.4 million will be used for 
early diagnosis of dementia and the care of 
dementia patients. The government also claims 
it will take action to redress the low wages paid 
to aged care workers. (Some home care workers 
are said to be paid as little as $18 per hour, and 
have to supply their own vehicles, often without 
compensation.)

Those are praiseworthy objectives. However, 
the extra home care funding will be derived in 
part from the abolition of subsidies to nursing 
homes for high care residents. The aged care 
organisations have applauded the proposed 
reforms, and it’s the residents, particularly self-
funded retirees, who will be paying higher fees 
to make up for the lost subsidies.

Of human bondage
One of the most signifi cant changes will 

relate to the refundable deposits or bonds which 
are required for admission to a nursing home, 
and which are often enormous. Under the cur-
rent system the bond may be paid as a loan, 
but the interest rate is reported to be very high 
in many cases.

Under the new scheme, applicants will be 
able to pay off the bonds by entering into an 
“equity release” scheme, which involves taking 
out a reverse mortgage, getting an accommo-
dation loan with security provided by part of 
the value of the home, or entering into a home 
reversion scheme involving partial sale of the 
property.

The equity release industry claims that 
“Equity release is not about reducing the 
inheritance of future benefi ciaries.”  However, 
interest accrued on the mortgage debt must 
be repaid after the death of the person con-
cerned. The industry has admitted that reverse 
mortgages are provided “to meet fi nancial 
needs, primarily when other needs have been 
exhausted”. In these cases it is most likely that 
families will be unable to repay the mortgage 
debt and that the home will have to be sold 
anyway.

The family may not like it, but mortgage 
providers are legally entitled to foreclose and 
sell a mortgaged property if the debt cannot be 
repaid.  Moreover, in doing so the mortgage 
provider is only motivated to reclaim the debt, 
even if the sale price is appallingly low and 
little is left for the benefi ciaries.

None of that is mentioned in the indus-
try’s promotional material. In a selling pitch 
smacking of emotional blackmail, and with 
no mention of self-interest, it claims that an 
elderly person’s future benefi ciaries should 
support the equity release option because of 
“an understanding of our parents and grand-
parents needs, and supporting them in living 
out a respected and independent life, using 
their assets to achieve the best outcome for 
themselves.”

It also argues that reverse mortgages should 
cover other costs, for example home mainte-
nance and private health insurance. “Not only 
would it give peace of mind to those elderly, 
but also to their families who would understand 
that their Mum and Dad would receive the 
medical attention they needed at the time of 
need”, it purrs.

The equity release industry declares enthu-
siastically that its future lies in “the health care 
and aged care markets”. It certainly does. The 
greater the debt, the greater the profi t for the 
lender.

A matter of respect
Discussion of aged care all too often creates 

the impression that our aged citizens are just a 
burden, now that their working lives are over. 
Aged care services are a market; there’s little 
recognition that older folk have contributed to 
the well-being of younger generations, and that 
they deserve a decent farewell.

Moreover, the cost of looking after our 
aged citizens is currently met in their last 
few years, rather than over the course of their 
working lives. Even if we remain healthy 
throughout most of our lives, we will almost 
certainly require special care as physical and 
mental health deteriorates in old age. However, 
Medicare does not cover the cost of this care, 
nor is there a separate system equivalent to 
Medicare which does.

There’s surely a better method of meeting 
our national responsibilities for aged care, for 
example by creating an aged care levy, which 
would be collected throughout everyone’s work-
ing life, and would provide funds for the care 

of aged citizens, no matter what proportion of 
the population they represent.

Our aged care system should not involve 
loss of the family home before or after the death 
of the individual concerned, or the imposition 
of huge fi nancial burdens on the aged person 
and their families.

It should treat them with respect. We all 
deserve that.

More on aged care
Guardian reader Paul Dwyer has advised 

The Guardian that “not-for profi t” organisa-
tions now run 60 percent of aged care institu-
tions in Australia. We thank Mr Dwyer for this 
information.

Mr Dwyer has also asserted that the Chinese 
government “has just asked its banks and insur-
ance companies to provide reverse mortgage 
products so their elderly can contribute to their 
care costs.”

With all due respect to Mr Dwyer, we are 
seeking information on this issue from primary 
sources. In any case, the fact remains that as 
a highly developed and prosperous country 
Australia should be able to treat its aged citi-
zens with greater compassion than they have 
experienced to date. In particular it should 
offer aged care services that do not involve 
its ordinary citizens or their families having 
to go into debt.

We maintain that the imposition of a bond 
system for admission to an aged care facility 
does not meet those criteria, nor does the provi-
sion of equity release schemes such as reverse 
mortgages for bond repayment.
Paul Dwyer is a credit adviser in equity 
release and aged care. 

Australia

Pete’s Corner

Proposed aged care reforms 
no real solution

Melbourne May Day Events

Film Night
7pm Tuesday May 1

Democritus Workers League 538 High St Northcote

Wreath Laying at the 8 Hour Monument
5pm Thursday May 3

Victoria Parade (Opposite Trades Hall)

Multicultural Event
6pm Thursday May 3

New Ballroom Trades Hall

Speakers and cultural items hosted by a number of Ethnic organisations 

and followed by a multicultural smorgasboard

May Day March
Sunday May 6

Assembling at 1pm for departure to the Treasury Gardens at 1:30pm

May Day Concert
Sunday May 6

Straight after the March and speakers’ platform
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The fight for 
plain packaging of tobacco
The packaging of tobacco is a 
major part of its advertising – as 
the tobacco industry admits in its 
own documents. That is why ASH 
(Action on Smoking and Health) 
and many other organisations sup-
port mandated plain standardised 
packaging of tobacco products – 
and why the industry is fi ghting it.

The sovereignty of countries 
should be absolute and not infl uenced 
by multinational companies with 
complex accountability. This laudable 
move towards plain packaging must 
not be derailed by veiled tactics from 
companies with vested interests. Only 
then can progress be made to tackle 
tobacco-associated diseases, which are 
largely preventable, but mostly lethal.

Background
After a recommendation from the 

2009 report of Australia’s National 
Preventative Health Taskforce, on 
April 29, 2010, the Australian gov-
ernment announced plain packaging 
of tobacco products would be fully 
implemented by July 2012. Australia 
was the fi rst country in the world to 
set a deadline. ASH Australia and 
others hailed the decision as a major 
step in the fi ght against tobacco.

In the lead-up to Australia’s 2010 
federal elections, the three major 
tobacco companies (BAT, Philip 
Morris, Imperial) poured $5 million 
into a misleading mass media ad cam-
paign against plain packs, fronted by 
hastily-formed “Australian Alliance 
of Retailers” (AAR).

ASH and other groups, and six 
Australians of the Year condemned 
the AAR campaign, urged all parties 
to honour the July 2012 commitment. 
The ALP and Greens reaffirmed 
support; the Liberal/National parties 
agreed to “consider” it.

Meanwhile the campaign split 
the retail sector. Major supermarket 
Coles dissociated themselves from 
it. Woolworths followed, repudiating 
retail groups’ “deceptive behaviour”; 
one umbrella group, the Australian 

Association of Convenience Stores, 
also withdrew.

Health groups including ASH 
wrote to the Australian Competition 
and Consumer Commission objecting 
to the “misleading and deceptive” 
campaign and noted the AAR was 
hastily formed with a sole shareholder 
and sham address, and that the cam-
paign was from the tobacco industry, 
not small retailers.

International
UK: April 2012 – The UK 

government has opened its public 
consultation on standardised packag-
ing of tobacco. Public input opened 
on April 16 and closes July 10. The 
Health Department has also commis-
sioned an independent review of the 
research evidence.

Europe: April 2012 – The 
European Commission is consider-
ing making plain tobacco packaging 
mandatory across Europe. Australia’s 
Ambassador to The EU Dr Brendan 
Nelson says he hopes the Australian 
reform will encourage Europe to 
follow.

March 2012: UK Prime Minister 
David Cameron promises a recently-
appointed adviser with tobacco 
industry connections won’t infl uence 
government decisions on tobacco 
plain packaging. Industry apologist 
John Luik has been given a govern-
ment advisory post, but the PM says 
he won’t be involved in plain packs 
policy currently under review.

Australia outlines 
treaty obligations

November 2011: Australian 
Health Minister Nicola Roxon 
explains how the plain pack law will 
“give effect” to obligations under the 
WHO (World Health Organisation) 
Framework Convention on Tobacco 
Control (FCTC), including:
• Article 5 requires signatories 

to develop/implement 
comprehensive national tobacco 

control strategies, programs; 
effective legislative, other 
measures to prevent/reduce 
tobacco consumption, addiction, 
smoke exposure.

• Article 11 requires effective 
measures to ensure packaging 
does not promote tobacco by 
being false or misleading about 
characteristics, health effects, 
hazards, emissions.

• Article 13 requires 
comprehensive bans on 
tobacco advertising, promotion, 
sponsorship.

NZ 
“actively considers” 
following Australia

November 2011: New Zealand’s 
government is “actively consider-
ing” following Australia’s lead and 
introducing plain tobacco packaging 
– while the tobacco industry already 
threatens the kinds of legal action 
assessed as “unfounded” and “largely 
vexatious” by Australian independent 
legal experts.

WHO chief slams 
industry dirty tricks

October 2011: World Health 

Organisation Director-General 
Margaret Chan slams the tobacco 
industry for “dirty tricks” in trying 
to block tobacco-free policies world-
wide, falsely claim Australia’s plain 
pack bills violate international trade 
obligations. Urges countries to “stand 
fi rm together, do not bow to pressure 
... we must never allow the tobacco 
industry to get the upper hand”.

Canada passes packet 
warning increase

September 2011: Canada approves 
bigger graphic pack health warnings, 
as world leaders welcome Australia’s 
plain pack move. Canada will put 
graphic warnings on 75 percent of 
both front and back of packs by June 
2012. Canada along with several other 
countries reported to be watching 
Australia’s reform closely, considering 
future policy.

Malaysia lobbied to 
derail Australian bills

May 2011: A high-powered US 
consultant linked to the tobacco 
industry lobbies Malaysia to oppose 
Australia’s initiative; powerful US 
congressmen helping the industry use 
its “global economic power” to block 
the world-fi rst bill.

Australia leading 
the war on tobacco

May 2011: Australia’s plain 
packaging bill “would set new global 
standards and encourage governments 
in the Asia Pacifi c Region to also get 
tough with the tobacco industry,” says 
WHO’s Western Pacifi c Regional 
Director Dr Shin Young-Soo. 

Files and spies
The Sydney Central branch of 
the Communist Party of Australia 
organised a successful excursion to 
the Police and Justice Museum in 
Sydney last week. Fifteen persons, 
certainly of interest to ASIO, 
enjoyed an interesting talk by one 
of the curators of the exhibition. 
They saw samples of ASIO fi les, 
details of some of the information 
collected by ASIO on over 500,000 
Australians. Communists, peace 
activists, writers, trade unionists, 
anyone who visited the Soviet 
Union, supported land rights or 
any other worthwhile progressive 
cause was (and no doubt still is) 
a “person of interest” to ASIO. 
Justice Sir Michael Kirby and fi lm 
critic David Stratton were amongst 
those who were stunned when they 
learnt they were subjects of ASIO’s 
scrutiny.

The exhibition gives the 
impression that ASIO came into 
existence because of communist 
spies passing on information to the 
Soviet Union during the Second 
World War when we were allies. 
Communists were clearly one of 
the main but not the only focus of 

ASIO. The quotes selected from 
some of ASIO’s targets tend to 
write off ASIO as just incompetent 
and irrational in their pursuit for 
example of land rights activists. 
It does not bring out the politics 
behind their pursuit, such as infor-
mation that might assist mining 
corporations. Nor does it bring out 
the use of ASIO against trade union 

activists. Has ASIO ever achieved 
anything worthwhile? Has it caught 
a spy? It would like us to think so, 
but secrecy provisions prevent it 
from telling us!

There are a couple of computers 
where visitors can check whether 
ASIO has a fi le on them and 
information is available on how to 
obtain your own fi le. 

Persons of interest at the Persons of Interest ASIO fi les exhibition.

Long-term 
detainees’ 
roof-top protest
Four long-term Iranian asylum 
seekers are maintaining their 
roof top protest at Darwin’s most 
notorious detention centre, the 
Northern Immigration Detention 
Centre.

The four, who started the 
protest on April 18, say they plan 
to stay on the roof until they get 
answers from the Immigration 
Department. The high security 
NIDC facility is notorious for its 
toxic environment – producing one 
of the highest rates of self-harm 
and attempted suicide of any of the 
detention centres.

“The place is a jail,” said Ian 
Rintoul, spokesperson for the 
Refugee Action Coalition, “The 
immigration department has admit-
ted that it is not a suitable place for 
asylum seekers, but efforts to move 
people away from the toxic envi-
ronment seem to have stalled.”

But inside the detention centre, 
Serco and Immigration are main-
taining their harassment and intimi-
dation tactics. There are fears that 
two asylum seekers taken by Serco 
guards may be placed in North 3 – 
the punishment compound in NIDC 
or are being moved to punishment 
cells on Christmas Island.

On April 19, Serco began more 

efforts to intimidate asylum seekers 
and prevent others joining the pro-
test by conducting a room-to-room 
search.

Over the Easter weekend, 
Serco management warned NIDC 
asylum seekers that any moves – 
even waving a hand – to support 
protests would result in their fi les 
being handed to the Federal Police 
and put an end to any hopes of the 
detainees being released on com-
munity detention.

“There is no excuse for Serco’s 
threats. asylum seekers have a right 
to protest,” said Ian Rintoul.

“It is simply government 
bloody-mindedness that is keep-
ing these asylum seekers in NIDC. 
They are suffering the mental health 
consequences of long term deten-
tion simply because the government 
does not have the political will to 
act.

“Some of the people have 
friends and relatives in the com-
munity willing to accommodate 
and support them, but still the gov-
ernment stalls. That Serco would 
punish asylum seekers for daring to 
protest against indefi nite detention 
is further proof that asylum seekers 
human rights are being abused in 
detention.” 



5The Guardian
April 25 2012 Australia

Christine Howes

Gimuy Wallubarra Yidindj peoples 
in Cairns earlier this month hosted 
a three-day international workshop 
on climate change mitigation by 
local communities and Indigenous 
peoples.

Eighty participants including 
climate scientists and representatives 
of United Nations bodies shared in 
more than 40 presentations identifying 
current and emerging opportunities 
for Indigenous peoples and local 
communities to contribute to climate 
change mitigation.

The meeting heard many 
Indigenous peoples and local com-
munities were actively involved in 
innovative solutions to climate change 
based on traditional knowledge, such 
as reducing emissions through fi re 
management techniques, adopting 
renewable energies in their territories, 
and engaging in resource manage-
ment projects that reduce pressure on 
natural resources and enhance local 
adaptive capacity.

“This meeting examined the 
current and potential contribution of 
Indigenous peoples and local com-
munities to climate change mitigation, 
as well as the impact on Indigenous 
peoples and local communities of 
mitigation efforts,” said Govindan 
Parayil, Vice-Rector of the United 
Nations University (UNU), who co-
convened the workshop.

Cairns traditional owner Henrietta 
Marrie, who also works for the 
Christiansen Fund which helped to 
support the meeting, said it was a 
great honour to host such an important 
meeting.

“This workshop is basically 
exploring how Indigenous people 
can be engaged in the whole climate 
change mitigation discussion at the 
United Nations framework for climate 
change prevention level,” she said.

Crucial
“And I think it’s crucial that 

Indigenous voices are heard within the 
UN arena and particularly this one in 
terms of mitigation. The discussions 
I’ve heard throughout the past few 
days have been very informative, 
giving some really great examples of 
just how Indigenous people globally 
are working with their own people, 
working with governments, working 
with institutions, but particularly 
working with their own community.”

National Indigenous Climate 
Change Steering Committee chair 
Rowan Foley, who is from Badtjala 
country around Fraser Island, said 
the meeting was a step in the right 
direction.

“People throughout the world are 
interested in what we’re doing here 
in Australian with carbon farming,” 
he said. “And we’re learning from 
other projects throughout the world, 
so it’s about joining up with other 
Indigenous peoples.

“But, primarily, we see it from the 
Australian perspective where we’re 
developing a carbon scheme that suits 

our cultural requirements rather than 
having one imposed on us.”

Patrick Anderson from the 
Forest Peoples’ Program in Jakarta, 
Indonesia, said there was a need for 
Indigenous people to band together.

“What I brought to the conference 
is that the Indigenous people in any 
culture should band together who are 
affected by mitigation; their rights 
of their lands aren’t respected by the 
state already,” he said.

“The state doesn’t respect those 
rights, so it’s going to be diffi cult 
without creating more human rights 
issues and without creating more 
problems for Indigenous peoples.

Inspired
“What I took away, and was 

very inspired, was the stories from 
Aboriginal Australia where commu-
nities had control of their lands now 
and they’re able to return to switch 
their land management practices and 
their excellent approaches for climate 
mitigation.”

Northern hemisphere visitors 
shared their issues and similar frustra-
tions with government and historical 
factors.

Tero Mustonen is the head of 
his village in Finland – he is a Finn, 
not Sami – and said they were trying 
to fi nd ways to work with scientists 
who were concerned about melting 
permafrost.

“That’s going to mean that mil-
lions of additional greenhouse gases, 
which are currently trapped in that 
permanently frozen soil, will be 
released to the atmosphere, and this 
is already taking place,” he said.

“I think the message is that one of 
the things we’ll have to deal with are 
the past damages. We have to just stop 
now and try to heal our communities, 
come to terms with the damages that 
have taken place in order to be able 
to face climate change and the vari-
ous impacts it’s going to have on red 
herring fi shing, hunting.

“This is all really a part of a larger 
colonial process that has taken place 
in the Arctic.”

Director of the Foundation for 
Sustainable Development of Altai 
(FSDA) in the Altai Republic of 
Russia, Chagat Almashpv said the 
people in his region had problems 
with melting glaciers.

“We are working on different 
projects to give stimulation to rein-
force old traditions like living in 
mountains, forests and migrate there 
because it is our culture,” he said.

“What is useful while we’re here 
we share our different visions from 
Indigenous local communities and we 
just found a lot of similarities every-
where, just like one dominant country 
imposing their structure, how to solve 
problems with climate change.

“As my colleague from Finland 
noted that we heard the voice of 
Aboriginal people over here, colo-
nialism is happening in Russia, still 
is going on in our minds, in our 
structures, in our conferences. Our 
rights, our cultures should be more 

recognised, not just in some aspects, 
but everywhere.”

Frustrations
Frustrations were just as evident 

in the west.
Acting Director of Circumpolar 

Relations at the Council of Yukon 
First Nations in Canada, Bob 
VanDijken, said he came from one 
of the areas most affected by climate 
change.

“Temperatures are increasing 
most rapidly, so it’s affecting infra-
structure, housing,” he said. “We are 
seeing areas where there’s changes in 
migration patterns, changes of species.

“There’s a variety of methods 
dealing with the climate change 
mitigation issue at a community level, 
which is fascinating to me and I think 
very relevant.

“For the past fi ve or six years our 
government is walking away from the 
issue so it’s good to see things that 
could be done at a community level 
and actually accomplish things.”

Secretary of the Inter-Tribal 
Council in South Dakota Bob Gough 
said it was about not only adapting 
to changes on the way, but changes 
already here.

“All of the sessions have been 
great, and it has really opened 
my eyes further to the differences 
Indigenous peoples face around the 
world dealing with this global issue, 
but doing it in the particular context 
of their own national laws, national 
situations,” he said.

“They’re bringing their own 
culture to bear, some of these envi-
ronmental ecological questions and 
the creativity and the resilience that 
Indigenous peoples have and the 
wisdom they can bring to the process 
I think is tremendous, in particular, 
the way of traditional ecological 
knowledge and processes.”

Manager of the Bana Yarralji 
Ranger Service, north of Cairns, 
Marylin Wallace said changes were 
needed.

“I believe we need to make 
changes and with our indigenous 
knowledge it is very important to 
be working collaboratively with the 
scientists,” she said.

“All knowledge is very important.

“I have enjoyed the four days of 
this workshop and being part of the 
decision-making.”

Mrs Wallace took some of the 
international visitors to her country, 
near Cooktown, after the workshop.

“To see what we are doing 
through our point of view, things like 
we are starting to design our own 
seasonal calendar and implementing 
our own way of traditional knowledge 
of seeing our four seasons changing,” 
she said.

“It’s important that we educate 
others about how we see it from our 
perspective and, it’s very important to 
incorporate those two knowledges and 
work in partnership for the future.”
Koori Mail 

Climate change workshop

Participants in the three-day climate change workshop in Cairns. 

One of the many books available at Shop@CPA

Against Fascism and War by George Dimitrov
$15 plus $5 p&p International Publishers, NY, pp 125

The 7th World Congress of the Communist International held 
in Moscow in 1935, played a decisive role in the approach of 
Communists and other democratic forces in the struggle to defeat 
fascism. The representatives of the world’s communist parties, many 
of them working in highly dangerous, illegal conditions, mapped out 
an overall strategy and tactics for uniting diverse trends and forces 
on a principled basis for victory over fascism. The main report was 
delivered by the Bulgarian communist leader George Dimitrov on 
August 2. In this historic report Dimitrov analyses the class character 
of fascism, “as the open terrorist dictatorship of the most reactionary, 
most chauvinistic and most imperialist elements of fi nance capital.”

Whoever does not fi ght the reactionary measures which directly 
facilitate the accession to power of fascism “is not in a position to 
prevent the victory of fascism, but, on the contrary facilitates that 
victory,” Dimitrov warned.

Dimitrov calls for the unity of the working class in action and the development of the United Front 
against fascism on both a national and international scale. He analyses the content and form of the 
united front and the need “to prepare the transition from the defensive to the offensive against capital 
… .” He also develops the concept of a wide anti-fascist People’s Front as a fi ghting alliance between 
the working class and other sectors of the population and the struggle for a United Front government, 
“a government of struggle against fascism and reaction”. He proposes a third level of unity, an Anti-
imperialist United Front, at an international level.

Most importantly Dimitrov deals with the role of social democracy and the approach of communists 
to social democrats and reformist trade unions. Unity with these forces was imperative for the defeat 
of fascism. Dimitrov highlights the importance of trade union unity, of mobilising the masses against 
fascism and the leading role of the communist party in this process. Dimtrov not only takes up forms of 
unity but examines the ideological and political struggles.

This book is not just of historic interest. It is as relevant today as it was in 1935. It is a must read for all 
peace loving, democratic forces, for all trade unionists, for all left and progressive political activists (and 
those not so active). There are many strong similarities between the rise of fascism in the 1930s and the 
rise of extreme reactionary and forces today. While these forces may take different forms, come under 
different guises, their essence is the same. There are strong parallels between the deep economic 
crises, the growth of mass struggles, the bankruptcy of social democracy, imperialist wars, and the rule 
of fi nance capital of Dimitrov’s era and developments taking place today. There is a great deal to be 
learnt from this historic report.

This volume contains Dimitrov’s speech, slightly abridged, and two other documents: Dimitrov’s speech 
on The People’s Front given in 1936 and a short speech given in September 1935 to the opening of the 
Sixth Congress of the Young Communist International. There are also some useful notes at the end of 
the book.

74 Buckingham Street, Surry Hills, NSW 2010 Ph 02 9699 8844 shop@cpa.org.au
All payments by Cheque or Money Order to “CPA”. Credit Card – min purchase $20 (incl card type, name, number & exp date).
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Perth – May Day
12 noon Sunday May 6

Esplanade Reserve Freemantle

There will be music, family entertainment, food including a sausage 

sizzle plus interesting stalls at the Esplande throughout the afternoon.

Want to get involved?

Contact UnionsWA on 08 9328 7877 or unionsyes@unionswa.com.au
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Bob Treasure

This instrument of decapitation has been the 
icon of the “horrifi c excesses of the French 
Revolution”. It was, in fact, an adaptation of 
the Halifax Gibbet, an English invention that 
had been used to behead captives, criminals 
and traitors in 17th Century England.

It was a surgeon, Monsieur Louis, who rede-
signed the machine to operate more effi ciently, 
“painlessly”, while in the Assembly Dr Guillotin 
promoted it as the most humane and democratic 
means of execution available.

Prior to the Guillotine, capital punishment 
for “common” criminals had been a gory spec-
tacle: victims were usually tortured, carved 
open, battered or quartered using horses to pull 
off limbs, before the “coup de grace”, normally 
hanging, was delivered. This usually took hours, 
as a deliberate deterrent.

By contrast, aristocrats condemned to death 
received the dubious honour of decapitation, 
usually by sword. There was, purportedly, some 
nobility in this. Now the revolution extended 
this “right” to all capital offenders.

Before the executions of Louis XVI and 
Marie Antoinette, most people executed on the 
guillotine were criminals and murderers, but 
afterwards, with the jails full and desperation 
rising, political executions grew.

The Committee of 
Public Safety 

By 1793 a deteriorating situation demanded 
the new Republican Convention take drastic 
measures. Counter-revolution had broken out in 
the more far-fl ung provinces such as the Vendee, 
cities such as Lyon and Marseilles had fallen 
to counter-revolutionary forces and republican 
sympathisers murdered, General Dumouriez had 
defected to the enemy, Toulon was handed over 
to the British, and France stood surrounded by 
hostile forces, all ready to invade and wreak 
vengeance.

To the members of the revolutionary 
government, it was now a question of life or 
death. Two extra-powerful Committees and 
a special “quick-fi re” Court were established 
by the Convention: the Committee of General 
Security, the Committee of Public Safety and 
the Revolutionary Tribunal, to deal with threats 
to the revolution by whatever means necessary.

Empowered “Representatives on Mission” 
were sent to trouble-spots by the Convention. 
Robespierre’s brother, Augustin, went to Toulon 
to oust the British. There he met an inven-
tive and ambitious artillery offi cer, Napoleon 
Bonaparte, who, after several attempts, suc-
ceeded in a stunning victory over the British. It 
is true to say, that had there been no Robespierre 
on hand, Napoleon’s fame and promotion would 
not have happened. He was most certainly a 
product of the Robespierrist faction during these 
desperate times, and initially at least, a Jacobin 
in his political perspective.

At first, Maximilien himself simply 
remained a high profile member of the 
Convention in Paris, but after Danton, who was 
now under a cloud of suspicion, was voted off 
the Committee of Public Safety and after the 
stunning assassination of Marat, Robespierre 
stood out as the popular candidate to save the 
revolution.

Even to its most severe critics there is a 
general admission that the nine members of the 
Committee of Public Safety performed mira-
cles. It was they who set up the structures and 

institutions of the modern State. They introduced 
conscription (the Levee en Masse) and clothed, 
fed, and armed a new, modern mass army that 
could outnumber and outgun all its opponents 
combined. They crushed the counter revolution. 
They set up a system of administration, includ-
ing police and agents that were nationwide, 
brisk, and effi cient. They implemented the new, 
metric system of weights and measures across 
France, and introduced a revolutionary calendar 
with a ten-day week and renamed months. They 
contained infl ation through price and wage 
control, underpinned by terror.

Robespierre’s own particular interest was the 
establishment of a national elementary education 
system, compulsory and free, with a common 
curriculum and shared ideals of patriotism and 
“vigorous” culture. He was intent to follow 
Rousseau and restore innocence to children, to 
allow them to respond spontaneously to nature, 
to play outdoors and learn happily, as well as 
earn their equal opportunities.

Well in advance of most thinking of the 
time, he had prepared, presented and passed 
his Bill through the Convention, but it would 
take some years for its full implementation 
under Napoleon.

The Terror
It is important to assess the proper per-

spective of deaths during the “Terror”, since 
much of our understanding is coloured by 
conservative commentary inside France coupled 
with propaganda from Anglo-Saxon sources, 
generally hostile to France for many centuries 
before the revolution, and the century following 
(wherefrom came Dickens’ Tale of Two Cities).

The actual loss of life within the whole of 
France, with a population of 28 millions at the 
start of the revolution, was 41,500 persons, 
of whom 16,594 died by Guillotine (2,639 
in Paris). The remaining 25,000 died through 
summary executions or internal fi ghting in the 
counter-revolution. Feasibly more than twice 
that number had died on the battlefi eld by 
the time of the “Law of Suspects”, passed on 
September 17, 1793.

By 20th century standards, it is a relatively 
mild degree of terror, but even by the criteria of 
its own time the extreme measures of the Reign 
of Terror would not have reached as deeply as 
those of the English (revolutionary) Civil War 
150 years previous. Then, out of a population 
of some 5 millions, well over 100,000 English 
died at the hands of their own countrymen. It 
is important to remember that, consequent to 
the English example, the French Terror was 
enacted precisely to avoid the kind of civil war 
that beset their counterparts across the Channel 
in their hour of rebellion.

This is not to justify arbitrary execution 
or deaths, nor Robespierre’s role in them. 
Nevertheless he has often been portrayed as 
a random, blood-crazed murderer, singularly 
responsible for the Reign of Terror, and this is 
simply a gross exaggeration.

After Marat’s assassination, the Sans 
Culottes demanded vengeance for the murder 
of their hero with a purge of enemies of the 
revolution. As well as Charlotte Corday (the 
female assassin), Marie Antoinette, 21 Girondin 
deputies as well as hundreds of aristocrats and 
their suspected sympathisers passed through the 
Revolutionary Tribunal and on to the Guillotine.

Enforcement of the Law of Suspects, 
designed to eradicate any act undermining patri-
otic unity was a major component of the Terror, 
but so too was the Law of the Maximum. This 

measure was a reward for mass Sans Culottes 
support in ousting the Girondins: their principle 
demand had been to control the price of bread. 
Thus the prices of essential goods were pegged, 
but so too were wages.

Apart from his support for the laws, and 
occasional accusations against political oppo-
nents, one of them being his old ally, Danton, 
Robespierre at fi rst played little part in the proc-
ess. In reality, he had little stomach for death, 
and did not attend the Place de la Revolution 
to witness executions. When his tumbrel lum-
bered past Robespierre’s apartment on the Rue 
St. Honore, heading for the Guillotine, Danton 
launched into a thunderous rant against the 
Incorruptible. He could not be heard, since the 
windows were shuttered tight and Robespierre 
remained locked in his room, silent and alone.

The Republic of Virtue
Robespierre’s vision was a Rousseau-ian 

“Republic of Virtue”. It was an abstracted ideal 
of a society with secure and complete democ-
racy, but also obligations to fraternity and good 
works. Yet the reality surrounding Robespierre 
disappointed him – corruption seemed to be 
everywhere. He was shocked by the way “true 
patriots” could be corrupted and turn against 
the revolution.

Robespierre had no Marxist analysis to 
guide his decisions. He judged people intuitively 
on their apparent enthusiasm for the revolution, 
rather than on any class motive. It is clear in 
retrospect that Robespierre’s allies were the 
Sans Culottes of Paris and the peasants of the 
countryside, but their support withered in the 
fi rst half of 1794.

First, the Law of the Maximum had pegged 
wages as well as the price of bread. With the 
Levee en Masse and so many men now at the 
Front, the value of the remaining workers’ and 
peasants’ labour had risen considerably: they 
agitated to remove the freeze on wages but their 
pleas went unheeded. Robespierre would not 
act, despite angry demonstrations by a radical 
Sans Culottes wing, the “Enrages”.

These same Enrages conducted protest 
campaigns to destroy religion and install Reason 
as the sole ideology of the revolution. It was a 
logical step beyond the dismantling of a corrupt 
church structure and its bankrupt set of beliefs, 
which was all “superstition”. This was simply 
too much for Robespierre’s Republic of Virtue. 
His own background could not allow the elimi-
nation of God, the notion of a superior judge 
and an eternal life.

Robespierre’s policies cleaved apart from 
extremist Sans Culottes. He turned on their 
militant leaders: Hebert, Roux and others. 
They were denounced, tried and executed and 
the capacity of the Paris sections to meet and 
organise was suppressed.

In an attempt to re-unify the nation behind 
his own thinking the Incorruptible organised 
a massive “Festival of the Supreme Being”. 
Almost all of Paris (half a million people) 
attended the celebrations on the Champs De 
Mars, roughly where the Eiffel Tower now 
stands. Here a huge mound of earth covered 
in papier-mache represented the Mountain 
(Jacobin) deputies, led by Robespierre. They 
processed up the Mountain and sat beneath a 
Tree of Liberty. There were speeches and music 
and songs and dancing, and then athletic events 
along the lines of the ancient Olympic Games. 
It was the peak of Robespierre’s triumph – he 
still had the support of the French masses ... .

Prairial
On the very day following the Festival of 

the Supreme Being, Robespierre sponsored the 
infamous “Law of Prairial”, which introduced a 
new and decidedly modern category of criminal: 
“enemies of the people”, who could now be 
condemned before the Revolutionary Tribunal 
from “moral proofs”.

Combining this with previous laws, it’s 
clear that practices such as hoarding and black 
marketeering could lead to shopkeepers and 
suppliers being denounced. Citizens were now 
arrested, tried and executed within days for 
crying “...a fi g for the nation”, for producing 

sour wine, or for attempting to communicate 
with other “enemies of the people.” Old scores 
could be settled. The political terror merged 
with economic terror: the charges, arrests, trials 
and jailings increased, and so did the work of 
the Guillotine.

Between June 10, 1794 (Law of Prairial) 
and July 27 (the arrest of Robespierre during 
Thermidore), 1,376 people were guillotined in 
Paris. During those 47 days, more people were 
sent to their deaths than in all the months since 
Danton established the Revolutionary Tribunal 
in March 1793.

The reasoning behind Prairial has perplexed 
historians, especially since, by this time, the 
counter revolution had been crushed and the 
battle of Fleurus had established complete 
ascendancy of French arms over their Coalition 
enemies. Most have argued that the terror of 
Prairial was unnecessary; that it was proof of 
Robespierre’s madness and bloodlust. Scurr is 
right in saying that Prairial and the Republic of 
Virtue were two sides of the same coin and that 
both were expressions of his “puritan” vision.

Both, however, were also the consequence 
of dreadful political mistakes brought on by 
Robespierre’s bourgeois political perspective. 
In the weeks and months prior to Prairial he 
had isolated himself from the masses. He had 
increasingly become remotely individualist and 
failed to practise his own democratic principles: 
his attendance at Convention, Commune, Public 
Safety Committee and even Jacobin Club meet-
ings had become increasingly spasmodic. He 
was no longer mixing with “the People”. Despite 
increased political power, the economic situation 
of his most logical allies, the Sans Culottes, had 
not improved.

Even a rudimentary class strategy might 
have tempered his blinkered subjectivity and 
saved him, as well as the militant-humanist 
direction of the revolution, but Robespierre did 
not have such tools.

What drove the Incorruptible into further 
paranoia was the fact that he had assumed 
management of Saint-Just’s Police Bureau 
during his accomplice’s absence at the Front. 
This led him into reams of fi les and reports 
supplied by agents whose sole purpose was to 
seek out traitors, saboteurs and corruptibles. It 
confi rmed all the worst in humanity. According 
to Robespierre, “The guilty complain of our 
rigor – the country, more justly, complains of 
our weakness.” This role now consumed him. 
It drove him to continue the Terror and aroused 
suspicion and panic among his political rivals.

Thermidorean reaction
In the days prior to his famous fi nal speech 

in the Convention, Robespierre’s demeanour 
refl ected the pressure of his political isolation. 
His personal sense of justice was driving him to 
denounce Convention notables such as Tallien 
and Fouche, Representatives on Mission who 
had committed excesses in the suppression of 
counter-revolution in the Vendee and Lyon. They 
had gone “too far” and had killed too many 
innocents – Fouche was an avowed atheist – 
shouldn’t they be punished, even though some 
considered them to be heroes of the revolution?

He had quarrelled with Carnot, in charge 
of the army. Now Carnot had removed troops 
from Paris who had been staunch supporters: 
they were “needed at the Front”. Robespierre 
must have sensed danger.

In the event, he did not name specifi c indi-
viduals during his address to the Convention, 
but merely hinted at a list of suspects. It was 
enough for the plotters to demand an end to the 
“tyrant”, and his arrest. He was duly grabbed, 
but managed to get free and reach his allies in 
the Commune, who rang the tocsin and closed 
the gates to Paris. The crisis had come to a 
crunch, yet again.

But this time, the Sans Culottes did not 
come, at least not in the numbers to save 
Robespierre. Armed supporters arrived at the 
Hotel de Ville (Town Hall), but only 13 of the 
48 sections of Paris sent men to help – most 
disobeyed the call of the Commune, and several 
sections went further and supported the troops of 
the Convention, who burst past the loyal guards 

Robespierre – Bourgeois Revolutio
Part 2 – The Guillotine

It was to be the same confused bourgeoisie 
that slid into the reaction, decadence, 
corruption and retreat, that surrendered 
so many gains of the revolution and which 
ultimately led to the dictatorship of Bonaparte.
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and into the room containing Robespierre and 
his radical colleagues. This was when he was 
shot in the jaw – some say from an invading 
trooper’s musket ball, some from a foiled or 
failed attempt at suicide – either way his jaw 
was now shattered and he bled profusely, and 
now he was the prisoner of the Convention.

It was to be the same Convention that 
ignored that most democratic constitution 
devised by Robespierre and his allies, the same 
confused bourgeoisie that slid into the reaction, 
decadence, corruption and retreat so feared by 
the Incorruptible, that surrendered so many gains 
of the revolution and which ultimately led to 
the dictatorship of Bonaparte.

The End
Next day, Robespierre and his fellow 

radicals, brother Augustin, Saint–Just, Hanriot, 
Lebas and Couthon, along with 17 others consid-
ered to be indelible Robespierrists, were bundled 
into tumbrils, paraded through the insults and 
spittle of the crowd that had gathered en route 
to the Guillotine, and beheaded.

Robespierre was the second-last. As he was 
strapped to the plank the executioner ripped 
the bandage from his jaw causing him to let 
out a blood curdling scream, heard across the 
Place de la Revolution, and shortly afterwards 
the blade fell...

So ended Ruth Scurr’s admirable account 
of Robespierre’s rise and fall, Fatal Purity. Its 
main strength is in her refusal to make some 
kind of sanctimonious moral judgement of his 
life, with all the wisdom of hindsight, as so 
many others are wont to do. Instead, rather like 
a moving camera over his shoulder, we share 
Robespierre’s experience and see the logic of his 
steps, limited only to the knowledge of previous 
history, stumbling toward some vague vision 
of a better society. As we all learn from past 
errors and continue to engage in the quest for a 
classless society, it is important to acknowledge 
our debt to revolutionaries like Robespierre.

As he himself famously said in his last 
speech, “Death is the beginning of immortality,” 
we might add, “ ... but only guaranteed in the 
cause of social justice.” 

Magazine

onary A Worker 
Reads History

Who built the seven gates of Thebes?
The books are fi lled with names of kings.
Was it the kings who hauled the craggy blocks of stone?
And Babylon, so many times destroyed.
Who built the city up each time? In which of Lima’s houses,
That city glittering with gold, lived those who built it?
In the evening when the Chinese wall was fi nished
Where did the masons go? Imperial Rome
Is full of arcs of triumph. Who reared them up? Over whom
Did the Caesars triumph? Byzantium lives in song.
Were all her dwellings palaces? And even in Atlantis of the legend
The night the seas rushed in,
The drowning men still bellowed for their slaves.

Young Alexander conquered India.
He alone?
Caesar beat the Gauls.
Was there not even a cook in his army?
Phillip of Spain wept as his fl eet
was sunk and destroyed. Were there no other tears?
Frederick the Greek triumphed in the Seven Years War.
Who triumphed with him?

Each page a victory
At whose expense the victory ball?
Every ten years a great man,
Who paid the piper?

So many particulars.
So many questions. 

Bertolt Brecht
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Jack Craze

In the town of Ségou in south-
central Mali, Salif Kanté is grap-
pling with the increased costs of 
basic cereals. “I recently purchased 
my family’s food stock for 2012. I 
spent almost twice as much as I did 
last year for the same quantity,” 
says Kanté, a worker at the Malian 
agricultural NGO PRECAD. He 
knows he is better off than most: 
“Many people are struggling here.”

Throughout Mali and the Sahel, 
cereal shortages and rising prices are 
hitting households hard. Following 
drought and poor harvests in 2011, 
Mali has seen crops reduce by a quar-
ter and a 50-60 percent leap in food 
prices above the fi ve-year average. 
Many have had to sell their livestock 
and reduce their daily meals, leaving 
some three million at risk of chronic 
malnutrition. 

“Food prices in the Sahel are par-
ticularly high for this time of year,” 
confi rms Julien Jacob, Action Against 
Hunger’s head of food security. In 
Mali, he says, “100 kilograms of 
millet meal currently costs around 
US$44, which is already a higher 
price that you’d expect in July. Poor 
families in Mali have an average 
monthly income of between US$100-
150 so it’s clear that current prices – 
which could rise still – would leave 
them with almost nothing.”

It is a story that echoes throughout 
the neighbouring countries of Niger, 

Burkina Faso, Mauritania, Senegal 
and Chad. More than 13 million 
people are now at risk of hunger in 
the Sahel, and aid agencies are now 
warning of a humanitarian emergency.

Young children are often the 
worst hit. In Mali, experts predict that 
175,000 children could soon be suf-
fering from severe acute malnutrition.

In Tapoa in Burkina Faso, aid 
agencies have reported a 200 percent 
increase in admissions of malnour-
ished children compared to 2010, and 
in Kanem in Chad, 2,000 children 
were admitted to Action Against 
Hunger treatment centres in February 
alone, a three-fold increase compared 
to the same month last year.

Erratic rains
The current food crisis is largely 

down to erratic rains and localised dry 
spells in 2011. As agronomist Oumar 
Niangado explains, agriculture in the 
Sahel has always been vulnerable to 
low rainfall. “In certain places there 
are good systems of agricultural 
collectives, plus strong NGO sup-
port,” says Niangado, “but with our 
dependence on rain-fed crops and 
poor irrigation, one bad rainy season 
can ruin everything.”

This was the case in 2010, when 
drought triggered an acute wave of 
hunger that affected 10 million people 
in the region. The global food price 
spikes of 2008 were another shock 
that pushed the vulnerable into crisis 
once more. Meanwhile, Oxfam has 

warned that the world is entering an 
era of permanent food crisis, predict-
ing that global warming and resource 
pressures may cause staple crop yields 
in developing countries to plummet 
dramatically over the next 20 years.

Oxfam has warned that the world 
is entering an era of permanent food 
crisis.

Governments and NGOs are 
scrambling to prevent a repeat of 
the Horn of Africa famine, which is 
thought to have killed up to 100,000 
people last year. Early warning 
alerts late last year prompted several 
Sahelian governments to set up food 
distribution programs and issue 
calls for international assistance. In 
February, the European Union pledged 
US$166 million in aid to the Sahel, 
while Britain has donated US$4.7 
million to the region. 

Over the last two months, the 
World Food Program (WFP), the 
International Committee of the Red 
Cross, Save the Children, Christian 
Aid and Action Against Hunger have 
all launched appeals. Relief efforts 
have grown more sophisticated 
than handing out sacks of grain. 
These organisations are attacking 

malnutrition with “blanket feeding” 
(nutritionally rich food to the most 
vulnerable) and high prices with cash-
for-work programs, food vouchers and 
cash hand-outs. “We have to support 
local economies,” says Nancy Walters, 
WFP Country Director in Mali. “If we 
can get commodities fl owing freely, 
we can begin to meet people’s food 
and nutrition needs.”

But the deepening food crisis has 
another aggravating factor: the Tuareg 
rebellion in the north of Mali. Since 

the uprising began three months ago, 
it has hampered relief efforts and 
caused thousands of people to fl ee 
their homes, including a 23,000-strong 
exodus into northern Niger. On March 
22, the insurgency precipitated a 
military coup in Bamako, the Malian 
capital. Unless a swift resolution is 
found, this political upheaval and 
accompanying refugee crisis threaten 
to tip an already fragile region into a 
full-scale humanitarian disaster.
New Internationalist 

The race 
to beat the 
West Africa 
food crisis

EPSU supports 
prison officers 
on hunger strike 
in Greece

Still killed and killing in 
the lost Afghanistan War

The European Federation of Public 
Service Unions (EPSU) sends a 
warm message of solidarity to 
the 11 members of the Executive 
of the Federation of Correctional 
Personnel Unions in Greece, 
OSYE, (member of ADEDY 
confederation) who have started 
a hunger strike.

This is the fi rst time that the 
union resorts to a hunger strike. It 
is a protest at the dire overpopula-
tion in all correctional facilities in 
Greece, the chronic understaffi ng 
and unpaid night and overtime 
since 2010. EPSU demands that 

the weight of the crisis be borne by 
those that have caused it, not public 
sector workers.

We hope that this protest will 
lead to a change of policy in the 
prison system in line with the 
European prison rules endorsed 
by all EU governments including 
Greece. It is reminded that eco-
nomic considerations can never 
justify the ill treatment of prisoners 
and of staff.

We ask EPSU and PSI affi li-
ates to send solidarity messages to 
OSYE. 

Lindsey German

Has anyone told the media that 
the NATO forces are losing the 
war in Afghanistan? The capital 
city, Kabul, supposedly the safest 
place in the country was faced 
with a sustained and deadly attack 
last week which lasted 18 hours. 
Attacked among other places 
were the parliament building, the 
German and British embassies and 
NATO headquarters.

This was the worst attack in 
11 years of war. Dozens of fi ghters 
managed to evade elaborate secu-
rity systems, highly paid western 
security guards, Afghan army and 
police, NATO forces, and high 
levels of electronic surveillance to 
hole up in a high rise building as 
their base.

Yet the media have by and 
large reported this as nothing much 
out of the ordinary. They quote 
President Karzai as saying that it 
was down to intelligence failures.

The British embassy reported 
not much damage done, except to 
its gates. And military offi cials pro-
claimed themselves happy with the 

response of the Afghan army which 
they claim fronted up the defence 
of Kabul.

The impression given is that 
this was purely a little local dif-
fi culty, a tiny diversion on the 
smooth highway to peace. Nothing 
could be further from the truth. The 
Taliban has been confi dent enough 
to suspend talks with the occupiers 
in recent months and to show that it 
can go on the offensive. 

It does so against a background 
not of a stabilising situation but one 
which is unravelling for NATO. 
Protests at the burning of the Koran 
by US soldiers and at the murder of 
17 Afghan civilians by a US staff 
sergeant have seen growing opposi-
tion to the occupation across wide 
sections of Afghan society. 

One aspect of this has been the 
growing attacks on NATO forces by 
Afghan soldiers – the people who 
are supposed to be their allies and 
who they are training to replace 
them by 2014. One in fi ve of all US 
soldiers killed this year have died 
at the hands of the Afghan security 
forces.

Events not going to plan? The 

plan is not worth the paper it’s 
written on. The surge was meant to 
weaken Taliban forces so that when 
they came to the negotiating table 
they would be more compliant. In 
fact it is the NATO forces who are 
on the defensive and NATO gov-
ernments who are looking for a way 
out. The whole strategy is based 
on replacing occupying forces 
with Afghan forces. Few seriously 
believe that is working.

Meanwhile governments 
are beginning to bail out. The 
Australian prime minister has 
announced an earlier than planned 
withdrawal for Australian troops. 
The NATO summit in Chicago next 
month will demonstrate some of the 
tensions as recognition grows that 
this war is being lost.

Demonstrations on May 19 
across the world can be a focus for 
building a renewed movement to 
get the troops out. It refl ects large 
sections of public opinion who 
oppose the war. And it refl ects 
the growing determination of the 
Afghans to run their own country.
Stop the War Coalition 

Sydney

March on May Day
12 Noon Sunday May 6

Hyde Park

ORGANISE – UNITE – FIGHT

Sydney

CPA May Day Dinner
5:30 pm Sunday May 6

AMWU Auditorium 133 Parramatta Rd Granville

Dinner & Entertainment – $25 inclusive

For bookings Tony 0451 635 924
Organised by the Sydney District Committee – CPA
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Goldman Sachs: 
Toxic capitalist icon

International

Bob Treasure

Goldman Sachs is a “bankers’ 
bank”. Situated in Manhattan New 
York, it deals in trillions across the 
globe. They are a bigger version 
of Macquarie Bank in Australia.

Governments tie themselves in 
knots to achieve a “Triple A” rating, 
building surplus or balanced budgets, 
cutting back, laying off thousands of 
workers, so that banks like Goldman 
Sachs don’t charge a higher rate of 
interest. The lower the rating from 
Standard and Poors (another Wall 
Street outfi t), the higher the rate of 
interest Goldman Sachs charges. That 
is, the greater one’s need for a loan, 
the higher the charge.

Bright young “investment ana-
lysts” hit the jackpot when they join 
Goldman Sachs. Their task is to ferret 
out profi ts, as high as possible, as fast 
as possible. It is their credo. It is the 
only way to “expand the business” 
and “maintain growth”. They must 
accrue more money in order to stay 
out in front and make the “big deals”, 
i.e. secure greater lending, take greater 
risks, on ever more lucrative invest-
ments. It is, in fact, capitalism in a 
fi nancial nutshell.

Backpage.com
New York Times’ journalist 

Nicholas Kristof recently unveiled at 
least one of Goldman Sachs’ seedier 
“investments”. A web-page titled 

Backpage.com is probably the biggest 
global sex marketplace for buying 
women and girls – many under-age, 
some proven to have been forced 
into prostitution, some abused – and 
Goldman Sachs holds a 16 percent 
stake in its operating company, Village 
Voice Media.

Now red-faced, Goldman-Sachs 
is frantically unloading its shares in 
Village Voice Media and claiming 
ignorance. After all, they are a huge 
respected company and this was a 
tiny investment, “We had no infl uence 
over operations,” Andrea Raphael, 
Goldman Sachs spokesperson, said.

But this does not explain how 

Goldman Sachs fi rst came to invest in 
Village Voice Media 12 years ago, in 
2000, and why a Goldman managing 
director, Scott Lebovitz, sat on the 
Village Voice Media board for many 
years, only stepping down in 2010.

“It’s business”
Despite the Global Financial 

Crisis, one of the growing US exports 
over the past decade has been all-
grades porn, much of it involving 
under-age kids, or “barely legals” 
– people who look under-age. The 
United States supplies 89 percent 
of the world’s pornographic web 
pages. Most of these are paraded on 

Backpage.com. Human sex traffi cking, 
aided and abetted by the internet, has 
exploded over the same period.

The US specialises in exports 
of porn videos, magazines and aids 
to Africa, Eastern Europe and Latin 
America, while in exchange young 
girls and desperate women are smug-
gled into richer OECD countries for 
sex services “ ... because there is 
a market for it.” Overall, the USA 
derives trillions of dollars in the 
global promotion and trade in porn 
and prostitution.

There is simply a bitter irony 
in the religious Right’s demands to 
“restore true, unfettered free enter-
prise”, to “clean up” social ills and 
to prosecute drug-dealers, pimps and 
paedophile sex-rings when really, all 
these people are doing is “supplying 
a demand”. They are at the sharp end 
of “business” and see themselves as 
successful entrepreneurs who make 
fast, massive profi ts in catering to 
“immorality” – hence the involvement 
of Goldman Sachs.

Immorality, the waste of valu-
able human resources on destructive, 
anti-social, anti-humanist activity is 
endemic to capitalism and insepa-
rable from it. It is symptomatic of 
its utter success in permeating the 
social fabric that so many of us have 

become mere commodities who are 
bought and sold, consume “stuff” and 
“own” things (My Career, My Space, 
My School etc.)

Muppets arise
Some weeks ago in the New 

York Times, Greg Smith, a celebrated 
executive director of Goldman Sachs, 
wrote:

“Today is my last day at Goldman 
Sachs. After almost 12 years at the 
fi rm ... I can honestly say that the 
environment now is as toxic and 
destructive as I have ever seen it ... 
It makes me ill how callously people 
talk about ripping their clients off. 
Over the past 12 months I have seen 
fi ve different managing directors refer 
to their own clients as ‘Muppets.’ ”

Well, they are just being honest, 
Greg. There is no point describing 
what happens, with all its ugly exploi-
tation, violence and suffering, and 
whining about it. “Oh what a tragic 
world we all endure ... . ” As Marx 
once famously said, “The point is, 
to change it.”

Capitalism cannot be tinkered 
round the edges to be reformed, or 
made nice. It must be dismantled 
root and branch, and a new society, 
one built upon human need, goodwill 
and generosity, must replace it. 

Spain’s King Juan Carlos: 
Let them eat elephant?
Teresa Albano

Spanish workers, retirees and 
students are facing severe cuts to 
health and education services, and 
high unemployment. King Juan 
Carlos of Spain decided to get 
away from it all. He took a safari 
to Botswana for an elephant hunt.

The Spanish public may not 
have found out about the king’s 
African jaunt, except he broke his 
hip. Juan Carlos spent the equiva-
lent of US$60,000 for his vacation 
- that’s two years’ pay for most 
Spanish workers.

Let them eat elephant, anyone?
Trying to damp down the ire 

of the Spanish people at the royal’s 
conspicuous consumption, the king 
has apologised. That may not be 
enough.

And get this: King Juan Carlos 
is the honorary president of the 
World Wildlife Federation of Spain. 
That’s the organisation that is sup-
posed to be saving elephants, not 
shooting them.

Poor Juan Carlos. He can’t even 
claim a temporary bout of insan-
ity made him do it. A 2006 photo 
of him standing next to a dead 
elephant is now circulating.

The Spanish government is 
slashing budgets by 30%, but 
according to news reports the pal-
ace budget got a mere shaving of 
2%. Did the poor King of Spain use 
public money for his killing spree, 
or did the money come from a rich 
Arab – as is being claimed – who 
was trying to buy favours from the 
king? Doesn’t really matter. It’s all 
sick.

Royalty. Who needs them? 
That’s why, thank goodness, we had 
a revolution some 200-plus years 
ago.

But America has a way of 
innovating and reinventing. 
Can we really say that America 
doesn’t have a royalty of a new 
type? President Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt said we did. He called 
them “economic royalists.”

As Americans, we pride our-
selves in not having social classes 
– or castes – with permanent and 
immovable boundaries that ensure 
only the “right” people mingle and 
marry each other.

That’s true - to an extent. 
Usually the boundaries kick in on 
race, national origin, wealth – and 
in many areas of life – gender. 
America’s economic royals even 
divide themselves between “old” 
money (think Vanderbilt, DuPont, 
Rockefeller) and “new” money 
(think Buffet, Trump, Gates).

Economic royals we do have. 
We have tons of politicians, think 
tanks and media conglomerates 
that work overtime to keep the 
1% royalty going. The policies of 
the last Republican administra-
tions, like the Bush tax cuts for 
the wealthy, Reagan and Papa 
Bush’s trickle down economics, 
for example, are directly related 
to the extreme wealth gap that 
we have in this country. It is a 
gap that is growing, as more and 
more 99% Americans sink into 
poverty.

Good tax policies are one way 
to moderate the effects of capital-
ism’s fatal fl aw (you can’t have 

great wealth without great poverty 
and exploitation).

The government should col-
lect more taxes from millionaires 
and billionaires than from the poor, 
working class or middle class peo-
ple, right? Then invest those tax 
dollars into services that the coun-
try benefi ts from – education, social 
safety net, health care, transporta-
tion, clean air and water. Right? 
That’s how a democracy works.

Not according to the royals. 
No. They have to keep their money 
from the big, bad government, 
elected by the people, because they 
create jobs with it and raise peo-
ple’s living standards.

Mitt Romney or Donald Trump 
don’t hire more people because they 
get a tax break on their income. No! 
They fi re people. Not even Warren 
Buffet – who says billionaires 
should have a higher tax rate than 
their secretaries – would hire peo-
ple because of a lower tax rate.

What creates jobs, according to 
most business people, is demand, 
which happens with “lots of regular 
people having money to spend,” 
according to former business owner 
Dave Johnson of Campaign for 
America’s Future. 

You and me, we create jobs, not 
tax cuts for billionaires.

Government can “prime the 
pump” by spending tax money in 
ways that would create demand 
and fuel job creation. But govern-
ment, in right-wing hands, can 
also “prime the pump” to fuel an 
extraordinary wealth gap.
People’s World 

Sydney

At The Vanishing Point
565 King Street Newtown 02 9519 2340 atthevanishingpoint.com.au



10 The Guardian
April 25 2012Letters / Culture & Life

Aged care reform 
needs co-ordinated 
healthcare delivery 
Leading specialists and geriatric 
physicians have united in their 
call for health delivery to receive 
an elevated status in aged care 
reform, following Prime Minister 
Julia Gillard’s Federal Budget.

Under the measures announced, 
nursing home placements and the 
cost of aged care services received 
the main focus, with the government 
to introduce a co-ordinated user-pays 
system.

The Royal Australasian College of 
Physicians (RACP) and the Australian 
and New Zealand Society of Geriatric 
Medicine (ANZSGM) are encouraged 
by government action on aged care 
reform, but have called for further 
health reform to improve care for the 
largest consumers of health services; 
older Australians.

The RACP and the ANZSGM 
welcome the commitment of $80.2 
million to “improve linkages in the 
aged care system”, however further 
detail is needed as to what the link-
ages will be, and how they will be 
implemented. 

Currently Australia’s health and 
aged system is often experienced as 
fragmented and diffi cult to navigate.

Reforms to improve the delivery 
of healthcare to older people require 
an increase in focus and detail.

The Australian government must 
ensure that aged care reforms are inte-
grated with national health reforms 
to deliver more seamless and coor-
dinated health and aged care services 
to older Australians, in particular, the 
266,574 Australians with dementia.

It is important that the aged care 
reforms integrate with national health 
reforms to improve access to specialist 
medical care for older people.

In the reforms announced last 
week, $268.4 million will be set aside 
for dementia over fi ve years; $164.3 
million will be paid as supplements 
to those in both aged-care facilities 
and at home. The remainder will be 
used to promote early diagnosis of 
the disease.

Professor John Kolbe,
RACP President

Dr Robert Prowse,
President of the ANZSGM

Cardinal offence
Cardinal George Pell should be 
given more opportunities for public 
discussions, I think. Not that I 
am an admirer of his bombastic, 
authoritarian and frankly speak-
ing bullying behaviour. No. What 
was clearly coming through in his 
recent debate on ABC’s Q&A was 
his complete ignorance and inabil-
ity to engage in a discussion, not 
just giving his opinion on things 
as if they were revelations to be 
admired and followed to the letter.

It is not surprising that he had to 
apologise afterwards for describing 
Jews as intellectually inferior – and 
it was not the only thing that was 
offensive in his remarks. He had to 
admit that atheists could have morals, 

that it was not an exclusive notion 
for believers only. Big of him! The 
Catholic clergy in Australia is being 
investigated for criminal behaviour 
– for sexually abusing hundreds of 
defenceless children, driving people 
to suicides, being involved in cruel 
and inhumane practices of removing 
children from mothers – and justify-
ing it all and protecting the culprits.

It’s not something that happened 
hundreds of years ago – the victims 
are still among us and they want 
answers and they want the recognition 
of their suffering and punishment for 
those who had done it to them. Will 
it fi nally happen or will the Church 
and its leaders continue to bleat about 
morality? Will have to wait and see. 
As far as I am concerned the likes of 
Cardinal Pell have no right even to use 
the word “morality”, let alone pretend 
that they are the only ones to have it.

T Southern
Brisbane

Green tape attack 
will corrupt decision 
making
The attack by business on green 
tape and the acquiescence by gov-
ernments will lead to rorting, loss 
of environmental standards and 
the community voice in develop-
ment decision making.

New South Wales recently expe-
rienced just such a system with the 
discredited changes to the planning 
and environment act under the former 
Labor government. They were made 
under pressure from developers to 
speed up approvals and cut out com-
munity objectors from the city and 
country. The loss of community sup-
port was massive and the O’Farrell 
government surfed into power on 
the back of it.

The so-called one-stop shop is a 
guise that hides a raft of damaging 
changes.

The recent announcements by 
the Prime Minister, the states and 
the Abbot opposition are clearly part 
of a highly organised campaign by 
the business lobby to stampede the 
changes before the community can 
fully appreciate what is happening.  
But they should be warned – don’t 
think the community won’t react when 
they realise they have far less say than 
the business proponents of develop-
ments that will cause unacceptable 
environmental and community harm.

Commonwealth legislation has 
often been the only safeguard against 
sloppy state processes and the lure 
of funds from for example mining 
royalties. The current push is not 
about economic productivity – it’s 
all about faster approvals under state 
and federal processes so that the 
environment and community lose any 
effective voice. In addition to cutting 

out proper assessment such a system 
allows developers to game the system 
by providing inadequate information 
and less opportunity for agencies and 
the community to assess it.

Productivity is not about giving 
developers what they want – you have 
to achieve the triple bottom line on 
social, economic and environmental 
grounds.

When combined with the calls 
from business and conservative 
governments to drop climate change 
policy in the face of a weak carbon 
price (that may disappear with the 
election of the Opposition) – we are 
seeing a return to the bad old days 
of decision making with developers 
with all the power and the environ-
ment and community with little or 
none. It will simply lead to a lot more 
community confl ict with governments 
and business.

Jeff Angel
Executive Director

Total Environment Centre

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

ASIO – 
with portions 
omitted
Last weekend, my Party Branch held an 
excursion to the Police & Justice Museum 
at Circular Quay in Sydney to view the 
exhibition “Persons of Interest”. The title 
is of course Intelligence Agency jargon for 
the people they are interested in spying on.

The Police & Justice Museum is very small 
– basically just two rooms – but the exhibition is 
well mounted and presented. It strives for an air 
of “offi cial secrets revealed at last!”, but make 
no mistake: this is very much offi cial history.

ASIO was set up (by a Labor government, 
let us not forget) in the latter stages of the 
Second World War. Britain and the US, who 
had let the USSR bear the major burden of 
the war and infl ict most of the casualties on 
the Third Reich, had unblushingly withheld 
vital information from their Soviet ally and 
indeed had waged the War with the public aim 
of defeating Fascism and the private aim of 
preparing the ground for the defeat of socialism.

Their eyes were on the main prize – post-
war global dominance – and they did not intend 
the anti-fascist alliance to be permanent. So, 
long before the War ended, and long before 
Churchill’s infamous “iron curtain” speech, they 
were planning how to achieve an anti-communist 
post-war world.

It was a big task: they had to undo all the 

pro-Soviet propaganda the Allies (and the 
USSR’s colossal anti-Hitler achievements) had 
thrown up and turn today’s anti-Hitler heroes 
into tomorrow’s potential enemy. Suspicion had 
to be thrown on to anything Soviet and anyone 
who was – or had been – pro-Soviet.

The offi cial story, as purveyed by the 
Museum, is that Britain and the USA became 
alarmed that information which was meant to 
be kept secret from the USSR (while the War 
was still on, remember) was being passed to 
the Russians by sources in Australia. [Shock, 
horror!] So ASIO was set up, and the cold war 
climate of fear and paranoia, which Menzies 
had tried to unleash on us in 1940 with his 
unconstitutional banning of the Party, was fi nally 
up and running, albeit in less severe form than 
he had planned.

Two things are made very clear as you tour 
the Museum’s display: the colossal waste of 
manpower and resources spying on the people’s 
legitimate political activities, and the general 
ineffectiveness of it all. ASIO was never able to 
bring any “Soviet spies” to trial. The most they 
were ever able to do was to approach employers 
to try to get suspected Reds sacked (in which 
activity they were aided by Santamaria’s 
Catholic Action outfi t, which was also very 
active within the Labor Party, not that Catholic 
Action gets any mention here).

There are in the exhibition not only photos 
but also movie fi lm of “persons of interest” 
going in and out of doorways, walking along 
footpaths, even gardening. My aunt Peace is seen 
in her garden, obviously fi lmed over her front 
fence from a car. Greens Senator Lee Rhiannon’s 
parents are seen (separately) walking along 
a footpath. They (and other people fi lmed or 
photographed similarly) were almost certainly 
on their way to or from a perfectly legal meeting 
of a perfectly legal organisation, meetings they 
had every right to attend.

However, to the “secret police state” 
mentality behind ASIO, the democratic right 
to organise, associate, protest or demonstrate 
does not exist. People who do not support a pro-
business right-wing agenda are suspect. Worse, 
they are potential terrorists and spies, who must 
be identifi ed and hopefully weeded out.

Although there is ample evidence in the 
exhibition of the extent of ASIO’s snooping 
on ordinary people. (Just how many agents 

did ASIO have photographing or fi lming every
single person entering the Soviet Consulate 
to enquire about a visa, or entering the Party 
bookshop and headquarters at 40 Market Street?) 
Filming my aunt in her garden was not because 
ASIO thought she was burying a bomb or even 
planting microfi lm in a pumpkin. It was simply 
to familiarise other agents with the subject in 
case that “person of interest” was to be seen 
somewhere else. Think of the logistics, the sheer 
size of the accumulated fi les.

Like an ASIO fi le released to the public, the 
exhibition has major sections omitted. There 
is almost no material on ASIO’s snooping 
on the trade union movement, nor on ASIO’s 
infi ltration of and spying on every migrant 
organisation and group in the country, on both 
the left and the right, although clearly ASIO 
was more concerned with left-wing migrants 
than right-wing ones (the latter tended to have 
powerful Liberal Party politicians in their 
corner).

The overall image that the exhibition 
presents is that ASIO’s snooping was a 
quaint side-effect of the Cold War, and like 
Communism itself, it is now a thing of the past. 
We know better, but the exhibition seems to 
have been put together with the help of people 

associated with the Aarons group of the old 
CPA, so the lop-sidedness of the display is not 
unexpected.

In the decades since the end of WW2, 
imperialism, especially US and British 
imperialism, has constantly sought ways to gain 
military dominance over the world, dominance 
that would allow it to destroy fi rst the USSR 
and after the overthrow of socialism there to 
destroy the new socialist power, China. 

While imperialist leaders strove to fi nd the 
means of successfully launching a nuclear “fi rst 
strike”, lots of ordinary people all around the 
world strove just as hard to thwart such plans. 
If they came across information about Anglo-
US war plans or actions that could precipitate 
a third world war, they would often pass that 
information to their local Communist Party, 
confi dent that the Reds would see that it reached 
the people most concerned with defending and 
promoting world peace: the Communist Party 
of the Soviet Union. 

For this, imperialism – and the Crime 
& Justice Museum’s exhibition – calls them 
“Soviet spies”. I don’t think any Communist 
or other peace activist should feel anything but 
pride in being identifi ed as someone who acted, 
in whatever capacity, to stop nuclear war. 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland
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The Australian-made series 
Auction Room (ABC1 

Sundays at 6.00pm) combines ele-
ments of Antiques Roadshow and 
Bargain Hunt, and adds a dollop of 
sincere sentiment.

Hosted by the dependable and 
folksy William McInnes, who oozes 
sincerity from every pore, the series 
follows the fortunes of people who 
have, for various reasons, decided to 
put their treasured belongings up for 
auction. This can be an emotionally 
traumatic experience, and McInnes 
is often called upon to comfort or 
reassure sellers, either because of 
the emotional tug of parting with a 
life-long and dearly loved artefact or 
because an object fails to achieve its 
hoped for target selling price.

This week’s episode follows 
the sale by the recently widowed 
Lorraine Clendinnen of not only the 
Kew mansion that she shared for 44 

years with her doctor husband, Ian, 
but also the house’s entire contents, 
a fabulous collection of antiques and 
art objects.

Lorraine is selling because the 
house, with seven bedrooms and six 
large living rooms is “too big for one 
person” and that is certainly true. 
But, as always in cases like this, it 
is a great pity to see a carefully built 
up collection, the work of years of 
judicious searching out and buying, 
sold off and broken up. A well-chosen 
collection has an integrity of its own, 
in which the whole enhances the 
individual components and vice versa.

And some of the pieces are 
stunning: a delicately inlaid sleigh 
bed, an intricately carved sideboard 
and a very large Chinese embroidered 
silk screen, to name only a few. Where 
is a well-funded National Trust when 
you need one?

If you thought the Presidency 
of George W Bush was a low 

point in US politics, just remember 
that, if John McCain had been suc-
cessful when he ran for the White 
House, his Vice-President would have 
been Sarah Palin. And there are plenty 
of Republicans still who would like 
to see her on a ticket in 2012.

To see why that would be a 
bad thing, just watch Sarah Palin: 
You Betcha! (ABC2 Sunday April 
29 at 8.30pm). Directed by Nick 
Broomfi eld and Joan Churchill for 
Britain’s Channel 4, the fi lm sets 
out to obtain a portrait of “the real 
Sarah Palin”.

This proves to be no easy task, for 
it turns out that at any one time Palin 
is running “50 or 60 ongoing feuds”. 
A reporter or fi lmmaker who talks to 
a political fi gure that Sarah regards 
as an enemy, automatically becomes 
an enemy too. Broomfi eld made 
the mistake of previously talking to 
some of Palin’s former friends and 
co-workers who have since been 
transferred to the “enemies” column.

So although she beams at him at 
a book-signing and declares that she 
would love to give him an interview, 
it never even looks like happening. 
Meanwhile, as Broomfi eld follows 
her around the country and interviews 
more of her friends, family and other 
people who have worked with (or 
against) her, he builds up a very 
full-bodied picture of an ill-informed, 
fundamentalist apocalyptic Christian 
demagogue who has no understanding 
of – and little interest in – actual 
governance, beyond getting herself 
elected.

Her record as mayor of the small 
Alaskan town of Wasilla was dismal, 
but her subsequent record as Governor 
of the State of Alaska was far worse, 
as she sacked those public offi cials 
she felt did not support her, as aged 
care and emergency services took 
a nosedive, and as her evangelical 
supporters waged vicious campaigns 
against her perceived “enemies”.

One of her avowed “enemies”, a 
very astute pastor in Wasilla, explains 
that she should never be allowed to 
be in a position to have her fi nger on 
a nuclear button, because she would 
be perfectly willing and ready to kill 
people (snapping his fi ngers) “just 
like that”.

Her rise to prominence in the 
USA at all, is evidence of just what a 
powerful tool it can be to be “media 
savvy”, especially if Rupert Murdoch 
and the right-wing billionaire Koch 
brothers are funding and promoting 
your campaign.

Sarah Palin: You Betcha! is a 
deceptively simplistic, low-key fi lm, 
that deserves to be closely observed. 
It builds up a frightening picture of a 
dangerous, ignorant religious fanatic 
who knows how to play an audience 
of equally ignorant disaffected and 
disappointed people whose dream 
of America has gone sour and are 
looking for someone to blame. It’s 
a recipe for fascism, and Murdoch 
apparently saw Sarah Palin as a 
potential Führer.

The observational documentary 
The Zoo, about Auckland 

Zoo, has proven very popular on 
Australian TV, and is an engaging 
little program ideally suited to popu-
larising the Zoo, its keepers and its 
animals.

Such program concepts are not 

new: decades ago one of the popular 
series on Australian TV, in the days 
of B&W, was a documentary series 
about a US zoo in San Diego (in the 
days when animals were still caught 
in the wild for zoos).

Nowadays, zoos have breeding 
programs, and the new series Life 
At The Zoo (ABC1 Wednesdays at 
8.00pm), about Sydney’s Taronga 
Zoo, has a heavy emphasis on 
conservation and breeding. This 
week’s episode concerns the birth of 
Sumatran tiger cubs and demonstrates 
yet again how attached the keepers 
become to their charges.

A few days ago in The Zoo, we 
had a very moving scene at Auckland 
zoo when their favourite camel 
died from an obstruction in the gut, 
despite the efforts of a team of vets 
and keepers to save him. There were 
touching scenes of distraught female 
keepers, one sobbing into the shirt of a 
male keeper who had his arms around 
her trying to comfort her. They could 
not have been more upset at the loss 
of a child. It genuinely was reality TV, 
and Life At The Zoo clearly aims to 
be as effective.

Watch the Auckland series and 
you get to know the keepers quite 
well. If the Taronga series can achieve 
the same familiarity then it will surely 
succeed just as well. 

Rob Gowland
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Lisa Karpova

France was the country responsible 
for launching the fi rst bomb on 
Libya and paving the way for a 
military invasion led by the the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organisation 
(NATO) which had the precise goal 
of overthrowing the government of 
Muammar Gaddafi .

On March 19, 2011, when the 
Security Council of the United 
Nations approved the development 
of a no-fl y zone over the country in 
North Africa, it turned out to be a 
non-stop raid that lasted eight months, 
and yet today there is still no actual 
record of the consequences of what 
was produced in the population.

However, in late February of 
last year, the US Secretary of State, 
Hillary Clinton, declared that her 
country did not discount any possibil-
ity in intervening in Libya.

A few days later, the United States 
would lead the NATO intervention, 
calling for the “collaboration” of its 
allies France, Britain and Italy, among 
others, the difference from the previ-
ous invasions they led in Afghanistan 
and Iraq, where they sent in their 
military strength unilaterally.

Before Gaddafi ’s government 
was replaced by terrorist elements 
in October last year, from this action, 
NATO were responsible for 5,000 
deaths due to bombing. However, for 
their part, reports on preliminary data 
by the UN recently gave an account-
ing for the deaths of only 60 civilians 
by air raids by the Atlantic alliance.

According to the Venezuelan 
ambassador in Libya, Afi f Tajeldine, 
the death toll could exceed 70,000, 
given that NATO has made more than 

20,000 air raids and surpassed 8,000 
armed attacks.

Interviewed by Radio del Sur, the 
diplomat, who now resides in Tunisia 
since the Venezuelan embassy was 
attacked by pro-colonialist groups 
that fought against Gaddafi , affi rmed 
that the invasion was aimed at the 
conquest of oil for the United States.

“Before the entry of NATO into 
Libya, 118 people died. After NATO 
came into Tripoli, they killed more 
than 70,000 people in the capital and 
its environs. They died the victims of 
US weapons and no one reports it. 
There were no more than 118 who 
were killed in the confl ict between 
Gaddafi ’s government and military-
terrorist groups. However, the 70,000 
people killed by NATO are not in the 
reports of victims of the confl ict,” 
denounced Tajeldine.

The diplomat recalled the high 
level of human development that the 
country of Libya had, the second in 
quality of life in Africa and among 
the top ten worldwide.

The North African country was 
the victim of a “sinister plan against 
the peace and development of the 
Libyan people, attacked militarily by 
the United States and Europe based 
on disinformation and a media war, 
which portrayed Gaddafi  as a dictator, 
murderer and antisocial. An effort at 
demonisation,” he asserted.

Before Gaddafi was reported 
“murdered” he had warned that the 
nation would end up like Afghanistan, 
within boundaries that Al Qaeda cells 
operated, and that the main goal was 
to divide the country geographically.

On February 22, 2011, the 
Libyan leader expressed in a speech 
to the nation that “the US wants to 

do to Libya the same as they did in 
Afghanistan and even in Iraq. They 
want Libya to become a torn country, 
and the United States will do the 
same as they did with the Afghans 
and Iraqis to our territories.”

Gaddafi  said “if the Americans 
come, back will come colonialism, 
they are terrorists who want to convert 
Libya into a country that depends 
on them.”

At present, Libya suffers from a 
deep internal confl ict where armed 
gangs of the National Transitional 
Council are constantly fighting 
for power in the various regions. 
Journalistic investigations proved the 

presence of militants of Al Qaeda, a 
situation that the UN and even less 
the US and NATO, were willing to 
admit. The process of division of 
Libya began weeks ago when tribal 
leaders and politicians declared the 
autonomy of Cyrenaica, an ancient 
region that was part of the three 
federations during the monarchy, 
overthrown in 1969 by the Green 
Revolution led by Gaddafi .

“Now we see a divided Libya, 
where they send their terrorist military 
groups, aided by the United States, 
NATO and the governments of the 
Gulf. Now, each has its share of the 
booty. In Tripoli there are no fewer 

than 20 military groups and each 
does what they want, without law or 
justice. They divided Libya, but the 
plan is to fragment it further,” warned 
Tajeldine.

On the internal situation on 
Libyan territory, the Venezuelan 
diplomat said that within the country 
“no one can go out on the streets 
after 7 pm and almost no salaries are 
being paid.”

Tajeldine warned that Libya’s 
international reserves, which exceed 
US$200 billion, are “in the hands of 
imperialism, which has enjoyed the 
possession of this wealth.”
Pravda.Ru 

The (disgusting) world we live in
Timothy Bancroft-Hinchey

As billions are spent on weapons 
systems, on overthrowing gov-
ernments, on arming terrorists 
perpetrating the most shocking 
crimes Humankind has seen in 
decades, a humanitarian catas-
trophe is looming right under the 
noses of the FUKUS-Axis  (France, 
Britain, America, Israel) in the 
Sahel region. There was money to 
arm the Libyan terrorists but not 
to save 15 million starving people.

Such is the disgusting world 
we live in, a world in which 
western powers can lie about 
and hide their true motives when 
discussing what they were plan-
ning in Libya, in a “we will fi ll 
in the details later” approach, and 
then promptly conducted the most 
spectacular mission creep, sending 
in special forces, aiding terrorists 
to slaughter civilians, murder, tor-
ture, rape and pillage, then have 

the audacity to claim the moral 
high ground.

These same terrorist-lovers 
were then surprised when the 
Russian Federation blocked their 
nasty manoeuvres in Syria, as they 
once again aided and abetted ter-
rorists against the government (as 
in Libya, still popular with the 
population in general) and once 
again spoke about dictators and 
repression while the forces they 
backed were doing exactly what? 
Committing massacres.

And these same terrorist-lovers, 
after having spent billions of dol-
lars of the American, British and 
French taxpayers’ money, and 
I repeat, billions, in destroying 
Libya, strafi ng its water supply “to 
break their backs” and targeting its 
electricity grid, denying families 
with babies the right to electricity, 
look on nonchalantly while 15 mil-
lion people starve right under the 
noses of their special forces in the 

Sahel region, the region they desta-
bilised by backing armed terrorists 
in Libya, where the Jamahiriya 
government was fi ghting against 
the AQIM terrorist force.

The drought crisis has been 
exacerbated by military confl ict 
which has spread from Libya across 
Niger to Mali and the result is that 
15 million people across the region 
are affected, in what the United 
Nations Organisation terms a “cas-
cading crisis”. In 2011, 200,000 
children perished from malnutri-
tion. Today, one million children 
are under threat, according to UN 
Secretary-General Ban Ki-Moon.

In a recent address to the 
Luxembourg Parliament, he stated 
“Across the region, we see growing 
confl ict and unrest, more people 
being displaced, rising food and 
fuel prices and severe drought”, 
adding that “Simply put, we must 
do more - and do it quickly”.

The food and nutrition crisis 

has been caused by another cycle of 
drought and crop failure, leading to 
the death of livestock, a breakdown 
in nomadic communities, scarcity 
of food and water forcing people 
to travel huge distances in precari-
ous conditions and on top of this, 
military confl ict has spread to the 
area due to the destabilisation of the 
Libyan Jamahiriya by the FUKUS-
Axis. Ban Ki-Moon stated that the 
events in Libya made a diffi cult 
situation even worse:

“Many thousands returned 
home to the Sahel. Some were 
migrant workers, but others are 
armed fi ghters, criminal elements, 
bringing with them large quantities 
of light and heavy weapons and 
ammunition,” he said. The Tuareg 
rebellion in northern Mali, for 
example, has caused 200,000 peo-
ple to fl ee.

And what is the response from 
the “developed” world? After 
spending billions arming terrorists 

and destabilising an entire region, 
after repeating the exercise in Syria, 
the answer is a paltry 60 percent 
under-funding for the regional 
humanitarian projects. Sure, they 
will claim there is a fi nancial crisis 
and they simply do not have the 
money.

But they had the billions to 
spend on destroying the Libyan 
civilian infrastructure and how 
much are they paying the Syrian 
terrorists? Let us be honest - it is 
becoming increasingly apparent that 
they only use humanitarian projects 
as a means to gain credit points in 
the hearts and minds of the world 
community.

They have blood on their hands 
in Libya, they have blood on their 
hands in Syria and soon will have 
the blood of millions of starving 
people on their hands as they sit 
smugly in their plush offi ces in 
Washington, Paris and London.
Pravda.Ru 

Libya a year later: Libya a year later: 
poverty, division, deathpoverty, division, death


