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PRESS FUND
Doggedly determined climate change deniers, including some ultra 
conservative politicians, have denied that sea levels are rising, but 
scientific evidence is proving otherwise. Admittedly, the rate of 
change is very slow at the moment (about 200mm since 1900), but 
it’s expected to accelerate as time goes by. Alas, at the moment the 
Press Fund is also rising very slowly. We really need an acceleration 
in the pace of contributions, so please send us in something for 
the next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s 
contributors, who are
M and J Kiek $10, Mark Manion $5, “Round Figure” $15
This week’s total: $30 Progressive total $1,460

Indictment of the system
“Government spending on a range of social programs includ-

ing education, health, housing, subsidised transport, social safety 
nets and retirement benefi ts has reached extraordinary levels as a 
percentage of GDP,” shadow treasurer Joe Hockey told a gathering 
in London last week. He was delivering a speech to the right-wing, 
neo-liberal Institute of Economic Affairs under the title “The end 
of the age of entitlement”. It was music to their ears, Thatcherite 
to the core.

Entitlement to public education, public health services,  un-
employment or sickness benefi ts, the age pension, is coming to an 
end according to Hockey. Governments must stop providing these 
public services; it should be left to the private sector. People should 
provide for themselves, pay the full cost of everything themselves. 
That is the message.

Hockey gives examples of these “extraordinary levels” of gov-
ernment spending. He says France spends close to 30 percent of its 
GDP on public social expenditure as though it is a disgrace that 
the government provides public services and social protection for 
its citizens. In Australia, Hockey says, public social expenditure is 
at 16% of GDP, in the USA 20% and in the United Kingdom 23%. 
Apparently our 16% is dangerously high and must be lowered by 
cutting government spending. In reality it is a disgrace, one of the 
lowest rates in the OECD.

Hockey cites South Korea’s example where only 10% is spent on 
social security and Hong Kong’s low social expenditure. “Without 
a social safety net, Hong Kong offers its citizens a top personal 
income tax rate of 17% and corporate tax rates of 16.5%.” Hockey 
poses two options: “The bottom line is that our communities need 
to make a tough decision. We cannot choose both higher entitle-
ments and lower taxes. We must make a decision one way or the 
other.” The Coalition has already made the “tough decision”, their 
option being tax rates that compete with Hong Kong.

Governments must act soon, as “an inadequate level of revenue 
has forced nations into levels of indebtedness that, in an age of 
slowing growth and ageing population, are simply unsustainable,” 
Hockey says, omitting to mention the billions of dollars of lost 
revenue due to more than a decade of tax cuts for business and 
billions of dollars being spent on burgeoning military budgets 
and wars. He also overlooks the global fi nancial crisis and the 
crippling debts incurred by governments as they bailed out the 
fi nancial institutions. To him, it’s all the fault of a society living 
beyond its means.

“The social contract between government and its citizens needs 
to be urgently and signifi cantly redefi ned. The reality is that we 
cannot have greater government services and more government 
involvement in our lives coupled with signifi cantly lower taxation,” 
he said repeating an earlier point. Of course governments cannot 
continue to provide as they have in the past, let alone improve 
services, if they signifi cantly lower taxes which are their main 
source of revenue.

“As a community we need to redefi ne the responsibility of gov-
ernment and its citizens to provide for themselves, both during their 
working lives and into retirement,” said Hockey openly admitting 
his agenda. By redefi ning the responsibility of government he means 
abolishing the “welfare state”; privatising public health, education, 
transport services; and cutting back unemployment benefi ts and 
the age pension.

Under its redefi ned role the government/state would no longer 
take responsibility for the well being of its people through the pro-
vision of public services or income support during times of sickness 
or unemployment or on retirement. It is called “self-provision”, 
and those that cannot “self-provide” will be thrown onto the scrap 
heap or left to the mercy of philanthropists and religious charities.

“Entitlement is a concept that corrodes the very heart of the 
process of free enterprise that drives our economies,” Hockey adds. 
In other words, capitalism is no longer prepared to make the 
concessions of the past, no longer prepared to put back a single 
cent of its sacred profi ts into central revenue for the benefi t of the 
people it so ruthlessly exploits. Hockey is the voice of 21st century 
capitalism, a system which will not and cannot provide basic social 
security for the people, not even the limited reforms of the past.

Capitalism has clearly passed its use-by date. The future is 
socialism.

A tribute to 
Yindjibarndi 
Elder Mr Cheedy
Richard Titelius

On April 1, 2012, respected 
Yindjibarndi Elder Mr Ned 
Mayaringbungu Cheedy passed 
away in his home among his fam-
ily in the north western Australian 
town of Roebourne. He was 105 
years old and during his many 
years he had seen and done much 
in the service of his people from 
his early days on Hooley Station 
near where he was born. It is close 
to the Fortescue River, central 
to the ontology or Dreaming of 
his people – the valley where the 
Dreaming Rainbow Serpent had 
made a deep trench as it came 
from the north.

At the time of his birth in 1906 
until the early 1920’s Mayaringbungu 
knew and lived the life that his fore-
bears had lived for thousands of years, 
using only what they needed from 
the land and caring for the land that 
sustained them – in what Karl Marx 
in Capital acknowledged was the fi rst 
proto-socialist way of life.

However, from the early 1920’s 
this idyllic and rich tapestry of life 
would begin to experience its fi rst 
big change - the introduction of 
ration camps as the stations no longer 
wanted to provide suffi cient amenity 
to the Aboriginal people who worked 
on them for tea, fl our, sugar, soap 
and clothing. He moved around the 
stations within his homeland with his 
wife and the children of his growing 
family.

The era of ration camps involved 
the Aboriginal people living in 
camps and receiving rations which 
were mostly distributed by the local 
constabulary and were one more step 
in separating the Aboriginal people 
from their country, law, customs and 
way of life. The camps however, still 
placed most Aboriginal people like 
Mayaringbungu close to their country 
so that they could continue to care 
for it and in return be nurtured by 
their country.

In the 1950s he went to work at 
Warrambie Station which is close 
to Roebourne and after working at 
Mallina Station settled in Roebourne 
in 1959 where he worked at the hos-
pital as a gardener. The late 1940s 
and 1950s saw the end of the ration 
camps and the beginning of the 
native reserves, one of which was on 
the outskirts of Roebourne adjacent 
to where the town’s caravan park 
is today. Mayaringbungu lived at 
the Reserve during the 1960s when 
all of the Pilbara hinterland had 
been emptied out not only of his 
beloved Yindjibarndi people but also 

Ngarluma, Guruma, Marduthurnia and 
Banyjima. While the pastoral invasion 
of their lands was the beginning of 
the attempt by white colonialism to 
dispossess the Aboriginal people of 
their land.

The land still retained much of its 
spiritual and cultural integrity though 
a few waterholes were despoiled by 
stock and other pastoral activities. 
What was to come from the mid 
‘60s onwards had the potential to 
transform their country completely 
and permanently. This was the intro-
duction of iron ore mining, starting 
with Tom Price, Mt Newman and 
Paraburdoo which were on Banyjima 
and Gurama country. 

By early 2000’s the so called 
New Force in iron ore Andrew 
Forrest’s Fortesue Metals Group 
would begin to gouge a trench 
through their soul at the Solomon 
Hub in the southern portion of 
Yindjibarndi land.

To assist his Aboriginal spirit to 
stay strong he sought solace in the 
Christian spirit of Jesus and with 
other non-Aboriginal people helped to 
found the Pilbara Aboriginal Church. 
He would travel far from Roebourne 
out to Marble Bar and beyond to 
spread a message of hope and salva-
tion for Aboriginal people, but in 
the idiom of an Aboriginal man that 
was just as proud of his Aboriginal 
spirituality.

It was this fierce and proud 
Aboriginal spirit that would come 
to the fore in March 2011, at the 
Roebourne Town Hall on the occasion 
of the Extraordinary Meeting of the 
Yindjibarndi people called by FMG’s 
Andrew Forrest. 

It was here when Forrest sought 
to wrest control from the Yindjibarndi 
people of their legitimate land rights 
under Native Title that the 104 year 
old Mr Cheedy rose to his feet and 
called on his people to unite as one 
to defend their rights. 

Andrew Forrest did not get his 
way that night and the resolve of 
the Yindjibarndi people to protect 
their country, land, law, culture and 
material interests prevailed and has 
continued to grow in strength from 
this time.

In the last 12 years of his life he 
sought to document the knowledge 
of his people which had been passed 
on to him from his Elders to the next 
generation as a, “living encyclopaedia 
and dictionary of Yindjibarndi law 
and culture.”

In July 2011, he was honoured 
at a ceremony in Sydney with a 
NAIDOC Lifetime Achievement 
Award for his tireless contribution to 
the Yindjibarndi community. When his 
daughters brought the award back to 
Roebourne a traditional corroboree 
was performed in his honour in an 
Aboriginal community, Cheeditha.

His funeral service was held 
in Roebourne on April 21, at the 
Roebourne Town Hall and attended 
by over 700 people including many 
senior community leaders from 
across Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal 
Australians who had come to pay 
their last respects to a gentleman with 
a beautiful mind in which everyone 
mattered and for whom the spirit 
world was so important.

He is survived by four of his 
eight children, 27 grandchildren, 39 
great grandchildren and 1 great great 
grandchild and a legacy of determina-
tion to see the thriving of his beloved 
Yindjibarndi culture, law and way of 
life. 
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Peter Mac

The NSW Liberal/National government is 
launching an inquiry into NSW national 
parks, particularly those created to pro-
tect the threatened river red gums of the 
Murray-Darling basin, and the other very 
large parks in northern NSW.

That’s very bad news for the parks. Three 
members of the government and one member 
of the ultra-conservative Shooters and Fishers 
Party moved a motion for the inquiry, which 
will examine the possibility of implement-
ing a so-called “sustainable use” policy with 
regard to the parks. It will also re-examine 
the creation or enlargement of national parks 
by the previous Labor government within the 
last 20 years. The inquiry is to be chaired by 
Robert Brown, the leader of the Shooters and 
Fishers Party.

Background
The word “sustainable” as used by the gov-

ernment is a gross euphemism. It has nothing to 
do with promoting a sustainable environment – 
quite the reverse. The government represents the 
interests of big business, for whom the existence 
of vast natural resources in national parks is a 
shocking waste and a maddening irritant – and, 
of course, a totally unjustifi able blockage to the 
creation of profi ts.

For big business and the government 
“sustainable use” means opening up the parks, 
not just for hunting, but also for logging and 

mining. The Shooters and Fishers Party has been 
campaigning for permission to hunt in national 
parks, but the pressure to which the government 
is responding comes from the timber and min-
ing industries.

The North-East Forest Alliance spokes-
person Dailan Pugh has pointed out that eight 
years ago the Labor government gave the timber 
industry a guarantee of large sawlogs from state 
forests, but that it could not meet the demand. 
The current government must now buy back 
commitments and pay huge sums in compensa-
tion, unless it can fi nd an alternative source of 
supply, and some National Party members have 
been calling for the opening up of the national 
parks for timber logging.

The Hunter Valley and other areas across 
the state are becoming hideously pock-marked 
with vast open-cut coal mines, and a grim battle 
is being fought between coal seam gas mining 
companies and farming communities over min-
ing exploration and extraction in agricultural 
areas. The National Party itself is split over the 
question of coal seam gas mining.

Much of the coal and coal seam gas depos-
its are located beneath national parks, and the 
mining industry is keen to gain access to them. 
And the O’Farrell government is lending a very 
sympathetic ear.

Rising in revolt
People concerned about the environment 

will not be fooled by the term “sustainable use” 
in reference to opening up the national parks. 

Farmers will see the move as confi rmation 
of their impression that the mining industry 
wants to get its hands on every square inch of 
Australian land that has potential for mineral 
extraction.

The announcement has been opposed by 
a number of concerned organisations. The 
North-East Forest Alliance and the National 
Parks Association of NSW (NPANSW) have 
both called on people to ask their local state 
government member for personal commit-
ments that they will not support the revoking of 
national parks or opening them up for logging 
or shooting.

The government has given its word that 
it will maintain the River Red Gum reserves, 
and that it will continue to prohibit hunting 
and grazing in national parks. However, its 
actions have now called those commitments 
into question.

Pepe Clarke, Nature Conservation Council 
CEO, declared: “This inquiry puts the fox in 
charge of the chicken house. For years Shooters 
and Fishers MLC Robert Brown has campaigned 
to gain hunting access to national parks, under 
the guise of ‘sustainable use’, and has repeatedly 
called for the River Red Gum National Parks 
to be revoked”.

Kevin Evans, NPANSW Chief Executive 
Offi cer, commented:

“Under the guise of a review into public  
land management in NSW, the inquiry’s poorly-
drafted and outrageous terms of reference iden-
tify case studies that will be reviewed, including 

the River Red gum and Yanga National parks 
in the Riverina, Toorale Station and native 
hardwood forests in the state’s north.

“…The chair of the inquiry, Mr Robert 
Brown, is widely known to be lobbying the 
government not to create more national parks or 
marine parks, and seeks approval for recreational 
hunting in 29 national parks.

“…If the inquiry recommends the roll-back 
of a national park, it would send shock waves 
internationally and set an unfortunate precedent 
for a developing country.”

Moreover, a decision to roll back protection 
of the northern or River Red Gum parks would 
set a precedent for any of the state’s other parks 
– even the iconic Royal National Park south of 
Sydney, the oldest in Australia and second-oldest 
in the world.”

Keith Evans has also stated: “If the gov-
ernment were to implement recommendations 
from the inquiry to roll back protection for the 
Murray Valley National Park it would spark 
another war between a state government and 
the federal government, which would have to 
treat this decision as a trigger to intervene under 
the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999”.

Let’s hope so. Unfortunately, the Gillard 
government’s performance regarding other envi-
ronmental questions, for example the Murray-
Darling Basin Plan, places this in some doubt. 
It seems more likely that concerned citizens and 
organisations will have to bear the brunt of this 
battle themselves. 

Australia

Pete’s Corner

O’Farrell turns his sights on 
national parks

May Day 

Queensland

Brisbane
Monday, May 7

10:00am March commences from the Cnr of Wharf & Turbot Sts

11:00am Family Fun Day at the RNA Showgrounds on Oval 1

Gold Coast
Sunday, May 6

8:30am March assembly and start point 

Southport Workers Club, Scarborough Street, Southport

9:00am Family Fun Day Broadwater Parklands, Marine Parade, Southport

For further information 

on May Day events in Queensland visit the 

Queensland Council of Unions website: www.qcu.asn.au
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Council of Australian 
Governments
Part 1: Deregulation and privatisation agenda
Anna Pha
Last  month’s  Counci l  of 
Australian Governments (COAG) 
meeting saw considerable unity 
between state, federal and local 
governments – Liberal, National 
and Labor Party – and big busi-
ness. The main focus of the meet-
ing was on training, privatisation 
and deregulation to serve the 
interests of big business.

Harmonisation of regulations and 
standards will continue on occupation-
al health and safety, licensing of trades 
people, registration and accreditation 
of health professionals, product safety, 
food standards, and in a number of 
other areas. Harmonisation of state 
legislation has the potential to bring 
a number of benefi ts and makes a 
great deal of sense, but in some areas 
such as OH&S where standards are 
being lowered, the outcomes could 
be quite serious.

OH&S was one of the few areas 
where agreement was not reached. 
The Liberal Party premiers of Western 
Australia (Colin Barnett) and Victoria 
(Ted Baillieu) held out on what is 
already an inadequate document. One 
of their main points of disagreement is 
over the right of entry of trade unions 
regarding OH&S issues. They fear 
that it might be used to shut down 
workplaces where there are OH&S 
issues!

The question of trade union 
rights and their role in halting work 
in unsafe conditions is vital to the 
health and safety of workers and 

should be a central component of 
OH&S legislation.

Employers dictate 
agenda

The deregulatory moves were 
a direct response to an employer 
offensive for greater freedom of 
operation. The inaugural COAG 
Business Advisory forum of leading 
employer organisations and govern-
ment leaders was held the day before 
the formal COAG meeting. It was a 
great success as far as business was 
concerned, with COAG adopting 
their demands for competition and 
regulatory reforms.

While there might be some ben-
efi t from trying to eliminate genuine 
“duplication” in development and 
mining approval processes between 
the three levels of government, the 
agreed reforms go far further than 
that. There is a real danger that under 
the agreements reached at COAG, 
local and federal government will 
be removed from the equation. The 
power would be consolidated at the 
state level and developers, mining 
corporations and other corporates 
would be given greater licence to 
“self-regulate” themselves.

The Business Council of 
Australia (BCA) had lobbied the 
government with a set of six prior-
ity areas for reform. All six were 
adopted as priorities by COAG with 
just minor rewording of a few items. 
They adopted a plan described as 

a “national productivity compact” 
between big business and the gov-
ernment. Unlike the Bob Hawke 
days of “social compact” there was 
no attempt to co-opt or involve the 
trade union movement or pretence to 
be serving the interests of workers.

The emphasis was on reducing 
costs to the private sector by such 
means as removing or weakening 
regulatory “barriers”. These include 
environmental and development 
regulations, local government plan-
ning and zoning, and accountability 
such as obligations on business to 
report on their activities. It is about 
fast tracking and removing barriers to 
the unrestricted mining, construction 
and other big business operations.

Prime Minister Julia Gillard 
called for a business partnership.

She went to great lengths to prove 
she was a supporter of big business, 
ever ready to cut “red tape” and 
improve “productivity”, the latter 
being code for reducing the cost of 
labour and undermining working 
conditions. She basically went along 
with anything that would make busi-
ness in Australia more “internationally 
competitive” by reducing business 
costs and obligations.

The power of big business is 
evident in the government’s approach 
to training. The government’s blue-
print for training, the Skills for All 
Australians report, which was publicly 
released on March 19, was quite 
adamant in its support of the public 
sector and TAFE in particular.

However, the COAG decision 
puts TAFE on an equal footing with 
shonky private, for-profi t operators. It 
is a neo-liberal recipe for privatisa-
tion and undermining the quality of 
TAFE courses, attacking the working 
conditions, job security and salaries 
of TAFE staff and deunionisation.

Funding for TAFE will be based 
on a deregulated “contestable train-
ing market” model in the name of 
competition. The states will take 
responsibility for allocating funds.

The BCA and the Victorian 
government have been pushing for 
a Productivity Commission inquiry 
into construction costs and processes 
for approving major projects and 
the removal of “green tape” (read 
environmental protection). At last 
year’s COAG meeting Gillard refused 
their request for such an inquiry. At 
this year’s meeting, agreement was 
reached for the heads of treasury in 
the states to do a preliminary analysis 
of building industry costs and produc-
tivity. They will report in a month, 
with the way open for a Productivity 
Commission inquiry to follow.

The references to productivity 
are code for trade unions and indus-
trial relations legislation. As already 
noted above, big business made 
considerable gains at this meeting in 
the “streamlining” of development 
approvals but it is clearly seeking 
further deregulation.

Deregulation is a key component 
of neo-liberal economics, along with 
privatisation and competition policy. 

Successive governments, dating back 
to the Whitlam Labor government in 
the mid-1970s have blindly pursued 
deregulation as a tenet of faith with 
disastrous consequences for working 
people and the economy. Trade, fi nan-
cial markets, foreign investment, and 
a host of other regulations governing 
customs, licensing, food, occupa-
tional health and safety, planning and 
development and many other areas 
have been or are still in the process 
of deregulation.

Tariff reductions and the removal 
of other protectionist measures saw 
the manufacturing sector take a 
hammering, with the production of 
textiles, clothing, footwear, furniture, 
cars, trucks, white goods, toys and 
many other products being hit hard. 
Australia’s highly skilled manufac-
turing base which employed more 
than one third of the population is a 
shadow of its former self, and what 
remains is struggling for survival.

The manufacturing sector now 
employs a little over 10 percent of 
the workforce.

Big business left COAG delighted 
with the outcomes. The one area 
where employers have not fulfi lled 
their wish list is the labour market. 
They are still pursuing the outlawing 
of all industrial action, the absolute 
right to exclude trade unions from the 
workplace and the complete deregu-
lation for employers of the labour 
market with restoration of individual 
employment contracts.
Next week: TAFE undermined 

Exhibition

Humour from my Pen
Anna Pha

More than 100 people packed out 
the The Vanishing Point gallery 
in Newtown, Sydney on April 19 
for the opening of the Humour 
from my Pen exhibition of politi-
cal cartoons. The cartoons are 
by Gerardo Hernández, one of 
fi ve Cuban political prisoners in 
the US. The Cuban Five, as they 
are known internationally, were 
arrested in 1998 and convicted on 
fabricated “espionage” charges 
and handed draconian sentences. 
The exhibition was organised by 
the Sydney branch of the Australia 
Cuba Friendship Society (ACFS).

The Five are Gerardo 
Hernández, Ramón Labañino, 
Antonio Guerrero, Fernando 
González and René González. René 
was released from jail on October 
7, 2011 and is now serving a com-
pulsory three-year probation period 
in Florida.

As the Cuban Five pointed 
out in their defence, they were on 
a mission in Miami, beginning in 
1990, to monitor the actions of 
Miami-based terrorist groups, in 
order to prevent those groups from 
carrying out attacks on their coun-
try of Cuba.

They never harmed anyone 
nor ever possessed nor used any 
weapons on their mission. Their 

objective was simply protecting 
people from terrorism.

The exhibition features high 
quality reproductions of 28 satirical 
cartoons, line drawings with water 
colours and explanatory captions in 
English. Hernández created these 
during his more than 13 years inside 
maximum-security prisons with 
limited access to materials. They 
expose US imperialism and dem-
onstrate that the authorities have 
not been able to break the spirit and 
humour of this great Cuban hero.

The highlight of the evening, 
apart from the artwork itself, 
was a letter from Gerardo that, 
despite mail problems at the 
US Penitentiary Victorville in 
California, reached the opening in 
time. ACFS president Chela Weitzel 
read his message of solidarity and 
appreciation at the opening:

“I am very glad that my car-
toons are being shown in different 
cities of Australia and will also be 
in New Zealand. By organising 
these e xhibitions not only are you 
contributing to our struggle for 
justice, but also you allow me to 
make my own modest contribution 
through my art, and for that I am 
grateful.

“… I would like to express my 
gratitude to all persons honouring 
the Cuban Five with their presence, 
to the organisers of the event, and 

to our comrades of Justice Action 
and the Indigenous Social Justice 
Association, whose continual work 
for prisoners’ rights and Aboriginal 
rights we respect and admire. Our 
solidarity is with you and with the 
many people that you represent.

“After almost 14 years of 
unjust imprisonment, the cause of 
the Cuban Five is in a very special 
moment. A moment that requires us 
to double our efforts for our claim 
to be heard in every corner of the 
world, and for the US government 
to pay attention. We know that now, 

as always, we can count on you, 
our friends in Australia, to keep 
going forward.

“On behalf of the Five and 
our families I express our deepest 
appreciation to each of you.

“Hasta La Victoria Siempre!”
The Cuban Ambassador to 

Australia, Pedro Monzon, gave a 
brief historical background to the 
Cuban Revolution and the strug-
gle to free the Cuban Five. He was 
warmly received by an attentive 
audience.

Gerardo is a great artist with 

an important message. His work 
demonstrates the power of the pen 
and humour in the face of a mighty 
military, imperial power. The exhi-
bition is well worth visiting if you 
are in Sydney.

It is open Thursday to Sunday 
from 10am to 6pm until May 13. 
There will be a question and answer 
session at the Gallery on Saturday 
May 12 with the Consul General 
of the Republic of Cuba, Reinaldo 
Garcia Perera, from 2pm to 4pm.
Entry is free. For details see ad 
on page 9 
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Margaret Smith

The campaign to save the pristine 
coastline of James Price Point, 
north of Broome, from a $35 billion 
gas processing plant has gained 
momentum, with an adviser to the 
federal government condemning 
the developer’s social impact 
assessment (SIA).

Dr Annie Holden peer reviewed 
the report by company Woodside for 
the Department of Sustainability, 
Environmental, Water, Population 
and Communities and says it fails to 
adequately address issues relevant to 
Indigenous people in Broome, in their 
capacity as community members.

“Indigenous youth, and women 
and girls, both Indigenous and non-
Indigenous, in particular appear to 
have no voice in the SIA,” Dr Holden 
said in a statement.

Impacts from the fl ood of fl y-
in fl y-out workers could include 
increased drug abuse, skyrocketing 
property prices, transport costs and 
anti-social behaviour, she said. Former 
Broome deputy mayor Nik Wevers 
said the damning review was “hardly 
surprising”.

“They (Woodside or the state 
government) wouldn’t hold a public 
forum, had an inability to consult 
with a diverse range of stakeholders 
and had a very poor response to com-
munity concerns,” Ms Wevers said.

Recently, the volunteer-run group 
Save the Kimberley has attracted some 
high-profi le support, including million-
aire businessman Geoffrey Cousins and 
Aboriginal leader Pat Dodson.

They have also been encouraged 
by the recent decision of the Supreme 
Court to overturn the West Australian 
government’s law for compulsory 
acquisition of Aboriginal land at 
James Price Point.

In Perth, Yawuru man Pat Dodson 
criticised the state government’s atti-
tudes to compulsory land acquisition.

“When you deal with the law 
you’ve got to be exact and you’ve got 
to be precise, and you’ve got to make 
sure the technicalities are covered, and 
I think it was a pretty embarrassing 
thing for the state in a sense that they 
didn’t have the defi nition of the site 
clearly located or identifi ed,” he said.

In Sydney last week, Mr Cousins 
told the Koori Mail newspaper he 
thought the tide was fi nally turn-
ing in favour of opponents of the 
development.

“The attitudes of the local com-
munity have already swung against 
the development of a processing hub 
at James Price Point. The court’s 
decision that the government’s 
compulsory acquisition is illegal has 
changed everything,” he said.

Mr Cousins said the company 
would have to go back and negotiate 
with the Kimberley Land Council 
(KLC) all over again. “Hopefully the 
KLC might now swing in the other 
direction, so they no longer support 
the development,” he said.

“Woodside’s preference for 
processing at James Price Point is 
very undesirable. We’re not against 
gas exploration altogether, but the 
gas has to be piped underwater to the 
Pilbara for processing.”

Journalist and fi lmmaker George 
Negus has also become personally 
involved and is working with Albert 
Wiggan, a local traditional owner.

Mr Negus remains concerned 
“that the whites just don’t get it”.

Mr Wiggan fi rst sailed to Sydney 
from Broome fi ve years back, and 
invited Mr Negus, Bob Carr (now 
Australia’s Foreign Minister), mem-
bers of the Sydney Aboriginal com-
munity and others to hear about his 
people’s fi ght to save the Kimberley.

He’s determined to pass on his 
country to his two sons, in the same 
condition as when his father passed 
it to him.

“We as young Indigenous people 
are trying to represent our country in 
the manner our ancestors taught us 
from the old country,” Mr Wiggan 
said.

“We’re already experiencing a 
harsh reality just to fi t in. Everything 
is about the choices you make. It’s 
always about us compromising, never 
about compromise on the other side.”

Mr Wiggan has taken his father 
Roy to the site of a gas-processing 
plant which stretches over large 
tracks of land in the Pilbara region, 
to the south. 

“I feel frightened in my heart – 
how can we let this happen to our 
traditional country?” he said.

Woodside has applied to the 
federal government to start another 
$350 million drilling operation 10 
kilometres off the Rowley Shoals 
Marine Park in the Kimberley.
Koori Mail 

WA anti-gas plant 
campaign hots up

A “No Gas” sign atop the cliffs at James Price Point.

WA’s top cop wants to lock up kids - 
most of them Aboriginal
Gerry Georgatos

WA’s top cop, police commissioner 
Karl O’Callaghan, said the courts 
need to lock up repeat juvenile 
offenders sooner rather than 
later. He claims this will reduce 
home invasions while scoring 
the children an earlier shot at 
rehabilitation.

He has previously said that 
more than half (63 percent) of 
these offenders are Aboriginal 
youth. WA has the highest incar-
ceration rates of Aboriginal youth 
in the country, both in terms of 
total numbers and in proportion 
to population.

State shadow attorney-general 

John Quigley disputes the need 
for more legislation and enforced 
mandatory sentencing. He said 
the courts should be entitled to 
a certain discretion. “If the com-
missioner thinks the courts have it 
wrong, the appropriate thing to do 
is to appeal the decisions.”

However, state Attorney-
General Christian Porter has given 
his support to the commissioner. 
“While detention is considered a 
sentence of last resort for juvenile 
offenders, there are some circum-
stances where the safety of the 
community should take priority.

“One area where there is greater 
scope for the use of imprison-
ment is cases where serial juvenile 

burglars are convicted of numerous 
home invasions because these types 
of offences have such a terrible 
impact on the victims,” said Mr 
Porter.

Aboriginal Legal Services 
WA chief executive offi cer Dennis 
Eggington said commissioner 
O’Callaghan pushes himself as an 
academic and intellectual, however 
his commentary is often skewed 
to a harsh right wing conserva-
tism. Commissioner O’Callaghan 
has a PhD in police planning and 
has often said as part of his PhD 
research he studied the Royal 
Commission into Aboriginal Deaths 
in Custody reports 1991.

“We need to empower our com-
munities and Elders to help our 
youth, and not to disempower com-
munities,” said Mr Eggington.

His brother, Robert 
Eggington, chief executive 
offi cer of Dumbartung Aboriginal 
Corporation who works with trou-
bled youth and in healing families 
of the Stolen Generation and from 
the impacts of inter-generational 
poverty said, “We do not need 
more of our children and adults in 
prisons. It tears at the family fabric. 
Our men in jails means families 
breakdown and children commit 
suicide. We need to keep on heal-
ing from the hurt imposed on us. 
Mandatory sentencing is something 
that has to go, it achieves only more 
damage.”

Human Rights Alliance 
Indigenous spokesperson, Natalie 
Flower said, “The answer lies in 
addressing inter-generational pov-
erty, and lifting people out of the 
dank despair of the acute poverty 
… Mr O’Callaghan is very wrong if 
he thinks punishing people for their 
poverty deters crime. Where is his 
research?

“He is looking at fi gures and not 
studies. All studies point to punish-
ment as causal to enshrining crimi-
nality, broken lives and in increasing 
crime, tearing communities apart, 
and in generating inter-generational 
behaviours. He can hand his PhD 
back if what he is saying these days 
is all he knows.”

Commissioner O’Callaghan 
wrote in the West Australian in an 
April 23 opinion piece, “Back in 
1996, the government introduced 
the so-called three-strikes legisla-
tion which, in effect, directs that 
when a person commits a burglary 
in circumstances of aggravation a 
third time must be sentenced to at 
least 12 months imprisonment. The 
law extends to juveniles.

“As I write I am looking at the 
record of a 15-year-old who has 13 
aggravated burglary convictions. 
In each case he has been sentenced 
to an intensive youth supervision 
order. It is not until much later in 
his offending that the court imposes 
a conditional release order. In WA, 
the Children’s Court regards a 

CRO as a period of detention even 
though no detention is actually 
served!” The commissioner asks 
why the three strikes legislation is 
not being applied.

The commissioner wrote that 
“there are many good non-detention 
programs for juvenile offenders 
but surely the continuing commis-
sion of serious offences means it is 
time to send them into constructive 
detention programs.”

Ms Flower said if the commis-
sioner acknowledges good non-
detention programs then the answer 
is simple, fund more of them.

The commissioner wrote, 
“Countless juvenile records suggest 
the longer we take to do this, the 
more hardened and less malleable 
they become. It is then very diffi -
cult, or even too late, to rehabilitate 
them.”

“I would have thought that the 
three-strikes legislation is there to 
provide some measure of commu-
nity protection.”

WA continues with Australia’s 
worst incarceration rates of juve-
niles, worst incarceration rates of 
Aboriginal youth and Aboriginal 
adult males in Australia. Seventy 
percent of WA’s juvenile deten-
tion population are Aboriginal 
youth and 40 percent of the state’s 
13 adult prisons comprise of 
Aboriginal males. Only 2.8 per-
cent of the state’s population is 
Aboriginal. 

Melbourne May Day Events

Wreath Laying at the 8 Hour Monument

5pm Thursday May 3 Victoria Parade (Opp 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

“They (Woodside or the state government) 
wouldn’t hold a public forum, had an 

inability to consult with a diverse range
 of stakeholders and had a very poor 

response to community concerns.”
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James Petras

The mounting threat of a US-Israeli military 
attack against Iran is based on several factors 
including: (1) the recent military history 
of both countries in the region, (2) public 
pronouncements by US and Israeli political 
leaders, (3) recent and on-going attacks 
on Lebanon and Syria, prominent allies of 
Iran, (4) armed attacks and assassinations 
of Iranian scientists and security offi cials by 
proxy and/or terrorist groups under US or 
Mossad control, (5) the failure of economic 
sanctions and diplomatic coercion, (6) escalat-
ing hysteria and extreme demands for Iran to 
end legal, civilian use-related uranium enrich-
ment, (7) provocative military “exercises” 
on Iran’s borders and war games designed 
for intimidation and a dress rehearsal for 
a pre-emptive attack, (8) powerful pro-war 
pressure groups in both Washington and 
Tel Aviv including the major Israeli political 
parties and the powerful AIPAC in the US, 
(9) and lastly the 2012 National Defence 
Authorisation Act (Obama’s Orwellian 
Emergency Decree, March 16, 2012).

The US propaganda war operates along two 
tracks: (1) the dominant message emphasises 
the proximity of war and the willingness of 
the US to use force and violence. This message 
is directed at Iran and coincides with Israeli 
announcements of war preparations. (2) The 
second track targets the “liberal public” with a 
handful of marginal “knowledgeable academics” 
(or State Department progressives) playing down 
the war threat and arguing that reasonable policy 
makers in Tel Aviv and Washington are aware 
that Iran does not possess nuclear weapons or 
any capacity to produce them now or in the near 
future. The purpose of this liberal back pedal-
ling is to confuse and undermine the majority 
public opinion, which is clearly opposed to more 
war preparations, and to derail the burgeoning 
anti-war movement.

Needless to say the pronouncements of the 
“rational” warmongers use a “double discourse” 
based on the facile dismissal of all the historical 
and empirical evidence to the contrary. When the 
US and Israel talk of war, prepare for war and 
engage in pre-war provocations – they intend 
to go to war – just as they did against Iraq in 
2003. Under present international political and 
military conditions an attack on Iran, initially 
by Israel with US support, is extremely likely, 
even as world economic conditions should 
dictate otherwise and even as the negative stra-
tegic consequences will most likely reverberate 
throughout the world for decades to come.

US and Israeli military 
calculations

American and Israeli strategic policy mak-
ers do not agree on the consequences of Iran’s 
retaliation against an attack. For their part, the 
Israeli leaders minimise Iran’s military capac-
ity to attack and damage the Jewish state, 
which is their only consideration. They count 
on their distance, their anti-missile shield and 
protection from US air and naval forces in the 
Gulf to cover their sneak attack. On the other 
hand, US military strategists know the Iranians 
are capable of infl icting substantial casualties 
on US warships, which would have to attack 
Iranian coastal installations in order to support 
or protect the Israelis.

Israel intelligence is best known for its 
capacity to organise the assassination of 

individuals around the world: Mossad has organ-
ised successful overseas terrorist acts against 
Palestinian, Syrian, and Lebanese leaders. On 
the other hand Israeli intelligence has a very 
poor track record with regard to its estimates of 
major military and political undertakings. They 
seriously underestimated the popular support, 
military strength and organisational capacity 
of Hezbollah during the 2006 war in Lebanon. 
Likewise, Israel intelligence misunderstood 
the strength and capacity of the Egyptian 
popular democratic movement as it rose up 
and overthrew Tel Aviv’s strategic regional 
ally, the Mubarak dictatorship. While Israeli 
leaders feign paranoia – tossing clichés about 
“existential threats”– they are blinded by their 
narcissistic arrogance and racism, repeatedly 
underestimating the technical expertise and 
political sophistication of their Arab and regional 
Islamic foes. This is undoubtedly true in their 
facile dismissal of Iran’s capacity to retaliate 
against a planned Israeli air assault.

The US government has now overtly com-
mitted itself to supporting an Israeli assault on 
Iran when it is launched. More specifi cally, 
Washington claims it will come to Israel’s 
defence “unconditionally” if it is “attacked”. 
How can Israel avoid being “attacked” when 
its planes are raining bombs and missiles on 
Iranian installations, military defences and 
support systems, not to mention Iranian cities, 
ports and strategic infrastructure? Moreover, 
given the Pentagon’s collaboration and coor-
dinated intelligence systems with the Israel 
Defence Forces (IDF), its role in identifying 
targets, routes and incoming missiles, as well 
as integrated weapons and ordinance supply 
chains will be critical to an IDF attack. There 
is no way that the US can dissociate itself from 
the Jewish State’s war on Iran once the attack 
has begun. 

The myths of “limited war”: 
Geography

Washington and Tel Aviv claim and appear 
to believe that their planned assault on Iran will 
be a “limited war”, targeting limited objectives 
and lasting a few days or weeks – with no seri-
ous consequences.

We are told Israel’s brilliant generals 
have identifi ed all the critical nuclear research 
facilities, which their surgical air strikes will 
eliminate without horrifi c collateral damage to 
the surrounding population. Once the alleged 
“nuclear weapons” program is destroyed, all 
Israelis can resume their lives in full security 
knowing that another “existential” threat has 
been eliminated. The Israeli notion of a war, 
limited in “time and space”, is absurd and dan-
gerous – and underlines the arrogance, stupidity 
and racism of its authors.

To approach Iran’s nuclear facilities Israeli 
and US forces will confront well-equipped and 
defended bases, missile installations, maritime 
defences and large-scale fortifi cations directed 
by the Revolutionary Guards and the Iranian 
Armed Forces. Moreover, the defence systems 
protecting the nuclear facilities are linked by 
civilian highways, airfi elds, ports, and backed 
by a dual purpose (civilian-military) infra-
structure, which includes oil refi neries and 
a huge network of administrative offi ces. To 
knock out the alleged nuclear sites will require 
expanding the geographic scope of the war. The 
scientifi c-technological capacity of the Iranian 
civilian nuclear program involves a wide swath 
of its research facilities, including universities, 

laboratories, manufacturing sites, and design 
centres. To destroy Iran’s civilian nuclear pro-
gram would require Israel (and thus the US) 
to attack much more than research facilities or 
laboratories hidden under a remote mountain. It 
would require multiple, widespread assaults on 
targets throughout the country, in other words, 
a generalised war.

Iran’s Supreme leader Ayatollah Ali 
Khamenei has stated that Iran will retaliate with 
a war of equivalence. Iran will match the breadth 
and scope of any attack with a corresponding 
counter-attack: “We will attack them at the same 
level as they attack us”. That means Iran will not 
confi ne its retaliation to merely trying to shoot 
down US and Israeli bombers in its airspace 
or launch missiles at offshore US warships in 
its waters but will take the war to equivalent 
targets in Israel and in US-occupied countries in 
and around the Gulf. Israel’s “limited war” will 
become a generalised war extending throughout 
the Middle East and beyond.

Israel’s current delusional fetish about 
its elaborate missile defence system will be 
exposed as hundreds of high-powered missiles 
are launched from Teheran, Southern Lebanon 
and just beyond the Golan Heights.

The myth of limited war: 
Time frame

Israeli military experts confi dently expect 
to polish off their Iranian targets in a few days 
– some might think a mere weekend – and 
perhaps without the loss of even a single pilot. 
They expect the Jewish state will celebrate its 
brilliant victory in the streets of Tel Aviv and 
Washington. They are deluded by their own 
sense of superiority. Iran did not fi ght a brutal, 
decade-long war against the US-supplied Iraqi 
invaders and its Western/Israeli military advisers, 
to just turn over and passively submit to a lim-
ited number of air and missile attacks by Israel.

Iran is a young, educated mobilised society, 
which can draw on millions of reservists from 
across the political, ethnic, gender, religious 
spectrum, galvanised in support of their nation 
under attack. In a war to defend the homeland, 
all internal differences disappear to confront 
the unprovoked Israeli-US attack threatening 
their entire civilisation – its 5,000-year culture 
and traditions, as well as its modern scientifi c 
advances and institutions. The fi rst wave of 
US-Israeli attacks will lead to ferocious retali-
ation, which will not be confi ned to the original 
areas of confl ict. Nor will any such act of Israeli 
aggression end when and if Iran’s nuclear 
research facilities are destroyed and some of 
its scientists, technicians and skilled workers 
are killed. The war will continue in time and 
extend geographically.

Multiple points of conflict
Just as any US-Israeli attack on Iran will 

involve multiple targets, the Iranian military 
will also have a plethora of easily accessible 
strategic targets. Though it is diffi cult to predict 
exactly where and how Iran will retaliate, one 
thing is clear: the initial US-Israeli strike will 
not go unanswered.

Given Israeli-US supremacy in long and 
medium range sea and air power, Iran will 
probably rely on short-range objectives. These 
would include the highly valued US military 
facilities and supply routes in adjoining ter-
rain (Iraq, Kuwait and Afghanistan) and Israeli 
targets with missiles launched from Southern 
Lebanon and possibly Syria. If a few Iranian 

long-range missiles escape the Jewish State’s 
much vaunted “anti-missile dome”, Israeli 
population centres may pay a heavy price for 
their leaders’ recklessness and arrogance.

The Iranian counter-strike will lead to an 
escalation by US-Israeli forces, extending and 
deepening their air and sea war to the entire 
Iranian national security system – military bases, 
ports, communication systems, command posts 
and government administrative centres – many 
in densely populated cities. Iran will counter by 
launching its greatest strategic asset: a coordi-
nated ground attack involving the Revolutionary 
Guards together with their allies among the 
Iraqi Shia troops, against US forces in Iraq. 
It will coordinate attacks against US facilities 
in Afghanistan and Pakistan with the growing 
nationalist-Islamic armed resistance.

The initial confl ict, centred on so-called 
military objectives (scientifi c research facili-
ties), will spread rapidly to economic targets, or 
what US and Israeli military strategists refer to 
as “dual civilian-military” targets. This would 
include oil fi elds, highways, factories, com-
munications networks, television stations, water 
treatment facilities, reservoirs, power stations 
and administrative offi ces, such as the Defence 
Ministry and headquarters of the Republican 
Guard. Iran, faced with imminent destruction 
of its entire economy and infrastructure (which 
occurred in neighbouring Iraq with the unpro-
voked US invasion of 2003), would retaliate by 
blocking the Straits of Hormuz and sending short 
range missiles in the direction of the principal oil 
fi elds and refi neries of the Gulf States including 
Kuwait and Saudi Arabia, a mere 10 minute 
distance, crippling the fl ow of oil to Europe, 
Asia and the United States and plunging the 
world economy into deep depression.

It should not be forgotten that the Iranians 
are probably more aware than anyone in the 
region of the total devastation suffered by 
Iraqis after the US invasion, which plunged 
that nation into total chaos and devastated its 
advanced infrastructure and civilian administra-
tive apparatus, not to mention the systematic 
obliteration of its highly educated scientifi c 
and technical elite. 

Assassinations
The waves of Mossad-sponsored assas-

sinations of Iranian scientists, academics and 
engineers are just a foretaste of what the Israelis 
have in mind for Iran’s outstanding scientists, 
intellectuals and highly skilled technical work-
ers. Iranians should have no illusions about the 

When the US and Israel talk of war, 
prepare for war and engage in pre-war 
provocations – they intend to go to war – 
just as they did against Iraq in 2003.

US-Israel war on Iran: 
The myth of limited warfare
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Americans and Israelis who seek to thrust Iran 
into the brutal dark ages of Afghanistan and Iraq. 
They will have no more role in a devastated Iran 
than their counterparts had in post-Saddam Iraq.

According to US General Mathis, who com-
mands all US forces in the Middle East, Persian 
Gulf and Southwest Asia, “an Israeli fi rst strike 
would be likely to have dire consequences across 
the region and for the United States there” (NY 
Times, 19/3//12). General Mathis’ “dire cost” 
estimate only takes account of the US military 
losses, likely several hundred sailors on war-
ships within missile distance of Iranian gunners.

However, the most delusional and self-
serving assessment of the outcome and conse-
quences of an Israeli air attack on Iran, emanates 
from top Israeli leaders, academics and intel-
ligence experts, who claim superior intelligence, 
superior defences and supreme (if also racist) 
insight into the “Iranian mind”. Typical is Israeli 
Defence Minister Barak who boasts that any 
Iranian retaliation will at worst infl ict minimal 
casualties on the Israeli population. 

The “Judeo-centric” view of re-ordering the 
balance of power in the region, which is preva-
lent in leading Israeli war circles, overlooks the 
likelihood that war will not be decided by Israeli 
air strikes and anti-missile defences. Iran’s mis-
siles cannot be easily contained, especially if 
they arrive several hundred a minute from three 
directions, Iran, Lebanon, Syria and possibly 
from Iranian submarines. Secondly, the collapse 
of its oil imports will devastate Israel ’s highly 
energy dependent economy.

Thirdly, Israel’s principal allies, especially 
the US and the EU, will be severely strained 
as they are dragged into Israel’s war and fi nd 
themselves defending the straits of Hormuz, 
their army garrisons in Iraq and Afghanistan and 
their oil fi elds and military bases in the Gulf. 
Such a confl ict could ignite the Shia majorities 
in Bahrain and in the strategic oil-rich provinces 
of Saudi Arabia . The generalised war will have 
a devastating effect on the price of oil and the 
world economy. It will provoke the fury of 
consumers’ and workers’ rage everywhere as 
factories close and powerful shocks throughout 
the fragile fi nancial system result in a world 
depression.

Israel’s pathological “superiority complex” 
results in its racist leaders consistently overes-
timating their own intellectual, technical and 
military capabilities, while underestimating 
the knowledge, capacity and courage of their 
regional, Islamic (in this case Iranian) adversar-
ies. They ignore Iran’s proven capacity to sustain 

a prolonged, complex multi-front defensive 
war and to recover from an initial assault and 
develop appropriate modern weaponry to infl ict 
severe damage on its attackers. And Iran will 
have the unconditional and active support of 
the world’s Muslim population, and perhaps the 
diplomatic backing of Russia and China who 
will obviously view an attack on Iran as another 
dress rehearsal to contain their growing power.

Conclusion 
War, especially an Israeli-US war against 

Iran is indissolubly linked to the asymmetrical 
US-Israeli relationship, which sidelines and cen-
sors any critical US military and political analy-
sis. Because Israel’s Zionist power confi guration 
in the US can now harness US military power in 
support of Israel’s drive for regional dominance, 
Israeli leaders and most of their military feel 
free to engage in the most outrageous military 
and destructive adventures, knowing full well 
that in the fi rst and last instance they can rely 
on the US to support them with American blood 
and treasure.

But after all of this grotesque servitude to 
a racist, isolated country, who will rescue the 
United States? Who will prevent the sinking of 
its ships in the Gulf and the death and maim-
ing of hundreds of its sailors and thousands of 
its soldiers? And where will the Israelis and 
US Zionists be when Iraq is overrun by elite 
Iranian troops and their Iraqi Shia allies and 
a generalised uprising occurs in Afghanistan?

The self-centred Israeli policy-makers 
overlook the likely collapse of the world oil 
supply as a result of their planned war against 
Iran. Do their Zionist agents in the US realise 
that as a result of dragging the US into Israel’s 
war, that the Iranian nation will be forced to set 
the Persian Gulf oilfi elds ablaze?

How cheap has it become to “buy a war” 
in the US? For a mere few million dollars in 
campaign contributions to corrupt politicians, and 
through the deliberate penetration of Israel-First 
agents, academics and politicians into the war-
making machinery of the US government. Also 
through the moral cowardice and self-censorship 
of leading critics, writers and journalists who 
refuse to name Israel and its agents as the key 
decision makers in our country’s Mid East policy. 
We head directly toward a war far beyond any 
regional military confl agration and toward the 
collapse of the world economy and the brutal 
impoverishment of hundreds of millions of 
people North and South, East and West.
Information Clearing House 
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EVERYTHING 
MUST PRESS
War is not unspeakable.
It is singing its mortal song,
its searing shrapnel
an aria of torn fl esh, 
its cluster bombs
a string section
of mutilation.

(Everything must press
upon your consciousness – 
a rivulet of water
becomes the slick 
thickness of blood)

War is utterable.
It is an unstoppable
wail of grief,
a barrage of defi ance
as sovereignty
is slaughtered.

(Everything must press
upon your consciousness –
a fl ush of dark fl owers
becomes bruised fl esh)

War is deeply -
articulate
Deploy
Assassinate
Collateral
Blame
Disease
Terror
Profi t
Market
Exchange
Recession
Crisis

(Everything must press
upon your consciousness –
like heat emanating
from a bomb crater
the warmth radiates
from your son’s body)

Tom Pearson
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Until recently, the United States 
has operated 22 US military 
bases in Latin America, 800 
worldwide. Now there are two 
more, one in Chile and another 
in Argentina, the fi rst in either 
country. The purported justifi ca-
tion is humanitarian.

US diplomats and Chilean mili-
tary chiefs gathered on April 5 at the 
Fort Aguayo naval base in Concón, 
200 kilometres northwest of Santiago, 
Chile’s capital, to inaugurate a 
recently completed eight-building 
complex intended as a training prop 
for mock urban battles. The US 
military’s Southern Command pro-
vided US$460,000 for construction. 
Training will be consistent with US 
military doctrine known as Military 
Operations on Urbanised Terrain 
(MOUT).

Opening ceremonies took place 
even as US and Chilean military per-
sonnel were teaching 300 junior level 
military and police personnel from 17 
countries. The course there covers 
police training, convoy movements, 
crowd control, and helicopter tactics. 
Students are being prepared ostensi-
bly to deal with natural disasters or 
national emergencies, specifi cally 
for United Nations “Peacekeeping 
Operations”. Joint Chilean and US 
military experience in post-earthquake 
Haiti in 2010 is cited as a model.

Chilean defence offi cials and US 

Southern Command head Douglas 
Frazier prepared the way with an 
agreement signed on September 
10, 2011. The accord allows US 
troops to deploy in Chile when-
ever “the Chilean Army fi nds itself 
overwhelmed by some emergency 
situation [like] a natural disaster”, or 
when international aid with “military 
components” is required, or when 
“national emergency scenarios 
[prompt] a state of exception and sus-
pension of constitutional guarantees.”

Critics recall participation by US 
military and intelligence services in 
the violent overthrow of President 
Salvador Allende’s government in 
1973, and US collaboration afterwards 
with the Pinochet dictatorship. Some 
worry that carabineros, Chile’s mili-
tarised police notorious for political 
repression, will train at the new base.

Communist Party Congressman 
Hugo Gutiérrez objected to “train-
ing for the Armed Forces to combat 
a civilian population.” Human rights 
activist Alicia Lira indicated that, 
“when the United States is involved in 
this militarist, interventionist practice, 
we have to be worried.” For Patricio 
Labra, head of the SERPAJ-CHILE 
human rights group, “This supposed 
training for peace is a cover for pre-
paring military forces to contain and 
repress citizen’s legitimate reactions 
to unjust situations.”

Indeed, Chile’s right-wing 
government headed by billionaire 
Sebastián Piñera faces increasingly 

militant domestic opposition. Students 
demanding free high-quality education 
demonstrated repeatedly last year. 
Cities in remote Chilean Patagonia 
are alive with protests. Indigenous 
peoples, despite incarceration, terror, 
and deaths at the hands of security 
forces, are intensifying their long fi ght 
for land and sustenance.

By 2013, the US government 
will over six years have funnelled 
over US$45 million in “military and 
police aid to Chile.” US-Chile mili-
tary cooperation entails joint military 
exercises, troop exchanges, Chilean 
participation with US National Guard 
training, and military purchases worth 
almost $1 billion over 20 years. Chile 
has sent almost 4,000 soldiers to the 
US Army’s School of the Americas 
(now the “Western Hemisphere 
Institute for Security Cooperation”), 
averaging 190 students annually over 
the past decade. Chilean as well as 
Colombian military trainers travelled 
to post-coup Honduras to support 
security forces there.

In Chaco State, Argentina, 
construction is underway at the 
Resistancia airport of a so-called 
“humanitarian aid centre” for deal-
ing with natural disasters. At a 
planning meeting in December, 
2011 attended by Chaco Governor 
Milton Capitanich, US Embassy 
offi cial Jefferson Brown identifi ed 
the project costing US$3 million as 
a high US priority. Military attaché 
Colonel Edwin Passmore, in charge, 
indicated the Southern Command 
would be paying.

For some, giant antennae spring-
ing up at the site betray espionage 
and surveillance purposes. Venezuela 
expelled Passmore in 2008, when as 
military attaché at the US Embassy, 
he was accused of spying. In 2011 he 

arranged for a US military plane to 
land unannounced and unexplained in 
Buenos Aires loaded with electronic 
monitoring equipment, medications, 
and intelligence transmission devices.

Observers say location of the 
facility in Chaco relates to the 
Guarani Aquifer underneath, one of 
the world’s largest reserves of fresh 
water; to the nearby Triple Frontier 
region, entry point for illicit drugs and 
home base for terrorist planning, say 
US offi cials; and to abundant, exploit-
able natural resources throughout 
the region. The United States unsuc-
cessfully tried to persuade previous 
Argentinean governments to permit 
a military base in Misiones Province, 
also close to the Triple Frontier. 
Parliamentary Deputy Victoria Donda, 
victim of Argentina’s “dirty war, was 

hardly alone in noting “overwhelming 
evidence that in Latin America the 
strategy of the Southern Command is 
to disguise its intelligence activities 
as humanitarian aid and international 
cooperation.”

Reacting to the Fort Aguayo 
installation, the Ethics Commission 
against Torture, a Chilean NGO, 
spoke for many: “Sovereignty rests 
with the people. Security cannot be 
reduced to protection of the interests 
of the transnationals ... The armed 
forces are supposed to protect national 
sovereignty. Its bending to the dictates 
of the North American army consti-
tutes treason to the homeland.” And 
besides, “People have the legitimate 
right to organise and to demonstrate 
publicly.”
People’s World 

United States adds bases 
in South America

Unite officials take 
fight to “ugly” MMP

UK fracking firms 
face surge of protests

British trade union Unite has taken 
the fi ght for Bootle’s workers to 
Vienna with a protest outside the 
city’s Grand Hotel, where Mayr-
Melnhof Packaging (MMP) is 
holding its shareholders’ meeting.

The callous transnational 
sacked all 149 non-management 
and admin staff and shut the Bootle 
site down last month after workers 
launched industrial action to defend 
49 jobs that were threatened.

Unite general secretary Len 
McCluskey has demanded that 

MMP management meet him 
“urgently” to address the appall-
ing way the Bootle workforce was 
treated, but the fi rm’s bosses have 
consistently refused to talk to the 
union.

Unite national offi cer Ian Tonks 
said: “Vienna is a beautiful city but 
what MMP has done to its workers 
is simply ugly. We will shout from 
the rooftops how abysmally this 
Austrian company has treated its 
workers.” 
Morning Star 

Tony Patey

LONDON: News that a gas extrac-
tion process which triggered two 
earthquakes is likely to resume has 
brought a surge of protest bubbling 
to the surface.

A government-appointed panel 
of experts said that fracking in 
Lancashire could continue under 
strict conditions. But environmental 
activists Frack Off branded their 
report “a seriously dangerous dis-
traction” which only scratched the 
surface of the problem. Frack Off 
said local groups were springing 
up across the country to fi ght the 
spread of fracking in the wake of 
last year’s quakes.

The process involves pump-
ing water and chemicals into 
shale rock at high pressure to 
extract gas. Test fracking near 
Blackpool, Lancashire, by energy 
fi rm Cuadrilla stopped in 2011 
when two earthquakes were felt at 
the surface in April and May. The 
panel’s report, commissioned by the 
Department of Energy and Climate 
Change, gave the green light to 
continue provided there are moni-
toring systems to halt extraction if a 
quake looks likely.

But Frack Off activist Elsie 

Walker said the report focused too 
narrowly on earthquakes and “miss-
es all the real issues”.

The group warned that frack-
ing can cause “groundwater con-
tamination, severe methane leakage, 
air pollution, accelerated climate 
change, industrialisation of the 
countryside and potentially radioac-
tive waste.”

Walker also pointed to quakes’ 
“potential effects on sensitive infra-
structure like nuclear power stations 
and railway lines.”

Frack Off said local groups 
concerned about groundwater con-
tamination as well as earthquakes 
were being formed to fi ght planning 
applications, many of which have 
already been approved, for fracking 
as well as other processes.

The activist group emerged 
from the Camp for Climate Action 
when it disbanded. Its activists tour 
new local groups – many of which 
are being set up around Lancashire.

Walker said: “Cuadrilla wants 
to drill 800 wells in Lancashire 
alone. There are several compa-
nies going after several types of 
unconventional gas in Britain and 
all potentially on a similar scale to 
Cuadrilla.”

The group said fracking is 

used not just to get shale gas 
but also to get at gas trapped in 
unmineable coal seams, known as 
coal-bed methane. Another form 
of unconventional gas extraction 
is underground coal gasifi cation, 
where unmineable coal is burnt 
underground and gas is collected at 
the surface.

Ms Walker said it has been 
known that fl uid injection can cause 
tremors since at least 1967 and it 
has resulted in serious earthquakes 
in the US, Germany, the North Sea 
and Uzbekistan.

Report author Professor Peter 
Styles claimed that any earthquakes 
are “not likely to cause signifi cant 
damage.”

Cuadrilla chief executive Mark 
Miller welcomed the report and 
said the company had already 
begun to amend procedures in light 
of expert advice.

A Department of Energy and 
Climate Change spokesman said: 
“No decision has been taken on 
whether to allow fracking to resume 
at Cuadrilla’s sites in Lancashire.

“Responses to the call for 
evidence will be carefully consid-
ered before ministers make a fi nal 
decision.”
Morning Star 
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The meaning of 
“austerity measures”

International

Mike Whitney 

The eurozone is slipping into 
a recession that could have 
been avoided. Had policymak-
ers provided fi scal support for 
stricken countries in the South and 
guarantees on their government 
bonds, (as the USG does for US 
Treasuries) then their economies 
could have continued to grow while 
the necessary reforms were put in 
place. But the Troika (The IMF, the 
European Central Bank, and the 
European Commission) decided 
to make the bailouts conditional 
on member states’ acceptance of 
harsh austerity measures which 
forced leaders to slash government 
payrolls, services and programs. 
The result was entirely predictable; 
economic activity began to sputter 
as one country after another suc-
cumbed to a vicious slump.

So the downturn was a basi-
cally matter of choice, a self-infl icted 
wound brought on by poor decision-
making in Brussels and Frankfurt. 
Anyone could see what the result was 
going to be because contractionary 
policy leads to economic contraction. 
Implement policies that are designed 
to shrink the economy, then the 
economy will shrink.

For the last month or so, the focus 
has mainly been on Spain, and for 
good reason. Spain’s banking system 
is crumbling beneath the weight of 
tens of billions in non-performing 
loans generated by the gigantic hous-
ing bubble which is still defl ating. 
Unemployment in Spain is the highest 
in Europe at 24 percent. (Youth unem-
ployment is over 50 percent.) Even 
so, Spain’s right wing PM Mariano 
Rajoy is attempting to reach the defi cit 
targets demanded by the troika which 
will push unemployment higher while 
further deepening the depression. 
According to Der Speigel:

“The prime minister recently 
announced that he wants to reduce 
expenditures in the country’s educa-
tion and health system by €10 billion. 
... To meet the demands of the central 

government, the regions would have 
to slash 80,000 out of 500,000 teach-
ing positions.”

As you can see, austerity meas-
ures and debt consolidation are only 
adding to Spain’s woes. Eventually, 
after much unnecessary misery, Spain 
will require a bailout, although ECB 
president Mario Draghi insists that 
this is not so.

But Europe’s problems are not 
limited to Spain or countries on the 
periphery. France’s output has slipped 
for a second month in a row and the 
pace of the decline is accelerating. The 
service sector is also showing signs 
of distress as belt tightening meas-
ures take hold and gradually reduce 
aggregate demand. Unemployment is 
edging higher as the slump deepens. 
According to data from Eurostat the 
seasonally adjusted jobless rate in 
France reached 10 percent in April, a 
12-year high. Ballooning unemploy-
ment has led to an uptick in poverty 
which now affects 13.5 percent of the 
population. Austerity measures have 
led to a decline in personal consump-
tion, an erosion of confi dence, and a 
more generalised slowdown across all 
sectors. Still, intractable bankers and 
bureaucrats in Brussels and Frankfurt 
have not veered one bit from the origi-
nal policy. They remain steadfast in 
their commitment to austerity.

Here’s Draghi defending austerity 
in an interview with the Wall Street 
Journal:

“There was no alternative to fi scal 
consolidation, and we should not deny 
that this is contractionary in the short 
term. In the future there will be the 
so-called confi dence channel, which 
will reactivate growth; but it’s not 
something that happens immediately, 
and that’s why structural reforms are 
so important, because the short-term 
contraction will be succeeded by 
long-term sustainable growth only if 
these reforms are in place.” (“Q&A: 
ECB President Mario Draghi”, Wall 
Street Journal)

Notice how Draghi does not 
defend austerity on the basis of any 
identifi able economic theory, nor 

does he cite any examples of auster-
ity’s successes. (Are there any?) Nor 
does he name any prominent econo-
mists who support the theory. It’s all 
just “Trust us, we’re the experts”... 
“contractionary expansion will work 
because we say so” even though the 
economy is sinking, unemployment 
and extreme poverty are at record 
highs, and the Eurozone is embroiled 
in the worst slump in the last 80 
years. “Trust us. We know what 
we’re doing”.

And here’s a sample of Draghi’s 
views on taxation from the same 
interview:

“A ‘good’ consolidation is one 
where taxes are lower and the lower 
government expenditure is on infra-
structures and other investments.”…
“A ‘bad’ consolidation is actually the 
easier one to get … by raising taxes 
and cutting capital expenditure.”

Let’s summarise: Cutting public 
spending and austerity, “Good”. 
Raising taxes, “Bad”. Isn’t this the 
same right-wing blather we’ve heard 
for years?

“Austerity” amounts to an attack 
on Europe’s social model and aims to 
roll back the progressive advances 
of the last century. There’s nearly-
universal agreement that belt tight-
ening doesn’t lead to recovery, but 
just make matters worse. Trimming 
defi cits in the throes of a recession is 
a surefi re way to choke off economic 
activity and foment social unrest. And 
so it has. Aside from turning many 
of the EU’s biggest cities into free-
fi re zones, austerity is reshaping the 
political landscape and fuelling calls 
for an end to the 17-member union 
and a return to national sovereignty. 
(Hooray.)

Still, policymakers seem oblivi-
ous to the political fi restorm they’ve 
touched off. They remain focused 
laserlike on their primary objective, 
which is to make sure that a bigger 
share of the national wealth moves up 
the income chain. The way they do 
this is by demagoging the fake “debt 
crisis” while their political lackeys 
and “technicians” slash pensions, 

health care and subsidies to protected 
industries; hack away at state budgets, 
reduce their federal workforce, crush 
organised labour, remove tariffs and 
taxes on capital, and privatise more 
public assets and services. Smaller 
government means less activity, 
fewer jobs, weaker demand, and 
greater hardship for working people. 
In other words, austerity achieves 
exactly what it was meant to achieve; 
bigger profi ts for the 1% and zilch for 
everyone else. Here’s a clip from an 
article in Reuters:

“The euro zone’s business slump 
deepened at a far faster pace than 
expected in April, suggesting the 
economy will stay in recession at least 
until the second half of the year ...

“ ‘Today’s dismal PMI fi gures 
clearly indicate that the euro zone 
economy remains in dire straits’ ”, said 
Martin Van Vliet, Senior economist 
at IMG. 

“European factories had their 
worst month since June 2009. 
Companies said their order books 
were shrinking and they were cutting 
jobs in reaction to falling demand ...

“ ‘There are no real drivers of 
growth here, which suggests that 
although the overall rate of decline 
is modest at the moment, we could 

see it continue to worsen in coming 
months,’ said Chris Williamson, chief 
economist of PMI compiler Markit.” 
(“Euro zone slump deepens unexpect-
edly in April”, Reuters)

Draghi’s “debt consolidation” and 
“structural reforms” have increased 
defl ationary pressures and deepened 
the slump. They’ve been a total fl op 
as anyone with half-a-brain could 
have predicted.

So, are we supposed to believe 
that the ECB president didn’t know 
what the effect of his policies would 
be, that he didn’t know that con-
tractionary policies would result in 
economic contraction?

Of course, he knew. Draghi’s 
not an idiot; he’s a very competent 
economist. This just shows that he 
had an ulterior motive, that the policy 
was crafted to serve the interests of 
his banking buddies and not those of 
the 99%. After all, the real purpose of 
austerity is not to cut defi cits or spur 
growth, but to stuff government into 
a fi scal starightjacket so that private 
industry and big fi nance get a bigger 
slice of the pie. Isn’t that what this is 
really all about?

Sure, it is. Austerity is just the 
euro-version of “starve the beast”.
Counterpunch 

Britain’s crimes 
of empire revealed
Paddy McGuffin

LONDON: The government 
belatedly released secret fi les on 
April 18 dating back to British 
colonial rule in Kenya, Malaya and 
elsewhere that were once claimed 
to have been lost.

The government was forced to 
admit in January 2011 that 8,800 
fi les had been secretly “migrated” 
to Britain from colonies prior to 
their independence.

Its admission followed a High 
Court case brought by four elderly 
Kenyans who alleged they had suf-
fered torture and brutality at the 
hands of British forces.

The 1,200 records published 
on April 18 are the fi rst of six 
tranches due to be made public at 
the National Archives by November 
2013.

The papers cover controversial 
episodes including the 1950s Mau 
Mau uprising in Kenya and the 
Malayan “emergency” – in which 

the Daily Worker exposed atrocities 
by British troops against communist 
freedom fi ghters.

They also revealed efforts to 
destroy and reclassify sensitive 
fi les.

The Foreign Offi ce claimed it 
was releasing “every paper” it can.

But David Anderson, an 
adviser to the Kenyans and profes-
sor of African history at Oxford 
University, said there was still a 
“lurking culture of secrecy”.

“The British government did lie 
about this earlier on. This saga was 
both a colonial conspiracy and a 
bureaucratic bungle,” he said.

Martyn Day of law fi rm Leigh 
Day, who is representing the 
Kenyans, said: “We are pleased to 
see the release of so many docu-
ments relating to the colonial era.

“It is shocking that their release 
has taken over 50 years and took 
the claim brought by our four Mau 
Mau clients before these sensitive 
documents were ‘found’.

“More so-called ‘top secret’ 
fi les which are relevant to the case 
are still missing and we call on the 
FCO to renew their efforts to fi nd 
those documents.”

[The FCO is Britain’s Foreign 
and Commonwealth offi ce.]

Only a third of the Kenyan fi les 
were released on April 18 but a 
memo dated May 1961 sets out the 
criteria under which papers were to 
be “migrated”.

Then-colonial secretary Iain 
Macleod said the aim was to 
ensure no fi les were passed to a 
post-independence regime which 
might “embarrass” the British or 
other governments, members of the 
police, military forces, public serv-
ants or police informers, “might 
compromise sources of intelligence 
information” or “might be used 
unethically by ministers in the suc-
cessor government.”
Morning Star 
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Anti-union push at 
Aust embassy in Paris

An embassy of every country in 
the world is part of that country 
abroad and usually tries to present 
the best image possible. This 
evidently escaped the Australian 
diplomats in France who allowed 
the Embassy to become a hotbed of 
industrial disputes which involved 
the local staff.

There are claims of unfair 
dismissal, harassment, imposition 
of non-union contracts and union 
bashing in general. Three French 
former employees at the Australian 
Embassy in Paris are in industrial 
relations court there. The Australian 
government is being sued for unpaid 
pension payments, unfair dismissal, 
damages related to medical disability 
caused by unsafe working conditions.

The matter will be in court in 
October and the former employees 
will be represented by France’s 
biggest trade union. While all this 
is happening the rest of the French 
staff has been forced onto non-union 
workplace agreements and have lost 

the right to be represented in negotia-
tions by a French union.

It is a shameful state of affairs and 
certainly does not enhance the image 
of our country. Being represented by 
a union is an international right – 
those bullies at the embassy should 
be ashamed of themselves.

T Southern
Brisbane

Surviving on $17 a day
Imagine that you’ve just lost your 
job. Last week I met David, who 
lost his job as a chef after 24 years 
working for one company. David 
didn’t think it could happen to 
him, but it can happen to anyone.

How would you fi nd work again 
if you couldn’t afford a train ticket, a 
decent meal or a phone call?

Newstart is Australia’s unemploy-
ment benefi t. It’s supposed to be a 
safety net to catch all of us when 
we fi nd ourselves out of a job – but 
Newstart has fallen so low that it’s 
begun to trap people in poverty.

After paying their rent, people on 
Newstart are forced to live on $17 a 
day. That’s just $17 a day for every-
thing, from power and water bills, to 
food and transport. With rents rising, 
many live on even less than that. 
Newstart is $133 a week lower than 
the aged and disability pensions – and 
we all know they’re too low.

Living on so little takes its toll. 
You go into debt to pay a bill, your 
phone gets cut off, and sometimes 
you can’t afford to eat well – so you 
eat plain rice or pasta, just to feel full. 
Imagine looking for work, hungry.

The stress of living on Newstart 
actually makes it harder to fi nd work, 
which is one reason why the Greens 
and the social services sector have 
backed an increase to Newstart for 
years – and why the Business Council 
of Australia’s Chief Executive, 
Jennifer Westacott, supports an 
increase as well.

Just one week ago, this issue was 
barely on the government’s radar. 
That’s why I’ve just lived on Newstart 
for a week – on that same $17 a day 
– to get the word out.

During the week, I met people on 
Newstart, like David, and the people 
who work most closely with them: 
community centres, church groups, 
fi nancial counsellors, interview train-
ers and more.

They all had one message for me: 
Newstart is too low, and it needs to 
be increased now.

That decision is in the hands 
of government ministers like Bill 
Shorten. So far, he’s refused point-
blank to even consider increasing 
Newstart; cutting services to fund 
a Budget surplus is more impor-
tant. Any surplus in the Budget is a 
fake surplus if we are condemning 
Australians to live in poverty. Only 
the Greens are responsible enough to 
plan to raise money for our measures 
without cutting vital services.

Glenda, a wonderful woman I 
met, wants to start her own small 
business – but her mobile phone has 
just been disconnected. Her landline 
is long gone. How can she get back 
into work without a connection to the 
outside world?

You can read many, many more 
stories just like Glenda’s on my 

Facebook page. My week on Newstart 
was just a week, but over 500,000 
people like her live on it every day. 
That’s over 500,000 people living 
$130 a week below the poverty line.

This situation can’t be allowed 
to last. Every Australian can help. 
Will you write to Minister Shorten 
and tell him why Newstart needs to 
be increased?

Yours sincerely,
Rachel Siewert

Greens Senator WA

Julia Gillard’s ANZAC 
Day and Nationhood

I disagree with Prime Minister 
Julia Gillard’s assertion made 
on April 25, at Anzac Cove that 
Gallipoli “was the first act of 
nationhood for Australia.”

Gallipoli was one of the earliest 
examples of Australia kowtowing to 

empire by sending its sons and daugh-
ters to be sacrifi ced to fi ght wars of 
imperialism, with Afghanistan being 
the latest.

The fi rst bold act of nationhood 
for Australia was struck on December 
3, 1854, at the Eureka Stockade near 
Ballarat, Victoria, when the only 
rebellion this nation has ever seen, 
was started by the oppressed min-
ers or diggers over the issuance and 
enforcement of permits by the British 
colonial government to mine gold.

Though the rebellion was brief 
before it was crushed by British colo-
nial soldiers, the trials and legislative 
concessions which were won as a 
consequence later helped to defi ne 
the concept of a fair go and freedom 
for Australians in the colony at the 
time and spur them on to nationhood.

Richard Titelius
WA

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

The Dangers 
of Fascism in 
Europe Today
There will be a runoff in the French 
presidential election between Hollande, 
the Socialist party leader whose party has 
been associated with very centrist policies 
and Sarkozy, the president of the Centre-
Right government which has supported the 
general “austerity” policies advanced most 
of all by Germany, the most powerful in 
terms of industrial and fi nance capital of 
the Eurozone nations.

The Left Front, with the Communist Party 
of France as its most important component, 
received around 12 percent of the divided vote 
(the last count that I saw) and the Left Front’s 
policies seem already to have encouraged 
Hollande’s campaign to take a stronger stand 
against austerity in its campaign.

But there is a signifi cant political danger 
that has also developed in and through the cam-
paign. The National Front led by the daughter 
of its founder, Jean Marie Le Pen, received 
nearly 19 percent of the vote. The National 
Front until fairly recently was a “traditional” 
European Neo-fascist party, national chauvinist, 
anti-Semitic, using violence against socialists 
and Communists. It is still largely that, but 
new immigration in recent decades to France, 
from both Africa and especially from Islamic 
countries, has given it a much larger market 
among those sections of the population who 
bring with them the baggage of traditional racist 
prejudices and have been threatened by both 
de-industrialisation and also the demographic 
shifts that have changed neighbourhoods.

In 2002, Le Pen, riding the wave of this 
“protest vote” actually ran ahead of the Socialist 
candidate, only to be overwhelming defeated 
by the conservative Jacques Chirac in the 
presidential elections.

And Le Pen, a literal blast from an ugly 
and criminal past, is what we would call “a 
piece of work.”

As a teenager from a rightwing Roman 
Catholic background, he sold the newspaper 
of the Action Francaise, the organisation whose 
founder and leader, Charles Maurras, has long 
been regarded by scholars as one of the founding 
fathers of European fascism. Maurras, whose 
involvement began in leading rightist thugs 
against the supporters of the framed French 
Jewish offi cer, Alfred Dreyfuss, in the late 1890s 
and afterwards, developed a fascism rooted in 
both Catholiciism and a support for monarchy, 
although his group “pioneered” the street fi ght-
ing techniques and use of terror against the left 
that Mussolini and Hitler picked up in their 
blackshirt and storm troop groups.

At the time, Maurras was also in prison for 
his fascist activities during the Vichy regime and 
the Nazi occupation. Le Pen after selling Action 
Francaise newsparers then became president of 
a student group, The association of “corporat-
ist” students of the right” (a “corporate” state 
had been associated with Mussolini’s regime) 
engaging in street fi ghts with Communists.

Le Pen then joined the French Foreign 
Legion, showing up in Vietnam after the fall 
of Dien Dien Phu, and in the colonial war in 
Algeria where, as he later admitted, he used 
torture against independence fi ghters. Le Pen 
then spent most of the 1960s and 1970s in the 
sewers of French rightwing politics and personal 
scandal (one of his ex-wives posed naked for 
the French edition of Playboy). But just as in 
the US, with the present day Koch brothers 
and many others in the past who give money 
to both the “respectable right” and the ultras, 
there were French capitalists who backed him.

Le Pen founded the National Front in 1972 
and began to run for the presidency beginning in 
1974. Although Le Pen got himself into court on 
a number of occasions for violating both French 
and German laws by trivialising the fascist mass 
murder of Jewish people during WW2 known 
as the Holocaust (he called it an insignifi cant 
detail of World War II). He also championed the 
cause of Vichy World War II collaborators as in 
effect the true “patriots” of WW2.

But his party in France began to gain 
votes in the political international reactionary 
political climate of the 1980s, blaming economic 

stagnation on immigrants and the left. While 
the National Front has never been able so far 
to gain the strength of even the various fascist 
leagues in 1930s France, against whom the 
Popular Front was developed, it has hung around 
in French politics, profi ting from the relative 
decline of the Communist and socialist left, the 
fears inspired by Islamic terrorist groups, and 
of course the austerity policies of the present 
French conservative government in the midst 
of a far-reaching economic crisis.

Perhaps I have dealt with Le Pen’s wretched 
history too long and too much. But it really is 
important to understand where he, his daughter, 
and their party are coming from.

He is 77 now, cheering on his daughter-
successor, who has like other “traditional” neo-
fascist parties in Europe, sought to streamline 
and update the party’s image to appeal to the 
contemporary racist reactionary mass market.

Its danger should not minimised. In 2002, 
with nearly 17 percent of the vote he ran second 
in a very fragmented and divided fi eld. Earlier 
this week, although Le Pen’s daughter Marine 
Le Pane ran well behind Hollande the social-
democrat, who ran fi rst, and Sarkozy, Marine 
did slightly better than that, piggy-backing in 

a grotesquely ironic way on the fear created by 
the immigrant who murdered Jewish children 
and Muslim soldiers of the French military.

Some on the left feel that this vote will 
actually help Hollande win the runoff by 
putting Sarkozy in a diffi cult position. I am 
not so sure, but more importantly, the presence 
of these organised fascist political forces, their 
“hanging around” in the midst of an economic 
crisis, is a formidable danger. In Germany for 
example anti-Nazi conservative politicians 
(not those who sought to use Hitler as an 
insurance policy against the left) by pursuing 
fi scal conservative policies (austerity policies 
of trying to balance budgets and contain debt) 
in the early depression years helped the Nazis 
become a mass force.

If Sarkozy in France and Romney in the 
US win, we can expect the former to continue 
and the latter to launch austerity policies that 
will worsen conditions and strengthen reac-
tion – although in the US the racist reactionary 
and clerical forces that support the National 
Front in France and similar parties in European 
countries are a powerful force in the Republican 
party today.
Political Affairs 
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The National Front led by Marine Le Pen.
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Deliver Us From Evil, which 
screens this week in the 

Sunday Best slot (ABC2 Sunday 
May 6 at 8.30pm), is a detailed, 
even leisurely, examination of a very 
contentious subject: the sexual molest-
ing of children by Roman Catholic 
priests. Most of the cases dealt with 
in the fi lm, written and directed by 
Amy Berg, took place in the USA, 
but as the fi lm makes clear, the vast 
majority of abuse cases go unreported. 
Which makes the thousands of cases 
known to have occurred in the USA 
the tip of a very large iceberg indeed.

Most sexual abuse of minors is 
commonly perpetrated by family 
members or priests: that is, by people 
who are trusted within the family 
and within the community. The 
discovery of such abuse generally 
has a devastating effect on the family 
concerned.

When the family is religious, 

and the abuser is a priest, a trusted 
family friend and advisor, the family’s 
“closest link to God”, the effect is 
even more devastating, striking at 
the very heart of their trust and their 
beliefs.

Several very moving moments in 
Ms Berg’s documentary involve the 
pent up anger and sense of betrayal 
expressed by the father of one “good 
Catholic” family whose young 
daughter was repeatedly “interfered 
with” by Father Oliver O’Grady, 
described as “the most notorious 
paedophile in the history the modern 
Catholic Church”.

Spurning such mealy mouthed 
euphemisms, the father cries out 
in anguish “he raped my daughter, 
again and again”. It becomes clear 
in the course of the fi lm that Father 
Ollie raped dozens of children across 
Northern California in the course 
of 20 years – and that the Church 
hierarchy knew about it.

Instead of handing him over to the 
police, or even removing him to where 
he could have no access to children, 
the Church simply moved him around 
while assuring the families of his 
victims that they had taken care of the 
problem. The Catholic hierarchy were 
primarily concerned with protecting 
the reputation of the Church. They 
also saw the abuse as somehow a 
homosexual problem and tried to 
downplay complaints from girls as 
being unlikely.

One of the more positive aspects 
of the fi lm is the involvement and 

comments of certain members of 
the Catholic clergy and also lay 
members of the Church, all of whom 
are angered and outraged at the way 
the Catholic hierarchy – all the way 
up to the present Pope – have tried to 
sweep this scandal under the carpet, to 
hide the truth from public view, and 
to treat the victims of these abuses as 
“enemies of the Church”.

Deliver Us From Evil is a 
chilling, compelling portrait of 
an institution more interested in 
protecting its corporate image than 
in protecting the mental and physical 
health of its followers, who are 
callously betrayed again and again.

Even when the police fi nally 
nailed O’Grady, the Church protected 
him. He followed the instructions 
of his Church-appointed defence 
lawyers, copped a plea, served a 
relatively few years in jail and was 
then deported to Ireland, to live in 
comfort (not even under surveillance 
as a sex offender against children) on 
a Church pension!

His victims, their families, their 
relationships, their very lives severely 
damaged are given no such succour 
from their Church.

Curiously, this is not an anti-
Catholic fi lm, not in intent at any 
rate. But the Catholic clergy and 
laity interviewed here are clearly 
having diffi culties reconciling their 
consciences with some at least of the 
Church’s practices.

Most outspoken of all is the father 
I mentioned earlier: at the end of the 
fi lm he asserts, again in anguish, as 
if the words are torn from him, “I no 
longer believe there is a God!”

And, although Amy Berg’s 
approach is probably too leisurely, 
she is to be congratulated for avoiding 
any trace of sensationalism in dealing 
with such a potentially “sensational” 
subject. You can just imagine what a 
Rupert Murdoch hack would have 
made of it!

Elena Kats-Chernin is com-
poser-in-residence with the 

Queensland Symphony Orchestra, and 
her Symphonia Eluvium (Symphony of 
the Floods), her response in music to 
the 2011 Queensland fl oods, forms the 
subject matter of Artscape this week 
(ABC1 Tuesday May 8 at 10.05pm). 
The premiere performance is quite 
effectively intercut with newsreel 
footage of the fl oods.

Randling (ABC1 Wednesdays 
at 8.30pm) is a game show 

burdened with the awful sales pitch 
“The Game Show just got Fun-ner-
er”. It is a shameless rip off from the 
BBC’s Qi, but with more emphasis 
on actual competition, which frankly 
does not compensate for having less 
wit.

Andrew Denton acts as quizmaster 
and despite his relentless wide-eyed 
brightness he is no Stephen Fry. I 
thought the show was unoriginal and 
unnecessary, but if you’ve nothing 
better to do then it is probably a 
harmless way to spend half an hour.

Mark Zuckerberg: Inside 
F a c e b o o k  ( A B C 1 

Thursday May 10 at 9.30pm) is 
a profi le of the 27-year old founder 
of the phenomenally successful 
Facebook. The program shows how 
Zuckerberg’s social network device, 
intended to help make the world a 
more “open” place, has become a 

giant market research database, a busi-
ness that will soon be fl oated on the 
stock exchange at a value currently 
estimated to be $100 billion.

Facebook has more than 800 
million “users” world wide, and it 
is no surprise that businesses try to 
get on Facebook to act a people’s 
“friends”. But as one interviewee 
says – and I thought his comments 
were very apposite – Facebook’s users 
are not really its users. Companies in 
the advertising industry are its real 
users; the ordinary people who “use” 
Facebook are not its users, they are 
its product, they are what it sells (or 
will potentially sell) to the advertising 
industry.

Now Google has started its own 
Facebook rival. Zuckerberg’s open 
society looks like it could founder on 
the shoals of corporate greed after all. 
But Mark will be a multi-billionaire so 
I don’t suppose he will be too down 
in the mouth about it, will he? 

Rob Gowland
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The Niger Delta has been at 
the centre of Nigeria’s post-
independence military project from 
the fi rst coup in 1966 through to 
the present. To the outside world it 
remained a forgotten outpost, how-
ever, until the 1990s and the rise 
of the Movement for the Survival 
of the Ogoni People (MOSOP). 
Since then, unequivocal evidence 
has emerged of how the region 
and its commerce – primarily the 
oil industry – has been systemati-
cally militarised, with violence by 
the state, multinationals and local 
militias deployed as an instrument 
of governance and intimidation 
to force the people into total 
submission.

This militarisation – and resist-
ance to it – has taken place in the 
context of an ongoing series of 
struggles over resources. As the dis-
possessed Indigenous communities 
have continued to demand corporate 
responsibility, environmental, eco-
nomic and social justice and proper 
compensation, their protests have been 
met with murders, torture, rape, the 
burning of homes and property and an 
ever-increasing military presence. The 
outcome is an intensely militarised 
region “secured” by an unrestrained 
and unaccountable tripartite force, 
comprising the Nigerian military, 
multinational oil companies and local 
militias.

Women in the Delta 
Formal women’s groups have 

historically been a part of the social 
and political organisation in the Niger 
Delta. Though these have tended to 
be based around cultural activities, 
they have also provided women-only 
spaces to organise voices of inclusion 
and assertion. The establishment and 
recognition of these organisations 
has helped provide a strong power 
base from which to challenge the 
multinationals.

Women’s resistance in the Delta 
can be traced back to the early 1990s 
and the Ogoni movement MOSOP, 
which was led by the late Ken Saro-
Wiwa. Ogoni women formed the 
Federation of Ogoni Women (FOWA) 
and were at the forefront of the 
demands for autonomy and control 
of resources in Ogoni land. FOWA 

was instrumental in preventing Shell 
from returning to Ogoni land after the 
judicial murder of Saro-Wiwa, who 
was hanged by the Nigerian state 
along with eight other activists in 
1995. By the early 2000s, women in 
Rivers, Baye Isa and Delta State were 
organising protests and occupations 
against environmental destruction, 
lack of development in their com-
munities and lack of employment by 
oil companies such as Shell, Chevron, 
Elf, Mobil and Agip. 

In 2002, 600 women from differ-
ent generations and ethnic groups – 
Ijaw, Itsekiri and Ilaje – came together 
in an alliance with young people in 
actions against oil fi rm Chevron. 
The women led the protest against 
Chevron at the company’s Escravos 
facility near Warri. They demanded 
jobs for their sons and husbands, 
investment in the local infrastructure 
and a cleanup of the environmental 
damage caused by oil exploration. 
For 10 days, refusing to move, they 
blocked the production of oil. This 
was a huge achievement because the 
different ethnic groups had previously 
been in confl ict with each other for 
many years over the meagre resources 
handed out by government and oil 
companies.

Women have often been drawn 
into political activity as a result of 
attacks by the Nigerian army’s Joint 
Task Force (JTF) or repeated intimi-
dation by local militias. In 2009, the 
Ijaw communities of Gbaramatu 
were invaded by the JTF using attack 
helicopters and tanks. Homes and 
farmlands were destroyed and, fear-
ing for their lives, women ran into the 
mangrove swamps with their children 
and the elderly, where they either 
hid from the soldiers or attempted 
to make their way to the nearest 
city of Warri. About 2,000 women 
were eventually housed in a refugee 
camp for six months before returning 
home. In September 2011, hundreds 
of women from the Gbaramatu com-
munities occupied the Chevron facil-
ity at Chanomi Creek, disrupting the 
laying of pipelines for a liquid gas 
project. The protests were a response 
to broken promises, made by both 
Chevron and the federal government, 
to provide communities with water 
and electricity.

In Rumuekpe and Okrika women 
have organised to protect themselves 
and their livelihoods following 
intimidation by local militia, many 
of whom were found to have been 
paid by oil companies, including 
Shell. Rumuekpe is unusual in that 
there are four oil companies operat-
ing in the vicinity of the town, which 
has resulted in rivalries among the 
militias, traditional leaders and car-
petbaggers, all vying for a share of 
the oil monies.

During a recent visit to the 
region, I spoke with women activ-
ists from Rumuekpe. The women 
told me how militia members paid 
by oil companies had terrorised the 
town to the point where everyone 
was forced to fl ee, abandoning their 
homes, property and farms to seek 
refuge in nearby Port Harcourt. 
During the period of terror, 60 people 
were killed.

What is left is a ghost town. On 
the day I visited, the women were 
fearful that we were being watched 
and it was too dangerous for me to 
stay for any length of time or walk 
through the town centre. The women 

made the point that in towns and 
villages that did not have oil people 
lived in peace. This confi rmed for 
many that it was the oil, and the oil 
companies, who were responsible 
for the violence and militarisation 
of their town.

The decision by the women to 
meet me in the abandoned town and 
speak out was an act of resistance 
and great courage. Okrika was under 
double occupation: on the one hand 
by the JTF soldiers and on the other 
by local armed militias. The prize is 
access to oil storage and processing 
revenues. The result is a community 
of mainly women, children and the 
elderly living in fear.

Sitting on oneself
The militarisation has been espe-

cially brutal in its impact on the lives 
of women and girls, and resistance 
to the violence is not always obvious 
to an outsider. What may initially 
appear as passivity in these circum-
stances may actually be a show of 
strength. For example, “sitting on 
oneself” – the act of a mature woman 
standing in quiet dignity – is a silent 

response to violence and intimidation 
that can become a very powerful act. 
Individual actions such as these are 
ways of managing suffering on a 
personal level by turning inwards to 
the self and one’s family.

Much of the organising today 
takes place around prayer gather-
ings. Again, this may seem passive, 
but the church plays a central role in 
the lives of women and their com-
munities by providing support and 
opportunities for collective actions 
that can become radicalised. This 
happened with the women of Liberia, 
who were united through the church 
in their fi ght for peace. 

The success of women’s pro-
tests should not be seen solely in 
terms of the immediate impact on 
multinational oil companies. We 
should consider the wider impacts: 
the politicisation of women and the 
bringing together of communities 
such as the Itsekiri and Ijaw women 
in Delta State, who were driven into 
manipulated confl icts by the actions 
of the state and multinationals.
Third World Resurgence 

A quiet resistance
Sokari Ekine meets women’s movements in the Niger Delta and 
discovers that in this militarised region even small acts take courage.
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