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The controversy over the arrival of asylum 
seekers by boat has erupted again. A few 
weeks ago ABC TV’s Four Corners program 
showed that certain individuals identifi ed 
with bringing asylum seekers to Australia 
by boat are actually living here.

The program revealed that a number of 
boats which left Indonesian waters bound for 
Australia were never heard of again, but that 
relatives of the passengers were still being told 
they were living in Australia.

A second development is an upsurge in 
the number of boats arriving from Sri Lanka 
and India, most of which carry members of Sri 
Lanka’s persecuted Tamil minority.

Inheriting the wind
The Four Corners program revealed that 

in 2010 a group of people-smugglers came to 
Australia posing as asylum seekers to establish 
a nucleus of agents who would wheedle money 
out of refugees, in exchange for organising 
boat voyages for relatives or friends stranded 
in other countries.

However, the story of one organiser (seen 
in the program discussing arrangements with 
prospective “boat people” clients), is particularly 
disturbing because of the actions of the former 
Howard government regarding his case.

According to the Refugee Action Coalition 
this individual, Abdul Khadem (also known as 
Abu Ali al Kuwaiti) fi rst arrived by boat as a 
genuine asylum seeker in 1999, but then acted 
as spokesman for detainees protesting over 
their treatment at the harsh, remote Curtin 
detention centre.

For his pains Khadem was treated as a 
trouble-maker, and spent two weeks in Derby 
prison. He was never charged with an offence. 
He was then sent to the Juliet Block punish-
ment compound at the Port Hedland detention 
centre, and afterwards with his family to the 
Maribyrnong centre outside Melbourne.

It appears he was not involved in people 
smuggling at that stage. That’s what he had 
told immigration authorities on his arrival, and 
they accepted his story. Nevertheless, a year 
later they suddenly reversed their position and 
charged him with people smuggling.

The Refugee Action Coalition says he 
was coerced into pleading guilty. The Howard 
government always sought opportunities to 

increase its people smuggler conviction rate, and 
it is entirely possible that at this point Khadem 
was offered a better chance of gaining refugee 
asylum if he pleaded guilty.

If so, it did him no good. He was transferred 
to Perth while his wife and children remained in 
Melbourne. They were fi nally granted bridging 
visas, but he himself was detained in Perth until 
2003 – effectively a three year sentence.

During this time the department threatened 
to arrest and deport one of his sons. It subse-
quently tried to deport the entire family, at fi rst 
to Iran, and then to Vietnam.

Khadem’s application for refugee status was 
fi nally rejected. He had no opportunity to appeal 
to the Refugee Review Tribunal. If he had done 
so the outcome might have been very different, 
because the Tribunal frequently reverses nega-
tive decisions by the Immigration Department 
regarding asylum applications.

Khadem was forced to return to Indonesia.  
His treatment, particularly the enforced three-
year separation from his family, left a reservoir 
of unspeakable bitterness. The available evi-
dence indicates that it was only at this point 
that he became an organiser for the people 
smugglers.

A flurry of opportunism 
The Four Corners program clearly demon-

strated that the people smuggler trade is greedy, 
vicious, deceptive and manipulative, and that 
Khadem is now a participant. But part of the 
responsibility for his involvement lies with the 
former Howard government.

In order to gain the electoral support of 
conservative voters the Howard regime, and 
the Labor governments that followed it, have 
participated in a cynical, opportunistic politi-
cal game that demonises asylum seekers who 
arrive by boat.

Both parties adopted mandatory detention 
and off-shore processing of applications for 
asylum. These policies in effect punish the 
asylum seekers themselves rather than the 
people smugglers.

Moreover, in order to improve their claimed 
rate for people smuggler convictions, successive 
Australian governments have treated crew mem-
bers of asylum seeker boats as people smugglers, 
which they clearly are not. This unscrupulous 
tactic has resulted in lengthy jail sentences for 
“offenders”, including many under-age youths, 
who have been detained in adult prisons.

The Refugee Action Coalition has also 
pointed out that many of those involved in the 
people smuggler trade were formerly asylum 
seekers themselves. This probably includes 
many whose treatment was as vindictive as that 
meted out to Abdul Khadem.

The desperation of those seeking asylum 
has been recently demonstrated by the Tamils 
travelling from Sri Lanka or India to the Cocos 
Islands, an even more dangerous voyage than 
the notorious trip from Indonesia to Christmas 
Island.

There are ways of ensuring that asylum 
seekers don’t undertake such journeys. The 
Australian government could, for example, invite 
applications from asylum seekers in Indonesia 
and elsewhere, and fl y those in fi nancial distress 
to Australia for processing of applications, under 
a “pay later” arrangement. This would also be far 
cheaper than the present arrangement, providing 

extra funds for processing applications with 
minimum delays. It would also put the people 
smugglers out of business.

Implementation of mandatory detention and 
off-shore processing has been a tragic failure.

Last week was International Refugee Week. 
The Greens, asylum seeker support groups and 
many other organisations around Australia have 
called for the major parties to abandon manda-
tory detention and off-shore processing.

The indications are that neither will do so. 
After the Four Corners program was shown both 
major parties simply renewed their battle over 
their equally-repulsive versions of the off-shore 
detention policy.

The only way for the nation to live up to the 
high ideals of the UN Refugee Convention, to 
which Australia is a signatory, is for other more 
humane parties and alliances to gain offi ce. And 
the sooner the better. 
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PRESS FUND
In June many big stores have half-yearly sales, trying to clear their 
shelves of excess commodities. Under big business, greed always 
exceeds profit levels. As a result more goods tend to be produced 
than are required, which means that demand must be enhanced 
by cleverly manipulative advertising and sales promotions. If that 
doesn’t work we get a recession, or worse still, a depression. But 
now for more serious matters! At the moment the level of Press 
Fund contributions indicates we won’t meet our modest yearly 
target of $14,000. The Fund helps us meet our operating costs, so 
we really need your contributions for the next issue. Meanwhile, 
our sincere thanks go to this week’s contributors, for their generous 
support, as follows:
Davis Bastin $100, MH $200, Marie McClintock $10, 
“Round Figure” $17
This week’s total: $327 Progressive total: $3,310

Unions and corporations law
Kathy Jackson’s appearance at a recent dinner of the HR 

Nicholls Society was an unedifying spectacle. The national secre-
tary of the Health Services Union seemed neither uncomfortable 
nor out of place chatting with such vicious opponents of the trade 
union movement as Peter Reith – Howard’s industrial relations 
minister at the time of the Patrick dispute. She conceded many 
people view her hosts as sworn enemy of workers’ interests and 
she went to some trouble to distance herself from their free mar-
ket fanaticism in her speech. But the HR Nicholls Society would 
have welcomed her words, mild rebukes and all, for the valuable 
contribution she made on themes described as “common ground”.

Ms Jackson’s suggestion that unions should be bought under 
corporations law and subject to “ASIC-type” scrutiny spread like 
wild fi re in the monopoly media. The bosses smell blood. The press 
is full of commentary about the declining infl uence of the union 
movement and the words form the HSU offi cial were received 
warmly. Jackson said the HSU crisis could be an opportunity for 
trade unions to reinvent and reinvigorate themselves and that 
would be the wish of every progressive person when assessing 
the whole HSU east debacle. But the idea that these objectives 
could be achieved by tightening the grip of the capitalist state on 
workers’ main weapon for defence in the class struggle should 
be dismissed straight away.

In her speech Ms Jackson noted that unions have had a unique 
place in Australian society and law. That “special place” was won 
in grim battles for survival; a concession from the country’s rul-
ing class following historic struggles around the turn of the last 
century. A wag once commented that if it weren’t for Australia’s 
system of arbitration, bosses and workers would have to fi ght it 
out in a fi gurative paddock with pick handles and the workers 
would win!

Big business was never happy with this “special place” and 
has tried ever since to weaken unions ideologically and to bring 
them into the main arena of the corporations law where they 
could be wiped out. That is big business’ special domain where 
they have the expertise to conceal their own dirty dealings and 
maintain their privileges and power. The use of sections 45D and 
E of the Trade Practices Act in recent times is an indication of 
how the big end of town would like to wage the class struggle.

The Wages and Incomes Accord of the 1980s helped foster 
the mentality that unions were simply another “stakeholder”, a 
“third party” or even “rent taker” sitting down at the table with 
the boss. The era of enterprise bargaining has cemented the idea. 
It was reported recently that there are more than 30 “bargain-
ing agents” lining up to represent workers at the Olympic Dam 
uranium, gold and copper mine in South Australia. The Australian 
Workers Union is just one of them. Needless to say, non-union 
and individual contracts are high on the agenda.

The idea that unions are the workers in an industry organis-
ing themselves and electing representatives has been blurred by 
ideologues serving the capitalists. It has been lost on some trade 
union leaderships including the ones noted by Kathy Jackson 
who maintain “war chests” fi lled with members’ funds to fi ght 
off any challenge from the rank and fi le – a self-perpetuating 
and self-serving bureaucracy. She also said the worst offenders 
are those affi liated to the Australian Labor Party and it is this 
observation that provides a clue for truly effective reform of 
trade union “governance”.

During much of Australia’s modern history, unions have been 
looked upon as a career pathway by aspiring Labor politicians. 
The degeneration accelerated when it became possible to go 
straight from university graduation to a staffer position with 
an ALP MP or researcher in a union offi ce and upwards to the 
leadership of the organisation without ever having worked in the 
relevant industry. It is unlikely that the ACTU’s current review of 
union management will suggest such a thing but key to cleaning 
out the corrupt factional warlords is to insist on unions being 
independent of any political party.

Communities stand 
against coal greed *
Anna Pha

Opposition is mounting across the 
Hunter Valley and NSW to Port 
Waratah’s Coal Services (PWCS) 
plans to build a fourth coal-loader 
terminal (T4) on Kooragang Island 
in Newcastle. Not so long ago 
farmers, horse breeders, wine 
producers, environmentalists, 
mine workers, concerned residents 
were seen protesting together with 
Greens, Communists and National 
Party members outside the NSW 
Parliament.

The last meeting of the Sydney 
Central Branch of the Communist 
Party of Australia heard two speakers 
from the region who pointed out the 
serious ramifi cations of T4.

John Shewan, senior spokesper-
son for the Wybong Action Group 
and Peter Kennedy a mine worker, 
environmentalist and member of 
the Communist Party addressed the 
meeting on the wider ramifi cations 
of the T4.

Shewan has had fi rst hand experi-
ence of the impact of open cut coal 
mining. Wybong was a thriving dairy 
and agricultural community west of 
Muswellbrook prior to Centennial 
Coal taking up an exploration lease 
in the area. Centennial Coal later sold 
the lease to Xtrata who developed the 
Mangola open cut coal mine with all 
of its devastating consequences.

John described the T4 as a bad 
deal. It would open the way for 
the expansion of coal fi elds in the 
bush and see a huge increase in 
the transportation of coal through 
residential areas including Singleton, 
Maitland, Mayfi eld, Waratah through 
to Newcastle.

Already local residents are sub-
jected to serious health risks from coal 
dust and diesel engine exhaust fumes 
and noise from trains.

The T4 would have the capacity 
to export 120 million tonnes of coal 
annually. The Port of Newcastle 
would become the biggest export 
terminal in the world.

But it was not just the question 
of health that brought such diverse 
forces together in opposing the T4. 

It will have serious ramifi cations for 
the future of one of Australia’s most 
important food bowls, for horse breed-
ing, wineries and other local industries 
as well as irreversibly destroy the 
local environment.

The trains would have up to 97 
wagons, the coal in the wagons would 
be uncovered, as it is now, giving off 
massive amounts of dust on windy 
days as well as heavy fumes contain-
ing suspended toxic diesel particles. 
The trains would run around the clock, 
every four minutes with a noise level 
of 60 decibels. The European standard 
sets 40 decibels as the maximum.

Serious health 
problems

The result, John said, would be 
a sky-rocketing of health problems 
– lungs, heart and mental resulting 
from loss of sleep at night.

“The go-ahead for new mines 
depends on the whim of the minister, 
not environmental concerns. By 2020, 
residents would be exposed to 137 
nightly trains passing between 11pm 
and 7am,” Shewan said.

The very fi ne droplets of fuel 
released into the atmosphere lock 
onto the dust particles. As these 
fi ne particles are ingested they are 
dragged down into the lungs. They 
are carcinogenic and can produce 
cardiac changes.

The dust from the open cut pits 
is sometimes very high in silica. It is 
another asbestos-like disaster.

The lung function of 30 percent 
of children in Singleton is already 
seriously affected, setting them up 
for health problems and a shorter life.

It affects young people’s brains; 
there is already evidence of higher 
rates of autism amongst children from 
existing mining activities.

It will destroy the lives of tens of 
thousands of people who live along 
the train route in smaller towns could 
be affected.

The Hunter Valley is a food basin 
and a home to the equine and wine 
industries. They will be destroyed by 
air and water pollution resulting from 
coal mining.

“The coal mining companies are 
profi ting at the expense of the com-
munity,” Peter Kennedy said.

He pointed to the environmental 
consequences of coal mining and the 
subsidy being given to the companies 
through the diesel fuel rebate – $2 
billion annually across all mines. “It 
works out that every individual in 
Australia gives $86 annually to an 
industry capable of paying its own 
fuel bills.

“The costs of health are social-
ised, while the billions of profi ts in 
NSW are privatised. More importantly 
we should be moving away from coal 
as rapidly as possible. T4 takes us in 
the wrong direction,” Kennedy said.

“There is the technology to move 
away from coal for energy.

“What will be left in the Hunter 
Valley – hundreds of acres of unus-
able land. Governments are allowing 
companies to destroy our country, 
poison our children and walk away.

“Native forests and scrubland 
will be destroyed. We will lose native 
species and plants, our heritage 
destroyed,” Kennedy said.

Shewan pointed out that it is not 
just one more coal loader; it takes 
us beyond the tipping point. It will 
not even be a job creator; it will be 
fully automated with only a hand-
ful of jobs – 25-30 at maximum, 
fl y-in-fl y-out.

The company’s environmental 
assessment does not deal with the 
health impact, does not address the 
heavy cost to the community with 
the loss of food production, wineries 
and equine industry. Already some 
farmers and wine producers have 
left the area and horse breeders are 
talking about it.

The minister is currently looking 
at submissions before making a fi nal 
decision.
For more information and links to 
other groups, visit wag.org.au.
*As The Guardian went to press 
the government announced that 
T4 had been “shelved”, meaning 
they will be back with it later. 
Nonetheless, an example of the 
power of a concerted community 
campaign. 

Vale Anne Duffy-Lindsay
The Communist Party of 
Australia is saddened to 
announce the death of a valued, 
respected and loved activist, 
Comrade Anne Duffy-Lindsay.

Everyone is invited to the 
funeral to be held on Friday 
June 22 at 12.30 pm at the 
Camellia Chapel, Macquarie Park 
Crematorium, cnr Plassey and 
Delhi Roads, North Ryde.

Flowers and/or donations to 
the Communist Party of Australia 
and/or Australian Aid to Ireland 
will be much appreciated.

The funeral will be followed 
by a wake at the Maritime Union 
of Australia rooms from 2 pm 
onwards at 365 Sussex Street, 
Sydney

A bus will depart from the 
Maritime Union rooms at 11am 
to take mourners to the funeral. It 
will depart at 2pm to return to the 
union rooms for the wake. Please 
ring Melissa on 02 9264 5024 to 
reserve a seat. 

Friday June 22 at 12.30 pm – Camellia Chapel, Macquarie Park Crematorium, North Ryde
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Thousands of public servants and 
other workers took part in the 
protest organised by Unions NSW 
last Wednesday against the state 
government’s plans to cut their 
workers’ compensation entitle-
ments. (See last week’s Guardian, 
13-06-2012) They also protested 
against the massive cuts to public 
sector jobs and services in the 
state government’s horror budget, 
handed down the day before.

Forget all the pre-election prom-
ises of no public sector job losses, 
better services, lower taxes and lower 
costs. Behaving like neo-liberals on 
steroids, Premier Barry O’Farrell and 
his treasurer Mike Baird did exactly 
the opposite, announcing an austerity 
program of service cuts, sackings and 
privatisations. The centrepiece of the 
budget is the housing hoax for fi rst 
homeowners.

The generous sounding grant for 
fi rst home buyers of $15,000 is limited 
to newly-constructed housing under 
$650,000. At the same time those who 
buy pre-existing accommodation lose 
the present grant of $7,000. Around 
85 percent of purchases by fi rst home 
buyers are for existing homes and 
most of the homes that qualify are 
out in the far west or northwest of 
Sydney and lack basic infrastructure 
and public transport.

The government refused to give 
details of the 10,000 public sector 
jobs that are on the line over the next 
four years; the one thing that is clear 
is that not all of the 15,000 job losses 
will be voluntary. Public sector unions 
have indicated they will instruct their 
members not to accept increases in 
workloads as a result of cuts.

Baird also refused to say which 
120 programs will be axed to save 
$1.2 billion.

Port Kembla Coal Terminal will 
be privatised and the government 
plans to sell off the future revenue 
stream from NSW Lotteries. There 
will be a new tax on property owners 
“to fund fi re and emergency services” 
– that sounds better than saying the 
aim is to make a budget surplus in 
two years time.

The one positive element in the 
budget is that a start will be made 
on the North West and South West 
Rail links.

Last Tuesday’s horror budget 
follows on from a trail of other 
announcements including the pri-
vatisation of Sydney Ferries, buses, 

electricity generators and a reduction 
in the number of public servants by 
5,000 in last year’s budget (a process 
which is already under way).

The government’s proposed 
changes to workers’ compensation 
include the loss of protection on the 
way to and from work, the capping 
of medical expenses and cutting 
out compensation after two and a 
half years for most injured workers, 
regardless of progress made towards 
recovery or needs.

Sydney’s ferries are already 
in the process of being privatised. 
Buses are next in line. As with the 
previous government, details regard-
ing privatisations are shrouded in 
secrecy. The one certainty is that 
these services will be contracted 
out with guarantees of profi t levels 
(with subsidies from government) 
for their new managers or owners 
and the public sector left to foot the 
bill when things go wrong.

Public education is set for a 
hammering. On May 31 the NSW 
Department of Education and 
Communities (DEC) began the gut-
ting of support for schools as part of 
the controversial Local Schools Local 
Decisions policy. The NSW Teachers’ 
Federation estimates that over 200 
positions that currently deliver sup-
port for schools in curriculum, student 
equity and professional development 
have been axed.

The Local Schools Local 
Decisions policy result in the destruc-
tion of public education with an end 
to centralised employment, career 
paths and permanent  employment 
for teachers. State schools will have 
similar autonomy to hire and fi re and 
manipulate budgets to the private 
(including church) schools. Salary 
scales will mean nothing. Quality 
education will be undermined. 
Casualisation of teaching and other 
staff will increase.

Last year public sector unions 
went on strike and marched against 
a government attack on public sec-
tor wages, jobs and services. The 
government was legislating to limit 
the increase in wages and salaries 
to 2.5 percent per annum for at least 
four years – in effect a reduction in 
real wages.

Any increase over and above that 
has to be funded out of job losses, 
higher workloads and cuts in resourc-
es and to services. The legislation 
also has the effect of denying public 
servants the right that other workers 
have to have their wages and working 

conditions heard before the Industrial 
Relations Commission.

Transport Workers Union mem-
bers were amongst those taking part 
in last Wednesday’s protest. They 
are also fi ghting government plans 
to put bus services across NSW out 
to tender. The tender process is to 
commence from July 1, 2012. “The 
tender process raises concerns about 
a possible race to the bottom and the 
undercutting of your pay and condi-
tions to seek to win contracts,” the 
TWU said.

“It is clearly completely unaccept-
able for the pay and conditions of bus 
drivers to be undercut to attempt to 
win contracts… 

“The current wage for a bus driver 
is too low, with a 38-hour week bring-
ing in a gross of less than $33,000. It 
is simply not good enough. It needs 
to be increased. A commitment to 
improve pay and conditions for bus 
drivers needs to form part of the 
minimum legal requirements for all 
bus tenders,” the TWU said.

Last Thursday, the people of NSW 
were hit again with news that as from 
next month their electricity bills will 
rise by another 18 percent! Families 
can expect to be forking out another 
$400 or more in electricity bills.

Park rangers have been taking 
industrial action over the govern-
ment’s plans to expand amateur hunt-
ing in National Parks. The O’Farrell 
government has relaxed the gun 
laws to buy job votes of the Shooters 
Party. 

Australia

Pete’s Corner

NSW Premier Barry O’Farrell and his Treasurer Mike Baird.

NSW hit with horror budget

Behaving like neo-liberals on steroids, 
Premier Barry O’Farrell and his 

treasurer Mike Baird did exactly the 
opposite, announcing an austerity 

program of service cuts, sackings and 
privatisations. 
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Darren Coyne

Aboriginal activists are calling 
for a more tolerant approach 
from police and governments 
towards the growing number of 
Aboriginal tent embassies that 
have sprung up across the nation. 
The United Nations has been 
informed of raids in Western 
Australia; court action is being 
considered in Queensland; and a 
protest was held outside New South 
Wales Parliament just last month.

The NSW protest, organised 
by the Indigenous Social Justice 
Association, called for an end to the 
over-zealous policing of embassies.

ISJA president Ray Jackson cited 
recent actions against campaigners 
at Musgrave Park in Queensland on 
May 16, and repeated raids on the 
Nyoongar Tent Embassy on Heirisson 
Island in Perth.

As well, more than 150 police 
were sent to James Price Point near 
Broome on May 21 to ensure protest-
ers at the Walmadan Tent Embassy 
were unable to prevent Woodside 
equipment being moved to the site 
of a proposed gas hub.

In the lead up to the rally, Mr 
Jackson issued a statement condemn-
ing the actions of police.

“They were peacefully camped 
on their traditional lands and holding 
constructive talks about what action 
would be required to have the relevant 
state governments to accept their 
right to locate a permanent sovereign 
embassy on their own lands, among 
other rights,” he said.

“That right has been accepted 
and won for the Tent Embassy in 
the ACT and it is our view that there 
must be granted by state and terri-
tory governments that permanent 
sovereign embassies be located in 

each capital city and/or any other 
designated location as chosen by the 
traditional owners.

“This is our right on our invaded 
lands ... our mobs were faced with the 
same intractable violence from the 
state and their police forces.

“This extreme and over-zealous 
reply is, of course, nothing new to our 
people. These hate campaigns against 
us have continued for over 224 years 
and will continue until we are fully 
recognised as being sovereign peoples 
and equal to the invader-governments 
of the stolen lands.”

Wayne “Coco” Wharton, one 
of more than 30 people arrested at 
Musgrave Park during the dawn 
raid on 16 May, told the Koori Mail 
newspaper that complaints had 
been lodged with the Crime and 
Misconduct Commission about the 
actions of police.

“We’re also meeting with lawyers 
to work out how we will pursue our 
defence of protecting our sacred 
site under the Queensland Cultural 
Heritage legislation,” he said. “We 
notifi ed each of those police that 
they were in breach of cultural herit-
age laws.”

After 200 police had dismantled 
the Aboriginal embassy, protes-
tors marched on Parliament House. 
Indigenous leader Sam Watson, who 
attended a subsequent meeting with 
Brisbane Lord Mayor Graham Quirk, 
told the Koori Mail it had been agreed 
to shift the embassy to another section 
of the park.

A smaller group of protesters 
continues to camp at the new site.

Mr Watson said negotiations were 
continuing to establish a permanent 
cultural centre in Musgrave Park, 
but in the interim Jagara Hall would 
be utilised more by the Aboriginal 
community.

Mr Watson said the Indigenous 
community was excited at the 
prospect of formal ownership over 
the site.

“For the fi rst time our connection, 
our right to have a say in the way in 
which this park is used, has fi nally 
been acknowledged by the authori-
ties,” he said.

Mr Watson said the council had 
agreed to construct a plaque at the 
original tent embassy site where an 
ancient bora ring (a ritual area) was 
once located.

He said a barrier would also be 
erected around the site, with a June 29 
meeting planned to allow a working 
group to move forward with the plans.

Sovereignty
Meanwhile, the Aboriginal sov-

ereignty movement led by Michael 

Anderson, the last surviving founder 
of the Tent Embassy in Canberra, 
called on the United Nations to 
send peacekeepers to protect them 
against “increasing aggression by the 
Australian authorities”.

“We have already put the UN 
Secretary-General, Ban Ki Moon, 
on notice that we are in need of 
UN peacekeepers as the Australian 
authorities are increasing their 
aggression against our sovereignty 
movement,” Mr Anderson said in a 
statement approved by Aboriginal 
people resisting the gas hub at James 
Price Point in Western Australia.

Mr Anderson said all the embas-
sies that had been set up across the 
country were being harassed by local 
authorities.

He said the camps were estab-
lished to “make a vocal statement 

about the atrocity of the nature of 
the proposed Woodside gas hub on 
the pristine land and sea ecology, and 
defend the rights of Aboriginal people 
and locals to have a say in the future 
of the state of the environment in the 
Kimberley”.

“Police have been intimidating 
and harassing local families and 
their supporters by deregistering cars 
suspected of having involvement 
with the Walmandany Embassy, and 
have been performing additional drug 
and alcohol testing on them,” Mr 
Anderson said.

“The ‘protestors’ are generally 
concerned local residents, mothers, 
fathers and families who believe 
that the proposed gas hub will have 
a tragic impact on the Kimberley 
environment.”
Koori Mail 

Embassy backers 
call for tolerance

Court victory vindicates CFMEU
A recent attack on militant trade 
unionism has been beaten back 
with the dismissal of a con-
spiracy case against Multiplex, 
the Construction Division of the 
CFMEU and former union state 
Secretary Andrew Ferguson. 
CFMEU state secretary Brian 
Parker said the fi nding was “a 
complete and comprehensive 
vindication of the building union 
and its former leadership.’’

Justice McDougall, who heard 
the case in the NSW Supreme 
Court, said there was no evidence 
to link Mr Ferguson with corrupt 
activities.

He dismissed the conspiracy 
case launched by David Ballard, a 
demolition contractor.

Ballard claimed the CFMEU 
had put pressure on Multiplex after 
he arranged for Channel Nine’s A 
Current Affair to fi lm a confronta-
tion between himself and union 
offi cials.

Ballard alleged that the con-
struction giant Multiplex conspired 
with the CFMEU to drive his busi-
ness, Stoneglow Demolition, out of 
business.

The company was working on 
the Pitt Street Mall Multiplex site 
when his contract was terminated.

Justice McDougall said there 
were proper commercial rea-
sons for Multiplex terminating 

Stoneglow’s contract, including 
Stoneglow’s precarious fi nancial 
state.

Stoneglow went into adminis-
tration in February 1997.

Justice McDougall found the 
alleged conspiracy – said to have 
been formed by Mr Ferguson and 
Multiplex employees at a coffee 
shop 11 months after the ACA pro-
gram aired – did not exist.

Brian Parker said: “Justice 
McDougall has completely reject-
ed Ballard’s claim that the union 
and Mutliplex conspired to drive 
him out of business.

“In the 240-page judgement 
the evidence of the plaintiff and 
his witnesses is described in vari-
ous parts as ‘false’, ‘implausible’ 
and ‘far fetched’.

“In particular he says the evi-
dence of Craig Bates was motivat-
ed by ‘a desire to obtain revenge’ 
against Mr Ferguson and sugges-
tions he was a ‘serial liar’ were 
‘not far from the truth’ ”.

By contrast the evidence of 
witnesses for the CFMEU, includ-
ing former national secretary Stan 
Sharkey, former NSW president 
Peter McClelland and retired mem-
ber Ludwig Strutzenberger was 
in the Justice’s words “ ‘honest’, 
‘solid’, ‘forthright’ and ‘credible’ ”.

Costs estimated at over $15 
million were awarded to the 

defendants in the four-year long 
court action.

“We are delighted by this vic-
tory,” Communist Party of Australia 
(CPA) General Secretary Dr 
Hannah Middleton said.

“The CPA has great respect for 
the CFMEU as a principled and 
militant trade union which has a 
superb reputation for defending its 
members and fi ghting for social jus-
tice for many marginalised groups 
in Australia and internationally.

“This is just the latest in  a 
series of attacks that the CFMEU 
has fought off. They include the 
secret police tactics used against 
union members by the infa-
mous Australian Building and 
Construction Commission to the 
fi rebombing of the CFMEU offi ce 
in Sydney.

“The union has survived all this 
and come out as a stronger cham-
pion of the workers, the disadvan-
taged and marginalised.

“Throughout the years this case 
lasted, we never for one moment 
believed that Andrew Ferguson was 
corrupt.

“In our experience he was and 
is an honest, strong advocate of the 
working class, willing to work with 
a wide range of forces for the rights 
of individuals and groups suffering 
under capitalism.

“We congratulate Andrew and 
the CFMEU on their win,” Dr 
Middleton said. 

Police and Aboriginal activists negotiate at Musgrave Park in Brisbane after offi cers moved in on 16 May.

Photo: Anna Pha
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Malcolm Fraser has become the 
darling of some progressive circles 
in recent times. The key fi gure 
in the coup against the Whitlam 
Government in 1975 appears to 
have spent the latter years of his 
retirement atoning for some of the 
divisions and suffering he had a 
major part in causing during his 
years as Prime Minister and as a 
minister in various pre-Whitlam 
Coalition governments. The 
late Bob Santamaria, an arch-
reactionary commentator and 
strategist of the Catholic right in 
Australia in his prime, appeared to 
undergo a similar transformation 
in his twilight years.

Malcolm Fraser would have 
cemented his small “l” liberal 
reputation with his Whitlam Oration 
earlier this month. In an address 
entitled “Politics, Independence and 
the National Interest: the legacy of 
power and how to achieve a peaceful 
Western Pacifi c”, the former PM went 
to considerable lengths to identify 
himself with the more progressive 
trends of Australian political life and 
history. He paid homage to Whitlam’s 
role in ending the White Australia 
Policy and the pioneering initiative 
in recognising the People’s Republic 
of China. He lauded his predecessor’s 
part in the formulation of Aboriginal 
land rights legislation.

On the way through, Fraser 
lamented the return of the message of 
White Australia following the Tampa 
incident and a “race to the bottom” on 
the part of the major parties in terms 
of policy towards asylum seekers. He 
noted the failure to address Aboriginal 
disadvantage and dispossession and 
the further monopolisation of the 
media. “We have seen how in rela-
tion to the mining industry, three 
enormously wealthy individuals have 
sought to exercise political power, 
totally disproportionate to the merit 
of their argument,” he said.

For all his identifi cation with 
progressive causes he said that he 
would probably still take the same 
steps he took in 1975 to depose his 
friend Gough Whitlam. He recast 
himself as a life-long opponent of 
Apartheid and even tried to portray 
Menzies as an Australian nationalist 
and a visionary ahead of his times.

The most quoted parts of the 
address dealt with the Australia/US 
alliance. It is stunning in these days 
of the dominant right-wing agenda 
for someone with as much infl uence 
over public opinion as a former 
prime minister to show anything but 
total devotion to this most sacred 
of political cows. He cast doubt on 
the judgement of successive US 
administrations in trying to impose 

its “democratic values” on socie-
ties as varied as Vietnam, Iraq and 
Afghanistan. It would be too much 
to expect Fraser to question the true 
motives behind the US’s seemingly 
endless list of military adventures. 
The fact that he questions the wisdom 
of Australia’s endorsement of virtually 
all of them is, nevertheless, “brave” 
in respectable company.

Fraser is clear about the origins of 
ANZUS. It arose out of the Australia’s 
predicament in the early years of 
WWII. Britain was pre-occupied with 
the very real prospect of invasion by 
Nazi Germany. We were facing immi-
nent occupation by imperial Japan.

“Once it became clear that Britain 
could not help us, we transferred 
our sense of dependence, which had 
dogged Australia since Federation, 
from Britain to the United States. That 
sense of dependence remains. Today 
I believe we should be old enough 
and mature enough to grow out of 
it,” he observed.

Fraser pointed out that the expec-
tation of Australian governments that 
the US would rush to our aid with 
arms no matter what, was not sup-
ported by historical experience and, 
as a result, Australia could afford the 
luxury of disagreeing with Uncle Sam 
a bit more often. It would certainly 
help to partly restore our damaged 
image in the Western Pacifi c and 
South-East Asia.

The most topical and vital foreign 
affairs topic dealt with at some length 
by Fraser was the US’s relationship 
with China and its signifi cance for 
Australia. Fraser says the US has a 
“two-track” strategy in its dealings 
with China. One is to pursue reas-
suring dialogue about economic 
and security matters; the other is to 
“contain” China’s infl uence with a 
ring of military bases and alliances. 
The US strenuously denies any policy 
of containment and talks instead of 
“rebalancing” military power to the 
Pacifi c.

“If that is the true American 
attitude, why does the United States 
talk of rebalancing military power to 
the Pacifi c? They already have mas-
sive power in the Pacifi c. More than 
all other nations combined. Do they 
really need more, for what purpose? 
What is the need to enhance naval 
cooperation with the Philippines and 
Singapore? What useful purpose do 
marines based in Darwin fulfi l?  What 
is the purpose of spy planes on Cocos 
Island? Add to this, strategic discus-
sions involving the United States, 
India and Japan and naval exercises 
between those three countries.”

Fraser doesn’t concede the pos-
sibility that the US and its allies are 
actively preparing for war with China; 
a third “track” in its policy towards 
an emerging economic rival.

Fraser notes that China is not 
engaging in an arms race and that it 
would be starting from a ridiculously 
disadvantaged position in any case. 
China does not want the US to with-
draw its infl uence from the region 
or to suffer a sudden, catastrophic 
economic collapse. Fraser would 
like China and the US to be genu-
ine partners for peace and progress 
in the region. Australia’s foreign 
policy should be built on a different 
principle:

“It should be to establish a con-
cert of nations with both the United 
States and China having equal seats 
at the table and other nations being 
appropriately involved.

“We should make it clear that we 
are opposed to the policy of contain-
ment. We should not take any actions 
that can be construed as supporting 
that objective and we should not 
support actions which suggest that 
military solutions offer an appropriate 
path to a peaceful Western Pacifi c, 
East and South-East Asia. That would 
be an assertion of Australian policy, 
principled and practical. It would 
gain support from many countries 
throughout the region.”

Hear, hear! For all his sound 
advice, Fraser supports the US alli-
ance, albeit a looser, more equal and 
better informed one. He sees the 
US historically and currently as a 
force for good. According to Fraser, 
disasters like Vietnam, Iraq and 
Afghanistan are misadventures moti-
vated by good intentions to establish 
“democracy” and the rule of law.

The reality that Australian govern-
ments have acted in the interests of 
the country’s ruling class to hitch our 
wagon to the interests of US imperi-
alism is, quite naturally, beyond the 
capacity of the former PM for frank-
ness. This analysis would, however, 
provide answers for the numerous 
questions posed by Fraser during his 
Whitlam Oration. Nevertheless, there 
are some pearls of wisdom for those 
in positions of power in Australia 
today if they are prepared to listen. 
One concerns the future:

“… there are some things that are 
likely, one of them is that if the United 
States believes the way to establish 
good relations with China is to have 
a military alliance of nations whose 
purpose is to limit China’s infl uence, 
or to contain China, the United States 
is mistaken. This is the wrong way 
to preserve peace and security.  We 
should not be part of it.” 

Museum Victoria had its funding cut by $1 million and in 
order to balance its books it decided to axe its work experi-
ence program. This will result in hundreds of students losing 
an opportunity to have work experience at Scienceworks, the 
Immigration Museum and the Melbourne Museum. During 
work experience year 10 students spend a week in the work-
force. The program has a very good reputation and the 
participating students are highly appreciative of the experience. 
They are only paid $5 a day for transport costs. The Careers 
Education Association of Victoria is urging its members to write 
to Museum Victoria in an effort to save the program. It is iron-
ic that a program for young people that has a proven good 
track record and does not cost the earth should be terminated.

Next month full-body scanners will start operating at eight 
international terminals. Earlier this year the federal govern-
ment assured the travelling public that the scanners will be 
safe and discreet and will be set in such a way that only a 
generic stick-fi gure image is shown to protect passengers’ pri-
vacy. However documents released under the freedom of 
information act show that the scanners will reveal all, includ-
ing prostheses. Breast Cancer Network Australia has already 
alerted its 70,000 members that prosthesis wearers should 
carry a doctor’s letter and speak to the security staff before 
the scanning. Privacy issues continue to be of concern but the 
Transport Department is determined that as no personal infor-
mation would be collected, stored or disclosed during the full 
body-scanning process, the National Privacy Principles did 
not apply. It remains to be seen whether it will work in practice.

Melbourne Water deserves a gold medal for innovative fl eec-
ing of the population. In a story which will surely go down as a 
priceless example of bureaucracy gone completely bonkers 
Melbourne Water has been charging customers for something 
that does not exist – a desalination plant that is not operation-
al. And it is planning to do so for another eight months. And it 
was not going to return the money immediately. Melbourne Water 
had discovered $306 million in excess charges to its customers 
which means an average of about $177 a household to cover the 
operating costs of the desalination plant. It refused to refund the 
customers immediately and offered to offset people’s water bills 
over fi ve years. Imagine doing the same to Melbourne Water! 
When is a theft not a theft? If a product or a service is not provid-
ed but the money is charged surely somebody has to answer. It 
does not look as if Melbourne Water is getting away with it amid 
a storm of protest from customers and threats of legal actions.

Fraser’s Whitlam Oration

Former Prime Minister Malcolm Fraser.

World Refugee Day RallyWorld Refugee Day Rally

War and oppression creates refugees. Capitalism creates war and oppression. 
Refugees are workers who are running from bombs and running from starvation. 
They go to countries like Greece, the United States, Egypt, Malaysia and Korea 

where they are constantly being threatened with deportation. They come to countries 
like Australia in boats and are locked up in immigration detention centres. 2012 
marks 20 years of mandatory detention of refugees arriving in boats in Australia.

World wide, workers will be marching in defence of refugees.

Join us in protest on World Refugee Day
SYDNEY: Sunday 24 June 2012 at 1pm Sydney Town Hall, 483 George Street
aawl.org.au/content/world-refugee-day-rally
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The recent visit by US Secretary of Defence 
Leon Panetta to three South American 
countries, and the installation of a Southern 
Command base in Concón, Chile, show the 
deepening of the military presence of the 
Pentagon in the region.

“We’ll really try to develop a key part of our 
new defence strategy, which is to … reinforce 
some very innovative partnerships in a very 
important region of the world that represents a 
key security interest for the United States,” said 
Panetta, aboard the military aircraft that took 
him on his fi rst visit to the region as defence 
secretary.

Panetta made three stopovers: in Colombia 
he reaffi rmed the mission of Plan Colombia, to 
export security to the countries of the region, 
in particular to Central America and Mexico; 
in Brazil he attempted to lure the country with 
promises, to bring the world’s sixth-largest econ-
omy closer to Washington’s orbit; and fi nally, 
in Chile his visit coincided with the opening of 
the fi rst military base of the Southern Command 
in that country, specialising in urban warfare.

His words revealed the objectives of the 
Pentagon’s policy in the region: innovate, 
modify and deepen security policies, in line 
with the new national defence strategy issued 
by President Obama in early January, 2012. 
The focus shifts from the Middle East to the 
Asia-Pacifi c region, and to attract allies, the US 
proposes building partnerships in the form of “a 
network of alliances across the globe,” offering 
the partners “technology transfer, intelligence 
sharing and foreign military sales.”

In each of the countries visited, Panetta’s 
speech and objectives were appropriate for the 
current level of collaboration and the strategic 
objectives that were outlined.

Plan Colombia: 
exporting security

“For many years, Colombia was considered 
a simple recipient of aid, but some time ago it 
converted itself into an exporter of knowledge 
and skills,” explained Colombian Defence 
Minister Juan Carlos Pinzón, in a press confer-
ence together with Panetta.

For years it’s been known that Colombia 
trains Mexican police offi cers and soldiers; 
now it’s also happening in Central America. In 
January 2011, the Washington Post published 
an extensive article in which it claimed that 
Colombia has already trained more than 7,000 
Mexican police offi cers and soldiers to confront 
the drug cartels, with training sessions taking 
place in both countries.

According to the newspaper, the United 
States fi nances a part of the training (the US 
has contributed US$9 billion to Plan Colombia) 
and turns to the Colombians to get around “anti-
yankee” nationalism that exists in Mexico. For 
its part, Colombia is trying to position itself as 
a country that can contribute to resolving the 
security problems of the hemisphere.

The recent scandal in Honduras is a good 
example of the problems that lead to the inter-
vention of US armed personnel. Four civilians 
were killed in early May – among them two 
pregnant women – in an operation involving 
the US Drug Enforcement Administration 
(DEA). Days after the operation, the popula-
tion of Ahuas, the village on the Caribbean 
coast where the operation took place, rose up, 
burned government buildings, and claimed that 
those killed were fi shermen, not drug traffi ckers.

With the US economic crisis and budget 
cuts, the importance of Colombia as a provider 
of security services has only increased. “In 
the context of limited resources of the United 
States for defence … we have an opportunity 
to partner together with other nations so they 
become security exporters,” said Pentagon press 
secretary George Little.

Mexico and Central America are not the 
only destinations of this “innovative” Colombian 
export. In a distant country, governed by a 
progressive president, the Colombian secu-
rity “assistance” has been denounced by the 

Paraguayan branch of Service of Peace and 
Justice (SERPAJ-PY). According to a report 
by the organisation, “the Colombian govern-
ment has become the principal advisor to the 
Paraguayan government with regard to security,” 
through “an agreement to receive advice, train-
ing and support from Colombian intelligence 
organisations and special forces.”

The Colombian assistance manifests itself in 
three areas: arms sales, including more than 500 
Galil rifl es in 2010; advising and intelligence 
work “with prosecutors and judges, special 
police corps, and economically powerful groups 
such as ranchers and businessmen”; and the 
“training of the Operational Force of Special 
Police (FOPE).” Colombia’s Unifi ed Action 
Group for Personal Liberty (GAULA) spent 
two and a half months in Paraguay, training 
35 police offi cers.

And lastly, several media outlets reported 
that in 2011 Colombia trained 107 police offi c-
ers from 13 countries in the region: Mexico, 
Costa Rica, Brazil, Ecuador, Guatemala, Belize, 
Honduras, Bolivia, Paraguay, the Dominican 
Republic and Panama. In the same vein, Panetta 
said he planned to establish a State Partnership 
Program between Colombia and the US National 
Guard, to cooperate with other partners “includ-
ing Chile, Peru and Uruguay.”

Chile and urban warfare
“Financed by the United States, a base was 

built in record time at Fort Aguayo for the train-
ing of soldiers specialised in urban operations,” 
reported Chilean newspaper El Ciudadano. The 
facilities were built in Concón, 30 kilometres 
north of Valparaíso, and they constitute part 
of the Military Operations on Urban Terrain 
(MOUT) program of the Southern Command.

The Chilean military base at Fort Aguayo 
houses the 2nd Marine Detachment, “recognised 
as the best-prepared in the Chilean Navy.” In 
2003, “non-commissioned offi cers recruited 
candidates to work in private security outposts 
in Iraq for the US fi rm Blackwater.”

The facilities for urban warfare (MOUT) 
were constructed in only six months, on the 
fort’s grounds, with US$456,000 contributed by 
the Southern Command. It was opened on April 
5, 2012. The base “consists of eight buildings, 
one with two stories and the others with a single 
fl oor, that together resemble a miniature city,” 
suitable for urban combat training.

When President Obama visited Chile in 
March 2011, a treaty of cooperation was signed 
between the two countries, involving the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). Six 
months later, Chilean Defence Minister Andrés 
Allamand “signed a cooperation agreement 
that permits the deployment of US troops on 
Chilean soil, in the event that the Chilean Army’s 
resources are ‘exceeded for some emergency 
situation.’”

Chile has gained in importance in the 
Pentagon’s strategy ever since several countries 
in the region – such as Argentina, Bolivia, 
Uruguay and Venezuela – stopped sending 
troops to the Western Hemisphere Institute for 
Security Cooperation (WHINSEC), formerly 
known as the School of the Americas. In con-
trast, Chile, which sent over 3,800 soldiers to 
train at the School of the Americas, has in this 
new stage been sending “roughly 190 students 
every year since 2006.”

Panetta’s visit to Chile occurred at just the 
moment when the third phase of exercise PKO-A 
2012 (Peacekeeping Operations-Americas) took 
place, coordinated by the Southern Command. 
The fi rst phase took place in Concón, and the 
fi nal phase in Santiago. According to Minister 
Allamand, “in Latin America the days of mili-
tary interventions – internal as well as external 
– have come to an end; today the proper word 
is cooperation.”

The director of the Chilean Joint 
Peacekeeping Operations Centre (CECOPAC), 
Colonel Claudio Zanetti, explained in clear 
terms what “cooperation” means: “Since it is 
very complicated for US public opinion when 
soldiers are sent to die in other countries, after 
the invasions in Iraq and Afghanistan, the US 
opts instead for the training of soldiers from 

other countries who now act under the mandate 
of the United Nations.” Zanetti added that “the 
term ‘enemy’ is no longer used because one is 
going to establish or impose peace.”

As we can see, it is the same logic as when 
Colombia takes care of training Mexican and 
Central American soldiers: it avoids the direct 
involvement of US troops. Panetta used more 
diplomatic language in Chile: it is not the United 
States looking after the security and defence of 
countries in the region, but “rather together to 
face common enemies.”

Social movements were swift in their criti-
cism. Human rights lawyer Alejandra Arriaza, 
executive secretary of CODEPU, said that “they 
are going to give the old enemy the name that 
they deem appropriate for those whom they want 
to fi ght,” and that the current training was cre-
ated to “destroy any kind of social mobilisation.”

Human rights organisations mobilised and 
sent a letter to the Chilean defence minister in 
early May. It was signed by: SERPAJ-Chile, 
OLCA, the Víctor Jara Foundation, Le Monde 
Diplomatique-Chile, CODEPU, the Martin 
Luther King Ecumenical Community, the 
Argentine League for the Rights of Man, the 
Alternative Nobel Peace Prize, Paraguayan 
Martín Almada, and others.

Alicia Lira, president of the Association of 
Relatives of the Politically Executed (AFEP), 
linked the training centre for urban warfare in 
Concón with the popular uprisings in Aysén 
and Calama and the student movement. But the 
groups are seen as “a scheme of insurgency” 
because they are considered an “enemy within.”

Brazil: Attract or neutralise?
Panetta’s most important stop was in Brazil. 

The crucial moment was the speech he delivered 
at the Superior War College in Rio de Janeiro, 
the most prestigious military institution in 
the country, founded in 1949 and frequented 
by business and political elites. It was a fi ne 
speech, well formulated to keep Brazil within 
Washington’s sphere of infl uence.

Panetta began by mentioning a few loca-
tions, praising the “great beauty” of the city and 
“its beaches,” then divulging that he is the son of 
poor Italian immigrants, as a way to explain that 
“I feel a very strong connection to this place.” 

Soon he came to the main topic: defence. 
“We are at a critical point in the history of our 
two nations where we have the opportunity 
to forge a new, strong, innovative security 
relationship for the future,” said the secretary 
of defence. Therefore, “we have before us a 
truly historic opportunity to build that defence 
partnership – a strategic partnership based on 
mutual interest and mutual respect.”

He analysed the fi ve aspects of the new US 

defence strategy: forces that are smaller but more 
agile, armed with better technology; “rebalance 
our global posture to emphasise the threats in 
the Asia-Pacifi c region”; build defence alliances 
on all continents; maintain the capacity to defeat 
more than one enemy at a time; and “prioritise 
and protect investments in new technologies” 
for unmanned systems, space, cyberspace and 
special operations.

Panetta said the White House has approved 
almost 4,000 export license requests to Brazil 
for advanced technologies, from weapons and 
aircraft to integrated combat systems for navy 
ships and submarines. He said that the govern-
ment of the United States does this “only for our 
closest allies and partners.” He then advocated 
the purchase of Boeing Super Hornet fi ghter 
aircraft. (Brazil is currently leaning towards the 
Dassault Rafale aircraft from France.)

In addition he explained that the new strat-
egy assumes the incorporation of additional 
nations to the global security regime. In this 
context, he advocated a “new dialogue” with 
Brazil, which in his opinion had been initiated 
by Obama and Dilma Rousseff in Washington 
months before. But he included a sentence that 
reveals how he understands the collaboration: 
“With our deepening partnership, Brazil’s 
strength is more than ever our strength.”

Evidence of intent
Everyone can judge for themselves the kind 

of alliance the Pentagon is proposing to Brazil. 
In my view, it’s about observing what is there 
behind the speeches and the acts, the undeclared 
objectives that are pursued, as Noam Chomsky 
describes when analysing the war on drugs: “To 
determine the real objectives, we can adopt 
the legal principle saying that the predictable 
consequences constitute evidence of intent.”

“The war on drugs,” Chomsky says, “is 
an attempt to control the democratisation of 
social forces”, because “it is a thin cover for 
counterinsurgency abroad” and “at home it 
functions as … ‘social cleansing’,” resulting 
in the mass imprisonment of black youth. 
Therefore, he concludes, the “failure” of the war 
on drugs is “intentional,” since what it seeks is 
the destruction of the social fabric by violence, 
and “to destroy autonomous economic efforts 
of diverse communities in the region, to the 
benefi t of powerful interests.”

In the case of relations with Brazil, the 
Pentagon’s objective appears to consist of 
accepting that Brazil will expand its military 
power – that much is inevitable – but subor-
dinate to the United States. And if Brazil does 
not agree to be a subordinate? Could it run the 
risk of being considered an enemy country?
Information Clearing House 

US Secretary of Defence Leon Panetta.

The Pentagon seeks to regain 
the initiative in South America

The US proposes building partnerships in the form of “a network 
of alliances across the globe,” offering the partners “technology 

transfer, intelligence sharing and foreign military sales.”
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Stop 
the killing 
spree of the 
killer drones
Bruce McPhie 

It is time for everyone to become well 
informed about the criminal use of 
unmanned drone planes in extra-judicial 
assassinations and war crimes. 

Don’t be deceived by the offi cial lies that 
they only target “terrorists”! 

Consider these words of a concerned 
American citizen: 

“ ... I wonder what it means for me as a 
privileged citizen of an empire ... while my gov-
ernment unleashes hellish droves of machines 
into the sky to spy and to torture and kill in 
my name”.

Brian Terrell in The Drone and the Cross, 
a Good Friday Meditation, 2012. 

Brian lives in Iowa and is a co-coordinator 
of Voices for Creative Nonviolence. He spent 
Good Fridays of 2009 and 2011 in jails in 
Nevada and New York after protesting at US 
Air Force drone operation centres. 

informationclearinghouse.info/article30999.htm 
For Australians, there is the distinct and 

frightening possibility of a US drone base being 
established here. For everyone, there is the moral 
question of the extent of our complicity in war 
crimes, even by our silence or ignorance, and 
what we should do about it.

From Vietnam to Afghanistan, Australia 
is always “All the way with the USA”, in one 
horrendous war crime after another. As an 
Australian, and a citizen of the world, I person-
ally fi nd this utterly insulting, humiliating and 
intolerable. 

Can you understand and share my disgust? 
Australia is already thoroughly implicated 

in the US war machine and has effectively lost 
its independent foreign policy due to hosting 
many important US military bases over which 
Australians have little knowledge and no control. 
These US military bases involve Australia in 
every US war, whether we wish to be or not.

More recently, Australia has agreed to 
the permanent stationing of thousands of US 
Marines at a base in Darwin. This is effectively 
a foreign occupation, a new level of subservi-
ence, and a potentially provocative threat in the 
region, yet where is the protest? Where is the 
informed debate? 

At a time when US military personnel and 
offi cial government policies are more and more 
showing their arrogance and sadism, engaging in 
endless war crimes and atrocities in country after 
country, and making more and more enemies 
in the process, do we really want to be aligned 
even more with this declining and dangerous 
empire and its criminal war machine? 

It is very diffi cult to remove these evils, but 
Australians still may have a chance to at least 
prevent another new evil from happening. If 
we mobilise now, maybe we can prevent a US 
killer drone base being established in Australia! 

One thing we absolutely can and must do 
is make sure that no Australian government 
can ever get public support or acquiescence to 
allow any foreign military power to establish 
a drone command and control base on any 
Australian territory. Such a drone base would 
show our further moral and political degrada-
tion as a nation.

Only a very vigorous public education cam-
paign might have some chance of successfully 
stopping this truly frightening possibility. But 
we must start now before it is too late!

Both the US and Australian governments 
have recently raised this as a possibility, presum-
ably in order to test public reaction to the idea. 
If there is no effective opposition, a drone base 
will likely be established in Australia, perhaps at 

Cocos Islands. If they achieve this, Australians 
will be even more implicated in war crimes, and 
we will create even more enemies.

A drone base in Australia is most likely on 
the drawing boards already. The US military has 
already announced its intention to massively 
increase the use of deadly drones around the 
world, including against countries with which 
it is not even at war. This blatant aggression 
grossly violates principles of national sover-
eignty and international law.

The public is being deliberately misinformed 
to believe that drone attacks only target “high-
value terrorists” in “precision strikes”. This is a 
deliberate lie. How “precise” can a 500-pound 
bomb be when it lands on you and takes out your 
family and neighbours as well? And what about 
the deliberate strategy to then target innocent 
people who come to the rescue to help after 
the bombing, and innocent participants in the 
funerals of the victims? 

The true number of innocent men, women 
and children now being slaughtered, maimed and 
made orphans and homeless by unmanned US 
drones is being deliberately ignored, because it is 
truly shocking. So far, as many as 3,000 people 
including hundreds of non-combatants, children, 
and even American citizens have been killed. 
Drones have already killed peaceful political 
opponents. Growing numbers of innocent civil-
ians will be the inevitable “collateral damage”.

The US is the number one user of drones, 
but now over 50 countries have them. Imagine 
the chaos and lawlessness if other countries fol-
low the US lead and decide to use killer drones 
as their weapon of choice. We must stop it now!

There is little discussion about the long-
term consequences of all this carnage, and how 
many new “enemies” it must inevitably create. 
Drones represent extra-judicial murder, often in 
secrecy, without accountability, against the rule 
of law and the presumption of innocence until 
proven guilty. Absolutely anyone, anywhere, can 
now be labelled a “terrorist” (whether they are 
or are not), and then targeted for assassination 
by unmanned drones, on the whim of the US 
President or the CIA, even without their prior 
knowledge and in violation of all the normal 
legal rights we used to take for granted.

Do we really believe that being implicated 
in this criminal and reckless behaviour is in our 
personal or national interests? Does it make the 
world safer or more dangerous?

I believe that if the true facts about the 
ongoing and escalating drone warfare were 
known to the general public, most people would 
be outraged and would oppose such inhumane 
and criminal activities and any participation in 
it. Of course this is precisely why governments 
lie, and the compliant mass media reports their 
lies as truth.

The CIA and US government may not want 
people challenging their imperialist killing spree, 
but the people have a right to know the truth. 
The Australian people should get well informed 
and demand that no Australian government 
ever allows any drone base to be established 
anywhere in Australia. People everywhere need 
to mobilise against the evil killer drones.

No US drone base in Australia! Stop the 
killer drone warfare! 

Please take up this timely and important 
campaign in any way you can: 
• Spread the word via your social media.
• Write to your local newspaper.
• Express your opposition to your Member of 

Parliament.
• Contact any organisation you know that 

might take up this campaign.
The Beacon 

CONTRADICTIONS

Live atom bombs for peace

Plutonium is good for kids

Napalm is nourishing for your skin

Armageddon icebergs in my living room

War on terrorism is a global dose of methadone

World trade… world slave trade

World bank… World’s greediest bank

International monetary fund…

International mayhem fund…

Oil prices naturally go down, once upon a pipeline

Acid fi scal rain

Free trade will carry your children

Into sweat shop exploitation

Blood drenched Iraqis

Are collateral damage for democracy

Dead American soldiers are not to be fi lmed

For the six o’clock news, it’s unpatriotic

Land mines do not kill children…

If they don’t play with them…

Canvas hearted ceo of our oldest bank

Announces 3.3 billion dollar profi t

1000 workers must be sacked for this poor result

All factories confi scated by loneliness

Unemployed Australian boat people

Heading for china…

Trevor Thomas
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Conn Hallinan

Nobel Laureate economist Joseph 
Stiglitz characterises the Spanish 
bank bailout as “voodoo econom-
ics” that is certain to “fail.” New 
York Times economic analyst 
Andrew Ross Sorkin agrees: “By 
now it should be apparent that the 
bailout has failed – or at least on 
its way to failing.” And columnist 
and Nobel Prize-winning economist 
Paul Krugman bemoans that 
Europe (and the US) “are repeating 
ancient mistakes” and asks, “why 
does no one learn from them?”

Indeed, at first glance, the 
European Union’s response to the 
economic chaos gripping the continent 
does seem a combination of profound 
delusion, and what a British reporter 
called “sado-monetarism” – endless 
cutbacks, savage austerity, and wide-
spread layoffs.

But whether something “works” 
or not depends on what you do for 
a living.

If you work at a regular job, you 
are in deep trouble. Spanish unem-
ployment is at 25 percent – much 
higher in the country’s southern 
regions – and 50 percent among 
young people. In one way or another, 
those fi gures – albeit not quite as 
high – are replicated across the Euro 
Zone, particularly in those countries 
that have sipped from Circe’s bailout 
cup: Ireland, Portugal, and Greece.

But if you are Josef Ackermann 
heading up the Deutsche Bank, you 
earned an 8 million Euro bonus 
in 2012, because you successfully 
manipulated the past four years of 
economic meltdown to make the bank 
bigger and more powerful than it was 
before the 2008 crash. In 2009, when 
people were losing their jobs, their 
homes, and their pensions, Deutsche 
Bank’s profi ts soared 67 percent, 
eventually raking in almost 8 billion 
Euros for 2011. The bank took a hit 
in 2012, but the Spanish bailout will 
help recoup Deutsche Bank’s losses 
from its gambling spree in Spanish 
real estate.

And, just in case you thought iro-
ny was dead, it was the Spanish hous-
ing bubble that tanked that country’s 

economy – at the time Madrid’s debt 
was among the lowest in the Euro 
Zone – and German banks (as well as 
Dutch, French, British and Austrian) 
fi nanced that bubble. German banks 
also fi nanced the real estate bubble 
that crashed Ireland’s economy. Some 
60 percent of Deutsche Bank’s income 
is foreign based.

Consider this fi gure: in 1997 
real estate loans in Ireland were 5 
billion Euros. By 2007 they were 
96.2 billion Euros, a jump of 1,730 
percent. Real estate prices rose 
500 percent, the same amount that 
Spanish housing prices increased. 
The banks didn’t know they were 
pumping up a bubble? Of course they 
knew, but they were making money 
hand over fi st.

When the American fi nancial 
industry self-destructed in 2008, the 
Irish and Spanish bubbles popped, 
and who got the bill? Irish taxpayers 
shelled out US$30 billion to bail out 
the Anglo-Irish Bank – essentially 
the country’s total tax revenues for 
2009 – and in return got a 15 percent 
unemployment rate, huge cuts in the 
minimum wage, pension reductions, 
and social service cutbacks. Spain is 
headed in the same direction.

As Spanish economist and 
London School of Economics profes-
sor Luis Garicano told the New York 
Times, “Unfortunately, Spain did not 
manage to reach one of its main goals 
in the negotiations [over the bailout], 
which was to have Europe bear part 
of the risk of rescuing the fi nancial 
sector, without letting it fall instead 
directly onto the shoulders of the 
Spanish taxpayers.”

Garicano went on to complain, 
“Those who lent to our fi nancial 
system were the banks and the insur-
ance companies of Northern Europe, 
which should bear the consequences 
of these decisions.”

But of course they will not. 
Instead, the banks got to go to the 
casino, gamble other people’s money, 
and get repaid for their losses. That’s 
sweet work if you can get it.

However, the “sado-monetarism” 
strategy is about more than just bail-
ing out the banks at the expense of the 
vast majority of European taxpayers. 

It cloaks its long-term designs in 
coded language: “rigid labour mar-
ket,” “internal devaluation,” “pension 
reform,” “common budgetary proc-
ess,” “political union.”

A quick translation.
“Rigid labour market” means 

getting rid of contracts that guar-
antee decent wages, working condi-
tions and benefi ts, all won through 
a long process of negotiations and 
industrial action. As the New York 
Times put it, the current rightwing 
Spanish government is attempting 
to “loosen collective bargaining 
agreements.”

The drive to scrap union contracts 
is coupled with “internal devalua-
tion,” which, as Krugman points out, 
“basically means cutting wages”. If 

the working class can be forced to 
accept lower wages and slimmer 
benefi ts – and there is no better 
disciplinarian in these regards than a 
high unemployment rate – profi ts will 
go up. Sure, the vast majority will be 
poorer, but not the people who run 
Deutsche Bank.

“Pension reform” simply means 
impoverishing old people, who had 
nothing to do with the real estate 
bubbles that brought down Ireland 
and Spain. But again, someone has to 
sacrifi ce, and old people don’t have 
all that much time left anyhow.

Oh, for ice fl oes to put them on.
“Common budgetary process” 

and “political union” means giving 
up national sovereignty in the service 
of keeping the banks solvent – in 
essence, the end of democracy on 
the continent. People could then elect 
any one they pleased, but no national 
government would have any say over 
economic policy. Want to do a bit of 
pump priming to get the jobless rate 
down and tax revenues up? Nope. 
But feel free to paint park benches 
any colour you like.

The 100 billion Euro (US$125 
billion) Spanish bailout will fail for 
the average Spaniard, as bailouts have 
already failed the Irish, Portuguese 
and Greeks, and it will lock Spain into 
generations of debt. Italy is next (not 
counting the small fry like Cyprus and 
several Eastern European countries 
that may fall before Rome is fi nally 
sacked). The Euro Zone’s economies 
are predicted to contract 0.1 percent 
for all of 2012, and the jobless rate 
for the 17-country bloc is 11 percent, 
higher than at any time since the Euro 
was established in 1999.

Spain’s right-wing prime minister, 
Mariano Rajoy, has tried to argue 
that the bailout was not as onerous 
as those imposed on Ireland, Portugal 
and Greece, but the Germans soon 
set him straight: “There will be a 
troika [the European Union, European 
Central Bank, and International 
Monetary Fund] and it will make sure 

the program is being implemented,” 
German Finance Minister Wolfgang 
Schaube told the Financial Times.

It is not unlikely that the Euro 
will fall sometime in the next year, 
but of course the debts will remain. 
The dead hand of the past will lie on 
the brow of the living for a long, long 
time to come.

Financier George Soros puts 
much of the blame for the current 
crisis on Germany – indeed he accuses 
Chancellor Angela Merkel of trying 
to establish a “German Empire” – 
but that is simplistic. Germany has 
certainly led the “sado-monetarian” 
charge, but this strategy is not just 
about unleashing the austerity Panzers 
to establish a Fourth Reich. All over 
the world, capital is on the march, 
with the goal of rolling back the social 
programs of the post-World War II 
period and returning to the Gilded 
Age when the rich did pretty much 
as they pleased.

Weakening unions is central 
to this, as is privatising everything 
capital can get its hands on, and the 
economic crisis is the perfect cover to 
try an accomplish this. For a fascinat-
ing analogy, pick up Indian journalist 
P Sainath’s brilliant “Everyone Loves 
A Good Drought” that exposed how 
wealthy landlords in India manipu-
lated a natural crisis to increase their 
grip over agriculture.

Former Deutsche Bank head 
Ackermann recently prattled on 
about the “social time bomb” of eco-
nomic inequality, but so far he has not 
offered to share his 8.8 million Euro 
bonus. In the meantime, according to 
the International Labor Organisation, 
global youth unemployment will reach 
12.7 percent this year and stay there 
for at least four years, creating a “lost 
generation” of workers.

So, the answer to Krugman’s 
question, “why are they repeating 
ancient mistakes?”

Because they are making out like 
bandits.
Information Clearing House 

Austerity, greed and 
the pain in Spain

Brotherhood hits out 

at “coup”
Egyptian judges appointed by 
Hosni Mubarak before his removal 
from office have dissolved the 
Islamist-dominated parliament and 
ruled his former prime minister 
eligible for the presidential election 
this weekend. 

The politically charged rulings 
dealt a heavy blow to the Muslim 
Brotherhood, with one senior member 
calling the decisions a “full-fl edged 
coup”.

The group vowed to rally the 
public against Ahmed Shafi q, the 
last prime minister to serve under 
Mr Mubarak.

In its ruling, the court said a third 
of the legislature was elected illegally 
and as a result, “the makeup of the 
entire chamber is illegal and, con-
sequently, it does not legally stand.”

The court also said Mr Shafi q 
could stay in the run-off election, 
rejecting a law passed by parliament 
last month that barred prominent 
fi gures from the old regime from 
running.

In last year’s parliamentary 
elections the Brotherhood became 
the biggest party with nearly half 
the seats. The rulings take away 
the Brotherhood’s power base in 
parliament.

Shafi q’s rival in the Saturday-
Sunday run-off, Mohammed Morsi 
of the Muslim Brotherhood, said he 
was unhappy about the rulings but 
accepted them. 

Senior Brotherhood leader and 
MP Mohammed el-Beltagy was less 
diplomatic, saying the judges’ action 
amounted to a “full-fl edged coup”.

“This is the Egypt that Shafi q and 
the military council want and which 
I will not accept no matter how dear 
the price is,” he wrote.

The court also derailed the 
broader transition to democracy, said 
rights activist Hossam Bahgat.

“The entire process has been 
undermined beyond repair,” Mr 
Bahgat said. 

“It is a soft military coup that 
unfortunately many people will 
support out of fear of an Islamist 
takeover.”

The government gave security 
forces the right to arrest civilians for 
a range of crimes such as disrupting 
traffi c or the economy.
Morning Star 
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Blake Deppe

After massive layoffs at Canada’s 
Department of Fisheries and 
Oceans, leading ocean scientists – 
and the environment itself – will 
suffer the consequences. Scientists 
believe this is a profit-driven 
attempt by the government to 
eliminate environmental regula-
tions to protect the oil and gas 
industry, at the expense of jobs and 
the health of marine life.

To add to the problem, the DFO’s 
ocean contaminants program – which 
involves marine pollution research 
and the study of contaminants in fi sh 
– will be shut down effective April 
1, 2013. As a result, 75 jobs will be 
slashed, putting research scientists, 
chemists, and technicians out of 
work. This is all happening because 
the Canadian government is cutting 
US$5.2 billion in spending over 
the next three years, during which 
19,200 federal government jobs will 
be eliminated: 13,000 of those will 
be union jobs.

Among the scientists being laid 
off, many are the world’s leading 
experts on marine mammals and 
contaminants. One such expert is 
Peter Ross, who noted that this seems 
like the fi rst step in “the wholesale 
axing of pollution research,” which 
will leave Canada – and much of the 
world – without the scientifi c knowl-
edge to protect ocean life. It will also 
affect Indigenous peoples who rely on 
ocean animals for traditional foods, 
according to Environmental Health 
News. And this is more, he remarked, 
than cost cutting – it’s an attempt to 
act in the interests of the oil industry.

“Since being hired 13 years ago 
as a research scientist at [DFO],” 
said Ross, “I have been fortunate 
enough to conduct research on such 

magnifi cent creatures as killer whales, 
beluga whales, harbour seals, and 
sea otters. I have visited some of the 
wildest parts of British Columbia, 
Arctic Canada, and further afi eld.” 
As a main part of his career, he said, 
he has “looked into the lives of fi sh 
and marine mammals, and the ways 
in which some of the 25,000 contami-
nants on the domestic market affect 
their health.

“Our knowledge has drawn on the 
combined expertise of dedicated tech-
nicians, biologists, vessel operators, 
and Aboriginal colleagues. This is 
knowledge that informs policies, regu-
lations, and practices that enable us 
to protect the ocean and its resources.

“It is with deep regret that I relay 
news of my termination of employ-
ment at Fisheries and Oceans Canada 
and the loss of my dream job. It is 
with even greater sadness that I learn 

of the demise of DFO’s entire con-
taminants research program. It is with 
apprehension that I ponder a Canada 
without any research or monitoring 
capacity for pollution in our three 
oceans, or our ability to manage its 
impacts on commercial fi sh stocks” 
which are “traditional foods for over 
300,000 Aboriginal people and marine 
wildlife.”

One of the more recent con-
tamination problems that will grow 
much worse with the dismantling 
of contamination research involves 
killer whales, which ingest chemi-
cals from Chinook salmon in the 
Vancouver Island area – particularly, 
in the polluted Puget Sound. This 
species of whale is the world’s most 
contaminated animal, and scientists 
say situations like this need much 
more research.

The whales are specifically 

contaminated with polychlorinated 
biphenyls (PCBs), which have toxic 
effects, including the ability to nega-
tively alter hormones in the body; they 
are also believed to cause cancer.

The Chinook salmon that the 
whales eat inhabit waters tainted by 
pulp mills, military bases and urban 
runoff, Ross explained. And because 
the salmon in the Puget Sound have 
a lower fat content, the killer whales 
need to consume about 50 percent 
more of them.

“Salmon are telling us something 
about what is happening in the Pacifi c 
Ocean,” said Ross. “They’re going 
out to sea, and by the time they come 
back, they have accumulated con-
taminants over their entire time there.”

Other issues that ocean scientists 
were addressing, noted Ross, included 
“the effects of fl ame retardants on 
beluga whales, hydrocarbons in sea 

otter habitat, use of pesticides on 
salmon, and risk-benefi t evaluation of 
traditional sea foods of First Nations 
and Inuit peoples.

“Past scientifi c discoveries such 
as high levels of PCBs in Inuit foods 
and eggshell thinning in seabirds 
formed the basis for national regula-
tions and an international treaty that 
have led to cleaner oceans and safer 
aquatic foods for fi sh, wildlife, and 
humans.”

With the closing of the DFO’s 
contaminants research program and 
the fi ring of thousands of workers, this 
all goes right out the window. And, 
scientists feel, it does not bode well 
for the environment’s future.

“Canada’s silence on these issues 
will be deafening this summer and 
beyond,” Ross concluded.
People’s World 

Canada, bowing 
to oil companies, 
sacks ocean scientists

International

Beluga whales.

India’s grim economic situation
Statement, Communist Party of India (Marxist)
The Central Committee expressed 
concern at the economic slowdown 
facing the country. The GDP 
growth rate declined to 6.5 percent 
in 2011-12 and there is a slowdown 
in industrial production. The 
trade defi cit is widening in the 
backdrop of slowdown in exports. 
The Indian rupee has depreciated 
to over Rs 55 per dollar. There is a 
sharp increase in the external debt.  
Even as the economic slowdown 
is occurring, the infl ation rate 
continues to be high with food 
infl ation touching 10.5 percent. 
This is adding to the suffering of 
the people.

The ruling establishment and 
the corporate media are portray-
ing this deterioration as a failure to 
push through neo-liberal reforms. 
This is a travesty of facts. On the 
contrary, like in the rest of the 
world, the worsening economic 
situation in India is a direct out-
come of the pursuit of neo-liberal 
policies. The increasing income 
inequalities have made the growth 

process unsustainable; deregulation 
and concessions for speculative 
fi nance and the big corporates are 
affecting the stability of the fi nan-
cial sector.

The Central Committee strongly 
opposes the moves to push through 
more neo-liberal measures. The 
Central Committee condemns the 
move to open up the FDI (Foreign 
Direct Investment) in multi-brand 
retail. The Party, along with other 
Left and democratic forces, will 
conduct a widespread movement 
to block any such move. The 
Central Committee calls upon all 
the opposition parties in Parliament 
to oppose the legislations which 
seek to increase the FDI limit in 
banking and insurance sectors and 
the Pension Bill, which is meant to 
privatise pension funds.

Food Stocks
The Central Committee noted 

that the total stock of food grains 
in the central pool has reached 7.11 
crore metric tonnes in May 2012. 

This is 5 crore metric tonnes in 
excess of the buffer stock norm. 
Much of these stocks are also rot-
ting in the absence of adequate 
warehousing space. Yet the govern-
ment refuses to offl oad these stocks 
of wheat and rice at cheap prices 
to the poor and malnourished. The 
government is more interested in 
exporting food grains, even by 
incentivising private traders.

The Central Committee 
demands that the Union govern-
ment release these food stocks 
at BPL (Below Poverty Line) 
prices through the PDS (Public 
Distribution System) and under 
special schemes for the drought-
affected areas and to the poor and 
destitute sections.

Petrol Price Hike
The Central Committee reiter-

ated its opposition to the steep 
petrol price hike.  The reduction of 
the price by Rs. 2 per litre is totally 
inadequate since the price is still 
higher by over Rs. 5.50 per litre. 

The Central Committee demands 
a full rollback of the petrol price 
increase.

Coal Block Allocations
According to reports, the 

Comptroller and Auditor General 
has found the process of allocation 
of coal blocks to various compa-
nies, faulty. This has resulted in 
huge profi ts for the private parties 
and massive loss of revenue to the 
government. The Central Vigilance 
Commissioner has already referred 
the matter to the CBI (Central 
Bureau of Investigation) for inves-
tigation. The response of the Prime 
Minister’s offi ce to the allegations 
on the allocations is not credible.

The Central Committee 
demands a thorough investigation 
by the CBI into the matter and 
to fi x the responsibility of those 
involved.

US Strategic Designs
The US Defence Secretary 

Leon Panetta visited Delhi in order 

to involve India in the United States 
strategic pivot to the Asia-Pacifi c 
region. In the words of Panetta, 
India should be a “lynchpin” in the 
US strategy in Asia. The UPA  gov-
ernment should realise the dangers 
of involving itself in a strategic 
alliance with the United States and 
fi rmly turn down any such role in 
the American strategic designs in 
Asia.

The Central Committee called 
upon the UPA government not to 
fall in line with the US-NATO and 
the Gulf states on the developments 
in Syria. The Indian government 
should not become party to moves 
to stoke civil war conditions and 
destabilize Syria.

The Central Committee strongly 
criticised the UPA government’s 
steps to curtail oil purchases from 
Iran.  This is being done under 
pressure from the United States and 
it goes against the vital interests of 
the country with regard to energy  
security.

Central Secretariat 
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British royalty 
and Russian 
foreign policy
You probably noticed how our local 
monarchists were cock-a-hoop over 
the public reaction to the Queen’s 
“jubilee”. I saw one newspaper 
headline proclaiming jubilantly 
that it actually signalled a “boost” 
in monarchism in this country!

In Australia? In egalitarian 
Australia, where calls by the 
wealthy of an earlier generation 
for the creation of noble titles for 
privileged Australians were justifi ably 
lampooned as attempts to create a 
“bunyip aristocracy”.

Just how backward do you have 
to be to be a monarchist anyway? To 
regard someone as being innately 
superior to you not because of any 
outstanding act of theirs but simply 
by virtue of their birth? To set up a 
small extremely privileged group who 
live in luxury at public expense, and 
then to kow-tow to them, doff your 
cap in their presence, bend your knee 
and tug your forelock, because they 
are your “betters”?

The struggle against these 
parasites has been going on for 
centuries, and has cost the lives 
of innumerable good and brave 
people, people who refused to abase 
themselves before “aristocrats” who 
rejected the idea that all people have 
equal rights and instead believed 

their special privileges to be theirs 
by “right”. 

Their medieval notion of a 
social system would have been 
universally swept away in the wave 
of enlightenment and revolution that 
began with the French Revolution and 
reached its zenith with the Russian 
Revolution, but for one thing: the 
ruling class had (and still has) a use 
for such parasites.

Retaining them and surrounding 
them with pomp and ceremonial 
splendour is as good a distraction 
for the despised masses as the 
sexual antics of fi lm stars – and 
has more shelf-life, too. When the 
capitalist class were in the process 
of asserting their power against the 
remnants of medieval rule, they often 
utilised popular sentiment against the 
“nobility” to overthrow their class 
rivals. Once that end was achieved, 
however, they quickly realised what a 
useful ally a compliant landed gentry 
could be.

So long as everyone that mattered 
understood who really ran the country, 
the capitalists were content to permit 
the gentry to continue to behave as 
though they were the top people, and 
the gentry in return handed out titles 
to the capitalists so that they too could 
enjoy the perks of being “noble”.

So useful has this been for the 
ruling class, that in some countries 
where the people had kicked out 
their local parasites, the ruling class 
has reinstated the monarchy as a 
handy way of heading off “leftist 
tendencies”, as in Spain after Franco, 
for example.

In the second half of the 
nineteenth century, Queen Victoria 
and her assorted Royal hangers-on 
were not held in high esteem by all 
her British “subjects”. When her 
carriage rolled through the poorer 
parts of London, children ran after it 
throwing rocks and shouting ribald 
ditties about her relationship with “Mr 
Brown”, her Scottish manservant. It 
took several decades of mass media 
propaganda, imperial expansion and 
a world war to boost the image of 
Royalty to the position it now enjoys 
in Britain.

In fact, today the “Royal Family” 
is a hugely profi table enterprise. 
Among themselves they aptly 
and succinctly refer to it as “the 
Firm”, and they go to some pains 
to ensure that it remains viable and 
profi table. Given their usefulness to 
the ruling class, it is not surprising 
that the bourgeois state (as well as 
the Murdoch press) is placed at the 
service of maintaining their image 
and their security. From the point of 
view of the capitalist establishment, 
it is money well spent, even if it 
does mean retaining and sustaining 
an anachronistic hangover from the 
Middle Ages.

One can only wonder at what 
psychological problems must affl ict 
relatively young people of today 
who reject notions of equality in 
favour of “oohing” and “ahhing” 
over people of no great distinction 
who are proclaimed to be royal. It is a 
testament to the ruling class’ mastery 
of the mass media that being a royal 
parasite today is so often seen as an 
accolade and not an insult.

Before anyone despairs at this 
state of affairs, however, we should 

remember that at the beginning of 
the 20th century the Tsar of Russia 
and the Emperor of China were both 
held in near-godlike status in their 
respective countries. And yet, to 
general amazement, within 20 years 
both were decisively dethroned.

Incidentally, while on the 
subject of Russia, Radio Havana 
commented last month on the return 
of Vladimir Putin to the Presidential 
offi ce in the Kremlin, asking where 
are the greatest challenges facing 
him? According to Radio Havana, 
“the great task to fulfi l is in the 
international arena, that is, namely 
the role of Russia in a world under 
the current complex situation. 

On this point let us note two 
fundamental elements: fi rst, Russian 
foreign policy is the President’s 
responsibility and second, the election 
of Putin was not good news for the 
core of Western powers in the United 
States and Europe. He was the man 
who re-made Russia into a great 
power in the international arena, a 
nation based on its own interests often 
contrary to the interests of Washington 
and Brussels.”

This antagonism on the part of 
the Western powers is refl ected in the 
strident coverage given in British, US 
and Australian media to anti-Putin 
demonstrations (no matter how small) 
in Moscow.

Radio Havana, in hypothesising 
on Putin’s possible strategies to deal 
with these challenges, concluded: 
“Russia will continue to strengthen 
ties with the BRICS group, as the 
quintet comprising Brazil, Russia 
itself, India, China and South Africa, 
bringing together the fastest growing 
emerging economies that have 
achieved economic development 
of each of its members separately, 
while generating a force capable of 
creating new centres of power outside 
American hegemony.

“It will be vital for Russia to 
continue strengthening its relationship 
with China, where Russia hopes 
to achieve its required modern 
infrastructure and access to new 
technologies.

“Regarding relations with the 
US, NATO’s plan to encircle Russia 
is certainly one of the major bilateral 
issues he will face.” 

Letters / Culture & Life

Action urged on 
West Papua
The Australian West Papua 
Association (AWPA) has writ-
ten to the Australian Foreign 
Minister urging that he contact the 
Indonesian President asking the 
President to control the security 
forces in West Papua and urging 
that the security forces be returned 
to their barracks as a way of 
avoiding further escalation of the 
situation and avoiding possible 
bloodshed.
Dear Senator Carr,

I am writing to you concern-
ing the dangerously deteriorating situ-
ation in West Papua. There have been 
a large number of shooting incidents 
in West Papua by unknown assail-
ants in the past week and the most 
recent report concerns the attack by 
the military on the village of Honai 
Lama, a sub district of Wamena in the 
Baliem Valley.

One person has been reported 
killed and up to 17 wounded in the 
attack by the security forces. The head 
of the Jayawijaya district said that 
the security forces also set fi re to 37 
homes. The attack on the village was 

sparked by a road accident in which 
a child was knocked down while he 
was playing by the side of the road 
by two soldiers on motorbikes from 
Kostrad, the Indonesian Army’s 
strategic reserve. The villagers turned 
on the soldiers and in the melee that 
followed the soldiers were dragged 
from their motorcycles and one died 
after allegedly being stabbed.

The national police spokesman, 
Saud Usman Nasution said “following 
the road accident soldiers from the 
local military arrived in two trucks 
and took revenge by fi ring gunshots 
toward local residents and setting 
a number of houses on fi re.” The 
situation remains tense as security 
force vehicles continue to patrol the 
streets. There is always concern for 
the civilian population in West Papua 
when the security forces undertake 
operations as Amnesty International 
reported in its annual report for 2012: 
“Security forces faced repeated alle-
gations of torturing and otherwise 
ill-treating detainees, particularly 
peaceful political activists in areas 
with a history of independence move-
ments such as Papua and Maluku. 
Independent investigations into such 
allegations were rare”

I urge you to contact the 
Indonesian President asking that he 
control the security forces in West 
Papua and urging him to order the 
security forces to return to their bar-
racks as a way of avoiding further 
escalation of the situation and avoid-
ing possible bloodshed.

Yours sincerely
Joe Collins

AWPA (Sydney)

Say no to restart of 
nuke reactors
The Japanese Prime Minister 
Noda has announced his deci-
sion to order the restart of two 
nuclear reactors in the town of 
Ohi in the prefecture of Fukui in 
Western Japan. He also claimed 
that nuclear energy will remain 
an important source of energy for 
Japan also in the future, thereby 
reconfirming Japan’s nuclear 
energy policy.

Despite all our efforts, despite 
the strong resistance in the region of 
Western Japan surrounding Ohi, and 
despite the fact that a majority of the 
Japanese people is against nuclear 
power, the Japanese government is 
bowing to pressures of the nuclear 
lobby in Japan. We have tried hard 
on our own, but now we believe that 
coordinated international pressure 
on the Japan government is essen-
tial to bring on real and substantial 
change.

We believe that the Japanese gov-
ernment and the Japanese public will 
react very sensitively to international 
pressure, so we wish to ask you for 
your support to initiate and coordi-
nate international protest against the 
Japanese government.

Specifi cally we suggest the fol-
lowing action:

1. Please assemble in front of the 
Japanese embassies in your capital to 
voice your protest against the decision 
and policy of Prime Minister Noda.

2. Please try to submit a letter of 
protest addressed to Prime Minister 
Noda to the Japanese Ambassador in 
your country and request the Japanese 

Ambassador to forward this letter of 
protest to the Japanese Prime Minister.

3. Please try to seek coverage of 
this action by your local and inter-
national media, especially Japanese 
media, as well as on the Internet.

4. Please give us notice about 
your planned action, so we can 
organise a press event in Japan to rein-
force your message to the Japanese 
government.

Please note that we wish these 
protests to be absolutely civil and 
peaceful, and to fully observe the 
sovereign rights of the Japanese 
embassies abroad.

We thank you for your support.
Hideyuki Ban, Citizens’ Nuclear 

Information Centre (CNIC)
Kanna Mitsuta, FoE Japan

Aileen Mioko Smith, 
Green Action

Daisuke Sato, No Nukes Asia
Forumkira Kawasaki, Peace Boat

Kaori Izumi, Shut Tomari

How low can you go?
NSW Premier Barry O’Farrell 
announced his government will 
take a cut out of carbon tax rebates 
paid to pensioners by increasing 
public housing rents. The carbon 
tax rebate is supposed to offset 

the rising energy prices for single 
parents, veterans, the disabled and 
the elderly.

The rebate is not considered to 
be general income and for the state 
government to try and take off part of 
it is a disgrace. The NSW government 
says the increase in property costs 
resulting from the carbon tax is 1.7 
per cent, the federal government says 
it is just 0.6 percent.

I do not know who is right and 
who is wrong. But I defi nitely know 
that to prey on the most vulner-
able citizens is disgraceful. The 
Community Services Minister, Pru 
Goward, is supposed to be looking 
after the welfare of the people in 
public housing. She dismisses the 
money grab by her government say-
ing that most tenants would pay an 
extra dollar or two a week rent and 
the money will go to maintaining the 
public housing, not into the pockets 
of some bureaucrats.

Will somebody remind Ms 
Goward that many low-income people 
are already doing it extremely tough? 
A couple of dollars a week is nothing 
to her but can be a meal or a missed 
meal for somebody else. It is a mean 
and nasty decision that should be 
revoked.

Mati English
Sydney
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I am not usually one for quot-
ing former Prime Minister 

Bob Hawke on anything, fi nding 
the man politically and personally 
obnoxious. However, to give credit 
where it is due, his assessment in 
Sporting Nation (ABC1 Sundays 
at 7.30 pm from June 24) of why 
post-war Australia was able to pro-
duce so many successful sportsmen 
and women seems to me to be right 
on the money. Hawke identifi es a 
combination of climate, standard of 
living, culture and access to sports 
grounds, things which were all in 
short supply in post-war Europe or 
poverty-stricken post-colonial Asia 
and Africa, for example.

Sporting Nation is written 
and presented by John Clarke, and 
consequently is both acerbic and 
amusing. The fi rst episode is largely 
devoted to the post-war decades (up 
to the mid ’70s) when sport was 
still primarily amateur and science 
didn’t enter into it. In those years, 
Australia’s position of third in the 
medal tally at the Olympics was out 
of all proportion to the size of our 
population and no doubt encouraged 
those who didn’t think too deeply 
to believe that Australians were just 
naturally brilliant at sports. After all, 
we frequently beat the Poms at cricket 
and won the Davis Cup in tennis.

While Clarke is quietly caustic 
about this perceived popular attitude, 

he does not seem to recognise it as 
being largely a creation of the media, 
especially once television came on the 
scene. When I was at school, it was 
drummed into us that “the main thing 
is not winning but competing”. That 
has now been replaced by every sports 
person “having a campaign” and, if 
they are any good at all, “going for 
gold”, with the result that if they don’t 
get a gold medal they have somehow 
“failed”.

Equating the sporting jingoism of 
the mass media with the sentiments 
of the Australian nation, however, 
seems to me to be the only major 
fault in the series. A relatively minor 
additional fl aw is its conservative 
political line, which a speech-writer 
for John Howard or Julia Gillard 
would have no quarrel with (Russia 
“invaded” Hungary, East Germany’s 
sporting successes were entirely based 
on drugs, etc).

Clarke’s comments are much 
more on the ball when he is pillorying 
the racism of this country’s sporting 
establishment, or their appallingly 
paternalistic treatment of some of 
our fi nest athletes who ruffl ed their 
dignifi ed feathers (such as Dawn 
Fraser whose larrikinish prank to 
souvenir an Olympic fl ag saw her 
slapped with a preposterous ten-year 
ban, effectively ending her Olympic 
career). As she says in the fi lm, if one 
of the boys had done it, they’d have 
earned an indulgent pat on the back 
or at worst a slap on the wrist.

One curious omission in the fi rst 
episode, which deals with Dawn 
Fraser’s unfortunate treatment, is 
the complete failure to mention 
Australian athlete Peter Norman’s 
participation in the civil rights protest 
at the 1968 Olympics by the African 
American athletes Tommie Smith 
and John Carlos; on the podium after 
receiving their medals, and while 
the US anthem played, the two US 
athletes made the raised fi st Black 
Power salute. Norman wore a human 
rights badge on his shirt during the 
ceremony to show his support to the 

two Americans. Both Americans were 
hurriedly sent home, while Norman 
was afterwards discriminated against 
by the Australian sporting establish-
ment almost as effectively as it had 
acted against Dawn Fraser.

The spirit of true sportsmanship, 
indeed.

Next week’s episode begins with 
the debacle of Australia’s dismal per-
formance at the Montreal Olympics 
(we didn’t win a thing), and the 
dawning realisation that if we wanted 
to regain our previous high sporting 
reputation we would have to pay for 
it. The Australian Institute of Sport 
was created by the Fraser govern-
ment, and a more scientifi c approach 
adopted towards coaching.

In the meantime, commercial tel-
evision discovered the potentialities of 
domestic sporting events as adjuncts 
to advertising, and wall-to-wall sports 
coverage was born.

Much of the success of this 
three-part series can be attributed to 
John Clarke’s writing and delivery. 
Certainly, for a trawl through our 
sporting history, it’s surprisingly 
watchable.

The ruling class, especially 
in the United States, goes to 

great pains to impress on the public 
the futility of mass protest, or indeed 
of any kind of direst action. Rely 
on the ballot box, is the message 
constantly drummed into the masses, 
nothing else succeeds.

When this is coupled with gov-
ernments that refuse to listen to the 
people’s protests, it is no wonder 
that frustrated activists frequently 
do what whose same governments 
want and resort to sabotage or vio-
lence, thus playing into the hands 
of the very people most opposed to 
popular protest.

In the ’60s in the US this strategy 
led to student activism embracing 
bombing, allowing the FBI to brand 
them as terrorists. More recently, 
the same strategy has been used to 
divert and malign the conservation 
movement trying to protect America’s 
forests.

Alarmed at what would happen if 
conservationists and timber workers 
ever joined forces, the logging com-
panies and their allies in government 
and law enforcement have used every 

devious means to smear and divide 
the opposition to unrestricted logging.

A major target was the activist 
group the Earth Liberation Front 
(ELF), and the story of its shift to 
terrorist tactics is the subject of If A 
Tree Falls (ABC2 Sunday June 24 
at 8.30pm).

If Sporting Nation is a pleasant 
surprise, Stephen Fry’s 100 

Greatest Gadgets (ABC1 Thursdays 
at 9.30pm from June 28) is a sur-
prising disappointment. Fry shows 
us – briefl y – his personal selection 
of the 100 gadgets that he thinks are 
the most signifi cant to have ever 
come along.

And therein lies the two-part 
series’ main weakness: it is little 
more than a list with pictures. Every 
so often Fry actually provides some 
information about one of the gadg-
ets (who invented it or when), but 
only sometimes. Too often, all we 
get is a glib comment, and on to the 
next object. There is not context, no 
progression, just a boring list of mis-
cellaneous gadgets. (With “gadget” 
interpreted suffi ciently broadly to 
allow the bra to qualify!) 

Rob Gowland

previews
ABC & SBS

Public Television

Enmore Newsagent
195 Enmore Rd (near Edgeware Rd) 

Enmore, NSW

This Sydney newsagent 
regularly stocks The Guardian

Every Friday 6pm ’til 7.45
Gaelic Club

64 Devonshire Street Surry Hills

Charles Bradley 02 9692 0005
odl_bradley@pacifi c.net.au

www.politicsinthepub.org.au

June 22
AUSTRALIAN POLICE CULTURE – TASERS, GUNS, DEATHS
Michael Kennedy, Dr, Head of Policing Policy Programme, UWS; 
Cameron Murphy, President Council Civil Liberties

June 29
ISRAEL & IRAN – 
WARMONGERING, NUCLEAR THREATS & HYPOCRISY
Noah Bassil, Dr, Macquarie University; 
Antony Loewenstein, freelance journalist, author My Israel Question

July 6
DEFENCE DEPARTMENT – 
THE UNCONTROLLABLE & UNACCOUNTABLE MONSTER
Dennis Doherty, Sec. Anti Bases Campaign; 
Wayne Reynolds, Assoc. Prof. History, Newcastle University

July 13
UNIVERSITY STAFF CUTS – 
CORPORATE CULTURE TAKES OVER
Jake Lynch, Director Centre Peace & Confl ict Studies, Sydney University; 
Freya Bundey & Emma Dall, Sydney University Students

July 20
PUBLIC EDUCATION – GONSKI, GILLARD, GONE!
Jane Caro, author, speaker, academic;
Angelo Gavrielatos, Fed. Pres. Australian Education Union

July 27
“KONI 2012” – 
FACT OR FICTION ON POST-COLONIAL CENTRAL AFRICA
Wendy Lambourne, Dr, Sen Lecturer Centre Peace & Confl ict Studies;
James Dhizzala, Ugandan Doctoral Studies Centre Peace & Confl ict Student;
Geoffrey Onen, Ugandan Activist

POLITICSin the pub

Sydney

Bob Hawke and John Clarke – Sporting Nation (ABC1 Sundays at 7.30 pm from June 24)

Perth Film screening – Will the Real Terrorist Please Stand Up?
4pm Saturday July 7 – Th e Activist Centre 15/5 Aberdeen St. East Perth (Near McIver Station)

A cutting edge fi lm by Saul Landau exploring in-depth US-Cuba 
politics through the story of the Cuban 5, Landau is an Emmy-
winning, internationally-known scholar, author, commentator 
and fi lmmaker. His fi lm Will the Real Terrorist Please Stand Up 
documents a history involving the CIA, violence, and the fi ve Cubans 
now serving long sentences in US prisons.

Th e fi lm features an interview with Gerardo Hernandez, one of the 
Cuban Five, who is currently serving life imprisonment in Victor-ville 
Maximum Security Prison for “conspiracy to commit espionage.” 
Landau also interviews Luis Posada Carriles, Orlando Bosch, and 
others who have acknowledged perpetrating acts of terrorism in Cuba.

Delightful surprises are appearances in the fi lm by Fidel Castro and 
Danny Glover.

Australia Cuba Friendship Society

Contact 0419 812 872 or acfsperth@gmail.com

Gold Coin Donation towards project in Cuba
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Lady Justice is a familiar London 
landmark – but justice for those 
accused of terrorism offences is not 
so easily found. As sensationalist 
tabloid headlines lambast Britain’s 
Home Secretary Theresa May for 
her failure to get Abu Qatada, the 
country’s number one terrorist 
suspect, deported, relatively little 
attention has been paid to how 
counter-terror policy undermines 
the rule of law. Abu Qatada, a 
Jordanian national, was arrested 
and held in October 2002 under 
the Anti-Terrorism, Crime and 
Security Act 2001, which allowed 
the indefi nite detention without 
trial of international terrorist 
suspects. Ten years later, he has 
yet to face an open trial.

He is accused of fundraising on 
behalf of terrorist organisations and 
making public statements in support 
of their violent activities. In Jordan 
he has been tried in absentia and 
found guilty of conspiracy to cause 
explosions.

Yet rather than charge Qatada 
with one of many terrorism offences 
for which the courts claim there is 
strong evidence, the Home Secretary 
(David Blunkett at that time) instead 
opted to detain him indefi nitely with-
out trial. Unsurprisingly, in the 2004 
case of A and Others, the House of 
Lords held that the indefi nite detention 
of foreign national terrorist suspects 

was incompatible with the European 
Convention on Human Rights. Lord 
Hoffman, one of the judges on the 
case, remarked in relation to the Anti-
Terrorism, Crime and Security Act 
2001 that “the real threat to the life 
of the nation… comes not from ter-
rorism but from laws such as these.”

As a result, the Prevention of 
Terrorism Act 2005 hastily introduced 
a control order regime, allowing the 
Home Secretary to place stringent 
conditions on terrorist suspects’ move-
ments and introducing strict limits on 
the amount of time they are allowed 
out of their place of residence. Again, 
all without trial. Qatada was placed 
under such an order for a few months 
before being detained again pending 
deportation.

Appeals against the decisions of 
the Home Secretary were primarily 
made to the Special Immigration 
Appeals Commission (SIAC) – a 
court with procedures described 
by the Joint Committee on Human 
Rights as “Kafkaesque” and “against 
basic notions of fair play as the lay 
public would understand them”. When 
appealing to the SIAC, alleged ter-
rorists and their legal teams are not 
permitted access to all the evidence 
against them. Instead, “special advo-
cates” are appointed to challenge 
classifi ed material on their behalf.

Having seen the classifi ed mate-
rial, however, the special advocate 

is allowed minimal contact with the 
accused and therefore has to represent 
them without being able to discuss the 
evidence. This is intended to protect 
the methods of the security services, 
their sources and their relationships 
with foreign intelligence agencies. 
In practice, it means the accused is 
often unaware of the case against 
them. Qatada has had insuffi cient 
opportunity to challenge effectively 
his ongoing detention and certifi cation 
as a terrorist suspect.

Whereas in a criminal trial the 
prosecution must demonstrate guilt 
beyond reasonable doubt, before 
the SIAC the standard is reasonable 
suspicion. Yet for justice to be done, 
guilt must be established beyond 

reasonable doubt under the safeguards 
of the criminal legal system, regard-
less of the strength of evidence and 
the gravity of the accusations facing 
an alleged terrorist.

One of the most disturbing 
features of recent British counter-
terrorism policy is the use of 
Memorandums of Understanding 
(MoUs). These are diplomatic assur-
ances under which terrorist suspects 
are removed to countries otherwise 
deemed too dangerous for deportation.

Britain has entered MoUs with 
Jordan, Ethiopia, Lebanon and Libya, 
and has a similar agreement with 
Algeria. None of these countries 
are honouring their legally binding 
obligations under the UN Convention 
Against Torture, yet it is asserted that 
non-legally binding MoUs will ensure 
the safety of deportees from mistreat-
ment. In its most recent judgment on 
the Qatada case, the European Court 
of Human Rights notes the criticism 
that such agreements undermine the 
existing framework for the prevention 
of torture and are intrinsically unsafe.

Yet the court concludes that an 

MoU with Jordan would safeguard 
Qatada against ill treatment. It seems 
irrational to assume that fear of con-
demnation from Britain, for breach of 
a diplomatic agreement, is suffi cient 
to safeguard a deportee accused of 
international terrorism. In breach of 
international law, Jordan has failed 
to curb systemic torture and to allow 
international monitors to interview 
detainees.

Qatada has now been refused 
leave to appeal to the Grand Chamber 
of the European Court of Human 
Rights. In deporting foreign nationals 
to face trial in countries where torture 
is systemic, Britain is endorsing dan-
gerously unsafe legal proceedings. 
It is also jeopardising the binding 
legal framework that unconditionally 
prohibits torture. This is not bring-
ing terrorist suspects to justice. It is 
undermining it.
Simon Crowther is a trainee 
barrister and has published 
research on the Special 
Immigration Appeals 
Commission. 
New Internationalist 

Abu Qatada: Abu Qatada: 
when the net tightens on justicewhen the net tightens on justice
Britain’s counter-terrorism policy is undermining the rule of law, 
argues Simon Crowther.

EU chiefs 
turn to panic measures
Bill Benfield 

All across Europe there were 
signs that the fi nancial crisis was 
accelerating as embattled govern-
ments tried desperately to appease 
the speculators that are wringing 
them dry.

The weekend elections in 
Greece have driven the speculators 
into a frenzy of fear over their cash 
in the event of a destabilisation of 
the monetary union. 

The anti-democratic bankers’ 
government in Italy announced 
cuts and sell-offs worth €80 billion 
which it claimed would spur eco-
nomic growth and lower debt but 
are likely to do exactly the reverse.

Unelected Premier Mario 
Monti’s Cabinet authorised a fi re 
sale of government property. 

It plans to raise €10bn through 
the sale of companies controlled by 
the Treasury and use the money to 
reduce public debt.

It is also cutting controls on 

bankrupt companies so they can 
relaunch themselves quickly.

In Spain the vultures were 
circling, with 10-year bond yields 
teetering on the edge of the seven 
percent which would drive the 
country towards a bailout.

The government was frantically 
signalling that its economy was 
secure, but working people are not 
convinced and the fi ght against aus-
terity is growing fast.

Seven people were injured in 
clashes between striking miners and 
police. 

Four police offi cers and three 
journalists were hurt when police 
tried to remove roadblocks of 
fl aming tyres set up by miners in 
northern Spain, and were met with 
a barrage of missiles fi red from 
homemade rocket launchers and 
slingshots. Police responded with 
rubber bullets and tear gas.

Miners are fi ghting cuts – 
including a reduction in mining 
subsidies from €300 million to €110 

million which will devastate their 
industry.

In Cyprus a government 
spokesman warned that the nation 
faces a choice of EU bailout money 
or a loan from another country – 
said to be Russia – in order to have 
“fl exibility to deal with the issue.”

But German Chancellor Angela 
Merkel remained unmoved, vowing 
to resist pressure. 

“Germany will not be con-
vinced by all the quick solutions 
like eurobonds, stability funds, 
European deposit insurance funds,” 
she insisted.

And against all the available 
evidence, European Central Bank 
head Mario Draghi kept up the 
pressure for a European super-
state, warning EU leaders that 
they should not wait for help from 
the central bank and instead make 
political choices which he said 
“imply greater transfer of powers to 
a supra-national level.”
Morning Star 

Perth


