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Culture & Life
Forced labour

Peter Mac

Increasing criticism is being directed at 
the Gillard government and the federal 
opposition, since their shock bipartisan 
introduction of new legislation that threatens 
the human rights of asylum seekers and 
Australian citizens.

The new legislation is intended to prevent 
asylum seeker boat crews from claiming they 
entered Australian waters in order to help others 
achieve their right to seek asylum here. That’s 
what Jeky Payara, a 20-year old Indonesian 
man has claimed in a case before the Victorian 
Court of Appeal.

By signing the UN Refugee Convention 
Australia has formally recognised the right of 
people to seek asylum here. However, the leg-
islation is intended to deny people (in particular 
the crews of asylum seeker boats) the right to 
help others achieve this, even if they themselves 
are also seeking asylum.

The government and opposition are blam-
ing crew members for people smuggling, even 
though the real people smugglers always remain 
back in the port of departure, counting their 
profi ts. Crew members are usually impoverished 
young men or boys from rural areas in Indonesia 
or other Asian countries, who accept an offer of 
work from the real people smugglers, in order 
to provide desperately-needed fi nancial support 
for their families.

Jeky Payara was charged under the newly-
created crime of “aggravated people smuggling”. 
His appeal was to have been led by Debbie 
Mortimer, one of the brilliant barristers who 
successfully argued in the High Court that the 
government’s “Malaysian solution” was illegal 
under the current Migration Act. In order to 
prevent the court fi nding in favour of Payara, 
which would set a precedent for all such cases 
in future, the government wants the legislation 
to act retrospectively. And that’s the most dan-
gerous precedent of all.

Retrospective, reactionary, 
ruthless 

As human rights lawyer Julian Burnside 
commented, retrospective legislation “makes a 
crime out of something which was not a crime 
when it was done”, and would enable any future 
government to prosecute anyone over any matter 

it wanted, as long as it could get the numbers in 
parliament to make it a crime. The numbers are 
currently within easy reach for the combined 
bipartisan forces of Labor and the Liberals with 
regard to the current asylum seeker legislation.

The Payara case has been held over pend-
ing the outcome of Senate debate over the 
legislation. Last week Saul Holt, Payara’s 
legal counsel and the senior public defender 
of Legal Aid, declared “Retrospective legisla-
tion in criminal law is an extraordinary step ... 
hardly ever taken by parliaments.” High Court 
judge Dyson Heydon described the legislation 
as “getting retaliation in fi rst”.

Allan Asher, the former Commonwealth 
ombudsman who was forced to resign recently, 
has described the government’s implementation 
of its asylum seeker policies as “riven by fear”, 
“a form of moral cowardice” and characterised 
by “hatred and accusations”. He commented 
that in some quarters the asylum seeker issue 
is “a subject about which rational discourse 
seems impossible”.

He is right. The government is fearful of los-
ing support from the most reactionary minority 
of voters, and is determined to frighten potential 
“boat-people” with the prospect of being sent 
to indefi nite detention in Malaysia.

The government seems intent on ignoring 
increasing evidence of psychiatric problems 
among asylum seeker detainees. During a 
recent Senate inquiry the company that provides 
psychiatric counselling services to immigration 
detainees revealed that with current resources it 
simply can’t cope with its enormous workload.

The mandatory detention policy has caused 
overcrowding and long delays in processing, 
and a large proportion of detainees are suffering 
severe mental health problems. Detainees can 
wait up to six weeks before receiving mental 
health treatment, and nearly 500 of them are now 
regularly receiving anti-depressant medication.

Ian Rintoul, a spokesperson for the Refugee 
Action Coalition, commented grimly: “The 
Darwin detention centre is becoming a theatre 
of the absurd. Guards are posted for 24 hours, 
noting when the detainee sleeps, wakes, sneezes, 
eats – this cannot be dressed up as any kind of 
psychiatric support program.”

There have been well-justifi ed calls for 
more extensive psychiatric health services, and 
for detention centres to be more spacious and 
open, and to incorporate gardens. However, 

the real solution lies in ending mandatory 
detention, as recommended recently by former 
Prime Minister Paul Keating, who introduced 
the policy originally.

Ian Rintoul recently spoke out on behalf of 
members of Burma’s Rohingyan minority, three 
of whom have been detained for more than two 
years because of the government’s requirement 
to detain people while ASIO carries out security 
checks. He declared:

“The Immigration Department should 
immediately release Rohingyans and all other 
asylum seekers from detention while ASIO 
conducts their security checks. ASIO itself told a 
parliamentary inquiry in October that it is not a 
requirement under the ASIO Act for boat arriv-
als to be detained during security processing.

“There is no excuse for keeping people 
locked up. We urge the government to follow 
the advice of Paul Keating … and welcome 
refugees.”

Neither the government nor the opposition 
is taking his advice. Both have seized on the 
recent tragic sinking of an asylum seeker boat 

to justify their obsessive commitment to off-
shore detention.

Neither has considered the possibility of 
preventing asylum seeker risking their lives 
in leaky boats, by opening special offi ces in 
Indonesia and elsewhere to process refugee 
status applications, and/or by offering assisted 
passages to the most destitute refugees.

Moreover, both are ignoring a recent opinion 
poll in which 53 percent of respondents favoured 
dumping off-shore processing, a policy area in 
which the government is demonstrably failing.

This week an opinion poll indicated that 
since the 2010 election support has fallen by 
about 23 percent for the government, and has 
risen for the conservative coalition – but only by 
just over 2 percent. On the other hand, support 
has risen by about 16 percent for the Greens 
and has doubled for the independents.

The writing is on the wall, but neither the 
Liberals, the Nationals, nor the ALP have taken 
any notice of it. They will reap the whirlwind in 
due course, and a good thing too. 
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PRESS FUND
After the announcement that 1,700 temporary employees would 
be brought to Australia to work on Gina Rinehart’s new Roy Hill 
iron ore mine, another mining firm has invited work applications 
from unemployed ex-GIs in the US. Shell oil recently claimed it 
had to bring hundreds of workers here to ensure the company’s 
“competitiveness.” In contrast to big business, The Guardian has 
sought no government assistance – not that we’d be likely to get 
it! Our support comes from you, our readers, so we’d be really 
grateful if you could possibly send us something for the next issue. 
Many thanks to the following, for their very generous contributions 
this week:
People celebrating the life of Anne Duffy-Lindsay, $670
Ray Harrison, in memory of Anne Duffy-Lindsay, $20
Michael Day $7, James Doyle $100, Mark Mannion $5, KM $50, 
“Round Figure” $18
This week’s total: $870 Progressive total: $4,560

Taxes, symbolism and 
the need for change

According to the major players in Australia’s parliamentary 
arena, radical changes to the country’s tax system were ushered 
in at the weekend. The Gillard government and the Greens insist 
that the Carbon Tax and the Minerals Resource Rent Tax (what 
is left of Rudd’s own very gentle mining “super profi ts tax”) are 
great steps forward for the people of Australia. Hype is building 
that this is true, reforming Labor back doing what it used to do 
best – nation building and looking after the battler.

Abbott and Co are banging away tirelessly that both taxes will 
be insurmountable imposts on Australian business and will hit 
ordinary income earners and their families hard in cost of living 
terms. The debate is a farce. Neither side believes big business will 
be disrupted by the latest Labor “reforms”. In this neo-liberal age, 
if the monopolies don’t like an idea it simply doesn’t happen in 
Australia.

Take the carbon tax. The “worst polluters” are mostly “trade 
exposed” companies that need protection from foreign competition: 
steelmaking, aluminium smelting and the like. They will get generous 
servings of taxpayer assistance to carry on with business as usual. 
Most households will get a series of opportunistically timed bonuses 
and tax cuts so that they can keep consuming the way they did in 
pre-carbon tax times while the monopolies simply pass on the cost.

As a consequence, nobody is expecting miracles of green innova-
tion to fl ow from the measure and nobody is talking about signifi cant 
reductions to Australia’s contribution to worldwide CO2 emissions 
or global warming. Australia has simply joined the club of developed 
countries pretending to be doing something about climate change.

Most commentators expect price gouging with the carbon tax 
given as an excuse. Tough talk from the government about this 
eventuality is unconvincing. If anybody is going to pay for this 
elaborate smoke and mirrors tax it will be low-income households.

Then there is the Minerals Resource Rent Tax. Mining cor-
porations will be compensated for royalties levied on minerals 
extraction by state governments. The munifi cence of the taxpayer 
in providing infrastructure for these projects will continue uninter-
rupted. Industrial relations policy will continue to be bent to the 
transnationals’ needs.

The MRRT is not even a minor bump in the road for this super 
profi table sector of the economy. It takes place in an overall environ-
ment of reduced corporate taxation. Labor boasts that only Coalition 
negativity keeps the federal government from reducing corporate 
taxes further. Both Labor and the Coalition are committed to the 
Friedmanite goal of low corporate and individual taxation. Both are 
coy about their support for the alternative of privatisation, “user 
pays” and regressive indirect taxation like the GST. Prime Minister 
Gillard’s discomfi ture in connection with questions about the GST, 
a genuinely epoch-making tax, should be noted.

The major parties are big on symbolism and small on pro-people 
policy. Examples abound. Former PM Kevin Rudd got in early 
during his term in offi ce to offer an apology to the stolen genera-
tions of Aboriginal Australians. Meanwhile, the Northern Territory 
Intervention continued unaltered. The measures were extended to 
others in the community relying on inadequate social security pay-
ments. Legislation replacing the Intervention has just passed the 
Senate so we can expect further dispossession of Aboriginal people 
living in remote communities. The pro-corporate essence remains 
but some symbolic “progress” is offered up for celebration.

This type of politics breeds cynicism and apathy. At present 
there isn’t a real alternative on offer but we must continue to put 
truly appropriate demands – proper regulation of industry and 
publ ic ownership to bring the climate emergency under control, 
signifi cant tax imposts on the obscenely rich mining magnates in 
a genuine effort to share the benefi ts of the current mining boom.

The achievement of these demands requires the building of a 
mighty new force in Australian politics. That shouldn’t daunt us. To 
borrow a phrase from Margaret Thatcher who used it perversely, 
“there is no alternative”.

Will Tony Abbott bring 
UK-style “Big Society” 
cutbacks to Australia?
James Whelan

In recent weeks, Opposition 
leader Tony Abbott and Shadow 
Minister for Families, Housing 
and Human Services Kevin 
Andrews have elaborated on the 
Opposition's social policies. Mr 
Abbott's “Landmark” speech on 
June 8 and Mr Andrews' address 
on June 15 articulate a set of poli-
cies with signifi cant implications 
for Australia's community sector.

Both speeches celebrate the “lit-
tle platoons” or community groups 
and volunteers that comprise civil or 
“associative” society. This expression 
is likely to be heard frequently as the 
next election approaches. Edmund 
Burke, the “father of modern con-
servatism” fi rst used the expression 
“little platoons” in 1790.

Mr Abbott invoked the expres-
sion in mid-2011 when he introduced 
Phillip Blond to address a conference 
convened by the Menzies Research 
Institute, the Liberal Party's in-
house think tank. Blond's 2010 book 
“Red Tory” is the manifesto upon 
which British Prime Minister David 
Cameron's “Big Society” policies and 
programs are based. Blond, Cameron 
and Abbott are advocates of “small 
government” and propose that “little 
platoons” play a more active role. 

There are other similarities 
between Cameron's “Big Society” 
and the Australian Coalition's poli-
cies. Both are framed around personal 
responsibility, social capital, mutual-
ism and civic responsibility. Few 
people would refute the assertion that 
society is a good thing and that - by 
inference - a bigger society is better.

Beyond this simple logic, “Big 
Society” promises outcomes that 
are embraced widely and deeply: 
decentralising power from govern-
ment and dispersing it more widely, 
increasing citizens' control over their 
lives, encouraging cooperation and 
initiative, inclusive governance and 
co-production (collaboration between 
providers and users in service design 
or delivery). Not even critics of the 
UK's “Big Society” changes question 

these aims. In fact, many support them 
wholeheartedly.

But the impacts of many “Big 
Society” programs have contra-
dicted and undermined these ideals. 
Ironically, there have been many 
adverse impacts on community sector 
organisations: 2,000 charities expe-
rienced funding cuts of £110 million 
last year and community sector fund-
ing will decline by £5 billion over 
three years. Community organisations 
have been forced to scale back or 
close many services, working condi-
tions have deteriorated, and large 
non-profi ts are crowding out smaller 
ones. Within 12 months, the number 
of people employed in the community 
sector fell by 70,000, almost 9 percent 
of the sector's workforce. The com-
munity sector's initial enthusiasm for 
Cameron's “Big Society” turned to 
caution then alarm.

Andrews and Abbott tap into a 
populist vein by talking up volun-
teerism. Approximately 40 percent 
of Australians volunteer each year, 
committing almost one billion hours 
to service clubs, charities, school and 
hospital auxiliaries, volunteer bush 
fi re brigades, Landcare and other com-
munity groups and projects. Australia 
consistently ranks near the top of the 
World Giving Index, an amalgam of 
three “giving” behaviours: helping a 
stranger, volunteering time and giv-
ing money.

The question, then, is whether 
volunteerism needs a nudge. With 
such a strong community sector play-
ing its part, alongside the public and 
private sectors, what might be the 
impact of a diminished state?

The UK's “Big Society” provides 
timely insights. Some attempts by the 
UK government to further encour-
age volunteerism have generated 
resistance and controversy. The new 
National Citizen Service, inspired by 
the Prime Minister's cadet experience 
at Eton, was to have involved the 
military and been mandatory. Changes 
to the national Jobseeker Allowance 
now compel 16 to 24-year-old recipi-
ents to participate in unpaid “work 
experience” for two to eight weeks. 

Participants can lose their allowance 
if they leave a work experience place-
ment. Perversely, this arrangement has 
actually resulted in some volunteers 
relinquishing their existing commu-
nity volunteer commitments.

Research suggests that there 
are limits to the public appetite and 
capacity for volunteerism. Although 
more than 80 percent of Britons say 
that they support “more community 
involvement” only around a quarter 
say that they personally care to get 
involved and only 5 percent say they 
want to be involved in providing 
services. While extolling volunteer-
ism, fewer than 10% of Coalition MPs 
take part in voluntary work.

The contrived “big government” 
versus “Big Society” dichotomy is 
fuelled by frequent reference to a 
“nanny state” and misleading accusa-
tions of a burgeoning public service. 
There is a tendency for arguments 
about the role and size of the state to 
assume a basic confl ict between the 
state and the market.

This is often described as a zero-
sum equation: more state means 
less market and vice versa. “Big 
Society” critics in the UK reject this 
polemic. They also argue that a strong 
regulatory framework is essential to 
encourage and support local initia-
tives. Governments and not-for-profi t 
organisations complement rather then 
compete with each other. Nations with 
a stronger state also tend to be more 
equal and have higher rates of social 
capital. 

Tobacco promotion 
still catching youth
A new survey has shown that per-
vasive promotion by the industry 
is still reaching children through 
fi lms, TV, the internet and video 
games - despite federal and state 
moves to end tobacco advertising.

The survey of 1,000 NSW 
adolescents and young adults aged 
12-24 by the Cancer Institute NSW 
is the fi rst of its kind in Australia. It 
shows a third of these young people 
report seeing tobacco promotions or 
advertising in venues such as pubs, 
nightclubs and bars.

Says Professor David Currow, 
Chief Cancer Offi cer and CEO of 
the Cancer Institute NSW:
“Adolescents and young people are 
the most vulnerable to the tobacco 
industry’s suggestive messages, and 
we cannot ignore the devastating 
health consequences of taking up 
this addictive habit so young.”

Adds Stafford Sanders, 

co-ordinator of the Protecting 
Children from Tobacco coalition 
of 43 organisations: “This raises 
serious concerns about marketing 
tactics in venues or through media 
that may go unnoticed or under the 
radar of current regulations.

“It suggests governments need 
to go further to reduce children’s 
exposure to smoking in public 
venues and events, and promotion 
of smoking in media, including the 
internet.

“Continued smoking promotion 
to youth is undermining govern-
ment strategies to reduce and de-
normalise smoking. Of the young 
people who take up smoking, 
half will die from tobacco-related 
diseases.” 

The Cancer Institute NSW 
Tobacco Promotion Impact Study in 
BMC Public Health reveals:
• The place most young people 

see people smoking or its 
promotion is in movies (77% of 
the respondents), followed by TV 
(68%), in licensed venues (31%), 
internet (26%), video games 
(23%) and events (23%). Except 
for licensed venues, these fi gures 
are even higher for under-18s.

• The tobacco industry has 
adapted to stricter regulation 
by diverting resources to non-
traditional promotional channels; 
but smoking depiction in fi lms/
TV, magazines and events is still 
signifi cant.

• Adolescents are especially at 
risk of exposure to “below the 
line” tobacco advertising and 
promotions that are reaching this 
vulnerable age group.

Action on Smoking and Health, 
Australia 
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The right to work is a basic human 
right. It does not mean the right to 
a few hours of casual labour at the 
whim of some boss. It means secure 
employment on a living wage in a 
safe, healthy work environment. 
That is not the experience of an 
increasing number of Australian 
workers. Behind the “rosy” unem-
ployment fi gures of fi ve percent 
unemployment lies another story, 
of “Lives on Hold”, or what might 
more aptly be described as the 
“use-and-throw-away” workers.

Lives on Hold is the title of a 
report by an inquiry commissioned 
by the ACTU on the growth and 
extent of insecure work in Australia. 
Former Labor deputy prime minister 
Brian Howe chaired the inquiry which 
held a series of public hearings around 
Australia and received 521 submis-
sions, including 458 from individual 
workers.

The report notes that 40 percent 
of the workforce is in non-permanent 
forms of employment and that a 
quarter of employees have no entitle-
ment to sick leave or paid leave. It 
makes a mockery of the government’s 
National Employment Standards and 
the system of “modern awards” that 
are supposed to protect all workers.

This is an appalling situation, 
one that refl ects an insidious erosion 
over the past two to three decades of 
permanent employment and wages, 
working conditions and entitlements.

“Indeed, while there are more jobs 
in our economy than ever before they 
are not the secure, full-time jobs that 
existed a generation ago.”

“… 30 years ago, the underem-
ployment rate was only 2.6%. The 
recent underutilisation rate (12.6%) 
of the labour force represents over 
1.5 million Australians of working 
wage,” the report notes.

Up until the 1970s the trade 
union movement had kept the lid 
on any employer attempts to replace 
permanent employment by casual 
and contract labour. Retail and hos-
pitality were two sectors where 
part-time and casual work were 

common, quite often hiring students, 
backpackers and women with family 
responsibilities.

In the public sector, part-time 
clerical workers, nurses, teachers, 
police, and other employees could 
expect ongoing employment with pay 
structures based on years of employ-
ment, qualifi cations and opportunities 
for promotion. It was unheard of for 
teachers to be on contracts that denied 
them their annual leave and left them 
from year to year uncertain about 
future employment.

Construction companies 
employed workers directly; on the 
waterfront there was permanent 
employment, likewise in banks and 
insurance companies. Part-time 
employment was only permitted in 
some occupations and it was care-
fully controlled, providing pro-rata 
entitlements. Casual labour was 
used to carry out unpredictable jobs 
or fi ll temporary positions, such as 
when another worker was sick or on 
maternity leave.

Forms of job insecurity
Almost 2.2 million workers in 

Australia are employed as “casuals”. 
Casual employment is most prevalent 
amongst younger workers and women. 
It is an insidious disease which has 
become endemic since employers took 
advantage of the dismantling of the 
old centralised award system.

“Over half of all casual employ-
ees are ‘permanent casuals’ in that 
they have long-term, ongoing and 
regular employment but, by virtue of 
being casuals, have none of the basic 
entitlement associated with ongoing 
employment. Over half of all casuals 
have been employed in their current 
job for over a year and over 15% of 
casuals have been in their job for more 
than 5 years,” the report says.

Another one million workers are 
“independent contractors” – a third of 
these in the construction industry. A 
signifi cant number of these contrac-
tors are engaged in sham contracting 
arrangements where the employment 
relationship is disguised, enabling 
employers to avoid their legal obliga-
tions to pay leave, superannuation, 

workers’ compensation, insurance 
and other entitlements.

Casual labour and fi xed term con-
tracts are increasingly being used to 
fi ll ongoing positions. Teaching is one 
area where their use is skyrocketing. 
The report notes that the “number of 
casual employees in Australian uni-
versities has increased by 81% since 
1996, and employees on fi xed-term 
contracts has increased by 47% over 
the same period.”

There are similar trends in pri-
mary and secondary education. “What 
was seen as a life-long vocation at 
the end of years of tertiary studies is 
now treated by the government as a 
temporary job.

“It was not uncommon during 
our hearings to meet teachers who 
had been employed ‘on contract’ for 
up to two decades.”

The report details a number of 
areas where casualisation is on the 
rise and while noting the impact on 
employees.

For example, educational insti-
tutions are cutting costs, preparing 
the way for its commodifi cation in 
a highly competitive market place. 
Fixed term contracts avoid payment 
of leave over the summer holiday 
period and avoid the annual incre-
mental increases in salaries of teach-
ers in permanent employment. It is a 
cost-cutting exercise that hurts the 
students and quality of education as 
well as the staff.

The report does highlight the 
problems of women in the textile 
industry, where they have “no bargain-
ing power and not the ability to push 
back against intimidation, harassment 
and bullying.”

The labour hire, commonly 
referred to as body hire, is quite 
prevalent in manufacturing, property 
and business, health and community 
services, affecting around 605,000 
workers.

The other group of highly 
vulnerable and super-exploited 
workers are outworkers, predomi-
nantly migrant women in the textile, 
clothing and footwear industry. The 
practice is increasingly common in 
telemarketing.

Some of the worst offenders are 
governments. “The Commonwealth 
and State public sectors are increas-
ingly engaging in fi xed-term con-
tractors and labour hire agencies to 
deliver core activities, at the expense 
of ongoing employees.” Privatisation 
and outsourcing of work has also 
taken their toll on permanent employ-
ment and pay and working conditions.

No guarantees
According to Australian Bureau 

of Statistics (ABS) data, 37 percent of 
all employees working part-time have 
no guaranteed minimum hours. Hours 
vary on a weekly basis for more than 
one third of them. Others experience 
excessive hours.

The situation has deteriorated to 

such an extent, that in Australia the 
home of the fi rst eight-hour day in 
1856, 1.8 million workers usually 
work more than 50 hours per week. 
For most this is not their preference.

To refuse to work the hours that 
are offered can mean no call-ups to 
work.

Low or fl uctuating income, unpre-
dictable hours, unpredictable income, 
uncertainty about future income (or 
even having a job) make it extremely 
diffi cult to pay bills, manage family 
life, obtain a housing or car loan, 
rent a home.

This is compounded by the lack of 
paid sick and annual leave and other 
entitlements.
Next week: Insecure employment 
and exploitation 

Australia

Pete’s Corner

The “use-and-throw-away” 
workers Part 1

Sydney

AGENT 

ORANGE 

JUSTICE
Mori Gallery, 

168 Day St, 

Sydney 
(near Trades Hall)

Grand opening

Tues Aug 7, 6pm

Launched by 

NSW Governor Marie Bashir,

Vietnamese Consul-General 

Mai Phuoc Dzung

Part of the international campaign to hold the US (and Australia) responsible for its 10-year 

chemical warfare against Vietnam, and get it to clean up the toxic mess left in parts of 

Vietnam’s environment and win compensation for the 3 million Vietnamese who are 

devastated, some of whom are fourth generation victims.

Vietnamese, Australian-Vietnamese and Australian artists, cartoonists and photographers are 

participating in the exhibition.  Artists are invited to donate a work.

During the show week, there will also be films about Agent Orange, a reading from The Seed 

(a play by a daughter of an Australian veteran who is Agent Orange-affected), seminars and 

talks, and sales of books, DVDs and prints.

Organised by Agent Orange Justice – Australia Vietnam Solidarity Network

Contact: info@agentorangejustice.org.au. Phone: Carol 0403 194 174

www.agentorangejustice.org.au    P.O. Box 290, Enmore, NSW 2042
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A long running Australian 
Manufacturing Workers’ Union 
(AMWU) campaign to improve 
wages and conditions at equipment 
supplier company, Coates Hire, has 
been successful, with a new agree-
ment ratifi ed by the company’s 
workforce.

Around 1,200 workers at 210 
worksites across Australia will benefi t 
under the new agreement. Twelve 
hundred engineering service workers 
have won a 4.5 percent pay increase 
per annum over the next four years 
and a fairer wages structure with a 
common pay scale.

AMWU delegate  Barry 
Kerrigan, a machine detailer based 
in Dandenong, Victoria said it was a 
pleasing result.

“It’s the best deal we could get 
and we’ve managed to get it up over 
the line. We really wanted to get rid 
of the company’s “opt out clause”. 
It was too dangerous for us and it 
was about getting everyone onto an 
individual fl exibility arrangement. We 
fought like hell to get it taken out and 
they managed to do that in the end.”

He said the improved rights for 
delegates were also a key win.

“For delegates in the four main 
business units, they’ll receive a desk, 
computer access, phone access and 
lockable cabinets and hopefully we’ll 
be able to put up noticeboards in all 
the workshops.”

AMWU assistant national sec-
retary Glenn Thompson described 
the campaign as a major victory for 
union activism.

“This is an excellent example of 
a strong delegate network in action. 
With 210 worksites across Australia, 
many of which are in remote and 
regional parts of the country, it was 
always going to be a challenge to 
gather everyone together.

“But with a terrifi c group of 
delegates, the use of the AMWU 
Helpdesk and new technologies, 
including multimedia, we were able 
to receive feedback from our members 
and communicate information really 
effectively.

“We’ve grown the national 
Coates Hire membership by 20 per-
cent through this process, it’s been 
really great to see a positive out-
come together with increased union 
organisation.” 

Coates Hire campaign finishes 
with major win for workers

NSWTF 
congratulates 
members

The presidential offi cers of the 
NSW Teachers Federation have 
congratulated members for sending 
a strong message to the O’Farrell 
government in support of secure 
staffi ng and resourcing guarantees in 
public schools. 

Thousands of teachers attending 
stop work meetings endorsed the 
executive resolution and made a com-
mitment to continue the campaign in 
defence of the quality of our students’ 
public education.

Federation president, Maurie 
Mulheron has expressed his thanks to 
teacher activists, Federation offi cers 
and staff across the state who organ-
ised meetings and worked to make 
the day a success.

Delegates from schools across 
the state will meet in Sydney for the 
Federation’s Annual Conference start-
ing on Sunday July 1. Conference del-
egates will consider plans for future 
action in support of the campaign.

Threats to funding and 
teaching jobs

The Minister for Education 
Adrian Piccoli has refused to endorse 
the “Putting Students First Charter”, 
putting at risk funding and staffi ng 
of schools.

The Minister’s letter of June 22, 
2012, sent by the Director-General 
to all teachers today, refused to 
guarantee that:

• the education budget would be 
maintained in real terms 

• permanent teaching positions 
would not increase class sizes

• specialist and executive positions 
would not be decreased 

The minister has exposed the cost 
cutting agenda of the government by 
excising the words “in real terms” 
from the commitment to education 
funding levels. As the education 
budget has increased by an average 
of 6% per year for the past ten years, 
the minister’s funding commitment 
could result in an annual cut of up to 
6 % per year each year.

The minister did not respond to 
other aspects of the charter such as 
executive structures, Award arrange-
ments and cooperative decision mak-
ing in schools.

The minister’s and Premier’s 
refusal to provide these guarantees 
means that the teaching profession had 
to take action in defence of the qual-
ity of our students’ public education.

Piccoli responded to the strike 
by calling for the NSWTF to be 
fi ned $220,000 for the action. A bill 
to increase fi nes to that amount for 
further industrial action is currently 
in the state’s upper house. The bill 
would allow the Industrial Relations 
Commission for the fi rst time to make 
unions pay costs for acting against an 
order. 

Dads and partners now have 
legal right to time off
Dads will no longer have to 
justify asking for time off work 
when their new baby arrives, 
thanks to new laws that ensure 
they have the right to access paid 
parental leave.

ACTU secretary Dave Oliver 
said unions had campaigned for paid 
parental leave for both parents for 
more than 30 years.

“Unions welcome the expansion 
of the government’s paid parental 
leave scheme to include the right for 
dads and partners to spend time with 
their family after the birth of their 
child,” Mr Oliver said.

“All parents have a right to spend 
time together with their new baby and 
there is no reason why work should 
prevent them from doing so.

“We know all parents want to 
spend time with their children when 
they are born.”

Thanks to the Dad and Partner 
Pay leave scheme, which passed 
through Parliament last week, eligible 
dads will have access to two weeks’ 
government-funded Dad and Partner 
Pay at the rate of the national mini-
mum wage.

Mr Oliver said unions were 
already talking to employers about 
‘topping up’ the minimum wage 
amount to reach their workers’ 
ordinary wages as part of workplace 
agreement negotiations.

He said the new laws would 
allow fathers and partners, includ-
ing adopting parents and parents 
in same-sex couples, to freely seek 
access to leave.

“Many dads and partners do get 
to share in the joyous time when their 
new baby arrives already, but there 
are also many who either do not feel 
comfortable asking for time off when 

their partner gives birth, or simply 
have their request rejected.

“This is wrong and unions are 
pleased that these new laws means 
all employers will now have to move 
into the modern era and will help 
ensure workplaces refl ect the reality 
of modern working families”

Mr Oliver said the fi nancial sup-
port would be especially important 
for the growing number of workers 
in insecure work, particularly those in 
casual or contract work, who usually 
had to forfeit all leave entitlements.

“With 40 percent of the workforce 
in insecure work, until now a large 
number of partners would not get 
any leave pay at all if they wanted 
to spend time with their new fam-
ily,” he said.

“This new leave entitlement will 
be especially welcome news to these 
men and partners.” 

VTHC: Treat Ned Kelly’s 
remains respectfully
The Victorian Building Trades 
Unions have asked the Victorian 
Trades Hall Council (VTHC) 
to assist in the growing public 
campaign to have the remains of 
Ned Kelly returned to his modern 
day family.

Trades Hall secretary, Brian 
Boyd, called on the Victorian gov-
ernment to complete its promise 
to return the remains to the family 
descendents: 

“This is simply a matter of 
ensuring that the right thing is 
done in the face of the vested 
interests of the commercial devel-
oper of the former Pentridge 
Prison site, who is putting his 
fi nancial interests ahead of wider 
social concerns,” Brian Boyd 
explained. 

The VTHC said the Victorian 

government announced that Ned 
Kelly's remains had been posi-
tively identifi ed more than eight 
months ago now, and that it was 
the government's intention to 
return them to his family members. 

But since that time the VTHC 
understands the public commitment 
has been challenged by the former 
Pentridge Prison site property 
developer who is claiming he has 
some “ownership” of the remains.

Former Pentridge Prison 
Chaplain and RMIT Professor, 
Peter Norden, has also briefed 
Trades Hall about the issue in 
recent weeks, and is supportive of 
the building unions supporting a 
"fair go" for Kelly’s remains.

Ned Kelly was originally 
buried in the grounds of what is 
now RMIT University in 1880, 

and moved to the Pentridge Prison 
site in 1929. “It is now time for 
the remains to be given a proper 
burial, according to Kelly’s fam-
ily's wishes,”

Peter Norden insisted: "Every 
fair minded Australian would sup-
port his remains being returned to 
his family".

The Victorian Building Unions 
say it is time for the Victorian gov-
ernment to bypass the commercial 
interests of a private developer for 
a wider proper, respectful outcome.

"It is simply not right for a 
private company to stand in the 
way of the rights of Kelly's family 
descendents", Brian Boyd said.

Professor Peter Norden has 
told the VTHC he is encouraged 
by the support of the building 
unions. 
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Current regulations of the coal 
seam gas industry are severely 
lacking, and that given the damage 
that is being done to communities, 
to family, to their land, water and 
ecosystems, the NSW government 
should halt all CSG activities until 
the new policies are developed 
in conjunction with concerned 
residents of NSW.

Lock The Gate Vice President, 
Jacinta Green said, “It is concerning 
that these announcements are spe-
cifi cally for exploration on strategic 
regional land. Our water catchments, 
our areas of natural beauty, our urban 
communities and our lifestyle regions 
all deserve protection from production 
as well as exploration.

“Movement of water, air, soil, 
fl ora and fauna don’t recognise the 
boundaries between strategic regional 
land and non-strategic regional land 
and the defi nition of strategic regional 
land is sketchy at best.

“We understand a new Land and 
Water Commissioner will be appoint-
ed to oversee exploration dealings 
with affected landholders on strategic 
agricultural land. The government 

is still missing the point: coal seam 
gas affects entire communities and 
the whole community needs to be 
included in the negotiation process, 
and individual landholders, whether 
they are on strategic agricultural 
land or not, have to accept that they 
are part of the chain of responsibil-
ity to their neighbours and their 
communities.”

Ms Green pointed to Queensland’s 
Gas Commission which has rapidly 
descended into a whitewash, with 
close ties between the Commissioner 
and the gas industry.

There have been provisions for 
standardised access agreements within 
the NSW legislation for many years, 
so this is nothing new. What farm-
ers have been asking for is the right 
to say no to access agreements, not 
for more process that still gives gas 
companies the right to march onto 
their land. There needs to be some 
areas of NSW off limits.

“Is the government helping the 
gas industry to try to buy a social 
licence to operate? The government 
should be increasing royalty rates and 
then using the money to distribute to 

the community based on need and the 
public good, rather than developing 
this elaborate plan to boost the image 
of gas companies.

“This plan seems designed to 
make communities feel they are 
dependent on gas companies for basic 
services and infrastructure, which is 
simply wrong. It is the government’s 
job to look after communities and they 
should be increasing royalty rates 
and delivering services directly to 
the community without gas company 
spin all over it.”

Ms Green said that if the addi-
tional infrastructure is needed because 
of the impact of CSG, then that is a 
cost of business that should be borne 
by the companies not the NSW tax-
payer at large.

“This is much bigger than land-
holders and agriculture; people across 
NSW are also calling for protection 
of wilderness areas, our water catch-
ments, our urban and lifestyle areas, 
and our communities. After all what 
point is there in protecting farmland, 
if the Great Artesian Basin is contami-
nated by drilling in The Pilliga?” 

Syria as far away from Australia but the small number of Alawis 
living here is being targeted after the decision to expel Syria’s 
charge d’affaires last month and a barrage of anti-Syrian pro-
paganda. The newly-appointed Foreign Minister Bob Carr was 
quick to follow the example of some western countries in sup-
porting the armed opposition which terrorisers the population in 
Syria. The Alawis are key Shia supporters of the Syrian presi-
dent; they are considered to be the most liberal of all Muslims. 
The Alawites living in Australia have Turkish, Syrian and 
Lebanese background and most of them were born here. Petrol 
bombings of prayer rooms and cultural centres is not a way to 
behave and political leaders must be vocal in protecting citi-
zens’ rights and stopping violence against innocent people.

Julian Assange is still staying at the Ecuadorean embassy in 
London despite attempts to lure him out and send him to Sweden. 
While Ecuador is carefully considering the possible political and 
economic ramifi cations of providing Mr Assange with political asy-
lum, Australia seems to have washed its hands off him. Senator 
Carr repeated the government’s criticism of WikiLeaks, saying 
“releasing a whole batch of secret material without assessment 
and without justifi cation raises profound moral questions”. 
Allowing an Australian citizen to face a possible death sentence 
in the US where he will likely be sent raises an even more pro-
found moral question. It is a state’s duty to provide assistance 
to its citizens and Mr Assange should not be an exception.

“If you go down to the woods today, You’re sure of a big sur-
prise” … Indeed you will be. NSW has about 800 national 
parks and all but 48 of them could eventually be opened up 
to recreational hunters. The shooting bill, which passed both 
houses of Parliament with the support of the government and 
Christian Democrats, gives the Environment Minister the pow-
er to declare a national park open for hunting. Robyn Parker, 
the Environment Minister is not ruling out opening more parks 
for shooters. It is hardly surprising as it was the same minis-
ter who declared that “logging protects koalas” and took days 
to warn people about poisonous leaks from chemical company 
Orica earlier this year. No wonder park rangers have already 
protested about letting shooters loose in parks. How many 
park visitors will be feeling safe under the new rules? Feral 
animals should be eradicated by professionals and not ama-
teurs with guns. Going down to the woods is no picnic anymore.

CSG activities in NSW should 
cease until comprehensive 
policies are in place

Long-awaited inquiry 
into Newstart Allowance
The National Welfare Rights 
Network has welcomed news that 
the Senate has voted to support 
an Australian Green’s initi-
ated inquiry into the adequacy of 
Newstart Allowance and related 
payments for young people and 
students.

“It’s about time that we dragged 
our system of income support 
for unemployed Australians into 
the 21st century,” said Maree 
O’Halloran, President of the 
National Welfare Rights Network. 
“If we don’t act now, unemploy-
ment benefi ts will be just 11 percent 
of the average wage by the middle 
of this century.”

She said that the existing 
income support arrangements for 
unemployed Australians are not just 
failing to meet the needs of those 
out of work, but they are also fail-
ing our economy.

“Far too many people are lan-
guishing on inadequate benefi ts and 
with insuffi cient support to help 
them into sustainable employment. 
With the current rate of Newstart 
falling in comparison to average 
wages, the minimum wage and 
$133 a week below the austere rate 
of pension there is little merit in the 
argument that a payment of just $35 
a day is a disincentive to work.

“We are pleased that the 

inquiry is looking into job seekers 
interaction with agencies such as 
Centrelink.”

Ms O’Halloran said it was also 
“sensible” that the inquiry is look-
ing at Centrelink overpayments 
which can operate as a disincentive 
to work and take a job. She noted 
that Newstart is not just inadequate, 
it is also a debt trap for many, 
because of the way the income 
reporting rules work. These prob-
lems are connected to the growth in 
the casualised workforce with peo-
ple juggling multiple employers and 
having to calculate earnings from 
different sources.

“Another major concern is the 
way the income support system 
works and the structure of income 
reporting – you have to report earn-
ings when earned even if they have 
not yet been received.

“This makes it often impos-
sible for a person to report within 
the 14 days required by Centrelink. 
Because they don’t get paid, have 
no income, yet their allowance is 
reduced.

“The allowable earnings thresh-
old of just $31 for Newstart which 
has been increased by just $1 in 
over 30 years, needs to be exam-
ined. The indexation of benefi ts 
only to the Consumer Price Index 
means that the gap between pay-
ments continues to grow. This is 
especially a problem for young peo-
ple on Youth Allowance which is 
increased only once a year.”

“As more and more people are 
being pushed onto lower-payment 
allowances by a government that 
wants to cut costs, it’s critical that 
the issue of payment adequacy is 
addressed.” 
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Tony Cartalucci 

One would expect allegedly “outspoken” 
critics of the US and Israel to represent 
the antithesis of any joint US-Israeli 
foreign policy, especially when it involves 
mass-murdering large numbers of fellow 
Arabs to expand Western hegemony across 
the Middle East. Yet the Egyptian Muslim 
Brotherhood has done the exact opposite, 
after a long campaign of feigned anti-
American, anti-Israel propaganda during the 
Egyptian presidential run-up, the Muslim 
Brotherhood has joined US, European, and 
Israeli calls for an “international” interven-
tion in Syria.

Israeli Defence Minister Ehud Barak 
recently called for international intervention in 
Syria citing the alleged Houla massacre, echoed 
by Egypt’s Muslim Brotherhood spokesman 
Mahmoud Ghozlan who stated the same. The 
Syrian arm of the Muslim Brotherhood has been 
involved heavily, leading in fact, the US, Israeli, 
Saudi, and Qatari-backed sectarian violence 
that has been ravaging Syria. In a May 6, 2012 
Reuters article it stated:

“Working quietly, the Brotherhood has been 
fi nancing Free Syrian Army defectors based in 
Turkey and channelling money and supplies to 
Syria, reviving their base among small Sunni 
farmers and middle class Syrians, opposition 
sources say.”

While Reuters categorically fails to explain 
the “how” behind the Brotherhood’s resurrec-
tion, it was revealed in a 2007 New Yorker 
article titled, “The Redirection” by Seymour 
Hersh, as being directly backed by the US and 
Israel who were funnelling support through 
the Saudis so as to not compromise the “cred-
ibility” of the so-called “Islamic” movement. 
Hersh revealed that members of the Lebanese 
Saad Hariri clique, then led by Fouad Siniora, 
had been the go-between for US planners and 
the Syrian Muslim Brotherhood.

Hersh reports the Lebanese Hariri faction 
had met Dick Cheney in Washington and relayed 
personally the importance of using the Muslim 
Brotherhood in Syria in any move against the 
ruling government:

“[Walid] Jumblatt then told me that he had 
met with Vice-President Cheney in Washington 
last fall to discuss, among other issues, the 
possibility of undermining Assad. He and his 
colleagues advised Cheney that, if the United 
States does try to move against Syria, mem-
bers of the Syrian Muslim Brotherhood would 
be ‘the ones to talk to,’ Jumblatt said.” – The 
Redirection, Seymour Hersh.

The article continued by explaining how 
already in 2007, US and Saudi backing had 
begun benefi ting the Brotherhood:

“There is evidence that the Administration’s 
redirection strategy has already benefi ted the 
Brotherhood. The Syrian National Salvation 
Front is a coalition of opposition groups whose 
principal members are a faction led by Abdul 
Halim Khaddam, a former Syrian Vice-President 
who defected in 2005, and the Brotherhood. A 
former high-ranking CIA offi cer told me, “The 
Americans have provided both political and 
fi nancial support. The Saudis are taking the lead 
with fi nancial support, but there is American 
involvement.

“He said that Khaddam, who now lives in 
Paris, was getting money from Saudi Arabia, 
with the knowledge of the White House. (In 
2005, a delegation of the Front’s members 
met with offi cials from the National Security 
Council, according to press reports.) A former 
White House offi cial told me that the Saudis 

had provided members of the Front with travel 
documents.” – The Redirection, Seymour Hersh.

It warned that such backing would benefi t 
the Brotherhood as a whole, not just in Syria, 
and could affect public opinion even as far as in 
Egypt where a long battle against the hardliners 
was fought in order to keep Egyptian govern-
ance secular. Clearly the Brotherhood did not 
spontaneously rise back to power in Syria, it 
was resurrected by US, Israeli, and Saudi cash, 
weapons and directives.

Regional war
To the general public, the violence in 

Lebanon seems to have “spilled over” from 
Syria, with characters like Saad Hariri, a leading 
fi gure in an effort at fuelling regional bifurcation 
between Sunni and Shi’ia Muslims, being sud-
denly “involved” in the ongoing violence. To the 
general public, because of a wilfully deceitful 
mass media, the Muslim Brotherhood’s sudden 
backing of US-Euro-Israeli and Gulf State calls 
for foreign intervention seems like a spontane-
ous reaction to the so-called Houla massacre.

In reality, for those who are informed 
regarding the true back story of the geopoliti-
cal reordering of the Arab World, it is nothing 
more than the public roll-out of an orchestrated 
conspiracy years in the making, with each actor 
having long practised their roles backstage 
together before coming out on stage and being 
introduced to the audience.

Indeed, the Muslim Brotherhood and Saad 
Hariri have been working together with the 
United States, Israel, and Saudi Arabia for years. 
The Muslim Brotherhood’s political resurrection 
was solely owed to the US-engineered “Arab 
Spring” and torrents of cash and backroom 
diplomatic support. The US State Department 
on record had been preparing since at least as 
early as 2008, with Egyptian protest leaders 
fl own to New York, trained, equipped, and 
funded courtesy of US taxpayers before being 
sent back to destabilise Egypt beginning in 2010 
and culminating in the 2011 “Arab Spring.”

And while the Muslim Brotherhood is busy 
feigning hatred and belligerence toward the US 
and Israel, they in turn have feigned fear and dis-
pleasure at the Brotherhood’s rise amidst politi-
cal destabilisation the West itself created and 
perpetuated solely to place the Brotherhood back 
in power. This gambit is perhaps best exposed 
with the rise and fall of another Western-backed 
proxy, Egypt’s Mohamed ElBaradei.

Those who “hate” most ...
In fact, the more unreasonable and froth-

ing one’s anti-American, anti-Israeli rhetoric 
becomes, the more likely they are in fact 
working directly with the West and using such 
rhetoric as a smoke screen. Mohamed ElBaradei, 
for example, attempted to ride the wave of anti-
Western sentiment by regularly pointing out the 
odds he was at with America over Iraq and Iran. 
Israel and the US in turn accused him of being 
an “Iranian” agent, and ElBaradei would regu-
larly threaten to make war with Israel, should 
he be elected president of Egypt. We will see 
just how absurd this entire charade really is.

In reality, ElBaradei sits as a trustee of 
a US corporate-fi nancier funded think-tank, 
the International Crisis Group (ICG) along-
side convicted criminal and billionaire Wall 
Street speculator, George Soros, geopolitical 
adviser Zbigniew Brzezinski, suspected fi nancial 
criminal Lawrence “Larry” Summers, and Neo-
Conservative Richard Armitage. Additionally, 
sitting around the same table with ElBaradei is 
the President of Israel, Shimon Peres, Stanley 
Fischer who serves as governor of the Bank of 

Israel, and former-Foreign Minister of Israel 
Shlomo Ben-Ami.

Beyond even this evidence, and before 
the “Arab Spring” even unfolded, another 
US corporate-fi nancier funded think-tank, the 
Council on Foreign Relations, pointed out the 
necessity of manipulating public perception to 
manoeuvre client regimes into power. In a March 
2010 article titled, “Is ElBaradei Egypt’s Hero?” 
published in Council on Foreign Relations’ 
“Foreign Affairs,” it stated:

“Further, Egypt’s close relationship with the 
United States has become a critical and nega-
tive factor in Egyptian politics. The opposition 
has used these ties to de-legitimise the regime, 
while the government has engaged in its own 
displays of anti-Americanism to insulate itself 
from such charges. If ElBaradei actually has a 
reasonable chance of fostering political reform in 
Egypt, then US policymakers would best serve 
his cause by not acting strongly.”

Clearly, both Western and Israeli press not 
only refrained from “acting strongly,” they 
feigned immense displeasure at ElBaradei’s 
rise in Egyptian politics, while simultaneously 
showering his enemies and opponents with sup-
port to taint them in the eyes of an emotional, 
and apparently easily manipulated global public.

In this light it is hard to take ElBaradei’s 
feigned anti-Western sentiments as anything 
more than an absolute coordinated deception, 
to mask the fact that he indeed is a direct repre-
sentative of these very insidious manipulators. 

Likewise the Muslim Brotherhood is playing a 
double game, capitalising on carefully cultivated 
hatred versus America and Israel, while in real-
ity leading sectarian extremists toward fulfi lling 
rather than balking Western machinations. Not 
only is this apparent in the propaganda game 
played by both the Brotherhood and their coun-
terparts in Washington, London, Doha, and Tel 
Aviv, but demonstratively as the Brotherhood’s 
agenda now overtly converges with that of the 
US and Israel versus Syria, as stated would 
happen in 2007 by Seymour Hersh.

It seems almost unimaginable that any 
Arab, regardless of their opinion of Iran, Syria, 
or Hezbollah in Lebanon, could believe that 
eliminating this countervailing force vis-a-vis 
the West and Israel will be to their advantage, 
especially as it becomes clear their “new” “Arab 
Spring-installed” leaders are in fact working 
with, not against Western hegemonic expansion 
across the Arab World.

Arab Spring brings 
Western client regimes

In addition to the Muslim Brotherhood’s 
rise in Egypt and Syria, in Tunisia serving 
Western interests is the recently installed 
Moncef Marzouki, formally of the Tunisian 
League for Human Rights, a US National 
Endowment for Democracy and George Soros 
Open Society-funded International Federation 
for Human Rights (FIDH) member organisation. 
Marzouki, who spent two decades in exile in 
Paris, France, was also founder and head of the 
Arab Commission for Human Rights. This is a 
collaborating institution with the US NED World 
Movement for Democracy (WMD) including 
for a “Conference on Human Rights Activists 
in Exile” and a participant in the WMD “third 
assembly” alongside Marzouki’s Tunisian 
League for Human Rights, sponsored by NED, 
Soros’ Open Society, and USAID.

In neighbouring Libya, Marzouki’s 

Members of the rebel Free Syrian Army in training.

Muslim Brotherhood 
are Western proxies

The Muslim Brotherhood’s political resurrection was 
solely owed to the US-engineered “Arab Spring” and 
torrents of cash and backroom diplomatic support. 
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counterpart, NATO-installed Prime Minister 
Abdurrahim el-Keib is listed as a “Professor 
and Chairman” of the Petroleum Institute, 
based in Abu Dhabi, UAE. This is sponsored 
by British Petroleum, Shell, France’s Total, the 
Japan Oil Development Company, and the Abu 
Dhabi National Oil Company. Both Marzouki 
of Tunsia and el-Keib of Libya have vocally 
supported Western efforts at regime change in 
Syria, with Libya additionally supplying cash, 
weapons and fi ghters drawn from the US State 
Department-listed terror organisation, the Libyan 
Islamic Fighting Group.

Clearly with regime change on the table 
since the fi rst Gulf War during the 1990’s, specif-
ic calls for regime change as early as 2002, and 
an articulated conspiracy to use sectarian mili-
tants to overthrow Syria, Hezbollah in Lebanon 
and in turn, undermine and destabilise Iran, on 
record since 2007, all hinged on the creation 
of a front of Western client-regimes across the 
Arab World. The US-engineered “Arab Spring” 
has demonstratively created such a front, which 
in turn has demonstratively contributed to the 
goal of isolating, undermining, and violently 
overthrowing Lebanon, Syria, and Iran.

For the Arab World, it should be clear that 
the “enemy of my enemy” is most certainly not 
“my friend”, especially when that “enemy” is 
the result of an artifi cial strategy of tension cre-
ated by those posing as “allies”. Sunni Muslims 
share a common enemy not only with their 
Shi’ia neighbours, but with all peoples, races, 
and religions from Africa to Asia.

That enemy is Anglo-American imperial-
ism which has perpetuated itself for centuries 
by nothing else other than its ability to divide, 
destroy, and conquer nations pitted against 
nations, north verses south, one religion verses 
another, one tribe against another. This is how 
they subjugated huge swaths of Africa, Central 
and Southeast Asia, and this is exactly how they 
are now conquering the Arab World.
Information Clearing House 

Magazine

Peter Mac

Mining magnate Gina Rinehart, Australia’s 
richest person, is still wrestling to gain 
control of Fairfax Media, which publishes 
the Sydney Morning Herald, Melbourne’s 
Age and the Australian Financial Review.

She now owns about 19 percent of Fairfax 
shares. She is demanding at least two seats on 
the Fairfax board, and wants the board to exert 
editorial control, as in Rupert Murdoch’s fi rm 
News of the World.

Fairfax employees are determined to retain 
editorial control, independent of pressure from 
members of the board, as stipulated in the charter 
of editorial independence signed by the Board 
and staff in 1991.

Some commentators have questioned 
Rinehart’s tactics. After all, many readers of 
Fairfax journals are attracted to the left-wing or 
progressive stand of some of their contributors. 
A swerve to the right, certain to happen under 
Rinehart’s control, could result in falling sales.

But Rinehart’s primary objective is to 
minimise criticism of her company’s mining 
operations, and to maximise editorial opposi-
tion to the federal government’s proposed super 
profi ts and carbon taxes.

The retraction of these taxes, or even a 
reduction in their impact on her companies, 
would counter any loss of readership or profi ts 
which might result from changing the Fairfax 
policy of editorial independence.

In 2010 Rinehart was key speaker at a small 
but well-publicised rally against the super profi ts 
tax. Within two weeks Kevin Rudd was ousted 
as Prime Minister and the tax was watered down. 
Some commentators, including Fairfax journal-
ists, have implied that this happened because 
of Rinehart’s political infl uence.

The stated objective of the carbon tax is 
to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and help 
mitigate climate change. Rinehart’s industries 
are big emitters, and not surprisingly, she denies 
that climate change results from human indus-
try. In contrast, the Fairfax press accepts that 
it does, and often backs this view with reports 
from top-ranking scientists.

In retaliation, Rinehart has sponsored lecture 
trips by arch climate change deniers such as 

the odious Lord Monckton. Gaining editorial 
control of Fairfax publications would allow her 
to soothe public concern over climate change, 
thereby countering the political forces that are 
calling for action to reduce industrial greenhouse 
gas emissions.

Like father like daughter
Some idea about her political position is 

indicated by the views of her father, the late 
Lang Hancock.

 She does not, apparently, agree with his 
neo-fascist opinion with regard to Indigenous 
Australians i.e. that someone should “dope 
the water so that they were sterile and would 
breed themselves out”. Nor does she agree 
with his idea that under certain conditions 
Western Australia should secede from the 
Commonwealth.

However, in other respects she shares her 
father’s ideology, and her approach differs only 
in terms of tactics. She would doubtless agree 
with his declaration that Western Australia 
should have “a constitution that limits the 
power of government to win elections by buy-
ing voters with promises of huge handouts to 
the population.”  

Hancock was just as determined as Rinehart 
to infl uence the course of politics via the mass 
media. He set up his own newspaper in Perth 
in the early 1970s, but it collapsed, in large part 
because of his long-winded, ranting editorials.

Not to be outdone, he soon established a 
second paper, reasoning that low profi ts or even 
losses would be compensated by the journal’s 
assistance in getting sympathetic state or federal 
governments elected.

Rinehart shares her father’s zeal for the 
establishment of a special economic zone in 
northern Australia, in which payment of income 
tax would be deferred for decades – for the 
benefi t of the nation, of course.

The softly-spoken bully
In terms of her emotional life Rinehart 

comes across as desperately poor. An only child, 
she attended business meetings with her father 
from the age of eight, and her life has been 
absolutely dominated by the obsessive pursuit 
of wealth. She lives under security guard in a 

house that has been described as luxurious but 
almost without works of art.

Softly spoken and with a polished accent, 
she has crossed swords with hundreds of people, 
including members of her immediate family. One 
of her security offi cers, who once accused her of 
sexual harassment, described her as “incredibly 
lonely and isolated.”

But don’t feel sorry for her. The incessant 
greed and arrogance of capitalism has shaped 
her politics.

Her political idols include free-market 
economist Milton Friedman, arch-conservative 
physicist Edward Teller, former Queensland 
premier Jo Bjelke-Petersen, and former British 
prime minister, Margaret Thatcher.

A fi erce adversary, her frequent resort to 
litigation has muted criticism of her exploits 
in the mass media. Her many adversaries have 
included BHP, numerous lawyers, and the 
children of Hancock’s former business partner.

In a covert move she recently prevented 
three of her four children from inheriting shares 
in the family company Hancock Prospecting 
until 2068. They are now battling her in court.

It is said that she regards them as mem-
bers of the “undeserving rich”, not worthy to 
bear the heavy responsibilities associated with 
great wealth. That’s reminiscent of her father’s 
opinion of her second husband, the disgraced 
New York attorney Frank Rinehart whom she 
married in 1983.

Hancock’s antipathy to her husband led to 
severe disagreements. Shortly after the death 
of her mother several years later, he remarried. 
Gina considered his new wife Rose a fortune 
hunter, and litigation between father and daugh-
ter erupted.

She was subsequently ejected from the 
company’s affairs. However, Rinehart and 
Hancock made up just before his death in 1992, 
after which she took Hancock’s widow Rose to 
court in a battle over the inheritance. She also 
made allegations against her. This prompted a 
coronial inquest. The inquest failed to fi nd Rose 
guilty of foul play.

And that’s the sort of person that’s cur-
rently trying to gain control of Fairfax Media. 
Metaphorically speaking, the nation needs that 
like it needs a hole in the head. 

Gina Rinehart follows 
in her father’s footsteps

Gina Rinehart.
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Michael Moore

Even though it's been a few hours 
now, I'm guessing you're still 
pinching yourself to make sure 
you're not dreaming. But yes, it 
happened. At 10:07 this morning 
(June 29), the conservative Chief 
Justice of the US Supreme Court, 
John Roberts, not only joined with 
the liberal justices to completely 
uphold almost every single part 
of the Obama health care law, he 
wrote the majority opinion himself! 
In fact, he went even further.

When he realised that the 
government had poorly made its 
constitutional case to the court, he 
went searching for a clause in their 
argument and the constitution that 
would give him the justifi cation he 
needed to back the administration 
and to insure that his decision would 
hold up legally. In other words, even 
though he is on the opposite side of 
the political fence, he wrote the Dems’ 
paper for them. Stunning.

The other four justices? They 
didn't just vote to overturn the indi-
vidual mandate part of the law, they 
all voted to kill the entire Act.

The media is already spending 
much time talking about the mandate 
being the “centrepiece of the law,” 
but the real news is that if you ever 
have a pre-existing condition, you 
cannot now be denied insurance. If 

you are a young adult without health 
insurance, you can now stay on your 
parents’ plan until age 26. The insur-
ance company can no longer say there 
is a lifetime cap to your coverage. The 
insurance companies are now required 
to spend 85 cents out of every dollar 
they take in on actual reimbursement 
for your health care – not on profi t or 
“administrative costs” (some compa-
nies have been taking over a 30% cut; 
Medicare’s total percentage of their 
budget for administrative costs: 2%).

I know that our side is not used 
to victories and so we’re not quite 
sure how to respond when we get 
one out of the blue. For some of us, 
the fi rst inclination is to point out just 
how weak the Obama law actually is, 
that it doesn’t provide true universal 
health care (26 million will STILL 
be uninsured), and that it leaves 
control of the system in the hands 
of the vultures, otherwise known as 
the health insurance companies. The 
individual mandate was a huge gift 
to the private insurance companies, 
guaranteeing them billions more from 
millions of new customers. And many 
of the key provisions of this law don’t 
even take effect until 2014 – and if the 
Republicans win in November, you 
can kiss all of that goodbye.

So, yes, the bill is highly fl awed 
and somewhat wrong-headed – but 
what it IS is a huge step in the right 
direction. And today’s court decision 

cements that. The right wing knows 
this and they are probably unravelling 
in some not-so-pretty ways right now. 
And that’s why today is a great day. 
The Right has been smacked down 
by one of their own!

They know what we all know 
– that the path of history has been, 
and will continue to move toward 
the basic human right that all people 
are entitled to see a doctor and NOT 
have to worry about losing their 
home because they can’t afford to 

pay the medical bills. Those days 
are over, or will be soon, and that is 
where civilization is headed. It’s not 
headed back to the days of Oliver 
Twist. Today’s victory is momentum, 
it is forward motion, and we WILL 
have true universal health care in this 
country in the not too distant future.

So take some time tonight to 
celebrate; this is a victory for the 
people. Actually, more than a victory, 
it is a mandate that all of us must now 
make sure that a second-term Obama 
continues to move the ball down the 
fi eld, toward a system like they have 
in every other First World country on 
the planet. He simply has to improve 
Medicare and then expand it to every 
citizen in the country. The countries 
that do this, their people live an 
average of two to four years longer 
than we do. Is there a reason anyone 
doesn’t want an extra four years of 
their lives? Or that our babies would 
have a better chance of surviving 
their fi rst year like they do in the 48 
countries that have a better infant 
mortality rate than we do? Exactly 
who is opposed to this? You’d have 
to be a bit … crazy.

And that, I’ve come to believe, is 
the true divide in this country. It’s not 
blue state vs red state, liberal vs con-
servative, Democrat vs Republican. 
The split we have in America can 
be boiled down in its simplest form 
to this: On one side are the people 
who believe Adam and Eve rode on 
dinosaurs 6,000 years ago – and then 
there’s everyone else.

On that fi rst side are the people 

who’ve been fed a diet of fear and 
lies and hate. And who is feeding 
them? The 1%. The richest people in 
the country, the ones who aren’t done 
with us yet because they still don’t 
have enough wealth, have done their 
best to dumb down the population 
through destroying our educational 
system and using media to provide 
them with a vastly distorted sense 
of reality. The rich’s only obstacle is 
that they only hold 1% of the votes 
in the country. So they have to try to 
get a slim majority of Americans to 
vote their way. And fear, plus keep-
ing them uninformed, usually works.

So that’s the battle ahead of 
us: Organising and mobilising the 
majority of Americans to push for 
true universal health care, Medicare 
for All. At one time, back in Illinois, 
that was the position held by Barack 
Obama. He will not make this hap-
pen on his own. He will only be able 
to do it when the mass of American 
people rise up and demand it. Demand 
it. Why not start tonight?

Five years ago this week, my 
health care documentary, Sicko, 
opened in theatres across the coun-
try. I have spent the better part of 
the decade on this issue, and for me, 
personally, fully aware of the current 
law’s limitations, I am very happy 
with today’s news – not because of its 
specifi cs or nuances, but because it is 
a road sign, and that sign points in the 
correct, humane and sane direction. 
THAT makes this a great day.
Information Clearing House 

Obamacare: 
More than a victory

Rio+20: Criticism rains down
Joaquin Rivery Tur

Criticism of the UN Conference 
on Sustainable Development, 
known as Rio+20, has rained 
down from the moment that the 
draft version was known until the 
defi nitive document was signed. 
Barack Obama did not even attend 
the event; neither did Angela 
Merkel, David Cameron and other 
European leaders in general.

However, there were other 
voices with more prestige and 
more forceful arguments than the 
absentees. Bolivian President Evo 
Morales recalled at the Conference 
the message of the leader of the 
Cuban Revolution, Fidel Castro, to 
the Earth Summit in Brazil 20 years 
ago.

“End hunger and not human-
ity… Pay the ecological debt, 
not the external debt,” affi rmed 
Morales, recalling Fidel’s words 
and noting in reference to these 
recommendations that, at this stage, 
the capitalist debt is unpayable.

The Bolivian leader attacked 
the so called green economy pro-
claimed by developed nations, 
calling it a new mechanism for 
subjecting the peoples and anti-cap-
italist governments, and noted that 
capitalism promotes privatisations, 
the mercantilism of biodiversity and 
the genetic resources business.

The green economy is making 
nature a commodity and convert-
ing every tree, every drop of water 
and all natural beings into a mer-
chandise, subjecting them to the 
dictatorship of the market, which is 
privatising wealth and socialising 
poverty, he added. In his speech, 
Morales criticised environmental-
ism as an imperial strategy which 
quantifi es every river, lake, plant 

and natural product and translates 
them into money and business prof-
it, temporally safeguarding them for 
their future private appropriation.

“Capitalism is no solution at all; 
if we wish to pass into history we 
must establish economic, ecologi-
cal and social policies directed at 
saving life and humanity, and re-
launch ourselves toward humanity,” 
Morales concluded.

Ecuadorian President Rafael 
Correa stated that the rich countries 
bear the most responsibility for 
environmental degradation on the 
planet. 

He stated that Ecuador had 
aspired to a document that would 
enshrine the rights of nature, in 
order to save it, “now that fi nancial 
rescues are in fashion.”

In an interview with the Telesur 
network, Correa emphasised that 
while there is no change in the 
relations of power, there will no 
agreement to reduce net emissions 
into the atmosphere or to declare 
the universal rights of nature, as 
Ecuador proposed.

It would be diffi cult to reach a 
spontaneous and genuine commit-
ment because the rich countries are 
consuming the environment of the 
poor nations, he noted.

Referring to the “green econo-
my", Correa said that the concept, 
as managed by the developed coun-
tries, is an attempt to incorporate 
environmental assets into calcula-
tions of the gross domestic prod-
uct, under the pretext of reducing 
contamination. In order to lower 
pollution levels, he commented, 
one has to change the notion of 
development based on materialism, 
accumulation, and consumerism 
into another, which would allow 
for sustaining the planet, such as 

the concept of development in har-
mony with nature, as advocated by 
Indigenous populations.

“How can one understand mul-
timillion bank rescues and not mul-
timillion environmental rescues?” 
he asked. 

Thanking the Brazilian govern-
ment for its political will in organ-
ising the summits, Correa observed 
that they have little value; however, 
“the problem is not a technical 
one, but a political one.” For the 
Ecuadorian President, changes 
in the relations of power must be 
brought about by citizens of First 
World countries who are exploited 
by the system.

He observed that anyone can 
sign a document of principles, 
but asked, “Where are the con-
crete commitments, where are the 
emission limits, compensation for 
contamination, new international 
agreements, new binding concepts 
of compensation for net emissions 
avoided?”

For the Ecuadorian President, 
the four cardinal points are: “A 
change in the economic system; 
in the social context of poverty, 
inequality is incompatible with con-
servation; in the environmental con-
text, the rights of nature itself and 
changing our vision of nature. And 
the fourth, the cultural dimension.”

Even UN Secretary General 
Ban Ki-moon stated: “Let me be 
frank: our efforts have not lived 
up to the measure of the challenge. 
Nature does not negotiate with 
human beings.”

The Rio Summit on Sustainable 
Development document is “disap-
pointing” given that, 20 years after 
the Earth Summit, the most pes-
simistic trends noted in 1992 have 
become a reality. 
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Conn Halinan

What was that Turkish F-4 
Phantom II up to when the Syrians 
shot it down?

Ankara said the plane strayed 
into Syrian airspace but quickly left 
and was over international waters 
when it was attacked, a simple case 
of carelessness on the part of the 
Turkish pilot that Syrian paranoia 
turned deadly.

But the Phantom – eyewitnesses 
told Turkish television that there were 
two aircraft, but there is no offi cial 
confi rmation of that observation – was 
hardly on a Sunday outing. According 
to the Financial Times, Turkey’s 
foreign minister, Ahmet Davutoglu, 
told the newspaper “the jet was on 
a test and training mission focused 
on Turkey’s radar defence, rather 
than Syria.”

Translation: the F-4 was “lighting 
up” a radar net. It is a common – if 
dangerous and illegal – tactic that 
allows one to probe an opponent’s 
radar system. Most combat radars are 
kept in a passive mode to prevent a 
potential enemy from mapping out 
weaknesses or blind spots that can 
be useful in the advent of an attack. 
The probes also give you valuable 
information on how to neutralise 
anti-aircraft guns and ground-to-air 
missiles.

“Lighting up” radar was what the 
US Navy EP-3E Aries II was doing 
near China’s Hainan Island when it 
collided with a Chinese interceptor in 
2001. Nations normally take a very 
dim view of warplanes entering their 
air space, particularly if there is ten-
sion between the countries involved.

As a warplane, the F-4 is pretty 
ancient. It was introduced back in 
1960 and became the mainstay of the 
US air war in Southeast Asia. In its 
day it was a highly capable aircraft, 
able to hold its own against intercep-
tors like the MIG-21 in a dogfi ght, 
and it could also carry heavy bomb 
payloads. It was also cheap and rela-
tively trouble-free, unlike the current 
crop of US high-performance aircraft.

It is doubtful that Syria identifi ed 
exactly what the Turkish plane was, 
just that an unidentifi ed warplane, 
fl ying low – generally the altitude 
one takes when trying to avoid radar 
– was in Syrian airspace. Paranoia? 
In 2007, Israeli warplanes – US-made 
F-16s, not Phantoms – slipped through 
Syria’s radar net and bombed a sus-
pected nuclear reactor.

Even if Syria identifi ed the plane 
as a Phantom, they could have taken 
it for an Israeli craft. Israel was the 
number-one foreign user of F-4s, 
although they retired them in 2004. 
Indeed, the Turkish Phantom might 
even have begun life as an Israeli 
warplane.

If the Syrians are on hair-trigger 
alert, one can hardly blame them. The 
US, the European Union (EU), and 
NATO openly admit they are gun-
ning to bring down the Assad regime. 
Turkey is actively helping the Free 
Syrian Army organise cross-border 
raids into Syria, and it is helping 
Saudi Arabia and Qatar supply arms 
and ammunition to the rebels.

For Turkey to send a warplane 
into Syrian airspace – or even near 
the Syrian border – on a radar map-
ping expedition at this moment was 
either remarkably provocative or stone 
stupid. The explanation could be more 
sinister, however.

NATO has established a command 
and control centre in Iskenderun, 
Turkey, near the Syrian border, 
that is training and organising the 
Free Syrian Army. It surely has a 
sophisticated setup for tapping into 
Syrian electronic transmissions 
and, of course, radar networks. If 
NATO eventually decides to directly 
intervene in Syria, the alliance will 
need those electronic maps. NATO 
aircraft easily overwhelmed Libya’s 
anti-aircraft systems, but Syria’s are 
considerably more sophisticated and 
dangerous.

There are a number of things 
about the incident that have yet to be 
explained. Turkey says the F-4 was 
13 nautical miles from Syria when it 
was attacked – which would put it in 

international waters – but it crashed 
in Syrian waters. Damascus claims 
the plane came down less than a mile 
from the Syrian coast.

Turkey says one of its search 
planes was shot at as well – the 
Syrians deny this – and has called for 
a meeting of its NATO allies. So far, 
Ankara is only talking about invok-
ing Article Four of the NATO treaty, 
not Article Five. Four allows for 
“consultations”; Five would open up 
the possibility of an armed response.

A thorough investigation of the 
incident seems in order, although 
Turkey’s Davutoglu says, “No mat-
ter how the downed Turkish jet saga 
unfolds … we will always stand by 
the Syrian people until the advent of 

a democratic regime there.” In short, 
regardless of what happened, Turkey 
will continue to pursue regime change 
in Damascus.

The Assad regime’s heavy-handed 
approach to its opponents played a 
major role in sparking the current 
uprising, but the default position of 
regime change by the EU and NATO 
has turned this into a fi ght to the 
death. Assad is broadly unpopular, but 
not universally so, and the support of 
the regime is not limited to his own 
Islamic sect, the Alawites, or other 
minorities, like the Christians.

Nor is all of the opposition a para-
gon of democratic freethinking. The 
heavy role played by Saudi Arabia and 
Qatar in supplying arms and money 

to the opposition means the deeply 
conservative Salafi st sect of Islam has 
a major presence in the resistance. This 
is exactly how the Afghan mujahedin 
mutated into the Taliban and Al-Qaeda.

The demand for regime change 
by the US, the EU, and NATO tor-
pedoed the United Nations effort for 
a diplomatic solution. The opposition 
knew it need not respect a ceasefi re, 
since everyone who supports them 
supports regime change.

It was into this situation that 
Turkey fl ew an F-4 Phantom through 
Syrian airspace. Exactly what did 
Ankara think Syria would do? On the 
other hand, maybe it knew exactly 
what Syria would do.
antiwar.com 

Syria and the Phantom
International

Murdered because 
they wanted to protect the environment
Blake Deppe

Environmental activists world 
wide – including community lead-
ers and journalists – were being 
killed at a rate of one per week 
during 2011 alone, reports the UK 
Guardian. Today, the persecution 
of environmentalists is on the rise, 
as pro-oil corporate interests seek 
to prevail over ecological concerns; 
depleting resources are exacerbat-
ing the situation.

In the last three years altogeth-
er, say researchers, the death toll 
has risen considerably, particularly 
in Latin America and Asia. But 
killings have happened in at least 
34 countries, and many of them 
were instances in which Indigenous 
groups and landowners clashed 
with powerful industries and cor-
porations, according to a report 
released June 19 by London-based 
non-profi t organisation Global 
Witness.

Bill Kovarik, a communications 
professor at Virginia’s Radford 
University, has been compiling data 
on the killings of environmental 
leaders since 1996. He remarked, 
“For many years, intolerant regimes 

tolerated environmental activists. 
That was the one thing you could 
do safely, until some crossed into 
the political area. Now, environ-
mentalism has become a dangerous 
form of activism, and that is [a] 
relatively new [phenomenon].”

Among the recent deceased 
who sought progressive change 
include:
• Reverend Fausto Tentorio, an 

Italian priest who fought against 
mining companies to protect 
the native lands of the Manobo 
tribe in the southern Phillippines. 
His murder was believed to be a 
revenge attack for his activism.

• Thongnak Sawekchinda, an 
activist who campaigned against 
the pollution of coal-fi red 
factories in his province near 
Bangkok, Thailand. He was 
gunned down by several men 
who were paid US$10,000 to 
execute him.

• Two high-profi le Amazon 
activists, Jose Claudio Ribeiro 
de Salva and Maria do Espirito 
Santo, a couple that protested 
and blew the whistle on illegal 
loggers decimating the rainforest. 
They, too, were gunned down.

And a particularly notable 
example of a more corporate attack 
on environmentalism came in the 
form of oil company Royal Dutch 
Shell, which conspired with the 
Nigerian government in committing 
human rights atrocities in Nigeria 
throughout the 90’s. After the native 
Ogoni community was exposed 
to illness and disease by one oil 
spill after another, they led protests 
against Shell. The oil giant and 
government responded by working 
to gag the affected people by way 
of murder and torture. This culmi-
nated in the execution of journalist/
environmentalist Ken-Saro Wiwa, 
who had made serious moves to put 
an end to the company’s ecoterror.

Tragedies such as this occur 
every day, and wherever Big Oil 
and corporations fail to silence the 
outcries of environmentalists, there 
is a concentrated effort on the part 
of the right wing to paint envi-
ronmental activists as unbalanced 
extremists and liberal conspiracy 
theorists.

This has resulted in a wave of 
profi t-driven, corporate-backed cli-
mate change denial as Republicans 
and other members of the One 

Percent attempt to implement this 
strategy.

The Heartland Institute, part of 
the anti-science/anti-environment 
agenda, recently outraged many 
by putting up ads in which envi-
ronmental activists were compared 
with the Unabomber. Many envi-
ronmentalists responded by staging 
a protest at Chicago’s Hilton hotel 
on May 22, where the Institute was 
meeting for a conference.

For those activists who seek 
positive change, many realise that 
it can’t be properly achieved under 
capitalism.

“Capitalism can’t think ahead; 
it is fundamentally incapable of 
dealing with climate change,” 
said microbial ecologist Steve 
McCallister, a shop steward 
for biology professors with the 
American Federation of Teachers 
Local 3544. Oil production, he 
stressed, “is not going to give us 

energy independence.” The solu-
tion is to “end this notion that cor-
porations have the same rights as 
people. They have to be regulated, 
because the balance of ecosystems 
is at risk.”

It would seem that until capi-
talism is defeated, fossil fuels and 
their corporations will tighten their 
grip, slandering and victimising 
environmental activists alongside 
workers, people in poverty, and oth-
ers who are part of the progressive 
movement.

“It is a well-known paradox,” 
stated Global Witness, “that many 
of the world’s poorest countries are 
home to the resources that drive the 
global economy. Now, as the race 
to secure access to these resources 
intensifi es, it is poor people and 
activists who increasingly fi nd 
themselves in the fi ring line.”
People’s World 

A Turkish F-4 Phantom II.
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Forced 
labour
Under New Labour, Australia was often 
used (unoffi cially) by British authorities as 
a testing ground for various new political or 
administrative tactics. And vice versa. The 
governments of both countries found that it 
allowed them to ascertain the potential reac-
tion of workers without antagonising their 
local unions too much. The system worked 
so well that the Tory-Liberal Democrat 
coalition that runs Britain today still uses 
it. And I have no doubt that the Gillard 
government here also looks to developments 
in Britain as pointers for future policies to 
be introduced into Australia. So it behoves 
us to keep a close eye on what they do in 
Blighty because we will probably see the 
same policies before long in Australia.

Right at the moment, the Cameron 
government in Britain is attempting to trial the 
privatisation of the police service. Some readers 
will remember the short-lived Workers’ Party 
that advertising smartypants John Singleton 
launched in Australia when Robin Askin was 
NSW Premier. One of Singleton’s planks was 
the privatisation of all government services 
including the police, a proposal which even 
Askin, a Liberal, baulked at. Singo wanted to 
hand the police service over to private enterprise 
in one fell swoop, which was probably tactless 
of him. By contrast, the latest British proposals 
are much more tentative – but still insidious 
and dangerous.

Under a program with the innocuous-
sounding name “Business Partnering for Police”, 
private companies have been invited to bid for 
the provision of such core police functions as 
the answering of emergency (in Britain 999) 
calls, handling prisoner transfers and forensics. 
The police union is part of the giant union Unite 
and its members are opposed to the handover of 
these services to private companies operating 
for profi t.

There are 43 police forces in England and 
Wales, and the privatisation program is being 
trialled in just one of them, West Midlands. 
Unite reports that among the companies bidding 
to take over the police services are several 
involved in strike breaking, another accused 
of being engaged in tax avoidance, one with 
no experience in police work, and one which 
closed its workers’ fi nal salary pension scheme 
while paying executive directors up to £400,000 
in pensions alone.

Unite national offi cer Peter Allenson said: 
“The people of the West Midlands have a right 
to know more about the unsavoury record of 
some of the organisations bidding to profi t from 
our police service. From organisations involved 
in human rights abuses to tax avoiders, many 
of the bidders have unsavoury records and we 
believe there is no place for these organisations 
in running our police service.”

Such is the extent of the combined union 
and public concern and alarm over the proposals 
that the West Midlands Police Authority has 
taken fright and decided to delay voting on 
the privatisation program. But it has only been 
delayed and is certain to be raised again, either 
in Britain or Australia.

Because there is profi t to be made from 
taking over the provision of police services. 
After all, we already have private prisons. In 
the USA 10 percent of Americans are in jail, 
producing on what amounts to slave wages (and 
under slave conditions) everything from military 
uniforms to domestic appliances. Most of those 
incarcerated are Black or Hispanic. Let’s hear it 
for the return of slavery to the USA!

But being made to work for nothing is not 
confi ned to the USA. Britain and Australia both 
have schemes where the unemployed are forced 
to work for an employer for no wages or lose 
their unemployment benefi ts. In Australia it’s 
called “Work For The Dole”, which sounds so 
much more reasonable than “forced labour”, 
doesn’t it? But whatever it’s called, employers 

still get workers they can exploit without any 
risk whatsoever while paying them nothing at 
all – a boss’s wet dream!

Governments that use this “forced labour 
or no dole” scheme or one like it, justify the 
practice by claiming that it inculcates a “work 
habit” in those caught in its clutches. This 
refl ects their cosy belief that the unemployed 
are not people for whom there is no work but 
instead are merely people who don’t want to 
work. They have developed the “bad habit” of 
depending on welfare and must be weaned off 
welfare and taught how to work so they will 
be of use to employers. Then all will be well.

And, of course, if there is still no actual 
paid work for them (as there won’t be because 
the jobs just don’t exist thanks to capitalism’s 
mismanagement of the economy) then at least 
the government and its tame media can say: 
“Don’t blame us – after all, we tried.”

But of more interest to capitalist 
governments than trying to create jobs – 
something they have learned to ignore – is 
the matter of trying to create bigger profi ts. 
Success in this will get them tangible rewards 
from grateful businesses. So they collude with 

corporations sending entire industries off shore 
in search of cheap labour, they collude in the 
de-industrialisation of entire countries in return 
for some scraps from the benefi ciaries’ table.

There are long-term unemployed in 
Australia and Britain (and the USA) who have 
never had a job and whose parents have never 
had a job. There are whole towns, once thriving 
industrial centres, where no one has a job.   

That is not the result of a poorly-developed 
work ethic, but of a collapsing economy. What 
unemployed people – of any age – want is a 
satisfying job, where they can feel proud of 
the work they do and not feel exploited by an 
employer who could not do the job they do.

Above all, they want a job where they 
can feel that the work they do contributes to 
the common good, to making life better for 
everyone. Capitalism has a hard job providing 
that sort of satisfaction, but it is the essence of 
capitalism’s competitor, socialism. Capitalist 
propaganda used to refer to socialism as a 
system of slave labour, but it is increasingly 
evident which system really uses slave labour, 
isn’t it? 

Letters / Culture & Life

Cruelty of horse racing

Black Caviar’s injuries – severe 
bruising and two muscle tears – 
should come as no surprise. The 
horse racing industry forces horses 
to race too young, too often, and 
on hard surfaces that practically 
guarantee breakdowns.

Ever since Archer became famous 
for winning the fi rst Melbourne Cup 
while already injured, a race in which 
two other horses died, countless other 
lesser-known horses have suffered 
catastrophic injuries on the race track 
after being whipped mercilessly and 
pushed past their limits. Researchers 
at the University of Melbourne have 
discovered that half of the race 
horses they studied had blood in the 
windpipe, and nearly all of them had 
blood deeper in the lungs (close to 
90 percent).

Apart from trauma to the respi-
ratory system, most horses suffer 
from stomach ulcers. Studies both in 
Sydney and in the US have discovered 
that over 85 percent had lesions in 
the stomach lining. Many horses had 
deep, bleeding ulcers within eight 
weeks of starting race preparation.

Sick and injured horses may also 
be given steroids, which can mask 
pain or make a horse run faster. Most 
broken-down horses don’t make 

headlines; they’re just quietly shipped 
interstate where they’re slaughtered 
for human consumption.

There’s nothing “sporting” about 
a pastime in which animals routinely 
suffer and die. If you love horses, 
please help them by boycotting horse 
races. 

Des Bellamy
PETA Asia-Pacifi c

Torture and rights of 
the child
Guardian readers will be interested 
to know that British lawyers have 
lodged a complaint at the UN 
against Israel for allegedly tortur-
ing Palestinian children. Their 
report showed youngsters held in 
solitary confi nement and shackled 
while in the custody of the Israeli 
military.

This is considered torture and 
in breach of the United Nations 
Convention on the Rights of the Child. 
A report funded by the UK Foreign 
Offi ce claims Palestinian youths are 
routinely abused by Israeli authorities. 
A delegation of nine British lawyers 
revealed how Palestinians as young 
as 12 are treated when arrested and 
in Israeli custody. They spoke to UN 
agencies, former Israeli soldiers, 
Palestinian and Israeli NGOs and 
Palestinian children.

The report – Children in Military 
Custody – found that children are 
arrested by a number of soldiers nor-
mally in a night raid on their homes; 
they are then blindfolded with their 
wrists bound and transported to an 
interrogation centre face down on the 
fl oor of military vehicles.

“The majority are verbally and 
physically abused, without being 

informed of their right to see a lawyer 
or of their right to silence. They are 
sometimes held in solitary confi ne-
ment and made to sign statements they 
can’t read because they are written in 
Hebrew,” the report says.

If children are held for long 
periods in solitary confi nement it is 
regarded as torture by the UN and 
is in breach of the United Nations 
Convention on the Rights of the Child.

The report also highlights a 
discrepancy in the law. There is 
one law for Israelis and another for 
Palestinians. Under the Israeli civil 
legal system an Israeli child cannot 
be imprisoned under the age of 14 and 
can get legal representation within 
48 hours. Under Israeli military law, 
Palestinian youths are jailed as young 
as 12, and can be held for up to three 
months without access to a lawyer.

T Southern
Brisbane

Lawless mess

Shocking images of desecrated 
Christian churches in Syria have 
appeared on the internet. The Free 
Syrian army member poses in a 
stolen priest’s robe while holding 
a looted cross in one hand and a 
machine gun in the other.

There are also pictures of the 
trashed inside of the church. The 
pictures reminded me of similar 
ones from Libya – desecrated allied 
military cemetery with head stones 
smashed to smithereens. The pattern 
is the same in both places.

Armed cut-throats are let loose 
on the civilian population supported 
and fi nanced by the West. It has been 
reported that Saudi Arabia and Qatar 
have been paying salaries to the 

Syrian rebels for several months now. 
US offi cials do not even hide the fact 
that the CIA and the State Department 
are helping the Free Syrian Army 
develop routes for moving supplies 
to Syria.

And I bet the supplies are not 
lollies for kiddies, either. Libya has 
been turned into a lawless mess – does 
anybody care about the displaced 

people there, refugees in neighbour-
ing countries, collapse of services 
and civil society? Damascus is the 
oldest continuously inhabited city in 
the world – it should be protected as a 
unique world treasure and not allowed 
to be sacked by the rabble in the pay 
of western masters.

Mati English
Sydney
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For some programs, the title 
alone tells you most of what’s 

wrong with them. Take Mummifying 
Alan: Egypt’s Last Secret (ABC1 
Thursday July 12 at 9.30pm) for 
example. The program purports to 
have solved the “mystery” of how 
the Ancient Egyptians were able to 
“perfectly preserve their pharaohs 
for millennia”. However, anyone 
who has seen an unwrapped Egyptian 
mummy knows that they were not in 
fact “perfectly preserved”. With skin 
like dark brown leather and fl esh all 
sunken in and pulled gaunt over the 
bones, they look like what they are: 
people who’ve been dead a very long 
time. They certainly don’t look like 
they are sleeping.

At the core of the program are 
two British scientists, partners in 
life as well as in Egyptology. He’s a 
chemist, she’s an archaeologist. Both 
have been studying for a decade the 
burning question of how the ancient 
Egyptians preserved their dead kings. 
Well, they do say it’s good to have a 
hobby, although really, in historical 
terms, just how the Egyptians did 
it is worth no more than a footnote. 
For this pair, and the program, you’d 
swear it was the most important 
question of the age.

According to the program, 
the best-preserved mummies are 
from the 18th dynasty, which were 
preserved using what was then a 

new technique. Curiously, although 
this technique allegedly produced 
the “best” mummies of any dynasty, 
it was abandoned at the end of the 
18th dynasty – the later 19th dynasty 
mummies were made using the older 
techniques of earlier dynasties. The 
reason for this is never explained in 
the program.

Instead, the program concentrates 
on a controlled attempt to reproduce 
the 18th dynasty technique, based 
on copious X-ray examination of 
Egyptian royal mummies and using 
the donated body of a taxi-driver 
from Torquay.

The program keeps telling us 
how scientifi cally and historically 
valuable this experiment is, but it 
remains much ado about very little, 
it seems to me. True, the taxi driver, 
Alan, ends up mummifi ed in the 
Egyptian manner and will be kept 
for future observation in a university 
fridge along with assorted Egyptian 
royal mummies, which his wife fi nds 
oddly comforting (“he would have 
liked that”).

Their experiment may even 
have uncovered the actual technique 
(immersing the body in a salt bath for 
fi ve weeks) used in the 18th dynasty, 
but although the program would 
have us believe otherwise, modern 
methods of preserving the dead have 
far surpassed anything the Ancient 
Egyptians achieved.

Lenin died almost 90 years 
ago, but anyone who has visited 
his mausoleum on Red Square will 
know that he really does appear to 
just be asleep. Stalin’s body was 
reputedly even better preserved, 
having the benefi t of almost 30 more 
years of research and development 
of embalming techniques. And Eva 
Peron’s body was so well preserved 
that after the overthrow of the 
Peronista dictatorship, Argentina’s 
head of Security kept her body 
propped up in his offi ce and indulged 
in sexual hi-jinks with it, until the 
authorities stopped him and buried 
her under two metres of concrete.

Perhaps the most intriguing thing 
of all about Mummifying Alan is 
that it won the 2012 BAFTA (British 
Academy of Film and Television Arts) 
Award in the Best Specialist Factual 
category.

John Clarke’s three-part series 
on the place of sport in 

Australia, Sporting Nation (ABC1 
Sundays at 7.30pm) concludes this 
week. As a TV essay it has been 
decidedly above average, but this 
fi nal episode is less concerned with 
the history of sport in Australia and 
more with its possible end. Clarke 
deals with the increase in watching 
sport as opposed to actually playing 
it, and the various ramifi cations of 
the commercialisation of sport: the 
extension of gambling to all types of 
sport and the multitude of negative 
effects this has had.

With the aid of various experts, 
like social commentator Hugh 
MacKay, Professor of History Joy 
Damousi, sports journalist Gideon 
Haigh and numerous athletes, 
footballers, swimmers, tennis players 
and other famous (and a few not 

so famous) sports people, this fi nal 
episode explores some key moments 
and issues in our recent sporting 
history. There is a highly emotive 
and effective coverage of Cathy 
Freeman’s 400 metres race at the 
Sydney Olympics and the national 
celebration that followed her victory, 
balanced by some cautionary but 
astute comments from Hugh MacKay.

The intrusion of big money 
sponsorship into sport is dealt with 
too, as the lines are blurred as to 
just who exactly some athletes 
are competing for. Cadel Evans 
ruefully admits that he is an Italian-
and-French-speaking resident of 
Switzerland riding for an American 
employer. But if he wins we still say 
it’s a great day for Australia.

Plastered with advertising like 
racing cars, athletes and footballers 
alike are fast becoming merely 
adjuncts of the advertising industry, 
the actual sporting event being no 
more than the bait to attract the TV 
viewers so that they will see the ads, 
the real reason for the whole event.

Television has changed more 

about sport than the colour of the 
uniforms and the number of overs in 
a game. In many cases it has changed 
the sport itself, and it has defi nitely 
changed people’s attitude towards 
major sports.

Clarke does not come out and 
condemn the commercialisation of 
sport outright, but he makes it clear 
where real, socially benefi cial sport 
still resides. In the community sport 
that is played by thousands every 
week but receives no commercial 
support, like netball, local football 
competitions, and the other forms as 
yet untainted by the grubby hands of 
commercial promoters.

It is a surprisingly thoughtful 
and thought-provoking episode, and 
a great way to end this mini series. 
It is so unusual to see programs that 
really make you think in this country 
– especially about sport of all things – 
that the series is almost unclassifi able 
in the Australian context, but it is to 
be hoped that it will be picked up 
and screened in schools across the 
nation: great class discussions should 
be forthcoming. 

Rob Gowland
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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

August 3
SRI LANKA – DISAPPEARNCE OF HUMAN RIGHTS & 
THE SURVIVAL OF THE TAMILS
Sam Pari, Dr, Human Rights Spokesperson Tamil Community; 
Brami Jegan, Human Rights activist & media co-ordinator for 
Greens Senator Lee Rhiannon

August 10
BRITISH GOVERNMENT AS BIG BROTHER – 
NEW LAW TO ACCESS THE INTERNET OF ALL ITS CITIZENS – 
PRIVACY IMPLICATIONS FOR AUSTRALIA
John Dowd, AO, Int. Commission of Jurists; 
Stephen Blanks, NSW Council Civil Liberties

POLITICSin the pub

Sydney

Sporting Nation (ABC1 Sundays at 7.30pm) concludes this week.

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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Lawrence Davidson

It was back in 2006 that Julian 
Assange and associates founded 
the WikiLeaks website. Their goal 
was and is a noble and necessary 
one. Wikileaks aims at forcing 
the world’s governments to act 
with greater transparency, and 
therefore possibly rule more justly. 
It was Assange’s opinion that if 
governments were less able to lie 
and keep secrets, they would be 
less prone to break their own and 
international laws, or at least more 
likely to adhere to a general rule of 
decency allegedly shared by their 
citizenry.

This is a truly heroic undertaking. 
What did WikiLeaks do to accomplish 
this task? It created a web-based 
non-governmental window on govern-
ment activity through which it makes 
public those offi cial lies and secrets. 
This information is supplied to it by 
whistleblowers the world over.

Soon WikiLeaks was telling the 
world about “extrajudicial killings 
in Kenya…toxic waste dumping on 
the coast of Cote d’Ivoire … material 
involving large banks … among other 
documents.” None of this got Assange 
into great trouble. The simple fact 
is that the ability of states such as 
Kenya and the Ivory Coast to reach 
out and crush an organisation like 
WikiLeaks is limited. However, in 
2010 the website started publishing 
massive amounts of US diplomatic 
and military documents, including 
damaging information on procedures 
at the Guantanamo Bay prison camp 
and a video documenting attacks on 
civilians in Iraq.

It is at this point that Assange, 
as the editor-in-chief of WikiLeaks, 
became a criminal in the eyes of 
the US government. The hero now 
became the hunted. Republican 
Representative Peter King of New 
York, an Islamophobe who unfortu-
nately chairs the House Homeland 
Security Committee, labelled 
WikiLeaks a “terrorist organisation” 
and said that Assange ought to be 
“prosecuted under the Espionage 
Act of 1917.” On the Democratic 
side of the aisle, Diane Feinstein 
of California, chair of the Senate 
Intelligence Committee, claimed that 
Assange had harmed the national 
interest and “put innocent lives at 
risk” and therefore should be pros-
ecuted for espionage. Actually, a good 
argument can be made that the stupid 
and corrupt policies of American 

politicians have done much greater 
harm to objectively defi ned national 
interest, particularly in the Middle 
East. In addition there is no evidence 
that any of WikiLeaks’ actions have 
resulted in any loss of “innocent 
lives.” However, none of this can 
save Assange.

Who is the real 
criminal?

One of the serious questions 
raised by the case of WikiLeaks and 
Julian Assange is just who is a crimi-
nal? If an organised crime syndicate 
commits illegal acts and some outside 
party reveals its activity, the syndicate 
might mark the witness for punish-
ment. However, which one is the real 
criminal? Lots of governments act like 
organised crime syndicates. If you 
ask King or Feinstein what they think 
about the behaviour of, say, Russia 
in Chechnya or China in Tibet, they 
are likely to describe that behaviour 
as criminal. And, if Assange had just 
exposed the sins of Russia or China, 
he would be praised within the halls 
of Congress.

But what happens when the US 
government behaves like an organised 
gang of criminals? After all, a very 
good case can be made that the leaders 
of the United States are systematically 
violating their own constitution with 
policies like indefi nite detention. 
And the government’s behaviour in 
Vietnam, as well as in the run-up to 
the invasion of Iraq (for instance, in 
the application of draconian sanc-
tions which did take the lives of up 
to a million innocents) and the actual 
occupation of that country, all violated 
more moral precepts than one cares 
to count. Then there is the practice of 
torturing suspected, but not actually 
convicted, terrorists, and the current 
use of drone attacks which kill more 
civilians than targeted enemies. Along 
comes WikiLeaks and Assange to 
bear witness against some of these 
acts. Washington marks him for 
punishment. But just who is the real 
criminal?

It is to the enduring shame of 
most of the US media that they 
did not, and still can’t, manage a 
straight answer to that question. The 
establishment press has always kept 
its distance from Assange, asserting 
that he was not a “real” journalist. 
This no doubt refl ects the attitudes of 
its basically conservative owners and 
editors. For instance, the New York 
Times executive editor, Bill Keller, 

once called Assange a “smelly, dirty, 
bombastic … believer in unproven 
conspiracy theories … .” He did this 
even while his own paper selectively 
dipped into the 391,832 Pentagon 
documents WikiLeaks had divulged. 
Even then the information was used in 
the most innocuous fashion. I think it 
is fair to say that investigative journal-
ism at a local (city or state) level still 
goes on in the US, but at the national 
level it has become an increasingly 
rare phenomenon.

Popular disbelief
Though a noble and necessary 

effort, Assange’s WikiLeaks experi-
ment always faced very high odds, 
particularly in the US. This is because 
its revelations play themselves out 
within the context of an establishment 
culture that has long ago turned the 
great majority of people into subservi-
ent true believers. True believers in 
what? In the essential goodness of 
their nation as it operates in the world 
beyond its borders.

Therefore, transparency might be 
acceptable for one’s local political 
environment where the mayor turns 

out to be corrupt, but foreign policy is 
something else again. For Americans 
in the post 9/11 age, foreign policy 
boils down to promoting democracy 
and development on the one hand, 
and protecting the citizenry from ter-
rorists on the other. Within that frame 
of reference, it is nearly impossible 
for Americans to conceive of their 
national government as purposefully 
acting like a criminal organisation. 
They just refuse to believe it.

Particularly in the so-called war 
against terrorism, most Americans 
see nothing noble or necessary about 
exposing the government’s clandes-
tine operations. Thus, when Julian 
Assange points out the criminal 
behaviour of those supposedly defend-
ing the nation, most citizens are going 
to feel indignant and rally around the 
fl ag. The messenger is soon the one 
who is seen as criminal and dangerous 
because he is undermining national 
security.

There are no greater adherents to 
this point of view than the political 
and military leaders who claim to be 
defenders of the nation. For them the 
old Barry Goldwater saying, “extrem-
ism in defence of liberty is no vice” 
excuses all excesses. WikiLeaks both 
challenged and embarrassed them by 
making their innumerable excesses 
public. Thus, be they Democrats or 
Republicans, the so-called champions 
of homeland security are determined 
to silence him.

US authorities have latched onto 
an exaggerated sex scandal in Sweden 
in which Assange is sought for ques-
tioning (though as yet not charged 
with any crime). They have pressured 
the Swedes to extradite Assange from 
his UK residence when it would be 
much easier and effi cient (as Assange 
has offered) for Stockholm to send 
court representatives to England to 
perform the questioning. So why 

do it the hard way? Because, once 
in Sweden, the head of WikiLeaks 
could be given over to the Americans 
(something the British will not do). 

Assange will not cooperate in 
this game. As Glenn Greenwald has 
pointed out, “as a foreign national 
accused of harming US national 
security, he has every reason to want 
to avoid ending up in the travesty 
known as the American judicial sys-
tem.” When he recently lost his UK 
court battle against extradition, he 
sought asylum in the embassy of 
Ecuador, a country whose leaders are 
sympathetic to Assange’s plight. True 
to form, American media comment 
on Assange’s appeal for asylum has 
been disparaging.

Conclusion
Julian Assange is now a hero on 

the run. And, he is probably going 
to stay that way for the foreseeable 
future. Even if he makes it to Ecuador 
he will need bodyguards to protect 
him from kidnapping or worse. As 
one Pentagon spokesman put it, “If 
doing the right thing is not good 
enough for [Assange] then we will 
fi gure out what other alternatives we 
have to compel [him] to do the right 
thing.” And what do America’s lead-
ers regard as the “right thing” in this 
case? Obviously, keeping silent about 
Washington’s doing the wrong thing.

That is the nature of our world. 
Submerged in a culture defi ned by the 
educational and informational dictates 
of our leaders and their interests, 
many of us can not recognise when 
we are being lied to or misled. And, 
if someone tries to tell us what is 
happening, they sound so odd, so out 
of place, that we are made anxious 
and annoyed. So much so that, in the 
end, we don’t raise a fi nger when the 
messenger is hounded into silence.
Information Clearing House 

Julian Assange.

The hero becomes the hunted

“As a foreign national accused of 
harming US national security, he has 
every reason to want to avoid ending 
up in the travesty known as the 
American judicial system.”


