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The House of Representatives has just 
passed amendments to the Privacy Act which 
increase the powers of state agencies and the 
private sector to collect data on people and 
reduces their obligations to protect privacy. 
It allows companies to send personal data 
and process it overseas, even to countries 
with no privacy laws at all. The government 
claims it strengthens privacy laws. It does 
not. At the same time a parliamentary com-
mittee is considering proposals to amend 
the Telecommunications Interception and 
Access Act (TIAA). The most dangerous 
of these is the requirement for internet 
service providers to store the contents of 
all electronic communications for two years 
and to make it available to ASIO and other 
government agencies.

The dishonestly named Privacy Amendment 
(Enhancing Privacy Protection) Bill 2012 is now 
before the Senate. The bill and the proposals 
for further legislation lay the basis for the mass 
surveillance of society by government agencies 
and private corporations.

The onus will be on victims to prove privacy 
breaches that occur regarding data transmitted 
overseas by companies (eg for processing or 
call centres).

Consumer rights reduced
Businesses will not be required to inform 

customers or the Privacy Commissioner of many 
massive breaches of data security.

The bill destroys the existing right to anony-
mous transactions. It removes the right to ask, 
“Where did you get my name from?” where it 
is “impracticable” for the caller (bank, telco, 
electricity company, etc) to provide an answer.

Credit reporting industry will be given rights 
to collect and share a range of information about 
customers who have never had a default such 
as anyone with a credit card.

The bill, as the government claims, does 
give the Privacy Commissioner additional 
powers and increases penalties for breaches. 
But there is no obligation to use these powers 
or to investigate complaints. Up to now the 
Commissioner has failed to use the existing 
powers and penalties are not mandatory.

A succession of amendments to national 
security laws, including the ASIO Act during 
the Howard years and the terrorist laws, have 
seen a totally unjustifi ed increase in the powers 
of government agencies and private sector to 
spy on ordinary citizens.

The TIAA originally applied to the Australian 
Federal Police and national spy agency ASIO. 
Today it gives extraordinary surveillance and 
other powers to more than 20 agencies. Much 
of the data collection remains unregulated, some 
of it is carried out by private agencies on behalf 
of government, and the public are unaware of 
what records are kept on their personal lives.

The legislation and plans for data collection 
by internet providers are in breach of Australia’s 
obligations under the International Convention 
on Civil and Political Rights. Under Article 17, 
the Australian government is obliged to pass 
legislation to give effect to the right of people 
not to be subjected to arbitrary or unlawful 
interference with their privacy, family, home 
or correspondence.

Mass surveillance
Big Brother is far more intrusive and all 

pervasive than in the days of credit checks, 
employer and real estate agent black lists and 
phone tapping.

Indoor and outdoor CTV surveillance, 
credit and debit cards, retail loyalty schemes, 
internet shopping, driver’s licences, passports, 
public transport smart cards, tollways, emails, 
facebook, twitter, other social networks, comput-
ers, the cloud, mobile phones, real estate agents, 
banks, insurance companies, Medicare, the new 
ehealth card, biometric data, DNA, private health 
insurers JobSearch, etc – each and every one a 
source of data to who knows whom.

Phillip Dorling writing in a series on privacy 
in The Age and Sydney Morning Herald (25-
09-2012) noted: “Australian law enforcement 
and government agencies are also accessing 
vast troves of phone and internet data without 
warrant. Indeed, they did so more than 250,000 
times during criminal and revenue investigations 
in 2010-2011. Comparative statistics suggest 
this is a far greater level of telecommunications 
data access than that taken in the US, Britain 
or Canada.”

Where we work, where we shop, what we 

buy, who we talk to, what we say, our photos, 
when and where we go, how we travel, our 
future plans, our fi nances, our credit history, 
our health records, and so much more on our 
personal lives is out there, being collected, being 
shared, being sold for profi t. We have little idea 
who has it, how they are using it, and even if 
it is accurate.

The new powers being proposed regarding 
the two-year storage of the content of electronic 
information such as emails, twitter, facebook, 
cloud, can be compared to someone opening 
every letter sent by post and recording every 
phone call and storing their contents for two 
years. But the scope of this data collection is far 
more invasive and its contents mind-blowing, 
apart from the logistics and cost involved for 
the internet servers.

The government claims it is necessary to 
give ASIO and other security and policing 
bodies greater surveillance powers to counter 

terrorism and pursue criminals, in particular 
paedophiles. Historically, the focus of ASIO 
spying has been on communists, trade union-
ists, and other political activists who might 
challenge the system.

Corporate surveillance
The other main area o f spying in Australia, 

apart from military, has been for the corporate 
sector, much of it carried out by private agen-
cies. This includes spying on employees and 
corporate espionage on rival companies.

The stored electronic data would be acces-
sible to government and private sector agencies 
collecting it for the government. It would not be 
secure from hackers and it could be tampered 
with. ASIO and other agencies would have 
the power to go into any computer or other 
electronic device and add, remove or alter data. 
They could plant “evidence”.

Continued on page 4
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PRESS FUND
Last month the Press Fund special appeal raised enough to get us 
on the way to a better, more attractive paper. We offer our thanks 
to everyone who contributed. For those who didn’t get around to it, 
don’t be disappointed! We didn’t quite make the target, but there 
are still ten publication days to go this year, so you could make 
a late contribution! You will, however, have to stipulate that it’s 
for the appeal, because we are back to depending on our normal 
weekly donations, which help us to meet our operating costs – so 
please send us in something for the next issue. Enough said! Once 
again our sincere thanks for your generous support for the appeal 
and Press Fund, as follows:
June Ayres $20, Mark Mannion $10, Tony Mullen $50, 
“Round Figure” $15
This week’s total $95 Progressive total: $8,005

The scheming centred on Assange
It is now offi cial – Julian Assange is considered an “enemy” of 

the United States. Documents obtained by The Sydney Morning 
Herald from US Air Force counter-intelligence make it clear that 
contact with the Australian journalist or his organisation, WikiLeaks, 
will bring charges of “communicating with the enemy” down on 
the heads of US military personnel. The maximum sentence in the 
event of conviction is death.

The information blows apart the story pedalled by Australian 
Foreign Minister Bob Carr that the US has no interest in extraditing 
Assange to face charges of espionage or conspiracy. It confi rms that 
authorities in Australia, Britain and the US have been engaged in 
delicate manoeuvring to neutralise a grave threat to their war plans 
– public awareness of the horrors of those wars and the dishonesty 
of diplomacy and manipulation of public opinion required to pursue 
them.

The US does not muck about with its “enemies”. Such individuals 
have been targeted by drones in countries like Afghanistan, Iraq, 
Pakistan, Yemen and Somalia. There have been 297 strikes killing 
at least 1,800 people, many of them non-combatants. Of course, 
it wouldn’t do to attack Assange with a missile from a drone in 
the centre of London but make no mistake, hatred for the world’s 
most famous whistle-blower is deep-seated in the upper reaches of 
government in the US and elsewhere.

In fact, the expressions of hostility to somebody whose only 
“crime” was to tell the international community precisely what 
happens behind embassy doors had to be toned down for the sake of 
decorum. Offi cial US spokespersons used to openly refer to him as 
a “high-tech terrorist” and an “enemy combatant”. Prime Minister 
Gillard, a lawyer in a previous stage of her career, once declared 
WikiLeaks guilty without trial of “an illegal act” and the airing of 
the US’ dirty laundry as “grossly irresponsible”.

Bob Carr is in the forefront of the latest tread softly PR 
campaign, insisting the only issue to be cleared up in relation to 
Assange is that of the allegations of sexual assault in Sweden. With 
regard to those matters, Carr insists Assange has had extensive 
consular assistance though he hasn’t specifi ed to what end that 
“assistance” has been directed. Carr has joined a chorus of right-
wing commentary asserting that extradition to Sweden would 
actually make any subsequent extradition to the US more diffi cult. 
It is hard to believe the assurances of this most pro-US of foreign 
ministers.

The reasons given as to why Assange can not be questioned 
in London over allegations of sexual assault keep shifting. It was 
originally claimed that Swedish law would not permit it. In the 
end, the only obstacle was said to be that of the “prestige” of the 
Swedish judicial process. Concerning the possibility of extradition 
from Sweden it was claimed that the Swedish courts would determine 
any such request in complete isolation from the sordid world of 
politics. It turns out that the government has the last word in these 
questions and its record is not good.

Much is made of the claim that Sweden cannot extradite a person 
to a country where they may face the death penalty. That didn’t 
prevent its involvement in the “extraordinary rendition” of two 
asylum seekers to Egypt where they were imprisoned, beaten and 
tortured. It is not hard to imagine a scenario in which Assange 
could be extradited in exchange for assurances he would not face 
the death penalty.

The government of Ecuador has come under attack for granting 
asylum to Assange. There are allegations of “hypocrisy” directed 
at WikiLeaks because of the Latin American nation’s supposedly 
woeful record on freedom of speech. Ecuador has broken away 
from US dominance since the election of President Rafael Correa 
late in 2006. The shift has earned the enmity of the US and dubious 
NGOs like Reporters Without Borders whose major donors are to 
be found in the Miami-based Cuban ex-pat community with all 
their CIA connections.

Ecuador has confi rmed its status as a leader of the movement of 
countries reasserting their independence after decades of dominance 
by the US. Australia’s record, on the other hand, shows just how 
disgraceful its government is in its subservience to US military, 
economic and political interests. We need have no illusions about its 
loyalty to its citizens or the cause of truth in international relations.

Guardian Special Appeal
The Guardian has been running a special appeal 
during September. This is to supplement our 
income to meet ongoing costs and improvements 
to the paper. By running such appeals it makes it 
possible to keep the price below cost. We know 
that many of our readers are on low incomes. We 
know times are tough and you are not overpaid 
by generous capitalist bosses or on multi-
million dollar pensions! That’s why we need The 
Guardian, to improve the conditions of working 
people and to build the movement for the social 
transformation of society to a socialist one. We 
urge our readers to dig deep and give this appeal a 
final boost before we close it.

I would like to contribute $________ to the Guardian Special Appeal

Name:  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Address: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Postcode:. . . . 

Phone:  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Email address: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Return contributions to: Special Guardian Appeal, 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills NSW 2010
Cheques and money orders should be made out to “The Guardian”.
Fill out credit card details below or you can phone them up on 02 9699 8844

 Visa   Mastercard  Name on the card: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Card Number  __________ _________ ________ _________

Expiry Date ______ /_______  Signature ________________________

Please tick box if receipt is required:    I do not wish my name to be published: 

For contributions over $500: Please send free subscription to:

The above name & address:  or the following name & address: 

Name:  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Address: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Postcode: . . . . . 



All contributions, no matter 
how large or small, are 
welcome. Special thanks to this 
week’s generous contributors:

Tom Costa $100, 
Pablo & Carmen Rosa $100, 
James Kiek $10, 
Lawrence Newcombe $20, 
MH $700.

This week’s total: $930

Cumulative total: $2,665 

Call from Bougainville
Dear Bougainville Supporters,
We are organising a shipping container to go to 
Bougainville to assist the Hako Women’s Collective 
in North Buka. Below is a list of the items that are 
needed to fi ll the shipping container.

If you can donate any of the goods below then please 
call us on 0401 085 412 or 02 9568 3318. We look forward 
to hearing from you. Many thanks.

Vikki
Bougainville Freedom Movement

Books for Buka
There is no bookshop or public library in Buka, and 

access to the internet is limited. Books that provide reli-
able information, or assist with developing literacy or 
other skills, are needed.

Resources for early childhood and early literacy and 
numeracy are especially welcome, as the kindergartens 
are generally established and run by local people who are 
not trained teachers. However, resources for all ages and 
skill levels will be valued and well used.

Resource Centre
We are collecting materials in Sydney for a planned 

Resource Centre. Items needed include:
Offi ce storage furniture, cupboards, fi ling cabinets, 

storage boxes, shelving, any offi ce storage systems and/
or stand alone items.

Tables and chairs, offi ce tables and chairs, dining 
tables, folding chairs or stackable plastic chairs for 
participants in dining and training hall, stationery, offi ce 
equipment paper, staples and staple guns, paper clips, 
rulers and pens, markers, paints, brushes, pencils, rub-
bers, offi ce trays etc, scanners and printers, laminating 
machines and sheets, etc. notice boards, white boards, 
offi ce display boards, etc.

Computers:
Set of 10-20 for teaching (i.e. same model) – laptops 

if possible as they will need to be locked away when 
not in use.

Trade tools for carpentry, mechanics, electrics, solar 
and alternative power systems. Sewing machines (non 

electric). Fabric and other sewing materials, sewing kits, 
patterns, needles, scissors etc. 

Kitchen equipment. Eating and serving utensils, uten-
sils for catering for conferences and training for 30-40 
participants at a time. 

Bedding, single beds etc. Linen, mattresses, pillows.
Curtains or drape material to make curtains for the 

bedrooms (for privacy).
Sporting equipment such as volleyball nets and balls, 

netball, basketball, soccer, rugby.
DVDs, CDs, books, encyclopaedias, library books etc.
Other help needed:
Shipping materials to Bougainville is a cumbersome 

and expensive process. If you can help with any aspects of 
the logistics, or with fundraising for the shipping container 
and transport, we would be delighted to hear from you.
hakowomen.blogspot.com.au/p/about-hwc.html 

Sydney 

Bougainville 
Film Night Fundraiser
6pm, Thursday October 18
Sydney UTS main building
Level 3 the Theatre Lounge

Film: 
Bougainville after the war
Interviews with people looking at their lives now.

Followed by a new AIDWATCH production about 
Melanesian Customary Land: 
Portions of Pradise.  

Presented by Bougainville Freedom Movement
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Last Tuesday Gunns Limited, 
Australia’s biggest timber com-
pany, was placed in receivership. 
This was greeted with relief by 
those who opposed the company’s 
clear felling of old growth forests 
and its proposal to establish a huge 
wood pulp mill in the Tamar Valley.

However, Gunns’ failure has 
resulted in the loss of 50 positions, 
and threatens the jobs of hundreds of 
workers throughout the nation. The 
closure of some of the company’s 
existing plants will be a savage blow 
for the economy in Tasmania, where 
it was the biggest private employer.

Following the announcement, the 
receivers realised the company could 
not raise enough money to make 50 
redundancy payments. The employees 
then occupied the Launceston offi ces 
of the ANZ Bank, after which the 
group of banks headed by ANZ to 
which the company was indebted 
paid up.

Gunns was established in 1875. 
In 1986 the company was fl oated on 
the stock market, after members of 
the Gunn family decided to cash in 
their shareholdings. Gunns had useful 
contacts in parliament, but in 1989 
its chairman Edmund Rouse was 
convicted of trying to bribe a Labor 
MP in order to get him to cross the 
fl oor and vote against the government, 
which wanted to place restrictions on 
logging. The premier Robin Gray, 
who was criticised by the court, later 
joined the Gunns board.

In the 1990s the timber indus-
try suffered a number of setbacks, 
and Gunns’ competitors Boral and 
North Forests decided to sell their 
Tasmanian holdings. Intoxicated with 
the prospect of taking over 85 percent 
of the state’s timber industry, Gunns’ 
managing director John Gay borrowed 
$423.5 million and Gunns acquired 
60,000 hectares of old growth and 
plantation timber.

Gay and his fellow directors 
decided they could repay the loan by 
expanding their operations. They set 
about acquiring many of the tracts of 
forests that were periodically released 
by Forestry Tasmania. Their aim 

was to clear fell and convert them to 
timber plantations, at an anticipated 
cost of $500 million, with a view to 
offering plantation lots to investors.

The company ignored public 
anger at the scheme’s massive destruc-
tion of the wilderness. It also ignored 
the dire implications of gross indebt-
edness. The company’s realisable 
assets only amounted to $56 million.

The lots were marketed for Gunns 
by companies that ran managed 
investment schemes (MIS), which 
depended on huge tax breaks offered 
to investors in plantation timber. 
The destruction of the Tasmanian 
wilderness would not only make 
certain people very rich, it was to be 
accomplished at taxpayers’ expense

The massive burden of Gunns’ 
loan repayments were not alleviated 
by the company’s decision to offer its 
own loans to some investors, which 
over time amounted to $168 million. 
Nevertheless, periodical revaluing of 
its forest holdings enabled the com-
pany to swagger on, claiming it would 
reap massive rewards for investors.

The emperor 
has no clothes

By 2000 shares in Gunns had 
quadrupled in value. But the tide 
began to turn. The woodchip market 
was oversupplied, and in 2002 ANU 
academic Judith Ajani warned that 
because of currency changes and fall-
ing woodchjp prices “investments in 
plantations could collapse”.

Stung by criticism and obstruction 
from anti-logging protesters, Gunns 
decided to sue Bob Brown and 19 
other vocal opponents of its practices 
for $7.8 million in damages. They 
failed. The defendants had to pay 
$150,000 in costs for the fi nal stage 
of proceedings, but this, together 
with the costs of their own defence, 
was met largely by public support. In 
contrast, the company had to meet the 
costs of its large and very expensive 
legal team. Its public esteem also 
plummeted.

Undeterred, in 2004 the company 
decided to seek other markets for 
its timber, announcing its intention 
to construct the huge Tamar Valley 

pulp mill, at an estimated cost of $2.3 
billion. Public opposition was instan-
taneous, ferocious and widespread.

Gunns subsequently bought soft-
wood fi rm Auspine for $330 million, 
and other timber businesses. But time, 
luck and bravado had run out for the 
company. No investor was found for 
the pulp mill. Gunns had to cease 
logging old growth forests in 2010, 
and Gay was forced to resign. Since 
then the company has written off $1.3 
billion in the value of its assets, and 
in March this year its shares were 
suspended from trading.

The Greens have described the 
decision to place Gunns in receiver-
ship as “the last nail in the coffi n” for 
the pulp mill proposal. Nevertheless, 
the permit for the project is still valid, 
and Tasmanian Premier Lara Giddings 
still wants it to proceed, if a new 
buyer can be found for the company.

That’s possible but improbable. 

Any buyer who recommenced the 
scheme would face community hatred, 
both in Tasmania and throughout the 
nation. The Australian dollar’s high 
rating would not be a major hurdle 
for a foreign company that could 
use the pulp from the mill for its 
own industries. But even so, buyers 
would be unlikely to take on such a 
poisoned chalice.

In Australian timber yards you’re 
still likely to fi nd beautiful hardwood 
timber from Gunns. The proposed 
pulp mill and the company’s clear 
felling of old growth forests were 
bitterly opposed on environmental 
grounds, but not the use of timber 
itself. Gunns could have remained 
focused on milling timber from its 
own plantations, without stripping the 
old growth forests. The fi rm would 
have been much smaller, but fi nan-
cially secure and with good prospects 
for its employees.

Tasmanian opposition leader Will 
Hodgman has accused the Greens 
and the environment campaigners of 
having deliberately brought about the 
company’s downfall. They certainly 
played a crucial role in halting the 
pulp mill project, but the company’s 
collapse was actually caused by the 
overwhelming greed, arrogance and 
stupidity of its owners.

With blind optimism fuelled by 
avarice the company overproduced, 
but woodchip prices slumped. The 
directors were incensed when peo-
ple protested at Gunns’ rape of the 
landscape, but what did they expect? 
The company’s catastrophic behaviour 
mirrors the characteristics of the 
political-economic system in which 
it rose and fell. Gunns has become 
a metaphor for capitalism itself. 

Australia

Gunns, the company 
felled by greed

A protest in 2009 against the Gunns pulp mill.

Pete’s Corner MARIELA CASTRO in SYDNEY

Sexual, gender and 

women’s rights in CUBA today

6:15pm to 8:30pm Tuesday, October 16
Eastern Avenue Auditorium, University of Sydney

Mariela Castro Espín, director of Cuba’s National Centre for Sex Education 

(CENESEX), will give a public lecture on sexual, gender and women’s rights 

in Cuba today. A well-known activist for LGBT rights and a strong defender 

of Cuba’s socialist system, Mariela will be visiting Australia in October 2012 

as an invited guest of the Australian Government, to participate in two sexual 

health conferences to be held in Melbourne. In addition to delivering a guest 

lecture at the University of Sydney, she will also travel to Canberra. 

The daughter of Cuban President Raúl Castro and the late Vilma Espín, 

founder of the Federation of Cuban Women (which set up CENESEX), 

Mariela has led campaigns against homophobia and for the acceptance of 

homosexuality, bisexuality, trans-vestism, and trans-sexualism. She helped 

push through a 2008 law which gives transgendered persons access to free 

sex change operations and campaigns for same sex unions and same sex 

marriage.
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On September 18 a major accident 
involving a giant tower took place 
when a terminal fitting which 
attaches the crane rope to the jib 
failed, bringing down 50 metres 
of crane rope and a two ton crane 
block narrowly missing nearby 
workers. At the time of the inci-
dent, the Construction Division of 
the CFMEU attended the accident 
with Comcare.

A verbal agreement was entered 
into by the CFMEU and John Holland 
to gain an independent engineer’s 
report into the crane incident and the 
operation of another similar crane 
on the site to ensure future safety. 
Tensions were high amongst the 
workers given that Holland’s had had 
a death on their Northbridge link site 
earlier this year.

A few hours after reaching an 
agreement for an independent engi-
neer’s report, John Holland’s reneged 
saying no information would be 
given to the union safety offi cer Steve 
McCann representing the workers; 
furthermore any requests for infor-
mation should now be made through 
John Holland’s industrial relations 
department, therefore treating the 
issue as industrial rather than one of 
health and safety.

Fearful for their safety and given 
a lack of union representation to get to 
the bottom of the matter, the workers 
downed tools on the job – which led 
to a mass rally of support from over 
800 workers on the site.

It can now be revealed that 
Holland conducted tests on the crane 
on September 20 and did not forward 

that information to the CFMEU – 
nothing was passed on to the union 
or the workers. CFMEU secretary 
Mick Buchan said John Holland 
exacerbated the situation and infl amed 
tensions unnecessarily. “If they had 
stuck to their verbal agreement none 
of this would need to have happened. 
Instead they knowingly had informa-
tion in relation to safety tests on the 
crane and withheld it.

“The union always wanted this 
treated as a safety issue; Holland 
were hell-bent on turning it into an 
industrial matter. You have to ask 
them why? 

John Holland 
inflames situation

Big Brother gets bigger
Continued from page 1

Greens Senator Scott Ludlam 
warned against further extending the 
already excessive online surveillance 
powers of Australia’s intelligence 
agencies:  “Does the federal govern-
ment really believe all our personal 
data should be stored by service pro-
viders for two years so that every 
move we make can be surveilled or 
recalled for later data mining? It is 
premised on the unjustifi ed paranoia 
that all Australians are potential 
criminal suspects.

“Australians are already under a 

startling amount of government sur-
veillance. Nearly a quarter of a million 
telecommunications data warrants 
were granted in 2010-11 according 
to the annual Telecommunications 
(Interception and Access) Act report. 
This includes detailed locational data 
logged by every smartphone, every 
minute of the day…

“Data retention as envisaged by 
the government will entrench huge 
databases that can be mined for 
precise patterns of our movements, 
purchases, interests, friends, and con-
versations. This interception, copying, 

recording and disclosure of our data 
is a means to retroactively police the 
whole population. We are citizens, 
not suspects,” Senator Ludlam said.

The development and use/misuse 
of technology has accelerated at an 
exponential rate in recent years, leav-
ing legislative protections far behind. 
The bill before the Senate and the 
proposals being discussed enhance 
the spying powers of government 
agencies and the corporate sector.

Many of the “safeguards” cover-
ing the corporate sector are guidelines, 
not statutory requirements. There is 
little protection for people who fail 
to read the pages of small print or do 
not understand them when signing up 
for retail loyalty cards, a credit card 
or just fi lling out a feedback form. 
They have no idea who their personal 
details are being sold to for market-
ing and other use. Nor do they even 
know how the retail outlet or bank 
will use them.

Successive amendments to tel-
ecommunications, spy and other leg-
islation have and continue to weaken 
protection and accountability. This 
will not change. The federal govern-
ment is not interested in providing 
those protections. It is assisting the 
corporate sector in its collection and 
use of private information.

For example, Attorney-General 
Nicola Roxon, in her Second Reading 
speech to the “Enhancing Privacy” 
bill, said:

“This Bill modernises credit 
reporting provisions and will make 
the credit reporting regime more 
fl exible and less prescriptive by 

emphasising industry-led complaint 
resolution. Banks and financial 
institutions will be able to see more 
accurate and positive information 
about:
1. the types of accounts that 

families have and when they 
were opened and closed;

2. the current credit limits of each 
account (but obviously not the 
day to day balance, to protect 
privacy); and

3. positive information about 
repayment history. For example, 
when a credit card was paid off 
on time, not just information 
about overdue payments.”
Anyone who has had a dispute 

with a bank knows what “industry-led 
complaint resolution” means!

Talk of safeguards is a fi ction.
The security of this data is weak 

enough in Australia, let alone in 
other countries were privacy laws 
are even weaker. No data collection 
is 100 percent secure anywhere in 
the world. Hackers have broken into 
military, social security, medical and 
many other government and corporate 
systems.

There have been numerous, inter-
nal breaches of security such as the 
accidental emailing of records to the 
wrong person. The data collected by 
government or private outfi ts is worth 
millions of dollars to the corporate 
sector. Employers are always eager 
to acquire additional information 
on potential employees or existing 
workforces. The temptation to col-
late and sell data being held for easy 
profi ts is great!

The likes of Facebook and Twitter 
are giant data banks of personal lives, 
conversations, photos and other per-
sonal information, ripe for misuse, 
including identity theft. Employers 
and recruitment agencies are using 
them to investigate job applicants 
and employees.

Principles
The Austral ian Privacy 

Foundation in its submission to 
the parliamentary inquiry states: 
“Indiscriminate mass surveillance will 
never be justifi ed – any surveillance 
should always be targeted. While 
targeted surveillance of groups may 
be justifi ed in some circumstances, it 
should only ever be as a last resort…”

The Foundation recommends: 
“All powers granted to law enforce-
ment agencies must be justifi ed, 
proportionate and controlled, and the 
organisations and individuals must be 
accountable, and subject to regulatory 
regimes that are independent of the 
law enforcement and national security 
agencies themselves.”

It puts forward four basic prin-
ciples: Justifi cation, Proportionality, 
Controls, Accountability.

Unfortunately, all of these are 
missing in the present legislation and 
proposals for further legislation.
For more information visit 
www.privacy.org.au 
and the privacy series 
in The Age, www.theage.com.au/
technology/the-privacy-question 

TAFE cuts doubly bad for women, union says
The National Tertiary Education 
Union (NTEU) says that it doesn’t 
always agree with the Victorian 
TAFE Association but it is 
prepared to make an exception 
when it comes to the Association’s 
pronouncements about the effect 
of TAFE cuts on women.

“The TAFE cuts are bad news 
for everybody except private train-
ing providers but they’re doubly 
bad for women,” said Dr Colin 
Long, the Victorian Division secre-
tary of the NTEU.

“As the Victorian TAFE 

Association pointed out, courses 
favoured by women in vital areas 
such as child care, aged care 
and community care have been 
slashed. Eighty percent of courses 
overall have had their subsidies 
cut but it’s not just a matter of 
courses. It’s also a matter of 
TAFE fees which, in some cases, 
will be six times what they are 
now,” he said.

“TAFE has been a boon for 
disadvantaged women and women 
returning to the workforce after 
having kids. It has offered them 

a supportive environment to get 
back into study as well as provid-
ing services such as libraries, child 
care and counselling that private 
training providers don’t deem nec-
essary in their relentless pursuit of 
profi ts.”

Dr Long said the TAFE cuts 
are a body blow to women in 
Melbourne’s west and throughout 
regional Victoria.

“Many women in the west 
come from non-English speaking 
backgrounds and do it tough. A 
number are recent refugees. TAFE 

courses are a direct stepping stone 
into university. Victoria University 
has made it a mission to make 
higher education accessible to 
women, by providing them with 
the necessary support and encour-
agement to move from its TAFE 
arm to the university proper,” Dr 
Long said.

He said that this is the whole 
point of having a dual sector uni-
versity in a disadvantaged area like 
Melbourne’s west but the Baillieu 
government “couldn’t give a toss”.

“He’s too hell bent on 

punishing TAFE for the rorts of 
private training providers.

“The disastrous effects on 
women and people from disadvan-
taged backgrounds are two more 
reasons the Baillieu government 
must be forced to reverse its deci-
sions on TAFE.”

Dr Long said that up to 25 per-
cent of students at dual sector uni-
versities got a leg up from TAFE.

“Everyone says Australia needs 
to be a smart country but what the 
Baillieu government is doing to 
TAFE is just plain stupid.” 
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Save Medicare coverage for dental health
Tom Pearson

The Medicare Chronic Disease Dental 
Scheme (MCDDS) has been very suc-
cessful, with more than one million 
people receiving treatment since it was 
introduced by the Howard govern-
ment in 2007. The MCDDS provides 
for people with chronic disease to be 
treated by their dentist, dental specialist 
or dental prosthetist under Medicare. 
They are either bulkbilled or can claim 
a Medicare rebate on their fees. Instead 
of extending the scheme to include the 
whole population, the Gillard Labor 
government is shutting it down. The 
legislation has already passed through 
the Lower House and will be before the 
Senate this week.

As from December 1, chronic dis-
ease sufferers will have to pay the full 
fee for private dental services or join 
the 650,000 people already on waiting 
lists around Australia for public dental 
treatment.

The scheme covers people with 
chronic disease such as diabetes, HIV-
AIDS, cancer, immune compromise or 

bleeding disorders. They have conditions 
or are undergoing treatment that could 
affect their dental health or which could 
be made more serious by dental disease.

The government claims it is clos-
ing the scheme because it is being 
rorted by participating dentists. Yet the 
scheme has a low complaint rate of just 
one complaint per 1,500 patients, and 
the relatively small number of offend-
ing dentists are being followed up by 
the appropriate authorities. After all, 
Medicare was not shutdown because a 
few doctors rorted it.

According to the National Advisory 
Council on Dental Health, 80 percent 
of MCDDS patients are concession 
card holders, meaning they are on low 
incomes and amongst the most disad-
vantaged in the community. They simply 
cannot afford private dental services and 
with the closure of the scheme will be 
left without the necessary care.

The savings might make a contri-
bution towards a (totally unnecessary) 
budget surplus in 2013, but in the long 
run they are a false economy. Failing 
to detect and address problems in their 

early stages can result in serious illness 
and even hospitalisation. Providing uni-
versal access to dental services under 
Medicare would considerably reduce 
demand on hospital beds from avoid-
able complications of untreated dental 
conditions.

The closure of the scheme was 
announced last month, in a pack-
age negotiated with the Greens. (See 
Editorial, Guardian No 1563, 05-09-
2012) The package allocates an addition-
al $1.3 billion to states and territories 
over four years from July 2013, for the 
expansion of public dental services. 
It is conditional on them maintaining 
current spending levels. So it is hardly 
guaranteed.

It also provides for an estimated 3.4 
million children from low income fami-
lies to have access to basic dental servic-
es of up to $1,000 over two years under 
Medicare, commencing January 2014.

Instead of closing the Medicare 
Chronic Diseases Dental Scheme, the 
government should be expanding it to 
include the entire Australian population 
under Medicare. 

Peter Mac

Electricity rates in Australia have 
risen, in some states very sharply, 
since 2008. In states where electric-
ity generation industries are still 
publicly-owned the state govern-
ments operate them as though they 
were already privatised, i.e. on a 
commercial, maximum profi t basis.

Under a federal-state agreement, 
electricity rates are dependent on 
the value of the “poles and wires” 
distribution infrastructure. That value 
is proportional to the amount spent on 
installation and maintenance, which 
state governments have maximised 
(apparently beyond necessity) in order 
to justify severe rises in rates.

The Guardian has also pointed 
out that increasing electricity rates 
facilitates privatisation because it 
offers prospective purchasers maxi-
mum profi ts as soon as they purchase 
the generating business concerned.

That, at least, is the intention. 
However, the growth of the renewable 
energy industries is posing a serious 
problem to them.

To date, solar and wind power 
stations have struggled to compete 
with coal-fi red power plants, which 
have enjoyed economic advantages 
including economies of scale. That 
situation is now changing. Wind 
power stations are now edging into 
economic competitiveness, and solar 
plants are likely to be competitive 
within ten years.

Unexpectedly, another critical 
factor is the nationwide proliferation 
of domestic solar PV (photo-voltaic) 
arrays. They only provide power 
during daylight hours, but that char-
acteristic, together with the growth of 
domestic arrays, is making a highly 
significant change to Australia’s 
energy demand, and is highlighting 
the weaknesses of the privately-owned 
energy industry.

A vicious circle
Installation of domestic PV solar 

arrays has increased considerably. In 
2010 and 2011 the installed capacity 
reached 1.4 gigawatts, a seven-fold 

increase, and by 2013 it’s likely to 
reach 2 gigawatts. These installations 
provide just over 1.4 per cent of our 
total energy needs, but their impact 
is disproportionately high.

There are two peak electricity 
demand periods. The initial period 
is roughly between 9 am and three 
pm, the later period between 6.30 pm 
and 8.30 pm. PV solar arrays are very 
effective in meeting demands during 
the fi rst peak period, when energy-
hungry air conditioners are in use.

The energy corporations charge 
different rates for different periods, 
the highest for the peak periods. 
However, the use of PV solar has 
resulted in decreased demands dur-
ing the fi rst peak. In the 2011-2012 
fi nancial year it fell 4 percent in 
Queensland and 8 percent in South 
Australia, compared with the mid 
2007 to mid 2009 period.

That’s bad news for the corpora-
tions. Most power stations in Australia 
are coal-fi red, and unlike gas-fi red or 
renewable power stations, their energy 
output can’t be adjusted every hour, 
so they have to constantly produce 
enough power to meet the evening 
peak demand.

This requirement, together with 
the decrease in demand during the 
fi rst peak period, means that corpo-
rate profi ts have been signifi cantly 
squeezed.

When PV solar installations began 
modifying the peak-hour demand for 
energy, the corporations increased 
their rates, rather than just accepting 
lower profi t margins. Many consumers 
reacted by installing PV solar arrays, 
which becomes an increasingly attrac-
tive economic proposition with each 
rise in electricity rates.

The result conformed to the pre-
diction of two economists working for 
power corporation AGL. They said:

“ … when electricity rates are 
raised … the rate shock moves 
customers to cut their kWh use. The 
utility then raises its rates even higher 
– causing a further spiral as customers 
cut their use even more. … In the fi nal 
stages of that death spiral, the more 
affl uent customers drastically cut 

purchases by implementing effi ciency 
and on-site [PV solar] power, but the 
poorest customers have been unable 
to fi nance such measures.”

They’re right. The increase in 
power rates is now having a terrible 
impact on people who don’t own their 
own homes, or who do own them but 
can’t afford solar arrays.

Privatisation 
not the way to go

The problem lies in privatisa-
tion of the state power generation 
facilities which are crucial national 
assets and should remain publicly-
owned. This is clearly evident in the 
current situation, in which the need 
to mitigate climate change demands 
the use of renewable energy sources 
for power generation.

If the power industry had 
remained in public hands the state 
and federal governments could have 
cooperated, phasing out dirty coal-
fi red power stations and introducing 
new renewable energy plants, with the 
cost borne by the nation as a whole.

The energy contribution made 
by PV solar arrays would have been 
welcomed, because it would have 
reduced the necessary scale of the 
new renewable energy power stations. 
However, electricity privatisation has 
made all this extremely diffi cult.

To date, state and federal gov-
ernments have offered rebates to 
householders for installing solar 
arrays. This was essentially done as a 
vote-winning exercise, with no inten-
tion of challenging the domination of 
coal-fi red power in the energy market.

To secure that domination, the 
state governments might cut the 
solar rebates and take other measures 
against renewable energy installations.

But NSW Premier Barry O’Farrell 
has already tried that. He managed to 
damage the PV solar and wind power 
industry but failed to fi nish them 
off. The renewable energy industries 
continue to grow, and it’s possible 
that the private corporations will end 
up making so little profi t that inves-
tors begin to abandon the coal-fi red 
power industry.

The David and Goliath struggle 

between that industry and household-
ers might precipitate the end of the 
fossil fuel corporations’ domination 
of energy generation.

The demise of the privately-
owned section of the coal-fi red power 
industry might result in catastrophic 
power shortages or even an energy 
collapse. Conservative governments 
might even be forced to take over the 
coal-fi red plants in order to secure the 
public electricity supply.

That certainly doesn’t mean 
that private ownership of the power 
industry would cease. Many of the 
new wind farms are privately-owned, 
just as future solar power stations are 
likely to be, under current state and 
federal governments.

We have to change that. Public 
ownership of the energy industry is 
crucial, not only to provide Australian 
households with electricity at rea-
sonable rates, but also to secure the 
well-being of the planet.
Acknowledgements: Who’s Afraid 
of PV Solar, author unknown, see 
theconversation.edu.au/
whos -afraid-of-solar-pv-8987 

Householders battle 
commercial power industry

THE FACTS

More than 650,000 people are on the 
public dental waiting list

35% of Australians say they cannot afford 
to go to the dentist

The average wait for public dental care is 
27 months

The oral health of Australian adults rank 
second-worst among OECD 
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Victor Grossman

BERLIN: What connection is there between 
a sheepishly smiling politician making fl imsy 
excuses to an investigation committee in 
Berlin and the mad rage of a bloodthirsty 
mob bent on murder in a Baltic coast town 
150 miles away – and 20 years in the past? 
And why worry about distant events, long 
past and best forgotten?

There were some who could just not for-
get them. About 6,000 such resolute people, 
with a wide banner, fl ags and posters, walked 
together to a big, conspicuous building with 
three giant sunfl ower mosaics on one side, 
visible to every summer visitor driving to the 
beach. The banner said: “Solidarity, with no 
borders: 20 Years after the Pogrom.” They were 
recalling a terrible week in August, 1992, when 
hundreds of young men, cheered on by 3,000 
on-lookers, threw stones, hunks of cement and 
Molotov cocktails into parts of this building in 
Lichtenhagen, a suburb of the East German city 
of Rostock. The resulting fi re threatened to kill 
over a hundred Vietnamese men, women and 
children – two pregnant women among them – 
as well as a German TV crew. Just in time they 
found a crowbar, broke open locked doors and 
escaped to relative safety over the rooftop of 
the 11-story building.

At fault, the media reported, was East 
German racism, after less than two years of all-
German “freedom”. Racism, pure and simple, 
they said. But had it been so simple?

After 1990, as a follow-up to all kinds of 
“velvet revolutions” in Eastern Europe plus 
bitter confl icts in once-united Yugoslavia, many 
refugees streamed into Germany.

But these new eastern and Balkan immi-
grants were not at all welcome. Poor, often 
neither young nor muscular, and not “fl eeing to 
freedom from Communism,” they were not even 
good for propaganda purposes. Helmut Kohl’s 
conservative government decided to limit the 
lenient rules for refugees.

The slogan, assiduously spread by much 
of the media, was “The boat is full!” But to 
alter constitutional rules the votes of the Social 
Democrats were needed, and they were reluctant 
to reverse their century-old traditions.

Processing refugees was a slow process; 
some got permission to remain, others did not, 
either way it could take months, often years to 
decide. (It still does, in fact.)

Friction
A processing centre in Rostock, whose 300 

beds in the “sunfl ower building” were soon 
fi lled, began to send the growing number of 
waiting families to camp outside, among lawns 
and shrubbery. After all, many were “only 
Gypsies” from Rumania and Yugoslavia. With 
minimum fi nancial help, no canteens and no 
toilets, but with hungry children and nearby 
supermarkets, friction and anger was inevitable 
after a few weeks. Every attempt to move the 
families into a big, empty military housing unit 
was postponed or simply (but secretly) ignored.

The local press, with new West German 
owners, published without comment racist let-
ters with menacing ultimatums and a threat of a 
“hot weekend.” The responsible authorities did 
nothing. Most of them had come to rule here 
from West Germany; for the weekend they went 
home to western Hamburg or Bremen.

Crowds gathered, so did journalists and TV 
crews. And so did carloads of West German 
neo-Nazis, who often directed the mob during 
three days of attacks, not against the refugees, 
who had fl ed the area in time, but against the 
peaceful Vietnamese families who had worked 
in the GDR and, the fi rst to become jobless after 
1990, were awaiting decisions on their fate.

By August, 1992 over 40,000 people in 
Rostock were out of work, half of them more 
than a year; out of a population of 240,000. After 
so many German Democratic Republic (GDR) 
years when everyone had jobs, the disappoint-
ment and frustration of East Germans was bitter.

But with growing political disorientation, 
especially among young men, and with almost 
no experience with people of other countries 
(the number from Vietnam was quite small), it 
sadly proved all too easy to direct hatred not 
against those who had made glorious promises 
and then shut down the big shipyards and fi sh 
industry in the area, but against foreigners. The 
police, most of them East Germans re-hired on a 
probationary basis (whether they were truly “for 
democracy”), tried at fi rst to control the growing 
mob, despite violent and bloody attacks. But 
then, strangely enough, whenever the situation 
became more critical during those three or four 
days, even the limited number of police sent in 
was withdrawn from action.

So were the water cannons; this meant that 
when the sector where the Vietnamese lived 
started to burn, they were unable to leave the 
buildings; the police were nowhere to be seen.

This meant that the fi re engines could not 
move in. In at least two cases, the top offi cials, 
back at last from their West German homes, 
avoided the scene and went home to “change 
their shirts.” The chief of police, after changing 
his shirt, decided on an afternoon nap and was 
inaccessible for hours.

Ironically, he was later promoted to a higher 
state job (which he only lost due to his overly 
intimate relations with a brothel owner and 
pimp). Some members of the mob were briefl y 
arrested; none received sentences worth the 
name. Ironically, left-wingers who hurried in 
from West Germany in a rented bus to help the 
Vietnamese were stopped, frisked and refused 
entry to the area.

But the resulting excitement about the 
perils of foreigners pouring in provided the 
required atmosphere for altering the constitu-
tion to discourage and discriminate against 
future refugees. The Social Democrats voted 
“Ja” with the government. The mob violence 
had achieved the desirable – and undoubtedly 
intended – results.

“Döner murders”
This brings us to the present. Last November 

a scandal occurred, with a shock effect too big 
to sweep under the German rug. Over a span 
of 12 years, there were bombings, one with 22 
people injured, a series of bank robberies, and 
the murder of nine immigrant men, eight of 
Turkish and one of Greek background, plus a 
22-year-old policewoman, in different regions of 
Germany. The deaths of the immigrants, mostly 
small shop-owners, were blamed on alleged 
“turf” wars in immigrant communities. Since 
two of the victims were killed in shops selling 
Turkish “döner kebab” rolls, the term “döner 
murders” was coined.

But then, after a bank robbery in Thuringian 
Eisenach, two men were found dead and a 
37-year-old woman was arrested after setting fi re 
to the apartment of the three. It still contained 
the Czech-made weapon used in all the murders 
plus the weapons of the murdered policewoman 
and her seriously injured colleague as well as a 
boastful video detailing all the murders and with 
long lists of future victims. With the murders and 
attacks the trio wanted to sow chaos and hatred 
against foreigners in hopes of re-establishing 
“genuine German” rule, as in Hitler’s day. That 
was on November. 4, 2011.

A committee of the Bundestag was formed 
to investigate the matter, with all parties included 
and with subpoena powers. A strange, complex 
murder mystery began to unfold (and is still 

unfolding)! The trio had not been lone wolves, 
but part of a network. They had been forced 
into hiding years earlier, but information about 
their location had either been ignored or, in one 
case, led to a raid on their hideout which was 
suddenly called off at the last minute, no one 
seemed to know why. 

One week after the crimes came to light, on 
November 11, 2011, the federal attorney general 
ordered all security and secret service authori-
ties to turn over every bit of relevant informa-
tion. The central offi ce of the Constitutional 
Protection Bureau and its Thuringian subsidiary 
had piles of information on a right-wing extrem-
ist group with 140 members to which the three 
had belonged; it had largely been organised 
by one of their main spies! But on that same 
day, when all material was requested, they 
had put everything on crimes and connections 
between 1997 and 2003 through a shredder! 
Their explanation? The date of the statute of 
limitations had arrived!

Ties
More and more ties were discovered 

between the murder trio and the legal neo-Nazi 
party and – and with spies sent by the govern-
ment into both the legal and secret groups. 
One employee of the Constitutional Protection 
Bureau was recognised at the scene of one of the 
murders, holding a package possibly containing 
a weapon. Why had nothing ever been reported, 
why had nothing ever been done to prevent 
further murders and punish the murderers?

Somehow, this “bungling” was attributed 
to ineffi ciency, inability and lack of coordina-
tion between various protective agencies of the 
government. Most media offered less and less 
on the growing evidence of collusion, and the 

blurring of all distinctions between activities 
of the informers and of the hate-mongers and 
murderers they were supposed to check on.

Some officials, like the head of the 
Constitutional Protection Bureau, decided on 
early retirement, and there was some organi-
sational rearrangement; a new directory of 
violence-prone rightists was created with lots 
of “earnest” ballyhoo.

But the slime kept oozing out from under 
the closing doors. Now the Berlin big-wig has 
been caught in his own contradictions. The 
Christian Democratic Frank Hempel, second in 
command in the city of Berlin since his party 
formed a coalition with the Social Democrats 
last year, is a hearty, popular fi gure, steadily 
eclipsing Mayor Wowereit, whose poll ratings 
plummeted since the multi-billion euro fi asco 
with the huge new airport, whose opening has 
been delayed by well over a year.

Illegally kept secret
But now someone noted that another shady 

spy sent into the Nazi groupings, himself a 
criminal, had once reported on his knowledge 
of the probable whereabouts of the murderous 
trio. He had known the woman very well. But his 
information, which might have exposed some of 
the many manipulations by the authorities, had 
illegally been kept secret from the Bundestag 
committee – by Hempel. He maintained lamely 
that the attorney general’s offi ce had asked him 
to keep it all “temporarily” secret – to protect the 
life of the informer. But this alibi was quickly 
denied by that offi ce and, all of a sudden, the 
future career of jolly Frank Hempel no longer 
looks jolly; he could join the other early retirees. 
Or perhaps the mayor can save him, and with 
him the governing coalition.

Three killers and a blurry backgro

“Terminate racism!”

The local press, with new West German owners, 
published without comment racist letters with menacing 
and a threat of a “hot weekend.” 
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Almost every day adds a new instalment 
in this dramatic whodunit, but only a very few 
seem to recall that the Constitutional Protection 
offi ce was dedicated from the start to hitting not 
the right but the left. That explains the large 
number of former Nazi SS men it employed. 
They died out over the years, but snooping and 
spying aimed most in one main direction. With 
troops in Afghanistan and atomic submarines 
sold to Israel, checking on, Muslim terrorists” 
is now also part of their job, but although it 
would be unjust to accuse many in the current 
government of loving fascists, some fi nd it 
useful to have them around.

As long as there are Nazi marches, rallies, 
bloodthirsty concerts and attacks on foreigners, 
and as long as people on the left protest against 
them, often peaceably, like the 6,000 people who 
marched in Rostock on the anniversary of the 
violence 20 years ago, but occasionally with a 
hothead (or sometimes a police provocateur) 
throwing a bottle or rock in the direction of the 
tough, disciplined neo-Nazis, it is always pos-
sible to orate against “terrorists of the right and 
the left,” equating the two (just as Nazi Germany 
and the GDR are almost daily equated).

The Ministry of the Interior has just 
announced: “It is fully clear that the Left Party 
will remain under observation.” It is just like 
20 years ago; while many are forced to tighten 
their belts, hatred against foreigners continues 
to mislead and distract them. While those on 
the left continue to get hit, true criminals on the 
fascist right still get their wrists slapped. And 
the vaults, marinas, fancy garages and hangars 
of a very few get fuller and fuller all the time.
People’s World 

Magazine

ound

ultimatums 

Blake Deppe

Climate change is causing ice to rapidly melt, 
and that means different things for different 
parts of the world. The Arctic Chukchi Sea 
could still fall victim to oil drilling, and in 
Greenland, there are serious talks about 
turning the country into a mining frontier, 
in order to access its many precious metals. 
With the government there seriously consid-
ering a mining industry, environmentalists’ 
reactions are mixed.

New research conducted by analysis 
company GlobalData indicated that vanishing 
ice in Greenland has uncovered considerable 
reserves of gold, diamond, zinc, platinum, 
nickel, iron, and rare earth elements. The 
government there sees the establishment of a 
mining industry as benefi cial to the country’s 
economy, as Greenland currently relies heav-
ily on the fi shing industry and grants from 
the Danish government. Countries currently 
interested in pursuing exploration projects 
there include Canada, Australia, and possibly 
China.

Many are concerned, however, about 
the potential pollutants that would be spread 
through mining. Activists also question how 
well mining projects could actually be man-
aged and run.

“If you look at mining in other places, 
the problems are kind of similar,” said John 
Burgwald of Greenpeace. “But in Greenland, 
the thing that makes it different is the lack 
of ability to control the [mining] companies. 
There are not enough people - there are about 
57,000 in the whole country.” He also added 
that, ridiculously, the Bureau of Minerals and 
Petroleum that would oversee the project is 
made up of just 30 people.

Operations with such little management 
could endanger fi sh and mammals that are 
already being exposed to the effects of glo-
bal warming. It would also be diffi cult for 
that small a number of people to monitor 

wastewater spills - Greenland has no facilities 
that even process wastewater.

GlobalData’s analysis also concluded 
that a skilled workforce would be required to 
make these projects successful.

One might hope, however, that they 
would not be treated the way that coal miners 
are in the US. The most recent example of 
the abuse American coal miners face comes 
this week in the form of a campaign ad spot 
by Republican presidential candidate Mitt 
Romney.

The Republicans put together the ad to 
show their “support for the coal industry.” It 
just so happens, however, that the workers 
who stood behind Romney in the ad were 
forced to do so - without pay.

Ohio coal miners working for Murray 
Energy, a non-union company, were told that 
it was mandatory they attend a late August 
Romney rally in the town of Beallsville. 
For the “privilege” of standing behind the 
Republican candidate as he spoke, the miners 
had to forgo their salary for that day.

Unfortunately for Murray Energy work-
ers, short pay cheques are far from the worst 
things they have had to face. It was the same 
Murray Energy company that was behind 
one of the worst mine disasters in recent US 
history, the Crandall Canyon Mine explo-
sion in Emery County, Utah that trapped 
six miners and killed three rescue workers. 
Investigations by the government, labour, 
and independent groups all concluded that it 
was the fl outing of Environmental Protection 
Authority regulations by the company that 
caused those deaths.

Media outlets like FOX News later twist-
ed the story, falsely remarking that the Ohio 
miners had “turned their backs on Obama.” 
Additionally, Republicans continue to speak 
of a fi ctitious “war on coal” that President 
Obama is supposedly waging.

Sources in the labour movement note 
that it is natural gas industry practices like 

fracking (which many Republicans heav-
ily support) that are actually fl ooding the 
market with cheap gas, driving down the 
price of coal and thus weakening the coal 
industry. This began happening big time, 
they note, early in the Bush administration 
and has merely continued in the Obama 
administration.

In other words, coal is being challenged 
by the natural gas giants much more than it is 
being challenged by the Obama administra-
tion’s EPA regulations, which simply seek to 
protect miners and the public from disasters 
like the one that happened in Upper Big 
Branch. The regulations are also expected 
to curb coal plant mercury emissions by 90 
percent.

Though the mining in Greenland will be 
of materials other than coal, one of the con-
cerns is that left unchecked companies will 
abuse the workforce, just as they do here in 
the US.

Meanwhile, planned funding for projects 
there will be predictably corporate; some will 
come from a South Korean investor group 
made up of four giant conglomerates, includ-
ing auto manufacturer Hyundai, an unnamed 
private investor, and a large energy company.

Uranium may become yet another 
material to be mined in Greenland if the 
government gives in to a recent ultimatum 
by Australian energy company Greenland 
Minerals and Energy: “Lift the [existing] ban 
on uranium mining, or lose our investment in 
your project.”

And uranium mining, environmental-
ists stress, would only add to the hazards of 
potential ecological devastation that could 
arise from a mining industry’s tampering. 
Left unregulated, the dangers to both work-
ers and the public, they note, would also be 
enormous.
People’s World 

Should mining 
in Greenland 
follow the US’s 
example?
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Felix Imonti

The first concern of the Emir 
of Qatar is the prosperity and 
security of the tiny kingdom. To 
achieve that, he knows no limits. 
Stuck between Iran and Saudi 
Arabia is Qatar with the third 
largest natural gas deposit in the 
world. The gas gives the nearly 
quarter of a million Qatari citizens 
the highest per capita income on 
the planet and provides 70 percent 
of government revenue.

How does an extremely wealthy 
midget with two potentially dangerous 
neighbours keep them from making 
an unwelcomed visit? Naturally, you 
have someone bigger and tougher to 
protect you.

Of course, nothing is free. The 
price has been to allow the United 
States to have two military bases in 
a strategic location. According to 
WikiLeaks diplomatic cables, the 
Qataris are even paying 60 percent 
of the costs.

Having tanks and bunker busting 
bombs nearby will discourage military 
aggression, but it does nothing to 
curb the social tumult that has been 
bubbling for decades in the Middle 
Eastern societies. Eighty-four years 
ago, the Muslim Brotherhood arose 
in Egypt because of the presence of 
foreign domination by Great Britain 
and the discontent of millions of 
the teaming masses yearning to be 
free. Eighty-four years later, the team-
ing masses are still yearning.

Sixty-fi ve percent of the people in 
the Middle East are under 29 years of 
age. It is this desperate, angry group 
that presents a danger that armies 
cannot stop. The cry for their dignity, 
“I am a man,” is the sound that sends 
terror through governments. It is this 
overwhelming force that the Emir of 
Qatar has been able to defl ect.

A year after he deposed his father 
in 1995, Sheikh Hamad bin Khalifa 
Al-Thani established the Al-Jazeera 
television satellite news network. 
He invited some of the radical Salafi  
preachers that had been given sanctu-
ary in Qatar to address the one and a 
half billion Muslims around the world. 
They had their electronic soapbox 

and the card to an ATM, but there 
was a price.

The price was silence. They 
could speak to the world and arouse 
the fury in Egypt or Libya, but they 
would have to leave their revolution 
outside of Qatar or the microphone 
would be switched off and the ATM 
would stop dispensing the good life.

The Muslim Brotherhood, that 
is a major force across the region, 
dissolved itself in Qatar in 1999. 
Jasim Sultan, a member of the 
former organisation, explained that 
the kingdom was in compliance 
with Islamic law. He heads the state 
funded Awaken Project that publishes 
moderate political and philosophical 
literature.

How Qatar has benefi ted from 
networking with the Salafi s is illus-
trated by the connections with Tunisia 
where Qatar is making a large invest-
ment in telecommunications. Tunisian 
Foreign Minister Rafi q Abdulsalaam 
was head of the Research and Studies 
Division in the Al Jazeera Centre in 
Doha. His father-in-law Al Ghanouchi 
is the head of the Tunisian Muslim 
Brotherhood party.

Over much of the time since he 
seized power, Sheikh Hamad bin 
Khalifa Al-Thani has followed the 
policy of personal networking, being 
proactive in business and neutral on 
the international stage. The Emir is 
generous with the grateful, the Qatar 
Sovereign Wealth Fund bargains hard 
in the board room and the kingdom 
makes available Qatar’s Good Offi ces 
to resolve disputes.

Qatar’s foreign policy made 
an abrupt shift when the kingdom 
entered the war against Gaddafi . The 
kingdom sent aircraft to join NATO 
forces. On the ground, Qatari special 
forces armed, trained, and led Libyans 
against Qaddafi ’s troops.

The head of the National 
Transition Council Mustafa Abdul 
Jalil attributed much of the success of 
the revolution to the efforts of Qatar 
that he said had spent US$2 billion. 
He commented, “Nobody travelled to 
Qatar without being given a sum of 
money by the government.”

Qatar had US$10 billion in invest-
ments in Libya to protect. The Barwa 

Real Estate Company alone had US$2 
billion committed to the construction 
of a beach resort near Tripoli.

While the bullets were still fl ying, 
Qatar signed US$8 billion in agree-
ments with the opposition NTC. Just 
in case things with the NTC didn’t 
work out, they fi nanced rivals Abdel 
Hakim Belhaj, leader of the February 
17 Martyr’s Brigade, and Sheik Ali 
Salabi, a radical cleric who had been 
exiled in Doha. 

If Qatar’s investments of US$10 
billion seem substantial, the future has 
far more to offer. Reconstruction costs 
are estimated at seven hundred billion 
dollars. The Chinese and Russians 
had left behind between them US$30 
billion in incomplete contracts and 
investments and all of it is there for 
the taking for those who aided the 
opposition.

No sooner had Gaddafi  been 
caught and shot, Qatar approached 
Bashar Al-Assad to establish a 
transitional government with the 
Muslim Brotherhood. As you would 
expect, relinquishing power to the 
Brotherhood was an offer that he 
could refuse. It didn’t take long before 
he heard his sentence pronounced 
in January 2012 on the CBS televi-
sion program, 60 Minutes by Sheikh 
Hamad bin Khalifa Al-Thani.

The Emir declared that foreign 
troops should be sent into Syria. At 
the Friends of Syria conference in 

February, Prime Minister Hamad bin 
Jassim al-Thani said, “We should do 
whatever necessary to help [the Syrian 
opposition], including giving them 
weapons to defend themselves.”

Why would Qatar want to become 
involved in Syria where they have 
little invested? A map reveals that the 
kingdom is a geographic prisoner in 
a small enclave on the Persian Gulf 
coast.

It relies upon the export of LNG, 
because it is restricted by Saudi 
Arabia from building pipelines to 
distant markets. In 2009, the proposal 
of a pipeline to Europe through Saudi 
Arabia and Turkey to the Nabucco 
pipeline was considered, but Saudi 
Arabia that is angered by its smaller 
and much louder brother has blocked 
any overland expansion.

Already the largest LNG pro-
ducer, Qatar will not increase the 
production of LNG. The market is 
becoming glutted with eight new 
facilities in Australia coming online 
between 2014 and 2020.

A saturated North American gas 
market and a far more competitive 
Asian market leaves only Europe. 
The discovery in 2009 of a new gas 
fi eld near Israel, Lebanon, Cyprus, 
and Syria opened new possibilities to 
bypass the Saudi Barrier and to secure 
a new source of income. Pipelines are 
in place already in Turkey to receive 
the gas. Only Al-Assad is in the way.

Qatar along with the Turks would 
like to remove Al-Assad and install 
the Syrian chapter of the Muslim 
Brotherhood. It is the best organised 
political movement in the chaotic 
society and can block Saudi Arabia’s 
efforts to install a more fanatical 
Wahhabi based regime. Once the 
Brotherhood is in power, the Emir’s 
broad connections with Brotherhood 
groups throughout the region should 
make it easy for him to fi nd a friendly 
ear and an open hand in Damascus.

A control centre has been estab-
lished in the Turkish city of Adana 
near the Syrian border to direct the 
rebels against Al-Assad. Saudi Deputy 
Foreign Minister Prince Abdulaziz bin 
Abdullah al-Saud asked to have the 
Turks establish a joint Turkish, Saudi, 
Qatari operations centre. “The Turks 
liked the idea of having the base in 
Adana so that they could supervise 
its operations,” a source in the Gulf 
told Reuters.

The fi ghting is likely to continue 
for many more months, but Qatar 
is in for the long term. At the end, 
there will be contracts for the mas-
sive reconstruction and there will be 
the development of the gas fi elds. In 
any case, Al-Assad must go. There is 
nothing personal; it is strictly business 
to preserve the future tranquillity and 
well-being of Qatar.
Information Clearing House 

Qatar: rich and dangerous

Qatar: How does an extremely wealthy midget with two potentially dangerous neighbours keep them from making an 
unwelcomed visit? 

50,000 Greeks 
in general strike
Some 50,000 Greeks marched 
through central Athens on 
September 26 in the fi rst general 
strike since the country’s coalition 
government was formed in June, as 
Prime Minister Antonis Samaras 
worked to fi nalise another US$14.6 
billion in spending cuts aimed 
primarily at workers, pensioners 
and the poor.

Bitter resentment against the 
coalition government and interna-
tional lenders cascaded over into 
streets. The demonstration was 

generally peaceful, but there was 
fury in the crowd too.

The protest in front of the 
Parliament brought together public 
and private labour union members 
during a 24-hour general strike 
after judges, teachers, police and 
uniformed military offi cers had 
engaged in demonstrations and 
work slowdowns while doctors and 
pharmacists refused to accept state 
insurance because they had not 
been paid for months.

Everyone from shopkeepers and 

pharmacists to teachers, customs 
workers and car mechanics joined 
the demonstration in a strike after 
two years of harsh spending cuts 
and tax hikes.

“We can’t take it anymore – 
we are bleeding. We can’t raise 
our children like this,” said Dina 
Kokou, a 54-year-old teacher and 
mother of four who lives on 1,000 
euros a month. “These tax hikes 
and wage cuts are killing us,” she 
said. 

Brisbane
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Drone warfare: 
The brutal reality
Julie Levesque

A new study from Stanford 
University and New York 
University shows that the highly 
spoken of drone warfare, praised 
by both military and political 
offi cials, is pure fantasy. In the 
United States, the dominant nar-
rative about the use of drones in 
Pakistan is of a surgically precise 
and effective tool that makes the 
US safer by enabling “targeted 
killing” of terrorists, with minimal 
downsides or collateral impacts. 

This narrative is false. US drones 
have been killing countless innocent 
civilians in Pakistan and elsewhere. 
Those killings are rarely acknowl-
edged by the US government, if 
only to make tasteless jokes. We may 
recall President Obama making fun 
of the effi cient killing machine two 
years ago:

“The Jonas Brothers are here; 
they’re out there somewhere. Sasha 
and Malia are huge fans. But boys, 
don’t get any ideas. I have two words 
for you, ‘predator drones.’ You will 
never see it coming.” Reporting on 
the study, the News International 
(Pakistan} wrote the following:

“Just one in 50 victims of the 
CIA program of ‘targeted’ drone 
strikes in Pakistan’s tribal areas are 
known militants, while between 
2,562 and 3,325 people were killed 

in Pakistan between June 2004 and 
mid-September this year – of whom 
between 474 and 881 were civilians, 
including 176 children. 

First, while civilian casualties are 
rarely acknowledged by the US gov-
ernment, there is signifi cant evidence 
that US drone strikes have injured and 
killed civilians. In public statements, 
the US states that there have been ‘no’ 
or ‘single digit’ civilian casualties.”

It is diffi cult to obtain data on 
strike casualties because of US 
efforts to shield the drone program 
from democratic accountability, com-
pounded by the obstacles to independ-
ent investigation of strikes in North 
Waziristan.

The report concludes that:
• US drone strike policies 

cause considerable and under-
accounted-for harm to the daily 
lives of ordinary civilians, beyond 
death and physical injury.

• Publicly available evidence that 
the strikes have made the US 
safer overall is ambiguous at best.

• Current US targeted killings and 
drone strike practices undermine 
respect for the rule of law and 
international legal protections and 
may set dangerous precedents.

• What we are dealing with is a 
process of “remote killing” of 
civilians.

Globalresearch.ca 

John Wojcik

Under death threats, a Mexican 
labour rights activist, Blanca 
Velasquez, left the country this 
month and suspended a two-year 
legal battle she has had with the 
government, according to the US 
union umbrella body AFL-CIO’s 
Solidarity Centre. The legal battle 
is over harassment and threats 
against workers in Puebla, Mexico.

In May, one of her colleagues 
at Mexico’s Centre for the Support 
of Workers (CAT), Jose Enrique 
Morales Montano, was kidnapped by 
four masked gunmen and subjected 
to 16 hours of torture before being 
released.

Other workers at CAT have 
received death threats, and the 
organisation’s email has been hacked. 
The violence and threats began in 
December, 2010, when Velasquez 
found the message, “No saben con 
quien metes,” (“You don’t know who 
you’re messing with”), painted on 
her offi ce wall.

CAT, founded by Velasquez 
herself in 2001, is an offi cial part-
ner with the AFL-CIO’s Solidarity 
Centre. Velasquez, in her work at 
the centre has focused on cases in 
Puebla involving sexual harassment 
of female workers and attempts to 
block workers from forming unions.

Velasquez, seeking to force the 
Mexican government to address the 
violence against workers who were 

standing up for their rights, worked 
with ProDESC, a non-profi t group 
that focuses on economic, social and 
cultural rights.

The government scheduled a 
hearing on the case being made by 
both CAT and ProDESC, but sched-
uled the hearing in the evening.

The authorities turned down 
CAT’s request that they guarantee 
safe passage to the evening hearing 
for Velasquez who, at the time, was 
under a barrage of death threats. 
Velasquez decided the risk was too 
great to make the trip and she sus-
pended her legal fi ght.

The Mexican government 
ignored an order by the Inter-
American Commission on Human 
Rights to provide those protective 
measures. The commission issued 

the order after having heard the 
complaints of the labour activists. 
The Inter-American Commission on 
Human Rights is the regional body 
established by the Organisation of 
American States to promote and 
protect human rights in the Western 
Hemisphere.

Earlier this year, Velasquez 
received awards from the Fund for 
Global Human Rights (the Oscar 
Romero Award) and from Peace 
Brigades International, a group that 
provides protective accompaniment 
to human rights defenders at risk as 
a result of their work.

Velasquez insists that the focus of 
her work is labour rights, not doing 
battle with either the multi-national 
corporations operating in Puebla 
or with the Mexican government. 

“We’re not against the economy 
opening up to these companies,” 
said Velasquez. “We just want to 
have a dialogue about the incen-
tives used to bring these companies 
here, especially when the result is an 
atmosphere of intimidation and fear.”

The AFL-CIO Solidarity Centre 
has pointed out that union organisers 
in Mexico face numerous diffi culties, 
among which are having to deal 
with so called “yellow” or “protec-
tion” unions. In these situations the 
company pays the worker’s dues into 
the union as a form of protection for 
its own, rather than the worker’s 
interests. The union then advocates 
on the company’s behalf. Where 
these “unions” operate, the workers 
are often unaware that they have any 
representation whatsoever.

The AFL-CIO notes that, in 
addition to having to face threats, 
violence and the lack of represen-
tation afforded by the “yellow” 
unions, Mexican workers are on 
the front lines of a fi ght against 
global corporations determined to 
lower wages and on the front lines 
of a fi ght against labour laws in 
their own country that take away 
their rights.

Velasquez has told supporters at 
the Solidarity Centre in the US that 
she intends to return to Mexico and 
resume the fi ght as soon as possible. 
She says she must because workers 
have asked her the question: “If they 
have silenced you, what will they 
do to us?”
People’s World 

Under death threats, 
Mexican labour leader 
leaves country

Is the fracking industry 
bribing professors?
Blake Deppe

The University of Texas in Austin 
plans to organise an independ-
ent group of experts to review 
a February report on fracking 
– the controversial gas extraction 
method – after learning that the 
professor who wrote it is in the 
pocket of the natural gas industry.

Authored and presented by 
Charles Groat, associate direc-
tor of the university’s Energy 
Institute and former director of the 
US Geological Survey, the report 
claimed that a new study showed 
that there is no proof whatsoever 
that fracking causes groundwater 
contamination – something envi-
ronmentalists and many scientists 
dispute, and to which there is evi-
dence to the contrary.

Feeling uneasy after reading 
what was essentially a pro-fracking 
report, the Energy Institute soon 
learned that Groat has been on the 
board of the Plains Exploration & 
Production Company since 2007 – 
something he neglected to mention 
in his study.

Buffalo, New York non-
profi t watchdog group, The Public 
Accountability Initiative, released 
a report last week on the Groat 
study, noting that fracking industry 
ties are playing a role in falsifi ed 
or misleading reports written by 

so-called “experts” who are paid 
off to do so.

University executive president 
Steven Leslie remarked, “Groat has 
been reminded of his obligations to 
report all outside employment, per 
university policy. If the university 
had known about Groat’s board 
involvement, the Energy Institute 
would have included that informa-
tion in the report.”

Over in Ohio, meanwhile, the 
US Chamber of Commerce has 
launched a media campaign called 
“Shale Works for US,” and is offer-
ing information on how oil and 
gas drilling are supposedly going 
to create jobs and transform the 
economy. What it failed to mention 
is that the optimistic employment 
statistics it provided were derived 
from an April report written by 
three major Ohio university pro-
fessors whose study – predictably 
– was supported and funded by the 
natural gas industry.

One of the report’s co-authors, 
Robert Chase, came under the 
scrutiny of the Ohio Ethics 
Commission for having confl icts 
of interest and being a participant 
in industry-funded studies that, 
environmental watchdogs con-
clude, rely on poor disclosure and 
misinformation.

Chase also worked as a 
consultant for big oil and gas 

developers including Halliburton, 
Cabot, and EQT. Chase called 
for increased fracking in Ohio 
newspaper columns, and praised 
gas extraction further during the 
February 27 Subcommittee on 
Energy and Mineral Resources at 
the Eastern Gateway Community 
College.

When it comes to fracking 
studies, said Ohio oil/gas lease 
attorney Mark F Okey, “It’s hard 
to fi nd someone who’s truly inde-
pendent and doesn’t have at least 
one iron in the fi re. It’s a good ol’ 
boys network and they like to take 
care of their own.”

“There’s a clear and present 
danger of industry and university 
being way too cosy,” explained 
Ohio Environmental Council mem-
ber Jack Shaner. Chase “is clearly a 
poster child for the need for a clear 
bright line between industry and 
academia.”

Thomas McGarity, a University 
of Texas law professor and author 
of Bending Science: How Special 
Interests Corrupt Public Health 
Research, said it’s hard to fi nd 
fracking reports free of pro-indus-
try bias. That’s because the indus-
try, he said, “is trying to buy the 
prestige of the university. And the 
universities are happy to sell their 
prestige, I suppose.”
People’s World 

Blanca Velasquez.

Velasquez found the message, 
“No saben con quien metes” 

(“You don’t know who you’re messing with”), 
painted on her office wall.



10 The Guardian
October 3 2012

Bishops, 
blacklisting 
and business
Ever since Jesus chased the money lend-
ers from the Temple, the rich have had 
an uneasy relationship with Christianity: 
often cosying up to Church hierarchy for 
their mutual benefi t even as their pursuit 
of profi t was being reviled as sinful by 
theologians and preachers. They had to wait 
until the Reformation to fi nd church leaders 
who could successfully marry the ethics of 
capitalism to those of Christianity. Once they 
did that, the modern church was off and run-
ning. Even today, however, contradictions 
between practice and preaching still occur.

The Archbishop of Canterbury, Dr Rowan 
Williams, during the banking collapse of 2008, 
criticised hedge funds for causing the crisis. 
He accused hedge funds, as a result, of driving 
up food prices and the constant “grabbing of 
things in the world”. He was backed up by the 
former Bishop of Rochester, Michael Nazir-Ali, 
who said: “The turmoil in the markets is almost 
certainly the result of amoral forces.” (Surely 
the Church of England would be more effective 
if its leaders used modern idiom?)

In any case, neither Bishop nor Archbishop 
appear to have been listened to: the Church of 
England has revealed that it has poured some 
£60 million of vicars’ pension investments 
into hedge funds run by some of the world’s 
richest people.

Some British workers who are defi nitely 
not among the world’s richest people are the 
several thousand construction workers who 
were blacklisted over their union activity or 
their concern over safety issues. An investigation 
by the Information Commissioner’s Offi ce 

in 2009 found that a chap named Ian Kerr, 
of Droitwich, on behalf of an outfi t with the 
innocuous-sounding name The Consulting 
Association, actually held details of 3,213 
construction workers in Britain. The Association 
traded these details for profi t, selling prospective 
employers details of a worker’s trade union 
activism, whether the worker ever raised health 
and safety issues, his friends and associates, 
the type of car he owned, his facial features, 
political affi liations, even his religion.

Some of the information, such as attendance 
at anti-fascist rallies, could only have come 
from police data banks. Construction workers 
plan to ask the Independent Police Complaints 
Commission to investigate allegations that police 
have apparently supplied data about workers to 
an industry blacklist.

Being a site safety rep was enough to put a 
worker on the blacklist, as was drawing attention 
to safety hazards or to dangerous practices. 
Now the Blacklist Support Group has launched 
a High Court claim for compensation for years 
of employment lost because of blacklisting. 
Many of the claimants say they were repeatedly 
dismissed from major construction projects and 
in some cases suffered years of unemployment 
because of their union activities or for raising 
concerns about safety on building sites.

The existence of an organised blacklist in 
Britain raises the question of the likelihood of 
a similar employer scheme operating here in 
Australia.

While business groups in Britain were 
still rejoicing at the way the London Olympic 
Games had boosted their economic performance, 
at huge cost to the public purse of course, the 
data company SSentif released fi gures showing 
that the number of homeless in Britain rose by 
a quarter over the last three years, from 40,020 
in 2009/10 to 50,290 in 2011/12.

During the same period, SSentif noted, 
spending on tackling homelessness fell from 
£213.7 million to £199.8 million. So, although 
homelessness went up, the Tory-dominated 
British government was less concerned about 
it. (Now there’s a comforting thought!).

It’s ironic isn’t it, that the attitude of modern 
capitalism towards the Olympic Games (indeed, 
towards all big sporting events) is the same as 
that of the ancient Roman Empire, a society 
whose wealth was based on slavery: the Games 
are a diversion for the masses, distracting them 
from the oppressed reality of their lives.

Did you see where the Syrian troops 
who overran the “rebel” positions in Aleppo 
captured not only Syrian “dissidents” but also 
a number of Turkish and Saudi offi cers from 

those countries’ special forces. Their presence 
reinforced the strong sense of déjà vu about 
the whole Syrian “insurrection”: it resembles 
oh so closely the similar “insurrection” by 
Spanish dictator General Franco. His forces 
were dependent on mercenaries from North 
Africa, augmented by the regular armed forces 
of Italy and Germany.

As for the so-called Western democracies 
– themselves also imperialist states, of course 
– they were more than happy to see Spain fall 
to the Fascists if it kept “the Reds” out of the 
Mediterranean. The US, Britain and France 
– together with Turkey, Israel and the feudal 
Saudis – would be happy to see Syria fall into 
the hands of the fascist-minded Islamists, if 
it meant removing Russia’s infl uence in the 
Eastern Mediterranean.

Meanwhile, a retired British offi cer, Colonel 
Richard Kemp, in his contribution to a new 
report “A Collision Course for Intervention”, 
frankly gives his opinion that “it is highly 
likely that some western special forces and 

intelligence resources have been in Syria for 
considerable time.

“The most important intelligence can only 
be gained by clandestine operations by special 
forces and national intelligence agencies on 
the ground.” According to the good Colonel 
these clandestine operations could include 
sabotage and encouraging a coup d’état 
against the regime. He also noted that Special 
Forces advisers working alongside opposition 
commanders, with air support on call, “could be 
tactically and strategically decisive, as it proved 
in Afghanistan in 2001 and Libya in 2011”.

In other words, our Intelligence savvy 
British colonel (retired) is acknowledging 
that the overthrow of the popular, secular 
government of Muammar Gaddafi  and its 
replacement by a fanatical religious regime 
intent on ethnic cleansing and “holy war”, 
was predominantly the work of special forces 
from outside the country, not Libyan “freedom 
fi ghters”. But then, we already knew that. NATO 
could hardly disguise it. 

Letters / Culture & Life

Mental health 
in social context
Very rarely is the true nature of 
why mental health has become a 
major issue since the 1980s been 
allowed to be expressed by some-
one in authority. Nearly every time 
authorities in the mental health 
industry limit the debate down 
to the problem of the individual 
rather than a cultural change in 
society brought about by a political 
return to laissez-faire capitalism.

So their argument is based on 
being mostly due to the individual 
having a chemical imbalance and  
all that is needed is to pour a “good 
feeling” chemical down their throat 
and that will override the negative 
chemicals that have built up in the 
individual, a bit like Brave New 
World.

Of course the authorities never 
ask the reason why there is an increase 
in the population who are suffering 
mental health and that is because the 
mental health industry has grown to 

huge proportions with most people 
employed having a vested interest in 
keeping a job in this new multi-billion 
dollar lurk continuing into the future.

In Victoria people like Jeff 
Kennett started this industry up to 
counter act the working-class senti-
ments that he was creating depression 
because of his ideology of dismantling 
the temporary “humane” capitalist 
state (Keynesian) which developed 
after WW2. This was because  it was 
forced into it by the presence of the 
superior Soviet Union where a job 
was guaranteed as well as housing 
and all the other needs of the working-
class. Margaret Thatcher articulated 
the return to normal capitalism where 
there is “no such thing as society; we 
are all individuals”.

As an individual down the bottom 
of the system and without a job you 
have nowhere to turn but everyone 
else is also affected by the ideology 
of no society because every person 
is now your enemy with intentions 
to screw whatever they can out of 
you.  It is a very ugly world view that 
especially the teenagers of today are 
now forced to bear.

So it was a pleasant surprise 
to hear Professor Patrick McGorry 
on Four Corners articulate the true 
nature of why mental health exists 
today. He stated that it has developed 
in the last “two to three decades” 
and is due to “social change” which 
has caused “fi nancial pressures” as 
well as a decline in “unskilled work” 

opportunities and when one no longer 
lives in a society but is all alone as 
an individual, a “loss of sense of 
purpose”.

Every working-person in the 
world has been drastically affected 
by the loss of the fi rst workers’ state, 
the Soviet Union.

Howard Patterson
Vic

Lesser evils
Your recent editorial (Issue #1566) 
refers to the return of Sri Lankans 
from Christmas Island and 
assumes they are Tamils.

According to the Sydney Morning 
Herald, of the 18 returned to Sri 
Lanka, 14 of them are Sinhalese, 1 
is Muslim and only 3 are Tamils. 
Almost all Tamils arrive in Australian 
by water.

Sixteen Christmas Island detain-
ees refused to go to Nauru and chose 
instead to return to Sri Lanka. A 
former Australian ambassador to Sri 
Lanka recently described the treat-
ment of the Tamil minority as similar 
to South African apartheid.

The returning Sri Lankans were 
almost certainly Tamils, and it appears 
they considered the terrible risks they 
now face to be a lesser evil than slow 
mental death, possibly over decades, 
on Nauru.
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The programs on national 
public television this week 

are so unexceptional, so much the 
usual run of the mill dross, that I 
have been moved to do something 
very unusual for this column, and 
write about a program that should by 
rights have been covered last week. 
(I promise that next week we will 
revert to covering them in advance.) 
The fi lm is Joe Berlinger’s feature 
length documentary Crude which was 
screened last Sunday on ABC 2 about 
a long-running court case in the US. 

For nearly 30 years, beginning in 
the mid-1960s, US oil giant Texaco 
drilled for oil in Ecuador, in and 
around the ancestral homeland of the 
Indigenous Cofán Indian community. 
In 1992, Ecuador regained control of 
its oil, and Texaco was forced to cede 
control of its drilling sites to state-
owned Petroecuador. The Ecuadorian 
company found the oil drilling area 
to be dreadfully polluted, and the 
government demanded reparations 
from Texaco. Three years later, in 
1995, Texaco conducted a purported 
“environmental remediation” as part 
of a US$40 million settlement with 
the Ecuadorian government. In return, 
Texaco was freed of any claims over 
the pollution. Texaco was acquired 
by the even bigger oil giant Chevron 
in 2001.

And yet today, despite Texaco’s 
supposed clean-up, the soil and 
water of the area still run black with 
oil, the Cofán are dying of cancer 
at an alarming rate, and Chevron 
keeps trying to pass the buck for this 

enviro-disaster to Ecuador’s own oil 
company Petroecuador.

A decade-and-a-half ago, the 
Cofán fi led a multibillion-dollar class-
action lawsuit against Chevron as the 
originator of what is now a “death 
zone” of toxic pollution in the middle 
of the Ecuadorian Amazon the size of 
the US state of Rhode Island. In their 
classic manner, the oil company set 
out to exhaust their Indigenous oppo-
nents by using Chevron’s wealth and 
corporate lawyers to drag out the case 
(it is in fact still running!). Chevron 
attacked the plaintiffs, asserting that 
the case was a complete fabrication, 
perpetrated by “environmental con 
men” who (according to Chevron) 
were seeking to line their pockets with 
the oil company’s billions.

Chevron even raised allegations 
of bribery against the judge in the case 
in the hope of once again delaying 
judgment. But twisted court cases are 
meat and drink to documentary-maker 
Joe Berlinger. A master of true-crime 
vérité, Berlinger has previously co-
directed (with longtime fi lmmaking 
partner Bruce Sinofsky) Brother’s 
Keeper, centred on a fratricide trial in 
rural New York, and the two Paradise 
Lost documentaries, about the ongoing 
travails of three Arkansas teenagers 
questionably convicted of murder.

In the gripping, intrinsically 
cinematic Crude, he does an equally 
superb job of taking us through the 
twists and turns of the legal battle over 
what has been termed “the Amazonian 
Chernobyl”.

Rolling Stone said “Here’s a pow-
erhouse of a documentary that makes 
you feel mad as hell and unwilling 
to take it anymore. Filmmaker Joe 
Berlinger is calling out Chevron for 
despoiling the Ecuadorean rainforest 
and using every spin in the Chevron 
PR book to pretend otherwise. 
Berlinger hears both sides, with native 
lawyer Pablo Fajardo taking on the 
corporate hotshots.”

Berlinger has been criticised by 
some for accepting the involvement 

of celebrity activist Trudie Styler 
(Sting’s wife), but her presence 
brought a fl urry of media coverage 
including a spread in Vanity Fair and 
a much-heightened profi le. As one US 
critic put it, “whatever one thinks of 
the beautiful people, the third-world 
children they adopt, and the noble 
causes they support, Crude shows 
how celebrities can and do make 
things happen in the political sphere.”

However the most telling argu-
ments in the fi lm come “from watch-
ing tribes living in a toxic wasteland 
with children ravaged by skin diseases 
and cancer. The shattering sight of 
sludge creating a poison rainbow on 
a river argues eloquently about why 
oil and water don’t mix.”

The fi lm has won remarkable 
plaudits from critics in the US and 
Britain. “Joe Berlinger’s scorched-
earth documentary and David-and-
Goliath drama offers more than a 
few eco-outraged observations on the 
not-so-free enterprise system: As the 
fi lm very eloquently implies, when the 
greater good is defi ned as profi ts, and 
a lack of culpability is proportionate 

to your number of shareholders, well 
... a lot of petroleum-soaked chickens 
will be coming home to roost,” John 
Anderson, The Washington Post.

Time Out New York simply called 
it “A rage-making account of corpo-
rate colonialism”, while one critic in 
the Toronto Globe and Mail described 
it as “Compelling, complex, intimate 
… A must-see,” and the paper’s other 
critic said “What makes Crude worthy 
of the overused term ‘epic’ is the way 
the case symbolises a host of contem-
porary issues: the iron-fi stedness of 
multinational corporations; environ-
mental despoliation; the disappear-
ance of Indigenous cultures; and the 
power of celebrity and the media to 
infl uence justice.”

Fernando F Croce in Slant 
Magazine covered most of the bases, 
writing: “A polished and haunting 
work of humanistic journalism, the 
fi lm is passionate enough to follow its 
subjects in the ground-level combat 
of street demonstrations and offi ce 
showdowns, and astute enough to 
understand the important roles a 
Vanity Fair article or a Trudie Styler 

endorsement can play in a cause. 
Crude is both a tribute to human-
rights tenacity and a sobering account 
of the multinational-Moloch greed 
that can keep justice in limbo.”

Matthew Turner in the British 
View was clearly impressed: “Superbly 
directed, powerfully emotional docu-
mentary that grips like an expert legal 
thriller – uplifting, suspenseful and 
utterly devastating, this is likely to be 
one of the best documentaries of the 
year”, while London’s other weekly 
journal of fi lm criticism, Time Out, 
said “A gripping account of corporate 
malfeasance, striking a good balance 
between ecological elegy and real-life 
legal thriller.”

Across the water, The Boston 
Globe exclaimed: “Rousing! A clas-
sic David vs. Goliath face-off… The 
anger onscreen spreads as slowly and 
inexorably as toxic sludge”, while The 
New York Times said: “Rarely have 
such confl icts been examined with the 
depth and power of Joe Berlinger’s 
documentary Crude. These real char-
acters and events play out on the screen 
like a sprawling legal thriller.” 

Rob Gowland
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Crude – taking us through the twists and turns of the legal battle over 
what has been termed “the Amazonian Chernobyl”.
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“We were wrong to think 
the environment could wait”
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Amy Hall meets outspoken Filipino 
campaigner Lidy Nacpil, who shares 
her thoughts on floods, solidarity and 
ramming home the climate-change 
message.

Lidy Nacpil grew up in Metro Manila in the 
Philippines. A passionate environmentalist, 
she started out as a student protester in the 
early 1980s, part of the movement against 
the Ferdinand Marcos dictatorship and 
now heads up anti-debt campaign Jubilee 
South Asia.

Amy Hall spoke to Nacpil at the Friends of 
the Earth conference in London on September 
15 where the 52-year-old veteran campaigner 
spoke on economics, building a global climate 
movement and appeared in the closing rally 
with fashion designer Vivienne Westwood and 
MP Caroline Lucas.

Do you think more needs to be done to 
link environmental and economic justice?

Yes, in the South especially because we 
already have a lot of people involved with some 
of the big economic justice questions, especially 
because it really impacts on the day-to-day sur-
vival, but somehow we haven’t established that 
quite as clearly as far as climate is concerned. 
It’s very important to talk about the atmosphere, 
greenhouse gases and so on because that’s the 
science, but if you start talking about those 
things to people on the street they’re really 
not going to understand and it’s very hard for 
them to be passionate and to care. We need to 
be able to translate what climate change is in 
terms of the economic and social problems that 
people are facing.

As a passionate climate campaigner, do 
you think we should be focusing on adapta-
tion or prevention?

We have no choice, we have to do both. 
Globally the task is really about preventing it 
because we have very little time, the impacts 
are really profound and already we are feeling 
it. Whatever we are experiencing is going to 
be worse even if we reduce emissions to zero 
by tomorrow. Of course, especially for people 
who are impoverished and not just in the South, 
also here, the impacts are going to be greater 
and therefore there’s going to be a huge need 
for people to learn how to adapt and to deal 
with the loss and the damage that it will create. 
For many parts of the global population they 
have no choice.

How do you think campaigners can com-
municate this urgency to other people and to 
governments?

I think the answers are not new; it’s still the 
same painstaking kind of education work. Most 
people don’t know or don’t understand it and 
whatever information that they happen to get 
from mainstream media or from government 
may not be the right kind. I was surprised when 
I went to an island [in the Philippines] and spoke 
to the community. They knew about climate 
change because they said the local government 
did a seminar and the solution is to plant trees. 
It’s totally depoliticised.

We need to do that groundwork in order to 
galvanise people because unless there’s millions 
of people on the streets, or on radio, or clamour-
ing for governments to do something about it 
they’re not going to move. If it was just a matter 
of really good studies, information, pictures in 
order to convince the policy makers, then we 
would have realised our objectives a long time 
ago. It’s not enough because they have a lot of 
vested interests.

You were in Manila recently during the 
fl ooding, is that a normal occurrence for 
the area?

No. Actually the fi rst of such huge fl oods 
that we’d never witnessed before happened in 
September 2009. Metro Manila is one of the 
largest cities in the word. It has a population 
during day time of about 16 million people, so 
we have our share of huge roads – they just 
turned into these rivers of swirling waters and 
large areas like lakes with only tiny spots of 
roof tops. It’s something that we’ve never seen 
before – even our parents and grandparents have 
never seen it.

The following year it happened again in 
another part of the country, on the island of 
Mindanao [in the southeast of the Philippines]. 
The same images of devastation were there. 
Then a few weeks ago it happened again. Now 
I don’t think anyone can dare say that climate 
change doesn’t have anything to do with it. So 
if the image of climate change for Africa is 
Africa burning, the image for us is of drowning.

How did you fi rst get involved in anti-
poverty campaigning?

The dictatorship in the Philippines didn’t 
just mean violence and suppression of rights but 
also worsening poverty because of [Ferdinand 
Marcos] keeping the political power to himself. 
He was using that power to amass greater and 
greater wealth to control the economy. So for 
us the struggle against the dictatorship was not 
just about the human rights and freedoms; it 
was about the peoples’ survival in the face of 
robbery of the means to live.

It’s not just the North being in solidarity 
with the South any more, it’s a common fi ght. 

I think we were wrong in thinking at that time 
that environmental issues could wait. I think we 
should have integrated it so we would already 
be in a far stronger place today to wage the fi ght 
on climate change.

How important do you think cross border 
coalitions like debt-cancellation campaign 
Jubilee South are?

We used to think that global solidarity is 
important because we need people to be in 
solidarity with us in our national struggles, 
which is still true. But now I think there is an 
understanding that it’s a global system that’s 
responsible. 

In our earlier fi ghts we were saying we just 
need to break free from the political strangle-
hold; we just need to build an independent and 
democratic government that is not controlled by 
big business or these northern countries and so 
on. But you can’t say this any more because you 

need to change the system here [in the North] 
too. Solidarity has to be understood like that 
now. It’s not just the North being in solidarity 
with the South any more, it’s a common fi ght.

What do you see as the biggest challenge 
to global equality?

The fi rst problem is ourselves. I think the 
biggest challenge is this idea that “it’s too dif-
fi cult so let’s settle for the achievable goals”. 
I cringe every time people say we have to be 
realistic; to be realistic is to have good plans 
but it doesn’t need to mean you have to settle 
for less. We need to be able to move people to 
aim big because no less is required.
Lidy Nacpil is currently the coordinator 
of Jubilee South Asia and vice president 
of Freedom from Debt Coalition in the 
Philippines.
New Internationalist 

Filipino campaigner Lidy Nacpil: “We need to be 
able to translate what climate change is in terms 
of the economic and social problems that people 
are facing.”

Mariela Castro Espín in Melbourne

Sexual, Gender and 
Women’s Rights in Cuba 

Wednesday, 17 October at 6.30pm
Public Lecture Theatre Old Arts Building 
The University of Melbourne PARKVILLE

Mariela Castro Espín is currently Director of Cuba's National Centre for Sex Education 
(CENESEX) and a well-known activist for lesbian, gay, bisexual, transsexual and intersex rights, 
as well as a strong defender of Cuba's socialist system. The daughter of Cuban President 
Raul Castro and the late Vilma Espin, founder of the Federation of Cuban Women (which set 
up CENESEX), Mariela has led campaigns against homophobia and for the acceptance of 
homosexuality, bisexuality, transvestism and trans-sexualism. She helped push through a 2008 
law in Cuba which gives transgendered persons access to free sex change operations and 
campaigns for same sex unions and same sex marriage. 

As well as academic positions at the University of Havana (Pedagogical Institute Enrique Jose 
Varona) and University of Medical Sciences (Institute of Medical Sciences of Havana), Mariela's 
responsibilities include: Director of CENESEX's journal, Sexologia y Sociedad (Sex and Society), 
President of the Cuban Multidisciplinary Centre for the Study of Sexuality, President of the 
National Commission for Treatment of Disturbances of Gender Identity, member of the Direct 
Action Group for Preventing, Confronting, and Combatting AIDS, and executive member of the 
World Association for Sexual Health. Mariela is also the author of numerous scientifi c papers and 
author and co-author of ten books, published in Spanish and other languages. 


